M. Nowak

THE SECOND STAGE OF NEOLITHISATION
AND PARA-NEOLITHIC IN THE SOUTHERN BALTIC

M. HoBak. Bmopoit sman Heonumu3auyuu u nApaHeoIum
6 I0scnom banmuiickom pezuone

Ilepexoo Kk neonuny Kax peHoMeHy, IKOHOMUUECKU OCHOBAHHOMY 8 3HAYU-
menvHol Mepe Ha 3emaedenuu, 8 baccelinax pex nvbdwvl, Odepa u Bucnvl cés-
3aH ¢ nosasieHuem & cep. 6 moic. 00 H.3. coobuecms Hocumenel Mpaouyul
JIUHEUHO-TeHMOYHOU KYIbmypsl. Imu coodujecmea 3aceiinu uilb Hebob-
wiue meppumopuu, KoI0SUYecKU Onaconpusmuvie Oas 3emaedenus. Bno-
crneocmauil, 8 5 moic. 00 H.3., OAHHble MepPUmMopul ObLIU 3dcelienbl Hocume-
aamu nocm-JIJIK mpaouyuii. B smom nepuod coobujecmsa 0XomHuKo8-co-
bupameneii no-npexcremy 3anumanu npumepro 70 % meppumopuu. Oonaxo
nauunas ¢ 4200—4100 1. 0o u.2. cumyayusa meHaemcs: 30ecb NOAGIAMCA
epynnuvl Hocumenell Kyibmypbl 60POHKOBUOHBIX KYOKOS, KOMOpble HAYUHAIOM
nPo8oOOUMb AKMUSHYIO IKCHAHCUIO HA MEPPUMOPUY, 3dceleHHble 00 MO0
Kax oxomuuxamu-cooupamenamu, max u zemueoenvyamu. Oxono 3500 1. 0o
H.9. HeOIUMuyecKoe uusAHue PACNPOCpPAnUIoc GakmuiuecKu Ha 8Cro dmy
yacmo L{enmpanvhoii Eeponsl. Hmenno nosmomy pacnpocmpanenue 30ech
KYbIYPbl 60OPOHKOBUOHBIX KYOK08 MOdHcem Oblinb OMHECeHO KO «8MOopoMy
amany Heoaumusayuuy. Oounaxo opeeusas ucmopus FOxcnoeo Bbarmuticko-
20 pecuoHa amozo epemeHu oxazvieaemcs bonee cioxcHou. OOHO8peMeHHO
€ nepeou u 6MopoU OTHOU HEOTUMUIAYUU NPOUCXOOUTN PACTIPOCIPAHEHUe
2NUHAHOU NOCYObl 8 NO30HEME30IUMUYecKux coobwecmeax. M eciu ¢ 5 moic.
00 H.9. 2O ObLIU TUULL COUHUYHBLE CYUAU, MO 6 4 mblc. 00 H.D. 2IUHAHAS NO-
cyoa HauuHaem pacnpocmpanAmbCa Ha 3HAYUMeNbHOU meppumopuu. 30ect
chopmuposanace Ho8As KYyIbIMypHAs MOOenb, KOMopas moxcem Obimb Ha-
36ana «napaneorumy. OCHOBbIBAACH HA APXEONOSUHECKUX OAHHBIX, Mbl MO-
JHceM Npeononazams Cyuwjecmseosanue KOHMaKmos Mexcoy Hocumenamu mpa-
OuyUll Ky1bmypbl 60POHKOBUOHBIX KYOKOS U NAPAHEOTUMUYECKUMU 2PYRNAMU
nacenenus. Ilocneonue (6 ochosHom npedcmasumeny HeMAHCKOU KYIbmypbl)
MAaKHce HAYUHAIOM PACIPOCMPAHAMbCA HA 3HAYUMENbHOU MeppUuimopuu.
B ooknade 6yoym nokazarnuvl ocnogHbvle 8exu smux npoyeccos. Taxoce 6yoym
npeocmagiensl Hogble XPOHOIOSUYeCKUe, MUNONOSUYEeCKUe U 2eHemuyecKue
OanHbvie, 8axCHbIE OiA NOHUMAHUSA 2eHE3UCA KYIbIYPbl 60POHKOSUOHBIX KYO-
K08. OmoenvHoe numanue Oyoem y0eleHO KOHMAKMAM MedxHcdy cooduje-
cmeamu OpeGHUX 3emaedenvyes U OXOMHUKOG-codupameneu (Me3onumuie-
CKUX U NAPAHEONUMUYECKUX), KOMopble OKA3AaU 3HAYUMEeTbHOe 6IUAHUEe HA
8eChb npoyecc HeOTUMUIAYUU 6 PeUOHe.
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The origins of the Neolithic, understood as a phenomenon with
food economy heavily dependent on agriculture, in the basins of the
Elbe, Oder and Vistula rivers are associated with the appearance of
communities reflected by the Linear Band Pottery culture (LBK), in
the mid-sixth millennium BC (Fig. 1). Most probably, the origin of
this first Neolithic is associated with the migration from the middle
Danube basin, what is strongly suggested by the genetic data. These
communities settled only small enclaves, distinguished by ecological
conditions favourable to farming. Outside these enclaves, Mesolithic
hunter-gatherer communities continued to exist. Situation of this kind
persisted in the 5th millennium BC. Different Neolithic groups of
post-Linear character (the Stroke Band Pottery culture, the Lengyel-
Polgar complex) still concentrated within the same, fertile enclaves.
Consequently, at that time, hunter-gatherers still occupied ca. 70% of
the territories under discussion. Similarly as in the 6th millennium BC,
contacts between hunter-gatherers and farmers were rare. Certainly
they did not cause major changes in the cultural systems of both cul-
tural formations.

Complex cultural transformations took place between ca. 4200 and
3500 BC (fig. 1). They were associated with the spread of cultivation
and husbandry based economy as well as other Neolithic attributes
within most of the territories of this part of Europe. Despite singular
pieces of evidence confirming the Neolithic use of other environmen-
tal zones than above-mentioned fertile enclaves before ca. 4200 BC,
this ecological, and probably also mental, barrier was apparently not
broken by the Linear and post-Linear groups. This was only achieved
by the societies, whose archaeological legacy is known as the Funnel
Beaker culture (TRB). Hence, the spread of the TRB can be called
here as the “Second Stage of Neolithisation”. As the final result of this
process, agriculture became the essential element of the economy of
the populations inhabiting, in a relatively compact manner, majority
of the southern Baltic area.

The very first communities of the TRB in the Elbe, Oder and
Vistula basins are known from Holstein, Mecklenburg, Western and
Central Pomerania, Chelmno Land, Kuyavia and possibly also from
northern Greater Poland. In the case of the three last regions we should
date the beginnings of the TRB close to 4000 BC. The chronological
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antecedence should be given to more northern regions, in the light of
the recent discoveries made in the south-western zone of the Baltic
Sea coast. On few sites located there remains of the early TRB groups
were identified, which seem to appear in the context of local Late
Mesolithic groups. To the east of the lower Oder river these groups,
from the point of view of flint knapping, can be identified as belonging
to the Chojnice-Pienki tradition evolving toward the Ertebelle culture,
while to the west of the said river they belong to the Ertebelle tra-
dition. Therefore, the “funnel beaker” early phases are logical con-
clusion of the local Late Mesolithic development. The notion of the
pottery containing features of both the Ertebelle and the TRB (the
so-called transitional vessels in Dabki) is also significant in this con-
text. Radiocarbon dates obtained at several sites (Wangels, Parow,
Stralsund and Baabe in Germany; Tanowo and Dabki in Poland) point
to the period ca. 4200-3950 BC.

Consequently, we assume that the zone extending along the
south-western coast of the Baltic Sea, from east Holstein to Central
Pomerania, was the area in which the new cultural model was formed,
and from this zone that the spread of the TRB patterns took place.

The appearance of the “funnel beaker”, Neolithic attributes (i.e.
flexible agro-pastoral economy; relatively stable but at the same time
adaptable settlement; “funnel beaker” pottery including the archetyp-
ical forms of funnel beaker, amphora, collared flask and plate; “new”
funeral rite with its “communal” and “monumental” aspects) in oth-
er areas was, to a certain extent, the result of leapfrog colonisation
and ecological infiltration. However, not only these processes were
responsible for the spread of the “funnel beaker” cultural model. Due
to its attractiveness, it gained general acceptance within different cul-
tural backgrounds — both of the late-Linear, Neolithic and of the Late
Mesolithic, hunter-gatherer populations. We could figuratively say
that the TRB was a kind of coat which wrapped various groups and
different cultural traditions. Mesolithic and Neolithic traditions and
echoes are in fact fairly well perceptible within it. Few genetic records
also indicate that the TRB is a specific blend of Early Neolithic and
Mesolithic inputs, even considering the relatively late sites (e.g. the
cemetery at Ostorf).

One way or another, at about 3600/3500 BC the TRB cultural mi-
lieu ultimately dominated the region under our consideration.
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Fig. 1. Archaeological cultures and main socio-economic formations in Polish
territories between 6000 and 2000 BC; source: Fig. 7 in M. Nowak, Middle and Late
Holocene hunter-gatherers in East Central Europe: changing paradigms of the “non-
Neolithic” way of life, Documenta Prachistorica 34 (2007), 89—103, with significant
modifications. 1 — agro-pastoral and pastoral Neolithic, 2 — agro-pastoral Neolithic
with some contribution of hunting and gathering, 3 — pottery-using hunter-gatherers
(para-Neolithic), 4 — hunter-gatherers (Mesolithic). LBK — Linear Band Pottery
culture; SBK — Stroke Band Pottery culture; LPC — Lengyel-Polgar complex;
TRB — Funnel Beaker culture; GAC — Globular Amphorae culture; CWC —
Corded Ware culture; U — Uneticé culture; BB — Bell Beakers; BC — Baden
culture; ZC — Zlota culture; MC — Mierzanowice culture; IC — Iwno culture;
DG — Dobre group; RPC — Rzucewo/Pamariu culture; L — pottery of Linin type

Puc. 1. Apxeomoruyeckue KyIdbTypbl U OCHOBHBIE COIMATbHO-?KOHOMHYECKHE
obpazoBanust Ha Tepputopuu [lonbim ot 6000 mo 2000 netr o H.3.; mo: (fig. 7 in
M. Nowak, Middle and Late Holocene hunter-gatherers in East Central Europe:
changing paradigms of the “non-Neolithic” way of life, Documenta Prachistorica
34 (2007), 89-103, ¢ cyuieCTBeHHBIMH JOTOMHEHUSAMU). | — 3eMIle/IeNnbueCKO-CKO-
TOBOAYECKUII M CKOTOBOAYECKHH HEONMT, 2 — 3eMIIEAENbIeCKO-CKOTOBOAUECKNIT
HEOJIUT C HEKOTOPOHW J0Jiel OXOThI M coOuparenbcTBa, 3 — OXOTHHKH-cOOMpaTe-
JIM, HUCTIONB3YIOIIME KEpaMHUKy (MapaHeonut), 4 — OXOTHUKH-coOuparenu (Me-
305UT). Apxeonoruyeckue KymbTypel: LBK — mnmHeiiHO-TeHTOUHON KepaMuKy;
SBK — mrpuxoBanHoii kepamuku; LPC — wmarepuanbl THIa JI€Hrenb-11oJrap;
TRB — BoponkoBuaHBIX KyOKoB; GAC — mapoBuaHbx amMmpop; CWC — mHypoBoit
kepamuky; U — yHetunkas; BB — komoxonoBuaneix KyOkoB; BC — OaneHckas;
ZC — 3nota; MC — mup3anoBuueckast; |C — uBno; DG — rpynmna nobpe; RPC —
PrKylLeBcKasi/mamapekasi; L — KepaMuKu TMHUHCKOTO THIIA
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However, the prehistory of the southern Baltic territories was more
complicated in those days (Fig. 1). Parallel to the first and second
Neolithizations, independent processes of “ceramisation” of the Late
Mesolithic communities proceeded. While in the 5th millennium BC
they were fairly selective, in the 4th millennium, in the eastern part
of the southern Baltic area, they were quite intensive. A new cultural
model formed here, which might be called “para-Neolithic”. In ar-
chaeological terms it is locally represented mainly by the Neman and
Zedmar cultures. Significantly, agriculture played no role among the
para-Neolithic groups till the end of their existence (possibly in the
Early Bronze Age). Pottery constitutes in practice the only formal
reference to the Neolithic. A certain duality characterizes this pottery
already in the 5th millennium BC. On one hand, it refers to the pot-
tery of para-Neolithic groups in Eastern Europe, but on the other it
demonstrates some features originating from local Neolithic cultures.
The situation continues unchanged in the 4th and 3rd millennia BC.

Researchers of the para-Neolithic in Polish territories usually ac-
cept the idea of migration from the east and/or northeast as a funda-
mental explanation of the genesis of the para-Neolithic in the Vistula
and Oder river basins. Alternatively, local groups of the para-Neo-
lithic could have been of local origin; they would simply have been
an extension of the local development of the native Late Mesolithic.
The patterns of ceramic production were the only ones to arrive from
the east and northeast. They were willingly adopted because of the
cultural closeness to the eastern European para-Neolithic societies in
opposition to “foreign”, Central European Neolithic societies. These
patterns were at the same time adapted and changed on the spot to
some extent, i.e. in effect of contacts with the said Neolithic groups.

In this situation, a strict separation of the Mesolithic and para-Ne-
olithic loses its original sense, the two being two branches of the same
phenomenon, i.e. of the hunting-gathering populations operating in
the Middle Holocene forests of Central Europe.

Archaeological data indicate contacts between “expanding” TRB
communities and para-Neolithic communities; the latter (mainly the
Neman culture) show also a significant territorial development. It is
not even as much a question of presence of such elements among the
earliest TRB materials in the south-western Baltic coastal zone. If we
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accept that, indeed, the local hunter-gatherer population of this area
generated this new cultural quality, then it is understandable. We are
referring here to the systematic presence of pottery with features not
of “funnel beaker” kind and not even having “Neolithic” traits. This
applies to all regional groups of the TRB in the Oder and Vistula ba-
sins. It is the pottery with a band of comb ornamentation (but with also
other types of ornamentation) and with temper of broken shells.

It is impossible to decisively settle here the dispute whether this
pottery is of eastern origin (hunter-gatherers of the middle Dnieper
and the lower Pripyat, with the agency of the Trypillia culture), or
maybe rather of north-eastern one (the Narva culture), or of rather
local one (the Neman culture). Undoubtedly, it is the outcome of con-
tacts and relationships between the TRB farmers and para-Neolithic
hunters-gatherers. Perhaps, the fact of evident expansion of para-Neo-
lithic cultures (mainly the Neman culture) in the southern Baltic area
in the 4th and also in the 3rd millennium BC, which has already been
identified for a long time but somewhat overlooked by the specialists
of the “proper” Neolithic, remains in a certain conjunction with this
issue. Another fact also confirming such contacts is the phenomenon
of the so-called Linin type of pottery, among which there is a version
consisting of a blend of features typical of the Neman and Funnel
Beaker cultures. Although it is most common in Masovia, in smaller
quantities it is also present in most of the areas within the eastern sec-
tion of the southern Baltic area.

115

OnekTpoHHas 6ubnuoteka Myaesi aHTpononorum n atHorpacdum um. Metpa Benukoro (KyHctkamepa) PAH
http //www kunstkamera ru/lib/rubrikator/05/978-5-00105-138-1/
© MA3 PAH





