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Abstract. In thc presen! art ie le I intcnd to point out somc aspccts of thc archacological practice in communist and 
post-communist Romania which I think dcscrvc more attcntion than has bccn paid to thcm so far, taking as a casc 
study thc rcscarch on thc ( Ef\colithic paiod. Thc firsl part of thc papcr dcals with thc dominant t)11cs of discoursc, 
lhcir proponenls and thcir bcncficiarics; in othcr words, thc po! icy pursued by thc academic world, and thc power 
rclationships within !he discipl ine. Thc sccond part discusscs thc rclationships betwcen thc archaeologists' approach 
and thc socio-politica! contcxL and their conscqucnccs. 

Rezu mat.  În articolul de faţă intenţionez să reliefez o seric de aspecte ale practicii arheologice din România 
comunistă şi post-comunistă cc consider că merită mai multă atenţie, luând ca studiu de caz cercetarea 
(c)ncoliticului . În prima p:irtc a acestui articol voi discuta despre tipurile de discurs dominante, despre emiţătorii şi 
beneficiarii lor; cu alte cuvinte, mă voi referi la politica academică şi  universitară, la relaţiile de putere din cadrul 
disciplinei. f n cca de a doua parte voi lua în discuţie relaţiile dintre demersul arheologilor şi contextul socio-politic, 
precum şi consecinţele cc au decurs/decurg de aici. 

Introduction 

Anyonc who carcs to takc a look into thc works publishcd in thc past or at prcscnt by most 
Romanian archacologists wi l l  noticc that thc rcscarch of thc (E):\eolithic is dominatcd by the cultural­
historical approach: thc cpi stcmology is positivist-cmpiricist and thc main thcorctical concept uscd 
continucs to bc that of "archacological culturc," as dcfincd in carly 20th ccntury by Gusta[ Kossinna. Thc 
pcrpctuation of thc cultural-historical approach is also shown by thc fact that since thc intcrwar period thc 
numbcr of (E):\colithic "archacological culturcs'' has kcpt on growing: in a rcvicw dcdicatcd to pre- and 
proto-histot)' in Romania, publishcd in 1 933 by Ion :\cstor, six "cultures" arc prescntcd (:\cstor 1 932), 
and in 2000 mcntion is  madc of thc cxistcncc of about 22 :\colithic "cultures," "groups" and "cultural 
aspccts" (:\.fontu 1 998-2000: 76). Tf wc add to thcsc thc Encolithic "culturcs," "groups" and "cultural 
aspccts," wc obtain an ovcrall figurc of around 3 1 .  

A furthcr argument rcgard ing thc continuity of  thc cultural-historical approach is the fact that thc 
graphic rcprcscntat ion of thc "archacological culturcs" by maps or con-clation tablcs, uscd by V. Gordon 
Chi ldc in 'l11e Da1111he in f)reli isto1y ( 1 929), continucs to bc a currcnt practice in Romanian archacology. 

As a mattcr of fact, if somconc should takc a look at thc thcmatic-chronological index of thc 
journals Studii şi Cercet/iri de Istorie Veche şi Arheologie (Studies and Researches of Ancient Histo1y 
and Arclweo/ob_ry) (36 1 1 -2 ] ,  1 985 ,  p. 1 5 4 ff; 46 [3-4 ] ,  1 9 95 , p. 334ff) or Dacia (43-45, 1 999-200 1 ,  p .  
3 l 8ff), two of thc most 1 : 1 sting and prcstigious publications în Romania, will find that for thc (E):\colithic 

1 Thc prcscnt articlc is an cxpandcd version of a text prcviously publishcd in Romanian -- "Texte, discursuri şi 
iJcologic in cercetarea ( c)nco l i ticului din România", in Studii de Preistorie 3, 2005-2006. p. 1 3 1 - 1 4 8 .  

2 Va:-:ilc Pârvan Jnsti 1utc of /\rchacology, 1 1  I !cnri Coandă Strcct, Sector I .  0 1 0667 , Bucharcst. Romania; e-mail 
addrcss: al_ dragoman��yahoo.com 

Dacia. '.\.S. ,  tomc L J I J .  Bucarcsl. 2009, p.  1 9 1 -2 1 3  
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period, the main presentation criterion is the grouping of the articlcs according to the "cultures," 
·'asscmblages," "complcxcs" or "cultural groups ." 

Evcn during thc communist rcgimc, cstablishcd în Romania aftcr World War I I, thc fundamentals of 
thc discipline havc rcmaincd the samc. In spitc of what wc might think, în communist Romania a �arxist 
archacology similar to thc western oncs was not practised. ln Romania the so-callcd �arxist 
intcrprctations consistcd only in assc11ions mccahnically added at the begim1ing or cnd of some absolutcly 
traditional (positivist-empiricist) archacological works. ln short, the type of archacological approach in 
conununist Romania is bcst dcfincd by thc following pluasc: "Engels on thc outsidc, Kossinna on thc 
inside" (Gcbiihr 1 987 :  1 1 1  cited in Jacobs 2000: 350). 

A ftcr 1 989, a scrics of criticai works on cultural-historical archacology appcarcd (e.g. '\"iculcscu 
1 997; 2000; Vulpe 200 1 ;  Anghclinu 2003 ; Dragoman and Oanţă-Marghitu 2006; Palincaş 2006a). I am 
not going to rcpcat thc objcctions raiscd as rcgards thc cultural-historical approach. lfowcvcr, I intcnd to 
givc a short account of a few aspccts of archacological practice in conmrnnist and post-communist 
Romani a, that in my opinion dcscrvc more attcntion, by taking thc rcscarch of thc (E)'\"colithic as a casc 
study. In thc first part of this a11iclc I will discuss thc dominant typcs of discoursc, thcir proponcnts and 
bcncficiarics; in othcr words, I will refer to thc academic and univcrsity pol icy, to thc powcr rclations 
within thc discipline. ln thc sccond part I will discuss the rclationships bctwcen thc archacologists' 
approach and thc socio-politica! context, and thcir conscqucnccs. 

On discoursc, powcr and idcology 

Thc tcm1s of "discoursc," "power" and "idcology'' wcrc discusscd in dctail in the "post­
proccsualist" archacological litcraturc (e.g. Shanks and Tillcy 1 982:  1 30- 1 32; 1 987: 75-78, 1 80-1 8 1 ;  
1 992:  1 29- 1 30; �illcr and Tillcy 1 984: 5 - 14; Tillcy 1 990a), onc of thc analyscd topics bcing thc 
academic discoursc (e.g. Tilley l 990b; 1 993; 1 995) .  Thcrcforc, I will no longcr insist on thcsc conccpts 
and dircctly prcscnt thc "Romanian casc'' (sec alsa Palincaş 2006b). 

A fundamental trait of the discourse associated to thc positivist-cmpiricist approach in Romanian 
archacology consi sts in the frcqucnt usc of thc tcnns "scicncc"/"'scicntific," with a vicw to cmphasizing 
thc obj cctivc naturc of archacological practice, in which thc results produccd by thc archaeologist are 
rcgardcd as a direct rcf1cction of a past rcality. A good cxample of this is thc rcvicw publishcd in 1 98 1  by 
�ircca Babeş - Marile etape ale dezvoltării arheologiei În România (Tize main stages of the 
deve!opement of arclweology in Romani a) . The structurc of that art iele follows a gcncalogical trec that 
should j ustify thc cutTcnt arehacological practice by thc filiation with an idealizcd past, pcoplcd with a 
scqucncc of "great pcrsonalitics" making up a truc panthcon. According to Babeş, the discipline develops 
by thc col lccting and ··scicntific" and "objcctivc" ordcring of the archaeological finds: "[„ . ]  Romanian 
archacology has covcrcd a long way, always going upwards to attain what it is today: a scicntific 
discipline [ „ . ]"  (ibid. : 3 1 9). Wishing to convincc thc rcadcrs of thc objcctivity and truthfulness of his 
assc11ions, in this clcvcn pagc text, Babeş uscs the words ''scicnce"/"scicntific" no less than 1 8  timcs 
( four timcs on the first pagc� ), that is a frcqucncy average of 1 .63 timcs per pagc. 

A similar imagc can bc found in thc casc of thc homagc a11iclcs. I havc analyscd 23 such tcxts on 
somc of thc bcst known arehaeologists from Romania who rcscarched or arc rcsearching thc (E)'\"eolithic 
period (sec Appcndix 1 ) .  I havc choscn to analysc homagc tcxts bccausc this kind of writings is one of the 
rnost important sourccs of infonnation on thc way thc archacologists in this country regard the discipline 
thcy bclong to. 

Thc typc of discoursc in thcsc tcxts cxpresscs a truc cult of the personality, provcn by phrases such 
as "thc unqucstionablc supcriority of thc Ylastcr," "he uscd to be for us the cmbodimcnt of the true 
profcssor on whosc cvcry word wc uscd to hang lustily,'' "a pil lar of Romanian archaeology," "He had the 
ethics of a philosophcr of :'viartin J icidcggcr's sizc," '·he was born for archacology," "The lady of 
Romanian prchistory," "thc rcstlcss fighter for seholarly idcals," "�aître erudit," etc. Somc of the authors 
usc tcrms that rcmind or thc fanat icism specific of rcligious sccts: "he bumcd on thc fire lit on the altar of 
scicncc and culturc,'· "thc muscum, thc city [ „ . l  worship him and kcep his mcmory," "disciplc(s)," 
"apprcnticc,'· · ·mentor.„ "spiritual mentor;· "vocational profcssion," "model for lifc,'· "strategic clairvoyantc," 
etc .  Thc homagc articlcs say more about thcir authors than thc pcoplc to whom thcy arc dcdicated, as they 
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are rather autobiographical. Thc relation betwcen the persan who pays homage and the homager is onc of 
the patron-client typc: by invcsting in thc cult of thc pcrsonality of a "mastcr," the homagcr/disciplc is, in 
his/hcr turn, justified and confirmcd as archacologist/"scientist" by thc aura surrounding thc "master." 
That way a serics of gencalogies arc developcd, starting from thc "founders" of Romanian prchistorical 
archacology and cnding in the prescnt, with more or !css direct rcfcrenccs to the persan who writcs thc 
text. To excmplif y, I prcscnt the following gcncalogics rcgarding a serics of archacologists intercsted 
above all in thc (E)::\colithic period: 

( 1 )  Vasile Pârvan - Vladimir Dumitrescu - Silvia Marincscu-Bîleu - the former and currcnt Ph D 
candidatcs of thc latter. About Pârvan, Dumitrescu writes that "To him wc owc the creation of modem· 
Romanian archacological school, whose prcstigc was rccognizcd right after his dcath and stil! is an 
honour for Rornanian scicncc, as his disciples and desccndants arc striving, each according to his abilities 
and temperament, to fulfill his work" (Dumitrescu 1 993: 27). According to Marincscu-Bîleu (2002), 
Dumitrescu was "rcmarked and apprcciated by the master Vasile Pârvan as carly as his undergraduate 
ycars" (ibid. : 8) and playcd an important role "in continuing the goals initiated by and, pcrhaps, cven thc 
ideals put forward in thc unwrittcn testament of his Yl astcr" (ibid. : 9). Symptomatically, the homagc text 
dcdicatcd to Marincscu-Bîlcu begins as follows: "A distinguished heiress and follower of thc prcstigious 
activity of Vladimir Dumitrescu, Mrs Silvia :vfarinescu-Bîlcu dcvoted her entire lifc to archaeological 
rescarch [ . . .  ]" (>."cagu 2005 : 9). Thus, from thc vcry beginning, the professional activity of the honoured 
persan is authcnticatcd by rclating to the "prcstigious activity" of Dumitrescu who is described by 
Ylarinescu-Bîleu as a "scholar." That it is not by chancc is provcn by the fact that, furthcr on, thc 
profcssional behaviour of the honoured persan is again compared with that of Dumitrescu (ibid. : 9). 
Obviously, the justification has run to this day: "Silvia Ylarinescu-Bîlcu has not bcen only a Ph D 
supcrvisor, but shc also assumcd an educational role for at !cast two gencrations of archacologists or 
prehistorical rcscarchers" (ibid. : 9; original cmphasis). The stress on thc word "educational" is not 
fortuitous :  "Working on one's  Ph D thcses or the simple encountcrs with Silvia Marincscu-Bîlcu havc 
bccomc a truc school of prchistory that educatcd outstanding archaeologists or rescarchers, such as [thc 
cnumeration of forn1er and currcnt Ph D students follows]" (ibid. : 9; my cmphasis). Althouth thc author is 
not includcd in thc above cnumcration, as a fom1er Ph D applicant of Ylarincscu-Bîlcu, his prescncc 
among thc "outstanding archacologists" is wcll understood. 

(2) Vasile Pârvan I Ioan Andricşcscu - Ion >."cstor - Ylircca Petrescu-Dîmboviţa - >."icolac Ursulcscu I 
Dan Monah. Onc of  bis formcr students, Pctrcscu-Dîmboviţa (2005) dcscribes >."estor as a "creator of 
Romanian archacological school, likc his famous mastcr Vasile Pârvan" (ibid. : 1 3) ,  "a distinguishcd 
followcr of his prcdcccssors V. Pârvan and I. Andrieşescu" (ibid. : 1 5), as onc of his mast important mcrits 
consists in thc fact that, "owing to his exquisite qualitics as a profcssor and a scientist, he succeedcd in 
crcating, duc to his disciples, a modern Romanian archacological school in the ficld of prchistory, of the 
period of thc formation of thc Romanian pcoplc, and of medieval archacology, whose rcsults havc 
contributcd and continue to contributc to thc advanccmcnt of Romanian archacology in this country and 
abroad" (ibid. : 1 9) .  In his turn, Pctrescu-Dîmboviţa was cducatcd "undcr the direct guidance of somc 
great profcssors, such as Ioan Andrieşcscu and Ion >."cstor," as onc of his former students asserts 
(Ursulcscu 2005 :  1 4) .  Thc latter undcrl incs in thc very first part of his text that "wc havc thc joy and pridc 
of having hccn a pupil and later collaborator and followcr at thc chair" (ihid. : 1 3). According to 
Ursulcscu, Pctrcscu-Dîmboviţa 's activity focuscd on "training spccialists, by paying clase attention to thc 
students who had abilitics for rcsearch and passion for archacological rcscarch" (ibid. : 1 4), a rcason for 
which, the "archacological cxcavations he coordinatcd [ . . .  ] werc also cxamplcs of field rcsearch for thc 
practising students'  groups, for thc young rcscarchcrs who accompanied him" (ihid. : 14). Thc emphasize 
of Pctrcscu-Dîmboviţa 's professional activity is not fortuitous, as thc author himsclf undcrlincs in the 
following clausc: ' ' I  point out that first of al l ,  bccausc I countcd among thosc who bcncfitcd of thc carcful  
supervision, adviccs, hut al so  of thc high standards of Professor Ylircea Pctrcscu-Dîmboviţa on thc site of  
Cucuteni" (ihid. : 14) .  

A similar imagc can he found in Monah (2005 :  26): "J\s a profcssor and a Ph D supcrvisor, as a 
director of thc · A .  D. Xcnopol '  Institute of History and Archacology and of thc Muscum of thc History of 
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:\1oldavia, Y1.  Pctrcscu-Dîmboviţa was constantly prcoccupicd with trammg young archaeologists. 
Yrorcovcr, he tricd to get the most from thcm. Excavations, survcys and publications: thcse wcrc thc 
rcquircments of thc profcssor. In thcsc rcspccts he would accept no rebate and no slowing down of thc 
rhythm whatsocvcr." Thcse valorizing asscrtions also point to Monah, as provcn in a homage articlc 
dcdicatcd to him on his 60th annivcrsary (Iconomu 2003 : 1 0) :  "IIis scicntific pcrsonality [ :\1onah' s ] ,  
rcprcscntativc fo r  thc Romanian ::\colithic rcscarch, can bc considcred t o  b c  thc resuit o f  lassy 
archacological school, built up and hcadcd by thc academician Yîircea Pctrcscu-Dîmboviţa ." 

(3) Ioan A11dricşcscu I Scarlat Lambrino - Dumitru Bcrciu · - Sebastian Yrorintz. Berciu is not said to bc 
thc hcir and followcr of Andricşcscu or Lambrino, but only that "during his undcrgraduatc ycars he was 
an apprcnticc in ficldwork ncxt to I .  Andricşcscu at Oinacu and Agighiol, and ncxt to Scarlat Lambrino at 
Bi stria"' (Yrorintz 1 977:  298).  Des pite that, thc fact that Yrorintz, thc author of thc homagc text dcdicatcd 
to Bcrciu, mcntions it is relevant. Equally important for Yrorintz is also the fact that he considcrs himsclf 
to bc a ''disciplc of Profcssor D. Bcrciu since bis undergraduatc ycars" (ibid. : 300). 

In the analyscd bibliographic sample, with only one cxccption (:\1arincscu-Bîlcu 2002), thc 
frcqucncy averagc of thc tcm1s "sciencc"/"scientific"/"scicntist" is at !cast once per cach pagc, and thcrc 
arc cascs whcn thc frcquency avcragc is no lcss than four limes per page (sec Iconomu 2003 ; Preda 1 987; 
maximum 4 .67 in Crsulcscu 2005). As rcgards thc cxccption, thc singular usc of the exprcssion 
"scientist" is madc up for by using thrcc timcs per text, with direct rcfcrcnce to the pcrson to whom 
tribule is paid, of thc word "scholar." In thc othcr situations in which it occurs (bctwcen one and fivc 
limes per text), thc lattcr tcnn rcinforccs thc valuc of the words "scicncc"/"scicntific" (sec Dumitrescu 
1 993;  :\1orintz 1 977; Pctrescu-Dîmboviţa 2005; Spinei 2005a; 2005b; Szckely 1 973; Teodor 2005a; 
2005b; Crsulcscu 2005). "The scicntists" are par excellence mcn; thc rcscarch on the (E)::\eolithic in 
Romania is man dominatcd as shown by thc fact that thcrc is only onc homagc text dcdicated to a woman 
(::\ cagu 2005), but cvcn in this casc onc of thc main rcasons to praised hcr is that of bcing thc "hcircss and 
followcr" of hcr (male) "mastcr." 

To usc Christopher Tillcy' s phrasc ( I  992: 1 64 ), onc could say that this frcqucnt usage of thc words 
"sciencc"/"scicnti fie" is not an argument, but an incantat ion. The tcm1s "science" or "scicntific" are 
authoritarian, as thcy contain thc idea of objcctivity and truth, confirm, justify and authcnticatc, create an 
aura that strengthcns, defcnds and cnsurcs thc status of an archacologist of a persan (more prcciscly thc 
profcssional status and, implicitly, thc social one). Truc knowlcdgc could bc attaincd only duc to an 
cducation and a "scicntific work" (sec thc role of academic cducation in building up thc future "scientist" 
and valorizing this cducation whi lc practising thc profcssion). Equally, thcsc tcrms contain thc idea of 
cxclusion. Thc reader gcts thc imprcssion that Romanian archacological practice is frec of imagination, 
subj cctivism, uncc11aintics, contradictions or introspcction (as provcn by thc fact that thcse words are 
ncvcr uscd), that any achacologist should follow thc scicntific orthodoxy establishcd and promotcd by thc 
academic and university clitcs (as provcn by thc successful carccrs). The persan who attcmts to deviate 
from the scicntific path is symbolically banishcd from thc "scientific conmmnity," labcllcd as "not an 
archacologist, " ' and -- conscqucntly -- doomcd to bc an outsider of thc "caste acadcmiquc" (tcnn uscd in 
Spinei 2005b: 8) or thc "grande familie des archcologucs" (tcnn uscd in Laszlo 2000). 

I Icncc, whcncvcr somconc criticizcs thc cultural-historical approach of the "great profcssors" and 
their "scicntific" rcsults, thc rcactions arc virulent. For instancc, the only book so far on thc Cucutcni 
pottcry tcchnology was publishcd in I 984 by thc American rescarcher Linda Ellis. In that volume Ellis 
doubtcd, on thc onc hand, thc cxistcncc of thc Prccucutcni culturc, and on thc othcr, Dumitrcscu's 
subdi vis ion of thc Cucutcni cult urc phascs and thc chronological valuc of thc six decorative "styles" this 
subdivision îs bascd upon. Ellis also statcs that onc of thc Cucutcni culturc phascs was dcfincd by 
Dumitrescu cvcn bcforc it had bccn found, whi lc anothcr phasc was suggcstcd by Dumitrescu with a vicw 
to cha llcnging futurc rcscarchcrs . Her "boldncss" brought about harsh criticism from Yrarincscu-Bîlcu, 
thc author of' a monograph on thc Prccucutcni culturc and Dumitrcscu's  pupil (\1.arincscu-Bîlcu 1 987). It 
îs intcrcsting that thc book rcvicw writtcn by Yrarincscu-Bîlcu is cntircly dcdicatcd to "unrnasking" the 
crrors and shoncomings found in what Ellis knows about thc cultural-chronological attribution of thc 
(Prc)Cucutcni matcrials or sitcs, but thcrc is no rcfcrcncc to thc most intcrcsting part of thc work: thc 
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technological analysis of the pottery and its intcrprctation. The author of thc review hersei[ now admits 
that the text was writtcn with "retained passion" (Marinescu-Bîlcu, pers. corn.) .  

Similar rcactions get the young people who "dare" to dispute somc of the intellectual products of 
the "great professors" (e.g. Lazarovici 2005; sce also Cârciumaru 2003, evcn if he refcrs to the 
Palcolithic). The latter rely on the academic authority they have and on the symbolic capital they enjoy 
within the discipline to call off and defy the approach of the "hcretics ." 

Wherc does this virulcnce come from? The "scientific discourse" is in no way disintcrcstcd, in spitc 
of thc fact that it is supposed to be neutral, obj cctive. Within the Romanian archacological field, the 
position of a "scientist" has cntailed many advantages :  gaining prestige, social recognition, and, last but 
not Jeast, material privileges . Here is an cxample: 

"In recognition of his merits in training the staff and as a scientist with outstanding results, Profcssor 
Dumitru Berciu has been granted various litles and awards: profcssor, Ph.D„ reader in historical sciences, 
merited university professor, president of the Bucharest Subsidiary of the IIistorical Sciences Society, a 
member in the Permanent Council of the Intemational Cnion of Pre- and Proto-Historical Sciences, a 
member of the Instituie of Prehistory in Vienna, corresponding member of the German Archaeological 
Institute, a honorary member of the Jugoslav Archaeological Socicty, a member of the Pre-History Society 
in Aricge. He was awarded the ordcrs (The Star of the Republic), The Scientiflc Merit and the meda! of the 
Cniversity of Liege, and on behalf of the Academy he receivcd the Vasile Pârvan and ::\icolae Bălcescu 
prizes. In 1 997 he was clccted a honorary member of the Romanian Academy." (Comşa 1 997:  32 1 ;  my 
emphasis) 

It is worth mentioning thc cmcrgcnce, after 1 989, of a new element that is thc initiation of sevcral 
intemational coopcration projects, most of them (if not al!) with partners from Western Europe. Thc 
"opening" towards thc Wcst brought about a ncw type of discoursc whosc stratcgy consists in using kcy 
tcnns rcgarding modem mcans of research. I will only prescnt two of the wcll-known projects. In some 
tcxts on thc excavations carricd out as part of a British-Romanian proj cct in Teleorman Vallcy (Southcm 
Romania Archacological Project - SRAP) we are informcd that "within it wc uscd modem mcthodologies 
and cfficicnt cquipmcnt, somc of the activitics carried out thcre being absolute novcltics in Romanian 
archaeology (site mapping in GPS, GIS, alluvial archaeology)" (Andrecscu 2003: 350) or that "all the 
data obtaincd wcrc includcd in a databasc espccially dcvclopcd for that project, V.L.A.D. Basc (V ery 
Largc Archacological Data Base)" (Andreescu 2005:  422) . 

By taking ovcr the SRAP methodology, thc Romanian project director developcd another proj ect 
aiming at researching the (E)�colithic sites in southem Romania .  In the six tcxts I analyscd (Andreescu 
2003;  2004; 2005; 2006; 2007; 2008), the project is singlcd out by thc following key terms: "scientific" 
(appearing five timcs), "complex" (five times), "intcrdiseiplinary" (four limes), "cffieicncy" (thrce times), 
"multidisciplinary" (three timcs), "complete" and "premiere" (each appcaring oncc). One should remark 
also the expressions "a ncw way of tackling" or "a new approach" (each appcaring once). Thesc kcy 
tcn11S arc Jocated stratcgically eithcr in the introductory part, or in thc paragraph aftcr the dcscription of 
thc rcsearches, before thc concluding part, or in both. Mcntion is madc also of raising "scicntific 
rcsearch" to European standards or adapting it to the "rcal ities of this beginning of a millcnary" 
(Andreescu 2007:  399).  In other words, "thc project counts among thc most important projccts in south­
east Europe for thc �co-Eneolithic period" and, at the samc time, contributes to "establishing Romanian 
prchistorical archaeological rescarch intemationally" (Andreescu 2003:  350). 

Similar "arguments" can be found also in thc case of the cxcavations in the Encolithic tell of 
Hârşova, conductcd within a Frcnch-Romanian coopcration programme. An articlc lets us know that thc 
first aim of thc programme consists in "applying a conception as wcll as cxcavating mcthods and 
tcchniqucs, (for the first time in this country ! ) ,  that should improvc the quality of the cxcavations; 
thcrcfore, implicitly, of thc data obtained" (Popovici 2006 : 44) . In order to emphasizc in thc rcadcr's 
mind the notion of novclty, on the same page, bclow, a rciteration is madc of the faet that the excavation 
programmc at Hârşova was "an absolute premiere" for Romanian archaeology. "Multidiseiplinary 
rcscarches" are undcrlined, and thc avcrage of using this tcnn is 1 .2 per pagc. The frcqucncy averagc of 
thc word "complex" is onc per page. Thc tenn of "seicntific" appears four times in thc text summing up 
about five pages. To rule out any doubt, thc projcct manager asscrts: "wc consider thc Hârşova 
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progranunc to bc one of the mast ambitious and complete cvcr conducted in Romanian archaeology" 
(ibid. : 45). Meanwhilc, in sevcral excavation rcports it is mcntioned that the data were put into the site 
"Database" (Popovici el al. 2005 : 1 72; 2006: 1 76; 2007: 1 74; 2008 :  1 47). 

The use of capital lettcrs in rcfercncc to thc databascs clcarly points to the extent to which the new 
working tools were convcrtcd into fctishes, as if their mere utilization tumed the analysis of 
archaeological finds somehow into a more "scientific" and "obj ective" onc, according to the principie 
":V-1achines do not lic." In both projects the mast important key terms arc "intcrdisciplinary" and/or 
"multidisciplinary," "complex''/"complexity" and "scient ific." In that way, the dircctors of thc two 
projccts intend to prove that their endeavours surpass in quality those practised by their predecessors. 
Such phrascs are by no means harmless. A compctition is going on to win the benevolcnce of the higher 
authorities who grant legitimacy. Thcir usc boosts the "scientific aura" of the projects, as well as the 
profcssional and social status of the directors of the cxcavations in question, and, implicitly, provides the 
opportun.ity to obta.in considerablc financial support from the highcr fora for continuing the excavations. 
I !owevcr, it is intcresting that, in thc tcxts on thc two projccts mcntioned above, wc find the same 
traditional presentation, namcly the cultural-historical one (Andrcescu 2004; 2005;  2006; 2007; 2008; 
Popovici and Rialland 1 996: 1 2- 1 9) .  

S tarting from Tillcy' s assertion ( l  990b ), that in the analysis of archaeological texts we can 
dist inguish betwccn discourscs that perpetuate thc domination and discourses that oppose domination, I 
state that thc "scicntific discourse," in all its fonns, is a stratcgy aiming cithcr at preserving and 
pcrpctuating thc domination hcld by the currcnt academic and university elites in Romania over the 
archacological ficld, or at acccding inside the already existing hierarchy to privilegcd positions. In this 
struggle for powcr, the main weapon of pcrsuasion is using tcm1s of great symbolic significance, such as 
"scicncc"/"scientific," "scholar," "inter- or multidisciplinary." ln short, the "scientific discourse" 
rcprcscnts the ideology of thc currcnt academic and univcrsity clitcs in Romania. However, I should add, 
following Louis Althusscr ( 1 970: 59ff), that this ideology is not a tool delibcrately used by those elites to 
achicvc thcir goals; the elites bclievc in thcir own ideology: thus, they confcr moral authority to thcir own 
positions, and, on the other hand, attempt to pcrsuade the others to accept their dominant position as a 
justificd and natural one. Thc idcology helps out thc elitcs, not only as rcgards the control ovcr 
archacological practice, but alsa to cstablish thcmselves as a prevailing group. As I am going to argue in 
the ncxt chapter, the ideology consists in thc very fact that what the discourses present as "neutral," 
"obj ective" and "scientific" is, in fact, politica! .  

On archacology and politics 

To prove what I have just stated, I focused on the typc of interpretations generated both by cultural­
historical archacology, and by the rescarches considcrcd to bc an alternative to the cultural-historical 
approach - the archaeological excavations at Hârşova . �canwhilc, I took into account the politica! 
mcssage promotcd by thc archaeologists from Romania who researchcd or are rcscarching thc 
(E)?\ colithic period. 

7/ieoretica/ premises 

I start from thc idea that thc archacologist 's  approach cannot bc neutral or a poli tical, as it permanently is 
confrontcd and constraincd by thc politica! structurcs. Taking refuge into thc ivory tower of ncutrality is 
an il lusion. An archacologist ca1mot ignore thc social and pol itica! circumstanccs (s)hc livcs and works in: 
no onc pract iscs his or hcr profcssion in a vacuum. In thc ' 70s that issue was dcbated by a scrics of South 
American archacologists : 

"La tesis quc queremos dcfcnder [ . . .  ] cs que no existe trabajo arqueologico sin una vinculacion con la 
rcalidad quc vive ci arqucologo; que csa vinculacion cs politica (ticne como referencia al Estado), y que, por 
consiguicntc, la ncccsidad de la auscncia de una posicion politica para alcanzar scientificidad, es un mito." 
(Panamctl.o and i\alda 1 979:  1 1 3 )  

In thc ' 80s i t  was considcrcd alsa by somc Briti sh archacologists who havc pointed out that 
"Archacology, as cultural practice, is always a politics, a morality" (Shanks and Tillcy 1 987 :  2 1 2; see alsa 
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Tillcy 1 989a); since than the numbcr of the works dcdicatcd to the relations betwecn the archaeological 
practice and the socio-political contcxts have increased significantly (sce McGuirc 2008 with literature) . 

Thc adhcrents of empiricism have always claimcd thc indcpcndence of archacological practice 
towards the politica!, and considcrcd their approach to bc neutral, objcctive and apolitica! .  During thc 
conununist dictatorship, to avoid collaboration with thc rcgime, many researchers took refuge in 
descriptivism, as that attitudc was considered to be a form of rcsistance against the ideological pressure. 
Such a strategy is thomy. Taking a criticai attitude towards thc cmpiricism of the practice of historians, 
Althusscr shows that thcy refuse the thcory and replace it with thc mcthodology ( 1 970: 1 67- 1 68) .  In thc 
absence of a discussion ovcr the systcm of the thcorctical conccpts grounding thcir methods and practice, 
the place of thc missing scicntific thcory is occupicd by an ideologica! theory (ibid . :  1 68) .  Thc lack of 
intcrcst in thc criticai analysis of thc epistemologica! foundations of the discipline rcndcrs thc rcsults of 
thc cmpiricist approach liablc to be manipulated and subj cctcd to the official idcology. For instancc, thc 
myths of "objcctivity" and "scientific truth" were uscd in thc national-communist politica! discourse, as 
can be scen, among othcrs, in a paper signcd by ?\icolac Ceauşescu himself and cited in an account 
prcscnted during thc mccting of thc History and Archacology Dcpartmcnt of thc Acadcmy of Social and 
Politica! Scicnccs from the 23rd of :Vlarch 1 972, with thc relevant titlc - Historical Science in the Light of 
the Presen! Ideologica/ Commandments: 

"The scientific, objective interpretation of social and politica! events in their entirc complexity can be 
conducted only in the light of dialectic and historical materialism. [ .„] The value of a truly scientific history 
consists in the objective depiction of facts, in their truc interpretation, emerging into a mirror of the seif 
consciousness of the pcoplc." (Ceauşescu cited in Referat 1 972:  429; my emphasis) 

Thus, thc archacologists bccome - ( oftcn) in spitc of thcir will - some of the mast important providcrs of 
symbolic capital for thc politica! rcgimes in power at a givcn moment. 

?\o !css disturbing is that cmpiricist archacology shapcs pcoplc from the past after those of today, 
failing to rea lize thc diffcrcncc bctwccn them (Olsen 200 1 ) . Emmanuel Levinas (2000; 2006) draws the 
attention to thc uniqucness of human beings and the fact that we arc rcsponsiblc for thc othcrs bcyond our 
intentions. By claiming that wc arc ablc to know cvcrything about the Other we control him/hcr, or, thc 
rcduction of thc othcmcss of the Other to the Same, thc annihilation of the diffcrcnce, rcprcscnts an act of 
violcncc that contains thc gcrms of domination and crime (Lcvinas 2000; 2006). Following Levinas, 
severa! archacologists have pointed aut that our rclationship to thc past pcoplc should bc be an ethical 
one, that wc arc responsiblc for what we writc about them, cvcn if they are no longcr alive; by reducing 
the past pcoplc's lives to a historical narrativc, social systcm or cvolution, we create an unjust relationship 
to the Other (Hegardt 1 996: 1 1 - 1 3 ; 2000: 96-99; Thomas 2004a: 238; 2004b: 3 1 ) .  According to Julian 
Thomas, by bclicving that pcoplc' s  livcs can be fully intcgratcd into aur conceptual schcmes, we leam 
nothing from the past, we only organizc it; morcovcr, this kind of totalization is closcly rclated to 
totalitarianism, becausc if wc organize thc lives of thc pcoplc from thc past according to our conceptual 
schemcs, will find it acccptablc to tackle thc livcs of thc prcscnt pcoplc in the samc way (Thomas 2004a: 
238;  2004b: 3 1  ) .  

Consequcntly, thc archaeologists have to respect thc othcmcss of the lives of the peoplc from thc 
past, to bc sensitive, to dialoguc with the Other, nat to confinc thcm into discourscs claiming to be 
"objcctive," "scientific." As Axel Honneth puts it (2008 :  62-63 ), "Our rccognition of the individuality of 
othcr pcrsons dcmands that wc pcrccivc objccts in thc particularity of all those aspects that they attach to 
thcse objects in their respective vicws of them." By fail ing to do that, the archacologists' attitudc towards 
the human beings from thc past, similar to thc attitude towards thc pcoplc in thc prcscnt, can bc labellcd 
as an "insult" or "degradat ion," to usc two of thc tcnns discusscd by Honncth ( 1 992) .  

Researching the (E)Neolithic in Romania: ji-om empiricism to empiricism 

Thc "foundcrs" of modem Romanian archacology (many of thcm educated in thc intcr-war Germany) 
promoted thc idea that the task of a rcscarchcr is first to organizc the finds culturally and chronologically, 
by means of objectivc mcthods, and only afterwards to interpret thcm (e.g. :\estor 1 937:  1 55 - 1 56).  
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Through the mastcr-disciple rclation, the empiricism of thc inter-war German prehistoric archaeology has 
been perpctuated to the present: 

"II a 1ransmis [Pelrescu-Dîmboviţa] a ses elcves el collaborateurs plusieurs valeurs de l 'archeologie 
prchistorique allemande (heritces de ses maîlres, I. Andrieşescu et I. ::\estor, formes en Allemagne, prcs de 
Hubert Schmidt, rcspeclivement, Gero von '.\1crhart), comme la rigueur de la mcthode, l 'exigence de la 
prccision des obscrvalions sur le terrain el de !cur cnregislrement adequate - la condition prealable d 'une 
corrccle interprelation historique ulterieure." (Laszlo 2000: 3)  

Gradually, this rcscarch philosophy cntailcd thc dcfining of many "archacological cultures," as already 
mcntioned. 

In thc pa pers ref crring to thc (E)::\colithic period, I havc noticcd that two types of narrations are 
uscd, that ( oftcn) coexist in the same text. In thc firsl typc of narration, the Janguagc used is appropriated 
from biology: thc "archaeological cultures" emerge, live on, reach maturity, intermingle with other 
"culturcs," generate ncw "cultures" and vanish, either naturally or subside as other "cultures" appear. In 
the sccond type of narration the "archacological culturcs" play on the stage of prehistory the role that the 
nations play on thc stage of history: social and poli tical facts specific of modemity are projected into the 
past. Thc fact that thc Romanian archaeologists regard an "archaeological culture" as a modem nation 
with an cthnic basis is proven by the frequent usc of phrascs like "ethno-cultural," "bearers of the culture 
X," "X populations," "X pcople," etc. Thc litcrature dedicatcd to the (E)�eolithic is pervaded by 
"coni1icting statcs" bctwcen various "archacological cultures," such as those between Starcevo-Criş and 
Schela Cladovci (e.g. '.\1ogoşanu 1 978:  348-349) , bctwecn Vinca and Starcevo-Criş (e.g. Ursulescu 1 998 :  
75-76; Luca 2006 : 30-3 1 ), bctween the Linear Pottcry, on  the onc hand, and Dudeşti, Vinca and Lumea 
:\ouă-Cheile Turzii, on the othcr (e.g. Ursulcscu 1 998 :  82; Luca 2006: 34) , bctween Boian and Vădastra 
(e .g. ::\ica and Ciucă 1 989: 35 and 4 1 ;  Comşa 1 998-2000: 303) , bctwecn Petreşti and Turdaş (e.g. 
Draşovean 1 996: 99) , bctwccn thc local Encolithic "groups" and the steppe conununities (e.g. Roman 
1 973;  1 9 8 1  ), etc. Ins ide thcsc conflicts, somc "archaeological cultures" "penetrate"/"storm" others' 
tcnitorics as a resuit of a proccss of "tcnitory extension"/"tcrritorial expansion" and "dislocate" thcm, 
"assimilatc" thcm or cvcn "bring to an end thcir cvolution." The confrontations were "hazardous or 
auspicious," thc vcry rcason why somc "culturcs" "did not Jose so much ground" as others. There is also a 
case whcn, "for rcasons beyond anyone's  control" (thc "domination threat" inflicted by a certain 
"culture"), severa! "culturcs" unite and form a "cultural complex." Some authors use terms with a great 
dramatic wcight: thc impact that the migration of a "culturc" might havc had over another "culture" is 
dcscribcd as a truc "shock" (e.g. Roman 1 973 : 74; Lazarovici 1 987 :  33 ) . Thc proj cction into thc past of 
thc nation-statc imagc gocs so far that some authors cvcn refer to the language spoken by the "bearers of a 
culture." for instancc, with Eugen Comşa "it is obvious that thc initial linguistic unity of the bearers of 
the Boian culturc bcgan to crumblc upon the sprcading of the Giuleşti phasc communities to south-east 
Transylvania and wcst '.\1oldavia" (Comşa 1 974: 5 1 ;  my emphasis). Racist c01motations do not lack: "Thc 
p11re.1·t Vinca A matcrials in Transylvania arc in thc A2/ A3 horizon at Balomir" (Maxim 1 999: 64; my 
cmphasis). Thc samc phrasing somcwhcrc clsc: "wc think that the house B6/l 985 al Liubcova-Ornifa has 
thc purest archacological finds to illustratc phasc /\. 1  of thc Vinca culture on the Danubc line" (Luca 
1 998 :  98 ;  my crnphasis) . I have cven mel colonialist asscrtions, for instance with Zoia '.\1axim, who 
dcscribcs thc ' ·ncolithization" as a civilizing proccss for thc local Mesolithic conu1mnities: "on thc 
Transylvanian tcnitory thcrc werc Tardcnoasian communitics that wcre 'civilizcd' gradually at each new 
impulsc" ('.\tlaxim 1 999 :  27) . Evcn if thc tcrm is bctwecn quotation marks, the idea remains the same. 
S imilarly, Lrsulcscu talks about thc "cultural supcriority" of thc ::\eolithic communities of southem origin 
as comparcd with thc central European oncs out of whosc "intcm1ingling" some "cultures" or "cultural 
groups" might havc rcsultcd (Crsulcscu 1 993:  1 8) .  Thc samc author asserts that "in the relations with thc 
ncighbouring populations, thc Cucutcni peoplc playcd the role of representatives of a superior 
civilizat ion, as thcy wcrc thc convcyors of somc clcmcnts of material and spiritual culture, received by 
thc tribcs around" (Crsulcscu 2007b: 1 2) .  Anothcr cxarnplc, among many othcrs, of totalitarian logic is 
thc book on thc ::\colithic ccmctcry at Ccmica (Comşa and Cantacuzino 200 1 ) : the final resuit of the 
analysis of thc ovcr 300 gravcs only consists in changing thc "cultural" attribution; the cemetery is no 
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longcr attributcd to thc "bcarcrs of thc Boian culturc" of thc Bolintincanu phase, but to thc "bcarcrs of thc 
Dudcşti culturc" of thc Ceruica phasc !  J\ftcr 1 989, one of thc bcst examplcs counterbalancing cultural­
historical archacology is considercd to bc that of thc Frcnch-Romanian cxcavations in thc (E)>.'colithic 
tell at Hârşova, bcgun in 1 993 (e.g. Anghclinu 2003 : 27 1 -274). The excavating and recording tcchniquc 
uscd therc arc prcscntcd as a dramatic brcak from thc traditional rcscarch manncr, a truc mcthodological 
rcvolution. Duc to thosc schoolcd at Hârşova, thc mcthod was cxportcd also to othcr sitcs, such as 
Bucşani (:\t1arincscu-Bîlcu el al. 1 996- 1 998), Borduşani (�.1arinescu-Bîlcu el al. 1 997; Popovici 2003 ), 
Luncaviţa (Ylicu and Ylaillc 200 1 ;  2006), Poduri (Ylonah et al. 2003) .  Although I do not dcny the mcrits 
of this projcct, I havc a fcw objcctions, thc vcry rcason for which I reproduce thc following cxccrpt: 

"From the point of view of the research philosophy, this approach represents nat a denia! of empiricism, . 
but a deliberate retum to it, by the limitation of the subjective interferences and of the qualitativc rcmarks. 
They do nat disappear: the dcscription of cach stratigraphical unit dcpcnds on thc excavator, and, in spitc of 
thc precise and standardizcd diagnostic criteria, it may vary. ?\cverthclcss, the method is probably an uppcr 
!imit one can reach in the attempt of rcmoving subjcctivity. 

On the othcr hand, undcrstanding thc context in a positivc manner presupposcs ignoring thc possiblc 
similaritics with situations stemming from othcr sitcs, bclonging to the same culturc. That cndcavour of 
gctting rid from thc archacological data of thc subjcctive reOexcs allows for a lucid understanding of thc 
context and provides a solid foundation for the interprctation effort. In othcr words, this team, in principie, 
refuses to bclicve that thcy knoll' anything about the "cultural rulcs" undcr invcstigation: the knowledge on thc 
similar situations (from othcr tclls, for instance) îs nat relevant for thc consistent application of the excavating 
mcthod." (Anghclinu 2003 : 272-273 ; original emphasis) . 

111c diffcrcncc from cultural-historical archacology is considcrcd to bc "significant from thc point of vicw of 
thc research purposcs: thcy are focuscd on thc usc of thc spacc and on the palcocconomy." Furthcr on wc arc 
told that "the method is handled only as a natural mcans of achicving these purposcs [ .. .]" (ibid. : 273). 

From my point of vicw, thc deliberate returu to cmpiricism is hannful. Thcrc is a diffcrcncc 
bctwecn bcing empirica! and bcing cmpiricist: thc two teru1s should not bc mistaken onc for thc othcr (sec 
Tillcy l 989a :  1 1 2). It is onc thing to bc cmpirical out of thc wish to takc into account all the aspccts of thc 
archaeological data and thc contextual associations, and anothcr onc to bc cmpiricist, that is to think that 
by applying scientific methods, thc archacological data will "spcak" for thcmsclves. Thc situations 
cncountcrcd during the cxcavations do not rcvcal by thcmsclvcs which rcscarch mcthod should bc uscd: 
thc manncr in which thc archacological contcxts arc rcscarchcd and interprctcd depcnd on thc 
archacologist ' s  training, cxpcricncc, knowlcdgc and qucstions (s)hc asks hcrsclf/himsclf, whilc thc 
qucstions and intcrprctations changc according to thc data in thc ficld - thc relation bctwecn thcory and 
practice is a dialectic onc (e.g. Tilley 1 989b; Bendcr et al. 1 997; Hoddcr 1 999: 80- 1 04; 2000; 2003; 
Lucas 2000; Bcrggrcn and Hoddcr 2003 ;  Thomas 2004a: 243-247). To dclibcratcly ignore thc contextual 
situations from othcr tclls is a fakc objcctivism. Thc contcxts cncountcred in othcr tclls and thc 
intcrprctations proposcd for thcm arc important, not for cstablishing forum! analogics, or for applying 
them as a rccipy, but as an inccntivc for thinking. 

In ordcr to i llustratc wherc thc deliberate returu to empiricism lcads in thc casc of thc cxcavations at 
Hârşova, I am going to givc a short account of thc rcports publ ishcd (Popovici et al. 1 998-2000). 
Following thc cxcavations conductcd, thc authors state that thcy havc identificd dcpositions of a domestic 
kind, wcll dclimitcd in spacc and from a functionally point of vicw. Thcsc complcxes wcrc namcd 
"domestic wastc arcas". J\ccording to thc authors, thcy reflect thc human activitics that gencratcd thcm. 
Onc of thcsc "domestic wastc arcas" (Complex 5 2 1 )  was thoroughly analyscd typologically (thc lithic 
material only), scdimcntologically, archacozoologically, carpologically, palynologically and 
antlu·acologically. Thc surfacc of Complex 521  is about 55 sq.m. and is included in the pcrimcter of a 
descrtcd and dcmolishcd building, that it covcrs. Starting from thc rcsults, thc authors consider that thc 
large amount of domestic waste (about 1 O tons) must havc come from thc in.habitants of four houscs and 
gathcrcd during a period of 1 2- 1 8 months thal more or !css covcred two waru1 pcriods partially and a cold 
period cntircly. Thc thorough cxcavation in Complex 521  could havc led to a bcttcr undcrstanding of thc 
cvolution of thc Gumclniţa community at I lârşova in a paleocconomic context. Intcrcstcd abovc all in 
palcocconomic issucs, thc authors of thc concluding chaptcr usc a scrics of phrascs such as · 'food 
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management" or "opportunist bchaviour." Thc enviromncnt i s  rcgardcd just a s  a rcsource availablc to the 
Encolithic community at Hârşova to be exploited. That perspective is more relevant for the capitalist 
socicty in today's  Romania, rathcr than for the livcs of thc pcople in the past. The inhabitants of the 
Encolithic tcll at Hârşova are submitted to a logic typical of the prcsent, without taking into account that 
the notions of "garbage" or ''\vaste'' (lct alonc that of "hygicnc"), as wc understand them nowadays, are 
products of modcmity (sec Chapman 2000). :\1canwhilc, duc to thc functionalist approach, thc authors of 
thc conclusions in thc cxcavating report build up an exotic imagc upon thc inhabitants in the tell at 
Hârşova. Thc human boncs discovcred in Complex 52 1  among the "domestic waste" probably evidcnce 
thc practice of canibalism by thc Gumelniţa populations! Colin Richards ' s  criticai view upon the 
funct ionalist intcrpretations stands alsa in the current case: 

"Dcspitc an acknowlcdgcmcnt by archacologists that :\colithic societies constitute totally alien entities, there 
rcmains a tcndcncy in intcrprctation towards idcas of 'common scnse' and 'practicality' .  Oftcn, however, it is 
forgottcn that such conccptions are contingent and thcrcforc 'alicn' to the socicty undcr investigation." 
(Richards 1 996:  1 7 1 )  

Thc fact that the projcct dircctors sec thc pcoplc from the past with the cyes o f  a persan of our timcs 
clcarly rcsults from anothcr text, alsa rcfcn-ing to thc excavations at Hârşova: "Pour cdificr Ies 
construct ions [„ . ] ,  I es habitants du tel! ont fait usagc, d 'unc maniere rationnelle, des matcriaux 
disponiblc autour d ' eux" (Popovici and Rialland 1 996:  29; my emphasis). Then, why should anyone 
excavate if thc past scrvcs only to confinn thc prcscnt? 

171e (J..,)Neolithic material cu/ture as propaganda:.from Greater Romania to European Union 

Thc poli tical agenda of thc prchistorical rcscarch in Romania is clearly revcalcd from the vcry first rcvicw 
dedicatcd to thc (E):\colithic and issucd bcforc World War I, as noticed in thc quotation below: 

"Prchistorical archacology. duc to dccp thorough knowlcdgc constantly proven, is mcant to unravcl entircly 
and on thc basis of positi\'c scicncc. - thc bcgirmings of all the nations, for us, given the fatal scarcity of 
writtcn sources, it can turn out to bc a truc rcvclation. Bccausc one thing is beyond any doubt: while the origin 
of thc Romanian pcople rclatcs to thc territory of thc Roman colonization, its culture does not begin with 
Augustus and Trajan. Thcreforc, thc issue of the locals is the beginning of Romanian history and prehistorical 
archaeology, the most precious knowledgc tool ." (Andrieşescu 1 9 1 2: vii) 

The very discovcry of thc ancicnt origin of thc Romanian nation, thc importancc and significancc of 
thc ancicnt history of Roman ia in thc world and south-cast European context, arc thc goals pursued from 
thc first pre- and protohistory systcmatic rcsearch programmc, initiatcd by Pârvan aftcr 1 922 (Ştefan 
1 982:  304; 1 984 :  1 37- 1 38) .  Thcn systcmatic cxcavations wcre conducted in a scries of (E)?\colithic sites. 
Pârvan 's obj ectivcs wcrc taken ovcr by thosc who walkcd in bis shocs. Thus, :\est or statcd in 1 933 :  

"Pre- and Protohistory havc a n  ovcrwhclming social and politica! importancc [„  . ]  a s  thcy deepen in thc souls 
and minds of thc citizcn:-; of thc current politica! configuration named Greater Romania in a palpable way the 
conciousness of a past stccpcd in t imc . l - . . ] As  realistic a s  possible a conciousness of the most remote past is 
thc mos! sound suppon of thc national fcc ling and of national cohcsion." (>:"estor 1 988 [ 1 933 ] :  278-279; 
original emphasis). 

Wc iind the samc idea in a text publishcd by Bcrciu in 1 93 8 :  

"For our national history, prchistory remains the only mcans to pursuc and prove our thousands o f  years o ld 
sclUI. thc fi l iation and dcsccndcnce from the remote anccstors, crcators of thc ancient civilizations on a much 
largcr tcrritory than that of today ·s Romania. Only this way sha l l  wc understand and old in high estecm what 
has bccn convcycd from thc physical and spiritual being of thc ancestors, while patriotism I . . .  ] will grow in 
intensitv and qualit1 ' .  Knowing and valorizing our past - that bcgins with thc cmcrgence of the first 
community in Dacia and southcast Europe ---, arc to bc a duty, and thc Iove for this past and for the anccstors 
should bccomc a belicf of thc currcnt and fu turc gcncrations r „ .  ] . "  (Berciu 1 938 :  3 1 -32; original cmphasis) 
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Following the Ribbentrop-Molotov 1 939 pact, the Soviet Cnion annexed in 1 940 the east part of the 
Romanian province of Moldavia (Bessarabia - the tenitory bctween the rivers Pruth and Dniester) and 
northem Bucovina; later, Romania joincd the Axis and acceptcd to take part in the invasion of the Soviet 
Union in order to l iberate Bessarabia and Bucovina ( 1 94 1  ). Undcr the circumstances, the archaeological finds, 
including the (E)�eolithic ones, were brought also by Berciu to support the condcmnation of the Soviet 
occupation and to justif y the actions nccessary to rccover the !ost tcnitory, as rcsulted from a text published in 
a review edited by the well known historian Nicolae Iorga (republished in Berciu 1 993 : 3-25). As regards the 
(E):\eolithic, the "paintcd pottery civilization" (Cucutcni-Tripolje) was invoked as unqucstionable evidencc of 
the legitimacy of Romania pcrtaining not only to thc tenitory between the rivers Pruth and Dnicster, but also to 
the tenitories bcyond the river Dnicstcr (ibid. : 7- 1 2). That civilization is considcred to be a "great cultural and 
cthnic llll.Îty" (ibid. : 8), "the highcst manifestation in ancicnt Europe cntirely" (ibid. : 1 1  ) . The creators of thc 
"painted pottcry civilization" arc describcd as "the wealthicst in the cntire prchistorical Europe, except for, 
obviously, the Meditcrrancan world, that has passed to a higher urban civilization" (ibid. : 1 1  ). The fact that the 
"painted pottery civilization" strctchcd from the Eastcm Carpathians to the rivcr Dniepcr, that is beyond thc 
cast bordcrs of Greatcr Romania, was not a problem, as the "thc origin of paintcd pottcry !ies within thc extent 
of �eolithic Dacia, mcaning it is a local crcation" (ibid. : 1 2) .  Geographically thc paintcd pottery spread up to 
thc rivcr Dniepcr, which was interprcted as follows: 

"[„ . ]  the painted pottcry peoplc quickly sprcad to the East, as they occupied Yioldavia, Bessarabia and 
Bucovina, and in limes of prosperity they colonized the territories beyond the river Dniester, up to the river 
Dnieper, in search of betler ji-eer lands. This colonizing movement brought, for the first time to the occupied 
regions, the wellness of a stable brilliant civilization. According to the available archaeological data, it seems 
that that it is the first Neoeneolithic civilization encountered in the lands mentioned. That way, the 

foundations of a life organized noi only in Bessarabia and Bucovina, but a/so over the entire territory ji-om 
the river Dniester to the old river Bo1ysthenes (Dnieper), were /aid 4500 years ago by our remote ancestors 
in the Carpathians, the Pre-Thracians, from who, in spite of al! the shortcomings of a turbulent histo1y, an 
uninterrupted thread of life has lasted to this day." (ibid. : 1 2; original emphasis) .  

Thus, Bcrciu brings up archacological arguments that Bcssarabia and Bucovina "has belongcd to us for 
thousands of years as regards the ctlmic and cultural majority," that wc deal with a "tradition of dwelling, 
of civilizing thc lands of Bcssarabia and those beyond the river Dniester," or, in other words, with a 
"constant determination to spread thc light of civilization from the Carpathian tcrritory to the East, as far 
as possible to thc East" (ibid. : 23; original cmphasis). This mcssage retums obsessivcly: "Watching the 
castcm gates of ancient Europe, whilc crcating and spreading the specific European culture, - and 
especially the southeast European one -, that is how our ancestors from preistorica! times used to be" 
(ibid. : 23-24 ). That is how he tricd to justify thc annexation of some tenitories beyond the borders of 
Grcater Romania (by taking part in the Barbarossa operation, for a short time Romania annexed not only 
the territories that had belonged to it - Bessarabia and northcm Bucovina -, but also the lerritory between 
the rivers Dniester and Bug that had ncvcr becn part of the mcdiacval state of Moldavia, nor of Greater 
Romania): Berciu asserts that te Romanians cannot fee! as strangcrs beyond the river Dniester 

"[ . . .  ] because the endem·ours to ci1•ilize te lands beyond the river Dniester were made by the Romanians, who 
remained there, ahode there deep in that soii, [ „  . )  and the seed of a stable civilization, as first known by the 
prehistorical mankind, 1rns soivn as early as four and a half thousand years ago by the pre-Thracian stock on 
the lands of Moldavia. " (ibid. : 24; original emphasis) 

During the Stalinist period, thc esscntial goal of thc archaeological rcsearch remains thc same as 
that of the period before World War II: 

"What tasks do wc face? 
Wc carry on thc task of clearing up the development of human society, from the mast remote limes up to the 
present day. Cntil now the historians of thc bourgcois-landowncr regime failed to do that, because aur country 
uscd to be cnslavcd by thc foreign imperialism, and the imperialists from outside this country and the exploiting 
classes from this country had no interest that the history of the people, its struggle should be known. By studying 
the development of human socicty on thc territory of thc Pcoplc's Republic of Romania from the mast remote 
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timcs, wc intend to prove that this pcoplc has a history of thousands and thousands o f  ycars, that has not been 
studicd until now, that wc havc bcgun to study, in ordcr to rcvcal the labour, concerns and struggle of this pcople 
on the way ofbuilding up its history. Wc strivc to know, scientifically, thc millcnary history of thc pcople on the 
tcnitory of thc Pcoplc·s Republic of Romania. Wc arc drivcn to this study by patriotism, thc principie of 
prolctarian intcmationalism, thc conccption of thc working class. Thc working class tcaches us that we should 
chcrish thc pcoplc . To Iove thc pcoplc mcans to study and cxplain thc labour and strugglc of the people ovcr thc 
time, gaining wisdom for carrying on the struggle of today." (Rollcr 1 950: 1 56) 

lJnder Ccauşescu's  rcgime (the national-conmmnist period), the nationalist discourse promoted 
during thc intcrwar period was rcsumcd, as proven, for example, by the republication in 1 988 of ::\estor's 
J 933 text, in a journal of thc Romanian Academy, in a section cntitled "Retums" (?\cstor 1 988  [ 1 933]) .  

From thc interwar period until now, thc imagc promoted by the "scientific" narratives on pre- and 
protohistory (e.g. .:\estor 1 932; Berciu 1 966; 1 968; Petrcscu-Dîmboviţa 1 978; Dumitrescu and Vulpe 
1 988 ;  lJrsulcscu 1 993; 1 998;  Luca 2006), has bcen that of a sequence of "archaeological cultures" that -
cxplicitly or implicitly - pushed the origins of the Romanian nation back into an ever deeper past. Thus, 
the results of the cultural-historical approach have been useful for the nationalist politica! purposes. We 
can find evidcncc of that in a rclatively recent review on Romanian (E).:\eolithic, included in the first 
volume of thc ncw !list01y of the Romanians whose relevant subtitle is 71ie Legacy of Remote Times 
(Pctrescu-Dîmboviţa and Vulpe 200 1 ). It is also relevant that the maps used to show the (E)?\eolithic sites 
distribution depict the arca from the Danubc and B lack Sea to Tisza and Dniester rivers, which represents 
the gcographical extcnsion of the ideal Greatcr Romania. The trcaty was published on the initiative and 
undcr thc acgis of thc Romanian Academy, considcred to be the highest cultural forum in the country. As 
Gheorghe Alexandru .:\iculescu convicingly notcd in a critica! account of the first three volumes, the new 
review of thc history of thc Romanians, investcd with the highest authority by thc Romanian Acadcmy, is 
actually an anticipation of the politica! needs whose content and message is profoundly nationalist: 

"Thc low quality of the interprctation stcms mostly from thc subordination of archaeological knowlcdge to 
politica! goals: many intcrprctations arc not mcant to !cad to a bcttcr undcrstanding of the past, nor are they 
madc for collcagucs to rcad and critiquc. Rather, thcy arc for politicians to apprcciate and reward, bascd on 
thcir intcrcsts and thcir common knowlcdgc. Such constructions are not evaluatcd against validity critcria 
made by thc archacologist, but arc matchcd to thc pcrccivcd imperatives of thc politica! presen!, with thc 
'national interes!' to which normative, ritualiscd discourses about the nation, disguiscd in professional 
knowlcdgc about thc past, are offcred." ();"iculcscu 2004-2005 : 123) 

Extremely dangcrous is  that thc so-called rcconstructions produced by archaeologists arc tumed into 
legitimate culturc, and, consequcntly, havc a major impact upon the discipline. In high schools, until the 
systcm of alternative manuals was put into place, thc image of "continuity" from prchistory to the presen! 
day was disseminatcd by mcans of thc history manual of the Romanians for thc l 2th grade, a lcgacy from 
thc national-communist period. After 200 1 ,  considcring that thc prcsidcnt of the Department of Historical 
Scicnces and Archacology of thc Romanian Academy himsclf talks about the "necessities for national 
cducation" (Berindei citcd in .:\iculcscu 2004 -2005 :  1 00; original cmphasis), thc same scenario is 
disscminatcd duc to thc ncw history trcaty of thc Romanians, tumcd into an casy working tool both in 
high schools and in universitics.� 

Both bcforc, and aftcr 1 989, thc messagc of the oldncss of the Romanian people was promoted al so by 
mcans of cxibitions. For cxamplc, undcr Ceauşescu · s rcgimc, thc main role in prescnting the pa st was 
attributcd to a ne\\' institution, cspccially foundcd for this purposc - thc .:\ational History Yiuscum of 
Romania ( 1 970): thc imagc off crcd to thc visitors was that of an unintcrruptcd continuity from the 
''Palcolithic Agc'" to Ceauşescu 's ' 'Goldcn Agc" (c.§�. Schiţă tematică 1 970). The main clement underlying 
thc archacological cxhibitions in thc Romanian muscums is thc notion of "archacological culturc:"' thc 
cxhibitions cithcr display a scqucncc of "archacological cultures," or arc dedicat cd to a cc11ain "culturc" or 

·1 Accord ing to Alexandru Vulpe, one of thc coordinators of the first volume, "The ·Treaty' was conccivcd (al 
!cast thc first vnlumc) abovc a l l  as a working tool for a ful l  infom1ation of thc currcnt data in thc prchistory and 
protohistory of Romania. That was the first goa l . Thc rest can bc judgcd dcpcnding on thc authors involved" (Vulpe, 
pers. com.) .  
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"civilization." Ill the '90s, some museums specialized, espccially in studying and displaying the finds of a 
single "civilization," such as those in Piatra :\"eamţ (Cucuteni) or Olteni\a (Gumclniţa). 

Following the politica! upheavals aftcr 1 989, bcsidcs the nationalist d iscoursc, a new orientation 
emergcs; as Vulpe has notcd, "the trend is to emphasize thc alleged European values, be they real or 
imaginary, a phcnomcnon matching the intcrest in EU adhcsion [ . . .  ]" (Vulpe 1 999-2000: 1 5) .  That can bc 
noticcd vcry well in thc case of thc cxhibitions. A scries of finds from the teii at Hârşova were includcd in 
a Romanian-Frcnch itinerary exhibition that travclled bctwecn 1 996 and 1 997 through many towns in 
Romania and in France (Popovici and Rialland 1 996). The rcason for prescnting this exhibition is 
revcaled by thc director of the :\"ational History Museum of Romania, under whose aegis thc archaeological 
excavations have been conductcd: 

"L'cxposition prcsentce ici est unc forme cncore plus ouvcrtc d ' integration culturcllc des resultats de la 
rccherche. Dans l ' intention des organisatcurs, clic se doit d'ctrc une contribution a l ' idcntitc culturclle 
curopccnnc, non sculcment grâce au travail des cherchcurs roumains ct frarn;ais d'Hîrşova, mais surtout par 
une comprchcnsion plus largc ct plus intense de cctte idcntitc par tous Ies visiteurs." (Florescu 1 996:  4) 

The Frcnch hcritage manager states: 

"Prcsentant, a partir des resultats acquis sur le tcll, un apcn;u de la vie quotidicnne au bord du Bas Danubc ii y 
a cnviron 6 500 ans, celte exposition permct avani tout de dccouvrir Ies lointaincs origines d 'une histoire 
commune, fruit de l 'cxperience acquisc et transmise par des ccntaines de millions d'hommes, qui constituc Ic 
trait d 'union de ! 'Europe entiere." (Saint Pulgcnt 1 996: 3 )  

The cxamples above are not isolated cases. One of  the best achieved exhibition catalogucs is  the onc 
on thc "Cucutcni culture," publishcd in 1 997 under the aegis of the Romanian M inistry of Culture, the 
Romanian Academy and the Greek Ministry of Culture (Mantu et al. 1 997). The title of that catalogue is  
eloquent: Cucuteni. The last great chalcolithic civilization of Europe. I t  is not by chance that the volume 
starts with a motto chosen from a work publishcd by Marija Gimbutas ("Cucuteni is one of thc best 
explorcd and richcst cultures of Old Europe, a true civilization in the best meaning of the word"), 
although thc notion of "Old Europe," as dcfincd by Gimbutas, bears politica! connotations (see Chapman 
1 998). There are two introductory texts signed by the Romanian and Grcek culture ministers, both 
relevant to the same extent, in my opinion: 

"This exhibition is highly il lustrativc of the culture of Old Europe. I am certain that today's  visitors will 
expcricncc a culture shock on witnessing the artistic horizon of thcir remote ancestors. Consequently, I am 
certain that this cxhibition is a welcomc attempt to presen! a brilliant culture of Old Europe in the 1 997 capital 
of European culturc, Thcssaloniki." (Caramitru 1 997: 1 1 ) 

"Through this cxhibition, Thcssaloniki acts as a gale by way of which this great civilization, which flourished 
both inside and outside thc bordcrs of modem Romania, will bccomc more widcly known to the Greek public, 
and also a gatc through which Europe will bccome acquainted with anothcr stcp in the historical progrcss of 
mankind." (Yenizelos 1 997: 1 1 ) 

I do nat think that it is of no importancc that the texts from which I sclcctcd thc excerpts from above were 
drawn up in thc circumstances surrounding the hard cfforts madc by the Romanian politicians in view of 
European Lnion acccssion (at thc time whcn Emil Constantinescu was prcsidcnt). From that perspective, 
thc notions of "Old Europe" and "Cucutcni civilization" bcar ncw (pol itica I) significance. The "Cucutcni 
Civilization" no longcr contributcs to thc exaccrbation of the national idcntity as opposed to other nations, 
but to i llustrating the cultural contribution of Romania to the common European cultural identity. Thc 
messagc, thc way I interpret it, is thc following: if from a social and pol itica] point of vicw Romania sti l !  
has a lot to do to bc acccptcd into thc European Cnion, culturally it is already part of i t .  The past i s  
cvokcd in ordcr to boost a prcsent politica! projcct or, as  the poet Mihai Eminescu put i t ,  "La trecutu-ţi 
mare, mare viitor " ("'Great as the past was, so be the future"). 

Thc same type of mcssagc can bc found in the casc of othcr cxhibitions and projects. For instancc, 
thc Romanian-British project Southcm Romania Archacological Project was includcd (in 200 1 )  by the 
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rcprcscntativc of thc Romanian part into a largcr projcct, whosc politically corrcct titlc is Începuturile 
civilizaf iei europene. Neo-eneoliticul la Dunărea de Jos (The Beginnings of the European Civilization. 
The Neo-Eneolithic in the Lower Danube) (Andrccscu 2003;  2004; 2005; 2006; 2007; 2008):  

"Thc main goal is the study o[ complex cultural phenomena occurred in south-east Europe starting with the 
7th millenia BC, the very phenomena that would !cad to the emergence of the Keolithic society. The 
characteristics of the new society, the settling, the productive economy, the spiritual life, architecture would 
lay the foundation o[ all societies that would succed on the European continent." (Andreescu 2007: 399) 

Thc projcct was promoted alsa in severa! cxhibitions (Andrecscu 2008 :  333) .  

Oncc Romania has bccn acccptcd into thc European lJnion ( on thc 1 st  of January 2007), soroc 
Romanian archacologists oncc again committcd thcmselvcs to a "great causc." Togcthcr with Swiss 
pa11ncrs, thcy laid thc foundation of a ncw cxhibition cntitlcd Meister der Steinzeitkunst. Friihe Kulturen aus 
Rumănien/A l 'aube de ! 'Europe. Les grandes c11lt11res neolithiques de Roumanie. Thc "bcst specialists in 
thc ficld" of archacology from al! ovcr the country wcrc involvcd in this project, as all the regions of the 
country wcrc represcntcd (Chrzanovski 2008 :  8) .  At thc same timc, "thc Romanian elite had adhcred to 
thc projcct cn masse" (ibid. : 8) .  Thc projcct was undcr thc patronage of thc prime minister of Romania, 
the minister of forcign affairs of Romania and thc minister of culture and religious affairs of Romania. So 
far, the project matcrialized in an "art book," mcant for thc general public, and publishcd on the occasion 
of thc cxhibition at Historisches \1useum Ol ten, Switzcrland (Wullschleger 2008).  We deal with a major 
evcnt: "thc largest Romanian archaeological cxhibition cvcr hcld abroad" and "one of thc fivc major 
cxhibitions of 2008 in thc cntire world" (Comancscu in Wullschleger 2008 :  68) .  In my opinion thc "art 
book,"' cntitled Neolithic art in Romania, is rather a propaganda volume (for a selection of relevant 
quotations sce Appcndix 2), as can bc noticcd, for cxamplc, from thc text publishcd on thc backcovcr: 

"The territory of present day Romania saw the birth and development of some twenty different cultures: 
Vinca, Hamangia, Gumelniţa, Cucuteni, Cernavodă . . .  , which extended well beyond the original sites, thus 
significantly contributing to the shaping of European identity." 

The politica! messagc is cicar: onc should well undcrstand that the Romanians havc bccn "Europcans" since 
thc ?\colithic, that Romania and western Europe havc bclonged to thc samc world sincc prchistorical timcs, 
thcrcforc wc havc a common idcntity. Thus, an archaeological contribution is brought to thc "scientific" 
confim1ation of the lcgitimacy o[  a currcnt political establishmcnt - the European Union . .  

?\ext to the traditional exhibitions alsa multimedia ones begin to appear, such as A day in tize life of 
a eneolithic community (Bem 2006) rcfcrring to thc tel! at Bucşani and thc surrounding arca. Thc CD is "a 
promotional material, for cultural and educational purposes only" that "will be distributed for frec in the 
muscums, gymnasiums, sccondary schools and universitics, in any countrics" (Bem and Radu 2006). Thc 
exhibition starts with thc intcgration of thc tcll at Bucşani into a universal chronology; thc spectator is 
quickly borne into a timc travcl markcd by key momcnts: from dynosaurs, the domcstication of dogs, thc 
emcrgcncc of agriculture, Cucuteni, Bucşani, Stonehenge, Tutankamon, Christ, Trajan's Column, thc 
Crusadcs, Stephen thc Great to 1 998 A.O.,  thc ycar whcn thc cxcavations bcgan. It is relevant that this 
chronology includes symbolic figures o[ national identity (the Column of Emperor Trajan and thc ruler of 
mediacval \1oldavia - Stephen the Great, ncxt to symbols of rcligious idcntity (Jcssus Christ). Also this 
cxhibition includcs rcfcrcnccs to the "great European civilizations" Cucuteni and Gumelniţa - thc pride of 
Romanian (E)?\eolithic archacology. 

As it results from thc language used by the archaeologists, thcre is a hierarchy of thc "culturcs": not 
any "culturc" can bc namcd "civilization." As rcgards the (E)?\eolithie period in Romania, "civilizations" 
arc considcrcd to be above all two "culturcs," Cueutcni and Gumclniţa (sec alsa the titlc of another 
exhibition - O civilizafie necunosrntă: Gwnelniţa!An Unknown Civiliza/ion: Gumelniţa; Marinescu-Bîlcu 
200 1 ). In 1 999, a fcw archacologists, discontcnt with thc position oceupied by the "Boian culturc" within 
the othcr (E)?\colithic "archaeological cultures" in Romania, organizcd an exhibition with a view to 
raising it from thc rank of a "cinderclla of prehistorical archacology" to that of a "civilization" (Neagu 
1 999 :  5) .  The tcm1 of "civil ization" contains the idea of progrcss, rcprcsenting the highest developing 
stage of a "culture" (sec Cuchc 2003 : 25-26). From that perspective, thc currcnt use of the tcrrn of 
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''civilization" also has a political value. Thus, the (E)::\eolithic "civilizations" constitutc "cvidence" of a 
glorious past and - implicitly - the guarantee or promise of a shiny future. 

On grants 

/\. topic worth drawing attcntion to consists in the stratcgy of obtaining grants, but I am going to point out 
just a fcw aspects. While I am writing thcse lincs, the trend in Romanian archaeology is to search for or 
cxpect grants. Everybody strugglcs to get grants .  Thc causcs arc numcrous: gathering compulsory credits 
for promotion in thc academic hicrarchy; getting considcrablc financial resourccs for carrying out a 
rcscarch projcct; thc possibility of hcightcning wagcs (an cxtrcmcly important factor given thc living 
conditions in Romania); travcls for training abroad with al! thc cxpcnscs covcrcd from thc money 
obtained; purchasing material ncccssary for thc participating institutions (above all IT); etc. To be as 
succcssful as possible, thc project managcrs applying for various grants have adopted a politically 
oportunistic languagc. From this point of vicw thc titlc of thc following project is dcfining: Dimensiunea 
europeană a civilizaţiei eneolitice de la est de Carpaţi (The European Dimension of the Eneo/itlzic 
Civilization East of the Carpathians), stating that "thc Encolithic in thc cast-Carpathian spaces stands out, 
duc to its cxccptional achicvcmcnts, as onc of thc mast brilliant civilizations of European and world 
prchistory" (Crsulescu 2007b: 5) .  It is worth mcntioning thc strategic usc of thc word "European" in the 
t itlcs of thc first two articles at the beginning of thc volume publishcd as part of this projcct (Ursulcscu 
2007a): ( 1 )  Civilizaf ia cucuteniană: argumente ale dimensiunii europene (Cucuteni Civilization: 
Argwnents for European Dimension) and (2) Debutul culturii Cucuteni in arheologia europeană (The 
Emergence of the Cucuteni Cu/ture in European Archaeo/ogy). 

Aftcrword: on thc cthics of rcsponsibility 

.\1ore often than not, as an excuse for thc compromiscs with thc communist political powcr, it is claimcd 
that thc archacologists carricd out a honcst scicntific work, that was hindcrcd and/or corruptcd by 
compulsory refercnccs to thc "classics of .\1arxism-Leninism," against their own will. Thcy say that 
"Thcre was no other way!" According to this "argument," oncc thc political part was removed from thc 
text, what rcmains is thc "scientific analysis" and only that mattcrs. As far as I am conccrned, I sharc thc 
opinion of Costica Bradatan (2005: 278/footnote 42), according to which, 

"Placing a well-chosen quotation from �arx or Engcls al !cast in the Introduction to one 's  book was a matter 
nat only of placing one 's scholarship within an ideologically orthodox cpistemic context, but alsa of signaling 
one's politica! obcdience to the systcm, and of one 's  rcadincss to accept thc current rules of the game. This 
was a promise to the censors that no problems would bc causcd ." 

Thc assumption that "therc was no othcr way" is  not truc at all .  For instance, in 1 974 the Publishing 
Housc of thc Acadcmy of thc Socialist Republic of Romania publishcd two monographs on the ::\colithic 
agc: in thc introduction of one of thc works the application of the .\1arxist-Lcninist principles in 
archacological rcsearch is mcntioned, and in thc chaptcrs "Social-Economic Organization" and "yfagical­
Rcligious .\1anifcstations," on thc second and first pagc rcspcctivcly, therc arc rcferenccs to thc works of 
.\1arx and Engcls (Comşa 1 974: 7, 1 87, 1 92); thc othcr work does not contain any refcrenccs to thc 
"classics" (.\1arincscu-Bîlcu 1 974). As in the lattcr case, somc archacologists boast about having adoptcd 
a purcly descriptive, apparcntly imprcgnablc stylc that, in their opinion, hclpcd thcm to avoid the 
collaboration with thc communist rcgimc. Aftcr 1 989, as a rcaction to the prcvious ideologica] pressure -
"thc Engcls syndrom" (Jacobs 2000) -, a ncw justification of cmpiricism was built up. Thc compromises 
towards thc new idcology impo11cd from the European Cnion are justified by thc nccd for obtaining thc 
cravcd financial rcsourccs ncccssary for continuing thc "scicnt ific rcscarch." It is made cicar that, lcaving 
asidc thc possiblc compromiscs, thc archacological approach is "scicnt ific" and "neutral ." 

In spitc of prcscnting archacological practice as "scicntific'" and "neutral," thc rcsults of cmpricist 
archacology havc always bccn uscful for thc prcvai l ing idcologies, irrcspcctivc if  wc deal with 
nationalism (thc intcrwar one, thc communist onc from Ceauşescu 's period or thc onc aftcr 1 989), or with 
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neo-liberalism. The causes o f  this collaboration (undesircd by some archaeologists), reside i n  the very 
posit ivist-empiricist philosophy undcrlying Romanian archaeology. The products of a non-criticai 
archacology (stubbomly refusing to discuss thc social and politica! circumstances generating the 
thcorctical grounds of the methods and practice, and wherc archaeologists conduct their activity), will 
always suit thc politica! powcr, as thcy "do not disturb" and, bcsides, confer prestige and lcgitimacy. As 
this attitudc has becn cxtremcly convenient for the pol itica! arena, it has been rewarded by awards (e.g. 
"Vasile Pârvan," ''::\icolac Bălcescu," awards of the \1inistry of Culture and Religious Affairs), medals 
(e.g. "Scientific Merit," "Star of the Republic," etc.), finance and public positions. 

Daniel Barbu's  assertion that "Romanian intellectuals are not critica! towards the power unless [ . . .  ] 
the institution of opposition is tolcrated, with more or !css bcnevolence" and "they accept to be in 
opposition only out of thc dcsirc to accede to powcr as soon as possible" (Barbu 2004: 1 1 8), stands alsa 
in thc casc of Romanian archaeologists. In fact, the compromiscs towards the politica! power are not a 
"ncccssary hann" as somc of thcm would likc us to bclievc, but a strategy aimed at obtaining and 
cnsuring a privilcged position in the academic hicrarchy, dcriving a series of advantages, including 
material oncs. To that end thcy use tenns such as "scicnt ific," "inter- or multidisciplinary," "complexity," 
ele. \1orcovcr, thc "scicntific discoursc" is justifying politica! projccts. Irrespective of the politica! 
rcgimcs, thc logic of that discourse has not changed, as it has rcmained essentially nationalist: the people 
from thc past arc rcduced by archaeologists cither to thc status of "ancestors," examples of the glorious 
multi-mil lcnary history of the Romanian pcople, or to that of the "first Europeans." We deal with an 
obscssion with origins. Both thosc who carry on thc tradition of the cultural-historical school, and the 
promotcrs of thc programrne at Hârşova annihilate the othcmcss of the Otlzer and impose an image of 
modcmity. With thc fonncr, the pcoplc from the past arc subordinatcd to an "archaeological culture" that 
has the charactcristics of a nation-statc, and are a collectivc character in a historical narration. With the 
lattcr, thc "first Europeans" arc ''like us," and the neo-liberal values are eterna!, they have existed since 
thc ::\colithic :  likc the pcople of today who havc to be ' 'cfficient," to "adapt" the hardships easily (e.g. to 
change their jobs often) , the prchistorical pcople arc "practica!," have an "opportunist economic 
bchaviour," "managc" thcir food and "adapt'' to thc cnvironmcntal conditions. Besides various forms of 
nationalism (national-socialism, national-comunism), Europe is preparing to experience a nationalist­
libcral discourse. Romanian archacology, a bcneficiary of a vast expcrience in serving great causes, can 
bc proud of contributing to its emcrgence. 

In conclusion, any approach, including my own, no!ens vo/ens is politica!. The major problem lies 
in thc fact that many Romanian archacologists do not want to acknowledgc it . The archaeologists should 
not hidc bchind a fa lse ncutral ity provided by a "scicntific" approach; instead, thcy should establish a 
politica! agenda of thcir own work, bccause, otherwisc, othcrs will do it for them (Kristiansen 1 993:  3) .  A 
lesson that should be lcamcd from thc communist cxpcricncc is that the "'resistance through culture, ' the 
rcsistancc insidc 'onc's own mind ' can in fact cquatc an almost pathological form of ethic autism" (Barbu 
2004 : 63) .  The archacologists havc to be thoughtful in pursuing their purposes and always to criticize 
publicly any attcmpt to manipulate thcir work for thc sake of a domination; in other words, the 
archacologists have to defend the autonomy of their ficld: 

'The s1rugglc for autonomy is thus, first of  a!L a strugglc against the institutions and agents which, inside the 
ficld, introduce dcpcndcnce upon externai economic. po lit ica! , or religious powcrs, whethcr those who 
subordinatc thcir production to commercial ends or thosc, such as publicists who, more subtly, make 
concessions to thc law of success, or those who usc thcir privi lcgcd connections with externai powers (such as 
thc State or thc Party. with all thcir forrns of Zhdanovi sm) in ordcr to impose thcir dornination inside thc 
field." (Bourdicu 1 99 1 :  663 ) 

\1 orcovcr, as Paloma Gonzalcz-.\1arccn and Roberto Risch'� ( 1 990: 1 O 1 )  proposed, 

"lt is Iert to thc archacological comrnunity to push its work and airns into a widcr context, by which the 
contradic tions and incqualitics of thc prcscnt can bc challcngcd, rather than creating a discipline whose point 
of view !ies only in itsclf." 

'" Thc authors arc Spanish, and not South Amcricans as I wrotc by rnistake in the Romanian version of this articlc 
(p. 1 4 1  ) . 
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Obviously, such an attitude is not comfortable and can entai l  many disagreements, but otherwise, the 
archaeologists could becomc co-authors of an oppressive system, as it happened during the communist 
dictatorship. 
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Appcndix 1 :  tist with the analysed homage tcxts 

• On Dumitru Berciu: Morintz 1 977; Preda 1 987; 
• On Eugen Comşa: Vulpe 1 993; 
• On :Yfarin Dinu: Ursulescu 2000; 
• On Vladimir Dumitrescu: Marinescu-Bîlcu 2002; 
• On Ferenc Lâszl6: Szekely 1 973; 
• On Gheorghe Lazarovici: Opriş 2001 ; 
• On Silvia Marinescu-Bîleu: i\eagu 2005 ; 
• On Dan Monah: Iconomu 2003;  
• On Ion :\"estor: Teodor 2005a; Petrcscu-Dîmboviţa 2005;  Zaharia 2005 ; Bârzu 2005; Diaconu 

2005; 
• On Vasile Pârvan: Dumitrescu 1 993; 
• On :Yfircea Pctreşcu-Dîmboviţa: Teodor 1 995; Laszlo 2000; Spinei 2005a; 2005b; Ursulcscu 

2005;  Teodor 2005b; Dumitroaia 2005 ; :Yfonah 2005 .  

Appendix 2:  quotations sclcctcd from thc volume Neolithic art iit Romania (2008) 

• "Wc can only be amazed at the levei of development reached by the cultures that livcd on 
Romanian soi i .  [ . . .  ] 
Wc owc thosc cultures much more than we think." (p. 45) 

• "This projcct is alsa unusual: wc, who have so rcccntly joined the big family of the old continent, 
have assembled this collection of our Neolithic treasurcs, all  but unknown to our fellow 
Europeans. This is a significant and bold vcnture." (p. 62) 

• "The mosaic of :\"colithic cultures in Romania prcfigurcs, paradoxically, the cultural landscape of 
modem Romania which is as diverse as symbolie of the esscnce of Europe today." (p. 66) 

• "Knowledge about Romania ' s  :\"colithic civilizations is an indispensable kcy to understanding 
Europe's continental history. Thesc ' ambassadors ' [the cxhibits] are evidence, both real and 
spiritual, of al l  that rcpresents the strcngth of our young Europe: the community of values which 
gocs hand in hand with cultural divcrsity, a source of bcauty." (p . 68) 

• "Wc applaud thc cfforts madc [ . . .  ] to prcscnt to thc whole world some of the formidable heritage, 
unknown until now, of a nation that rcccnly man-ied into Europe, but that has bccn lied to thc 
cvolution of the continent since its dccpcst origins." (p . 98) 

• "Thc history lovcr who dcsircs to know about a country whosc rich heritage is so little known 
outsidc its bordcrs, will bc amazcd to discover, thanks to this exhibition, that this country played 
an important role in thc mos\ distant past of Europe. Romanians thcmsclves, wheher they livc in 
thcir nation or abroad, will leam much about thcir history [ „ . ] ." (p. 1 36) 
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• "Wc arc thcrcforc convinccd that thc prcscnt book and thc broadcr project of which it is part, will 
play a dctcnnining role in dcvcloping a bcttcr knowledge of thc spirituality of contemporary 
Romanian culturc and its environmcnt." (p. 1 64) 

• "What wc havc hcrc is somcthing totally difcrcnt, an cvcn more ancicnt Europe, thc cradlc of our 
contemporary European civilization, brought to us by thcsc cxtraordinary objects which defy our 
vcry notion of timc and spacc." (p. 1 66) 

• "Their contribution [of thc :\colithic civil izations from Romania] to the furthcr development of 
al! of Europe was fundamental. Thc incrcasing knowlcdge about thcse civilizations gained by 
numcrous rcscarchcrs from many countries contributes to a better understanding of the gcncsis of 
today' s  populations." (p. 1 90) 

• "Craftsmanship and art - bccausc it was already art - of thc ::\eolithic period sprcad so rapidly 
from what is now known as Romania, from Euxin to the Baltic, from thc Aegean to thc lberian 
peninsula that onc is cntitlcd to ask if this is the birth place of European art? 
Apprcciation can only bc gaincd through knowlcdgc. I have great hopes that this project and this 
book will pcnnit a bcttcr apprcciation of my country." (p. 1 92) 
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