

















ssite. Outside this object, the artifacts occurred in
e amount. There are grounds to speculate that
sobject was dug out by man. At the beginning, we
pected that this was the hollow after the wind fallen
. Nevertheless, in case of this type of hollows, the
ierwalls should steeply subside downwards. Besides,
¢ majority of artifacts should be located on the
gitlom of the ditch, in the vicinity of its edges, where
¢s0il surrounding the hollow after the wind fallen
esubsided. The author encountered such an object
\Puchowka (Siemaszko 1987) and decided that the
ject No. 3 in Szczebra had different nature. The
gority of finds was accommodated in the ceiling part.
us, we cannot exclude the possibility that this hollow
$if dug intentionally, but in course of time, it
game partially filled with the cultural layer (thus,
i content of organic substances). The function of
s object is not clear. Let us take a closer look at
ira-site analysis of this part of the site (Fig. 2: 2). It
ieasy to observe, that the hollow constitutes a comp-
twith a less rich in material, but more expanded
gommodation of artifacts that is in the vicinity with
ieobject no. 3 on the south. The two concentrations
gether have the length of over 4 m and the breadth
fover 2 m. Maybe these are the remains of a dwelling
gnucture (?), the part of which was immersed in the

f‘; d.

The concentrations of flint artifacts

Irrespective of the distribution of layers and the
gnctures 1dentified on this site, intra-site analysis
jelds some interesting data. Figure No. 2: 2 reveals
fat there were three concentrations of artifacts within
Jetrench. In order to simplify the analysis, they were
umbered as objects No. 1-3. As the works proceeded
wenoticed that only the concentration No. 3 1s within
e range of the object No. 3. In two other cases, no
fraces of hollows were recognised. The artifacts were
fund in the virgin soil which was their secondary loca-
ton (see the remarks on stratigraphy). Nevertheless,
lie intra-site analysis of the artifacts in the plough
wil (Fig. 2: 1) reveals that the degree of dislocation is
egligible in reference to their original distribution.
Regardless of dislocations and violations that are the
sult of ploughing, the distribution of artifacts in
glough soil reflects the location of flint concentrations
‘mstrata under the humus. A dismembered zone occurs
inthe south-western part of the trench, over the con-
gntrations no. 2 and 3, which are connected with each
other. The second zone is over the concentration no.
,in the distance of circa 2 m from concentration no.
Jand 3. The smallest amount of the artifacts was
registered here. Thus, if plough soil, in which we can

find the original cultural level of the settlement, still
reveals the zones of flint congestion occurring over
the accommodations identified under the humus, with
certain caution we can assume that the accom-
modations reflect the original arrangement of the
settlement.

HOMOGENEITY OF THE DISCOVERY
IN SZCZEBRA

Prior to detailed analysis of the inventory, it is
necessary to decide whether flit material is homo-
geneous. The location, shape and size of the settle-
ment, as well as the number of artifacts collected from
the site confirm this speculation. As it was mentioned
before, the topographic situation of the site 1s atypical
for this type of settlement. Within the accommodation
of the Palaeolithic sites in Szczebra, the majority of
objects has lower location: on the lake or river terraces
or often on the verge of the peatland (Fig. 1). They
cover large area, which is the evidence of permanent
returns to this territory over the thousands of years.
The popularity of the region was due to flint bassets
located in the vicinity of (a mine?). Three other sites
are situated high above the verge of the valley. Site
Szczebra 14, located 150 m from the place where the
slope collapsed, belongs to this group. This situation
of the camp was not very typical and favourable, which
lowers the probability of overlapping subsequent
phases of the settlement. Size 1s another factor confir-
ming the homogeneity. The range of the site, even if
measured on the basis of ploughing soil, where the
material 1s spread on a larger area, hardly exceeds 2
acres (10x20 m). The basic part of the camp has the
size of 10x4 m. Such small dimensions are peculiar to
the Palaeolithic camps: Pincevent: 10x6 m, Deimern
10x10 m, Toskarr 15x9 m (it includes two campsites),
Witow 19x8 m, Catowanie 9x7 m (Kozlowski and
Koztowski 1975; 1977).

Another argument proving the homogenous cha-
racter of the site is the small amount of artifacts. 798
items made of flint were found during excavations,
whereas field survey provided 19 artifacts (table 1).
Adding hypothetical 10% of the inventory remained
in the plough soil the entire inventory comprises circa
900 items. Exactly the same number was recorded in
Miluki, where a seasonal Early Mesolithic settlement
affiliated with Kunda culture was discovered
(Brzozowski and Siemaszko 1998 b). With a high pro-
bability, it can be assumed that site Szczebra 14 func-
tioned as a place of a sojourn and its character is homo-
genous.
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Without any doubts, the hollow in the object no.
3, occupying circa 2 m* of the site, with the concent-
ration of the flint in the centre, is void of any additions.
Our study of the inventory will be referred to this
object. The evidence is also grounded on the typolo-
gical homogeneity of the inventory.

FLINT ARTIFACTS

798 flint artifacts were discovered during site
excavation. The complete typological list 1s compiled
in table 1 and figures 3-6 present the implements,
remnants of their production, cores and the elements
of preparation. In order to enable the reader to verify
the author’s opinion on the homogenous character of
the flint inventory, the artifacts on the pictures are
grouped according to the concentrations in which they
were found. It 1s not difficult to notice that almost all
the elements of the inventory reappear in every
concentration. According to the author this is the most
cogent argument proving the culturally and chrono-
logically unified character of the inventory from
Szczebra.

North-eastern cretaceous flint was the exclusive
material used in the production of tools. On the basis
of the cortex, that is well preserved, it can be specu-
lated that at least a certain amount of the flint raw
material came directly from the deposits.

Typological analysis of the finds (see also table No. 1)

1. Ahrensburgian tanged points (Fig. 3: 1-5). The
inventory contains 5 items of his type. Their forms
are evidently miniaturised (2,0-4,6 cm), which does
not undermine the typological classification. Such
miniaturised forms (1,6-4,1 cm) of tanged points are
known from classic Ahrensburgian sites, like Deimern,
Ketzendorf IV (Taute 1968: taf. 1, 39) or Alt Duvens-
tedt LA 121 (Clausen 1996: 106) and constitute the
majority there! Tangs of the points from Szczebra were
shaped with semi-abrupt or abrupt retouch. They were
formed through retouching of two notches, usually in
the bulb part of the blade, and then the fracture in
the narrowest place. If the blow came from the side,
the tang has deep negatives of microburin blow. In
some cases these negatives resemble “Swiderian”
retouch of dorsal side of the tang (Fig. 3: 4), however,
they are considerably deeper and definitely do not
have anything in common with flat retouch. Unfor-
tunately, both for Polish and eastern European scho-
lars, the incidence of any negatives on the dorsal side
of the tang was a sufficient argument to classify such
points as Swiderian. Besides, if figures in publications
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are not precise enough it is difficult to discern fom
made with the use of microburin blow technique. Tw
Ahrensburgian tanged points from Szczebra haw
classic retouched truncations in the tip part. In thre
cases the tips are broken, which makes it impossibl
to define whether they were retouched. |

2. Swiderian tanged points (Fig. 3: 6-8). Includin
the tanged point found during the field survey,
settlement from Szczebra provided three examples
implements with distinct flat retouch on the dorsd
side. No leaf-shaped points were identified; all of th
tools are strongly miniaturised (2.1-4.6 cm). It}
important to notice that apart from flat retouch o
the dorsal side of the tang, other traits of these pom
are typically “Ahrensburgian™: semi-abrupt or abrupl
retouch of the tang which is made by means of fractus
or microburin blow, and inclined or slightly arche
truncation in the tip part. In fact, this is a transition:
form between the Ahrensburgian and Swideri
tanged points. -

3. Dihedral burin with a tang (tanged point?)
(Fig. 3: 9). This interesting tool has analogies|
archacological material from the site Burdyniszi:
(Szymczak 1995: 37). The implement from Szczebe
has a distinct tang shaped by means of transvers:
fracture. However, in the place of the point we find
multiple dihedral burin. It 1s difficult to commento
the function of this tool without traseological analys

4. Remnants of the tanged point production (Fig.}
10-14). The debris of this type can illustrate the i
cess of Ahrensburgian tanged points productio
Again, these forms are analogous to Early Ahrer
burgian inventory from z Alt Duvenstedt LA 12
(Clausen 1996: 106). Almost in every case they st
from the bulb part of the blade. They often bearh
traces of transversal fracture. Sometimes, the proces
did not succeed. In this case we find a destroyed poin
with distinct notches (Fig. 3: 11). The point must hat
cracked in an inappropriate place during the breaking
of a tang. Debris after the production of the tangs
often asymmetrical. The same asymmetry can b
noticed on the tangs of the points. At least in oned
the cases we can recognise a microburin blow (Fig.3
14). The use of this technique is the reason why th
debris looks similar to “classic” microburins. The mal
difference is that the latter forms have only one note!
and the remnants of tang production possess i
opposite notches. The method of Ahrensburgi
points production was described exhaustively by
Taute (1968: 177-178).

5. Microburins (Fig. 3: 15-19). We can distinguss
proximal and distal forms. It is generally accepted th
the microburin blow technique was used in i



20N I 22 23
. 3. The site Szczebra 14. Flint artifacts: 1-5: Ahrensburgian tanged points; 6-8: Swiderian tanged points; 9: dihedral
-"1 with a tang; 10-14: remnants of tanged point production; 15-19: microburins; 20-22: microliths; 23: fragment of a

acroretouched subcrested blade. Localisation of finds: surface: 6; plough soil (N): 1-2, 9-10, 23; plough soil (S): 15;

pncentration No. 1: 16-18, 20-21; concentration No. 2: 3-4, 7, 11-14; concentration No. 3: 5, 8, 19, 22. Drawn by
L Maskowicz.
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Fig. 4. The site Szczebra 14. Flint artifacts: 1: end-scraper; 2-3: combined tools: 4-7: burins; 8-17: burin spalls. Lc v;.?f;'
of finds: surface: 2; plough soil (N): 6-8, 12-14; plough soil (S): 5; concentration No. 1: 1; concentration No. 2: 9-11

16: concentration No. 3: 34, 17. Drawn by R. Maskowicz.
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fig. 5. The site Szczebra 14. Flint artifacts: 1: retouched blade; 2-4: flakes with secondary retouch; 6-5: double platform
wres. Localisation of finds: surface: 5; plough soil (N): 2-4; plough soil (S): 1; concentration No. 2: 6. Drawn by R.
Maskowicz.
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Fig. 6. The site Szczebra 14. Flint artifacts: 1: core preform; 2: pyramidal core; 3: fragment of the semi-pyramidal core

5: double platform core tablets. Localisation of finds: concentration No. 1: 1-3; concentration No. 3: 4-5. Drawn by
Maskowicz. |
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gtion of microliths. In fact this technique could
olied in the production of points, both in order
ke tangs and truncated tips. Microburins are
teristic for Ahrensburgian inventories (Taute
 Kozlowski and Koztowski 1977; Clausen 1996).
,Microliths. Three microliths were identified in
wentory. One of them, unfortunately broken, is
y related to Zonhoven points (Fig. 3: 20), as
ation is placed in the bulb part. Another trun-
| blade, this time in the complete form (Fig. 3:
s a strongly inclined truncation. The base of
microlith was shaped with the use of microburin
technique. The third implement is destroyed to
iextent that it is difficult to decide whether it was
incated blade or triangle (Fig. 3: 21). These forms
icroliths are parallel to the ones from Germany
e 1968).

1. Combined tools. One of these implements
g.4:3) is a burin on the distal part of the broken
de. In the proximal part, on the dorsal side, there
retouched truncation. The second implement (Fig.
Jisa multiple dihedral burin in the bulb part. It is
mbined with a slender end-scraper in the tip part of
gblade. Especially the latter form (end-scraper +
uin) is peculiar to the Palaeolithic.

8. Burins and burin spalls (Fig. 4: 4-17). In this
ientory burin on the broken blade dominate over
edral burins. There is a lack of truncated burins.
T majority of burin spalls comes from burins on the
blade. This 1s a distinct element in comparison
)Ahrensburgian inventories, in which truncated
yrir prevall over dihedral burins. However, in Del-
em (Taute 1968) burins on the broken blade were
mmon. The case was similar on the sites of Wojnowo
me: Wojnowo ,,a” and Pomorsko 1 (Kobusiewicz,
\waczyk and Okuniewska-Nowaczyk 1987). This
im of the burin seems to be prevalent on the ecast.
9.End-scrapers. Two implements belonging to this
aiegory were found. They differ completely in form.
Aslender end-scraper on the blade combined with a
wrin has already been described above (Fig. 4: 2).
liesecond one is a chunky implement shaped on the
like (Fig. 4: 1).

- 10. Cores. Two types of cores occurred in Szczebra:
yaamidal (Fig. 6: 2-3) and double platform with single
Anking surface (Fig. 5: 5-6; Fig. 6: 1). Double platform
wreisa universal form in this area. They were present
ninventories of Lyngby, Ahrensburgian and of course
Swderian culture. Besides they also turned up in the
farly Holocene. Until recently, it has been believed
at in the Ahrensburgian circle, the preparation of
fie dorsal side of the core was not very common and
fat the striking surface was more flat. The core found

during PAR investigation of the site fulfils these
criteria (Fig. 5: 5). The one discovered during site
excavation, with the destroyed reverse side i1s also
similar (Fig. 5: 6). Another fully prepared, but yet not
exploited core preform has “Swiderian” traits (Fig. 6:
1). Nevertheless, the core from Alt Duvenstedt LA
121 dated back to the Allergd period (Clausen 1996:
106) resembles a classic Swiderian form. Thus, scholars
in north-eastern Europe should be cautious with
cultural classification of double platform cores. It
should be applied only in the context of a complete
inventory. The case with the semi-pyramidal and pyra-
midal cores is different. The find from Szczebra (Fig.
6: 2) has parallels in numerous Ahrensburgian inven-
tories. However, similar but more massive forms occur
in Lyngby culture (Taute 1968; Koztowski and Koz-
towski 1975).

11. The elements of the core preparation. In this
inventory, cores are scarce and strongly exploited.
However, numerous elements of their preparation
were found: core tablets (Fig. 6: 4-5), platform rejuve-
nation flakes, crested blades and subcrested blades.
On this basis it can be claimed that both forms of cores:
double platform and with one striking platform were
of equal importance in the production of flint imp-

lements.

CHRONOLOGICAL AND CULTURAL
AFFILIATION OF THE SETTLEMENT IN
SZCZEBRA AND ITS FUNCTIONAL ASPECTS

The data presented in this article indicates that
we are dealing with a homogeneous group of flint
artifacts. The forms of tools, cores and the elements
of their processing indicate the affiliation of this inven-
tory with Ahrensburgian culture. Here are the bases
for such a classification of the settlement in Szczebra:

1. The presence of Ahrensburgian tanged points.
Their form and size 1s equal to the classic examples of
this culture: the presence of truncation and unre-
touched tips, the lack of flat retouch on the dorsal
side of the tang. In the majority of cases the tang bears
the traces of fracture. The application of microburin
blow in the production of the tang is relatively rare.

2. The use of a very characteristic technique to
shape the tangs of the points. First, two notches on
the opposite sides were retouched. Then, the unne-
cessary bulb part was fractured. In some cases, micro-
burin blow technique was applied in order to remove
this element.

3. The use of the microburin blow technique In
the production of tanged points. This could be applied
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both in the production of a tang and in the shaping of
truncation at the tip of the point. It is very probable
that this technique was used in the production of
microliths.

4. The presence of microliths. In this case these
are microlithic truncated blades. Such forms are analo-
gous to the ones from almost all Ahrensburgian sites.
At least one of them i1s closely related to Zonhoven
points.

5. Double platform cores (with a characteristic
plain striking surface) as well as pyramidal or semi-
pyramidal cores were used in the production of blanks.
This trait 1s very peculiar to Ahrensburgian culture.

However, it must be stressed that these artifacts
differ in some respects from the classic Ahrensburgian
material. Here are the basic differences:

1. The inventory contains tanged points with flat
retouch of the dorsal part, which makes them similar
to the Swiderian ones. Nevertheless, the form of the
point with a distinct tang and a truncation in the tip
part is closely related to Ahrensburgian culture. Thus,
we are dealing here with hybrid forms. This is not a
solitary exception. Such hybrids were discovered by
M. Kobusiewicz in the central basin of the Oder river,
e.g. sites Pomorsko 1 or Wojnowo ,,a” (Kobusiewicz
and all. 1987). Nevertheless, inventories from the Oder
basin have considerably more Swiderian elements than
the inventory from Szczebra.

2. The typological group of burins is explicitly
different in comparison to the classic Ahrensburgian
inventory. In Germany, both truncated and dihedral
burins are principal forms, whereas here, burins on
broken blade dominate over dihedral burins. Thus,
we are dealing with a local differentiation.

Nevertheless, the similarities to the Ahrens-
burgian inventory definitely dominate over the diffe-
rences. Thus, such cultural classification of the site
Szczebra 14 1s correct. Nevertheless, one must bear in
mind, that the site 1s situated far from the place that
has been considered to be the range of Ahrensburgian
culture (Koztowski ed. 1981). The term used by
M.M. Zhilin (1996) “eastern Ahrensburgian™ seems
to be very accurate. In this situation, the author
suggests naming the Ahrensburgian groups from
north-eastern Europe eastern Ahrensburgian culture
in order to distinguish the materials from northern
and western part of our continent.

Another 1ssue to reflect on 1s the chronology of
the material from Szczebra. There is no possibility of
absolute dating of the site. Thus, it is necessary to
draw a parallel with other sites belonging to this circle.
The oldest groups could have existed already in
Allergd (Clausen 1996). Nevertheless, we assume that
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Ahrensburgian culture existed in the Younger Drya
Per analogiam the artifacts from Szczebra should!
dated to the same period. We cannot exclude t
possibility that ecastern Ahrensburgian culture exist
also in the Early Holocene. Though, we must bear
mind that Postswiderian culture occurred in this
gion. Then, very early in the second half of the P
boreal period, Kunda culture appeared here (thed
ting of the campsite in Mituki is hardly younger th
Pulli in Estonia — Brzozowski and Siemaszko 19985
The most reasonable solution is to date the site Szez
ra 14 to Dryas III.

The last problem to solve is the function of}
object discovered in Szczebra 14. The invente
contains all the basic forms of implements, remé
of different stages of blanks’™ obtaining as well
debris. Thus, the site seems to be a typical settleme
The scarce number of finds indicates that the pla
could not have been inhabited for a long period
time. Location of the camp almost at the top oft
elevation meant excellent view, especially in the sou
western direction, where the Rospuda valley st
(Fig. 1). This was a very beneficial location as far
tracking the reindeer migration was concerned. |
route of the reindeer extended from the north dit

tion where the Biebrza proglacial valley 1s si "

(Siemaszko 1997; 1999 b). The game encounteret
its way an extremely deep and broad valley of theR
puda river. In order to overcome this obstacle, |
animals had to head in the direction of the settleme
where they could be easily perceived. From
hunter’s point of view, such location of the place!
excellent.

THE ROLE OF THE SITE SZCZEBRY 14 IN1
INVESTIGATIONS OF THE LATE
PALAEOLITHIC OF THE NORTH

EASTERN EUROPE

The question posed in the title of the ari
though very revolutionary, is fully justified. The
dence provided by the site in Szczebra is suppo
by the literature mentioned at the beginning of
article. On these bases we have to accept the existe
of the eastern group of Ahrensburgian culture.
assumption will have serious consequences in thesi
of the Late Pleistocene settlement in this pa
Europe. The cultural classification of numerous!
should be modified. This concerns mainly no
eastern Poland, where not knowing how to deals
these artifacts, they werc either interpreted:
variant of Swiderian culture or considered to be



diect of the evolution of the local Palaeolithic in the
blocene conditions. The archaeological material
filiated with the eastern Lyngby culture will have to
tstudied again. In Eastern Europe, the successor of
jomme culture 1s Ahrensburgian culture. In eastern
urope, we also have artifacts having the traits of
ingby culture which is known here under various
ames: ¢.g. “Baltic madlen” (Rimantiené¢ 1971; 1996),
Vilnius group”, “Lyngby culture sensu largo” (Koz-
skl and Kozlowski 1977; Kozlowski 1975; Sulgos-
wska 1989) or “Perstunian culture”™ (Szymczak 1987,
#). In the eastern zone, Ahrensburgian culture was
esuccessor of Lyngby groups. The case was the same
nthe west. It would be very naive to claim that this
® the result of the convergation conditioned by
sironmental changes. Such similarity cannot be acci-
gntal and it clearly indicates that there must have
gen certain ties between eastern and western centres
f Lyngby culture and between eastern and western
ups of Ahrensburgian culture. This could not have
gen a singular migration (without return) of Lyngby
picties on east. Over the several thousand of years
iey must have been aware that their kinsmen lived
the remote part of the world. Moreover, there must
ae been occasional contacts between them. The
past of the Baltic Sea was the natural route of their
igrations. There is also a theory of seasonal and long-
slance migrations of Ahrensburgian societies. The
pestigations conducted so far indicate the existence
ifsuch routes on the line south — north (Baales 1999).

According to other scholars the Ahrensburgian popu-

Baales M., 1999 — Economy and seasonality in the
lirensburgian // Tanged points cultures in Europe.
blin, 1999, p. 64-75.

Bjorck S., 1996 — Late Weichselian / early Preboreal
kvelopment of the Oresund Strait; a key area for nort-
erly mammal immigration // Acta Archaeologica Lun-
nsia, Series 8. Lund, 1996. Vol. 24, p. 123-134.
Brzozowski J. and SiemaszkolJ., 1997 — Archeo-
piczne Zdjecie Polski. Obszar 21-85. Dokumentacja z
hdan powierzchniowych w archiwach: Muzeum
Dkregowego w Suwaltkach, Delegatury Podlaskiej Stuzby
(chrony Zabytkow w Suwalkach i OSrodka Dokumen-
i Zabytkow w Warszawie.

Brzozowski J. and Siemaszko J., 1998a — Archeo-
bgiczne Zdjecie Polski. Obszar 21-84. Dokumentacja z
nadan powierzchniowych w archiwach: Muzeum
Okregowego w Suwalkach, Delegatury Podlaskiej Stuzby
Ochrony Zabytkéw w Suwatkach i Os§rodka Dokumen-
lagji Zabytkow w Warszawie.

lations seasonally exploited the seaside area where
they could hunt the seals (Kindgren 1996). Under this
assumption, even the several-hundred-kilometre long
migrations along pre-Baltic Sea seem to be feasible.
The problem is that in those times the coast of the
sea spread 10-20 km (in some places even 70-100 km)
further north. (Koztowski and Koztowski 1975; Bjorck
1996). Nowadays, the sites dated back to this period
are submerged in the sea.
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SCEBROS 14-0OJI GYVENVIETE. RAKTAS EUROPOS SIAURES RYTINE!
DALIES PALEOLITUI PAZINTI AR DAR VIENA PASLAPTIS?

Jierzy Siemaszko

Santrauka

Séebros 14-0ji gyvenvieté yra Siaurés Ryty Lietu-
VOS ezZeryno regione, Augustavo lygumos mezoregione,
Rospudos upes krante. 1999 metais Sioje gyvenvieteje
buvo istirtas 64 m? plotas. Titnago radiniai buvo aptin-
kami mazdaug 10x20 m gyvenvietes plote, jos centring
dalis apeme 4x10 m plota. Gyvenvieteje buvo aptikti
3 radiniy koncentracijos bei 2,10x1,4 m dydzio ir apie
30 cm storio objektas, galbut sietinas su gyvenamuoju
bustu. 798 titnago radiniai buvo surinkti tyrimy metu.
Palyginti nedidelis kiekis radiniy, radiniy tipy panasus
pasiskirstymas skirtingose koncentracijose, kompak-
tiskas gyvenvietes dydis leisty speti, kad Sios gyven-
vietes radiniy kompleksas yra homogeniskas. Titnago
radiniai: Arensburgo ir Svidry tipy jkotinial antgaliai,
dvigalviai skaldytiniai, viduriniai réztukai, réztukai,
suformuoti nulauzty skel¢iy kampuose, mikroréztukai,
galiniai gremztukai, mikrolitai, o taip pat taikyti
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pirminio ir antrinio apdirbimo techniky metoda
gyvenviete leidzia sieti su Ryty Arensburgo kulti
Pagal analogijas ir bendra Siaurés Ryty Lenkijos
no kultiiring situacija S¢ebros 14-0ji gyvenvieté g
¢iausiai datuotina Vélyvojo Driaso laikotarpiu,

Si gyvenvieté jrodo, kad egzistuoja rytiné A
bergo kulturos grupe, kuri kaip ir vakarine Siosk
ros grupe matyt kilo 18§ Liungbiu kultiiros. Panasu
ir rySiai tarp rytiniy ir vakariniy Liungbiuy ir Ax
burgo kulttiry centry negali buti paaiSkinti tik Liung
kultiros vienkartine migracija | Ryty Europa. G
¢iausiai tolimy sezoniniy migraciju metu tarp
kultiry centry buvo atsitiktiniai kontaktai. M
raciju kelias greiCiausiair buvo Baltijos pakrar
deja tuo metu buvusi 10-100 km Siauriau. Todel
metu nagrinejamo laikotarpio gyvenvietes yra ji
dugne. '



Ilentelé. Archeologinis paminklas Séerba 14.
aginly jrankiy, surinkty per PAR lauko tyrimus bei
gimo kasinéjimus, tipologinis sarasas.

1 pav. Velyvojo paleolito komplekso fragmentas
1os archeologiniuose paminkluose. 1 — durpingos
& 2 - buvusio ezero terasos; moreniné aukStuma,
jengta nuoplovomis; 4: archeologiniai paminklai su

jo paleolito dirbiniais; 5: S¢erbos 14 archeologinis
minklas. Pies¢ R. Maskovi¢ pagal J. SemaSko me-

) pav. Archeologinis paminklas Séerba 14. Vidinis
jginiy dirbiniy tyrimas. 1: Radiniai 18 iSartos dirvos:
§ - koncentracijos. 2: titnaginiy dirbiniy koncentra-
% (Nr. 1-3) Zemiau iSartos dirvos; briikkSniuota linija
W horizontalia struktiira Nr. 3. J. Semaskos kompiu-
nis apdorojimas.
~ 3 pav. Archeologinis paminklas S¢erba 14. Titna-
gial dirbiniai: 1-5: Ahrensburgo ietigaliai su kotu; 6—
tsidry 1etigaliai su kotais; 9: dvibriaunis réziklis su kotu;
1-14: jvairiy antgaliy su kotais liekanos; 15-19:
akroreziklial; 20-22: mikrolitai; 23: mikroretusuotos
ucltes fragmentas. Radiniy lokalizacija: pavirsius: 6;
mrta dirva (N): 1-2, 9-10, 23; 18arta dirva (S): 15;
wncentracija Nr. 1: 16-18, 20-21; koncentracija Nr. 2:

- [locenenune Illebpa 14 Haxoautcst Ha Gepery peku
Pocnyna, B Me3operuoHe ABryCTOBCKOI PaBHMHBI, B
perioHe JIMTOBCKMX 0O3€p B CEBEPOBOCTOYHON 4acTH
Homsum. B 1999 r. Ha noceneHuu ObLIa MCCiea0BaHA
pomans 64 M2, KpeMHeBble HaxXoAKu ObUIM OOHA-
DVACHBI HA TUIOLLIAJAM TIOCEJICHUSI pasMEPOM OKOJIO
10020 M, a LeHTpaJIbHAsE YacTb IMTOCEJICHUSI 3aHMMala
momwans 4x10 M. Ha nocenernun 6611 oOHapyXeHBbI 3
LHUCHTPALIMM HAXOJIOK, a TaKXe OOBLEKT pasMepom
21x1.4 M v TomumHO# 0,3 M, MOXET ObITh, CBSI3AHHBII
¢ xummeM. 798 KpeMHEBLIX HaxXoA0K ObLIH coOpaHbl
0 peMsi uccaenoBaHuit. CpaBHUTEIBHO HeOOJIbLIOE

LENTELIU SARASAS

ILIUSTRACIJU SARASAS

3-4,7, 11-14; koncentracija Nr. 3: 5, 8, 19, 22. R. Masko-
vi¢ piesiniai.

4 pav. Archeologinis paminklas S¢erba 14. Titna-
giniai dirbiniai: 1: gremztukas galutiniam apddirbimui;
2-3 — kombinuoti jrankiai; 4-7 - rezikliai; 817 — rézikliuy
Sukes. Radiniy lokalizacija: pavirSius: 2; 18arta dirva (N):
6-8, 12-14; 18arta dirva (S): 5; koncentracija Nr. 1: 1;
koncentracija Nr. 2: 9-11, 15-16; koncentracija Nr. 3: 3-
4, 17. R. Maskovi¢ pieSiniai.

5 pav. Archeologinis paminklas Séerba 14. Titna-
giniai dirbiniai: 1: retuSuota skelte; 2-4: sluoksniai su
antriniu retuSavimu; 6-5: dviejy platformy skaldytinis.
Radiniy lokalizacija: pavirSius: 5; iSarta dirva (N): 2-4;
1ISarta dirva (S): 1; koncentracija Nr. 2: 6. R.Maskovi¢
piesinial.

6 pav. Archeologinis paminklas S¢erba 14. Titna-
giniail dirbinial. 1: skaldytinio ruoSinys; 2 — piramidinis
skaldytinis; 3 — pusiau piramidinio skaldytinio frag-
mentas; 4-5 — skaldytiniai su dviem plokstelemis. Radi-
niy lokalizacija: koncentracija Nr. 1: 1-3; koncentracija
Nr. 3: 4-5. R. Maskovi¢ pieSiniali.

[NOCEJIEHUE HIEBPA 14. KJIIOY K ITO3HAHUIO TTAJIEOJINTA
CEBEPOBOCTOYHOM YACTHU EBPOIIbI WJIN ELLE OJIHA
3AI'A/IKA?

Exun Cemamko

Pe3ome

KOJIMYECTBO HAXOIOK, IOYTH OAMHAKOBOE pacripene-
JIECHUE HUX TUIIOB B Pa3JIMYHBIX KOHLECHTpaAUUAX,
HeOOJIBLION pasMep IMOCEJICHUS pa3pelualT CcAeaTh
BbIBOJI, UTO KOMIUIEKC HAaxXOJ0K 3TOro IOCeJICHHUS
FOMOréHHbIH. KpeMHEBbIE HAXOIKM:. YEpPELIKOBBIEC
HAKOHEYHHUKH CBHIEPCKOIO M apeHCOYprckoro THUIIOB,
JIBYXIUIOLIAAOYHBIE HYKJIEYCBHI, CPEAMHHBIE U O(OpM-
JICHHBIE B yrJjlax CJIOMaHHbIX TUIACTHUH, MMKPOPE3LHI,
KOHLIEBbIE CKpPeOKHM, MHMKPOJIUTEI, @ TAKXE€ METO/IBbI
TEXHUKH TEPBUYHOM M BTOPUYHOU 0OpabOTOK paspe-
LIAKOT CBSA3aTh 3TO I1OCEJIEHHE C BOCTOYHOApeHCOypr-
CKOM KyJbTypoit. [1o aHaorusiM u 1o ooLIEKYJILTYPHOMH
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curyauuu perumoHa Cesepo-BocTouHoOM Ilosbium noce-
nenue LllebGpa 14 ckopeit Bcero Moxer ObITh JAaTUPO-
BaHO nepuonoM Ilosanero dpmuacca.

DTO IOCEJEHUE HN0Ka3blBa€T, YTO CYIIECTBOBAJA
BOCTOYHO-apeHCOyprckasi KyJibTypHast rpyrina, Inpo-
MCXOXJIEHME KOTOPOM, TAKXE KaK M 3arnaaHOM IrpyIlilibl
3TON KYJBTYPbI, CBSI3aHO C KVyJabTypou JIioHT010.

AHQJIOTHU U CBSI3U MEXIY BOCTOYHBLIMM M 3araj-
HBIMM LEHTpaMH KyabTyp JIIOHI010 1 ApeHCcOypr HE MO-

CITMCOK TAbJINLL

Tabnmuua 1. Apxeonornyeckuit namMsaTHUK LllepOa
14. TUNOJOrMYeCKU CITMCOK KPEMHEBBIX M3JICJIMM,

CITMCOK WUIKIOCTPALIUHA

Puc. 1. ®parMeHT KOMIUIEKCA MMO3AHEr0 NnajcojuTa
apxeoJjioruy4yeckux rnmaMsaTHUKoOB LllepOul. 1 — TopdsiHbie
bonora; 2 - Teppachl OBIBLIEro o3epa, MOpEHHas
BO3BBIIUEHHOCTb, IMOKpPBITasi CMbIBAMU; 4. apXeoJoru-
YECKHME MaMSATHUKU C U3ACJISAMU TO3JAHEro najcojuTa,
5: apxeosornueckuit namsaTHUK Lllepba 14. PucyHkmu
P.Mackosuu no marepuaisam M. Cemaiuko.

Puc. 2. Apxeonoruyeckuit namsitHuk lLllepba 14.
BHyTpeHHee MCClea0oBaHUE KPEMHEBBLIX M3aeJuid. 1:
Haxonku u3 BcriaxaHHoil nousel: N, S - KOHUEHTpa-
LMK, 2. KOHLUEHTpPALUMM KPEeMHEBLIX u3aeauii (Ne 1-3)
HUXXE BCIIaXaHHOM IMOYBLI; MYHKTUPHAS JIMHUS ITOKA3bI~
BA€T FOPU3OHTAIBHYIO CTPYKTYpY Ne 3. KoMmnbloTepHas
obpaborka U. Cemauko.

Puc. 3. Apxeonornyeckui namsitHuk lLllepba 14.
KpeMHEBbIe u3aenusi: 1-3: ApeHCOyprckue HakOHEY-
HUKHM KOmuii; 6-8: CBUIEPCKUE HAKOHEYHUKHU KOIMMI C
pyYKosiTKaMu; 9: nByxpebepHbli pe3ell ¢ pyukoit; 10-14:
OCTATKM HAKOHEYHMUKOB C pyKosiTKaMH; 15-19: MUKpO-
pe3usbl; 20-22: MUKPOJAUTHI; 23: dparMeHT MUKPOPETY-
LLIMPOBAHHOIO Jie3BUsl. JIoOKaiu3aumns HaX010K: IOBEpPX-
HOCTh: 6; BcrmaxanHas noysa (N): 1-2, 9-10, 23; Bcna-
xaHHas nouna (S): 15; koHuenTpauus Ne 1: 16-18, 20-
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[yT OBITH OOBSICHEHBI TOJIBKO OAMHOYHOM MDAl
KyJabTyphl JIIoHr610 B BocTtouHyio Espony. Ckopeil i
rO MEXIY 3TUMM KYJIbTYPAaMU MMEJIH MECTO Cayyaill
CBSI3M BO BpeMsl JaJEKUX CE30HHBIX Murpaimif. [ly
MUTpaLMii cKopeil Bcero 0bu10 nodepexnbe baaruiick
MOpsi, KOTOpoe B 3TO Bpemsi, yBbl, Obuto 10-10
cesepHee. [loTomy Teneps 1ocesIeHUst UCCIIE0BaeM:
[IEpUOJa HAXOASTCS Ha JHE MOpS.

cOOpaHHBIX BO BpeMsl MOJIEBbLIX McceaoBanuii PAR
criacaTesIbHbIX PacKOITOK.

21; koHueHTpaumus Ne 2: 3-4, 7, 11-14; KOHUEHTp
Ne 3: 5, 8, 19, 22. Pucynkn P. Mackosuy. .

Puc. 4 Apxeosornuyeckuit namsatHuk Llepba
KpemHéBbie usgenus: 1: ckpeboK Uit OKOHYarels
00paboTku; 2-3 - KOMOMHMPOBAHHBIC OPYAUA T
4-7 - pe3unl; 8-17 - o6a0MKM pe3uoB. JIokams
HaXOJ0K: MOBEPXHOCTD: 2; BcraxaHHasi rnoysa (N)
8, 12-14; BcriaxanHast noysa (S): 5; KOHLEHTpaLMi
1: 1; koHueHTpaumust Ne 2: 9-11, 15-16; koHue
No. 3: 3-4, 17. Pucyuku P. Mackosuu. |

Puc. 5 Apxeosornueckmuit namsatHuk [lepoa
KpeMHEBBIE U3eNus: |: peTYLIMPOBAHHOE JIE3BHE:
CO BTOPUUYHBIM PETYILMPOBAHUEM; 6-5: IBYXILIONA]
HykJieycol. Jlokanu3auusi HaxXomdOK: ITOBEPXHOCTS
BcriaxaHHast noysa (N): 2-4; BcriaxaHHast nmoysa (§
KoHueHTpaums Ne 2: 6. Pucynku P. Mackosuy.

Puc. 6 Apxeosiormueckui nmamsitHuk [llepba
KpeMHUeBbIE U3Jeausi. 1. 3arotoBkKa HYKJIEYCa,
NUpaMHIAJIbHbINA HYKJIEYC; 3 — (hparMeHT TonyImipé
JAJIbHOTO HyKJleyca, 4-5 — JABYXIUIOLLAJHBIH HYK
Jlokanu3auus HAXONOK: KOHUEHTpauus N ||
KoHueHTpauust No. 3: 4-5. Pucynku P. Mackop



