Kiinstlerhaus in Nida

Sigitas Virpilaitis
Halsschmuck

Man kann in der Bernstein-Kunst im Laufe des XX.
Jahrhunderts einen verinderten Umgang mit dem
Bernstein erkennen. Bernstein wird mehr als natiirlich
entstandenes Material geachtet, seine vielfiltigen
Formen und Farben werden von Kiinstlern geschitzt und
bewusst genutzt; anderseits betrachten die Authoren
Bernstein auch als konzeptuelles Material, der ohne
irgendwelchen Vorurteilen benutzt werden kann.

Die vielseitige T4tigkeit des Bernsteinmuseums-Galerie
von Virginija und Kazimieras Mizgiriai ist im litauischen
Kulturkontext sehr bemerkenswert. Bernstein hat jetzt seine
Rolle auf der litauischen Kunstszene - nicht nur als
wertvolles Mineral, sondern auch als assoziativer
Rohstof fiir zeitgendssische Kunstwerke.
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A PARTIAL SURVEY OF RESEARCH
ON PRE-NINETEENTH-CENTURY
LITHUANIAN AMBER ARTEFACTS
(ARCHAEOLOGICAL FINDS)

Adolfas Tautaviéius
ViLNIUS (LITHUANIA)

The nineteenth- and early twentieth-century custom  facsimiles of some human figurines and several other
of wearing a string of amber beads with national folk  artefacts were made for the Cultural Museum in Kaunas.
costume, and songs and poems about “amber tears” and ~ Between the wars Schwarzort finds were attributed to
“the land of amber” made this material popular in  comb-marked pottery culture’ and were cited by many
Lithuania. We have taken to calling Lithuania the “am-  authors writing about the Stone Age in Lithuania and East
ber country”. However, the question as to when people ~ Prussia’. In 1944, as the eastern front closed in on
began to adorn themselves with amber and when it took ~ Kénigsberg, the Schwarzort artefacts disappeared. Only
on the significance of a “lucky stone” is still little researched  later were a dozen or so finds from this collection tracked
by Lithuanian scholars. The oldest, pre-thirteenth cen-  down in Géttingen. These include the human figurines

tury, period remains especially poorly researched. found off Juodkrante ©.
Another major collection of similar ornaments (am-
The Stone Age ber beads, pendants, buttons) was found near Palanga by

the Counts Tyszkiewicz. The exact location and circum-
For a long time our most important source of knowl-  stances of their discovery remain unknown. In 1908 a part
edge about this period was the so-called “Juodkranté  of this collection was donated to the Vilnius Society of the
(Schwarzort) Amber Hoard”. In 1858, after work began ~ Friends of Science (Towarzystwo Przyjaciél Nauk w
on mining amber from beneath the Curonian Lagoonat ~ Wilnie). These finds are now in the Lithuanian National
this site, man-made amber artefacts were also dredged ~Museum’. The Tyszkiewiczes gave the remainder of their
up from the seabed. These were collected and sent to  collection to the Kretinga Ethnographic Museum®. From
the Stantien and Becker Mining Company’s museum in  there they eventually found their way into the Cultural
Kénigsberg. These finds included pendants, beads and ~ Museum in Kaunas. They were also dated to the New Stone
brooches and in 1865 amber figurines of human beings ~ Age and attributed to comb-marked pottery culture *.
were found'. By 1880 more than 400 finds had been These two collections from Juodkranté and Palanga
collected. In 1882 this amber collection was described ~ were most important for understanding stone-age orna-
and published by R. Klebs, who showed that these ob-  ments. However, the circumstances of how the Juodkrante
jects belong to the Stone Age?. It should be added that  hoard found its way beneath the Curonian Lagoon remain
by then amber mining had led to such finds’ appearing ~ unknown. We do not know whether any other objects,
in the Tilsit and Strasburg museums and even in private  such as animal bones or potsherds, were found with them,
collections®. For a long time Schwarzort finds were  because at that time there was no interest in such objects.
handed over to the University of Konigsberg. In 1938  Therefore, it is unclear whether this is just an amber hoard,
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a sacrifice, or the remnants of a dwelling site, or whether
they were tossed into the Lagoon at approximately the
same time or over several hundred years. Only recently
has the thought occurred that some of the Juodkrante
finds might be older and others more recent'’.

Apart from small studies carried out in the late nine-
reenth and early-twentieth centuries on the Curonian
Spit, excavations of stone-age dwelling sites began in
Lithuania only in the 1950s. At first sites in central and
south-eastern Lithuania were excavated. Remnants of
settlements rich in flint finds were investigated and so,
when the Stone Age in Lithuania was discussed, still only
the Juodkrante and Palanga finds were used in evidence'! .

The situation began to change in 1966 when coastal
sites at Sventoji were investigared and later Nida
(Curonian Spit) and other sites were excavated. At
Sventoji more than 20 pipe beads, approximarely 300
brooches, circa 100 pendants and a dozen or so rings,
disks, many trial pieces, fragments and many off-cuts
were found in addition to pieces of raw material'?. Dur-
ing excavations at Nida in 1973-78 around forty am-
ber arcefacts were found'?. Furthermore, in sites exca-
vated farther from the coast only single amber artefacts
or fragments of artefacts were found'.

Therefore, it is now clear that amber ornaments
and amulets were known in Lithuania from the Early
Stone Age and that they are found in sites belonging
to the Narva and Rzucewo (Pomorze) Culture®. It is
thought that amber artefacts in Lithuania spread not
from only from coastal areas, but that single objects

also came from eastern Lacvia'®.

The Iron Age

We have no amber artefacts from the first millen-
nium BC, the end of the Bronze Age and the early Iron
Age, perhaps because fewer people work on this period'”.
From the first millennium AD and the beginning of the
second millennium our finds come almost solely from
graves. In barrows we find mostly unfashioned pieces of
amber (Eketeé [Klaipéda District], Imbare [Kretinga Dis-
trict], Juodonys [Rokiskis District], Mazulonys, [Ignalina
District] and so forth). Grave site excavations have shown
that amber beads were worn from around the time of
Christ, and from the third-fourth centuries AD amber
loom weights were used, which were more common in
Curonian and Zemaiti}'an dwelling sites from the fifth-
sixth centuries. In the eighth-ninth centuries certain other
amulets spread. However, it should be added that this is
only preliminary data because most grave sites have

been excavated only on a small scale. Moreover, the ma-
terial from che largest grave sites excavated at the turn
of the nineteenth and twentieth centuries (at Anduliai
[Kretinga District], Oberhof, [Klaipéda District] and
Vezaidiai [Silute District]) was lost or disappeared un-
published during World War Two.

During the first century AD trade links developed
between the south-eastern Baltic littoral and the Ro-
man Empire. Amber consumption in the Empire was
the reason why the first information about amber and
the Aesti tribes (considered to be Balts) was included in
the works of Tacitus and Prolomey'®. Trade links with
Rome and her provinces provided the Balts with many
non-ferrous metal and glass-enamel beads. New non-
ferrous meral (bronze, tin, silver) ornaments and glass-
enamel beads became very popular among people living
then in what is now Lithuanian territory. Metal necklaces,
spirals and bronze pendants, coloured glass-enamel beads
became the main types of neck jewellery. Amber beads were
used more as amulets. Single amber beads are included
among other material in women’s strings of beads and they
are also found in men’s graves. They have not attracted
much attention in archaeological studies® .

In che fourth-sixth centuries amber beads are more
common and have more varied forms® . Excavations of
the Plinkaigalis grave site have shown that at that time
larger strings of beads are found but only in graves where
there are no necklaces (Graves 24, 55, 56, 126) and vari-
ous forms of beads are found in strings from chat time *'.
Most common finds are double-cut cones and spherical
beads while semi-circular and flartened circular forms
are rarer. Furthermore the surfaces of certain finds are
furrowed with concentric rings (some of which are deep,
some broader and almost unnoticeable), some are in-
cised, cut round, while others are carefully polished and
turned. We encounter pear or figure-8 shaped bead-pen-
dants, some of which remind one of beetles. Some forms
are common in large European areas. Some times they
are discussed by archaeologists from other countries, but
Lithuanian finds are often ignored or reported in small
numbers because Lithuanians fail to publish them.

Amber figure-cight bead-pendants are found in
south-eastern Sweden, Denmark, Pomorze (Poland),
East Prussia and to the south east finds have been made
in the Dnepr Delta®?. Lichuanian finds are not marked
on find maps. However, such beads have been found
in at least six grave sites (Baitai, Gintarai, Pry§manciai
and Uzpelkiai [Kretinga District], MaudzZiorai [Kelme
Discrict], Zviliai [Silale Discrict])® . Zviliai grave re-
search has shown that they were used as amulets*.
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The case with so-called Bassonia-type beads is simi-
lar. Polish scholars who have surveyed this type of
turned bead and its proliferation were able only to
mention three find sites in Lithuania, at Oberdorf,
and Sernai in the Klaipéda District and Eiguliai (Kau-
nas)®. R.V. Sidrys collated other researchers’ data con-
cerning a further sixteen find sites *
that there are very many more (grave sites at Eiguliai,
Paulai¢iai, Stragnai and che Zvirbliai barrows). How-
ever, it is typical that they are found on strings to-
gether with amber beads of other shapes.

During the whole first millennium AD most beads
were used as amulets rather than jewellery, as is illus-
trated by the frequency (usually one-three beads to-
gether) with which they are found in men’s graves® .
In eighth-tenth-century Curonian graves single am-
ber beads are found near bits. From the fifth century
two amber beads are more commonly found in
"emaitijan women’s graves near pins and near clasps
in men’s graves (two beads in a grave). In Curonian
men’s graves we find two small amber beads in the
forehead region but, since organic material tends to
disappear for the most part, it is unclear whether these
beads were attached to the corpse’s hair or head dress.
For example, in the Palanga grave site (dated to the
eighth-tenth centuries) such grave goods are found
with 32% of corpses and at Bikavénai (Silalé Dis-
trict) with 30% of burials.

After cremation customs spread in central and east-
ern Lithuania in che sixth century and the practice
became common in Skalvian and Curonian lands in
the seventh-eighth centuries less and less data survives
relating to the wearing of amber beads and amulets.
However, continued use of amber is illustrated by
finds from inhumation graves with a horse (date:
tenth-twelfth centuries) from central Lithuania. Single
beads are found above the horse’s head or by its neck.
These were probably attached to the horse’s manes.
We have examples of chis from at least ten graves.
Lithuanian archaeologists have not compared these
finds with amber discovered in human graves.

In Curonian men’s graves of the eighth-ninth cen-
turies we come across comb-shaped beads attached to
a belt or placed in another part of the grave. These
are quadrangular or semi-circular amber plates with
schematically incised “teeth” on one side*®. In women’s
graves of the same time we sometimes find a round
amber plate above the corpse’s head; one side of the
plate is polished. The plates lack any holes for attach-
ment and so it is supposed that they were part of a

, although it seems

2¢

head dress . Furthermore, in women’s graves we find
symbolic tools for weaving sashes (quadrangular amber
plates, an amber knife and some times a loom weight
with a carved stem) ",

Hitherto amber loom weights have received scant
attention from archaeologists *'. They are found from
the third century onwards but are particularly typical
of if the first half of the first millennium and are found
in Curonian, Zemaitijan and Skalvian-Lamata territory.
That is, they are found in the same area where it was a
custom to place stone loom weights in women’s graves.
In size and shape (a low cylinder) they do not differ
from stone weights. More than a hundred examples have
already been found in around thirty graves. Only 10-
11% of these finds are decorated in the same way as
stone weights. Sidrys considers these to be ritual
artefacts®. The frequency of amulets and their classifi-
cation as ritual artefacts has forced archaeologists to
consider this aspect of amber usage *.

As we see, we have no single work covering Lithuanian
amber artefacts. The most important studies, we think,
are those of Klebs, Rimantiené and Sidrys. Amber pro-
duction techniques, changes in amber production, re-
gional variations, the amber and amber goods trade in
the country remain completely unresearched. These and
other matters can be studied only when we have a full
catalogue of amber finds in Lithuania. Not only exca-
vation material but also accidental finds preserved in
all our museums or mentioned in archaeological writ-
ing should be drawn into this catalogue.
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ARCHAEOLOGICAL LITERATURE

Audroné Bliujiené
LITHUANIAN ART Museum (LITHUANIA)

The present amber bibliography covers the period
of Lithuanian Archaeological literature from 1792 to
2001. Articles focusing exclusively on amber theme
are not numerous in Lithuania. However, there are
quite a number of publications, which refer, with more
or less detail, to amber artifacts, trade routes and amber
collections owned by museums. As a milestone in pre-
paring this bibliography has served the capital study by
Adolfas Tautavi¢ius “Lietuvos archeologijos bibliografija”
(Bibliography of Lithuanian Archeology, 1782-1998).

The current work “Amber in Lithuanian Archaco-
logical Literature” has no ambition of being an all-
exhausting study, but rather is a modest atcempt to
give a quick overview of the main publications printed
locally, as well as those printed abroad, not limited
to, but including also material belonging to Lithuanian
Archaeological sites. “Amber in Lithuanian Archaeo-
logical Literature” is divided into following parts.

[ General knowledge (amber in Archaeological ma-
terial, collections of museums, amber trade routes, am-
ber conservation)

I Stone Age

I Bronze Age

IV Roman Iron Age -Viking Age

[. GENERAL KNOWLEDGE (AMBER IN AR-
CHAEOLOGICAL MATERIAL, COLLECTIONS
OF MUSEUMS, AMBER TRADE ROUTES, AM-
BER CONSERVATION)

1792

1. Baczko L. Einige Nachrichten vom Bernsteinhandel
zur Zeit des Deutschen Ordens // Annalen des Konigreichs
Preussen. - 1792, T. 3, p. 87 - 93.

1865

2. Altertumsfunde / S-n // Alcpreussische Mo-
natsschrift — Kénigsberg, 1865, T. 2, p. 755-756.

p. 755 — apie Kursiy mariose prie Juodkrantés rastus
gintarinius dirbinius.

3. Hensche A. Bericht iiber die Bernsteinsammlung
der Physikalisch-6konomischen Gesellschaft // Schriften
der Physikalisch-Okonomischen Gesellschaft zu Konigs-
berg in Preussen. — Konigsberg, 1865,T. 9, Nr. 2, p. 210-215.

1869

4. Hensche A. Bericht iiber die Bernsteinsammlung
der Physikalisch-6konomischen Gesellschaft // Schriften
der Physikalisch-Okonomischen Gesellschaft zu Kénigsberg
in Preussen. — Kénigsberg, 1865, T. 9, sas. I, p. 16-17.

1879

5. Bujack G. Bernsteinland und Bernsteinstrassen //
Sitzungsberichte der Altertumsgesellschaft Prussia —
Kénigsberg, 1877, T. 34, p. 67 — 78.
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