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Editor's ForewordThe Trz
inie
 Culture, Trz
inie
 Cultural Cir
le and Trz
inie
 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 dis
ussion has been going onover the taxonomi
 identi�
ation (
hronologi
al and spatial) and geneti
 and ethni
interpretation 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 sour
es, the use of systemati
 methods for the studyof mobile sour
es 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 Trz
inie
 phenomenon intothe synthesis of Early Bronze Age Europe. The re
ords in
lude rudiments of newregional systematizations, foundations of their 
hronologies based on radio
arbondatings and a dis
ussion of the me
hanisms of so
io-
ultural 
hanges whi
h gaverise to the Trz
inie
 
ultural area and later 
ontributed to its disintegration.A long-term intention of this volume giving a multifa
eted view of the e�e
tsof the said 
ognitive breakthrough is to en
ourage a 
areful s
rutiny of the deve-lopment me
hanisms of the European Early Bronze Age Civilization, in parti
ularthe role played in them by the so
ieties inhabiting the drainages of the Balti
 andPonti
 Seas.



Editorial 
omment1. All dates in the B-PS are 
alibrated [see: Radio
arbon vol.28, 1986, and thenext volumes℄. Deviations from this rule will be point out in notes.2. The names of the ar
haeologi
al 
ultures (espe
ially from the territory ofthe Ukraine) are standarized a

ording to the English literature on the subje
t [e.g.Mallory 1989℄. In the 
ase of a new term, the author's original name has beenretained.3. The pla
e names lo
ated 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, 165-189PL ISSN 1231-0344Janusz Czebreszuk\TRZCINIEC". AN ALTERNATIVE VIEWINTRODUCTORY REMARKSA traditional de�nition of ar
haeologi
al 
ulture refers to taxonomi
 
hara
te-risti
s of material artifa
ts. Spe
i�
ally, it is based on the re
urren
e of a set of traitsin a given territory in a pre
isely de�ned period of time [
f. a review of de�nitionsin Paªubi
ka, Taba
zy«ski 1986:58℄.The de�nition of the \Trz
inie
 phenomenon", the widely a

epted model ofwhi
h 
ame into being under a profound in
uen
e of Aleksander Gardawski [1959,
f. general dis
ussion: Gardawski 1959:10℄, is 
lose to the 
ultural bri
k theory ofDavid L. Clarke [Clarke 1968:246�.℄. Browsing through literature, one may 
on
ludethat the \Trz
inie
 bri
k" is made up of the following traits: in te
hnology | anadmixture of 
oarse broken stone, in morphology | a large, sinuous-pro�le andslender pot with a relatively small bottom, in mi
romorphology | slanted, widenedand 
ared rims and in ornamentation | usually single relief strips where the ne
kjoins the belly. It is also 
ommonly a

epted that the traits listed above are the most\Trz
inie
-like" if they o

ur simultaneously on the same vessel. A large, sinuous--pro�le pot with a relatively small bottom and a slanted, 
ared and widened rim,de
orated with a single relief strip where the ne
k meets the belly and made of 
lay
ontaining a high amount of 
oarse broken stone is then an ideal \Trz
inie
" type.A
tually, the only \Trz
inie
" ideal type.Published some time ago, the resear
h done in this area by Woj
ie
h Bla-jer [1987℄ was highly instru
tive. He had 
arried out 
onsiderable work reviewing\Trz
inie
" sour
e materials and presented his results in the form of 
artogramsillustrating the dispersion of funerary rite traits [Blajer 1987:map 3℄ and sele
tedtraits of pottery and metal goods [Blajer 1987:map 4℄. In addition, he delineated therange of pottery de
orated with relief strips. Woj
ie
h Blajer, however, did not drawany 
on
lusions from his own �ndings whether it was justi�ed to establish a separate



166unit 
alled the Trz
inie
 Culture. It has to be stressed here that the \ammunition"that he 
olle
ted in his work would be, indeed, of great 
aliber. The 
on
lusionsfollowing from his work are as follows:Firstly, the only taxonomi
 indi
ator of the \Trz
inie
" territory is pottery de
oratedwith a relief strip.Se
ondly, other pottery traits, 
int goods and extremely rare metal goods [
f. re
en-tly Blajer 1998℄, settlement organization and funerary rites make up a true mosai
in the \Trz
inie
" oe
umene. This mosai
 is better suited to identify regional di�e-ren
es than to sear
h for a uniform system of supraregional links.A question thus arises whi
h I asked already in 1996 [Czebreszuk 1996:155℄,namely, how it is possible that an idea not meeting basi
 requirements set by 
lassi
ar
haeologi
al taxonomy with respe
t to the 
ategory of ar
haeologi
al 
ulture hasbeen taken to be exa
tly that for so many years and has taken root in all syntheti
works ? [e.g. Sherratt 1994:247℄.Hen
e it is indisputable that abandoning the 
ultural bri
k theory in de�ningthe Trz
inie
 Culture is absolutely ne
essary. However, it remains to be dis
ussedhow deep and extensive the suggested reform should be.On may part, I suggest to look at the \Trz
inie
 phenomenon" from a broadtime and spa
e perspe
tive. This view opposes Aleksander Gardawski's model, espe-
ially with respe
t to the broadly understood ar
haeologi
al taxonomy 
losely relatedto an entirely new methodologi
al framework [Czebreszuk 1996; 1998a; Makarowi
z1998b℄. The Trz
inie
 issue may be divided into two fundamental levels: �rst of in-terregional similarities and the se
ond of regional pe
uliarities.A. INTERREGIONAL DIMENSION OF TRZCINIECThe radi
al taxonomi
 assessment, expressed above, should not be taken tomean a reje
tion of the whole lega
y relating to the \Trz
inie
 phenomenon". It
annot be denied that there exists a small set of traits that o

urs in various mutualarrangements and in regionally di�erent 
ontexts in the whole area 
onsidered as\Trz
inie
's". Among them are forms of a large sinuous-pro�le pot with a relativelysmall bottom, frequently (but not always) de
orated only with a relief strip wherethe ne
k meets the belly. Less frequently among these traits are slanted and wide-ned rims and a pe
uliar te
hnology of vessel manufa
ture (based on adding 
oarsebroken stone).Worth giving a thought is the regional variety of 
ontexts in whi
h the saidtraits o

ur. Already Aleksander Gardawski himself stressed this fa
t whi
h, in his



167opinion, usually re
e
ted the signi�
an
e of 
hronologi
ally older groups [Gardaw-ski 1959:111-129℄. Credit goes to Woj
ie
h Blajer for the observation that su
h lo
alpe
uliarities in
lude so fundamental a 
ultural trait as funerary rites [Blajer 1987℄.We must be dealing with a similar situation in the 
ase of settlement systems andways of �nding subsisten
e; 
f. two examples: loess of Maªopolska [Górski, Kadrow1996℄ and sand of Kujawy [Makarowi
z 1998b℄.A.1. TRZCINIEC PACKAGE | INTERPRETATION ALTERNATIVEI would like to suggest now to 
all the set of interregionally \Trz
inie
" traits apa
kage (spe
i�
ally Trz
inie
 pa
kage) by analogy to the 
on
ept of Beaker pa
kageknown from the literature whi
h was proposed by Colin Burgess in 1976 to explainthe phenomenon of Bell Beakers (BB) [Burgess 1976℄. I am 
onvin
ed that thesuggested term re
e
ts better, than both \
ulture" and \horizon", the pe
uliarity ofthe phenomenon under investigation.The de�nition of pa
kage (spe
i�
ally Beaker pa
kage) suggested by the quotedauthor read as follows: \This (i.e. Beaker phenomenon | J. Cz.) would see Beakersas something extra-
ultural, 
onne
ted with some sort of a
tivity whi
h was taken up byso
ieties throughout Europe. Together with the artefa
ts with whi
h they are regularlyasso
iated they 
ould be said to form a 'Beaker pa
kage', whi
h would be merely theoutward manifestation of whatever international phenomenon is involved" [Burgess1976:309℄. A (Beaker) pa
kage would thus be understood \. . . as part of an artefa
tassemblage rather than a 
ultural assemblage. . . it represents no more than a fashion"[Burgess 1976:310℄. Being ar
haeologi
ally inspiring, this de�nition is neverthelessquite general.In order to fa
ilitate further dis
ussion, it is desirable to make the de�nitionof 
ultural pa
kage more spe
i�
 by listing its basi
 
hara
teristi
s.1. Identifying a phenomenon by 
alling it a pa
kage does not predetermine its 
ul-tural 
hara
ter (as is the 
ase with many other ar
haeologi
al 
ategories, a pa
kagedoes not 
onnote one and only one trait of a living 
ulture); in this sense the 
on
eptof pa
kage refers to the form and not to the subje
t-matter of a given phenomenon.2. A pa
kage has narrow 
ultural meaning, i.e. it 
on
erns only one 
ustom, institu-tion or subpopulation in a given 
ultural group; the remaining elements of a given
ulture do not undergo any radi
al modi�
ation when a pa
kage appears.3. The set of traits making up a given pa
kage must have been signi�
antly 
ulturally,whi
h is eviden
ed by broad geographi
al ranges of individual pa
kages.4. It is possible to �nd the pla
e (region) where a given pa
kage 
ame into being.5. A pa
kage is subje
t to dissemination, the me
hanism of whi
h is based primarily



168on 
ultural 
onta
t; thus it spreads in so
ieties that in one way or another are in
onta
t, i.e. its ways of expansion reveal traditional 
hannels of 
ultural 
onta
t;only se
ondarily 
an they be 
onsidered as 
reators of new spatial relations.6. It is a taxonomi
ally (formally) dynami
 phenomenon and most probably 
ul-turally (
ontent-wise) as well. It 
hanges from region to region: a given 
ulturalpa
kage in di�erent regions is similar but never the same.7. The �nal stage of investigation of a given pa
kage should be an interpretation ofits 
ultural 
hara
ter, i.e. an answer to the question what 
ultural trait the pa
kagereveals.Going ba
k to the Trz
inie
 pa
kage, it should be observed at the outset thatit was relatively meager in 
omparison to the pre
eding Beaker pa
kage, both interms of 
onstituting traits and in their formal ri
hness.A.2. TRZCINIEC PACKAGE. CONSTITUTING ELEMENTSI shall brie
y dis
uss now the three elements of the Trz
inie
 pa
kage mentio-ned above beginning with \Trz
inie
 te
hnology" and slanted and widened rims andending with the form of the \Trz
inie
 pot".The 
on
ept of \Trz
inie
 te
hnology" is known espe
ially from the Polish lite-rature [Gardawski 1959:90; Mi±kiewi
z 1978:176℄. It stands for a manner of vesselmanufa
turing based on the addition of 
oarse broken stone in thi
k-wall vesselswith their surfa
e smoothed out with a hard sli
k. The 
oarse admixture protrudesfrom the surfa
e 
ausing numerous fra
tures around su
h pla
es. There are a fewpotential sour
es where it may have 
ome from. To one of su
h sour
es, namelythe Globular Amphora Cultur (GAC), attention was drawn by Aleksander Ko±koin the 1970's [Ko±ko 1979; Czerniak, Ko±ko 1980:259℄. In the 
ase of \Trz
inie
" inKujawy this sour
e 
ontinues to be the most probable one [Czebreszuk 1996:158;Makarowi
z 1998b℄.Another sour
e points out to a potential signi�
an
e of the tradition of theComb-like Pottery Culture whi
h expanded to the south, as far as today's northernBelarus towards the end of the Neolithi
. One trait 
hara
terizing the pottery ofthis 
ulture is a te
hnology based on the use of 
oarse broken granite and 
int[Kryvaltsevi
h 1991; 1997; Czebreszuk 1996:158℄.The last tradition that 
an be taken into a

ount in the sear
h for the originsof the \Trz
inie
 te
hnology" is the Single Grave Culture (SGC). Only in the 1980'sand 1990's 
ould more information be gathered on the settlement pottery of thisgroup. It turned out then that there were 
lear di�eren
es in the te
hnology ofmaking settlement and grave vessels. The former, spe
i�
ally large vessels, were



169most often made with the use of 
oarse broken stone te
hnology [Stegen 1954;Liversage 1987; Mertens 1998℄.To sum up, it 
an be 
laimed that regardless of the fa
t whi
h of the abovegroups played a de
isive role in the development of the \Trz
inie
 te
hnology" onething is now absolutely 
lear: the \Trz
inie
" tradition of pottery te
hnology has
learly its roots in the north, on the Lowland. It is worth mentioning here that thete
hnologi
al standard of the \Trz
inie
" pottery in Maªopolska, hen
e in the South,departs signi�
antly from the formula re
ognized by Aleksander Gardawski to be
hara
teristi
 of the said group, whi
h has been made absolutely 
lear by the re
entresear
h by Ja
ek Górski [1981:24-25℄.For the study of the origins of widened and slanted rims, the most 
ompleteset of data 
omes now from the Pripets drainage. Owing to the studies of MykolaKryvaltsevi
h there has been registered a 
omplete sequen
e of stylisti
 transforma-tions of rims from the Middle Dnieper Culture to lo
al varieties of the \Trz
inie
"tradition. An initial appearan
e of widened rims has been re
orded, too. In the endof the sequen
e 
lassi
al, \Trz
inie
", widened and slanted rims have been pla
ed[Kryvaltsevi
h 1991, Fig. 57:10, 17; 58:1; Czebreszuk 1996:158℄.The 
ru
ial issue in the study of the origins of individual traits of the Trz
inie
pa
kage is the form of the \Trz
inie
 pot". Re
ently, its ties with the traditions of theSingle Grave and Bell Beaker Cultures have been dis
ussed [Czebreszuk 1996:157;1998a; Makarowi
z 1998b℄. In the German literature this issue is 
losely relatedto the question of the so-
alled Riesenbe
her whi
h 
alls here for a more detaileddis
ussion. A.3. RIESENBECHER. DIAGNOSTIC VALUEThis 
on
ept was introdu
ed into the literature by Karl H. Ja
ob-Friesen [1939℄.However, it was only Kurt Stegen who de�ned this form and whose de�nition be-
ame a point of departure for studies of many German resear
hers [Struve 1955:132--133; Uenze 1961; Har
k 1971/72; Li
hardus 1979/80; Nelson 1988:161-173; Moser1994; Mertens 1996; 1988℄. A

ording to Kurt Stegen Riesenbe
her \sind alle voneiner groben Ma
hart (wandst�arke bis zu 2 
m), der Ton ist oft sehr stark mit kleinenStein
hen dur
hsetzt. Die Gr�o�e s
hwankt zwis
hen 30 und 50-55 
m (. . . ). Ein Be-sonders 
harakteristis
hes gemeinsames Kennzei
hen aller Riesenbe
her ist der winzigkleine Boden. (. . . ) Die Form des Riesenbe
hers wird dur
h das S-f�ormige Pro�l inseiner ganzen Variationsbreite bestimmt. (. . . ) Der Hauptantil an der Variierung desS-Pro�les, die bei den kleinen Be
hern auf die mannigfa
hste Art. errei
ht wird, kommtbeim Riesenbe
her der Gestaltung des Randes zu. In allen F�allen handelt es si
h um



170einen kurzen, meist s
harf abgesetzten Rand, der steil (. . . ) bis tri
hterf�ormig (. . . )sein kann. Die Nahtstelle zwis
hen Rand und K�orper wird oft dur
h einen Wurst oderWellenleiste betont (. . . )\ . . .A detailed review of both the history of resear
h andthe 
urrent state of knowledge has been re
ently done by Andrea Moser [Moser1994:3-5℄ and Kathrin Mertens [Mertens 1996; 1998℄. Hen
e, I shall fo
us here ona summary of issues that are important for our dis
ussion.From the point of view of typology, forms in
luded among Riesenbe
her inthe original de�nition are 
urrently divided into two basi
 
ategories. The �rst
omprises all-over de
orated vessels 
alled potbeker (a Dut
h term adopted in theGerman literature) [
f. main sour
e: Lehman 1965; Lanting 1973℄ whi
h I shallignore in further dis
ussion, whereas the se
ond 
onsists of Riesenbe
her proper,unde
orated or with a relief element in the pla
e where the ne
k meets the belly(one or two relief strips, or possibly a few handles pla
ed symmetri
ally around the
ir
umferen
e).Among the Riesenbe
her �ve basi
 types are distinguished at present: (a) unde-
orated, (b) with several horizontal lines in
ised in the pla
e where the ne
k meetsthe belly, (
) with a relief strip bearing undulating �ngertip impressions, (d) with asingle or double simple relief strip and (e) with a row of handles (buttons) [
f. themost 
omprehensive review: Moser 1994; Mertens 1996℄.Relying on the 
omparative data and information on the 
ontexts of o

urren
eof individual Riesenbe
her types, ea
h of the above types should be assigned a slightlydi�erent 
ultural and geneti
 position.Owing to re
ent results of resear
h into the settlement aspe
t of the CordedWare Culture (CWC) in Central Europe, the variety with a relief strip bearing un-dulating �ngertip impressions (type 
) 
an be now dated to the early developmentphases of the CWC en
ompassing without doubt the pan-European horizon (A)and quite probably the whole old Corded Ware stage. This type of large (storage)vessels is now believed to be the most important indi
ator of the oldest CWC set-tlement materials [Bu
hvaldek 1986; Liversage 1987:120-121; Czebreszuk 1996:82;Wolf 1997℄.Unde
orated Riesenbe
her (type a) do not have so unequivo
al 
ultural and
hronologi
al 
onnotations. Of 
ru
ial importan
e are in this 
ase the 
ontextsof their o

urren
e, for instan
e urns in a SGC 
remation 
emetery (e.g. Sandein Hamburg-Lohbr�ugge) [S
hwantes 1936:79�.℄, 
o-o

urren
e with type K axe in
ompa
t assemblages (Mannhagen, Kreis Lauenburg) [Kersten 1966:77�.℄. Theyalso o

ur in megalithi
 monuments, usually in stratigraphi
ally youngest positions(e.g. Oldendorf Kreis L�uneburg) [K�ormer, Laux 1980:173℄. Of great importan
eare ornamentation traits of many vessels from the already mentioned 
emetery atSande, namely zone patterns made with the use of the knurling te
hnique [S
hindler1960:Taf. 87:4-6℄, showing aÆnity with the tradition of BB. The above observationsjustify the in
lusion of the unde
orated variety of the Riesenbe
her in the developed



171stages of the SGC and the beginnings of the so-
alled dagger period (in Danishnomen
lature LN I), i.e. the period with BB.The Riesenbe
her with a row of handles (type e), 
alled Hitza
ker by Ole Har
k[Har
k 1971/72℄ was related by him to the �Un�eti
e tradition. Re
ently, exhaustiveworks by Bernd Zi
h have appeared dis
ussing the north-western frontier of the�Un�eti
e Culture [Zi
h 1986℄ and the whole northern zone of that 
ulture [Zi
h1996℄. However, there is no mention in these works about the Riesenbe
her. Onlyin the 
ase of type 20C storage vessels does the quoted author see any similarityof that form with the Riesenbe
her of the Hitzha
ker type [Zi
h 1996:187, footnote665℄. The issue of the origins of the pottery with handles is not a simple one at all,nevertheless there is no doubt that these forms o

urred in the area in questionat the same time as old- �Un�eti
e �nds. Furthermore, grave �nds from Frauenmark,Kreis Par
him [Ja
obs 1991:53 and Taf. 26:26, 27℄ and from Lanz, Kreis Ludwig-slust [Ja
obs 1991:57 and Taf. 27:14-17℄ indi
ate that the type under dis
ussion was
ontemporaneous with the stage when BB traits o

urred.The type de
orated with several horizontal, in
ised lines (type b) was identi�edby Hildegarde Nelson as type 3 [Nelson 1988:162℄. In Laave, Kreis Hagenow, site1 [Ja
obs 1991:56℄, two vessels de
orated in this way together with a spe
imen ofa variety 
lose to potbeker were found, whi
h testi�es to the 
ontemporaneity ofthe dis
ussed type with BB. While the studies of Erwin Strahl prove that multiplein
ised line de
orations are known from the inter
uvial area between the LowerElbe and Weser throughout the SGC development [Strahl 1990:204℄.The type of the greatest interest to us, type d, with a single relief strip (orpossibly two) will be dis
ussed in greater detail, separately for ea
h region of thewestern North European Plain.North-west Germany (Lower Saxony and S
hleswig-Holstein), Fig. 1.The dis
ussed form of vessels is 
ertainly 
ontemporaneous there with theRiesenbe
her with handles (type e), whi
h is eviden
ed by �nds from Rebenstorf,Kreis L�u
how-Dannenberg and from Templingen, Kreis L�u
how-Dannenberg. Onthe basis of an amphora also found there, these �nds are related by Andrea Moserto the older stages of the �Un�eti
e Culture (UC) development [Moser 1994:14-16℄.In Jeersdorf, Kreis Rotenburg, site 18, a fragment of a large sinuous-pro�le vesselwith a double relief strip was found together with a 
ontainer de
orated with a\barbed wire" ornament [Strahl 1990, Taf. 52:3-4℄ whi
h is dated to the de
line ofBB in Jutland and on the Lower Rhine. In Central European 
ategories this isequivalent to the very beginning of BA1 a

ording to P. Reine
ke. Thus, generallyspeaking, in the said area, the forms under dis
ussion are dated to the period fromthe SGC [Struve 1955:133℄, through the period of BB in
uen
e [Struve 1955:133�.;S
hirnig 1972:66; Li
hardus 1979/80:357℄ until the beginnings of the stage revealing�Un�eti
e impa
t [Voelkel 1963:104; Har
k 1971/72:22�.℄.
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F i g . 1. Sele
ted examples of type \d" Riesenbe
her from Lower Saxony and S
hleswig-Holstein. 1 -Rebenstorf, Kreis L�u
how-Dannenberg [Moser 1994:Abb. 2:5℄, 2 - Jeersdorf, Kr. Rotenburg, stan. 18[Strahl 1990:Taf. 52:4℄, 3-5 - Hitza
ker, Ldkr. L�u
how-Dannenberg [Moser 1984:Abb. 2:1-3℄, 6 - Borg-dorf, Kr. Rendsburg [Struve 1955:Taf. 24:1℄, 7 - Hannover, Gr. Bu
hholz [Struve 1955:Taf. 24:5℄, 8- Gross-Holzhausen, Kr. Osterburg [Moser 1994:Abb. 3:2℄, 9 - Elstorf, Kr. Harburg [Strahl 1990:Taf.19:12℄.
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F i g . 2. Sele
ted examples of type \b" and \d" Riesenbe
her from Denmark. 1-2 - Myrh�j [Jensen1973:Fig.27 and 40℄, 3 - Sebberup [Glob 1952:70℄, 4-7 Tastum [Simonsen 1983:Fig.6℄, 8 - St. Valbyvej[S
hiellerup 1992: Fig.28℄, 9 - Vorbasse [Hvass 1986:Fig.11℄.
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F i g . 3. Myrh�j, Northern Jutland, joint 
alibration of a series of seven 14C dates from the settlement.Values of individual dates a

ording to H. Vandkilde [1996℄.
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F i g . 4. Sele
ted examples of type \b" and \d" Riesenbe
her from north-eastern Germany. 1 - Lanz[Ja
obs 1991:Taf. 27:17℄, 2 - Settin [Ja
obs 1991:Taf.20:12℄, 3 - Rothenklempenow [Ja
obs 1991:Taf.38:30℄,4 - Gr�unhof [Ja
obs 1991:Taf.30:11℄.



176Jutland, Fig. 2.From the 
hronologi
al point of view, this is the most import of all the analy-zed regions. The pot forms of interest to us here are known there from well-datedsettlement assemblages. They appear already in the settlement at Myrh�j [Jensen1973:92, Fig. 27℄ (
f. Fig. 2:1-2), eponymous for the group whi
h represents a lo-
al variety of the BB in northern and 
entral Jutland [Liversage 1987℄. We havein respe
t of this site a series of seven 14C dates [Vandkilde 1996:372℄, the joint
alibration of whi
h shows that the settlement existed before the end of the 3rdmillennium BC (Fig. 3). Next, these forms are known from settlements throughoutthe LN period, e.g. St. Valbyvej [S
hielllerup 1992:44, Fig. 28, 29℄, Vorbasse [Hvass1986:333, Fig. 11℄, Tastum [Simonsen 1983:Fig. 6℄, only to disappear in the EarlyBronze Age there, i.e. 
a 1700 BC.North-eastern Germany (Me
klenburg, Vorpommern and Brandenburg), Fig. 4.This is an area whi
h has not been studied mu
h, whi
h is re
e
ted is theamount of sour
es published. Of fundamental importan
e in this respe
t is thework by J�orn Ja
obs who has published a number of examples of relevant forms[Ja
obs 1991:Taf. 20:8, 11, 12; Taf. 27:17; Taf. 28:30; Taf. 30:11℄ generally datingthem to the whole period of development of the SGC.The above review leads to several 
on
lusions. The �rst and most important one
on
erns the validity and further use of the 
on
ept of Riesenbe
her in the hithertotypologi
al formula. In the light of the above 
omments there is no justi�
ation forit. Individual types of the Riesenbe
her are related to di�erent 
ultural traditions andare assigned di�erent 
hronologi
al positions (from horizon A of the CWC, throughthe SGC and BB until the stage of �Un�eti
e in
uen
es, hen
e from 
a 2900/2800BC until the beginnings of the 2nd millennium BC). This does not mean, however,that one should abandon altogether to de�ne su
h a 
ategory of artifa
ts. Su
h anopinion has been re
ently voi
ed in the German literature by Erwin Strahl [1990℄.He does not set up the Riesenbe
her as a separate 
ategory [Strahl 1990:56-57℄and 
laims that until re
ently settlement pottery of various SGC phases has beenmistakenly assigned to it [Strahl 1990:204℄. It would be advisable to use a morepre
ise de�nition of the Riesenbe
her whi
h would in
lude only su
h varieties of itthat are primarily related to a single stage of prehistory (development of the SGCand LN) and a similar geneti
 relationship (SGC, BB, possibly �Un�eti
e in
uen
es).Taking this into a

ount, I suggest to reserve the Riesenbe
her appellation for types'a', 'b', 'd' and 'e' only.The se
ond 
on
lusion 
on
erns the issue of the spreading of these varieties ofthe Riesenbe
her that are of the greatest interest to us, namely type b with multiple,in
ised lines and type d with one or two relief strips. They o

ur in the vast, lowlandarea of Western Europe, from the mouth of the Rhine in the west, through LowerSaxony, S
hleswig-Holstein and Jutland as far as Brandenburg and Me
klenburg inthe east.



177The third 
on
lusion 
on
erns the 
hronologi
al and 
ultural position of theseRiesenbe
her types whi
h formally most 
losely related to \Trz
inie
" patterns typesb and d). They are asso
iated with the tradition of the developed SGC and lo
alBB while the 
hronology of their o

urren
e 
overs in total the period from 
a2500 BC (beginnings of the developed phase of the SGC and the dawn of the\North European BB provin
e" [Czebreszuk 1996:250℄ until about 2000 BC (i.e.
ontemporaneously with the old- �Un�eti
e stage of the UC).A summary of the above dis
ussion, en
ompassing 
riti
ism of the hithertomodel of \Trz
inie
" and the digression on the Riesenbe
her as well, should in
ludea few statements of a general nature. The �rst of them pertains to the basi
 elementof the Trz
inie
 pa
kage, namely the slender, sinuous-pro�le pots with a 
hara
te-risti
 ornament. They are geneti
ally related with the SGC tradition and the NorthEuropean BB provin
e, hen
e with the orientation of 
ultural ties whi
h has been
ompletely ignored in the studies of the origins of \Trz
inie
". The question of the\Trz
inie
 te
hnology" does not ex
lude the north-western \tra
e" in the sear
h forthe origins of the Trz
inie
 pa
kage, either. Only the third element believed to bean interregionally \Trz
inie
" trait, i.e. slanted and widened rims, in the light of ourknowledge does not bear any relation to the SGC tradition. Owing to its geneti

onne
tions, it leans rather towards the Middle Dnieper Culture. This situation re-
e
ts the dynami
s of a 
ultural pa
kage. A broader presentation of the dynami
sshall follow below. A.4. \TRADITIONAL TRZCINIEC". LINES OF REVISIONLet's 
onfront now the above 
on
lusions 
on
erning the western portion ofthe European Plain with our knowledge on the areas traditionally believed to bethe \Trz
inie
" oe
umene.First, we should 
onsider whether it is possible to date the moment of ap-pearan
e of \Trz
inie
 pots" there with a greater a

ura
y or, more pre
isely, toestablish that moment for individual regions within the \Trz
inie
" territory. A pre-
ise pla
ement in time of the beginnings of the said form is possible in the 
aseof the Kujawy (broadly meant, in
luding the Cheªmno Distri
t, Krajna and Paªuki)and Maªopolska 
enters.In the �rst of the mentioned 
enters, the prototypes of \Trz
inie
 pots" (ofboth types: those de
orated with relief strips and those with multiple, in
ised lines)appear in Biaªy Bór, 
ommune of Grudzi¡dz, site 17 [Bokinie
 1987:Fig. 2:11; 5:10),Narkowo, 
ommune of Dobre, site 16 [Czebreszuk, Przybytek 1997:Fig. 8:8; Przy-bytek 1996℄ (Fig. 5:1, 5), D�by, 
ommune of Dobre, site 29A [Czebreszuk 1996:Fig.
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F i g . 5. Sele
ted examples of Riesenbe
her from Kujawy and the Cheªmno Distri
t. 1,5 - Narkowo, gm.Dobre, stan. 16 [Przybytek 1996℄, 2,3 - Potok, gm. Wªo
ªawek, stan. 1 [Bokinie
 1989℄, 4 - Chlewiska, gm.D¡browa Biskupia, stan.56 [Czebreszuk 1996℄, 6 - D�by, gm. Dobre, stan. 29A [Czebreszuk 1996℄, 7,8 -Grudzi¡dz-Mniszek, stan. 3 [Bokinie
, Mar
iniak 1987℄, 9 - Smarglin, gm. Dobre, stan. 53 [Makarowi
z1993℄, 10 - Biaªy Bór, gm. Grudzi¡dz, stan. 17 [Bokinie
 1987℄, 11 - Mszano, gm. Brodni
a, stan. 7[Bokinie
 1987℄.
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F i g . 6. Narkowo, 
ommune of Dobre, site 16. Results of 14C dating for a sample of 
har
oal fromfeature 23. A

ording to J. Czebreszuk [1996℄.
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F i g . 7. Dating of the Trz
inie
 pa
kage in sele
ted regions of Central Europe.48:11℄ (Fig. 5:6), Toru«-Gr�bo
in, site III [Bokinie
 1995:Table XVI℄, Grudzi¡dz--Mniszek, 
ommune of Grudzi¡dz, site 3 [Bokinie
, Mar
iniak 1987, Fig. 9:3, 4℄(Fig. 5:7, 8), Modliborzy
e, 
ommune of Inowro
ªaw (\vase-like" form) [Knapow-ska-Mikoªaj
zykowa 1957:64, Fig. 68b℄, Korze
znik, 
ommune of Kªodawa, site 14[Czebreszuk 1996:Fig. 53:30, 54:1, 17℄ and quite possibly in Brze±¢ Kujawski, 
om-mune of Brze±¢ Kujawski, site 4, pit 738 [Grygiel 1987:Fig. 2:2℄, Chlewiska, 
om-mune of D¡browa Biskupia, site 56 [Czebreszuk 1996:Fig. 45:15℄ (Fig. 5:4) as wellas in Smarglin, 
ommune of Dobre, site 22 [Czebreszuk 1996:Fig. 35:27, 31, 40℄ andSmarglin, site 53 [Makarowi
z 1993:Fig. 8:22, 23; 9:19, 26; 10:2℄ (Fig. 5:9). The set-
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F i g . 8. Spreading routes of the Trz
inie
 pa
kage in Central Europe.tlement in Narkowo has one dating reporting the age of 3930±70 BP (Ki-5604) thatsets an approx. interval of 2440-2300 BC (Fig. 6) [
f. Czebreszuk 1996:119-121 andTab. 26℄. Re
ently, another 14C dating has been obtained for the materials from thesettlement in Smarglin, site 22, whi
h reported the age of 3950±45 (Ki-6885) (kindinformation from prof. Aleksander Ko±ko for whi
h I am very grateful). The datingsets a period of time whi
h is generally 
on
urrent with that from Narkowo, namelyfrom 2550 to 2350 BC. The mentioned �nds, in parti
ular from Biaªy Bór, D�by,Narkowo and Smarglin (site 22 and 53), show that the beginnings of the presen
eof \Trz
inie
 pot" prototypes in the Kujawy 
enter are tied to the appearan
e ofthe pottery ornamented with zone patterns utilizing the knurling te
hnique whi
his 
hara
teristi
 of the oldest stage of the BB tradition in
uen
es. This pro
esshas been re
ently tentatively dated to the beginning of the se
ond half of the 3rdmillennium BC [Czebreszuk 1996:191-192℄.In Maªopolska we are fa
ed with a very 
lear situation. \Trz
inie
 pots" withwidened and slanted rims appear there as an element of a greater 
ultural whole,believed to be a 
ulture of migrants, 
a 1900 BC [Kempisty, Wªodar
zak 1996:132;Górski, Kadrow 1996; Górski 1997; 1998; Wªodar
zak 1998℄.When 
omparing the time of o

urren
e of \Trz
inie
 pots" in di�erent regions



182of Central Europe (Fig. 7), it 
an be observed that they appear �rst along thewestern limits of the area of distribution, i.e. on the Lower Elbe and in Jutland,then in Kujawy and only later in Maªopolska. Assuming that we deal here with one
ultural pro
ess, a later 
hronology 
an be adopted for the \Trz
inie
 pot" in regionslo
ated east of Kujawy (Fig. 8). This 
on
lusion is borne out by the �rst series of14C dates obtained for the materials of the so-
alled East Trz
inie
 Culture from the
emetery in Malopolove
ke in Ukraine [Kovalyukh et al., Absolute (Radio
arbon)Chronology. . . , in this volume℄. The �nds obtained there 
an be dated to 
a 1600BC at the earliest. In sum, it 
an be plausibly 
laimed that the origins of the formin question 
an be related to the lo
al SGC and BB groups from the western partof the North European Plain. While looking at the 
artogram (Fig. 8) it 
an be alsoobserved that the \Trz
inie
 pot", or the most important element of the Trz
inie
pa
kage, spread from the west to the east and from a 
ertain moment (
a 1900 BC)also from the north to the south.The \Trz
inie
 phenomenon" displays in this respe
t a trait that is 
hara
teristi
of all pa
kages. What is meant here is o

urren
e at di�erent time in individualregions whi
h 
an be linearly ordered. It is possible to indi
ate the region wherea given phenomenon began and to show the lines, along whi
h it spread. As ananalogy may serve the dynami
s of the BB whi
h, for instan
e, 
a 2300 BC withdrawfrom the areas on the Upper Danube (
overed by Ble
hkreiskulturen) and from theBohemian Basin and Moravia (o

upied already by the UC) while at the same timedevelop on the south-western Balti
 [Czebreszuk 1996; 1998; Czebreszuk, Szmyt1998; Vandkilde 1996℄.Another important issue is the end (\de
line") of the Trz
inie
 pa
kage. In Ju-tland it takes pla
e in LN II hen
e after 1950 BC [Vandkilde 1996℄. Unfortunatelywe do not have su
h a

urate dates for the regions of northern Germany. The 
hro-nology of the end of the Trz
inie
 
ulture is slightly better grounded in data in the
ase of Kujawy and Maªopolska. The �rst and surprising observation in both 
asesis the fa
t that the end of the Trz
inie
 pa
kage 
annot be identi�ed with the end ofthe Trz
inie
 \
ulture" or \horizon". In Kujawy, out of seven groups [Makarowi
z1998b; 1998
℄ of the \Trz
inie
 horizon" only the �rst three rely taxonomi
ally onthe Trz
inie
 pa
kage traits. Almost the same is true for Maªopolska. In the sequ-en
e of stylisti
 
hanges tra
ed by Ja
ek Górski, only the assemblages of types A1,A2 and A3 
an be 
onsidered to be based on Trz
inie
 pa
kage traits while all theremaining ones (assemblages of types B, C and CD) 
an be 
alled \post-Trz
inie
pa
kage" [Górski 1997℄. Proje
ting the said state of a�airs on the time s
ale, it 
anbe 
laimed in 
on
lusion that the Trz
inie
 pa
kage ended in Kujawy 
a 1600 BC[Czebreszuk 1996:Tab. 29℄ and in Maªopolska 
a 1400 BC [Górski 1997:Fig. 4℄. Itfollows that not only the dates of the beginning of the Trz
inie
 pa
kage but alsothose of the end of it keep the same regularity, namely that the pa
kage ends �rstin the west and last in the South (Fig. 7).



183This is then the general outline of the taxonomy of the interregional aspe
t of\Trz
inie
", i.e. what I suggest to 
all the Trz
inie
 pa
kage. The above proposalsmake for a radi
ally di�erent pi
ture than that whi
h 
an be found in the literature.In them, \Trz
inie
" is generally a lowland phenomenon rooted in the areas on thesouth-western Balti
 and developing between the Elbe and Dnieper and not | asit has been believed so far | between the Vistula and Dnieper.B. THE ASPECT OF LOCAL VARIETIES OF \TRZCINIEC"The other side of the \Trz
inie
 
oin" is formed by its lo
al varieties. In thisrespe
t, attention should be drawn to the spe
ial 
hara
teristi
s of \Trz
inie
" inparti
ular areas of the Lowlands as well as to the fundamental opposition of \low-land" and \highland" \Trz
inie
", or rather northern and southern.B.1. \LOWLAND TRZCINIEC"The Trz
inie
 pa
kage, like all other pa
kages, parti
ularly a beaker one, isa dynami
 phenomenon 
hanging taxonomi
ally from region to region, to put simply,drawing on lo
al traditions. I shall use here the 
hanges visible on \Trz
inie
 pots"as an example (Fig. 9). Rea
hing as far west as the mouth of the Rhine one shouldstart with zone with potbeakers only [Lehmann 1965℄. Next, in the area betweenthe Lower Rhine and Elbe a 
lear de
rease in the number of potbeakers 
an beobserved while the main role is played by forms de
orated with a relief strip andmultiple, in
ised lines [Strahl 1990℄. In Me
klenburg and Brandenburg there are nomore potbeaker [ex
eption: Wetzel 1976℄ while the varieties with relief strips andin
ised lines 
ontinue to be found [Ja
obs 1991; Rassmann 1993℄. In the inter
uvialarea between the Oder and Vistula, the gamut of ornaments expands to in
ludezone patterns often separated by a verti
al element (heritage of the Kujawy BBvariety, known as the Iwno Culture) [Czebreszuk 1996; Makarowi
z 1998b℄. Farthereast (Mazowsze), next to still numerous ornaments with verti
al elements, thereemerge patterns of even more 
ompli
ated stru
ture (heritage of the Linin groupof the Nemen Culture) [
f. review of sour
es in Gardawski 1959℄ whi
h 
over notonly the upper zone of the belly but also lower portions of a vessel. Finally inPolesie, the ri
h ornament frequently 
overing \Trz
inie
 pots" is related to Middle
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F i g . 9. The dynami
s of stylisti
 
hanges of the form of the \Trz
inie
 pot" in the lowland regions ofCentral Europe.



185Dnieper roots and the 
ultures of the Comb-like and Stroked Cir
le [Kryvaltsevi
h1991; 1997:91-93℄.The zones within the \Trz
inie
 oe
umene", outlined here along the west-eastaxis, generally re
e
t the di�eren
es from the previous periods by 
ontinuing thezones of the BB, SGC, SGC-BB (
overing the area between the Lower Oder andVistula) and the Linin group (or type) of the Nemen and Middle Dnieper Cultures.In this respe
t, \Trz
inie
" does not 
hange any boundaries set by a long Neolithi
tradition. On the 
ontrary, it 
ontinues the Neolithi
 division of the Lowland into
ultural regions.B.2. THE NORTH-SOUTH OPPOSITION WITHIN THE \TRZCINIEC" OECUMENETo begin with I shall de�ne more 
losely the opposition mentioned in the he-ading. It is based on e
ology, pre
isely on the fa
t of existen
e of two oppositee
osystems. The �rst 
onsisted of sandy, poorly diversi�ed lowland areas whereasthe se
ond was 
hara
terized by lush vegetation growing on loess 
overed high-lands. Curiously enough, this e
ologi
al opposition is not equally 
lear geographi-
ally. There are lowland en
laves of abundant e
osystems (e.g. Kujawy) but thereare also sandy areas within the highland belt (e.g. Nie
ka Nidzia«ska). This fa
tis of great signi�
an
e for the 
ultural plane. The fa
t that Kujawy often servedas the \outpost of the South" in prehistory is rather universally a

epted [lately:Ko±ko 1996℄. Less prominen
e is given in the literature to a hypothesis whi
hwould stress the importan
e of pla
es like Nie
ka Nidzia«ska as an \extension"of the Plain.Let's go ba
k, however, to the main subje
t. The opposition is 
learly visiblein settlement rules. \Trz
inie
" on the Plain is in most 
ases made up of reli
sof small dune settlements, usually poorly preserved and with a small number ofartifa
ts [Czebreszuk 1996; Makarowi
z 1998b℄. In features that survived in a bet-ter 
ondition, for instan
e in Borowo 12 [Igna
zak 1996; Czebreszuk 1996:159-162;Czebreszuk, Igna
zak 1997℄, the settlement 
onsisted pra
ti
ally of one house (ho-usehold 
luster). It is worth noti
ing that su
h a settlement model has a very longtradition on the Plain, going ba
k to Mesolithi
 so
ieties and 
ontinued by the Fun-nel Beaker Culture (TRB) or the CWC. In this respe
t, \Trz
inie
" pra
ti
ally doesnot 
hange anything ideally �tting into the hitherto rules of settlement organization.In a spe
i�
 moment of the 
ultural evolution of the system, i.e. 
a 1900 BC, itstraits be
ome visible in the South, spe
i�
ally in the immediate vi
inity of Maªopol-ska loess soils [Górski, Kadrow 1996℄. After some time, on loess areas, a network ofstable \Trz
inie
" mi
roregions develops with orderly 
entral settlements 
omprising
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lusters [Górski 1997℄, thus �tting ideally into settlementrules prevailing on Maªopolska loess soils pra
ti
ally from the beginning of the Neo-lithi
 [Kadrow 1991; Kruk 1993℄. This dynami
 
ultural su

ess of \Trz
inie
" in thesouth is 
ommonly believed to be an e�e
t of a migration of relatively large groupsof humans from rather inde�nite areas of the Plain to the south [see re
ent matureinterpretation in Górski, Kadrow 1996℄. A distin
tive, worth mentioning 
hara
-teristi
 of the pro
ess, pe
uliar not only to \Trz
inie
" but also to other, earlierLowland groups whi
h emerged in the south in a spe
i�
 moment of their deve-lopment (I spe
i�
ally have the TRB in mind here), is the fa
t that the movementto the south (interpreted as relatively large migrations) is 
losely 
onne
ted witha radi
al 
hange of the settlement system. The group that appears in the Southtakes on 
hara
teristi
s of stable mi
roregional and village settlement, \peasant"all in all, whi
h makes it �t well into the traditions of lo
al so
ieties. Thus it isalso in this respe
t that \Trz
inie
" did not di�er from groups on previous stages.However, let us ask a question: What were the reasons of those putative migrationsfrom the north to the south? Did among Lowland so
ieties exist a 
ertain \southernattra
tion" making them travel south in larger groups from time to time?Ja
ek Górski and Sªawomir Kadrow, who devised the most 
omprehensive mo-del of Mierzanowi
e Culture (MC) { Trz
inie
 Culture (TC) relations, put forwarda solution whi
h does not pose any of the above questions. The model may bere
onstru
ted in the following points:1. A migration of a \Trz
inie
" population from the Lowland takes pla
e; this isa premise not subje
t to any dis
ussion,2. Initially the migrants o

upy in the south only those e
ologi
al ni
hes whi
h theyknow from the Lowland,3. The migrants 
ome into 
onta
t with lo
al settled farmers represented by theMC, whi
h was then in a 
risis; they adopt traits that will enable them to exploitloess ni
hes,4. The migrants take over the loess areas adapting to their purposes the model ofstable farming settlements with a mi
roregional settlement stru
ture and assimila-ting the remnants of lo
al populations (MC).Ja
ek Górski and Sªawomir Kadrow, in their model of MC-TC relations, as-sume the existen
e of a spe
i�
 reason why late MC so
ieties a
quired \Trz
inie
"
hara
teristi
s. The reason was a stru
tural 
risis of the former [Górski, Kadrow1996:26℄. Hen
e, they look at the situation as a unique o

urren
e and not as anexample of a more general rule (the \southern attra
tion"). This model, however,should be dis
ussed further. The phenomenon of Maªopolska traits being superse-ded by northern ones is not, as has already been observed, ex
lusively 
onne
tedwith that moment in prehistory when the MC and TC 
ame into 
onta
t. This stateof a�airs should make us 
onsider an entirely di�erent hypothesis from the previo-usly dis
ussed one to be able to provide a 
ulturally plausible explanation of all the
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ts. Spe
i�
ally, one should 
onsider a hypothesis atta
hing mu
h less importan
eto migrations (
ontinuous or periodi
al) from the Lowland onto the Highlands atthe same time, however, adopting periodi
al spreading of new 
ultural ideas (inthe ar
haeologi
al form of a pa
kage) as the main me
hanism of the observable
hanges. The ideas that were disseminated were born from time to time on the\Lowland 
ultural hotbed" stret
hing from the Lower Rhine through Jutland andMe
klenburg to Kujawy. Under this hypothesis there would not be any \expansionof Trz
inie
 populations" from a rather inde�nite \north" to Maªopolska [
f. Gór-ski, Kadrow 1996:22℄. Emerging from the new hypothesis, the new model 
an bedes
ribed in the following points:1. A premise is adopted maintaining that in 
ertain en
laves in the south therealways existed populations following a Lowland 
ultural model; the en
laves roughly
orresponded with e
ologi
al ni
hes in whi
h natural 
onditions were similar tothose on the European Plain,2. The said 
ommunities were 
hara
terized by the absen
e of 
ultural barriers thatwould separate them from Lowland so
ieties, 
ontrary to loess area 
ommunities,3. In the period when the early and 
lassi
 phases of the MC developed in lo-ess areas, the said 
ommunities must have displayed, broadly speaking, \
orded"tradition traits [Budziszewski 1998℄,4. The \Trz
inie
" traits appear in the south �rst among the post-Corded so
ietieso

upying sandy ni
hes to transform 
ertain aspe
ts of their 
ulture; the so
ieties\be
ome" \Trz
inie
-like",5. To over
ome the barrier separating the so
ieties of sandy and loess oe
umenes,\Trz
inie
" traits needed more time but it happened 
a 1700 BC at the earliest[Górski, Kadrow 1996, Fig. 2℄,6. Finally, the Trz
inie
 pa
kage is shared also by the 
ommunities of settled farmersof loess areas.However, a

eptan
e of this model entails adoption of an assumption about
onsiderable di�eren
es in the 
hronologies of identi
al or very similar stylisti
 statesin individual regions and in di�erent e
ologi
al ni
hes within the same region. I shallindi
ate a few analogies being in point here. The long 
o-o

urren
e of TRB andCWC so
ieties and the 
ontemporaneity of old and 
lassi
 \
orded" patterns havebeen rapidly gaining ground in the literature both in respe
t of the Plain [Czebreszuk1996; Ko±ko 1997℄ and the highlands [Ma
hnik 1997℄. In the 
ase of Maªopolska, thee
ologi
al opposition: loess plateaus vs. sandy troughs had had a 
ultural dimensionsin
e the Early Neolithi
 [Kruk 1980℄. In the above outlined 
ontext, the date ofappearan
e of \Trz
inie
" traits, i.e. 1900 BC, may be adopted as the wane of CWCso
ieties in the sandy e
ologi
al ni
hes of the region [Budziszewski 1998℄. We wouldthen deal with a situation in whi
h a new 
ultural pa
kage (spe
i�
ally the Trz
inie
pa
kage) from the \Plain hotbed" spreads a

ording to the fundamental prin
iplesof a 
ulture: �rst among the so
ieties 
ultivating the way of life whi
h is the 
losest



188to that of the Plain. The surmounting of the e
ologi
al barrier of loess areas takestime, whi
h has been very well depi
ted in detail by Ja
ek Górski and SªawomirKadrow [1996℄.Adopting one of the outlined hypotheses is unequivo
ally related to the way the\Trz
inie
" phenomenon is per
eived. A 
ultural interpretation prefers the formerwhile an interpretation in terms of a pa
kage prefers the latter. CONCLUSIONWhat was \Trz
inie
" then? It was a 
ultural pa
kage or a phenomenon of alimited s
ope on the s
ale of a 
ulture; 
hanges that it brought a�e
ted only 
ertainsegments of the 
ulture. I would like to repeat here the observation relating to therelations between the Trz
inie
 pa
kage, Trz
inie
 
ulture and Trz
inie
 horizon.We have observed that the Trz
inie
 pa
kage is related to the older stages of boththe 
ulture and horizon. However, more profound pro
esses of 
ultural integrationoriginating with early Lusatian sour
es, espe
ially visible in the spreading of 
re-mation funerary rites [Czebreszuk 1997; Górski, Kadrow 1996:20℄ (so-
alled se
ond
remation horizon), are related to the younger groups of the Trz
inie
 horizon inKujawy and the younger assemblages of the Trz
inie
 Culture in Maªopolska. Aslong as in both regions we deal with the Trz
inie
 pa
kage (TH1-3 in Kujawy andassemblages of types A1, A2 and A3 in Maªopolska) one 
an only try to �nd lo
alpe
uliarities in the funerary rites in the whole \Trz
inie
" zone [e.g. Maªopolska,Górski, Kadrow 1996:20-21℄. \Trz
inie
" as a whole remained then in this respe
ta mosai
 [Blajer 1987℄.The Trz
inie
 pa
kage must have been a single rite, a single institution ora ritual type whi
h, while moving from 
ommunity to 
ommunity, from region toregion, evolved and a
quired new elements or lost others. Here again I shall 
itethe example of the Beaker pa
kage. It modi�ed only a 
ertain aspe
t of a 
ul-ture, spe
i�
ally it was an outward manifestation, most probably in the form ofspontaneous ranking, of aspirations of the nas
ent higher stratum (forerunners ofpresent-day aristo
ra
y). At the same time, other areas of the 
ulture remained un-
hanged either for all (e.g. rules of settlement and subsisten
e) or for some people(e.g. the phenomenon of the parallel use of single graves and megalithi
 tombs inJutland and northern Germany throughout the \Beaker age."). The same must havehappened to the Trz
inie
 pa
kage. It was a limited s
ope 
ultural proposition. Thearea of what was lo
al in the \Trz
inie
" times was rather vast, whi
h I tried tostress earlier. In parti
ular, in individual Lowland \provin
es" of \Trz
inie
", under



189a thin layer of similarities one 
an observe abundan
e of regional 
hara
teristi
sre
e
ting a division into 
ultural regions from earlier periods.I will repeat the question: What was \Trz
inie
"? On the taxonomi
 s
ale it wasa phenomenon whi
h took a very di�erent 
ourse from the model hitherto a

eptedin the literature. With its roots it rea
hed to SGC and BB so
ieties from the north--eastern end of the European Plain, namely from Jutland and northern Germanywhere sin
e the middle of the 3rd millenium BC early forms of basi
 \Trz
inie
"
hara
teristi
s had been known. Hen
e, the main dire
tion of expansion of thepa
kage runs from the west to the east. However, this is not a pro
ess of movingthe same, 
onstant set of traits in that dire
tion. The Trz
inie
 pa
kage, while movingfrom region to region, 
hanges drawing on lo
al traditions. However, the amplitudeof these 
hanges does not os
illate in any signi�
ant manner throughout the wholeexpanse of the European Plain, from Holland as far east as Belarus and Russia.What we see is a 
ontinuum of 
ultural 
hanges with two extremes: BB in the westand the Middle Dnieper Culture and forest 
ommunities in the east. The westernlimit of the Trz
inie
 Culture whi
h has been re
ognized in the literature so far israther eviden
e of the failure of German and Polish ar
haeologists to 
ommuni
ateon this issue rather than any form of boundary in prehistori
 Europe∗.Translated by Piotr T. �ebrowski
∗ This paper was written during my stay in Aarhus on a s
holarship from the Conferen
e of Danish UniversityPresidents and in Kiel on a stipend from the Konferenz der Deuts
hen Akademien der Wissens
haften, VolkswagenFoundation. I would like to express my gratitude to both institutions. I would also like to express my appre
iation toMarzena Szmyt, Ph.D., Ja
ek Górski, M.A., Prof. Sªawomir Kadrow, Ph.D. and Prof. Aleksander Ko±ko, Ph.D. for theirvaluable 
omments they shared with me having reviewed the types
ript.
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