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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, 115-129PL ISSN 1231-0344Ja
ek GórskiTHE QUESTION OF THE DECLINE OF TRZCINIECCULTURE IN WESTERN MA�OPOLSKA. TRZCINIECCULTURE VS. LUSATIAN CULTURESin
e the Trz
inie
 Culture (TC) was distinguished, attention has been drawnto its ties with the Lusatian Culture (LC). The Trz
inie
-Lusatian ties have beenbest des
ribed by Aleksander Gardawski [Gardawski 1959:135-138; 1971℄ who hasput forth the 
on
ept of the �ód¹ phase whi
h was supposed to be a transitio-nal stage between the two 
ultures. In the meaning imparted to it by the author,the term \phase" was reserved for a relatively short phenomenon 
overing a vastterritory. The phase was intended to serve as a 
ommon development stage ofsour
es. Soon after the 
on
ept was published, the term �ód¹ phase, signifyinga transitional phase, began to be widely used. Evaluating this proposal in hindsight,it seems that in the 
ase of some areas it was not suÆ
iently grounded in ar-
haeologi
al sour
es. It be
ame, nevertheless, a very 
onvenient resear
h 
on
ept,a kind of a 
arryall for sour
es or phenomena either not wel
ome in the TC andLC or not yielding to appropriate 
lassi�
ation [Matoga 1991:222℄. A de�
ien
yof many published works 
on
erning this question is a la
k of sour
es allowinga more a

urate dating. On the one hand, there are not enough metal artifa
ts,on the other, in the 
ase of many areas 
on
erned, no lo
al periodization sys-tems based on mass materials have been devised. It appears, however, that plau-sible diagrams of lo
al development lines based on pottery 
lassi�
ation may bedrawn not only for the areas from whi
h large series of materials 
ome [e.g. south--eastern, loess portion of Nie
ka Nidzia«ska (Nidzi
a Trough) [Górski 1992;1994a;1997℄, but also for areas whi
h as a rule do not yield impressive sour
es [e.g. Ku-jawy; Czebreszuk 1996℄. What is more, su
h �ndings 
on
erning the relative datingof the de
line of the TC and the beginnings of the LC in both kinds of areasdo not 
ontradi
t the 
hronology of metal artifa
ts of both 
ultures [
f. D¡brow-ski 1991℄.The purpose of this work is not a 
riti
ism of the very theory of transitionof the TC into LC; the 
ontribution of the Trz
inie
 substratum into the rise of



116
F i g . 1. Lo
ation of major sites of Trz
inie
 Culture (TC) and Lusatian Culture (LC) in western Ma-ªopolska and dire
tions of signi�
an
e (large arrows) and small (small arrows) impa
t on the rise oflo
al varieties of an Urn�eld-type Culture. 1 - Bali
e; 2 - Bo
henie
; 3 - Bogu
i
e; 4 - Dwikozy; 5 -Iwanowi
e-Wysyªek; 6 - Jakuszowi
e, site 2; 7 - Ma
hów; 8 - Nowa Huta-Mogiªa, site 55; 9 - NowaHuta-Pleszów, site 17; 10 - Nowa Huta-Pleszów, site 49; 11 - Piase
zno. Drawn by A. Mosio.the eastern bran
h of the LC is unquestionable. It has been observed many timesthat in both 
ultures there were similar or analogous vessel forms, pottery te
h-nology displayed 
ertain similarities or that there were survival Trz
inie
 traits inLC assemblages. Prior to dis
ussing the question on its merits, several issues 
on-
erning methodology should be presented sin
e they will have an impa
t on theway the question will be treated. In the �rst pla
e it is hard to deny the assertionthat before an appropriate stage of resear
h into the 
hronologi
al division of TCsour
es is rea
hed, we should not attempt to re
onstru
t the events at the time ofthe TC transition into the LC [Matoga 1991:224℄. The transition itself [being at thesame time a stage when a new 
ulture was being born℄ was a 
ontinuous pro
ess.For this reason one 
annot expe
t a sharp distin
tion into the earliest Lusatianassemblages and those pre
eding them [D¡browski 1991:195℄. A fundamental qu-estion, and the most relevant one from the logi
al point of view however rarelyasked, is whether the evolution of TC materials in a given area leads to the riseof the LC. The �rst attempt to de�ne the relations between the two 
ultures may
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F i g . 2. Di�erentiation within groups of the early phase of the Lusation Culture: 1 - left-sided shading- Konstantynów (phase) group; 2 - right-sided shading - Kraków subgroup of the Silesian group; 3 -
he
kered areas - Tarnobrzeg group (a

ording to M. Gedl). Drawn by A. Mosio.have been a work by Ja
ek Rydzewski [1991℄ who began with tra
ing the 
hangestaking pla
e in TC pottery. The work dealt with the origins of the LC in the vi-
inity of Kraków. This is an area for whi
h we have now the fullest sele
tion ofsour
es making it possible to re
onstru
t the pro
ess of 
ultural 
hange from theTC to LC.In this paper, resear
h results for the area will serve as a ba
kground for di-s
ussing sele
ted �nds from the southern portion of the inter
uvial area of thePili
a and Vistula (Fig. 1 | the northern limit will be the range of the HolyCross Mountains). In the times pre
eding the emergen
e of the LC the moun-tains were o

upied by so
ieties representing the TC. At the de
line of phase A2and in the early phase B of the Bronze Age, the area was quite uniform withrespe
t to the traits of material 
ulture. Clear manifestations of a lo
al di�eren-tiation of the TC 
an be seen in phase C of the Bronze Age when a spe
i�
 setof vessels, without analogy in other areas o

upied by the 
ulture, makes the re-gion in Kraków's vi
inity 
onspi
uously stand out [Górski 1997:37℄. In phase Dof the Bronze Age one 
an already speak of three di�erent groups of the latephase of the TC (Fig. 2). However, materials from the loess areas in the vi
i-nity of Kraków and Mie
hów, from the region where the San joins the Vistulaand from the area of 
on
uen
e of the Bla
k and White Nida display a pe
u-liar set of traits. Hen
e, lo
al di�eren
es in soil types were a 
hief reason fora future di�erentiation within LC groups. Another important set of reasons of
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F i g . 3. Cultural situation in Nowa Huta at the turn of phase D of the Bronze Age and phase A1 ofthe Hallstatt period. 1 - Trz
inie
 Culture settlements; 2 - Lusatian Culture (LC) settlements; 3 - LCgraves. Drawn by A. Mosio.these di�eren
es in
luded the dire
tion from whi
h 
ultural patterns were a
qu-ired, kind of 
onta
ts and the manner in whi
h late Trz
inie
 so
ieties 
ame into
onta
t with the new 
ultural trend. In the 
ase of Kraków's vi
inity the 
on-ta
ts were dire
t. The transmission of patterns from the LC to TC was relati-vely easy be
ause of the existen
e of an en
lave of population representing theSilesian version of the LC. To the vitality of this group testi�es the fa
t that ina new environment not only it did not lose its separate 
hara
ter, but be
amea de
isive fa
tor in the shaping of the future 
ultural pi
ture of the area. \Sile-sian patterns" in pottery did not take root, however, in areas where their impa
twas smaller. Despite stimuli 
oming from Kraków's vi
inity, late Trz
inie
 so
ie-ties inhabiting the territory on the Upper Nida joined the rhythm of 
hanges re-lating the territory to the phenomena observable in the Konstantynów group ofCentral Poland. As a 
onsequen
e, a Kiel
e subgroup separated from the Up-per Silesia-Maªopolska group of the LC. The fa
t that the early Lusatian im-pa
t 
ame from Central Poland is stressed also in the 
ase of the Sandomierzregion and the area lying east of the Vistula. A 
areful s
rutiny of the situationin that area leads us to the 
on
lusion that \Lusatian" patterns were re
eived\se
ond-hand" (via the region on the Upper Nida), whi
h led, with \eastern"in
uen
es being superimposed, to the emergen
e of a spe
i�
 Tarnobrzeg groupof the LC.
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F i g . 4. Pottery 
hara
teristi
 of the early phase of the Lusatian Culture from site 55 in Nowa Huta-Mogi-ªa (a

ording to A. Ra
hwanie
). Drawn by A. Mosio.1. THE TRZCINIEC AND LUSATIAN CULTURES IN THE VICINITY OFKRAKÓWThe relations between the two 
ultures were best investigated in the vi
inityof Kraków. In the opinion of A. Gardawski, it was one of the regions in whi
hspontaneous transformation of the TC into the LC was supposed to have takenpla
e [Gardawski 1971:160�, Fig. 8 and 9℄. Of di�erent opinion was Marek Gedlwho believed that the said 
ulture appeared in a �nal form in the vi
inity of Krakówas a result of the arrival of Silesian populations in this area. This event took pla
earound the turn of phase D of the Bronze Age and A1 of the Hallstatt period[Gedl 1982:21-23, Fig. 13℄, whi
h is 
orroborated by the o

urren
e of bronze pinswith butt-like and 
ross-
uted heads in Kraków's vi
inity [Gedl 1982:22; D¡browski1991:199℄. The existen
e of an en
lave with \Silesian-style" pottery near Krakówwas re
e
ted in the territorial division of the LC (Kraków subgroup of the Silesiangroup of this 
ulture) [Gedl 1975:110℄. An analogous point of departure is used indetailed studies of the 
ultural situation in Kraków-Nowa Huta [Rydzewski 1983;1991; 1992; Górski 1992; 1994a;1997℄. Suggestions 
on
erning the existen
e of the\�ód¹ phase" in this area [Gardawski 1971:160�, Fig. 8, 9; Ra
hwanie
 1982:69℄have not been 
on�rmed yet.When de�ning the relations o

urring where the TC met the LC, inspiration
ame from the assertion that the TC was supplanted or assimilated by the LC in thearea under dis
ussion [Gedl 1982:21-22℄. Thus, an idea was indire
tly put forward
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F i g . 5. Pottery 
hara
teristi
 of the late phase of the Lusatian Culture from site 55 in Nowa Huta-Mogiªa.Drawn by A. Mosio.
laiming that the TC survived in this area until representatives of the �nally-shapedLC arrived from the west. One indi
ation of the temporary 
o-o

urren
e was the�nding that sites of both 
ultures mutually ex
luded ea
h other in Kraków-NowaHuta [Rydzewski 1983:216-217; 1992:181, Fig. 3℄. Around the middle of the III pe-riod of the Bronze Age, at a bend of a Vistula terra
e, several settlements as well asa 
remation 
emetery were founded in a virgin pla
e, where pottery 
hara
teristi
 ofthe early phase of the LC is represented. They were lo
ated 
lose to TC settlementsthat had been permanently inhabited sin
e phase A2 of the Bronze Age (Fig. 3).The �nding that the sites of both 
ultures were spatially mutually ex
lusive servedas a basis for detailed studies of Nowa Huta settlement materials [Rydzewski 1991;Górski 1992℄. The �rst of the works stressed the 
hanges in TC pottery taking pla
efrom the turn of the older and middle periods of the Bronze Age whi
h, howe-ver, did not result in the emergen
e of a lo
al variety of the LC. We 
an speak ofthe beginnings of the LC only when pottery made in the \Silesian style" appears(sharp-
ontoured bowls 
orrugated at the bend of belly and de
orated underneath itwith in
ised lines, vases 
orrugated at the bend of belly and 
hara
teristi
 \button"vessels | Fig. 4). Having 
o-existed with the representatives of the early phase ofthe LC for some time, an altered TC adopted 
hara
teristi
 traits of pottery ma-nufa
tured by them. This is why vessels of this type appeared at TC settlements
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F i g . 6. Pottery 
hara
teristi
 of the de
line phase of the Lusatian Culture from site 55 in NowaHuta-Mogiªa, feature 32. Drawn by A. Mosio.in Kraków-Nowa Huta at Mogiªa, site 55 and Pleszów, site 49. The me
hanism of
hanges and the pro
ess of taking over early Lusatian traits by the populations ofthe late phase of the TC 
ould be tra
ed with the help of the sour
es from site55 in Nowa-Huta-Mogiªa (settlement 
lose to the Mound of Wanda) [Górski 1992℄.Owing to 
arefully sele
ted analyti
al pro
edure, it was possible to identify rela-tively 
hronologi
ally 
ompa
t settlement assemblages. This, in turn, permitted totra
e 
hanges in TC pottery within relatively short time horizons [Górski 1994a:74--91; 1997:28-29℄. Late TC assemblages (Fig. 5) are 
hara
terized by the presen
eof amphorae, 
ups and beakers de
orated on the belly with 
ompa
t zones of ver-ti
al grooves being an almost ex
lusive ornament pattern. There is also a groupof dozen-odd features 
ontaining mixed, Trz
inie
-Lusatian materials (Fig. 6). Itmust be stressed, however, that no intermediate traits are observed between thesetwo, stylisti
ally very di�erent, groups of sour
es. There are no 
ommon or evensimilar ornament patterns. TC pottery does not undergo evolution leading to theemergen
e of early Lusatian forms. The latter, undoubtedly appear at the site in aready-made form. The role of the population representing the late phase of the TCwas redu
ed to a

epting a new 
ultural trend. The 
hanges in the TC indu
ed by
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F i g . 7. Organization of a settlement from the late phase of the Trz
inie
 Culture (TC) at site 55 inNowa Huta-Mogiªa. 1 - features of the late phase of the TC (
onstru
tion phase VII), 2 - features ofthe de
line phase of the TC (
onstru
tion phase VIIa). Drawn by A. Mosio.the dire
t impa
t of the early phase of the LC led to the vanishing of the traits, onthe basis of whi
h the 
ulture 
an be distinguished.The 
hanges were not super�
ial and did not 
onsist only in a simple assimi-lation of new ornamentation patterns in 
erami
s. Together with the appearan
e ofvessels made in the \Silesian style" evolution began to a�e
t also the traditionalmodel of fun
tioning of the settlement. The model was formed already in phase A2of the Bronze Age when a TC population took over settlement organization froma 
ommunity of the 
lassi
 phase of the Mierzanowi
e Culture [Górski, Kadrow
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F i g . 8. Organization of a settlement from the early phase of the LC at site 55 in Nowa Huta-Mogiªa.1 - features. Drawn by A. Mosio.1996:19℄. Relying on the results of spatial development analysis of an Early BronzeAge settlement in Iwanowi
e [Kadrow 1991℄, it was a

epted that, in the 
ase of thesettlement in Nowa Huta-Mogiªa, one large feature, either trapezoid or bag-like,fun
tioned usually on the area 10-20 m in diameter. It was further a

epted thatusually one pit 
orresponded to one household 
luster inhabited by a basi
 familyand that a 
omplex of 
ontemporaneous 
lusters made up a 
onstru
tion phase.Throughout the whole period of TC existen
e, 
onstru
tion phases distinguished atthe site 
lose to the Mound of Wanda formed quite regular, 
losed and ellipse-likestru
tures. The features of the late phase of the TC formed two stru
tures, su

es-



124sive and partially spatially ex
lusive, identi�ed as 
onstru
tion phases VI and VIIrepresenting settlement organization typi
al of the TC. The further development ofthe settlement is very interesting. Now, almost ea
h feature of 
onstru
tion phaseVII was a

ompanied by a younger pit, the 
ontents of whi
h in
luded, next to lateTrz
inie
 materials, 
hara
teristi
 early Lusatian pottery (Fig. 7). The evolution ofthe settlement organization system leads to a situation where earlier tenden
ies toobtain a regular and 
losed arrangement of features (household 
lusters) disappear.The mapping of pits in whi
h \pure" early Lusatian materials were dis
overed givesa di�erent pi
ture (Fig. 8). Features 
losely related in time make several standingout 
lusters while in a few of the largest of them the arrangement of pits resemblesa bun
h of grapes.It seems, therefore, that pro
esses of the TC's taking over traits 
hara
teristi
of \Silesian ornamentation" were taking pla
e after early Lusatian settlement hadstabilized in the area in question, i.e. in phase A1 of the Hallstatt period. The
hange of the 
ultural image of this area must have taken a few generations. Thesituation dis
overed in the vi
inity of Kraków \(. . . ) may be imagined as the takingover of 
ertain areas by advan
ing populations with already developed Lusatian
ulture and as the Lusatian Culture taking root in the pre
eding 
ulture, whi
h willbe manifested not by an assemblage of separate forms but by the 
o-existen
e ofnew and old ones" [D¡browski 1991:198℄. In the presented theory, the transitionalphase in the vi
inity of Kraków is a stage of adaptation of traits 
hara
teristi
 ofthe LC by lo
al late Trz
inie
 so
ieties.2. REMARKS ON THE DECLINE OF THE TRZCINIEC CULTURE AND THERISE OF THE LUSATIAN CULTURE IN THE REGION OF SANDOMIERZIn the Sandomierz Uplands, the late phase of the TC may be reliably 
hara
te-rized on the basis of materials from Dwikozy where a 
ommon skeleton grave wasdis
overed. In the opinion of the authors of the dis
overy it was a 
ontemporaneousfeature. On the basis of nine radio
arbon dates, its foundation 
an be dated at 
a1200 
al BC [�
ibior, �
ibior 1990:119, 121, Tab. 2℄ whi
h 
orresponds to phase D ofthe Bronze Age. The �nd may be syn
hronized with the late phase of the 
ulture inthe south-western portion of Nie
ka Nidzia«ska [Nidzi
a Trough℄ [Górski 1997:28--29℄. Vessels de
orated with verti
al grooves 
hara
teristi
 of this phase were foundin the grave [�
ibior, �
ibior 1990:Fig. 9:4, 5℄ and at several other sites [Nosek 1948,Tabl. XXX, 1; XXX,2, 3; Krauss 1977:23℄. A lo
al pe
uliarity, however, is the pre-sen
e of tulip-like pots with small bottoms [�
ibior, �
ibior 1990:Fig. 9:1, 2; 10:4℄for whi
h there is no analogy in the vi
inity of Kraków (Fig. 9).
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F i g . 9. Sele
ted 
erami
 materials from the 
olle
tive grave in Dwikozy (a

ording to J. �
ibior,J. �
ibior). Drawn by A. Mosio.



126 Only in re
ent years, have 
onsiderable amounts of TC materials been identi�edin the areas later o

upied by the Tarnobrzeg group of the LC [Blajer 1985℄, owingto whi
h the theories taking into a

ount the role of the Trz
inie
 substratum in itsgenesis a
quired �rm foundations [Blajer, Czopek, Kostek 1991; Czopek 1996; seethere for the development of views on the rise of the Tarnobrzeg group of the LC℄.One of su
h areas is the region where the Wisªok River 
ows into the San [Czopek1996:110-116℄. Admittedly this area is little further a�eld from the one delineatedabove, but 
ertainly this is the 
losest area in the range of the Tarnobrzeg groupof the LC, in the 
ase of whi
h the question of transition from the TC into LChas been exhaustively dis
ussed. The existen
e of this 
ultural group is eviden
ed inthe �rst pla
e by long-used 
remation 
emeteries, the appearan
e of whi
h may bedated at not earlier than phase A1 of the Hallstatt period [Czopek 1996:113-114℄.Among larger 
at 
emeteries in the territory in question are, for instan
e, Ma
hówand Piase
zno [Krauss 1977, Fig. 25℄. Consequently, the present dis
ussion may benarrowed down to the period from the digging of the Trz
inie
 grave in Dwikozyto the appearing of the �rst 
remation burials. The attention of s
holars has beendrawn for a long time by the ensuing \horizon" of a few ri
hly provided skeletongraves dated at the �rst or se
ond half of the III period of the Bronze Age. Theirgrave-goods in
lude a number of elements whi
h are no longer \Trz
inie
-like" nor\Tarnobrzeg-like" yet [Czopek 1996:113-114℄. In this 
ontext of great interest areresults of planigraphi
 analyses 
arried out at some sites [Czopek 1996:44�, Fig.48℄. The skeleton graves are asso
iated with the oldest phases of development ofthese 
emeteries and 
o-o

ured with analogously dated 
remation burials. It mustbe a

epted that the inhumations are related rather to the Trz
inie
 tradition ofdisposal of the dead and that they o

urred in the times when 
remation was gainingground [Czopek 1996:48℄. The existen
e of long-used 
emeteries is not a typi
al traitof the TC, whereas su
h 
emeteries are a hallmark of the LC. If skeleton gravesbegan the development of the mentioned 
emeteries they must re
e
t the \onset ofnew times" in whi
h a de
isive role was taken over by 
remation. The transitional
hara
ter of skeleton graves would �nd expression in the fa
t that they are theoldest link in the development of the 
emeteries. If, however, we were to a

eptthat inhumations and 
remations had been 
ontemporaneous we would deal with aperiod of 
o-o

urren
e of older vanishing traits (inhumation) and newer ones beingon the in
rease (
remation). Under this interpretation, the \transitional 
hara
ter"would entail a right of an individual to 
hoose a type of burial within the same burialground. In both 
ases, the transien
y of this phase is manifested by the a

eptan
eof the ne
essity to set up permanent 
emeteries by lo
al 
ommunities.The situation in the area of interest to us may have developed a

ordingly toa re
ently proposed pattern [Czopek 1996:114℄. In phase D of the Bronze Age,the region of Sandomierz and Tarnobrzeg was inhabited by TC so
ieties. Typi
almaterials from this period were identi�ed in the grave dis
overed in Dwikozy. The



127grave represents the waning stage in the development of the 
ulture: both thegrave form and the pottery found in it do not permit us to asso
iate it with theLC. A marked 
hange is brought about by phase A1 of the Hallstatt period whi
his a stage of \sear
hing for new patterns" and o

asionally of the rise of a newquality. In this 
ase a new quality is manifested by the 
o-o

urren
e of inhumationand 
remation burials. Some vessels dis
overed in burials that have not been burnt(for the dis
ussed area, the grave dis
overed in Zªota is representative) [�
ibior1993℄ have no equivalents in known TC pottery, whereas they bear relations tospe
imens known from 
remation burials [�
ibior 1993:150-152℄. The universal useof 
remation in phase A2 of the Hallstatt period testi�es to the existen
e at thattime of a 
ulture in the type of urn �elds. The 
hange of the TC into the LCshould be looked upon in terms of a revaluation of the fundamentals of a 
ulturewhi
h, in this 
ase, found its expression in the supplanting of inhumation burialswith 
remations.3. THE CHANGE OF THE TRZCINIEC CULTURE INTO THE LUSATIANCULTURE ON THE UPPER NIDAIn the area along the Upper Nida the �nal e�e
t of the evolution of TC potterymay be observed in the assemblages from 
ommon graves dis
overed in Bogu
i
e[Gardawski 1971:Fig. 7℄ and Bo
henie
 [Matoga 1985:Fig. 4-8; 1987:Fig. 2-5℄. Thegeneti
 relationship of these burials with the TC raises no doubt [Matoga 1985:105;1987:128℄.For the question under dis
ussion here, of the greatest importan
e are observa-tions made in the older zone of the 
emetery in Bo
henie
 [Matoga 1985; 1987℄. Itsdevelopment sequen
e is opened by the mentioned 
ommon skeleton graves datedto the �rst half of the III period of the Bronze Age [Matoga 1987: 128; D¡browski1991:198℄. In the older zone of this burial ground, dated to the se
ond half of theIII and the beginning of the IV period of the Bronze Age, other types of burialshave been identi�ed, too: 
remations in urns or without them, \symboli
" and pro-bably skeleton graves in whi
h bones have not survived [Matoga 1985:97-99℄. It isworth remembering that a similar variety 
an be en
ountered at the 
emeteries ofthe early Tarnobrzeg group of the LC [Czopek 1996:44�℄. The dating of skeletongraves from Bo
henie
 permits them to be equated with the late development phaseof the TC in the vi
inity of Kraków. The inventories of these graves (similarly to thepottery from Bogu
i
e) look, however, rather pe
uliar (Fig. 10). They do not 
ontainvessels de
orated with verti
al grooves, a lo
al trait is the presen
e of spe
i�
allyde
orated 
ups while similarities 
on
ern pots. One of the graves dis
overed there
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F i g . 10. Sele
ted bronze (1) and 
erami
 (2) materials from the 
olle
tive grave in Bo
henie
 (a

ordingto A. Matoga). Drawn by A. Mosio.



129is a \dire
t 
onne
tion" between the two 
ultures. A Trz
inie
 form of the grave isa

ompanied by a vessel exhibiting early Lusatian traits. The knowledge of the laterdevelopment of the 
emetery shows that the appearan
e of that vessel in the gravewas not an e�e
t of a 
asual 
onta
t, but the �rst ar
haeologi
ally tangible tra
e ofthe LC impa
t. The region under dis
ussion, in the time of interest to us here, wassubje
t to in
uen
es from Central Poland [Matoga 1991℄. These in
uen
es 
ontri-buted most to the shaping of the 
ultural image of the area. The ties with the areasin Kraków's vi
inity should be stressed as well and a re
ord should be made of thepresen
e of several vessels with 
lear referen
es to \Silesian style" pottery. It doesnot seem, however, that these in
uen
es had an impa
t on the shape of the lo
albran
h of the LC. 4. CONCLUSIONDespite the fa
t that the question of transition of the TC into the LC has beenan obje
t of resear
h for many years, it is far from being explained. It even seemsthat the degree of 
omplexity of the question is far greater than it seemed earlier.In ea
h of the three analyzed regions the 
ultural 
hange took a di�erent 
ourse.An attempt has been made to explain the two major 
auses of the dis
repan
ies.The transitional phase is obviously easier to des
ribe in the areas where mixedassemblages exhibiting traits of both 
ultures have been dis
overed. They are borderphenomena 
losing the last stage of TC existen
e and marking the beginnings ofthe LC. In the vi
inity of Kraków, the 
ultural 
hange took pla
e relatively qui
kly,whi
h was an e�e
t of the dire
t impa
t of a group of population of the �nallyshaped LC. The impa
t radi
ally 
hanged the 
ourse of development of the lo
al
ommunity. The events took a di�erent 
ourse in the area where the San joins theVistula. The distan
e from 
ulture-making 
enters made the 
hanges unfurl there ina rather evolutionary manner with the e�e
t of these 
hanges, the Tarnobrzeg groupof the LC, being rather a result of \independent sear
hing" than an adaptation ofa ready model as it was the 
ase in Kraków's vi
inity.Finally, it must be observed that the Trz
inie
-Lusatian transition phase wasanalyzed 
hie
y from the perspe
tive of the 
hanges in the burial rite. As it isshown by the sites at Kraków-Nowa Huta, these 
hanges were more profound and
on
erned di�erent spheres of life. Translated by Piotr T. �ebrowski
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