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Editor's ForewordThe Trzinie Culture, Trzinie Cultural Cirle and Trzinie Horizon are thenames of a ultural area in the borderland of Western and Eastern Europe atthe 2nd millenium BC. For over half a entury a disussion has been going onover the taxonomi identi�ation (hronologial and spatial) and geneti and ethniinterpretation of this ultural unit.In the debate, the 1980's and 1990's mark a signi�ant ognitive turn ausedby the growth of the orpus of soures, the use of systemati methods for the studyof mobile soures and the proliferation of regional 14C datings.The present volume of "Balti-Ponti Studies" is an attempt to register thisbreakthrough and a proposal for a new �tting of the Trzinie phenomenon intothe synthesis of Early Bronze Age Europe. The reords inlude rudiments of newregional systematizations, foundations of their hronologies based on radioarbondatings and a disussion of the mehanisms of soio-ultural hanges whih gaverise to the Trzinie ultural area and later ontributed to its disintegration.A long-term intention of this volume giving a multifaeted view of the e�etsof the said ognitive breakthrough is to enourage a areful srutiny of the deve-lopment mehanisms of the European Early Bronze Age Civilization, in partiularthe role played in them by the soieties inhabiting the drainages of the Balti andPonti Seas.



Editorial omment1. All dates in the B-PS are alibrated [see: Radioarbon vol.28, 1986, and thenext volumes℄. Deviations from this rule will be point out in notes.2. The names of the arhaeologial ultures (espeially from the territory ofthe Ukraine) are standarized aording to the English literature on the subjet [e.g.Mallory 1989℄. In the ase of a new term, the author's original name has beenretained.3. The plae names loated in the Ukraine have been transliterat from theversions suggested by the author (i.e. from the Belorussian, Ukrainian, Polish orRussian originals).



Balti-Ponti Studiesvol. 6: 1998, 190-202PL ISSN 1231-0344Aleksander Ko±ko, Vitor I. Klohko\TRZCINIEC" | BORDERLAND OF EARLY BRONZECIVILIZATIONS OF EASTERN AND WESTERN EUROPE?Among many ontroversial issues brought forth by the taxonomi image of\Trzinie" outlined in the works of A. Gardawski and his methodologial sues-sors topogeneti arguments in favor of this hypothetial ommuniation ommunity(in the quoted works alled a set of \tribes") [Gardawski 1959℄ are espeially onspi-uous. The ommunity supposedly oupied an extensive territory from the drainageof the Oder in the west to the drainage of the Desna in the east, possibly exten-ding to the Urals [Berezanskaya 1972:190 | a maximalist view; f. an opposingpoint of view: Artemenko 1987℄. In our opinion suh arguments should inlude (1)a doumentation of the geneti bakground of the development of a system of ul-tural pattern irulation within the said territory as well as (2) an indiation of thegenerators of its hypothetial periodial stabilization (\ethnization"). We are goingto devote some spae to these issues by drawing a general framework for disus-sion. The adopted point of view makes us pereive some taxonomi units rather asa reetion of real hanges, whih, in turn, justi�es a di�erent use of suh termsas \Trzinie Culture" (f. working term \Trzinie") or \Early Bronze" (f. \EarlyBronze Age Civilizations").1. THE SO-CALLED BORDERLAND COMMUNITY AS \TRZCINIEC'S"GENETIC BACKGROUNDIn the traditional piture of the early agrarian Europe, spei�ally of its plainor taiga overed expanses between the Oder and Desna | prior to the emergeneof \Trzinie" | a lear ultural division was observed running along the so-al-led Bug and Dniester physiographi borderline [Ko±ko 1981℄. Areas lying to thewest of this line were exploited by Neolithi ommunities representing the Bal-



191kan-Central-European ultural provine, whereas territories east of the line werehome for sub-Neolithi ommunities assoiated with the provine of forest-East-Eu-ropean ultures. Hene, it an be onluded that an assumption was made abouttwo di�erent systems of ultural information irulation in existene in this zone.The two systems stemmed from di�erent | also topogenetially | traditions ofthe reeption of early agrarian ivilizational experiene. Consequently, the outlinedultural bakground did not justify a later development, at the outset of the 2ndmillennium BC, of a marospatial synthesis of \Trzinie". It must be added that,faing inadequate auray of synhronization of the Bronze Age systematizationsin the athment areas of the Ponti and Balti seas and a lak of relevant 14Cdatings of early \Trzinie" materials [f. Kovalyukh et al., Absolute (Radioarbon)Chronology. . . , in this volume℄, the question of the development of the synthesisould not be solved in a methodologially satisfying manner.The seeds of revision of the piture of history ommented above an be seenin the development of researh into the Comb-like and Stroked range of the ForestEast European Provine. This is espeially true for the western group of the range[Telegin 1968:223℄, spei�ally the Nemen Culture (NC) and in part the Kiev-Volhy-nia group of the Dnieper-Donets Culture (D-DC) [Cherniavskiy 1979; Isaenko 1976;Telegin 1968℄. It was there that, beginning from the late 1970's, a horizon (phasesII and espeially III of NC) of a strong inuene of \western" ultures was distin-guished. By \western" ultures it is meant here mainly Balkan Central Europeanultures like Funnel Beaker (TRB) and later Globular Amphora (GAC) ones, Fig.1:6. In the works of P.M. Dolukhanov, V.P. Tretyakov [1979℄, M.M. Cherniavskiy[1979℄ and V.F. Isaenko [1976℄ one an �nd opinions that the development of theommunities of the western fringes of the indiated range underwent a onsidera-ble transformation due to the reeption of external patterns whih were genetiallyforeign. The watershed marking the beginnings of the said Oidentalization shouldbe dated on the basis of the ited lassi�ations by P.M. Dolukhanov, W. Tretyakovand V.F. Isayenko, who plaed it in the middle of the 4th millennium BC (fromphase IIB of the Neolithi in Polesie aording to V.F. Isaenko). In both ases,however, we deal with indiret dating, i.e. through the Central European sale ofTRB and GAC development. Our own observations [Ko±ko 1994; 1996℄ make usaept or even expand the interpretation.The aeptane refers to the degree of infusion of the materials of the So±niaphase of the NC with \Central European" patterns [Kempisty 1983:179℄. In fat,the state of synretization determined by E. Kempisty [1973℄ for the far-western(Vistula) branh of the NC | as the Linin type | an be found also in othermaterials of this taxon in the drainages of the Upper Nemen and Pripets Rivers(also our own observations of olletions held in Minsk). However, there are norelevant analytial studies of the intensity of this phenomenon, in relation to timeand spae, whih prevents us from drawing any spei� onlusions.
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F i g . 1. Western frontier of the East European taiga. Reeption ranges of Balkan-Central Europeanultural traditions. 1 - taiga limit (forest zone); 2 - settlement points of the Linear Pottery Culture inthe borderland of the taiga; 3 - hypothetial zone of the settlement penetration of the taiga interior bythe Linear Pottery Culture (Pskov region); 4 - regions of settlement penetration by the Funnel BeakerCulture; 5 - regions of settlement penetration by the Globular Amphora Culture; 6 - ultural units witha strong partiipation of Balkan-Central-European traditions (NC = Nemen Culture, K-VG D-DC =Kiev-Volhynia group of the Dnieper-Donets Culture).



193The expansion of the interpretation relates to the more reent studies of thevery origins of the western branh (\Vistula Dnieper Group") of the Comb-like andStroked sub-Neolithi. In the \lassi" interpretation its soures were traed to thesynthesis of the ultural traditions of the loal Mesolithi and the Southern Bug--Dniester Culture (BDC) [Telegin 1968:49; Danilenko 1969:189-190℄, in the result ofwhih a yle of early erami taxa was to ome into being, inluding the Dubihayand Sienhye-Sokoªówek types in the drainages of the Pripets and Vistula. Takinginto onsideration more reent assessments of aessibility of the Linear PotteryCulture (LBK) to the taiga on the right bank of the Dnieper, it beomes justi�edto redue the role of the BDC in the proess [f. Ko±ko 1996℄, i.e. inluding theterritory in the framework of the Central European irulation of early agrarianultural patterns. By no means does it mean an obliteration of the eonomi andsoial peuliarity of the development of loal ommunities, namely their spei�\East European" manner of neolithization (Fig. 1:2).Keeping in mind what has been said above, it may be suggested that beginningalready from 5000 BC, i.e. from the LBK olonization of the western fringes of thetaiga or possibly oasional penetration of its interior, whih must have happenedsome time later [data from the Pskov region: studies by A.M. Miklayev and histeam, f. Ko±ko 1994; 1996℄ (Fig. 1:3), the area between the Vistula and Dnieperreveals germs of a ertain peuliar ultural ommunity. By reason of its loationat the Bug-Dniester frontier, the ommunity may be alled a \borderland ommu-nity". Arhaeologially more visible signs of this phenomenon ome only from theperiod after a 3600/3500 BC (f. earlier omments on the opinions of Belorus-sian and Russian researhers on the oidentalization of development of the NCand D-DC).2. \THE BORDERLAND COMMUNITY". AN OUTLINE OF THE INITIALPHASE OF DEVELOPMENT (PRE-TRZCINIEC STAGE: 3600/3500 | 1900 BC)In this stage two phases an be distinguished: (a) the oidentalization of theVistula-Dnieper branh of the Comb-like and Stroked ultural range and (b) two--way transformations of the ultural environments of the Central European Plainand the East European taiga. The division into the said phases was marked by thebeginning of a greater inux of NC soieties into territories west of the Vistula (i.e.after 3200/3100 BC).a. In the period 3600/3500 | 3200/3100 BC one an observe a proess of olo-nization of the western fringe of the taiga by the TRB (Fig. 1:4). This is partiularlylearly visible in the drainage of the Upper Pripets and to a lesser degree in the



194Nemen drainage. Taking into aount the fat that the TRB reahed the UpperBug about 3850/3700 BC, one an assume that soon afterwards (a 3600/3500 BC)it appeared west of the \Bug-Dniester frontier" reahing the drainage of the HorynRiver.There are no absolute datings available of TRB materials from the interior ofthe taiga (e.g. from the region of the Upper Pripets). Certain lues are provided bystylisti datings of soures from Zedmar and Dutka [Gumi«ski, Fiedorzuk 1988℄whih an be generally alled \Wiórek-type" (i.e. orresponding to the turn of phasesIIIB/IIIC in Kujawy around 3600/3500 BC).An assessment of the ivilizational e�ets of the settlement ativity has beenpresented in the quoted works by Russian and Belorussian sholars. This pituremay be expanded by identifying the whole NC as ulturally synreti soieties thatrelated in many respets to the Balkan-Central European traditions.In the same period, however, we do not observe any larger migrations in theopposite diretion, i.e. from the taiga into the drainages of the Vistula and Oder.We leave out, naturally, the borderland zone whih omprises the Warsaw Basinand Cheªmno Land, where the impat of \Comb-like and Stroked" soieties an beobserved relatively early [Kukawka 1991℄.b. The situation is hanged after 3200/3100 BC. TRB olonizers in the taiga aresubstituted by GAC soieties around that time [f. Szmyt 1996℄. The most reentstudies of the hronology of the said proess show that it took plae primarilybetween 2950 and 2350 BC. The GAC reahed as far as Smole«sk (2476±126 BC)and its impat an be easily observed in settlements in the taiga on the Dnieper(Middle Dnieper Culture), Fig. 1:5. At the same time, however, ertain \forest"typologial fators from the irle of the Vistula GAC show that some partiipants ofits \eastern exodus" returned to the areas of departure [Ko±ko 1990:316℄. A deeperunderstanding of these proesses may be of ruial importane for \ommunity"interpretations of the soieties of the Vistula-Dnieper range.Another ourse of ultural information ow from the west into the taiga invo-lved olonization by the irumbalti Corded Ware Culture (CWC), losely relatedto the traditions of the Single Grave Culture (SGC) or more preisely to a widelyhartered range where the impat of this group was felt [Ko±ko 1994; Czebreszuk1996:93�.℄. After 2900/2750 BC, a number of ultural systems from the drainages ofthe Nemen, Dvina, Upper Dnieper or even the Volga show many \orded" traits,traes of the soieties genetially related to the athment area of the south-westernBalti. The SGC may be assigned an important role of a generator of neolithization(Fig. 2).It is also from the \forest" zone of the drainages of the Dnieper, Nemen andDvina that olonization movements originated around the same time and movedwest overing the drainages of the Vistula and Oder. Primary examples of suhmovements are groups of the Comb-like and Stroked range (mainly NC) and, to a
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F i g . 2. East European movement diretions (arrows) of the representatives of the Single Grave Culture(aording to I.I. Artemenko).lesser degree, the somewhat later inux of Comb Culture soieties (Fig. 3). Theirpresene among Central European settlement environments bears far-reahing ul-ture-making onsequenes. This applies mainly to the GAC but also to the CWC.Their impat would inrease with the approah of the 2nd millennium BC. Featuresof migrants from the taiga have been reently reorded in ompat omplexes ofNeolithi settlements (e.g. in the blak-earth interior of the Kujawy Plateau: D¡-browa Biskupia 21, prov. of Bydgoszz, Opatowie 35, prov. of Wªoªawek: 2556±78



196
F i g . 3. Spatial relations of \Trzinie" (aording to S.S. Berezanskaya) and the range of ultureswith Comb-like and Stroked Pottery (NC = Nemen Culture; D-D+UDC = Dnieper-Donets and UpperDnieper Cultures).BC), whih shows that at least in the �eld of eonomy the migrants had lose on-tats with agrarian populations (presene of bones of domesti animals: Korzeznik6/7, prov. of Konin, Opatowie 35, prov. of Wªoªawek) [Olszewski 1987:66; Jó¹wiak1997℄.Less lear is the \western" impat of the soieties living in the borderland be-tween the taiga and forest-steppe, primarily of the Yamnaya Culture (YC) whihis identi�able in the forest-steppe zone as far as the line of the Dnieper-Inguletsor more oidental, \Yamnaya-Corded" ones [Shaposhnikova 1985:map 8; Niko-lova 1992℄. From the Plain areas of the Vistula and Oder drainages, there omeseveral soure omplexes revealing the latter of the mentioned ultural traditions(e.g. Kujawy sites: Bo»ejewie 8, prov. of Bydgoszz, Krusza Zamkowa 3, prov. ofBydgoszz) [Ko±ko, Klohko 1991; Ko±ko 1992℄.A onlusion may be drawn that in the 3rd millennium BC, in the drainagesof the Dnieper and Vistula (partially in the Oder's, too), a system of intensive ir-ulation of ultural patterns ame into being whih also failitated the exhangeof tehnial and utility experienes as well as Weltanshauung models. The originsof this phenomenon must have been related to the inrease in the rate of neoli-thization, whih was typial of large expanses of the European Plain at that time.In the 3rd millennium BC, neolithization reahed a broad dimension. Agrarianpatterns appeared in hunting and gathering zones of settlements [f. Kobusiewiz,Kabai«ski 1993℄, distant from the old enlaves of their development that had beenformed already in the 6th millennium BC [Prinke, Szmyt 1990℄. This multidire-



197tional penetration is a symptom of an inrease in polylinearity of the eonomiand settlement development and a greater ativity in the searh for new habitats.A typial phenomenon of this period of the early agrarian era on the Plain is a set-tlement network onsisting of small miroregions made up of little amps/bivouasand being a onsequene of the prevalene of diversi�ed strutures of the animalraising and assimilating (hunting-gathering) eonomy.It is only against this bakground | one may all it the \essene" of the limateof the deline of the early agrarian era | that one an also notie seondary fatorsof ultural integration in the territory under investigation. Among them are otherreasons for some migratory movements like limati ones (e.g. \pressure" exertedby the YC on the agrarian ommunities of the Balkan and Central European Ene-olithi) [Cherednihenko 1980:44℄, exhange ones (e.g. emergene of interregionaltrails) or even proto-trade ones (e.g. far-reahing initiatives giving rise to a widerinterest in the Volhynia opper or amber, see below).A problem remains whether it is sensible to refer to the \borderland" ulturalreality under disussion here as a \ommunity", spei�ally in the hronologialdimension of the 3rd millennium BC when a spae of intensive ontats ame intobeing there. These ontats doument a synthesis of genetially omplex traditions.Ignoring obvious diÆulties in identifying soial onsiousness with arhaeologialmeans (in this very ase: awareness of separate origins, attitude to other peoplemeaning \strangers" | as generators of \ommunity feelings" of interest to ushere), it has to be said that even with the use of diagnosti areas available tous, namely omparison of strutures of pattern o-ourrene/irulation and theirontinuity, one annot undertake any deeper oneptualization of the developmentmehanisms of the \borderland ommunity". This problem shall be dealt with below.3. \TRZCINIEC" | AS A HYPOTHETICAL STABILIZATION STATE OF THE\BORDERLAND COMMUNITY" AFTER 1900 BC\Trzinie's" borderland nature may be dealt with both from the perspetiveof a \ontinental (global) synthesis" and from that of a taxonomi analysis. Beforewe ontinue our disussion we should outline how the two perspetives orrespond.Among many attempts to plae the assumed Trzinie ommunity in maro-spae, the most spatially \expansive" suggestion has been made by S. Berezan-skaya [1972:190℄, who indiated that \the Trzinie-Komarov ommunity formedpart of a great historial provine whih omprised suh ultures as pre-Lusatianin the west, Abashevo in the east and probably ultures of eastern Balti in thenorth." Under this delimitation, \Trzinie" is plaed in the borderland between
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F i g . 4. Plaement of \Trzinie" (1) in the ontext of ranges and inuene zones of the \Early BronzeAge Civilizations": Carpathian-Danube (2 - C-DC =enter of Carpathian-Danube Civilization; 3 - MC= Mnogovalikovaya Culture) and Volga-Ural (5 - V-UC = enter of Volga-Ural Civilization; 6 - AC =enter of Abashevo Culture), 4 = enter of Volhynia opper deposits; 7 ST = Sosnytsa type.two large ulture-making enters or \Early Bronze ivilizations": Carpathian-Da-nube and Volga-Ural (Fig. 4:2, 5). Both enters ame into being at the turn ofthe 3rd millennium BC pratially ontemporaneously. The issue of the degreeof autonomy of their origins and development remains a problem. Next to hypo-theses in favor of their full independene [f. Bohkarev 1995:18℄ one an notieertain relationships whih are diÆult to lassify solely as exhange symptoms, asan example of whih may serve the hoard of Borodino [Gimbutas 1956℄. Atten-tion is drawn by alleged eastern borrowings in the sepulhral and military spheres(kurgans, a riding horse, a wagon) in the Carpathian-Danube enter or hypothe-tially western ones in metallurgial designs (two-piee spiral �bulae, \Myenaeanpatterns" in ornamentation) in the Volga-Ural enter. The issue of the transfer ofthese patterns has not been suÆiently investigated yet while \Trzinie" itself |whih must be stressed | does not orroborate, in our opinion, so far ranginga piture of ties between these two ivilizational enters of the Early Bronze Agein Europe.



199Taking a more analytial (taxonomi) look at the problem, one has to obse-rve that the two irles learly di�er in metallurgial prodution pro�les both inrespet of form and tehnology. This allows us to preisely delineate the areas ofdistribution of their artifats with a relatively stable borderline | in the periodwhen \Trzinie" existed | on the Dnieper. In the early period, the Mnogovali-kovaya Culture was the Carpathian-Danube outpost in the borderland, while theAbashevo and Early Srubnaya Cultures served as Volga-Ural outposts. In the laterperiod this system was replaed by the following ultures (types): Noua-Sabatinovkaand eastern \Trzinie", as representatives of the West, as well as Late Srubnayaand Sosnytsa proper, i.e. left-bank [f. a di�erent viewpoint in Artemenko 1987℄ asrepresentatives of the East. It has to be mentioned that the above onlusions donot ontradit the results of a omparative analysis of the pottery of the ulturesinvolved (Fig. 4:3, 6, 7).While assessing \Trzinie's" metallurgy, attention is being drawn to its embry-oni harater, \reprodution of foreign patterns" and a lak of \modi�ations byloal artisans" [D¡browski 1972:96℄. In the ase of the western branh, the soures ofthe said \foreign patterns" are the Carpathian Tumulus and Piliny Cultures [f. Mi±-kiewiz 1978:195℄. A similarly strong dependene on the metallurgial experiene ofthe Carpathian-Danube enter is manifested by the eastern branh [Berezanskaya1972:189; 1985:443℄. To be more spei�, in the said territory one an enounterornaments of Carpathian types (harateristi of the Komarov Culture) made, ho-wever, in \Trzinie" environments. This is evidened by a di�erent tehnology usedto make them. Other artifats of this origin inlude weapons harateristi of theNoua-Sabatinovka Culture. There are, however, arguments in favor of their loalorigin [Klohko 1993:20-24; 1994:119℄. Artifats of the Kardashinka type, i.e. origi-nating in the loal, Middle-Dnieper metallurgial enter [Klohko 1994:117-118℄ andartifats of the Loboikivka type, related to the Srubnaya Culture and the Sosnytsatype [Klohko 1994:119℄, also belong to the same group of �nds.While assessing the geneti peuliarity of bronze artifats, as outlined above,reorded in the territory of eastern \Trzinie", onsiderable importane should beattahed to the veri�ation of the hypothesis about the existene of large deposits ofopper in Volhynia available for prehistori exploitation [Maªkowski 1931℄. A on-�rmation of the hypothesis | as it has already been observed | should \hangeour view of the role of this area in the Bronze Age" [D¡browski 1972:87-88℄. Thistask was undertaken by N.V. Ryndina [1980℄ who established by physiohemialmethods that opper was exploited in Volhynia as early as in the CWC stage. Fur-ther researh, arried out urrently by an interdisiplinary team of Ukraine's NAS,justi�es the broadening of the hronologial sale and the size of exavating andproessing ativities in Volhynia. As a result of the researh large deposits of virginopper were geologially identi�ed and metallurgially studied. The deposits arelosely stratigraphially related with the level of exploitation of the loal �rst-lass



200int whose deposits attrated Eneolithi settlements of the Tripolye Culture (Fig.1:4). On a similar level deposits of amber were also found. Preliminary results ofomparative analyses of early loal forms of Tripolye opper artifats with samplesof Volhynia raw-material turned out to be positive. It is, therefore, highly probablethat in the area along the right bank of the Middle Dnieper loal deposits of opperwere used for making bronze artifats. This, in turn, ould have given rise to theso-alled Skvira metallurgial region within the boundaries of the Ukrainian CrystalShield.From the above disussion, three onlusions should be drawn: (a) looking atthe system of irulation of ultural patterns from the perspetive of the watershedof \Early Bronze Civilizations", one annot reognize \Trzinie" as a borderlandphenomenon; (b) its range is loated at the north-eastern frontier of the inueneof the Carpathian-Danube enter; () however, it maintains ertain autonomy thatan be hypothetially related to the ulturally reative role of the Volhynia depositsof opper and quite possibly amber.a. The borderland harater of \Trzinie" depends on ertain geneti issuesof the \borderland ommunity" disussed earlier (hiey from the standpoint ofthe 3rd millennium BC). This spei�ally delineated area of irulation of ulturalpatterns kept its boundaries after 1900 BC, however, we do not know the rate anddiretion of its \Early Bronze Age transformation" or aulturation, whih is relatedto the absene of radioarbon dating of the beginnings of the eastern branh. In thedevelopment of \Trzinie" one an �nd, to be sure, a number of signi�ant refe-renes to the said ommunity. They are partiularly lear in the sphere of settlementand eonomy or, to put it broadly, in tehnial or utility aspets. These soieties ad-opted ertain standards of more stable forms of existene only during the migrationoutside the \northern den", when they enountered the traditions of Early Bronzepopulations inhabiting Old Plateaus in the Cirumarpathian zone [Górski, Kadrow1996:24℄. It seems, too, that yet another heritage of the \borderland ommunity" isthe spreading of ertain ideologial and ritual standards in the \Trzinie's" range.Among them are remation ative traditions of the So�evka-Middle-Dnieper re-mation enter an be observed here [Ko±ko, Videiko 1995℄ or even kurgan building[for a similar point of departure of reeption see Artemenko 1967℄.Thus, it is a omplex of patterns whih formed | originally | on the Plain inthe Vistula drainage and in the taiga in the western part of the Dnieper's drainage.It is only from there that the omplex expanded primarily to the west and south. Theexpansion to the south seems to have generated an entirely new ultural quality,namely \Trzinie's" loess groups and the Komarov Culture. This phenomenon hasbeen reently systematially studied by J. Górski and S. Kadrow [1996℄. The e�etsof these studies may serve as a referene point for a spatially wider interpretation.b. The Early Bronze impulse that reahed the \borderland ommunity" waslearly of Carpathian-Danube origin. An analysis of distribution of bronze objets



201does not justify enlargement of the ommunity in the eastern diretion, beyond theDnieper, i.e. into the area where Volga-Ural bronze objets dominated. Consequen-tly, any ties with the system of pattern irulation of the \left-bank" Sosnytsa type, ofprimary interest to us here, traditionally, albeit with ertain hesitation, inluded in\Trzinie" seem highly disputable. Early Bronze patterns reahed the \borderlandommunity" travelling along the Vistula, Dniester and Southern Bug. In the lightof the most reent researh (this applies to the emetery in Gordiyevka), the trailalong the Southern Bug River | treated as an amber trail from 1500 BC [Klohko1996℄ | takes on partiular importane. It onnets the territories of interest tous here, through the Volhynia deposits, not only with the Balkans but also withAnatolia and with the eastern Mediterranean in general. The multipliity of trailsis borne out by the geneti struture of bronze objets in the area of east \Trzi-nie". For this reason, it an hardly be assumed that within its range there existedany uniform irulation system of patterns and artifats of the Early Bronze AgeCarpathian-Danube Civilization. \Trzinie" was made up of di�erent branhes ofthis enter whose development was relatively highly autonomous.. Is it true thus that after 1900 BC the \borderland ommunity" reahed a stateof stabilization whose generating fore must have been the tradition of the EarlyBronze Age Carpathian-Danube Civilization? We believe that the essene of thehanges taking plae then is better desribed by the hypothesis assuming autonomyof development of vast expanses of the Central European Plain or the EasternEuropean taiga as far as the bakground is onerned. The Carpathian-Danubeenter hypothetially taking over the exploitation of Volhynia deposits of opperand quite possibly amber ame into ontat with the soieties of the \borderlandommunity". This may have resulted in a seletive adaptation by the latter of entirelydi�erent tehnial, utility and ideologial patterns generated by elitist soieties ofthe South. It seems that the Old Plateau exodus of \Trzinie" was a response tothis ivilizational leaven.Around 1300-1200BC the \borderland ommunity" gradually disappeared whe-reas the \Bug-Dniester borderline" progressively reovered its legibility.CONCLUSIONSTo onlude let us go bak to the question forming the title of this symposium:What was \Trzinie"? Was it a stable ultural ommunity, whih is implied bythe term \Trzinie Culture" (following the widest taxonomi delineation)? Wasit rather a marginal zone of Early Bronze Age aulturation within the irle of



202the soieties of the so-alled borderland ommunity, i.e. an entity of a relativeompatness formed on the basis of ative, multidiretional ontats of populationgroups of di�erent geneti traditions?It seems that this dilemma may be illustrated with an opposition known fromhistorial and omparative linguistis, namely language family (group) and languageleague (or geneti kinship vs. typologial kinship). A league is a form of a looserassoiation of languages than a family, it is made up of languages of di�erentorigin \whih as a result of their enturies-long and mutual ontats and inueneshave beome very muh alike" [Milewski 1965:153℄. This type of aquired kinshipours at many levels of language struture and does not have neessarily to lead toa deeper identi�ation, i.e. hanging into the state of linguisti, ultural and ethniommunity. As an illustration an serve the history of one of the more tellingexamples of suh language leagues, i.e. the Balkan League [Milewski 1965:135℄. Itwas formed by suh diverse languages as Greek [f. Malmberg 1969℄, Albanian,Bulgarian or Romanian. Consequently, it bound together ethni identities fromthe so-alled Balkan Cruible where syntheses and disintegrations of ultural andpolitial areas are partiularly frequent.It should be onsidered whether the deepening of the reeption of that linguistiopposition reates an interesting expliatory perspetive for prehistory. All the datapresented in this paper lead to suh a onlusion, i.e. to the reognition of the\borderland ommunity" and onsequently \Trzinie" as a ase of the developmentof a \ultural league" that ame into being in a peuliar ivilizational limate of thenorth-eastern frontier of the Balkan-Central European provine.Translated by Piotr T. �ebrowski
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