CUCTEMBbI COIIUAJIBHBIX
KOMMYHUKAIIUIA
B ME3OJIMTE U HEOJIUTE

SOCIAL NETWORKS DURING
THE MESOLITHIC AND NEOLITHIC

A. Kriiska

SOCIAL NETWORKS IN EASTERN EUROPEAN
FOREST ZONE DURING THE STONE AGE

Relationships between people can be observed through the frame-
work of multi-dimensional social networks (McNeill, MacNeill,
2003). Numerous networks connected both single individuals and so-
cial groups of different size, scope, and structure also throughout the
prehistory. Further, it can be assumed that social communication was
in constant flux and that these continuously changing networks also
left their mark on archaeological materials, making it possible to an-
alyse social networks at different times and in different areas, and to
study long-term changes as well.

Generally, changes observed in the use and selection of raw materi-
als and technologies or, for instance, dwelling or burial customs, have
been explained either as the result of internal or external factors —
still, the discussion on social networks has mostly been focused on
the appearance and distribution of particular stone and bone artefacts
or pottery types and especially on the exotic raw materials — e.g.
flint, amber, metatuff, copper in European forest zone (Zhilin, 2003;
Tarasov, Kriiska, 2011; Nordqvist, Herva, 2013; Kriiska, 2015). The
appearance, increase, or decrease of (exotic) materials and particular
cultural features have been seen to indicate (often unspecified) chang-
es in these networks — but also the absence of particular features can
be just as revealing.
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Lately, natural-scientific methods of palacogenetic and stable
isotope analyses have provided new materials to these studies (e.g.
Torv, 2016; Jones et al., 2017). Still, the basic questions remain: What
caused the formation, variation, and disintegration of social networks?
How are the past social networks visible in archaeological materials?
To what extent archaecological assemblages actually indicate the na-
ture of these social contacts, how much mobility can be attributed to
social networks and to what extent migrations and isolation are reflect-
ed in the archaeological materials?

The introductory presentation of the section «Social networks dur-
ing the Mesolithic and Neolithic» outlines the topic and describes the
possibilities of verifying the conclusions drawn based on the material
culture through the application of the methods of natural sciences.

A. Kpuiicka

COIIMAJBHBIE CBSI3HM B JIECHOM 30HE
BOCTOYHOM EBPOITbl B KAMEHHOM BEKE

YenoBeuecKkrue B3aMMOOTHOLICHUS MOXHO paccMaTpHUBaTh Kak
MHOTOMEpPHBIE CHUCTEMBl COIUAIBHBIX KomMMmyHuKaruii (McNeill,
MacNeill, 2003). B moucropuyeckoe Bpemsi pa3HOOOpa3HbIC CHUCTE-
MBI COI[MAJIbHBIX KOMMYHHKAIIUH TaK)Ke OOBCAMHSIIN KaK HUHIMBH-
JIYYMOB, TaK U COI[HAJIbHBIC TPYIIbI, PA3IUYHbIC 10 YHUCICHHOCTH,
3aHUMAaeMOW TEPPUTOPHH U CTPYKType. bosee Toro, ecTb 0CHOBaHMS
MPEIOIararTh, YTO CUCTEMbI COIUATLHBIX KOMMYHUKAITHHA TOCTOSTHHO
MpeTepIieBaId U3MEHEHUS, U 9TH HENPEPhIBHBIC H3MCHEHUSI OCTABIIS-
JM CBOHU CJeNbl M B apxeosiormyeckom marepuaine. [locnennee naer
BO3MOYKHOCTh aHAJM3UPOBaTh OCOOCHHOCTU CHUCTEM COLMAIBHBIX
KOMMYHHKAIIMH, CYIIECTBOBABIIMX B Pa3HbIe BpEMEHA M Ha Pa3HBIX
TEPPUTOPHSX, a TAKXKE M3ydaThb XOJ TAKUX W3MCHCHHH B JOJITOBpE-
MEHHOM MPOTSKEHHOCTH.

Kak mpaBuio, n3MeHeHus1, HaOI0aeMbIe B UCITOIb30BAHUH U BbI-
0Ope pa3HbIX BUJIOB CHIPhs M TEXHOJIOTUH HITH, K IPUMEPY, KOHCTPYK-
U JKUJIAL WK TTOTPe0aIbHBIX 00PSI0B, HAXOAAT CBOU OOBSICHEHUS
KaK pe3ysibTaT HPOSIBICHUS BHEIIHMX JIMOO BHYTPEHHUX (DAKTOPOB.
OOCyX/ICHHE CHCTEM COLMAIbHBIX KOMMYHHKAIIUN 10 CHX IO B OC-
HOBHOM COCPEIOTOYCHO Ha BOMIPOCAX MOSIBICHHS M PACTIPOCTPAHCHHUS
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OTIPEJICIICHHBIX TUIIOB KAMEHHBIX M KOCTSHBIX apTe(akToOB U KEPAMH-
KW, B 0COOCHHOCTH Ha HaXOJIKaX apTe(PaKTOB M3 DK30THUIECKUX BUIOB
CBIPBSI, HAI[PUMEP KPEMHS, SHTapsi, MeTary(a, M B JIECHOW 30HE
Bocrounoii EBporst (Zhilin, 2003; Tarasov, Kriiska, 2011; Nordqvist,
Herva, 2013; Kriiska, 2015). [losiBnenue, yBeanueHHEe UM yMEHbIIIE-
HHE TMPHUCYTCTBUSA B KOMIUIEKCAX M3ACIUNA U3 DK30TUUCCKUX MaTepH-
aJIOB ¥ HEKOTOPBIX OTICIBHBIX KYJIBTYPHBIX OCOOECHHOCTEH paccma-
TPHUBAIOTCS KaK MPU3HAKW M3MEHEHUH (XapakTep KOTOPhIX 4acTo He
KOHKPETU3UPYETCs) B CHCTEMaX COLUAIBHBIX KOMMYHUKAIIUH, XOTA
OTCYTCTBUE ONPEACICHHBIX KYIBTYPHBIX YEPT MOXKET OBITh CTOJb K
MOKa3aTeabHO, KaK M UX HaJIU4HUE.

B mocnennee BpeMs eCTECTBEHHOHAYYHBIC METOJIBI TTAJICOTCHETH-
KU ¥ aHAJIN3a CTA0MIIBHBIX N30TOIOB TIO3BOJIMIIHN TTOJTYYUTh HOBBIE Ma-
TepHabI sl U3ydeHHs JaHHOM pobieMaTiku (M., Harpumep: Torv,
2016; Jones et al., 2017). OCHOBHBIM Te€M HE MEHEE OCTAeTCs BOIPOC,
KaKKe MPUYUHBI OMPEICIISIIOT (DOPMUPOBAHUE, U3MEHEHUE U pacmajl
CHCTEM COIHAIBbHBIX KOMMYHUKaIMi? Kak ocobeHHOCTH cHCTeM Co-
[AATEHBIX KOMMYHUKAIIMKA MTPONIIOTO TPOSBIISIOTCS B apXeoJoTHde-
cknx Marepuanax? Jlo kakoi crerneHd B MEHCTBUTEIHLHOCTH apXeo-
JIOTUYECKUE KOJUIEKLUHU OTPAKaI0T PUPOAY COLUATBHBIX KOHTAKTOB?
Hackoipko MOOHMIBHOCTE COOTHOCHTCSI C CHCTEMaMH COILMAIbHBIX
KOMMYHHKAIIU ¥ HACKOJBKO MUTPAIMU U U3OJSIUS MPOSBISIOTCS
B apXEOJIOTMUECKUX MaTepuanax?

Bromusbrii moknan Ha cekuu «CHCTEMBI CONUANBHBIX KOMMYHH-
KAl B ME30JIUTE — HEOJINTE» TOCBSIICH 001eMy 0030py MTaHHOMH
TEMbl U PACCMOTPEHUI0 BO3MOXKHOCTEH MPOBEPKH METOAAMM €CTe-
CTBEHHBIX HayK 3aKJIF0UYCHHUI, OCHOBAHHBIX Ha PE3yIbTAaTaX U3yUEHUS
MaTepHUAIbHON KyJIbTYPBHI.
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