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Between East and West: Archaeology in the New 
Eastern Europe 

Peter Bogucki  1 

The collapse of Communism in eastern Europe has led to significant changes 
in the research climate for archaeology. Traditional sources of funds have 
evaporated while others are becoming available. Personnel have changed and 
many institutions find themselves in a precarious position. Nonetheless, 
archaeological research has continued throughout the waning days of  the 
People's Democracies and into the new era of  market economies. This article 
surveys the state of  archaeological research in eastern Europe between the Elbe 
and the Pripet Marshes and between the Baltic and the Adriatic during the 
late 1980s and early 1990s. 
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INTRODUCTION: ARCHAEOLOGY IN A NEW WORLD 

My assignment for this journal is to cover archaeological develop- 
ments in a swath of Europe reaching from the Baltic to the Adriatic and 
from the Elbe and Danube to the Pripet Marshes and the Black Sea. This 
is a region that used to be called "Eastern Europe" (capital "E" in "East- 
ern"), the "Land of People's Democracies," "behind the Iron Curtain," or 
the "Warsaw Pact + Yugoslavia." Indigenous archaeologists were linked 
by a common bond of working under suboptimal research conditions and 
limited opportunities for foreign travel. The "Western" archaeologists (gen- 
erally British and American) who carried out fieldwork in this region were 
united by their competence in exotic languages, a willingness to work under 
suboptimal research conditions, and a fascination with some of the most 

1Forbes College, Princeton University, Princeton, New Jersey 08544. 

145 

105%0161/93/0600-0145507.00/0 © 1993 Plenum Publishing Corporation 



146 Bogucki 

abundant and information-laden archaeological remains anywhere in the 
world. 

In culture-historical terms, as well as in 20th century political contexts, 
this region of "Eastern Europe" was an artificial entity, divided by many 
natural barriers and with lines of communication, such as the Danube, that 
cut through it at angles. During the Neolithic, for instance, the earliest 
farming settlements of Bulgaria have more in common with their Near 
Eastern antecedents than with subsequent developments in Poland, which 
in turn exhibit greater connections westward in Germany and the Nether- 
lands. Nonetheless, modern language barriers and pre-1989 political divi- 
sions led to a north-south sharing of research interests, among both 
indigenous and foreign archaeologists in eastern Europe. 

In the post-1989 world, it is now time to see the archaeology of east- 
ern Europe as part of an integrated European prehistory, just like that of 
the Iberian peninsula, the British Isles, or Scandinavia. The region of east- 
ern Europe is used here for convenience of coverage. The Elbe and 
Danube do not form significant ideological boundaries anymore; prehistoric 
peoples never viewed them as barriers. The Adriatic and Black Seas delimit 
the Balkan Peninsula to the east and west, but this region's distinctiveness 
from other parts of Mediterranean Europe should not be overstated. 

The political changes of 1989-1990 have altered conditions of archae- 
ological research considerably, both for the better and for the worse (Mili- 
sauskas, 1990). Overstaffed institutions are being forced to rationalize their 
payrolls. Funding for archaeological research from local and national 
authorities has become scarce. Due to fluctuations in currency, what had 
seemed like a large grant in 1989 was a pittance in 1990. Journals and 
monographs, which appeared irregularly in countries such as Poland in the 
late 1980s due to paper shortages, have now become expensive to produce 
and to purchase. Many have suspended or ceased publication. On the other 
hand, "doing business" is easier. Fuel for field vehicles and food for field 
crews can be purchased more readily. Rising unemployment has routed 
many able-bodied laborers to seasonal archaeological work. Telecommuni- 
cation via fax machine and electronic mail has linked hitherto-isolated re- 
search centers to the global scholarly community. 

Perhaps the most significant changes in many countries have been in 
terms of personnel. Although as a general rule, archaeology in Communist 
Europe was not as politicized as some other fields (e.g., history), there were 
certainly any number of individuals in leadership positions who owed their 
jobs more to Party loyalty than to scholarly accomplishment, either by 
choice or by necessity. The decommunization of archaeology has taken dif- 
ferent forms in different countries. In places where there was relative free- 
dom of personal expression such as Poland and Hungary, the involvement 
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of the Party in archaeology was relatively subtle. Its vestiges have been 
removed largely by retirements and normal personnel turnover. Elsewhere, 
such as in Czechoslovakia and Bulgaria, the Party tended to be overtly 
involved in many aspects of scholarly life, and it was almost impossible to 
avoid some measure of interaction with the Party in order to remain active 
in the field and to advance professionally. A number of these countries 
have undertaken strict decommunization policies that ban former Party 
members from holding positions, which may have the effect of removing 
some individuals who were previously influential. The effect of this on the 
hierarchical structure of archaeological research in these countries, particu- 
larly in the Soviet-style "academies of science" that were established in the 
1940s and 1950s, will certainly be some measure of disorientation and dis- 
location of research programs. In some places, a younger cadre of archae- 
ologists, many with a broader perspective and a willingness to think in 
innovative ways, has been able to move forward. On the other hand, a 
scarcity of research and museum jobs will no doubt cause constriction of 
the field particularly on a regional level. 

Prior to 1989, the funding of archaeological research came largely 
from state money channeled through various agencies. With the post-1989 
transition to market economies, the money for scientific research is far 
scarcer, and new methods have arisen to compete for funds. In Poland, 
a new national funding agency, the Committee on Scientific Research 
(Komitet Badafi Naukowych; KBN), has established a competitive funding 
system for scientific research. Archaeology has been included in this pro- 
gram, despite the traditional location of the field in Poland among the 
"humanistic sciences," and a number of projects have received support. A 
similar organization has been established in Hungary. Elsewhere, there is 
a great eagerness to engage the interest of foreign archaeologists with ac- 
cess to outside funds in collaborative ventures. Although the level of foreign 
interest in eastern European archaeology was always high, recent changes 
have made the archaeological establishments of many countries even more 
open to the participation of outside archaeologists--provided they can 
bring their own money! Quid pro quo arrangements have also been re- 
ported, involving, for example, sponsorship of students in foreign universi- 
ties and the provision of computer equipment to eastern European 
institutions. 

As a foreign archaeologist working in Poland, I have found the new 
changes exciting yet sometimes disconcerting. A visitor to Eastern Europe 
in the mid-1980s observed that "life behind the Iron Curtain is like living 
with your parents forever--literally in some cases. There are a million do's 
and don'ts" (O'Rourke, 1988, p. 90). Relaxation of myriad Communist rules 
about foreign currency exchange has affected many aspects of a foreigner's 
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life there, making the logistics of archaeological research closer to what 
one might expect in the West. In 1989, when I wanted to buy gas for our 
field vehicle, I needed fuel vouchers issued only for hard currency. Other- 
wise, I needed either to get a Pole to buy gas for me or park around the 
corner and visit the gas station with a jerrycan. In 1990, I could pull into 
the station, pump the fuel myself, and pay with z/rotys. Money exchange in 
1988 meant extralegal dealings; in 1989, a visit to a newly legal but shady 
back-alley money changing operation; from 1990 onward, a routine visit to 
a bank. Younger colleagues who had chafed under better-connected elders 
have been able to improve their positions and have a greater impact on 
charting the course of scholarly research. While I do not want to generalize 
from personal and somewhat idiosyncratic experience, similar rapid devel- 
opments have probably occurred in other former Communist states as well. 

At the same time, life in the old Communist days had a gray regu- 
larity. One worked out a set of responses to a set of known and predictable 
environmental conditions. Limitations were clear, and expectations could 
be modest yet constant. The post-Communist developments in these coun- 
tries have introduced perturbations in the environment of archaeology, both 
within the field and in its dealings with external conditions, which will re- 
quire some period of adjustment. A Neolithic farmer with extraordinary 
longevity might be able to see some similarities to the transition from the 
Atlantic to the Subboreal ca. 5000 B.P.--a different kind of environment, 
of course, but an irresistible metaphor. The eventual outcome will be a 
stronger and more vigorous research climate, but in the short term uncer- 
tainty and stress will prevail. 

Tragically, in some parts of this region, notably parts of the former 
nation of Yugoslavia, archaeological research, sites, and museums are 
threatened by war and a breakdown of civil order. The museum in Vukovar 
in Croatia, for instance, which housed materials from the Copper Age tell 
at Vu6edol (Fig. 1) among other sites, was leveled in the Serbian siege of 
1991. Elsewhere, one worries about the looting of archaeological sites and 
museums to feed an emerging antiquities market, hints of which are seen 
in an article in the New York Times of March 15, 1992, entitled "East Euro- 
pean Antiquities Shed Light on a Hidden World . . . .  hidden," perhaps, from 
art dealers but certainly not from scholars. Bailey (1993) describes the 
emergence of an illicit trade of artifacts in Bulgaria. Bronze specimens from 
the Bronze and Iron Ages seem to have particular potential for collection. 
Previously, tight enforcement of national antiquities laws kept such behav- 
ior in check, but with borders now open and funds tight, one suspects that 
there will be more looting and trafficking in ill-gotten antiquities in years 
to come. 
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Fig. 1. Map of Eastern Europe with political divisions as of January 1, 1993, and lo- 
cations of sites, modern towns, and other localities mentioned in the text. The numeri- 
cal order follows the sequence of occurrence in the text. (1) Vu6edol; (2) Iwanowice; 
(3) Biskupin, Sobiejuchy, Izdebno, Jankowo; (4) Bilzingsleben; (5) Strfinskg Skala; (6) 
Dolnl Vestonice; (7) Ob~azowa; (8) Schela Cladovei; (9) Friesack; (10) Tribsees; (11) 
D~by; (12) Alexandrdw; (13) D~tbki; (14) Blagotin; (15) Foeni; (16) Zollchow; (17) 
Selevae; (18) Opovo; (19) Ikr6ny; (20) Zar2yca; (21) By/any; (22) Odonki, Brzegd Ku- 
jawski; (23) Krzemionki; (24) Mseck6 Zehrovice; (25) Jakuszowice; (26) Jegliniec; (27) 
Tiszapolg~ir-Cz6szhalom; (28)L~g Piekarski. K, Krakgw; L, Liwiec River; N, Nitra; Sz, 
Szeged; T, Torufi; Z, Znojmo. 
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What to call this new world? "Eastern Europe" now seems a bit of 
a misnomer, since the vast expanse of European Russia, Belarus, Ukraine, 
the Baltic Republics and Moldova remains farther to the east. Moreover, 
many inhabitants of these countries never really considered themselves 
"eastern" and looked west culturally and intellectually. As a Polish col- 
league told me last year, "Eastern Europe now starts on the Bug (River)." 
"Central Europe," on the other hand, is linked to the Germanic concept 
of Mitteleuropa, encompassing Germany, Austria, Switzerland, and perhaps 
Hungary. Where does that leave Poland, the Czech lands, Slovakia, and 
the countries of southeastern Europe? "East-central Europe" works for the 
northern tier. The term "Balkan" evokes mixed emotions, but "the Balkan 
Peninsula" seems properly parallel to "the Iberian Peninsula." Coming to 
grips with geographical nomenclature will be but one aspect of adjustments 
to be made in the coming decade. 

KEY ISSUES IN THE ARCHAEOLOGY OF EASTERN EUROPE 

The following is a highly selective and somewhat idiosyncratic outline 
of the major research questions in eastern European archaeology that is 
intended as a guide for the section on current research that follows. It is 
not meant to be exhaustive but rather to provide a way for the reader to 
relate the ongoing research in eastern Europe to issues that confront ar- 
chaeologists elsewhere in the world. 

Paleo l i th ic  

Stone Age research has been a field that has great antiquity in eastern 
Europe, having begun as in western Europe in the early nineteenth century. 
The upland zones of eastern Europe, from the Dinaric Alps and the Car- 
pathians in the south to the travertine formations of the Elbe and Danube 
drainages in the north, harbor traces of Paleolithic settlement. A funda- 
mental problem is the establishment of the earliest human occupation of 
this area by representatives of the species Homo erectus with their Lower 
Paleolithic tool assemblages. An even greater issue, however, is the poten- 
tial research role that eastern Europe can play in examining the transition 
from Homo erectus to Homo sapiens, Data from this region, particularly 
from the Balkan peninsula, may have considerable relevance to the current 
debate in palaeoanthropology between the in situ evolution and the "out- 
of-Africa" hypotheses for the origin of Homo sapiens. 
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Paleolithic research in eastern Europe is routinely conducted within 
a multidisciplinary framework of Quaternary studies. Scholars in this field 
tend to be more "international" in their outlook than many who work on 
later periods. In the Middle and Upper Paleolithic, in particular, there are 
a number of open sites, in contrast to the rock-shelter and cave sites that 
have been dominated Paleolithic research elsewhere in Europe. Lithic raw 
material sourcing studies are emerging as particularly important ways to 
approach late Pleistocene life in the area (e.g., Svoboda, 1984; Oliva, 1991). 

In some parts of eastern Europe, there is a great deal of data on the 
transition from the adaptations of the Weichsel glaciation to the estab- 
lishment of postglacial environmental conditions. This so-called epi-Paleo- 
lithic or "final Paleolithic" has great potential for the examination of the 
origins of postglacial foraging groups in areas such as the Carpathian basin 
and the North European  Plain (e.g., papers in Burdukiewicz and 
Kobusiewicz, 1987; Bower and Kobusiewicz, 1988). 

Mesolithic 

The study of post-Pleistocene adaptations in eastern Europe has 
steadily grown in the last 30 years. In some areas, such as the Hungarian 
Plain, data on Mesolithic foragers are still scarce, but elsewhere numerous 
sites have been found. Mesolithic studies in eastern Europe, in surprising 
contrast to the research on the Paleolithic, have been dominated by a ty- 
pological and culture-historical approach, which has hindered their devel- 
opment. This situation is perhaps an artifact of the earlier position of this 
period as an orphan child between the Paleolithic and the Neolithic, with 
a concomitant lack of institutional research interest. Perspectives are chang- 
ing, however, and interest in this period should continue to grow, with set- 
t lement patterns and subsistence emerging as important issues (e.g., 
Keiling, 1985; Vencl, 1991). 

Neolithic 

Eastern Europe has traditionally been a focus of Neolithic research. 
The work of V. Gordon Childe early in this century did much to bring the 
Danubian cultural sequence into the consciousness of world prehistory. As 
in other parts of Europe, Neolithic (and later) studies have been framed 
in terms of the interaction of various "cultures" defined on the basis of 
pottery styles. The widespread use of radiocarbon dating has ended many 
of the typology-based chronological debates of the mid-twentieth century, 
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and in recent years, the Neolithic record of eastern Europe has provided 
the data with which to investigate a range of process-oriented issues. 

These issues include the study of the first farmers of Europe, since 
one pathway for the introduction of agriculture based on Near Eastern cul- 
tigens and livestock was through the Balkans, up the Danube valley, and 
eventually north along the Elbe, Oder, and Vistula. One key problem is 
somehow to differentiate between colonization by agricultural peoples and 
the adoption of food production by indigenous foragers. The question of 
forager-farmer interaction is very significant in areas such as the Danube 
Gorges on the Romanian-Serbian border and the North European Plain 
in norther Poland and Germany (e.g., Chapman, 1989; Bogucki, 1987; 
Prinz, 1987; Voytek and Tringham, 1989; Zvelebil and Dolukhanov, 1991). 

Important issues in the study of early farming in southeastern and 
east-central Europe include the refinement of regional sequences, the re- 
construction of subsistence economics, and the study of changing settlement 
patterns and site organization. In the late 1980s and early 1990s a number 
of studies appeared that addressed these issues (e.g., Srejovid, 1988; Man- 
son, 1990; Milisauskas and Kruk, 1989, Chapman and Muller, 1990; Neus- 
tupn)I, 1991; Kuna, 1991; Raczkowski, 1991; Bogucki and Grygiel, 1993). 
A number of large sites, some of which were excavated in the 1950s, 1960s, 
and 1970s, have also been published in recent years (e.g., McPherron and 
Srejovid, 1988; Milisauskas, 1986a; Pavlfi et al., 1987; Heger and Hiller, 
1989). 

Another important topic in which data from the eastern European 
Neolithic have played a role has been in the emergence of social and eco- 
nomic complexity between ca. 6000 and 4000 B.P. Large, internally organ- 
ized sites appear in the eastern Balkans at this time (e.g., Todorova, 1986, 
1989) and there is a great elaboration in symbolic behavior expressed in 
figurines across this region (e.g., Bailey, 1990). Mortuary remains also as- 
sume increased importance (e.g., Meisenheimer, 1989; Panajotov, 1989; 
Nogaj-Chachaj, 1991). Many of the data used to infer the intensified use 
of animal resources during this period come from east-central and south- 
eastern Europe (e.g., Greenfield, 1988; Milisauskas and Kruk, 1991). In 
Poland, the trade in exotic raw materials, particularly different types of 
flint, is especially pronounced at this time (Borkowski, 1991). Copper from 
Carpathian sources began to be used first in the Balkans and later in north- 
central Europe (e.g., Gumifiski, 1987). Settlement expanded into zones that 
had not been previously settled by Neolithic farmers (e.g., Valde-Nowak, 
1988). 

Recently, there has been a growing trend in this region to examine 
prehistoric households as loci of social and economic behavior and the units 
among which differential access to status, power, and wealth first occurs. 
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The architectural remains of recurring complexes of domestic features, 
which might be called "household clusters" in other parts of the world, 
make the household analytical approach particularly attractive (Tringham, 
1991). As Hodder (1990) points out, Neolithic archaeology in central and 
southeastern Europe is settlement archaeology. The household approach 
provides a useful way to analyze large, complex residential sites (e.g., Gry- 
giel, 1986), along with permitting detailed glimpses of domestic production 
activities (e.g., Grygiel and Bogucki, 1990). 

Another important new dimension of the period between 6000 and 
4000 B.P. in east-central Europe is the discovery of large numbers of sites 
demarcated by earthworks (e.g., Nemejcovfi-Pavfikovfi, 1986; Pavfk, 1991). 
These sites, many of which are concentrated in Slovakia and the Czech 
Lands, often have circular earthworks up to 160 m in diameter enclosing 
settlement remains. The common interpretation is that the earthworks 
served as fortifications. Other sites without houses or domestic rubbish pits 
are called "rondels," whose function is unclear. This parallels a trend seen 
in the Neolithic of west-central Europe as larger areas are excavated be- 
yond the primary concentrations of domestic refuse and features. 

Bronze Age 

In contrast to the Neolithic case, Bronze Age archaeology in eastern 
Europe has long been focused on mortuary remains, some of which are 
quite spectacular (e.g., Kitov et aL, 1991). Elaborate typological schemes, 
not only of pottery but also of metal artifacts, have been developed. Ra- 
diocarbon dating has helped to anchor some previously floating sequences 
(e.g., Bankoff and Winter, 1990; O'Shea, 1991), particularly during the tran- 
sition from the Late Neolithic/Copper Age to the Early Bronze Age. Al- 
though some attempts have been made to infer social distinctions from 
mortuary remains, there is much work to be done in integrating these data 
with information on substance and settlement. Some beginnings have been 
made in this direction (e.g., Furmfinek, 1990; Kadrow, 1991a, b). Kadrow's 
study of an early Bronze Age site at Iwanowice, excavated by the Polish 
Academy of Sciences and the State University of New York at Buffalo, 
represents one of the first full spatial analyses of a Bronze Age settlement 
in central Europe. One major research question lies in the understanding 
of the transition from the Neolithic or Chalcolithic (or Copper Age, as the 
copper-using terminal Neolithic cultures are sometimes called) to the 
Bronze Age, particularly the elaborate Early Bronze Age mortuary finds 
such as the On6tice culture. The Middle Bronze Age shift in inhumation 
to cremation burial (Klosifiska, 1991) is accompanied by other significant 
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developments, such as the construction of mortuary buildings over certain 
graves (Gedl, 1984). In southeastern Europe, the existence of large strati- 
fied sites begs for study of local patterns of resource use and exchange. 
On the North European Plain, where the fortified waterlogged settlement 
of Biskupin has been known since the 1930s, the existence of similar sites 
such as Sobiejuchy, Izdebno, and Jankowo, with preserved wooden houses 
and ramparts, demands interpretation of their development and eventual 
abandonment (Ostoja-Zag6rski, 1989). 

Iron Age and After 

Many of the research challenges presented by the Bronze Age in east- 
ern Europe apply equally to the Iron Age, particularly the need to examine 
settlement remains to complement the long-standing focus on burials. Tech- 
nology is emerging as a major research theme for the first millennium B.C. 
(e.g., Romsauer, 1991). An additional research frontier in this period is the 
question of the rise of the town and urbanism, particularly in central Europe 
(Wells, 1984), as well as incipient state formation in southeastern Europe, 
for instance, in Thracia and Dacia along the lower Danube. The Roman 
frontier cuts across east-central Europe, with areas to the south of it even- 
tually incorporated into the Roman empire and with areas to the north fall- 
ing under varying degrees of Roman social and economic influence. 

In the first millennium A.D., the issue of state formation presents 
itself again, this time in east-central Europe in Moravia, Bohemia, and Po- 
land. Complex chiefdoms of the first centuries A.D., as reflected in the 
burials at ~ g  Piekarski in Poland and elsewhere, give way to urban states 
in the ninth and tenth centuries. The research focus tends to be on eth- 
nohistory and culture history (e.g., Parczewski, 1991; Pieta, 1991), without 
much theoretical discussion of the processes of state formation as has taken 
place in Mesoamerican and Near Eastern archaeology. Settlement patterns 
are beginning to receive greater attention however (e.g., Klfipgt~, 1991; 
Meduna and Cernfi, 1991). It would be very interesting to examine central 
European cases, known both archaeologically and ethnohistorically, in light 
of the models proposed for other parts of the world. Along the Baltic, 
trading emporia provide another element of economic complexity (Jago- 
dziflski, 1991). 

This brief excursion through some of the central research issues has 
been very cursory and idiosyncratic. The author apologizes for any major 
oversights and gaps, as well as any unintended bias toward his own research 
province in the northern part of this zone. Two important points need to 
be made: (1) the archaeological data from eastern Europe are indeed rich, 
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and (2) the questions that can be addressed in this region have relevance 
to anthropological archaeology on a global scale. 

CURRENT ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESEARCH 

Based on the above outline, this section highlights some significant 
ongoing research in this region. Again, the coverage is selective and per- 
sonal, based on information available to the author. The last major review 
of the archaeology in this area by Sarunas Milisauskas appeared in Ameri -  
can Antiquity in 1986. That year, then, is taken as the baseline for the lit- 
erature cited in this review. In some places research may have begun on 
a particular topic somewhat earlier. 

Paleolithic 

Paleolithic research continued in eastern Europe through the 1980s. 
A particular focus was on the sites associated with the 1974 H o m o  erectus 
find at Bilzingsleben in eastern Germany. The Bilzingsleben find is dated 
between 350,000 and 300,000 B.P. (Mania, 1989), and considerable research 
has been devoted to the reconstruction of the prehistoric environment and 
the subsistence economy associated with the find. 

Upper Paleolithic research in the Czech lands and Hungary has con- 
tinued throughout the late 1980s and early 1990s. Of particular importance 
has been the excavation of several sites at Strfinskfi Skfila (Svoboda, 1991), 
where important stratigraphic and archaeological evidence from ca. 40,000 
B.P. through the late Glacial period has been recovered. There have also 
been additional specimens added to the series of Upper Paleolithic skeletal 
materials from Dolnf Vestonice (Bahn, 1988; Klfma, 1990), along with new 
data on fired clay technology (Vandiver, 1989). Viola Dobosi of the Hun- 
garian National Museum has investigated a series of late Gravettian camp- 
sites on Pleistocene terraces along the Danube. 

Pawe4 Valde-Nowak continued his research on Paleolithic sites in the 
Polish Carpathians in 1992, which had already been going on for more 
than a decade (Valde-Nowak, 1991). This work has revealed numerous 
traces of Stone Age settlement in an area where virtually none had been 
recorded previously. Obfazowa Cave has both Middle and Upper Paleo- 
lithic deposits. Perhaps its most significant find was a carved mammoth 
tusk interpreted as a boomerang in a Gravettian layer (Valde-Nowak et 
al., 1987). In the Krak6w-Cz~stochowa upland, Krzysztof Cyrek of the Mu- 
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seum of Archaeology and Ethnography in L6d~. continues his research on 
cave sites. 

On the lowlands of the North European Plain, Final Paleolithic sites 
have been studied since 1984 by a collaborative research program between 
Iowa State University (John Bower) and the Institute of the History of 
Material Culture in Poznan (Micha~ Kobusiewicz). This program has a bi- 
continental comparative perspective in that alternating seasons were spent 
in Poland and Iowa, excavating sites with broadly comparable adaptations 
(Bower and Kobusiewicz, 1988). 

Mesol i th ic  

There has been increased interest in the Mesolithic of eastern Europe 
during the 1980s. In Romania, annual excavations at Schela Cladovei were 
resumed in 1982, with great potential for expanding our knowledge of the 
complex foraging adaptation in the Danube Gorges seen also at the Serbian 
sites of Lepenski Vir and Vlasac (Boroneant, 1990). Several new burials 
have provided additional information on the mortuary behavior of the in- 
habitants of these sites---skeletons in a variety of positions, traces of red 
ocher--which will add to the corpus of data on Mesolithic burials emerging 
all over Europe. 

In northeastern Germany, the important early Mesolithic site at Frie- 
sack located northwest of Berlin has provided important new information 
on Boreal period adaptations (Gramsch and Kloss, 1989). The site was wa- 
terlogged; in addition to an extensive assemblage of chipped stone and a 
large faunal collection, wood, bark, and plant fiber artifacts were found. 
Farther north another early Mesolithic site at Tribsees near Stralsund has 
yielded a number of antler artifacts (Keiling, 1985). A controversial late 
Mesolithic site at D~by in north-central Poland has yielded a small faunal 
assemblage, with several bones alleged to be those of domestic sheep and 
goat well in advance of the appearance of local Neolithic settlements 
(Domafiska, 1989). At Alexandr6w near L6d~, Ewa Niesio(owska of the 
Museum of Archaeology and Ethnography in ,L6d~ has been investigating 
a complex of Mesolithic settlements. 

On the Polish Baltic coast, seven excavation seasons between 1978 
and 1986 at the site of D~bki have revealed a lakeside settlement with 
ceramic and stone that resembles in many respects the ErtebNle culture 
of the west Baltic zone (Ilkiewicz, 1989). D~bki has been the subject of 
extensive paleoenvironmental research; a large faunal sample includes 20 
species of mammals, 15 bird species, 13 fish taxa, and 1 reptile. Radiocar- 
bon dates place the site between 6300 and 5200 B.P. Although currently 
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only 1.5 km from the coast, D~,bki would have been an inland site during 
the Atlantic period; subsequent marine transgressions have moved the 
coastline much closer to it. D~bki is the first ErtebNle-like site found in 
Poland; despite the probable obliteration of many coastal sites, there are 
probably more to be found in the current littoral zone along the southern 
Baltic and, perhaps, submerged offshore as well. 

Neolithic 

The Neolithic of eastern Europe has seen considerable research 
through the 1980s and early 1990s. New light has been shed on the earliest 
farmers throughout the region. At the southern end, Haskel Greenfield of 
the University of Manitoba has collaborated with Serbian and Romanian 
archaeologists in the investigation of new settlements of the Star6evo cul- 
ture at Blagotin (Serbia) and Foeni (Romania). At the northern end, con- 
siderable work was done during the 1980s in extending the frontier of early 
Neolithic settlement northward on the North European Plain. In north- 
eastern Germany, the Linear Pottery site of Zollchow near Prenzlau has 
provided a good corpus of ceramics, flint tools, and faunal remains (Heuss- 
ner, 1989). In the area north of the city of Torufi in north-central Poland, 
only a handful of Neolithic sites were known prior to 1980. Since then, 
several hundred have been discovered, largely by archaeologists from 
Mikofaj Kopernik University and the Regional Museum in Torufi and the 
Grudziadz Museum, including a number that belong to the Linear Pottery 
culture (Kirkowski, 1987). Radiocarbon dates place these sites as contem- 
poraneous with early Linear Pottery settlements of the loess belt of central 
Europe, so they cannot simply be regarded as a late extension of settlement 
in the lowland zone (Kirkowski, 1990). 

Research on Middle and Late Neolithic settlements (including those 
of the so-called "Copper Age") is probably one of the most active areas 
in eastern European archaeology. In Serbia, following on the heels of the 
important excavations at Selevac in the late 1970s (Tringham and Krsti~, 
1990), collaborative and interdisciplinary research took place at Opovo in 
the Voivodina region (Tringham and Bruckner, 1985; Tringham et al., 
1992). Selevac and Opovo are both Vin6a culture sites, but they reflect 
very different kinds of adaptations. In neighboring Croatia, excavations 
took place between 1984 and 1991 at the Vu6edol mound with its important 
sequence of Copper Age settlement. 

To the north in Hungary, a series of Last Neolithic sites in the upper 
Tisza valley has been thoroughly excavated and reported in preliminary 
form (Raczky, 1987). Recently, Raczky has continued excavations at 
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Tiszapolgfir-Cs6szhalom on the edge of the Hungarian Plain. These sites 
have yielded important architectural evidence for the study of settlement 
patterning. Farther south in the Tisza valley, near the city of Szeged, Ferenc 
Horvfith of the M6ra Ferenc Museum has investigated a Neolithic tell site, 
with well-preserved architectural remains. Construction of the Vienna-Bu- 
dapest highway has led to the investigation of a large Copper Age settle- 
ment at Ikr6ny under the direction of Andrfis Figler, which has provided 
yet more data on prehistoric structures. 

From roughly the same period, a series of sites with ditched enclo- 
sures of the Lengyel culture has recently come to light in Moravia and 
Slovakia near the towns of Znojmo and Nitra (Podborsk~, 1988; Pavfik, 
1991). A similar Lengyel earthwork has also been identified in southwest 
Poland at Zar~ca  (Prus and Wojciechowski, 1990), and in 1991 and 1992 
Magdalena Midgley excavated such a site at Bylany in Bohemia. The func- 
tion of these "rondels," as they are generically known, is unclear, but both 
defensive and symbolic purposes have been suggested. 

Beginning in 1989, excavations have taken place annually at the Neo- 
lithic settlement at Ost'onki (Fig. 2) under the direction of the author and 
Dr. Ryszard Grygiel, now director of the Museum of Archaeology and Eth- 
nography in Z6d£. In 1989 and 1990 the Odonki excavations were sup- 
p o r t e d  by the Nat iona l  Geograph ic  Society,  and in 1991 by the 
Wenner-Gren Foundation for Anthropological Research. Beginning in 
1992, the Ostonki excavations will be supported by the Komitet Badafi 
Naukowych (KBN). The site at Os~onki was located in 1985 by Dr. Grygiel 
as part of the Archeologiczne Zdj~cia Polski (AZP) survey program. Ex- 
cavations have revealed traces of a large settlement of the Lengyel Culture, 
ca. 5500-5300 B.P., with over a dozen trapezoidal longhouses and nearly 
70 graves so far. Excavations in 1992 revealed traces of a ditch and palisade 
enclosure. Contemporaneous with the site at Brzeg6 Kujawski located 8 
km to the east, the settlement at Ost'onki reflects an agricultural economy 
and the intensive use of the local landscape. A peat bog adjacent to the 
site holds great potential for palaeoenvironmental reconstruction. 

Elsewhere in Poland, Andrzej Pelisiak of the Museum of Archaeology 
and Ethnography in E6d~ is investigating Neolithic flint workshops in the 
Krak6w-Cz~stochowa upland, while the State Archaeological Museum in 
Warsaw has continued its research on flint mines at Krzemionki. 

Bronze Age and Later 

The number of excavations of later prehistoric sites increases steadily 
from the Bronze Age onward. Sites from these periods are more broadly 
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Fig. 2. Neolithic longhouses at Osl'onki during 1991 excavations. The length of the long- 
house is 23 m. Photo by WXadygaw Pohorecki. 

distributed, have greater archaeological "visibility," and, in many cases, are 
not complicated to excavate. For instance, in Poland and eastern Germany,  
vast numbers of Late Bronze Age cremation cemeteries of the Lusatian 
culture are known, and each year more come to light during construction 
and agricultural work. There are also many more prehistoric settlements 
coming to light from the Bronze Age (e.g., Piekalski, 1988). 

In southeastern Hungary, a collaborative project has been under  way 
since 1987 involving John O'Shea of the University of Michigan and re- 
searchers from the M6ra Ferenc Museum in Szeged in the investigation of 
Early Bronze Age settlements (O'Shea, 1991). A set of reports published 
in parallel in Hungary and the United States is due to appear shortly, and 



160 Bogucki 

plans call for the integration of the settlement data with regional survey 
results. 

Beginning in 1982 and continuing through much of the 1980s, a joint 

research program involving the University of Durham and the Poznafi 
branch of the Institute of History of Material Culture carried out research 
at the fortified site of the Lusatian culture at Sobiejuchy in northwestern 
Poland (Ostoja-Zag6rski, 1989). The site at Sobiejuchy is similar to the well- 
known preserved wooden settlement at Biskupin, located several kilometers 
to the south. The Sobiejuchy research is conducted within a theoretical 
framework that emphasizes human ecology and palaeodemography, an un- 
usual contrast to the standard typological-chronological approach. 

Elsewhere, well-known sites have been revisited. There is a perma- 
nent archaeological station at Biskupin in Poland, for instance, that con- 
ducts some excavations almost annually. In Bohemia, the Celtic site of 
M~eck6 ~ehrovice, source of the well-known stone head that illustrates 
many books on the Iron Age (Megaw, 1988), has been the scene of addi- 
tional excavations through much of the 1980s (Venclovfi, 1989). 

In southern Poland, excavations since 1982 at the multiperiod settle- 
ment at Jakuszowice have yielded considerable data on the Early Bronze 
Age (G6rski, 1991) and LaT6ne through Roman Iron Age (God, rowski, 
1991). The Roman period settlement has yielded the largest number of 
Roman coins known from a single site beyond the Roman frontier, a wealth 
of subsistence data, and information on metallurgical production that par- 
allels that seen at sites in west-central Europe such as Kelheim. Metallur- 
gical production is also an important focus of research during the 1980s in 
southeastern Europe, especially in Slovenia (Ter~an, 1990). 

In northeastern Poland, excavations between 1984 and 1990 at the 
Jegliniec hill fort have revealed a settlement of the Jatvingian culture from 
the first millennium A.D. with rich metal finds (Iwanowska, 1991). A bit 
to the south, in the drainage of the Liwiec river, about 100 km east of 
Warsaw, only about 40 sites from the tenth to thirteenth centuries A.D. 
were known prior to 1980. Now 360 new sites have been identified, most 
by the Department of Archaeology at the University of Warsaw. Although 
this area lay on the edge of the early Polish state, these new discoveries 
have considerable research potential in an analytical framework that studies 
core-periphery relationships. 

CONCLUSION 

Archaeology in east-central and southeastern Europe continues in 
varying degrees of intensity, except in the Balkan war zones. Increased op- 
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portunities for foreign travel and the new possibilities for telecommunica- 
tion (even letters take only a few days from the United States now) will 
mean increased interaction with the global archaeological community and 
the introduction of new methods and interpretive frameworks. There is also 
urgency in the archaeology of this region, as development and improve- 
ments to infrastructure, particularly highways, will threaten sites (e.g., 
Cernfi, 1987). While the transition will be difficult, the results by the end 
of the 1990s should be flourishing national programs of archaeological re- 
search and publication in most countries. 
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