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Because of the special importance for the knowing of the late eneolithic 
period from the south-east of Romania, the archaeological excavations from t he 
Hirşova tell wcre started again in 1985. 1 

During the 1985-1988 campaigns, there were found remains of dwellings 
that might be dated in the 16-17, 9-11, 4-6 centur ies, in the First Iron Age and 
in the Cernavoda I culture 2. 

Until now, the most consistent stratum belongs to the Cernavoda I culture. 
Here, the stratigraphic and typological observations allowed us to noticc the 
existence of two levels of living 3. 

The lower level, marked by surface dwellings, shows between the depths 
of 1,J 0/1,20-1,30-'1,40 m, according to the configuration of the land. It is thus 
quite narrow. 

Under the dwelling level it appeared a lcvelled stratum of yellow sandy 
cloy in which many traces of inhabitance l ike pottery fragments, fragments of 
adob<', bones and tools or fragments of tools were found. The ceramic m a terial 
was composed of pottery fragments of Cernavoda and Gumelniţa type. The fre­
quency of the Iirst oncs gradually decreased detrimental to t he last ones until 
1,90/ 2,00 m. That was the depth where we stopped our excavations in 1988. 

We consider worth to notice that both in t he dwelling level and in the 
levelled stratum beneath it, among the ceramic material there were noticed strong 
influences of Gumelnîta type. 

Although badly , damaged by holes that belonged to later dwellings, the 
inferior Cernavoda level kept the remains of four dwelling But because of the 
ulterior interventions, we miss the i nformation regarding their initial shape 
and size: 

From the building point of view, all of them were built in t he same way. 
The wa!Is were built of a wattle-and-daub covered with clay and chaff. The 
Door was. of yellow clay mixted with sand and well beaten. The roof was m acle 
of reed cir" straws. To each dwelling there were noticed rebuildings of the walls. 

The '" pottery of the complexes is of a n unitary sort. There (are two cate­
gories: 

1) The TOugh potteTy This one is differentiated from that of the upper Jevel 
as it has less shells in its composi tion. Ground potsherds and sometime fine gra-· 

1 D. Galbenu, SCIV, 23, 2, 1962, p. 285- 305. 
2 D. Popovîci, P. Haşotti, D. Galbenu, Lecture held in Tîrgovişte at the 

session of annual reports, 1986. · 
3 D. Berciu, S . Horintz, P. Roman, M.C.A., 6, 1959, p. 99 and foll ; S. Mo­

rintz, P. Roman, Dacia, N.S ., 12, 1968, p. 47 and foll; V. and A. Dodd-Opriţescu, 
S.C.LV.A. 32, 4, 1981, p . 511 and foll. ; P. Roman, S.C.I.V.A., 32, 1, 1981, p. 27-28. 
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nulated sand were used. Sometime, this pottery has a bond of brown- ycllowish 
clay oulsidc it. In the excavations, its color is black-greish. 

To tb is catcgory belong the vessels with thick w alls a nei of rathcr big size. 
Thc m ost common shapes are those in a shape of a bitruncatcd conc with nar­
rowccl anei casily enlarged lips. Generally finishecl in a carelcss, way, they have 
n o decoration. 

2) The fine pottery. It is well moulded, homogeneous anei burnt. Its colors 
are black-g1·cy of light-brown. In the comoosition there is sand and a little ground 
shell Sometime is completly missing. · 

From thb sort of paste t herc wcre m adc vessels polished on either sides. 
The m ost common s hapes wcre in t he shape of a bitruncated (Pl. 3/1-3, Pl. 4/1, -!) 
cone tureen wilh rouncle profile anei a h igher upper part. ThE>r e w ere also bowls 
q uite h igh an ei largc w ith a r ight anei narrowed lip · that was cnlar ging sometime 
(Pl. 4 '2, 3). 

2 

3 

f ••• •j •••• 
Plan~a 1 



CONSlDERATlO:-.J~ ABOUT ŢHE S YNCHROi\'ISi\lf 293. 

Planşa 2 

Unlike · the fine pottcr v ·of thc upperlcvcl, t he corc)ccl decoration ancl the 
tubulat· har.cl!cs wcrc completly missing. 

All those charactcristics shor lly prcsentccl aboYc, clef-inc in our Yiew an earlv 
horizont of the Ccrnavoda I culturc that coulcl be ;lssimilated to thc earlicst leYcl 
of dwellings of the eponymous s ite. 

In thfs context, a special interest is hcld by the d iscovery of some paintcd 
pottery fr agments from the Cucuteni culture (Pl. l j2, 3, Pl. 2), discoYcrcd quite 
ncar of two of the dwellings of this le\'el (no 5 & 7) "· · 

To th :-·se oncs it was aclckcl a cct·amic fragment of · "C typc" (Pl. 1 1, Pl. 3/4), 
moulclcd ftom a paste of Cucutcn i type. It was . rcd-butnt but h<tcl in it<; composi­
tion .-.:rro~111d shell and hac! a paintecl clccoration together with triangul<tr im­
prcsslng ·'. 

The ch<Jrac4L"J·i-;tic traits of tbese pottery fragm ents. their shapcs, thc 
paste a nei thc clccoration allow \.lS to date them in a periocl corresponcl ing to 
Cucu teni A: anct A1 pcriods. The cxist ence of the ornamentahon mnd·e, wirh a 
narrow banc! (Pl. 1/2) on the fragments of th e partially rccon~tituled vesscl. a,; 
the cx istence of a single Yessel with thick banc! clecoration might ralhcr indicate 
Cucuteni A~, phase 6. 

To d rCiw a conclusion, the iclentification of an inhabitance levcl bclonging 
to the first phase of the Cucuteni culture a l Hîrşova confi rms the opinions 
nccording to which thc penetration of this culture in the Gumelni ţa arca in n 
f irst p hasc is s_vnchronous w ith the penetration of the "C type" ceramic in th c 
area of the Cucuteni culture 7• · 

If wc rem cmbcr that beneath t he lcvel of thc chvellings that marked th e 
pcriocl of inhabitance it was noticcd a sedimcnt w ith a· thickncss bctwecn 
0,40-0,50 m in which i.here were ceramic fragments bclonging to the Ccmn,·ocla 
anei Gumclniţn cultures. wc may assum e that thc beginnin,g of the CcmaYocla 
inhabitance her0 cou lct be a little earlicr. but placccl in :hc samc chrcnolo!c V ;:n•l 
most p robably corresponding to Cucuteni A~ period . 

!, D . Popo,· iri . P. Ha~ot\i . D. Gnlbenu, CT('Ctări arheologice, IX, su:J ~:r•a r . 
:; ibickm. 
6 ibidem. 
7 P . Roman. Dacia, N.S. 15, p . 129: idem, S.C.I.V.A., 33, 4, 1982, p . 405; 

although in S .C.I.V.A., 29, 2, 1978, p . 220 the author (P. Roman) sf•ems rather to 
incline towards the synC'hronism Cernavoda I = Cucuteni A-B anct n : N. Har­
ţuchc, Istros, I, 1980, p. 86. 
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Thcre are worlh to m cn tion thc ob:;ctTalions according lo which thc ccramic 
mate rial bclonging lo the Ccrna\·oda culture from that leYel, prcscnts u lot of the 
Gumclni ţa typc influcnces. 

In the context of the Jinks that existccl betwcen thc Cucutcni ancl the 
Gumelniţa cultures, as wcll as bct\\·een the first ones and thc Ccrna\·ocla culture 
wc may nolicc that at this time we haYe a grcat numbct· of clatas that allow U<; 
to makc a better anei m ore precis notation of lhe s;•nchronism scheclulc. 

Thc cliscoYerie:; from Brăiliţa s (A II Je,·cl) ~. Lişcoteanca - ,.Mo,·i!a Olaru­
lui" (.,The Poller·s·s Knoll" ). ,.'i'doYila :.\105 Filon" (,.Olcl iVIan Filon's Knoll .. ). 
":\1o,·iJa elin Baltă·' ("Thc Knoll thc :::viarsh") anei Carcaliu Il assurc thc parallclism 
bctwen Gumclniţa A~ anei Cuculeni A:) pcriods 12. 

On the other side, studying the cliscoYeries from Gumelniţa and C<hcioa­
rck l:: it was proYecl that in Gumelniţa 131 phr~sc thcrc were kcpt in louch 'Jll the 
conluct-; with the Cucutcni iribes from Cucuteni A~ phasc 1". 

Thc imports from lhe B II leYcl from Brăila attribulecl to Cucuteni 4·, 1:; 

comc lo cer t ify the s~·nchron ism bctwccn Gumclniţa B , and Cucutcni A,, 1". 
I n lhc a rea o[ ihc Cerna,·ocla I cullure ihc first mcntionccl Cucutenian 

imports (although not Ycry ccrtain orrcs) wcrc th<:> frag. ments clisroYcrcd at Olte­
niţa - Hcnir. 17 Th is setllcmc nt was clatcd a<; belonging lo a late pha~c o: thc 
respccti,·c culturc 1~ . 

Thc resea1·chcs m ade at Rimnicclu 19 allowccl thc identification of some 
Cucutcni fragmcnts of paintcd pottcry datccl as Cucuteni B 1 in thc Ccrnavoda 
I site. 

Somc similar imports wcre nolicecl at Pie lroasclc ~n 
Taking all lh<:>sc things inlo consideralion , thc cliscoYerico; from Hîrc;oya 

might indicate thc fit·st m oment of the penelralion of thc Cerna,·orln communities 
on the Danube line towarcls south in a moment that correspon<lccl to thc cnd o f 
Cucu lcn i A:J and A\ pcriods . 

Thc stratigraph~· of the sccl imcnts from I-Tîr~o,·a might suggcst lhc cxis~encc 
of sevcral phascs in the C\'olutin of thc Cern<.wocla 1 phasc. Thio; idea was o;tregh­
tcncd by tbc fact that this phasc secmecl to exist lill thc corrco;poncling priocl of 
Cucut<:>n i A-B1 phnsc. 

i\ppcaring for lhe first time at thc Low<>r Danube in a period lhat corrE's­
ponclccl lo lhe Cuculcni A~ phase (the lasi onc), thc CcrnaYocla I culture will 
know a Jong evolulion. Jts important momcnts and mood<> of c-.-primation '.':il! 
bc bc ttc r known in the f uture, as the researchcs go on. 

ILLUSTRATIONS LIST 

Pl. 1 1. Pl. 3/4 - Cuculeni fragmcnts, t~·pe C. 
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Pl. 3 1, 3, Pl. -!, Pl. 5 - Ce1·amic bclonging lo Cernavoda 1 cullnre. 
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