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INTRODUCTION

Researches on the area of the Stone Age in the
uth-Eastern Baltic Basin shows significant achie-
ients thanks to the field and postfield activity and
lications of Belarusian, Estonian, Latvian, Lithua-
n, Polish and Russian archaeologists as well as
gural science researchers. In spite of the results
lained, they are still inconclusive questions for the
jution and reconstruction of the earliest prehistory
flhe region. Our expectations increased: the descrip-
mand affiliations of artifacts to the taxons (cultures),
msideration of potential chronology based on artifact
wphology and deliberations about the direction of
sluences are not sufficient. Only excavating the sites
i the most complex way with high quality records
ad by publishing them in a most exhaustive way will
%lp us to solve the problems.

STATE OF THE RESEARCH AND TOPICS TO BE
DISCUSSED

Palaeolithic

The Final Palaeolithic is the period of the first
grmanent settlement of the area after deglaciation.
[he sites connected with Tanged Point technocomplex
are known from the whole area discussed (Fig. 1) as it
wasestablish in publications (Rimantiené¢ 1971; Schild
1975: Koztowski J. K., Koziowski S. K. 1975; Koltsov
1977; Sulgostowska 1989; Szymczak 1995; Zagorska
1996). Almost all the Final Palaeolithic sites are open
airsites located in places near lakes or rivers attracting
repeated Palaeolithic but also Mesolithic and Neolithic

settlement.
In the surface collections and inventories from the

excavated sites there occur morphological diverse

HE ACHIEVEMENTS AND TOPICS WORTH DISCUSSING
THE PALAEOLITHIC AND THE MESOLITHIC OF THE
SOUTH-EASTERN SUBBALTICUM

ZOFIA SULGOSTOWSKA
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Fig. 1. Location of the sites discussed in the text and its
chronology: Palaeolithic (a); Mesolithic (b) and Neolithic
(¢) periods. Key sites: D — Dudka (a,b,c); £ - Lajty (a,b);
K - Kabeliai (a,b); KS — Krasne Selo (a); Mi - Miltuki (b);
Ms — Mszano (b); N — Narva (c); OO - Oleni Ostrov (b);
Pe — Pesthanitsa (b); Po - Popovo (b); Pu - Pulli (b); SL -
Salaspils Laukskola (a); S - Sventoji (¢); T - Tlokowo (b);
Ve - Veretye (b); Vi—Vilnius (a); WW - Wozna Wies (a,b,c);
Z. — Zedmar (¢); Zv - Zvejnieki (b).

tanged points types regarded as main culture (taxon)
indicator which suggest presence on the territory:
Lyngby, Ahrensburgian and Mazovian.

But analyzing the multiconcentration sites with an
abundance of flint artifacts, the statistical possibility
of the coexistence of diverse tanged points is evi-
dent. The main problem is to single out homogenous
assemblages. The basic factor to establish affiliation
to the taxon is technology of flint processing: specific
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for Lyngby and very close for Ahrensburgian and
Mazovian. The last taxons differ only by ventral re-
touch of tang in the Mazovian (Sulgostowska 1989).
[t was supposed that flint concentration is the evidence
of inventory homogeneity but AMS measurements of
single charcoal revealed that the formation of
concentration can to be hundreds years (Schild 1985).
The method of flint artifacts refittings can solve ques-
tion of supposed homogeneity and coexistence of
tanged points and trapezes, considered sometimes
beyond Polish territory as the integral parts of the
Mazovian inventory (Satavicius in press).

The strong point of the research is raw material
economy connected with obtaining, processing in spe-
cialized workshops of local, good quality the Creta-
ceous flint (Sulgostowska 1989, Szymczak 1992,
Kudriashov, Lipnitskaja in press).

lopics to be discussed

~ The first settlement of the area, its chronology
and provenance needs more detailed explanation.
Stray finds of artifacts morphologically connected with
Hamburgian tradition (Szymczak 1995) or Arch Bac-
ked Pieces (Sulgostowska 1989) should be confimed
by homogenous sites of those units.

— The relation between diverse Tanged Points
units: the excavations of homogenous sites will verity
the hypothesis about the existence of temporary
‘Vilnius assemblages’ connecting mixed inventories
(Sulgostowska 1989) or Perstunian culture (Szymczak
1995) and Ahrensburgian assemblages from Krasne
Selo (Kudriashov, Lipnitskaja in press).

— Chronology of Final Palaeolithic base mainly on
14C measurements from Central Poland. Only Dudka
(Guminski in press), Lajty (Sulgostowska in press) and
Kabeliu (Ostrauskas 1999) provided a few dates con-
nected with the Allergd, the Younger Dryas and the
Early Preboreal but the Allergd dates are not affiliated
to flint inventories, when the Younger Dryas (Lajty,
Kabeliai) are connected with the Mazovian and are
similar to the other measurements from Poland
(Younger Dryas — Early Preboreal).

~ Economy of Palaeolithic groups is the weakest
point because except for indirect data — reconstruction
of fauna basing on stray finds of several tools made of
antler and bone of reindeer and elk — no faunal remains
of mammals, fish or evidence for gathering 1s known.
Bone from the Allergd layer of Dudka (Guminski in
press) informs about the presence of horse in the area.

- The mysterious part of Palacolithic societies’ life
is still their burial customs, suggesting very special rites
which have proved elusive to archaeologists. The same
IS true of the performing art.
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Mesolithic

Comparing the state of research (Rimanti
1971; Koztowski 1972, 1989; Wigckowska 1975)
achievement can be observed thanks to a signifi
Increase of environmental and archaeological ¢
from the beginning of the Holocene, mainly dug
location of sites near water resources includ
covered by peat sedimentation preserving org
material: pollen, macrofosiles bone and wood. Th
records make it possible to establish environm
chronology, economy and burial customs. The E
Mesolithic: the Preboreal and the Boreal periodss
better recognized that the Late Mesolithic - the Al
tic period. The Preboreal environmental condil
shows presence of forest fauna and societies explon
it with a new tool kit typical for Mesolithic, cle
diverse technologically and typologically than Pak
lithic Tanged Points units. Preboreal and Borealse
ments are recognized on territory of NE Poland:D
ka (Guminski, Fiedorczuk 1990; Fiedorczuk I
Guminski 1995, 1998, 1999, in press), Lajty (Su
towska 1996), Mituki (Brzozowski, Siemaszko 1%
Tlokowo (Schild et al in press.); Lithuania (Ostras
1999); Latvia (Zagorska 1981, Zagorskis 19871
1988); Estonia (K. Jaanits, L. Jaanits 1978) and
Russia (Oshibkina 1994, 1997).

The Early Mesolithic societies shows complex
diverse exploitation of land and water resou
including hunting (Dudka, Mituki, Lajty, Zvejniek
Veretye 1), fishing (Dudka, Ttokowo) and plant g
ring (Lajty, Tlokowo, Dudka). Faunal assembl
which are statistically significant show presene
forest species with a predominance of red deerin
western and elk in the eastern part of the area. R
deer remains are present at site Veretye | from
Boreal period (Oshibkina 1997) but not as a maing
which contradicts the theory about the long o
nuation of its hunting by human groups.

On the discussed territory homogenous §
(Fig. 1) of following taxons were excavated: the!
vian cycle = Komornica culture (Dudka, Lajty)
Kunda culture (Tlokowo, Pulli, Zvejnicki) and
Veretye culture (Veretye, Popovo, Pesthanitsa). ]
are also sites connected with the Kudlaevka Cul
(Mituki and Kabeliai 2).

Burial customs show at the same time differe
and similarities. The leading rite is skeletal kn
from Russia: Oleni Ostrov, Popovo (Oshibkina If
Latvia — Zwejnicki (Zagorskis 1987); Lithuani
Spiginas (Butrimas, Cesnys 1987); Poland - Giz
Perkunowo, Wozna Wies, Drestwo (Brzozowski,
maszko 1999) and Dudka (Guminski 1999). But



iso examples of more complex rituals : disperscion
ones - Dudka (Guminski 1999) or use of fire -
flanica in Russia (Oshibkina 1994) and Mszano
pland (Marciniak 1993). Art shows the same orna-
al motives but it seems that the tradition of some
5i.e. - “baton de commandemant” made of red
rantlers from the Vistula basin area - 1s replaced
jagnificent “elk art” in more Eastern areas.

lopics to be disscussed

= Tendency to exclude from the European Meso-
¢North-Eastern Plain territories with continuation
anged point tradition (Galinski 1997). It is based
the no longer justified assumption about the
tinuation of the Pleistocene condition longer than
ther parts of Europe.

Population of the Mesolithic — new arrivals or
elicconnection with Palaeolithic groups. While the
man=Komornica culture connected with Magle-
¢ ‘sensu largo’ can be regarded as a new wave of
llement, it 1S necessary to discuss such units as
ssviderian and Kunda and their relation to Mazo-
1=Sviderian. The homogenous Kunda assemblages
t known, showing western and eastern traditions
hild 1964; Koztowski, Koztowski 1975; Sulgos-
sska in press) but Postsviderian having not homoge-
s sites and its chronology is doubtful in spite of
¢suggestion that Mazovian survived in the Boreal
fod (Szymczak 1995).

- Relation of the Narvian and the Kunda to the
udlaevka culture showing among insets elements of
avian and Kunda (Kozlowski, Koziowski 1975).
aheliai 2 site presenting 14C measurement scattered
11600 years (Ostrauskas 1999) proves that the area
i long open to the Narvian and the Kunda settle-
gnt. The Postsviderian and Kudlaevka cultures ho-
pgenity could be confirmed by study of flint pro-
asing technology and by method of refittings.

- Relation of the Late Mesolithic units the Vistu-
m=Janislawice and the Mesolithic Nemunas cultu-
® The inventories are very similar including flint
weessing and tool-kit. The chronology of the Late
Mesolithic during the Atlantic period is not clear.

Mesolithic, Neolithic, Paraneolithic

- The discussed territory shows continuation of tra-
dtional hunters-gatherers style of life after adoption
fceramic around the half of VII millenium BP at
_- > and Osa (Loze 1988) and the half of the VI
mllenium BP at Dudka (Guminski , Fiedorczuk 1990),
lacen'ye (Charniauski 1979) and Zedmar (Timofeev

1980). To underline the specific economy — conti-
nuation of hunting, fishing and gathering such diverse
from agriculture and husbandry of the Neolithic socie-
ties the terms: the Subneolithic (Wislanski 1979) or
the Paraneolithic were proposed (Kempisty 1981). The
following cultures are present on territory of Latvia,
Lithuania, Belarus, Poland and Kaliningrad district:
Nemunas (Charniauski 1979; Rimantiene 1997;
Kempisty 1983; Kempisty, Wi¢cckowska 1983; Kem-
pisty, Sulgostowska 1991), Narva (Loze 1988; Riman-
tiene 1979, 1997), Zedmar culture (Timofeev 1980,
1995, 1998; Guminski, Fiedorczuk 1990; Guminski
1995, 1998, in press). Most of the sites are open air
sites settled from the Mesolithic: Sosnia (Kempisty,
Wieckowska 1983) or even the Final Palaeolithic:
Wozna Wies (Kempisty, Sulgostowska 1991) where a
palimpsest of artifacts is scattered unpatterned over
a large territory of settlements. It 1s a danger to use
14C measurements from such sites to establish

- relations between the Mesolithic and the Neolithic

periods. The lithic inventories with ceramic include
clements of the Vistulian=Janislawice or even the
Narvian=Komornica and were regarded as homo-
genous and called “Ceramic Mesolithic” (Cyrek, Gry-
giel, Nowak 1982). The analysis of 14C dates from
such sites reveals a gap between homogenous Meso-
lithic sites and those connected with pottery (Schild
1998). Only some stratified, excavated sites can be
regarded as high quality archaeological records:
Zvidze and Osa (Loze 1988), Sventoji (Rimantiené
1979, 1992); Zacenie (Charniavski 1979); Zedmar
(Timofeev 1980, 1989) and Dudka (Guminski, Fie-
dorczuk 1990; Guminski 1998).

Topics to be disscused

— Relations between the Mesolithic and Paraneo-
lithic settlements including traditions of settlement
pattern, burial customs and flint processing technology
which should be proved using homogenous flint
assemblages which are much less numerous on peat
sites.

— Relations between taxons: the Narva, the Zed-
mar, the Nemunas and also the Ertobelle known from
the site Dabki near Koszalin (Ilkiewicz 1989). The
necessity of establishing methodological factors: which
clements of pottery morphology, ornaments, techno-
logy are significant to create new taxon. AMS determi-
nation of foodcrust from Zedmar D pottery revealed
that technological diversity: organic or mineral admix-
ture is not a sufficent chronological factor (Timofeev,
Zajtseva, Possnert 1994) as it was supposed for Ne-
munas culture at sites Sosnia and Wozna Wies (Kem-
pisty, Sulgostowska 1991).
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CONCLUSION

The diverse archaeological records cause ques-
tions depending on methodology of creating archaeo-
logical taxons=cultures. When we focus on new data
to reconstruct white spots concerning environment,
economy and social life of societies it will be possible
to exclude the factors influencing diversities in set-
tlement pattern, economy, artifacts technology and
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PASIEKIMAI IR TEMOS DISKUSILJOMS APIE PIETRYCIU PABALTIJO
REGIONO PALEOLITA IR MEZOLITA

Zofia Sulgostowska

Santrauka

Pastaruoju metu suaktyveéjus paleolito ir mezolito
tyrin¢jimams PietryCiy Pabaltijo kraStuose (Baltarusijoje,
Estijoje, Latvijoje, Lietuvoje, Lenkijoje ir Rusijoje) ar-
cheologams pavyko atskleisti nemaza naujy prieSistores
puslapiy, taciau suprantama, kad tyrin¢jant Siuos
laikotarpius, daugelis problemuy vis dar lieka neiSspres-
tos. Mano nuomone, reikéty atkreipti démesj | Siuos
klausimus.

Paleolitas:

— GyvenvieCiy su jkotiniais antgaliais, kurias paliko
pirmieji $10 regiono gyventojai, gamtamokslinis data-
vimas, siekiant nustatyti jy homogeniskuma.

— Geniau iSlikusiy Sio laikotarpio gyvenvieciy paieska,
sieckiant rekonstruoti gyventojy ukj, laidojimo paprocius,
mena.

Mezolitas:

- Mezolitas - tai1 paleolito tgsinys (epipaleolitas,
episvidrai, postsvidrai) ar nauja technologiju banga ar
taip pat nauji gyventojai.

ILIUSTRACLJU SARASAS

1 pav. Tekste aptariamu archeologiniy paminkly
iISsidestymas ir ju chronologija: Paleolito (a), mezolito
(b) ir neolito (c) periodai. Svarbiausi paminklai: D —
Dudka (a, b, ¢), — Laity (a, b); K — Kabeliai (a, b); KS -
Krasne Selo (a); Mi - Miluki (b); Ms — Msano (b); N -
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— Postsvidrinés ir Kudlajevkos kultiiry gyvenvied
radiniy kolekcijy homogeniskumo jrodymas panaudojat
titnago radiniy remontaza. |

—Janislavicy ir Nemuno kulttary santykiuy nustatyms

Mezolitas / Neolitas — Paraneolitas:

— Visuomeniniy su ankstyviausiaja keramika ik
specifika (medziokle, zukle ir rinkimas be Zemdirbysie
ir gyvulininkystes). Terminai: Subneolitas, Paraneolit
Keraminis mezolitas.

— Mezolito ir Paraneolito tarpusavio santykiai (gye
vie€iy tgstinumas, titnago apdirbimo technologija).

— Narvos, Cedmaro, Nemuno ir Ertebiolés kulti
tarpusavio santykiai.

Sias problemas galima biity iSspresti tyrinéjant g
vietes su homogenisku (,,Svariu®) kultiiriniu sluoksnig
iSlikusiais radiniais i$ organiniy medziagy. Jas tyrinég
reikety atkreipti démesj | kuo daugiau aspekty, k
sumazinti archeologiniy kultiiry, kurias tyrinélg
naudoja savo darbuose medziagos aprasymui, skaidi

Narva (c); OO - Olenij Ostrov (b); Pe — Pescanica (b)
Popovo (b); Pu - Pulli (b); |
SL - Salaspils Laukskola (a); S — Sventoji (c)
Tlokovo (b); Ve - Veretjé (b); Vi — Vilnius (a); W
Vozna Vie (a, b, ¢); Z — Zedmar (c); Zv - Zveiniek



Hecmotpst Ha mocTuxeHus: apxeosioros besapycu,
eronuu, Jlareuu, Jlursel, [loasmin u Poccun, He Bce
pbnembl pewieHbl. Ha Moit B3misin, BHUMaHME HAIO
PATHTb Ha TEMY.

[Taneonur:

- [lepBoe 3aceneHue, NpUPOJAHBLIE AATUPOBKH JUIS
[AHOBJIEHUSI TOMOTI€HHOCTH = YMUCTOTbl M B3aUMO-
HOWECHUSI CTOSIHOK C YEepCLIKOBHUIAHBIMM HAKOHEY-
KAMH CTpEJI.

- [ToucKHM CTOSTHOK JUISt PEKOHCTPYKLIMHK XO351HCTBA,
IpeOCHUH U MCKYCCTBA.

Me3sonur:

- Me30/MT KaK KOHTHHyauMsl najeojura (31nu-
, AMUCBUJEP, MOCTCBUJICP) WIKM HOBasl BOJIHA
XHOJIOTHH TOJIBKO, MJIM HACEJICHMUSI.

- JlokazaHue roMOreHHOCTH = YUCTOTHI UHBEHTAPS
meryp [locteBuaepckoit 1 KyjulaeBka yepes peMOH-
X KpEMHEBbIX H3ICJIMH.

U

Puc. 1. PacnosioxeHue apxeoJIOrMYECKHMX IMaMsT-
lIKoB, OOCYXJIaeMBbIX B TEKCTE, U UX XpoHoJiorus: Ile-
oisl naneosinTa (a), mesosnuta (b) Heonura (c). Hau-
pree BaxHble naMaTHUKK: D - Jlyaka (a, b, ¢), - JIaiThl
3, b); K - Kabesnsit (a, b); KS - Kpacue Ceno (a); Mi -
fimyku (b); Ms — Miano (b); N - Hapsa (c); OO0 -

. Z. Sulgostowska

nstytut Archeologii i Etnologii
Polskie) Akademii Nauk

Al Solidarnosci 105

W-140 Warszawa
folska / Lenkija

JOCTVZKEHUSA U TEMBI TSI IMCKYCCHUU O TTAJTEOJIUTE U
ME3OJIMUTE IOTO—BOCTOKA BACCEMHA BAJITUMCKOI'O MOPS

3opua Cyabrocroscka

Pe3iome

—~ B3auMooTHOIIEHHE KYJbTYP SAHUCIABUUKOH M
HemaHCKOIA.

Mesosutr / Heoaur - Ilapaneoaur

—~ Cneunduka xo3sticrsa oOLIECTB ¢ paHHEH Kepa-
MUKOH (oxoTra, puiOOJIOBCTBO M coOMpaTebCTBO O€3
semieneauss U ckoropojcTsa). [loustusi: CybHeonur,
[TapaHEONUT, ME30JIUT C KEPAMMKOIA.

—~ B3auMOOTHOWLICHUS ME30JIMTa U MapaHeoJIUTa
(KOHTUHYaALMsI HACEJICHHBIX MECT, TEXHOJIOrHH 0OpaboT-
KH KPEMHS).

-~ BzaumooTHowmeHus Kyastyp: Hapsa, Lleamap,
Heman n Dprebosie.

D1 11pobJieMbl MOXHO ObLIO Obl PELIMTD, pacKaribl-
Basi TOMOI€HHbIE (“YUCTBIC”) CTOSIHKHM C OpPraHHYECKHUM
matepuasoM. O6pabaTbiBasi MX, HAAO YYUTHIBAThb BCE
(hbakTOpbl, YTOOBI YMEHBLUIUTH KOJIMYECTBO apXCOJIOIH-
YECKHUX KVYJIbTYP, KOTOPBIC UCCJIEAOBATEIN UCIIOJIB3YIOT
MpU ONUCAHUM CBOEro Marepuala.

CITMCOK WLIKCTPAILINU

Oznennit Octpos (b); Pe - Ilecuannua (b); Po - [lonoso
(b); Pu = Ilyyum (b);

SL - Canacnunc Jlaykckona /a/; S - LlIBsiHToiin
(¢); T - Tnokoso (b); Ve — Beperbe (b); Vi - BunbHioc
(a); WW - Bo3na Be (a, b, ¢); Z - 3eamap (¢); Zv -
3BeHeKkH (b).
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