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Tema de cercetare se incadreaza in ceea ce putem numi istoria carierelor academice si a
formatorilor de scoald arheologica, prin argumentarea documentata a contributiei unui arheolog in
formarea unei scoli de cercetare, cu metode riguroase si discipoli recunoscuti in breasla profesiei
arheologice din Romania. C.S. Nicoldescu-Plopsor se inscrie in randul personalitatilor care au
inteles cd ideile, metodele si descoperirile sale trebuie transmise generatiilor tinere pentru a fi
insusite si a prinde rddacini printre pasionatii trecutului istoric. Constituirea unui nucleu de
cercetare a perioadei paleoliticului din tara noastrad s-a dovedit o idee cu rezultate surprinzétoare,
mult peste asteptdri. Dacad pana in 1950 se cunosteau putine statiuni paleolitice, din Transilvania
mai ales, in a doua jumatate a secolului trecut descoperirile paleolitice din pesteri, adaposturi sau
aer liber, terasa, s-au realizat pe intreg cuprinsul teritoriului tarii.

Despre Constantin (C.S.) Nicolaescu-Plopsor nu se poate realiza o descriere complexa care
sa evidentiaza multiplele dimensiuni ale vietii si activitatii sale, iar prin tema noastrda suntem la
inceputul unui astfel de demers deoarece multitudinea preocuparilor sale, atat de numeroase, incat
este practic imposibil, din punctul de vedere al orizontului larg sub care se inscriu, sa fie cuprinse
intr-o singura lucrare. Personalitatea sa complexa s-a manifestat in mod clar prin faptul cd traversa
granitele diferitelor domenii ce intrau in preocupdrile sale, fie ele politice, culturale sau stiintifice.
Complexitatea si diversitatea contributiilor sale, precum si nuantele vietii sale, oferd o imagine
bogata si complexa a unei perioade semnificative din istoria Romaniei.

Mostenirea sa a contribuit semnificativ la dezvoltarea cunoasterii istorice si culturale a
Romaniei, in special in Oltenia. Chiar intr-o perioadd marcata de schimbari dramatice, el si-a
pastrat angajamentul fata de valorile sale, 1dsand o mostenire durabila in domeniul arheologiei,
istoriei si culturii. C.S. Nicoldescu-Plopsor a influentat cu sigurantd formarea de specialisti n
istorie si arheologie, oferindu-le nu doar cunostinte teoretice, ci si experienta practica si modelul
unui cercetdtor pasionat si dedicat, aceasta fiind, de fapt, din punctul nostru de vedere, cea mai
importanta mostenire a sa.

Impactul avut de acesta in dezvoltarea cercetdrii arheologice, dar si a formarii de noi

specialisti, poate fi observatd prin: activitatea de cercetare si sapaturi arheologice, mentoratul si



indrumarea academica, promovarea cercetarii si publicatiilor, sustinerea institutionald, influenta
culturala si sociala.

Pentru redactarea lucrarii am utilizat cu precadere cercetarea multiarhivistica, folosind
surse de la Arhivele Nationale ale Roméaniei Serviciul Judetean Dolj, Arhivele Consiliului National
pentru Studierea Arhivelor Securitdtii si Arhivele Institutului de Arheologie ,,Vasile Parvan”.
Analiza critica a documentelor de arhiva este esentiald pentru lucrarea de fata, deoarece, pentru
prima datd, ne conturdm o imagine limpede asupra influentei pe care C.S. Nicoldescu-Plopsor a
avut-o nu doar 1n stiinta romaneasca, ci in intreaga societate romaneasca in perioada 1950-1968.
Fiind prima cercetare asupra formatorului de scoald C.S. Nicoldescu-Plopsor bazatd pe izvoare
inedite, vom regasi trimiteri la documente de arhiva in Intreg studiul, la fondul de arhiva ,,C.S.
Nicolaescu-Plopsor”, aflat la Arhivele Nationale, Serviciul Judetean Dolj.

In analiza santierelor scoald coordonate de C.S. Nicoliescu-Plopsor (Baia de Fier — Pestera
Muierilor, Cercetarile complexe Bicaz, Pesterile Curata si Spurcatd de la Nandru (com. Pestisu
Mic, jud. Hunedoara), Pestera Bordul Mare — Ohaba Ponor), am folosit metoda studiului de caz,
punand accentul pe participantii la aceste campanii, pe rapoartele si studiile inedite realizate de
acestia, pe achizitia de cunostinte a participantilor. Informatiile au fost culese din documentele de
arhiva, fiind completate cu informatiile din corespondentd, Intotdeauna comparate cu informatiile
publicate deja, tocmai pentru a evita capcana repetarii informatiilor edite.

Lucrarea de fatd este structurata in patru capitole, intregite de introducere, concluzii, anexe
si bibliografie, arhitectura lucrarii fiind in concordanta cu obiectivele propuse.

In primul capitol, denumit ,,C.S. Nicoldescu-Plopsor — de la pasiune la profesionalism in
cercetarea arheologicd”, am oferit o prezentare a multiplelor preocupari ale lui C.S Nicolaescu-
Plopsor, insistand pe cele in care putem spune, fard a exagera, ca a fost un formator de specialisti.
Principalele aspecte vizate au fost: evolutia profesionala, colaborarea cu muzeele, activitatea
politica. Totodata, s-a alocat un spatiu important rolului pe care C.S. Nicolaescu-Plopsor 1-a avut
in evolutia profesionald a unor muzeografi si, fara sa exageram, In aparitia si existenta unor muzee.
De asemenea, analiza criticd a corespondentei sale ne indicd o caracteristicd a activitatii sale,
necunoscutd pand acum, formarea de specialisti muzeografi: influenta sa ii permite sd rezolve
problemele de angajare ale unor tineri sau transferurile acestor (cazul Valeriu Lazar).

In cel de-al doilea capitol, am analizat acea parte din activitatea arheologici coordonati de

C.S. Nicolaescu-Plopsor numitd de noi ,,santiere-scoala”, in cadrul acestor colective a creat si



perfectionat noi specialisti, care mai tarziu au primit garantia insusirii meseriei sub coordonarea
sa. Dintre numeroasele santiere coordonate de C.S. Nicoldescu-Plopsor patru sunt deosebit de
importante, prin prisma formarii de specialistilor sub coordonarea sa. Analiza criticd a
documentelor de arhiva si compararea acestora cu rapoartele si articolele publicate in urma
sapaturilor arheologice releva o imensa munca documentara, o analiza multidisciplinara asupra
cercetarii arheologice si, cel mai important, o mare Incredere acordata tinerilor specialisti. Acestia
primeau conducerea unor puncte de santier, intocmeau rapoarte de sapaturi si studii de specialitate,
care, dupa ce primeau girul profesorului, ajungeau sa faca parte din studiile stiintifice finale.
Acordarea increderii conducerii unui punct de sapaturd sau a unei pesteri citre un tanar, chiar
student fiind, este un tipar al cercetarii lui C.S. Nicoldescu-Plopsor si a modului in care intelegea
sa creeze scoala arheologica. De mentionat ca 1n cazul fiecérei cercetari arheologice intreprinse pe
parcursul mai multor campanii, C.S. Nicoldescu-Plopsor a urmarit publicarea unor studii in care
sa fie cuprinsa o analizd multi si interdisciplinara a rezultatelor cercetarii.

Capitolul al treilea este dedicat corespondentei si cum putem desprinde din aceasta
elementele unei scoli arheologice. C.S. Nicoldescu-Plopsor a avut meritul de a accepta in jurul sau
oameni de pe toate nivelele de cultura si treptele sociale, reusind sa comunice la fel de bine cu
toatd lumea, indiferent de pregatirea stiintifica sau apartenenta etnica. Conversatia personala pune
accent pe implicarea lui C.S. Nicolaescu-Plopsor in diferite spete in care i s-a cerut ajutorul,
creionand imaginea unui om dornic sd ajute ori de cate ori ii este cerut ajutorul. Este importanta
pentru cercetarea noastra deoarece multe scrisori sunt fie rugdminti pentru angajare, fie sfaturi in
privinta parcursului unui tandr pasionat de istorie, in majoritatea lor aratand implicarea lui C.S
Nicoldescu-Plopsor in formarea tinerilor in domeniul istoriei, fie ca este vorba de scolarizare sau
de incadrare pe un post. O atentie deosebitd am acordat corespondentei cu loana, o studenta
pasionatd de arheologia paleoliticului din lasi, dar total necunoscutd astdzi din punct de vedere
stiintific. Din pécate, loana a ramas o necunoscutd, nu am putut afla mai multe informatii si, desi
am adus vorba de ea in interviurile realizate, nimeni nu iti aduce aminte de ea. Neputand afla
cauzele pentru care nu a devenit un cercetator de top al arheologiei roménesti, cu toate ca semnele
existau si promitea sa devina, pe baza cunostintelor sale, putem doar sa banuim ca probleme de
sandtate amintite In lucrari au dus la disparitia ei din stiinta romaneasca.

Ultimul capitol, realizat prin cercetare arhivistica si interviuri, abordeaza rolul Institutului

de Arheologie si al Sectiei paleolitice si parcursul acestei institutii in perioada activitatii lui C.S.



Nicolaescu-Plopsor, completatd de amintirile elevilor si colaboratorilor sai. Este un capitol
important in arhitectura temei deoarece este singurul in care o metoda riguroasa de cercetare,
analiza criticd a izvoarelor istorice, este folosita alaturi de metoda interviului supusa subiectivitatii
interlocutorilor. Cu toate acestea a fost un adaos valoros la informatia istorica prin perspectiva
martorilor oculari, completarea sursele scrise si intelegerea experientelor individuale si colective.

Unul din motivele determinante 1n alegerea acestei teme 1-a constituit ,,exotismul” lui C.S.
Nicoldescu-Plopsor, nota discordanta pe care acesta o facea in cadrul unui regim totalitar. Situatia
politica a influentat in mod decisiv cercetarea arheologica intr-un mod pozitiv prin marile santiere
de la Bicaz si Portile de Fier, lucrari ample precedate de o cercetare arheologicd pentru salvarea
oriciror marturii istorice. In acelasi timp, analizand corespondenta lui C.S. Nicoliescu-Plopsor
putem sd ne dam seama de greutatile pe care le intdmpinau arheologii in desfasurarea profesiei si
intelegem ca numai pasiunea pentru profesie a fost cea care i-a facut sa continue. Scrisorile primite
de C.S. Nicolaescu-Plopsor aratd greutatile cu care se confruntau arheologii din cauza situatiei
politice cand libertatea stiintifica si accesul la resurse au fost adesea restranse insemnéand conditii
de munci foarte grele. Insa, o tema recurenti a scrisorilor primite de C.S. Nicoldescu-Plopsor o
constituie accesul redus la publicatii si materiale strdine si dificultatea de a accesa literatura
stiintifica si materialul bibliografic strain.

Scopul lucrarii este acela de a demonstra rolul avut de C.S. Nicolaescu-Plopsor in formarea
arheologilor specializati in perioada paleoliticului, oferindu-le nu doar cunostinte teoretice, ci si
experientd practicd. Pornind de la aceastd ipoteza am demonstrat ca rolul de formator al lui C.S.
Nicoldescu-Plopsor nu s-a limitat numai la arheologie, rolul sdu in activitatea muzeald a fost
determinant 1n evolutia unor tineri absolventi dar si a existentei unor muzee din tara.

Scrisorile aflate in fondul de arhiva ,,C.S. Nicoldescu-Plopsor” ofera o perspectiva
intrigantd asupra relatiilor si colaborarilor dintre C.S. Nicoldescu-Plopsor si alti profesionisti din
domeniul muzeografiei, precum si asupra preocuparilor si eforturilor acestora In privinta cercetarii
si promovarii patrimoniului cultural si istoric. Ceea ce putem observa din aceastd corespondenta
este angajamentul lui C.S. Nicoldescu-Plopsor fatd de activitatile muzeelor si interesul sdu in
dezvoltarea acestor institutii. Daca detaliem implicarea lui C.S. Nicoldescu-Plopsor in activitatile
muzeale, asa cum reiese din corespondenta, avem urmatoarele aspecte:

e Contributia la activitdtile muzeale: Din corespondenta, este evident ca C.S. Nicoldescu-

Plopsor a avut o implicare semnificativa in activitatile muzeelor din regiune. El a fost



consultat si solicitat sa ofere sfaturi, expertiza si sprijin in diverse aspecte ale muzeelor,

inclusiv in ceea ce priveste organizarea, dezvoltarea colectiilor, cercetarea si promovarea

patrimoniului cultural si istoric;

e Sprijin pentru specializare: Corespondenta mentioneaza ca Plopsor a fost in contact cu
muzeografi care isi doreau sa se specializeze in arheologia paleoliticului, chiar daca erau
incadrati ca muzeografi. El a fost implicat in oferirea de sfaturi si indrumari acestor
profesionisti, aratdndu-si interesul pentru dezvoltarea lor profesionala si pentru cercetarea
in domeniul arheologiei;

e Raspuns la solicitari individuale: Un alt aspect important al implicarii lui Plopsor in muzee
a fost raspunsul sau la solicitarile individuale. De exemplu, in corespondenta cu Doina
Ignat, el este consultat si rugat sa ofere sfaturi privind mutarea la un alt muzeu si sprijin in
legétura cu deciziile de cariera;

e Crearea si gestionarea unui muzeu: Un exemplu semnificativ de implicare a lui Plopsor in
muzee este asociat cu crearea si gestionarea unui muzeu la Durau. El a fost responsabil
pentru initiativa de a crea acest muzeu, inclusiv identificarea unui local potrivit si
organizarea colectiilor. De asemenea, el a fost preocupat de aspectele practice, precum
inaugurarea muzeului si organizarea expozitiei;

e Cercetarea si dezvoltarea colectiilor: Din corespondentd, putem observa ca Plopsor era
interesat nu doar de organizarea muzeelor, ci si de cercetarea si dezvoltarea colectiilor. El
a fost implicat in identificarea de obiecte si materiale relevante pentru patrimoniul cultural
si istoric;

e Colaborarea si consultarea: Implicarea lui Plopsor in muzee nu a fost doar un efort
individual, ci a implicat si colaborarea si consultarea cu alti profesionisti din domeniul
muzeografiei. El a fost contactat de colegi si colaboratori pentru sfaturi si opinii n diverse
aspecte ale activitatilor muzeale.

Din corespondenta si relatiile mentionate, se poate observa ca Plopsor a fost respectat si
cautat pentru sfaturi si orientari intr-o gama larga de probleme, atat profesionale, cat si personale.
Aceasta subliniazd autoritatea si increderea pe care o avea In lumea muzeologica si cum a
influentat pozitiv dezvoltarea institutiilor si a indivizilor din acest domeniu. Este un exemplu
elocvent de cum o persoana poate sd influenteze nu doar prin activitatea sa de cercetare, ci si prin

interactiunile personale si consilierea oferitd celor din jur. C.S. Nicoldescu-Plopsor a lasat o



amprenta puternica In peisajul cultural si stiintific al Romaniei prin influenta sa asupra dezvoltarii

muzeelor si arheologiei in acea perioada.

Analizand toate documentele aflat la dispozitia noastra am reusit sa identificam motivele

pentru care l-am numit pe C.S. Nicolaescu-Plopsor un ,,formator de scoald arheologica”. Acestea

pot fi sintetizate in:

Activitatea de cercetare si sapaturi arheologice: Plopsor a desfasurat numeroase sapaturi
arheologice in Oltenia, aducind la lumind descoperiri valoroase si contribuind la
dezvaluirea istoriei si culturii regiunii. Prin acest lucru, el nu numai ca a adus informatii
noi in domeniul arheologiei, dar a si oferit studentilor si colaboratorilor sdi oportunitatea
de a Invata si a dobandi experienta practicd in timpul acestor sapaturi.

Mentoratul si Indrumarea academica: C.S. Nicoldescu-Plopsor a fost implicat in formarea
mai multor generatii de studenti si tineri cercetdtori. Prin prelegerile sale, indrumarea in
cercetare si supervizarea proiectelor, el a contribuit la dezvoltarea competentelor
academice ale viitorilor specialisti 1n istorie si arheologie.

Promovarea cercetarii si publicatiilor: Plopsor a fost un adept al valorificarii cercetarii prin
publicatii si diseminarea cunoasterii. A contribuit semnificativ la realizarea de lucrari
stiintifice si publicatii, oferind astfel o platformd pentru specialisti sa 1s1 impartaseasca
rezultatele cercetarilor cu comunitatea academica si publicul interesat.

Sustinerea institutionald: Prin diversele sale roluri in cadrul universitdtii, societatilor
academice si institutiilor de cercetare, Plopsor a contribuit la dezvoltarea si consolidarea
acestor entitati. Acest lucru a creat un mediu propice pentru formarea si dezvoltarea
specialistilor in istorie si arheologie.

Influenta culturala si sociald: Prin preocuparea sa pentru promovarea patrimoniului cultural
si istoric, Plopsor a avut un impact semnificativ asupra constiintei publice si a sensibilizat
oamenii fatd de importanta pastrarii si intelegerii trecutului. Acest aspect a contribuit
indirect la formarea unei noi generatii de specialisti interesati de istorie si arheologie.

Cercetarea arheologica din Roméania deceniilor cinci si sase din secolul trecut a jucat un

rol vital in evolutia arheologiei romanesti si reflecta o etapa de inovatie si formare a unei noi

generatii de arheologi. Este foarte interesant de urmarit cum efortul colectiv si interdisciplinar a

avut un impact semnificativ asupra intelegerii perioadei Paleoliticului si a siturilor arheologice

cercetate. Aceasta a aratat nu numai colaborarea stransa intre arheologi, ci si legatura esentiala cu



specialisti din domenii precum geografia, geologia, pedologia si altele, pentru a obtine o
perspectiva complexa asupra contextului in care au evoluat aceste asezdri paleolitice.

C.S. Nicolaescu-Plopsor si colectivele conduse de acesta au abordat cercetarile cu atentie
detaliata, atat in ceea ce priveste sdpdturile si analizele materialelor, cat si in colaborarea cu
cercetatori din alte domenii, cum ar fi geomorfologii. Acest tip de colaborare a ajutat la obtinerea
unor date esentiale pentru interpretarea stratigrafiei, a mediului Tnconjurator si a contextului
temporal al asezarilor paleolitice. De asemenea, implicarea studentilor si a cercetdtorilor in
formare in cadrul sapaturilor si cercetarilor demonstreaza preocuparea pentru pregatirea viitoarelor
generatii de arheologi si cercetatori. Acest lucru nu numai ca a contribuit la colectarea de informatii
importante, dar si-a pus amprenta asupra dezvoltarii viitoare a disciplinei. Aceastad abordare
interdisciplinara, meticuloasa si bine structuratd a cercetarilor a oferit fundatia pentru studiile si
sintezele ulterioare, aducand contributii semnificative la cunoasterea si intelegerea perioadei
Paleoliticului in Romaénia.

Noutatea si originalitatea stiintifica a acestei lucrari consta in cercetarea pluridisciplinara a
dimensiunii personalitatii lui C.S. Nicoldescu-Plopsor in arheologia romaneascd, rolul sdu ca
formator de scoald arheologica. Demersul nostru se incadreaza in ceea ce putem denumi istoria
carierelor academice si a formatorilor de scoala arheologicd. Din pacate, abordarea noastra este
singulard, cel putin pand in acest moment, In argumentarea documentatd a contributiei unui
arheolog in formarea unei scoli de cercetare, cu metode riguroase si discipoli recunoscuti in breasla
profesiei arheologice din Romania.

Prin corelarea ipotezelor de lucru cu concluziile reiesite In urma studiului, s-a cautat
atingerea scopului cercetarii, lucrarea reprezentand o premiera in istoriografie, fiind prima care

abordeaza aceasta tema, putand fi folositd si ca baza pentru alte cercetari ulterioare.
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The research topic falls within what we can call the history of academic careers and
archaeological school trainers, by documenting the contribution of an archaeologist in the
formation of a research school, with rigorous methods and recognized disciples in the
archaeological profession in Romania. C.S. Nicoldescu-Plopsor is one of the personalities who
understood that his ideas, methods and discoveries must be passed on to younger generations in
order to be appropriated and take root among those who are passionate about the historical past.
The creation of a research nucleus on the Palaeolithic period in our country proved to be an idea
with surprising results, far beyond expectations. If until 1950 few Palaeolithic sites were known,
especially in Transylvania, in the second half of the last century Palaeolithic discoveries in caves,
shelters or open-air terraces were made throughout the country.

It is not possible to give a complex description of Constantin (C.S.) Nicoldescu-Plopsor
that would highlight the multiple dimensions of his life and activity, and with our topic we are at
the beginning of such an endeavour because the multitude of his concerns, so numerous that it is
practically impossible, from the point of view of the broad horizon under which they fall, to be
contained in a single work. His complex personality clearly manifested itself in the fact that he
crossed the boundaries of the various fields that came within his concerns, be they political,
cultural or scientific. The complexity and diversity of his contributions and the nuances of his life
provide a rich and complex picture of a significant period in Romanian history.

His legacy contributed significantly to the development of historical and cultural
knowledge of Romania, especially in Oltenia. Even in a period marked by dramatic changes, he
remained committed to his values, leaving a lasting legacy in the fields of archaeology, history and
culture. C.S. Nicoldescu-Plopsor has certainly influenced the training of specialists in history and
archaeology, offering them not only theoretical knowledge but also practical experience and the
model of a passionate and dedicated researcher, which is, in our view, his most important legacy.

His impact on the development of archaeological research and the training of new
specialists can be seen through: archaeological research and excavation work, academic mentoring
and guidance, promotion of research and publications, institutional support, cultural and social

influence.



For the writing of the paper I used mainly multiarchival research, using sources from the National
Archives of Romania Dolj County Service, the Archives of the National Council for the Study of
Security Archives and the Archives of the Institute of Archaeology "Vasile Parvan". The critical
analysis of the archival documents is essential for the present work, because, for the first time, we
get a clear picture of the influence that C.S. Nicolaescu-Plopsor had not only in Romanian science,
but in the whole Romanian society in the period 1950-1968. As this is the first research on C.S.
Nicolaescu-Plopsor based on unpublished sources, we will find references to archival documents
throughout the study, to the "C.S. Nicoldescu-Plopsor" archive fund, located at the National
Archives, Dolj County Service.

In the analysis of the school sites coordinated by C.S. Nicolaescu-Plopsor (Baia de Fier -
Muierilor Cave, Bicaz Complex Researches, Curatd and Spurcatd Caves at Nandru (com. Pestisu
Mic, jud. Hunedoara), Bordul Mare Cave - Ohaba Ponor), we used the case study method, focusing
on the participants in these campaigns, on the reports and unpublished studies made by them, on
the participants' acquisition of knowledge. The information was gathered from archival documents,
supplemented with information from correspondence, always compared with information already
published, precisely to avoid the trap of repeating edited information.

This paper is structured in four chapters, completed by an introduction, conclusions, appendices
and bibliography, the architecture of the paper being in line with the proposed objectives.

In the first chapter, entitled "C.S. Nicoldescu-Plopsor - from passion to professionalism in
archaeological research", we have provided an overview of the many concerns of C.S. Nicoldescu-
Plopsor, emphasizing those in which we can say, without exaggeration, that he was a trainer of
specialists. The main aspects covered were: professional development, collaboration with
museums, political activity. At the same time, an important space was allocated to the role that
C.S. Nicolaescu-Plopsor had in the professional development of some museographers and, without
exaggeration, in the emergence and existence of museums. Also, a critical analysis of his
correspondence indicates a previously unknown characteristic of his activity, the training of
specialist museographers: his influence enabled him to solve the problems of employing young
people or transferring them (the case of Valeriu Lazar).

In the second chapter, we analyzed that part of the archaeological activity coordinated by
C.S. Nicolaescu-Plopsor called by us "school-sites", within these collectives he created and

perfected new specialists, who later received the guarantee of mastering the profession under his



coordination. Of the many sites coordinated by C.S. Nicolaescu-Plopsor, four are particularly
important in terms of the training of specialists under his direction. A critical analysis of the
archival documents and a comparison with the reports and articles published following the
archaeological excavations reveals a huge amount of documentary work, a multidisciplinary
analysis of archaeological research and, most importantly, a great trust in young specialists. They
were given the leadership of site sites, prepared excavation reports and specialist studies, which,
after receiving the professor's approval, became part of the final scientific studies. Giving the trust
of the leadership of an excavation point or a cave to a young man, even a student, is a pattern of
C.S. Nicolaescu-Plopsor's research and of the way he intended to create an archaeological school.
It should be noted that in the case of each archaeological research undertaken during several
campaigns, C.S. Nicoldescu-Plopsor aimed to publish studies containing a multi and
interdisciplinary analysis of the research results.

The third chapter is devoted to correspondence and how we can derive from it the elements
of an archaeological school. C.S. Nicolaescu-Plopsor had the merit of accepting around him people
from all levels of culture and social classes, managing to communicate equally well with everyone,
regardless of scientific training or ethnicity. The personal conversation focuses on C.S. Nicolaescu-
Plopsor's involvement in various cases where he was asked for help, creating the image of a man
eager to help whenever he was asked for help. It is important to our research because many letters
are either pleas for employment or advice on the path of a young history enthusiast, most of them
showing C.S. Nicoldescu-Plopsor's involvement in training young people in the field of history,
whether it be schooling or employment. I paid particular attention to the correspondence with
Ioana, a student passionate about Palaeolithic archaeology in Iasi, but totally unknown today from
a scientific point of view. Unfortunately, loana remained an unknown, I could not find out more
information and, although I mentioned her in the interviews, nobody remembers her. Not being
able to find out the reasons why she did not become a top researcher of Romanian archaeology,
although the signs existed and she promised to become, based on her knowledge, we can only
suspect that health problems mentioned in her works led to her disappearance from Romanian
science.

The last chapter, conducted through archival research and interviews, deals with the role
of the Institute of Archaeology and the Palaeolithic Section and the course of this institution during

the activity of C.S. Nicoldescu-Plopsor, completed by the memories of his students and



collaborators. It is an important chapter in the architecture of the theme because it is the only one
in which a rigorous research method, the critical analysis of historical sources, is used alongside
the interview method subject to the subjectivity of the interlocutors. However it was a valuable
addition to the historical information through eyewitness perspectives, supplementing written
sources and understanding individual and collective experiences.

One of the determining reasons for choosing this theme was the "exoticism" of C.S.
Nicolaescu-Plopsor, the discordant note he made in a totalitarian regime. The political situation
had a decisive influence on archaeological research in a positive way through the large construction
sites at Bicaz and Portile de Fier, extensive works preceded by archaeological research to save any
historical evidence. At the same time, by analysing the correspondence of C.S. Nicolaescu-Plopsor,
we can see the difficulties that archaeologists encountered in carrying out their profession and
understand that it was only their passion for their profession that made them continue. The letters
received by C.S. Nicolaescu-Plopsor show the hardships faced by archaeologists due to the
political situation when scientific freedom and access to resources were often restricted meaning
very difficult working conditions. However, a recurring theme in the letters received by C.S.
Nicolaescu-Plopsor is the reduced access to foreign publications and materials and the difficulty
of accessing foreign scientific literature and bibliographic material.

The aim of the paper is to demonstrate the role played by C.S. Nicolaescu-Plopsor in the
training of archaeologists specialized in the Paleolithic period, giving them not only theoretical
knowledge but also practical experience. Starting from this hypothesis, we have demonstrated that
C.S. Nicolaescu-Plopsor's role as a trainer was not limited to archaeology, his role in museum
activity was determinant in the development of young graduates but also in the existence of
museums in the country.

The letters in the "C.S. Nicolaescu-Plopsor" archive provide an intriguing insight into the
relationships and collaborations between C.S. Nicolaescu-Plopsor and other professionals in the
field of museography, as well as their concerns and efforts in terms of research and promotion of
cultural and historical heritage. What we can observe from this correspondence is C.S. Nicolaescu-
Plopsor's commitment to the activities of museums and his interest in the development of these
institutions.

If we detail C.S. Nicolaescu-Plopsor's involvement in museum activities, as it appears from

the correspondence, we have the following aspects:



e Contribution to museum activities: From the correspondence, it is evident that C.S.
Nicolaescu-Plopsor had a significant involvement in the activities of the museums in the
region. He was consulted and asked to provide advice, expertise and support in various
aspects of museums, including organisation, collection development, research and
promotion of cultural and historical heritage;

e Support for specialisation: The correspondence mentions that Plopsor was in contact with
museographers who wanted to specialise in Palaeolithic archaeology, even though they
were trained as museographers. He was involved in giving advice and guidance to these
professionals, showing his interest in their professional development and research in
archaeology;

e Responding to individual requests: Another important aspect of Plopsor's involvement with
museums has been his response to individual requests. For example, in correspondence
with Doina Ignat, he is consulted and asked to offer advice on moving to another museum
and support with career decisions;

e Setting up and running a museum: A significant example of Plopsor's involvement with
museums is associated with the creation and management of a museum at Durau. He was
responsible for the initiative to create this museum, including identifying a suitable location
and organising the collections. He was also concerned with the practical aspects, such as
opening the museum and organising the exhibition;

e Research and development of the collections: From the correspondence, we can see that
Plopsor was interested not only in the organisation of museums, but also in the research
and development of collections. He was involved in identifying objects and materials
relevant to cultural and historical heritage;

e Collaboration and consultation: Plopsor's involvement in museums was not only an
individual effort, but also involved collaboration and consultation with other museum
professionals. He was approached by colleagues and collaborators for advice and opinions
on various aspects of museum activities.

From the correspondence and relationships mentioned, it can be seen that Plopsor was
respected and sought out for advice and guidance on a wide range of issues, both professional and
personal. This underlines the authority and trust he had in the museological world and how he

positively influenced the development of institutions and individuals in the field. It is an eloquent



example of how one person can make an impact not only through their research work, but also

through personal interactions and advice given to those around them. C.S. Nicolaescu-Plopsor left

a strong mark on the cultural and scientific landscape of Romania through his influence on the

development of museums and archaeology at that time.

By analyzing all the documents at our disposal, we were able to identify the reasons why

we called C.S. Nicoldescu-Plopsor an "archaeological school trainer". These can be summarized

as:

Archaeological research and excavations: Plopsor carried out numerous archaeological
excavations in Oltenia, bringing to light valuable discoveries and contributing to revealing
the history and culture of the region. In doing so, he has not only brought new information
to the field of archaeology, but has also given his students and collaborators the opportunity
to learn and gain practical experience during these excavations.

Mentoring and academic guidance: C.S. Nicoldescu-Plopsor has been involved in the
training of several generations of students and young researchers. Through his lectures,
research mentoring and project supervision, he has contributed to the development of the
academic skills of future specialists in history and archaeology.

Promoting research and publications: Plopsor was a proponent of promoting research
through publications and dissemination of knowledge. It has contributed significantly to
the production of scientific papers and publications, thus providing a platform for scholars
to share their research results with the academic community and the interested public.
Institutional support: Through its various roles within the university, academic societies
and research institutions, Plopsor has contributed to the development and consolidation of
these entities. This has created an environment conducive to the training and development
of specialists in history and archaeology.

Cultural and social influence: Through its concern for the promotion of cultural and
historical heritage, Plopsor has had a significant impact on public awareness and has
sensitised people to the importance of preserving and understanding the past. This has
indirectly contributed to the formation of a new generation of specialists interested in
history and archaeology.

Archaeological research in Romania in the fifth and sixth decades of the last century played

a vital role in the evolution of Romanian archaeology and reflects a stage of innovation and training



of a new generation of archaeologists. It is very interesting to see how the collective and
interdisciplinary effort had a significant impact on the understanding of the Paleolithic period and
the archaeological sites investigated. This has shown not only the close collaboration between
archaeologists, but also the essential link with specialists in fields such as geography, geology,
pedology and others, to gain a complex perspective on the context in which these Palaeolithic
settlements evolved.

C.S. Nicolaescu-Plopsor and the teams led by him approached the research with detailed
attention, both in terms of excavations and material analysis, and in collaboration with researchers
from other fields, such as geomorphology. This type of collaboration has helped to provide
essential data for interpreting the stratigraphy, environment and temporal context of Palaeolithic
settlements. The involvement of students and researchers in training in excavations and research
also demonstrates concern for the training of future generations of archaeologists and researchers.
This has not only contributed to the collection of important information, but has also had an impact
on the future development of the discipline. This interdisciplinary, meticulous and well-structured
approach to research has provided the foundation for subsequent studies and syntheses, making
significant contributions to the knowledge and understanding of the Palaeolithic period in
Romania.

The novelty and scientific originality of this work lies in the multidisciplinary research of
the dimension of the personality of C.S. Nicoldescu-Plopsor in Romanian archaeology, his role as
a trainer of archaeological school. Our research is part of what we can call the history of academic
careers and archaeological school trainers. Unfortunately, our approach is singular, at least up to
this moment, in the documented argumentation of the contribution of an archaeologist in the
formation of a research school, with rigorous methods and recognized disciples in the Romanian
archaeological profession.

By correlating the working hypotheses with the conclusions drawn from the study, the aim
of the research has been achieved, and the work represents a first in historiography, being the first

to address this theme, and can also be used as a basis for further research.



