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Research specialists have confirmed that since ancient times, humans have lived in
communion with nature. In the process of developing the human race, they have become
more and more adept at using elements of nature to build his shelter, to feed himself, to warm
himself, and to defend himself. Archeology is the science that deals with the research of
these details, related to the way of life of ancient civilizations, in order to create the
framework for the development of a relevant historical discourse related to these
civilizations. A discipline of science, described as a multidisciplinary one, archeology
associates several other disciplines, such as geography, biology, anthropology, physics,
chemistry, paleoecology, paleontology, paleozoology, paleobotany. All of these in turn can
be individual or can have or be part of a multidisciplinary area.

Following the archeological excavations, a series of objects are discovered, which
belong to a certain category, such as ceramic fragments, architectural fragments, metals,
osteological fragments (human or animal), seeds, etc. The science of archaeological research
that deals with the identification, study and determination of osteological remains from
animals is called archaeozoology.

Archaeozoology as an independent discipline has developed over the last 30-40 years.
If in the beginning, archaeozoologists were asked to give a list of species identified in
different archaeological sites, it is known that now collected faunal samples can provide
much more complex information from archaeozoological analysis. The exponential
development of archeozoology as a science has been achieved through the work of many
archaeozoologists around the world, who have analyzed all aspects of different periods of
human history. The formation and evolution of the International Council of Archaeozoology
(ICAZ) and the significant increase in the number of publications, journals, textbooks, etc.,
which address this topic, attest to the importance and vigor of this discipline, being one of
the few that crosses all periods and historical cultures in order to study human conditions.

Among the archaeological researches carried out for the historical area of Banat, the
prehistoric epochs have been a constant concern of the researchers. Of these archaeological
researches, one of the most important is that of the Neo-Eneolithic settlement at Parta. The
numerous research campaigns started since the beginning of the 60's (campaigns coordinated
by Gheorghe Lazarovici), contributed to the knowledge, definition and periodization of the
culture of Banat. A series of interdisciplinary researches have also been carried out,
including a series of preliminary archaeozoological studies.

Understanding the need for a more detailed analysis of the paleoeconomics of the

settlement from Parta, Gheorghe Lazarovici proposed me to continue the archaeozoological
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research of the osteological material discovered in this settlement, and under the
coordination of Cornelia-Magda Lazarovici to carry out a detailed research work related to
humans relations with the animal world observed in the case of the Neo-Eneolithic
communities from Parta, through the prism of archaeozoological research. Thus, the subject
of this doctoral research was born and, on this occasion, | would like to thank them for the
trust and support given throughout this approach.

In the first part of the paper, we propose a short presentation, from a geographical and
historical point of view, of the area of the settlement from Parta, specifying aspects related
to the physical-geographical framework of the area, the historical framework and some brief
data related to the studied complexes. This first step gives us the framework for the second
chapter in which we want to mention aspects related to the study material and methods,
where we will deal with details related to the archaeozoological sampling and particularities
related to the specialized methodology that was used in the research. archaeozoological
evidence of the faunal sample.

Concluding this first part, we could say introductory, of the paper, we created the
framework of the second part of the paper where aspects related to the faunal sample
analyzed and the results of the study of osteological material will be presented. Therefore,
in the third chapter of the paper we will present the archaeozoological material discovered
in the settlement of Parta. In the first instance, we presented the osteological material on
archaeological levels, namely levels that were culturally framed as belonging to the Banat
culture and those belonging to the Tiszapolgar culture, and then we presented the material
on complexes for each of the two prehistoric cultures mentioned.

It is important to mention that the archaeozoological sample from Parta was analyzed
in several stages and by several specialists, and in this paper we have combined all these
analyzes. Thus, the first archaeozoological analysis for the materials from Parta was
performed by Alexandra Bolomey, who determined and published in a preliminary form a
part of the osteological material discovered in the campaigns of 1978-1984, where data were
exposed about almost 2000 remains. osteological. The campaigns between 1985 and 1993
were analyzed by Georgeta El Susi, and the data were published for a number of
approximately 4,300 faunal remains. And Diana Bindea published the analyzes of a number
of 180 faunal remains that had as archeological context the Casa Cerbului complex.

In this paper we introduced these data obtained previously for the settlement of Parta,
along with which were added new data, analyzed by us during the doctoral research. In

addition to the more than 6,000 previously published osteological remains, determinations
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were added for another nearly 6,000 osteological remains. It is also important to mention
that a large part of the entire archaeozoological analysis mentioned was entered in a digital
database, thanks to the kindness of Georgeta EIl Susi to search and provide us with the
determination journals of the archaeozoological material analyzed by her and with this
occasion | would like to thank her for all the help offered in carrying out the research of the
faunal material.

It should also be noted that the number of archaeozoological remains would probably
have been higher, but the discovery of some of the osteological fragments in the places where
they were repositioned was no longer possible, despite repeated attempts to identify possible
other places where they could have been moved. (Frequent relocation of the deposits has led
to the loss of some of the osteological remains that have been discovered in archaeological
research).

With this database, we were able to start the search for the next stage of research that
is the subject of chapters four and five, being the sector that describes the characteristics of
animals exploited in the settlement of Part and preferences related to the management of
activities involving these animals. The fourth chapter presents particularities of the
anatomical-comparative study of faunal remains. This chapter mentions aspects related to
the morphology of domestic and wild mammals identified in the settlement of Parta, as well
as details related to the reconstruction of the size of some fish species caught by prehistoric
communities. Given that we have an almost complete sample of the settlement in Parta, this
chapter is important to see different characteristics of animals raised or hunted by prehistoric
communities and their comparison with animals from contemporary settlements in Banat or
other regions of the country.

Correlating these data with those related to the ages of slaughter of animals,
archaeozoological research continues to address the assessment of animal resources, a topic
that is the subject of the fifth chapter. This chapter presents the ways and preferences of
managing the raising of domestic animals in the settlement of Parta, along with issues related
to how to manage the practice of hunting, but also fishing and gathering by the prehistoric
communities of this settlement.

These two chapters mark the animal economy sector of the Parta settlement, which
presents particularities of the characteristics of the fauna of the settlement and those of the
use of animals for food and obtaining related products. The last section of the paper, which
in turn consists of two chapters, aims to present secondary aspects of the use of animals in

the settlement. This presents aspects related to the use of animal hard matter for the purchase
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of tools, a topic that is the subject of Chapter Six and in which the stage of determination
and analysis of the processed bone tools obtained will be presented. Along with the
description of the processed parts, photographic details are attached and where a more
detailed look was needed, | turned to the drawings made by Alina Gheorghe, to whom |
would also like to thank for the mastery of making these graphic details.

The theme of using animals for different ritual practices is the subject of the last
chapter of this paper, where we try to present in terms of information obtained certain aspects
of the spiritual life of prehistoric communities. Thus, we refer to aspects observed on the
basis of osteological materials in sanctuaries, but also in other complexes outside them,
which have characteristics of ritual practices in which animals or parts of them were used.

This whole approach of the archeozoological research from this paper, related to the
animal economy of the settlement from Parta, aims to enrich the knowledge related to the
history of the area, contributing, at the same time, to the extension of the references about
the stages of historical and cultural development. in the prehistoric period.

As we observed in the paper presented, a significant amount of osteological remains
were identified for the Neolithic settlement at Parta, representing a significant
archaeozoological sample to offer the possibility of concrete interpretations related to the
relationship of prehistoric communities in this area with the animal world. They. The
determined archaeozoological sample now totals a number of over 11600 osteological
remains (of which 6000 new osteological remains were analyzed by us in this paper), most
of them presenting the specific characteristics of some household remains, and following the
analyzes, the data obtained were correlated with results of other archaeozoological research
from the same historical period, found in the literature.

We noticed in the first part of the presentation of the faunal sample how the
osteological remains identified in the archaeological research are distributed for each of the
levels of the Neolithic settlement. Thus, we noticed that in all these levels, the remains of
mammals predominate, and the difference between the fragments coming from domestic
mammals is not large compared to the wild ones. This indicates a mixed community
economy, based on both animal husbandry and hunting. The domestic species exploited by
the Neolithic communities in Parta are beef, pig and ovicaprines (represented by both
species). The wild boar and the deer are the most hunted species by the inhabitants of the
settlement, followed by the deer and the ox. The rest of the wild species (bear, wolf, fox,
marten, sheep, rabbit and wild cat) are species with very few osteological remains in the

wildlife sample.



Secondly, we observed the distribution of faunal remains on complexes. Thus, for the
housing complexes, those belonging to the Banat culture, we showed in the case of two huts,
one half-board and 11 houses, the number of osteological fragments and their distribution
by species for each of them, and for those belonging to the Tiszapolgar culture the
distribution was shown. debris for a half board and six homes. In the case of the dwellings,
the same characteristics of the faunal material are observed as for the whole settlement. The
remains of mammals predominate in the dwellings, being found fragments of both domestic
and wild species.

For the worship complexes, the remains from three such complexes (the two shrines
and the house altar) were analyzed. Although in two of them the material is not very
numerous, they together allowed the observation of some characteristics related to the use
of animal parts in worship practices, both at the level of sanctuaries and at the level of
dwellings (aspects related to family spiritual life), as we saw in chapter 7.

In the case of the pits, faunal remains were identified in 12 of them, belonging to the
Banat culture and in five pits belonging to the Tiszapolgar culture. Although the number of
faunal fragments in the pits is very small, it is observed that the taxonomic list does not
change significantly, being found here the main species of mammals (domestic and wild).
There are also no remains of molluscs and fish.

Based on the anatomical-comparative study of the osteological remains, we noticed
that the cattle from Parta have a higher size compared to the populations from the south of
Banat, Transylvania or Moldova. In the case of pigs, we noticed that they are represented by
individuals of similar size to other contemporary settlements in southern Banat, but they are
more robust. For the two species of ovicaprines, the sheep from Parta are represented by
small animals, similar to those from the Neolithic settlements in Oltenia, Transylvania and
Moldova. And for the deer species, in the case of the deer, a population with robust, large
animals predominates, and for the prehistoric communities from Part there is a preference
for hunting males of this species. Robust, medium and large animals predominate for deer.
In the case of this species, the preference for male game is also noticeable.

In terms of animal resource assessment, | noticed that hunting and raising animals were
the two main activities in the prehistoric communities of Parthia. However, there is no lack
of evidence that, in the background, fishing and gathering were also activities, resulting in
the remains of some species of native fish and molluscs, which could be found in the waters

near the settlement.



In order to raise animals, we observed the evolution of the share of the main domestic
species during the prehistoric habitation of this settlement and the way the exploitation of
the main domestic species was managed. In the case of domestic cattle, we noticed that for
most of the period this species was raised mainly for meat and in the background for traction,
milk and breeding. For ovicaprines we observed a mixed economy of this population, being
used both for obtaining meat and for milk and reproduction. Pigs were mainly used to obtain
meat, and in some cases it was neglected to provide a breeding ground with domestic species
(this was probably provided by mating with wild pigs).

Hunting was an important activity for the prehistoric communities of Parta, and the
deer, wild boar, deer and ox were the main hunted species. In the case of the deer, it was
possible to observe the fact that this species was the object of an active hunt in the autumn-
winter period and the hunting of mature animals predominates. In the spring-summer period,
the deer was an actively hunted species, with mature animals predominating in the case of
hunting this species as well. During the periods of declining share of deer in the area of the
settlement of Parta (which could be caused by massive deforestation in certain periods of
habitation), there is an increase in the share of species that can live in reeds (such as wild
boar) and those that live in open areas or forest edges (such as deer and ox).

In this research, one of the aspects analyzed was the use of animal hard matter to obtain
processed bone parts. Some of these pieces have been briefly mentioned in previous
analyzes, but in this paper they are first mentioned in detail. Starting from the types of hard
materials and from the way of procuring them, we made a presentation on groups of pieces
of the processed osteological material. | noticed that in the category of tools there are two
groups of parts, namely pointed tools, where piercers, chisels and needles were presented,;
and scraping and grinding tools where a series of scrapers and spatulas were presented. In
the category of everyday objects, the identified pieces are spoons, in which case we noticed
the existence of two types of spoons in the settlement of Parta. In the category of clothing
and personal ornament items, a series of clothing items and pendants made of bone were
identified.

Related to the spiritual life of the settlement from Parta, through the prism of this paper
we tried to interpret the osteological material in the archaeological context discovered in
order to provide some hypotheses about certain features of the ritual practices of prehistoric
communities. For Sanctuary 1 we launched the hypothesis of a possible complex rite of
passage, which marks the end of its functioning. Also mentioned were a number of issues

related to possible uses of the massive ram skull in Sanctuary 1. For Sanctuary 2 we have
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opened the idea of a working hypothesis, where it is possible that its division into zones may
have a possible connection with specific rituals for the worship of certain categories of
deities and for certain aspects of community life. In fact, we have opened the idea of a way
to argue this hypothesis by trying to correlate the complexes outside the sanctuaries, to see
if such divisions are found in other contexts than the sanctuary (and we believe that future
research will help to materialize these Other aspects observed in ritual contexts were those
related to totems, attested through the prism of monumental objects, in the context of blocks
of flats, which were related to the family totem (being also mentioned the existence of other
similar contemporary cases). of the communities from Parta represented a subject treated
many times in numerous other researches, and in this paper we wanted to bring a series of
additions related to some particularities of ritual practices, argued in terms of osteological
material.

This entire doctoral research paper aims to provide a more detailed picture, in
correlation with archaeological data, of the peculiarities of the Neo-Eneolithic settlement at
Parta, especially related to the relationship of prehistoric communities with the animal world.
Being an archaeozoological investigation that captured almost entirely the faunal material
identified following the archaeological research, it provides a plenary picture of the animal
economy of the settlement of Parta. Also, in different stages of the research, in terms of
osteological material, were highlighted a number of issues related to the craft life of
prehistoric people in this settlement, but also various features of the spiritual speed of neo-
eneliothic communities. We hope that future archaeological research will expand the
archaeozoological sample, contribute to the completion and even the concretization of the
information related to the human relationship with the animal world within the settlement of

Parta.
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