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Montana Project with an Emphasis on Archeological and Cultural Patrimony

Issues

THE BASELINE STUDY ON THE NATIONAL CULTURAL PATRIMONY has been

written by STANTEC CONSULTING, a company which is not officially accredited to do

research on the evaluation and conservation of the cultural patrimony – mobile and

immobile - in Romania. This fact casts serious concerns about the validity of much of

information in the report or the assessments made therein. The latter contains

incomplete or inaccurate information as well as subjective and biased appraisals that

have a negative impact on an accurate reading of the significance of the cultural

patrimony in Rosia Montana in the national and global contexts. Therefore, the

references to the pre-roman period, in the introductory chapter (vol 6, p. 7) do not

include information about the prehistoric discoveries made in the village’s surrounding

areas, thus creating the false impression that such marks do not exist there.

It is also stated, in a tendentious manner, that researches have not produced evidence

about the presence of the Dacians in Rosia Montana although in the archeological site’s
file, card # 9 about the Orlea Massive very old mining works are identified close to the

surface, out of which a wooden post has been dated, using the C14 method, in the

interval 50 BC-80 AD (volume 6, annex 1, p. 222), so belonging precisely to the Dacian

age. Other data collected from the Carnic Massive, using the radio-carbon method that

are also indicative of the Dacian age (3rd century BC- 1st century AD) are negatively

commented in chapter 4. 9 of the Assessment Report (p. 22) although they have been

published and were commented upon by the French archeological mining team in the

first volume of the Alburnus Maior series. The subchapter on the cultural landscape is

written with the clear intention to minimize the value of the Rosia Montana area. For that
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reason false data was inserted such as the statement that the Carnic Massive has been

mined in an open pit since the 1970s and hence has been damaged to a large extent

(vol. 6, p. 15). There isn’t actually a correct description of the cultural landscape in

Rosia, the respective subchapter being overloaded with data about secondary subjects

(climate, geology, jobs, local and regional economy etc.), the true potential being left

outside the analysis.

The BASELINE STUDY underlines the fact that large areas that will be impacted by the

project have not been archeologically explored, this being particularly the case of the

Corna Valley, the village of Corna where the map of the archeological sites for the

interval 2000-2005 (vol 6., pl. 4) indicates the almost complete absence of such sites in

the south-eastern side where the Carnic waste dump is to be located (vol. 6, pl. 6).

According to the present legislation (Law 462/2003), it is illegal to impact, through a

project, an area that has not undergone any preceding archeological exploration.

The BASELINE STUDY bares evidence of grave gaps in the research of archeological

structures from Rosia Montana (section 5.3.1.). Although four habitat areas have been

identified (Hop Gauri, Habad, Taul Tapului and Carpeni) none of them has been

comprehensively researched. This fact makes the study unable to offer a precise image

about the spatial organization of the ancient mining habitat and its relation with the

sacred areas (necropolis and/or temples). Starting from the fact that not less than seven

funeral areas have been identified, it is clear that the archeological exploration has not

been able to locate all the Roman habitat areas in the region that will be impacted by

the mining project. Furthermore, no architectural military structure has been identified

although their presence is recorded on the stamped bricks (vol. 6, p. 78). Just as

incomplete and imprecise is the information about the infrastructure. The Roman vicinal

roads were surveyed only at two points ( Hop and Habad), the route of which was not

tracked on the ground and reconstructed just as the course of the main road from

Alburnus Maior to Ampelum (Zlatna) has not even been identified. It must be underlined

the insufficient/improper localization and research of the ore processing areas. In the

site’s files and cards are only briefly mentioned two possible structures with this

particular purpose, at Jig-Piciorag and Tarina (cards # 7 and 8, volume 6, p. 215 and



218). Such structures should have occupied vast areas in the proximity of the gold ore

extraction sites but it is clear that their research has been entirely neglected. The

serious omissions mentioned above are evidence of the fact that the BASELINE

STUDY is incomplete in regards to several essential aspects that concern the

identification of the archeological sites in Rosia Montana. This is due to the flawed

management of the archeological project and the incompliance with the standard

for best practice in archeological research.

A seriously disconcerting aspect is represented by the fact that in the case of the

ancient and medieval mining patrimony from Rosia Montana, the BASELINE STUDY

ON THE NATIONAL CULTURAL PATRIMONY concedes to the lack of research for

large areas to be included in the perimeter of the future pits. Consequently, the fact is

acknowledged that the Orlea Massive area has been only partially researched, for this

site such research being planned to for the interval 2007-2008 (vol. 6, p. 43.). The same

aspect is mentioned once more in chapter 4.9. of the Assessment Report, where the

fact that the vision about the underground mining patrimony from the Orlea, Tarina,

Costi Carpeni “is incomplete” (p. 22) is acknowledged. This admittance is nevertheless

not sanctioned by the restrictive implications that an incomplete research is bound by, in

as far as the legal provisions on the patrimony go, i.e. the inexistence of an

archeological discharge certificate, according to the law 462/ 2004. Because such

research could lead to the uncovering of immobile cultural patrimony vestiges of

exceptional value it is completely illegal to include this area into the perimeter of a future

open mine.

The research of ancient mining works in the Carnic Massive has lead to the uncovering

of 7 km of ancient galleries and patrimony elements with unique value like the roman

exploration gallery with 125 steps, judged to be an “impressive mining work” by the

BASELINE STUDY (vol. 6, p. 87). However, such elements have not been included in

the protected area which proves that the project titleholder has not considered the

correct application of the possible-variants-principle, and a subsequent change of

location (i.e. of the open mine) to allow for “in situ” conservation.



Even thought the BASELINE STUDY ON THE NATIONAL CULTURAL PATRIMONY

claims to be based on a research methodology in accordance with current best

practices (vol. 6, p. 36), it can be easily observed that research in the Cetate, Carnic

and Jig Massifs has not been able to delineate the mining works from the medieval

period (from the interval 1100-1500 AD), although they are included in the chronology of

the mine works established by the French team (BASELINE STUDY, vol. 6, p. 82) and

confirmed by documentary sources. All the site cards on underground archeological

research (vol. 6, cards # 3,4,5,7 and 9) and the summaries (vol. 6, p. 80) only make

references to two historical periods, the Roman and the modern (17th to the 19th century

AD), overlooking the identification of works from the medieval period (11th to the 16th

century AD).

Because it is stated that 70 km of galleries have been researched and mapped (vol. 6,

p. 80) it follows that this is the case of an obvious and serious shortcoming in the

capacity to correctly diagnose and interpret the phases of exploitation and not of an

insufficient/inadequate volume of visited galleries. This deficiency is indicative of the

fact that best practices have not been the applied throughout the entire

underground archeological research which has failed to identify the medieval

underground works.

Another serious shortcoming of the Baseline Study is the complete absence of research

and consequently of information about the modern industrial patrimony, particularly the

hydro-technical arrays (artificial lakes, channels) and the location of the over 1000

stamps from the Rosia and Corna valleys. There is only one paragraph that mentions

this issue in the totally inappropriate context of the natural landscape (vol. 6, p. 15). Any

specific information is however absent from the section on the industrial patrimony

which is only concerned with the presentation of underground mining works and the

artifacts in the RosiaMin Museum (vol. 6, subchapters 5.4. and 5.5.). It is therefore

clear that in the Baseline Study not all the locations or the characteristics of the

archeological, historical or culturally significant sites that can be impacted by the

project are mentioned and described. Furthermore, the ancient, medieval and

modern open-air mine works have been completely ignored.



The most subjective and biased part of the Baseline Study is the section on the placing

of the archeological patrimony from Rosia Montana in the national and international

context. Tendentiously, the study puts across the idea that the mining patrimony from

Rosia Montana is common and similar to that in many other ancient mining sites from

across the Roman empire (vol. 6, subchapter 5.5.2.2., p. 104). The study attempts to

defend this false thesis by presenting a long list of mining sites from Romania in which,

however, were never made epigraphic discoveries comparable to those in Rosia

Montana (wax slates, the tens of epigraphic monuments). Furthermore, none of those

sites has been attested with a proper name as is the case for Alburnus Maior. Similarly,

the study presents, lists with ancient mines from Europe and the north-east of Africa,

without making a distinction between underground mines (much more rare) and surface

mines (the majority) or between those positively documented and those only presumed

to exist. An objective examination of that list, with all its inconsistencies allows one to

note the fact that out of the tens of sites enumerated there, only three or four (Las

Medulas, Vipasca, Urium-Rio Tinto, Dolaucothi) are comparable to Rosia Montana in

the complexity of the mining technique used and the associated infrastructure. To

support its overtly biased conclusions the Study repeatedly makes reference to Lucia

Marinescu’s 2002 study, in factthe Study’s supreme basis of argumentation which is, at

this point in time, only a manuscript which has not yet been published and consequently

cannot be read. Given these circumstances, the recurring quoting from this manuscript

and its inclusion in the bibliography (vol. 6, p. 116) is abusive, with the validity of the

data taken from that study not verifiable.

The REPORT ON THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT STUDY

evaluates, in chapter 4.9 the impact on the cultural patrimony. The first critical remark

here is about the superficiality with which the impact on the cultural landscape is

discussed (3.1.). The primary effects on civil and ecclesiastic architecture in Rosia

Montana and Corna are only partly described or illustrated (3.2-3.3). A negative impact

which has not been sufficiently analyzed and more specifically, quantified is the effect of

the shockwave from explosions in the quarries and the vibrations produced by the

heavy-duty-trucks-traffic on the protected monuments and sites. Although it is



acknowledged only as a potential impact, in reality this is a primary effect whose

destructive consequences on the immobile cultural patrimony have not undergone a

quantitative or qualitative assessment.

Reduction measures for this effect include only the cost of repairs although the impact

of the explosion and the traffic will be directly experienced in the so-called “protected

areas”, a fact which will probably lead to the complete destruction of some of the

monuments and sites. Clear and precise measures that could diminish, if only partially,

the effects of the vibrations on the historical monuments are not identified.

The description of the impact on the archeological patrimony and in particular, on the

industrial mining patrimony does not fully and correctly present the implications of the

legal courts’ decision to suspend the Archeological Discharge Certificate for the Carnic

Massive. The uphold of the court sentence annulling this certificate will determine the

exclusion of this perimeter from the project area, an alternative which the authors of the

EIA Report have not considered. This fact raises important question marks about the

independence and objectivity of this study.

A major negative impact on the ancient mining patrimony from Rosia Montana which is

addressed with much superficiality concerns the destruction of the Roman galleries from

the RosiaMin Museum. This fact prompts one to infer that the seriousness of this effect

has been purposefully undisclosed. The Roman galleries from the Orlea Massive which

are open to the public are classified as historical monuments (cod LMI AB-I-m-A-

00065.02). Consequently, based on their legal status they are protected and can not be

included in the perimeter of a future open mine, their destruction being an illegal act (

art. 9 and 10 Law 422/2001). In the report the terms that refer to the future of these

galleries are inappropriate, e.g. “direct impacting”, “impingement” (section 3, p. 30), the

correct ones being “destruction” in the case of a historical monument because of the

criminal consequences this action incurs. There is no legal basis for the proposed

mitigation measures, the construction of replicas and/or virtual simulations. The law

(422/2001, art. 21) makes no reference to any such mitigation measures for historical



monuments. These alternatives are consequently not acceptable from a legal

standpoint.

The mitigation of the destruction of the 7 km respectively 1.5 km of Roman mine

galleries from the Carnic and Orlea Massives, through their inclusion in the future

mines, is not possible if the alternative is to set up new galleries. This is the case

particularly because no clear alternative is mentioned. Two possible locations are

suggested, Catalina Monulesti and Paru Carpeni (p. 44-45).

The CULTURAL PATRIMONY MANAGEMENT PLAN mentions the creation of a

Foundation which would administer the cultural patrimony throughout the project years

(vol. 33, Management Plans, p. 20-22). With this plan, RMGC seeks, in fact, to transfer

its legal responsibilities on the protection, conservation and restoration of archeological

monuments and sites from the project area. Although the company alleges that in this

manner the independent management of the cultural management would be

guaranteed. Nevertheless the funds for creation of this Foundation would be in their

entirety RMGC subsidies which will subsequently also cover the Foundation’s running

costs. Consequently, the Foundation will be in fact financially dependent on RMGC and

thus directly controlled by and influenced by it.

A fact of grave concern about the Cultural Patrimony Management Plan is revealed in

the open letter sentby Virgil Apostol and Stefan Balici, architects, executive director and

director of S.C. OPUS-ATELIER DE ARHITECTURA to the Environment and Water

Management Ministry on 12 August 2006. This company wrote, under a contract with

S.C. Rosia Montana Gold Corporation S.A. a “Cultural Patrimony Management Plan fo

the Historical Center of the Rosia Montana Village”.

The authors of this letter show that “Report on the Environmental Impact Assessment

Study for the Rosia Montana Mining Project, RMGC has submitted, the most important

conclusions of the Cultural Patrimony Management Plan for the Historical Center of the

Rosia Montana Village, written by OPUS, are missing, incomplete or have been used in

a context different from the original one. Consequently, OPUS does not take up the



conclusions about the management of the cultural patrimony of the historical center of

Rosia Montana as they have been presented in the Report on the Environmental Impact

Assessment Study for the mining project in Rosia Montana which has been offered by

RMGC to the Ministry for the Environment and Water Management.

Based on the facts presented in the open letter written by the management of OPUS it

follows that RMGC has distorted the original management plan designed by this

company, a practice which could be replicated in other parts of the documentation

submitted for the consideration of the Ministry for the Environment and Water

Management. In fact, just as it was stated at the beginning of our critical observations,

in the Baseline Study there also are obvious omissions and distortions, of the opinions

experts who worked on the studies had, which serve exclusively the private interests of

the company.

Alba Iulia,18.07. 2006 Archeology expert

Dr. Horia Ion Ciugudean
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