Clay figural art in the forest belt of Neolithic
eastern Europe

ILZE LOZE

Small clay figural art in the forest belt of Neolithic eastern Europe was pro-

duced in several regions. Its major concentration lies in the eastern Baltic, in
Karelia and the Onega Basin, and occasional finds are known from the Nov-
gorod District, and elsewhere. This paper discusses the principal types of
anthropomorphic and zoomorphic figurines, and their patterns of distribution.

Eastern Baltic: Anthropoinorphic Small Art

The issue of Neolithic clay figural art in the eastern Baltic surfaced in the late
1930's, when Sturms (1937: 83-91) found three anthropomorphic clay figurines
during his excavations at the Purciems settlement site in Latvia (Fig. 1), near
the coast of the Baltic Sea. Later finds of anthropomorphic, as well as zoo-
morphic, small art in Latvia have come from the Lubana Lake Depression,
where, since the middle of the 1960's, archaeological investigations have been
carried out by the author (Loze 1967: 22-27; 1970: 48-61; 1979: 109-110;
1983: 99-110; 1987: 40-42; 1988: 85-96). Objects of anthropomorphic small art
were also found in Burial 221 at the Zvejnieki cemetery (Zagorskis 1987: 77-
78) and at the Zvejnieki settlement site (Zagorskis 1965: 18; Loze 1970: 50-
52). In Estonia, Jaanits (1954: 196; 1959a: 55; 1959b: 273-274; 1961: 23-27)
has published an entire series of smali clay figurines. Rimantiené (1979, Fig.
87: 7) documents one zoomorphic clay artefact from the Sventoji 26 settlement
site in Lithuania.

On the basis of stylistic attributes, as well as the general manner of
modelling, it is possible to classify anthropomorphic figurines by several types.
In this study, one type is represented by an individual whose head is turned
upwards and who has a flat foot instead of legs. A second type of figurine, in a
sitting posture, is described elsewhere as having a “bean-shaped” torso (in the
Russian literature) and as “embryo-shaped” (in the Finnish literature). A third
type is the so-called eastern E 2 variant, namely, a sitting figurine with two feet.
A fourth type shows an individual with a flat face, and a nose formed by a
projection between eye sockets.
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Fig. 1. Small clay figurines from the Purciems settlement, Latvia (after Sturms 1937).
1 pav. MaZos molio figlrélés i§ Purciems gyvenvietés, Latvija (Sturms 1937).

The first type is represented by figurines from the Purciems site, and
those from the Nainiekste settlement site in the Lubana Lake Depression (Fig.
2). The original three figurines found at Purciems have been the subject of
much study (cf. Ayrapaa 1942, Figs. 38, 39; Wyszomirska 1984, PI. XiI: 1-3).
Therefore, | shall remark only that the Purciems figurines are much smaller
than those at Jetbglle, Aland Islands, Finland (Cederhvarf 1912, Table IV: 1a,
1b; Ayrapaa 1942, Fig. 40). Another difference: the heads of two of the
Purciems figurines have the form of a rounded triangle (Fig. 1: 1, 2), while the
third one (Fig. 1: 3) has an oval face with eyes represented by hollows.

It has been proposed that the
Nainiekste figurine (Fig. 2) belongs to the
Finnish group of anthropomorphic figurines
(Loze 1970: 49-50). If one examines,
however, the detailed facial design of the
Nainiekste figurine — the use of modelling
to form the nose projection, as well as the
graphic depiction of eyes, eyebrows,
mouth, face wrinkles, and beard or tattoos
— it is clear that the head differs from those
found in the Aland Islands (Nunez 1986,
Fig. 5. A-D). Moreover, the Nainiekste
figurine has a very carefully made hair style,
or head-dress, ornamented with regularly
distributed lens-shaped depressions. In
addition, it has a well-shaped oval face,
which makes it the most carefully made of
all such figurines found at Purciems and the
Fig. 2. Representation of a hum.. Aland Islands. The Aland figurines have

head (fragment of a clay figu-  disk-shaped faces, with hair and beard

;‘Qﬁ,’é,ﬁi‘jnf‘ aﬂg;ﬁﬁfte represented by comb impressions.

5 ' ' : The fragmentary figurine (Fig. 3: 2)
2 pav. ﬁ?ﬁ%’“ﬁgar%?éé"sfra;é,vfﬁgif from the Zvejnieki settlement site has its

Nainiekste gyvenviete, eyes set in an oval face, a modelled
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Fig. 3.

3 pav.

Fig. 4. Head (profile) of an anthropomorphic clay figurine,
Sulka settlement, Latvia.

4 pav. Antropomorfinés molio figlirélés gaiva (profilis),
Sulka gyvenvieté, Latvija.

projecting nose, and a chin ornamented with
longitudinal incisions, probably representing a
beard. Another similar figurine fragment — a
body with a marked flattened foot (Fig. 3: 5) —
was found at the Middle Neolithic Akali
settlement site, Estonia (Jaanits 1959b, Fig.
59; 2).

On balance, however, despite certain
differences in detail, the anthropomorphic
figurines of the Purciems, Nainiekste and Zvej-
nieki settlement sites appear to belong to the
~ Aland Naturalistic Type, described in the Finnish
haeological literature (Wyszomirska 1984 96; Nunez 1986, Fig. 5, 6). Itis
interest that some analysts believe the Aland figurines are attempts to
rtray individual people.

Figurines of the second type, anthropomorphs with a bean or embryo-
haped torso, come from the Zvejnieki cemetery (Fig. 3: 12; Burial 221), the
agaza settlement site in the Lubana Lake Depression (Fig. 3: 6), and Zvidze
g. 3: 13). Facial details of the Zvejnieki figurine are not refined. The nose is
rmed by a projection, and comb impressions cover the figurine, in longitudinal
ws both on the torso and on the head. The Lagaza figurine is fragmentary —
nly the lower part of the body has survived. All of them belong to Type E 2 of
e eastern variant of anthropomorphic modelled clay figurines called outin the
innish literature on small plastic art (Nunez 1986, Fig. 4). They are described
Iso as “spoon-shaped” or “sitting”, and it is proposed that they served as
hallic amulets (Wyszomirska 1984: 96). The figurines (Fig. 3: 1) found in the
ima settlement site, Estonia, dating to the Middle Neolithic Comb-and-Pit-
narked Pottery culture, belong to this type (Jaanits 1959a, Fig. II: 7).
__ An anthropomorphic figurine of the third type (Fig. 4), of which only the
ad has remained, was found in the Sulka settlement site in the Lubana Lake
Yepression. It belongs to the Middle Neolithic Comb-and-Pit-Marked Pottery
ulture. In my opinion, it represents a separate type, because of such features
s the strong nose projection, the superficially incised mouth line, and the eye
ollows. Taken together, these features represent a special approach to the
modelling of an anthropomorphic figurine.

The Sulka example is similar to a figurine whose distribution is largely
Issociated with the Aland Istands (Nunez 1986, Fig. 5: F). Additionally, the
trong nose projection characteristic of the Jetbglle sample is also found in
igurines of the eastern E 2 variant, or the sitting figurine with two feet — such
s the one from the Hietaniemi settlement (Fig. 5: 9; cf. Miettinen 1964: 34-44).
t seems that figurines of this type should continue to be differentiated
ypologically. The example from the Niskasio settlement site (Fig. 5: 6; cf. Luho
967, Fig. 7b) should also be included in this type.

Eastern Baltic Neolithic anthropomorphic (1-6, 12-14, 19) and zoomorphic (7-

small clay flgqrmes: 1 - Valma settlement (after Jaanits 1)959a); 2- Zv%jnie(lz; ;(thléﬁ’x;g%
(after Zagoyskus 1965); 3 - Tamula settlement (after Jaanits 1954); 4, 5 - Akali settlement
(aﬂe( Jaanits 1958b); 6, 11, 17 - LagaZa settlement; 7, 8, 10 - Lomme settlement (after
Jaaryts 1961); 9 - Nakamie settlement (after Jaanits 1961); 12 - Zvejnieki cemetery
(Bunejl 221)(after Zagorskis 1987); 13 - Zvidze settlement; 14 - Abora | settlement; 15, 16
- Zvejsalas settlement; 18 - Sventoji 26 settlement (after Rimantiené 1979). T

Ryty Pabaltijo neolitinés antropomorfinés (71-6, 12-14,19) ir zoomorfinés (7-

molio ﬂgureles:'1 - Valma gyvenvieté (pagal Jaanits 19%9a); 2 - Zvejniel(d ;)Z\'/e:f/i;?éz
(pagal Zagorskis 1965); 3 - Tamula gyvenvieté (pagal Jaanits 1954); 4, 5 - Akali::
gyvenv!etg (pagal Jaanits 1959b); 6, 11, 17 - LagaZa gyvenvieté; 7, 8' 1b - Lomme
gyvgqvngte (pagal Jaanits 1961); 9 - Nakamae gyvenvieté (pagal Jaani,ts 1961); 12 =
i\t/)zjgelk[ kapln)‘lnta{s (1Kapas 221)(paga| Zagorskis 1987), 13 - Zvidze gyvenvieté; 14 -
Rimantie%év?g\'l/lg)?’ 5, 16 - Zvejsalas gyvenvieté; 18 - Sventoji 26 gyvenvieté (pagal
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Fig. 5. Neolithic ant

5 pav.
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. ic figuri ead fragment) of the fourth type has a
‘E_mthroporgor?é}gicft'li?‘l;ﬂg:hf\?egn eye Sockets, and formed by finger
~W-Ith a. 'ﬁs 1Phe mouth line is incised. It was found at .the.Abora |

<F'9‘ & f L;te Neolithic date. The anthropomorphic clay figurine from
- t S‘t?,o' Tamula settlement site, Estonia, has a rather amorphous
eNe?mr;?S- cf. Jaanits 1954, Fig. 22: 1). It has a clumsy and flabby
. (flo- Is s'et c.m a stout neck and the eyes are markgd by groovgs.
he ‘hgad ‘IS found at the Akali settlement site also has !It?le expression
,Egtiagﬂ%t.lrll‘r.lif Jaanits 1959b, Fig. 59: 1). The head is visible, but lacks

stern Baltic: Zoomorphic Small Figural Art

eolithic collection of small zoomorphic art in Latvia is not large. It cgn3|§ts
ec?g:;urine of a duck and two figurines of a wild boar. EheLstl)cik ﬁgtigE:
i ithi jsalas settlement site in the Lub3na

he Middle Neolithic Zvejsa g, 3 15, St the et et
sion is simplified to a great extent (Fig. 3: 1 ). , S

essfn—l—stf'a?t?ead, neck and oblong form — are evndent.ﬁA clay repret

't'";l)?x of a wild boar, found at the same site, has an oblong tnar)gu.lartsr;oi t

‘bulst torso and projecting legs (Fig. 3: 16). The e:ars are alsovmdnce; e r.ine

. ate Neolithic - Early Bronze Age settlement site of (lj_?:gazg), % ltg:lils y

j i itti i Fig. 3: 17; and Fig. 6). De

either a sitting wild boar or a bear (

k‘:sg; tasre not elaborated; only its contours are forrped. The length does not

eed a few centimetres, and it is better visible in sude-vnt?w. . -
In Estonia, at the Nakamae and Lommi settlement sntefst,h3|m|_armairslsrirr1] ;

in ' ig. 3: 9, 10). The forepart of one of them is .

rines have been found (Fig. 3: 9, : ' _ ng

, i i : thuania, the clay figurine

ig. 3: ; cf. Jaanits 1961, Fig. 13: 1, 3): In Li , of a

ter:f;om-l;l f?om the Sventoji 26 settlement site has a very general form (Fig. 3:

syt
','46{53,1.'.

hropomorphic (3, 5-12) and Zoomorphic (1, 2, 4) small clay figurines from

Finland. 1, 2. Hietaniemi, Loupioinen parish, Tavastiand (after Janzon 1983); 3- Sitos;

Kuusjarvi (after Luho 1 967); 4 - Véntsi, Johannes parish, South Karelia (after Edgren
; disala, Papinkangas (after Edgren 1964); 6 - Njg

1967); 7 - Askola, Honkaniemi (

; kasio, Kymi (after Luho

after Edgren 1964); 9 - Hietaniemi, Loupioinen parish,

Tavastland (after Miettinen- 1964); 10 - Honkilahti, Kolmhaara (after Edgren 1964); 171
Jetbelle (after Ayrapas 1942),

Neolitings antropomorfines (3 5-12) §
Hietaniem;, Loupioinen parapija, Tavastiang (pagal Janzon
(pagal Luho 1967); 4 - Véntsi, Joh ija, Piety Karelija (pagal Edgren ' 5,
8 - Réisals, Papinkangas (pagal Edgren 1964); 6 - Niskasio, Kymi (pagal Luho 1967); 7
- Askola, Honkaniem; (pagal Edgren 1964), 9 - Hietaniemi, Loupioinen parapija,
Tavastiand (pagal Miettinen 1964); 10 - Honkilahti, Kolmhaara {pagal Edgren 1964); 171
- Jetballe (pagal Ayrapas 1942).

Jlg; 6. Zoomorphic clay figurine (wild boar or bear?) from the Lagaza settlement, Latvia.

pav. Zoomorfiné molio fighrélé (Sernas ar lokys?) i§ Lagazos gyvenvietés, Latvija.
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Onega Basin: Small Figural Art

In the Onega Basin, anthropomorphic clay figurines of the Neolithic period are
known from settlement sites at Kubenino (4 objects), lleks (2), Modlon (1), and
the mouth of the Kinema (1). Small clay art was first found at the lleks
settlement site, on the bank of Kushtozero Lake (Bryusov 1940, Fig. XXII;
Foss 1952, Fig. 10: 6). More expressive examples of small art were later found
in the burial field at Kubenino settlement site (Foss 1952, Fig. 10: 7-11;
Oshibkina 1978, Fig. 40: 1-2, 4, 7-8), the Modion settlement site (Foss 1952,
Fig. 10: 12; Oshibkina 1978, Fig. 40: 3) and the Kinema mouth settlement site
(Bryusov 1951, Fig. 13: 3; Oshibkina 1978, Fig. 40: 6).

Lower torso fragments of anthropomorphic figurines are known also from
the Andozero 2 and Agashino settlement sites; the latter is located on the bank
of Azatsk Lake (Oshibkina 1978, Fig. 41: 3, 4). They do not belong to typical
Aland anthropomorphic figurines, but, according to Oshibkina, are closer in
style to those found in the Berezovyj Mys settlement site in the Urals (Raushen-
bakh 1965: 66-68).

The anthropomorphic figurines of the Onega Basin belong to different
types. One of them (Fig. 7: 1), obtained from the burial inventory of the
Kubenino settlement site, represents the Aland type. The head of this figurine
fragment is turned upwards, and facial details are modelled and incised (Foss
1952, Fig. 10: 10). Two other figurines, from Kubenino (Fig. 7: 2) and Modlon
(Fig. 7: 5), represent a peculiar type with a pronounced nose projection, small
eyes and an ornament on the forehead and cheeks. Both figurines are frag-
ments.

Two more figurines, both from Kubenino, represent the eastern E 2 type,
according to the classification of Finnish archaeologists. These are figurines
with a “bean-shaped torso” (according to Foss). In other words, they are in
sitting postures or have embryo-shapes (Fig. 7: 12, 13). The figurine found at
the lleks site (Fig. 7: 11) should also be included among this type (Bryusov
1940, Fig. XXIl). All three figurines have a pronounced nose projection and
marked eyes.

Small zoomorphic plastic art from the Onega Neolithic is represented by
three figurines of birds. The most expressive example is from Kubenino (Fig. 7:
7). The realism of this clay sculpture differs greatly from the other, more
stylized depictions of birds, with long beaks and small eyes (Fig. 7: 6, 10). Of
the two, one was found at the Kinema mouth settlement site, the other at lleks
(Oshibkina 1978, Fig. 40: 5, 6).

Karelia: Small Figural Art

The small plastic art of Neolithic Karelia has been discussed by Pankrushev
(1964, Fig. 35; 1978, Fig. 12: 2) in conjunction with the Solomennoje VI settle-
ment site, on the bank of Lake Logmozero. Several finds come from the Vigaj-
navolok | settlement site, on the bank of Lake Onega (Zhuravlev 1972, Fig. 1),

26

i i i -8, 10) small clay figurines
. 7. Anthropomorphic (1, 2, 5, 9, 11-15) and zoomorphic (3, 4, 6. 8, :

Fig. 7 frgm trse On:ga B(asin and Karelia. 1, 2, 7, 12,‘13'- Kubenino settlement', 5.— Modl‘c()nI
settiement; 6 - mouth of the Kinema (after Oshibkina 1978); 8, 9, 11 - Vlgajnavglo
settlement (after Zhuravijov 1972); 17 - the lleks settlement (after Brjusov 1940); 15 -
Solomennaje V! settlement (after Pankrushev 1978). -

(1, 2, 5, 9, 11-15) ir zoomorfinés (3, 4, 6-8, 10) malio figﬂrelgs 8

3 lijos. 1, 2, 7, 12, 13- Kubenino gyvenvieté; 5 - Modlon gyvenwgzte_;

8, 9, 14 - Vigajnavolok | gyvenviete

; 15 - Solomennoje

7 pav. Antropomorfines
Onegos baseino ir Karel 12,
6 - Kinemos upés Ziotys (pagal OSibking 1978); )
{pagal Zuravliova 1972); 11 - lleks gyvenviete (pagal Briusovg 1940)
VIl gyvenvieté (pagal Pankrueva 1978).
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i i istic figurines from the
s particularly true of the naturalis .

gl 5p 11). As discussed, figurines of this type were a!so

. ttlements of Purciems and Nainiekste, which

stic/ritual culture within the northern and

and a small clay artefact is known from the Lakhta lIl settlement site, on the
bank of Lake Sjamozero (Titov 1968: 5-6).

Figurines from the Neolithic settlements of Karelia are of two types. One
is represented by the eastern E type (Fig. 7: 14, 15), and the other by the head
of a peculiar anthropomorphic moulding (Fig. 7: 9), which, according to Zhu-
ravlev (1972, Fig. 1: 1), is rather unusual for northern regions. The first two
figurines, one from the Vigajnavolok | and the other from the Solomennoje Vii
settlement sites, as well as that from the Lakhta Il settlement site, depict a
human being in a rather schematic fashion. Both figurines can be classified as
anthropomorphic “bean-shaped” or “sitting” types. ‘

The figurine of the second type has a head of realistic shape (Fig. 7: 9).
The rather broad nose is modelled, and the eyes are indicated by means of
grooves or pits. The head is rounded off with a gradually narrowing forehead.
Oblique comb impressions suggest a hair-style or head-dress.

An interesting example of the zoomorphic small art of Karelia is the head
of a bird, perhaps a goose or a swan, with a curving neck (Fig. 7: 8). Oddly, it
is ornamented with rows of tiny pits, running from the head to the body. The
head fragment of another bird, with a short beak and a long neck (Fig. 7: 3), is
covered with short comb impressions. 7

The figurine of a snake from the Vigajnavolok | settlement site is iden
tifiable through the undulating lines of its body. The eyes and mouth, however,
are not indicated (Fig. 7: 4). Similar figurines, according to Zhuravlev (1972,
Fig. 1: 5), have been found at the Shoiruksh Rapids Il and Besovy Sladki Ili
settlement sites.

‘mobile. This
ettlement (Fi 2 1
he Latvian Neolithic settle
regional continuity of arti

' f the Baltic Sea. |
Tc:ggzlgf the eastern Baltic tradition of small clay art can also be found

e.g. the Kubenino burial field (Fig. 7: 1) in the eastgrn part oftg:;:
Basin .Sitting anthropomorphic figurines, _are presgnt |.n the 1ezas "
-'6 12, 13), Karelia (Fig. 7: 14, 15), F|qland (Fig. 5: 5-9, 12), a
o 36 ,e a' Basin (Fig. 7: 12-13). | would like to note, hgweyer, that
“’S”tem Figni%h examples, it is questionable whether the flgur“lne from
. (t_gie Kuusjarvi, should be included as a member of the efgcbryo;
" type (Fig. 5: 3). The facial details suggest that '|t bglongs to : dlkzﬁg
A separate type may also be represented by the figurine from Honki ,
haara (Fig. 5: 10), earlier publjshed by Edgren (1964). o Sbera.
/Sitting anthropomorphic figurines are found as far as we forn Sibe 19,7'5
Ar'iak |1l settlement site in the middle course of the Ob (Mos inskaja 1< 4
a‘-” b: Studzitskaja 1987, Fig. 7: 1). On the whole, their pattern of distri
on i:’ in"criguing, and represents a fertile area for furt.her research. f
l Interesting examples of zoomorphic small plasyc art are known .rom
!énd: for instance, figurines of a anke (?)and a w‘|ld bc?fgr (t?) fl;;)frzor:;:tz}
mi, Loupioinen parish, Tavastland (Fig. 5:1,2). Thg identi ICS dlonen,S 1560
ée' figurines is open to debate. Jangon, commenting upon ?;rom (1904
blished figurines, describes the figurine fragmgnt of a big amm; ) ,
annés parish, South Karelia as a representation of a horse (Fig. 5: 4).

Finland: Small Figural Art

Due to a great number of finds, a comprehensive discussion of Neolithic clay
art exists in the Finnish archaeological literature. As of 1984, 112 such
artefacts are known from Finland (see Wyszomirska 1984, Fig. 5). A summary
report by Ayrapaa (1942: 82-123) on the small clay art of the Comb Pottery
Culture encompasses Finland and the neighbouring regions of north-eastern
Europe. Another summary article by Nunez (1986: 17-34) deals with the
Neolithic small plastic art of the Aland Islands and Finland. (Earlier in this
paper, | discussed the outstanding figurines from Jetballe in the Aland Islands).
These analyses, as well as related work (Edgren 1964: 82-90; Miettinen 1964:
34-44; Luho 1967: 25-38), provide a firm basis for the establishment ofa
typology of Neolithic small clay art.

The work of Swedish specialists in this area also deserves attention. Of
importance is Wyszomirska’s summary (1984) of the Neolithic plastic art
among northern European hunters and gatherers, including those of Finland;
as well as the work of Janzon (1983: 1-20) on the zoomorphic figurines in
Neolithic Gotland, which mentions the plastic art of Finland.

The Neolithic small clay art of Finland, probably derived from a plastic
art tradition whose source lies to the east, represents an important peri-Baltic

e forest belt of Neolithic north-eastern Europe had seve(al reglonal t[adggli
n anthropomorphic small clay art. Depictions of human be;mgs inthe cl; e;y o
he Aland Islands (Figs. 1, 2, 5: 11), for exam'ple, are relatively natura'ls ic. The
fyle is also present in the Baltic eastern littoral, namely the Purmemsr nd
ainiekste settlements in Latvia. These examples of small _anthropo?;ot [1): e
rt — with the head turned upwards, and the rgprgsentahon of a fla ot !
stead of legs — are diagnostic of the Middle Neolithic. They may ripreszr; >
eep-rooted tradition in Neolithic figural art, that of mgdel!lng the :35: Sot
urns upwards. Note, for example, the m}_Jch older. flgupne (by 1a97§ e
rﬁillennium) of a sitting woman from Pazardjik, Bulgaria (Gimbutas :

> Figurines associated with the Middle Neolithic Qomb Pottery cm;lturg_sn of
eastern Europe (and perhaps also of western Siberia) a:e those o“ Slbl g-
human beings, known also as figurines with “bean-shaped” torsos olrk emL a?\// >
shaped”. The anthropomorphic head fragments, however,ufr.or.n Su de“"d -
and Satos, Finland, previously included in the category of “sitting” individuals,

should probably be re-classified.
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In closing, | would like to draw attention once more to the remarkable
originality of the miniature representations of human beings, found at the
Neolithic settlements of Abora I, Latvia (Fig. 3: 14), Vigajnavolok |, Karelia (Fig.
7: 9) and Honkilahti, Finland (Fig. 5: 10). They indicate, clearly, that there
remains much unknown territory in the realm of Neolithic small figural art.

Acknowledgement. Drawings done by Marta Jankalnina.

References

Ayrapaa, A. (1942) Kampakeramisen kultuurin savikuviot. Suomen Museo 1941: 82-
123.

Bryusov, A.J. (Bpiocos, A.5.) (1940) Ucropus npesresi Kapemm (History of ancient
Karelia). Mocksa: Wapavue MocynapcTeeHHoro UCTOPUYECKOT0 My3eq.

Bryusov, A.J. (Bpiocos, A.4.) (1951) “Ceaiinoe nocenenve Ha p. Moanoxe u apyrue
CTOsiHKM B YaposepckoM paione Bonoroackoil o6nacrtu (Pile-settlement site on
the Modlon and other sites in the Charozersk region, Vologda District).” Marepuansi
n nccnenosanna no apxeonorum CCCP (Materials and Investigations in Archaeology
of the USSR) 20: 7-76.

Cederhvarf, B. (1912) Neolitiska lerfigurer fran Aland. Finska fornminnerféreningens
tidskrift 26: 307-323.

Edgren, T. (1964) Tva leridoler fran stendldern. Nordenskiéld-samfundets tidskrift
XX1V: 82-90.

Foss, M. (docc, M.E.) (1952) “Opesreitwas ncropua cesepa EBponelickoil yacTtu

CCCP (The Most Ancient History of the North of the European SSSR).” Marepuans -

h ucnenosanuns o apxeonorun CCCP (Materials and Investigations in Archaeology
of the USSR) 29.

Gimbutas, M. (1974) The gods and goddesses of Old Europe: 7000-3500 B.C..
London: Thames and Hudson.

Jaanits, L.. (Anurc, J110.) (1954) “HoBble gaHHbie no Heonutypubantuku (New data
on the Neolithic of the Baltic).” Coserckas apxeonorus (Soviet Archaeology) 19:
159-204.

Jaanits, L.. (Fnute, N1.10.) (1959a) “Heonurnyeckoe noceneque Banma {(The Valma
Neolithic Settlement Site).” Boripoce arHuyeckorsi neropun Haponos Mpubantuki
(Problems of the Ethnic History of Baltic Nations) 32-75.

Jaanits, L.. (Auurc, N.K0.)(1959b) Mocenenus snoxv Heonura u paHHero meranna s
npuyctse pekn dmaiisirn /3cTorckas CCP/ (Settlement Sites of the Neolithic and
the early metal Age at the Emajdgi Mouth (Estonian SSR}). TannuuH,

Jaanits, L. (1961) “Jooni kiviaja uskumustest”. Religiooni ja ateismi ajaloost Eestis II:
5-70.

Janzon, G. (1983) “Zoomorphic clay figurines and beads from Ire, Hangvar parish,
Gottiand.” Fornvinnen 78: 1-20.

Loze, I. (1967) “Sendkie cilvéka galvas veidojumi mala Austrumlatvija.” (The Most
Ancient Human Head Clay Mouldings in Eastern Latvia). Latvijas PSR Zindtnu

Akadémijas Véstis (Proceedings of the Latvian SSR Academy of Sciences) 1: 22-

27.

Loze, | (ose, WU.A.) (1970) MuHsHble DUrYPKU 13 HEONUTUHECKNX CTOSHOK BOCTOUHOM
MpuGantuku (Clay Figurines from the Neolithic Settlement Sites of Eastern Baltic).
Cosetckan atHorpagus (Soviet Ethnography) 3: 48-61.

30

A (1979) MMosauuii HeonuT 1 paHHsas 6poH3a ﬂyﬁaHCKOﬁ‘prHMHbI
Loze;'/;:zc:‘: 'A/Megll';hs'c ana)’ Early Bronze Age of the Lubéna P/a{‘n). Pura: Zinatne.
Loz(e, I. (1983) Akmens laikmeta maksla Austrumbaltifé. Riga: Zinatne. o
e, 1 (Jlose, N.A,) (1987) “UsoGpaxeHua Henosexka B M(?KycTae KaMeHHOro B
LOZB,ocquoﬁ fMpuBantuxm {Reproductions of a human being in the art of Easterf\
Baltic in the Stone Age)." AHTpOromopdHsie naoBpaxerus (Anthropomorphic
i . 37-48. .
Loz;w();?'l?;;cet,“w?. )p(p1 988) lNoceneHns KaMeHHOro BeKka ﬂyﬁar{cmﬁ HU3UHBI, Meaofp:(r,
’anVr w cpennwii veonut (The Stone Age Settlement Slte.s ff the Lubana Lake
gepression. Mesolithic, Early and Middle Ngo{ithic). Pura: Zmatr,\’e. ¢ Falt 1963,
Luho, V. (1967) “Arkeologisk faltverksamhe)t i szlzn§181963-1966. Flit i Fa
specialupplaga av Finskt museum), pp. 25-38. ' '
Mie;’t?naei.('ﬁ (1964p)p“En idol fran Hietaniemi i Luopioinen.” Finskt Museum ';1 34:%:‘;’
Moshinskaja, V. |. (MowwuHckas, B.W.) (1976) ApesHas CKyﬂbl'lT.ypa‘ Ypana n zfn:a o
Cubupy (The ancient sculpture of the Urals and Western Siberia). .Moczaa::.' Iayd :
Nunez, M. G. (1986) “Clay figurines f3rgm Aland Islands and mainland Finland.
ndia archaeologica Ill: 17-34.
Osh’i:kfgg:,s ga V. (OUJVI6KV|Ha,gC.B.) (1978) Heonlt:T BocroyHoro lMpuoHexesn (The Neo-
jthi the Eastern Onega Basin). Mocksa: Hayka.
Pan’litrﬁlschz{/, G. A. (Manxpywes, A)) (1964) Mremena Kapenwu‘a .3noxy Heonwratk;
panHero metanna (Tribes of Karelia in the epochs of the Neolithic and Early meta
. Mockea: Hayka.
Panﬁ?::rfev, G. A, (naHipqueB. A} (1978) Mesomnut u Heoqwr. Kapennu., . 2: l}-’leonmr
(The Mesolithic and Neolithic of Karelia. Pt. Il. The Neolithic). Nenunrpan: Hayka.
Raushenbakh, V. M. (PayweH6ax, B.M.) (1965) “>KeH9Kaﬂ CnynbnTypa co crg@xv:
Bepeaosulii Muic (A Woman’s sculpture from the Ber;ozovy‘j Mys Settlemgnt ' lte):
Marepuans 1 UCCASLOBaHWA N0 apXeonoruu CCCP (Materials and Investigations in
Archaeology of the USSR) 130: 66-68. ' o
Rimtgstiené, R. (1%}';’9) Sventoji. Narvos kultaros gyvenvietes. Vilnius: Mokslas.
Studzitskaja, S. V. (Cryasuukas, C.B.) (1987) “NaobpaxeHne HenoBeka B mﬁcxycm(j
LpeBrero Hacenexws Ypano-3ananHo Cmﬁmpcxoro‘ pervoHa /gnoxa pcz)natl;l-
(Reproduction of a human being in the art of the ancient population of the ;a -
West Siberian region (the Bronze Age)." AHTPOMNOMOPQHbIE naobpaxenns (Anthro-
orphic reproductions) pp. 73-88. _
étufrgg? Eg. (193")/) “Senakie cilvéka teli Latvija.” Senatne un Maksla IV: 93-91.
Titov, J. V. {Tutos, K0.B.) (1968) "Packornkv B KaneaaanKqM. Me.nsex(beropclkoml 7]
MpsixuHckoMm  paltoHax  Kapenbckoi ACCP (E)fcavatxons “m the Kalevala,
Medvezhjegorsk and Prjazha Regions of the }farellfa;\ggs)SI;)r; :;éxeonormecme
a 1967 rona (Archaeological Discoveries o0 »Pp. 5-6.
Wygzrc’)qrjnbilrz’(a. B. (1984) Figurplastik och Gravskick hos Nord- och Norddsteuropas
Neolitiska fangstkulturer. Bonn: Rudolf Habelt och Luqd, CWK Gleerup.
Zagorskis, F. (1965) “Latvijas archeologu atklgjums.” Zvatgznet 21.: 1'8;1
Zagorskis, F. (1987) Zvejnieku akmens laikmeta kapulauks. Riga: Zinatne.
Zhuraviev, A. P. (Kypasnes, A.T1.) (1972) “Ckynbntypxu U HEKOTOPLIE ApYTUAe rNNHAHbIE
WU3nenusa N3 3HeONMTUUECKOro noceneHus eraVlHagoqox 1. (Sculpturfzs apci\some:
other clay artefacts from the Vigajnavolok | Eneollthlc s‘ettlerr'lent. sute)’. pxe/zg
fornseckue mccnenosanns B Kapenvn (Archaeological investigations in Karelia)
pp. 91-94,

31




Misko juostos moliniy figiiréliy menas neolitinéje ryty Europoje
ILZE LOZE

Santrauka

Si studija tiria Ryty Europos migko juostos (jskaitant ryty Pabaltijj, Onegos
ezero baseina, Karelija, Suomijg) i molio modeliuotg mena. Pagal stilistinius
bruozus ir bendrg modeliavimo maniera buvo sudaryta Ryty Pabaitijo mazy
moliniy figtiréliy klasifikacija. I$skyriau 4 pagrindinius antropomorfiniy figtiréliy
tipus (pav. 1-4). ISraiSkingiausi pavyzdziai priklauso Alando salos natdralis-
tiniam tipui (pav 1, 2). Antras tipas — taip vadinamos pupelés arba gemalo
pavidalo figlrélés (pav. 3: 2, 6, 13). Treéia tipa atspindi mazai Zinomos figQi-
reles, turinCios rysky nosies modeliavima (pav. 4), taip pat plokscio veido mo-
deliavima (pav. 3: 14),

Pirmo tipo figtirélés datuojamos viduriniuoju neolitu ir atspindi seng tradi-
cija Europos neolito figiiréliy mene. Antras tipas, irgi priklausantis viduriniajam
neolitui, yra blidingas ryty Europos ir vakary Sibiro Sukinés keramikos kultdrai.
3 ir 4 tipo figlrélés yra ne taip gausiai paplitusios. Figtrélés, kuriose issikiga
nosis bei turi plokscio veido modeliavimg laikomos originaliais variantais.

 Late Neolithic burial practices and beliefs in Latvia

ILZE LOZE

| Archaeological evidence of Neolithic burial practices within the territory of Lat-

via provides us with a unique glimpse into the spiritqa! life of .these ancient
people, and allows a partial understanding of their religious beliefs and sym-
pole A substantial number of burials dating to the Late Neolithic period (3204
. 2393 B.C., calibrated) have now been excavated in Latvia (Fig. 1). They
include 61 burials from the Abora | settlement site, and 15 graves.from the
Kvapani [l settlement site, both located in the Lubana Lake Depregsuon (Loze
1979: 43-54; 1987: 32-35). There are 11 burials from the Zvejnieki cemetery,
L.ake Burtnieku (Zagorskis 1987: 110) and 23 burials from the Kreici burial field
near Lake Lielais Ludzas (Zagorskis 1961: 3-18). One Late Neolithic grave has
been found on the shore of Lake Sarkanu in-eastern Latvia (Loze 1987: 5). In
southeast Latvia, at the Late Neolithic — Early Bronze Age settlement site on

_ the island of Lake Kriganu, two intact and two disturbed burials are known

(Stubavs 1980: 91). At the Middle and Late Iron Age burial field at Zvardes
Grinerti, two Late Neolithic graves were uncovered during the 1930’s (Snore
n.d.). Data on single graves of the Corded Pottery culture have been
summarized by Sturms (1970: 285). '

On the basis of several variables — body posture, head orientation,
anthropological type, and grave goods — the Late Neolithic burials in Latvia
can be divided into two different ethnic groups (Loze 1987: 9; Denisova 1975:
163-139). One of these groups may represent an indigenous local culture,
while the other — representatives of the Corded Pottery culture — possibly
belongs to a northern indo-European population. In this study, | shall discuss
only the burial practices of the Corded Pottery culture.

Corded Pottery Culture

There are 28 burials that can be firmly connected with the Corded Pottery
culture. They include eight from the Abora | site, four at the Kvapani Il site,
eleven at Zvejnieki, and five at the Krei¢i cemetery. Sturms (1970: 285) has
identified another six possible Corded Pottery burials. Taking into account all
of the single or isolated graves during this period, the total number of excavated
Corded Pottery burials in Latvia may well exceed 40.
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