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Editor’s Foreword

The Tizciniec Culture, Trzciniec Cultural Circle and Trzciniec Horizon are the
names of a cultural area in the borderland of Western and Eastern Europe at
the 2nd millenium BC. For over half a century a discussion has been going on
over the taxonomic identification (chronological and spatial) and genetic and ethnic
interpretation of this cultural unit.

In the debate, the 1980’s and 1990’s mark a significant cognitive turn caused
by the growth of the corpus of sources, the use of systematic methods for the study
of mobile sources and the proliferation of regional *C datings.

The present volume of ”Baltic-Pontic Studies” is an attempt to register this
breakthrough and a proposal for a new fitting of the Tizciniec phenomenon into
the synthesis of Early Bronze Age Europe. The records include rudiments of new
regional systematizations, foundations of their chronologies based on radiocarbon
datings and a discussion of the mechanisms of socio-cultural changes which gave
rise to the Trzciniec cultural area and later contributed to its disintegration.

A long-term intention of this volume giving a multifaceted view of the effects
of the said cognitive breakthrough is to encourage a careful scrutiny of the deve-
lopment mechanisms of the European Early Bronze Age Civilization, in particular
the role played in them by the societies inhabiting the drainages of the Baltic and
Pontic Seas.



Editorial comment

1. All dates in the B-PS§ are calibrated [see: Radiocarbon vol.28, 1986, and the
next volumes]. Deviations from this rule will be point out in notes.

2. The names of the archaeological cultures (especially from the territory of
the Ukraine) are standarized according to the English literature on the subject [e.g.
Mallory 1989]. In the case of a new term, the author’s original name has been
retained.

3. The place names located in the Ukraine have been transliterat from the
versions suggested by the author (i.e. from the Belorussian, Ukrainian, Polish or
Russian originals).
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Jacek Gorski

THE QUESTION OF THE DECLINE OF TRZCINIEC
CULTURE IN WESTERN MAYL.OPOLSKA. TRZCINIEC
CULTURE VS. LUSATTAN CULTURE

Since the Trzciniec Culture (TC) was distinguished, attention has been drawn
to its ties with the Lusatian Culture (LC). The Trzciniec-Lusatian ties have been
best described by Aleksander Gardawski [Gardawski 1959:135-138; 1971] who has
put forth the concept of the £6d7 phase which was supposed to be a transitio-
nal stage between the two cultures. In the meaning imparted to it by the author,
the term “phase” was reserved for a relatively short phenomenon covering a vast
territory. The phase was intended to serve as a common development stage of
sources. Soon after the concept was published, the term £.6dZ phase, signifying
a transitional phase, began to be widely used. Evaluating this proposal in hindsight,
it seems that in the case of some areas it was not sufficiently grounded in ar-
chaeological sources. It became, nevertheless, a very convenient research concept,
a kind of a carryall for sources or phenomena either not welcome in the TC and
LC or not yielding to appropriate classification [Matoga 1991:222]. A deficiency
of many published works concerning this question is a lack of sources allowing
a more accurate dating. On the one hand, there are not enough metal artifacts,
on the other, in the case of many areas concerned, no local periodization sys-
tems based on mass materials have been devised. It appears, however, that plau-
sible diagrams of local development lines based on pottery classification may be
drawn not only for the areas from which large series of materials come [e.g. south-
-eastern, loess portion of Niecka Nidziafiska (Nidzica Trough) [Gérski 1992;1994a;
1997], but also for areas which as a rule do not yield impressive sources [e.g. Ku-
jawy; Czebreszuk 1996]. What is more, such findings concerning the relative dating
of the decline of the TC and the beginnings of the LC in both kinds of areas
do not contradict the chronology of metal artifacts of both cultures [cf. Dabrow-
ski 1991].

The purpose of this work is not a criticism of the very theory of transition
of the TC into LC; the contribution of the Trzciniec substratum into the rise of
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Fig. 1. Location of major sites of Tizciniec Culture (TC) and Lusatian Culture (LC) in western Ma-
fopolska and directions of significance (large arrows) and small (small arrows) impact on the rise of
local varieties of an Urnfield-type Culture. 1 - Balice; 2 - Bocheniec; 3 - Bogucice; 4 - Dwikozy; 5 -
Iwanowice-Wysylek; 6 - Jakuszowice, site 2; 7 - Machow; 8 - Nowa Huta-Mogila, site 55; 9 - Nowa
Huta-Pleszéw, site 17; 10 - Nowa Huta-Pleszéw, site 49; 11 - Piaseczno. Drawn by A. Mosio.

the eastern branch of the LC is unquestionable. It has been observed many times
that in both cultures there were similar or analogous vessel forms, pottery tech-
nology displayed certain similarities or that there were survival Trzciniec traits in
LC assemblages. Prior to discussing the question on its merits, several issues con-
cerning methodology should be presented since they will have an impact on the
way the question will be treated. In the first place it is hard to deny the assertion
that before an appropriate stage of research into the chronological division of TC
sources is reached, we should not attempt to reconstruct the events at the time of
the TC transition into the LC [Matoga 1991:224]. The transition itself [being at the
same time a stage when a new culture was being born] was a continuous process.
For this reason one cannot expect a sharp distinction into the earliest Lusatian
assemblages and those preceding them [Dabrowski 1991:195]. A fundamental qu-
estion, and the most relevant one from the logical point of view however rarely
asked, is whether the evolution of TC materials in a given area leads to the rise
of the LC. The first attempt to define the relations between the two cultures may
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Fig. 2. Differentiation within groups of the early phase of the Lusation Culture: 1 - left-sided shading
- Konstantynéw (phase) group; 2 - right-sided shading - Krakéw subgroup of the Silesian group; 3 -
checkered areas - Tarnobrzeg group (according to M. Gedl). Drawn by A. Mosio.

have been a work by Jacek Rydzewski [1991] who began with tracing the changes
taking place in TC pottery. The work dealt with the origins of the LC in the vi-
cinity of Krakéw. This is an area for which we have now the fullest selection of
sources making it possible to reconstruct the process of cultural change from the
TC to LC.

In this paper, research results for the area will serve as a background for di-
scussing selected finds from the southern portion of the interfluvial area of the
Pilica and Vistula (Fig. 1 — the northern limit will be the range of the Holy
Cross Mountains). In the times preceding the emergence of the LC the moun-
tains were occupied by societies representing the TC. At the decline of phase A2
and in the early phase B of the Bronze Age, the area was quite uniform with
respect to the traits of material culture. Clear manifestations of a local differen-
tiation of the TC can be seen in phase C of the Bronze Age when a specific set
of vessels, without analogy in other areas occupied by the culture, makes the re-
gion in Krakéw’s vicinity conspicuously stand out [Goérski 1997:37]. In phase D
of the Bronze Age one can already speak of three different groups of the late
phase of the TC (Fig. 2). However, materials from the loess areas in the vici-
nity of Krakéw and Miechéw, from the region where the San joins the Vistula
and from the area of confluence of the Black and White Nida display a pecu-
liar set of traits. Hence, local differences in soil types were a chief reason for
a future differentiation within LC groups. Another important set of reasons of
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Fig. 3. Cultural situation in Nowa Huta at the turn of phase D of the Bronze Age and phase Al of
the Hallstatt period. 1 - Trzciniec Culture settlements; 2 - Lusatian Culture (LC) settlements; 3 - LC
graves. Drawn by A. Mosio.

these differences included the direction from which cultural patterns were acqu-
ired, kind of contacts and the manner in which late Trzciniec societies came into
contact with the new cultural trend. In the case of Krakéw’s vicinity the con-
tacts were direct. The transmission of patterns from the LC to TC was relati-
vely easy because of the existence of an enclave of population representing the
Silesian version of the LC. To the vitality of this group testifies the fact that in
a new environment not only it did not lose its separate character, but became
a decisive factor in the shaping of the future cultural picture of the area. “Sile-
sian patterns” in pottery did not take root, however, in areas where their impact
was smaller. Despite stimuli coming from Krakéw’s vicinity, late Trzciniec socie-
ties inhabiting the territory on the Upper Nida joined the rhythm of changes re-
lating the territory to the phenomena observable in the Konstantynéw group of
Central Poland. As a consequence, a Kielce subgroup separated from the Up-
per Silesia-Malopolska group of the LC. The fact that the early Lusatian im-
pact came from Central Poland is stressed also in the case of the Sandomierz
region and the area lying east of the Vistula. A careful scrutiny of the situation
in that area leads us to the conclusion that “Lusatian” patterns were received
“second-hand” (via the region on the Upper Nida), which led, with “eastern”
influences being superimposed, to the emergence of a specific Tarnobrzeg group
of the LC.
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Fig.4. Pottery characteristic of the early phase of the Lusatian Culture from site 55 in Nowa Huta-Mogi-
fa (according to A. Rachwaniec). Drawn by A. Mosio.

1. THE TRZCINIEC AND LUSATIAN CULTURES IN THE VICINITY OF
KRAKOW

The relations between the two cultures were best investigated in the vicinity
of Krakéw. In the opinion of A. Gardawski, it was one of the regions in which
spontaneous transformation of the TC into the LC was supposed to have taken
place [Gardawski 1971:160ff, Fig. 8 and 9]. Of different opinion was Marek Gedl
who believed that the said culture appeared in a final form in the vicinity of Krakéw
as a result of the arrival of Silesian populations in this area. This event took place
around the turn of phase D of the Bronze Age and Al of the Hallstatt period
[Gedl 1982:21-23, Fig. 13], which is corroborated by the occurrence of bronze pins
with butt-like and cross-fluted heads in Krakéw’s vicinity [Ged] 1982:22; Dabrowski
1991:199]. The existence of an enclave with “Silesian-style” pottery near Krakéw
was reflected in the territorial division of the LC (Krakéw subgroup of the Silesian
group of this culture) [Gedl 1975:110]. An analogous point of departure is used in
detailed studies of the cultural situation in Krakéw-Nowa Huta [Rydzewski 1983;
1991; 1992; Goérski 1992; 1994a;1997]. Suggestions concerning the existence of the
“L6dZ phase” in this area [Gardawski 1971:160ff, Fig. 8, 9; Rachwaniec 1982:69]
have not been confirmed yet.

When defining the relations occurring where the TC met the LC, inspiration
came from the assertion that the TC was supplanted or assimilated by the LC in the
area under discussion [Ged] 1982:21-22]. Thus, an idea was indirectly put forward



Fig.5. Pottery characteristic of the late phase of the Lusatian Culture from site 55 in Nowa Huta-Mogita.
Drawn by A. Mosio.

claiming that the TC survived in this area until representatives of the finally-shaped
LC arrived from the west. One indication of the temporary co-occurrence was the
finding that sites of both cultures mutually excluded each other in Krakdéw-Nowa
Huta [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 terrace, several settlements as well as
a cremation cemetery were founded in a virgin place, where pottery characteristic of
the early phase of the LC is represented. They were located close to TC settlements
that had been permanently inhabited since phase A2 of the Bronze Age (Fig. 3).
The finding that the sites of both cultures were spatially mutually exclusive served
as a basis for detailed studies of Nowa Huta settlement materials [Rydzewski 1991;
Gorski 1992]. The first of the works stressed the changes in TC pottery taking place
from the turn of the older and middle periods of the Bronze Age which, howe-
ver, did not result in the emergence of a local variety of the LC. We can speak of
the beginnings of the LC only when pottery made in the “Silesian style” appears
(sharp-contoured bowls corrugated at the bend of belly and decorated underneath it
with incised lines, vases corrugated at the bend of belly and characteristic “button”
vessels — Fig. 4). Having co-existed with the representatives of the early phase of
the LC for some time, an altered TC adopted characteristic traits of pottery ma-
nufactured by them. This is why vessels of this type appeared at TC settlements
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Fig. 6. Pottery characteristic of the decline phase of the Lusatian Culture from site 55 in Nowa
Huta-Mogita, feature 32. Drawn by A. Mosio.

in Krakéw-Nowa Huta at Mogila, site 55 and Pleszow, site 49. The mechanism of
changes and the process of taking over early Lusatian traits by the populations of
the late phase of the TC could be traced with the help of the sources from site
55 in Nowa-Huta-Mogita (settlement close to the Mound of Wanda) [G6rski 1992].
Owing to carefully selected analytical procedure, it was possible to identify rela-
tively chronologically compact settlement assemblages. This, in turn, permitted to
trace changes in TC pottery within relatively short time horizons [Gorski 1994a:74-
-91; 1997:28-29]. Late TC assemblages (Fig. 5) are characterized by the presence
of amphorae, cups and beakers decorated on the belly with compact zones of ver-
tical grooves being an almost exclusive ornament pattern. There is also a group
of dozen-odd features containing mixed, Trzciniec-Lusatian materials (Fig. 6). It
must be stressed, however, that no intermediate traits are observed between these
two, stylistically very different, groups of sources. There are no common or even
similar ornament patterns. TC pottery does not undergo evolution leading to the
emergence of early Lusatian forms. The latter, undoubtedly appear at the site in a
ready-made form. The role of the population representing the late phase of the TC
was reduced to accepting a new cultural trend. The changes in the TC induced by
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Fig. 7. Organization of a settlement from the late phase of the Tizciniec Culture (TC) at site 55 in
Nowa Huta-Mogita. 1 - features of the late phase of the TC (construction phase VII), 2 - features of
the decline phase of the TC (construction phase VIIa). Drawn by A. Mosio.

the direct impact of the early phase of the LC led to the vanishing of the traits, on
the basis of which the culture can be distinguished.

The changes were not superficial and did not consist only in a simple assimi-
lation of new ornamentation patterns in ceramics. Together with the appearance of
vessels made in the “Silesian style” evolution began to affect also the traditional
model of functioning of the settlement. The model was formed already in phase A2
of the Bronze Age when a TC population took over settlement organization from
a community of the classic phase of the Mierzanowice Culture [Go6rski, Kadrow



123

\

Mound of Wanda Site 55A
\\ \ ,/
Site 55 A
. ‘\ v
[} 20m ..
) v\ oy
Site 55B \

LAY
[
e \
L |
i B
it
i
i
[

7/

o\~

!

A z
\ A
/

///

0 30m

Site 53

Fig. 8. Organization of a settlement from the early phase of the LC at site 55 in Nowa Huta-Mogita.

1 - features. Drawn by A. Mosio.

1996:19]. Relying on the results of spatial development analysis of an Early Bronze
Age settlement in Iwanowice [Kadrow 1991], it was accepted that, in the case of the
settlement in Nowa Huta-Mogita, one large feature, either trapezoid or bag-like,
functioned usually on the area 10-20 m in diameter. It was further accepted that
usually one pit corresponded to one household cluster inhabited by a basic family
and that a complex of contemporaneous clusters made up a construction phase.
Throughout the whole period of TC existence, construction phases distinguished at
the site close to the Mound of Wanda formed quite regular, closed and ellipse-like
structures. The features of the late phase of the TC formed two structures, succes-
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sive and partially spatially exclusive, identified as construction phases VI and VII
representing settlement organization typical of the TC. The further development of
the settlement is very interesting. Now, almost each feature of construction phase
VII was accompanied by a younger pit, the contents of which included, next to late
Trzciniec materials, characteristic early Lusatian pottery (Fig. 7). The evolution of
the settlement organization system leads to a situation where earlier tendencies to
obtain a regular and closed arrangement of features (household clusters) disappear.
The mapping of pits in which “pure” early Lusatian materials were discovered gives
a different picture (Fig. 8). Features closely related in time make several standing
out clusters while in a few of the largest of them the arrangement of pits resembles
a bunch of grapes.

It seems, therefore, that processes of the TC’s taking over traits characteristic
of “Silesian ornamentation” were taking place after early Lusatian settlement had
stabilized in the area in question, i.e. in phase Al of the Hallstatt period. The
change of the cultural image of this area must have taken a few generations. The
situation discovered in the vicinity of Krakéw “(...) may be imagined as the taking
over of certain areas by advancing populations with already developed Lusatian
culture and as the Lusatian Culture taking root in the preceding culture, which will
be manifested not by an assemblage of separate forms but by the co-existence of
new and old ones” [Dabrowski 1991:198]. In the presented theory, the transitional
phase in the vicinity of Krakéw is a stage of adaptation of traits characteristic of
the LC by local late Tizciniec societies.

2. REMARKS ON THE DECLINE OF THE TRZCINIEC CULTURE AND THE
RISE OF THE LUSATIAN CULTURE IN THE REGION OF SANDOMIERZ

In the Sandomierz Uplands, the late phase of the TC may be reliably characte-
rized on the basis of materials from Dwikozy where a common skeleton grave was
discovered. In the opinion of the authors of the discovery it was a contemporaneous
feature. On the basis of nine radiocarbon dates, its foundation can be dated at ca
1200 cal BC [Scibior, Scibior 1990:119, 121, Tab. 2] which corresponds to phase D of
the Bronze Age. The find may be synchronized with the late phase of the culture in
the south-western portion of Niecka Nidziafiska [Nidzica Trough] [Goérski 1997:28-
-29]. Vessels decorated with vertical grooves characteristic of this phase were found
in the grave [Scibior, Scibior 1990:Fig. 9:4, 5] and at several other sites [Nosek 1948,
Tabl. XXX, 1; XXX,2, 3; Krauss 1977:23]. A local peculiarity, however, is the pre-
sence of tulip-like pots with small bottoms [Scibior, Scibior 1990:Fig. 9:1, 2; 10:4]
for which there is no analogy in the vicinity of Krakéw (Fig. 9).



125

(LT

Fig. 9. Selected ceramic materials from the collective grave in Dwikozy (according to J. Scibior,
J. Scibior). Drawn by A. Mosio.
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Only in recent years, have considerable amounts of TC materials been identified
in the areas later occupied by the Tarnobrzeg group of the LC [Blajer 1985], owing
to which the theories taking into account the role of the Trzciniec substratum in its
genesis acquired firm foundations [Blajer, Czopek, Kostek 1991; Czopek 1996; see
there for the development of views on the rise of the Tarnobrzeg group of the LC].
One of such areas is the region where the Wislok River flows into the San [Czopek
1996:110-116]. Admittedly this area is little further afield from the one delineated
above, but certainly this is the closest area in the range of the Tarnobrzeg group
of the LC, in the case of which the question of transition from the TC into LC
has been exhaustively discussed. The existence of this cultural group is evidenced in
the first place by long-used cremation cemeteries, the appearance of which may be
dated at not earlier than phase Al of the Hallstatt period [Czopek 1996:113-114].
Among larger flat cemeteries in the territory in question are, for instance, Machéw
and Piaseczno [Krauss 1977, Fig. 25]. Consequently, the present discussion may be
narrowed down to the period from the digging of the Trzciniec grave in Dwikozy
to the appearing of the first cremation burials. The attention of scholars has been
drawn for a long time by the ensuing “horizon” of a few richly provided skeleton
graves dated at the first or second half of the III period of the Bronze Age. Their
grave-goods include a number of elements which are no longer “Trzciniec-like” nor
“Tarnobrzeg-like” yet [Czopek 1996:113-114]. In this context of great interest are
results of planigraphic analyses carried out at some sites [Czopek 1996:44ff, Fig.
48]. The skeleton graves are associated with the oldest phases of development of
these cemeteries and co-occured with analogously dated cremation burials. It must
be accepted that the inhumations are related rather to the Tizciniec tradition of
disposal of the dead and that they occurred in the times when cremation was gaining
ground [Czopek 1996:48]. The existence of long-used cemeteries is not a typical trait
of the TC, whereas such cemeteries are a hallmark of the LC. If skeleton graves
began the development of the mentioned cemeteries they must reflect the “onset of
new times” in which a decisive role was taken over by cremation. The transitional
character of skeleton graves would find expression in the fact that they are the
oldest link in the development of the cemeteries. If, however, we were to accept
that inhumations and cremations had been contemporaneous we would deal with a
period of co-occurrence of older vanishing traits (inhumation) and newer ones being
on the increase (cremation). Under this interpretation, the “transitional character”
would entail a right of an individual to choose a type of burial within the same burial
ground. In both cases, the transiency of this phase is manifested by the acceptance
of the necessity to set up permanent cemeteries by local communities.

The situation in the area of interest to us may have developed accordingly to
a recently proposed pattern [Czopek 1996:114]. In phase D of the Bronze Age,
the region of Sandomierz and Tarnobrzeg was inhabited by TC societies. Typical
materials from this period were identified in the grave discovered in Dwikozy. The
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grave represents the waning stage in the development of the culture: both the
grave form and the pottery found in it do not permit us to associate it with the
LC. A marked change is brought about by phase Al of the Hallstatt period which
is a stage of “searching for new patterns” and occasionally of the rise of a new
quality. In this case a new quality is manifested by the co-occurrence of inhumation
and cremation burials. Some vessels discovered in burials that have not been burnt
(for the discussed area, the grave discovered in Ziota is representative) [Scibior
1993] have no equivalents in known TC pottery, whereas they bear relations to
specimens known from cremation burials [Scibior 1993:150-152]. The universal use
of cremation in phase A2 of the Hallstatt period testifies to the existence at that
time of a culture in the type of urn fields. The change of the TC into the LC
should be looked upon in terms of a revaluation of the fundamentals of a culture
which, in this case, found its expression in the supplanting of inhumation burials
with cremations.

3. THE CHANGE OF THE TRZCINIEC CULTURE INTO THE LUSATIAN
CULTURE ON THE UPPER NIDA

In the area along the Upper Nida the final effect of the evolution of TC pottery
may be observed in the assemblages from common graves discovered in Bogucice
[Gardawski 1971:Fig. 7] and Bocheniec [Matoga 1985:Fig. 4-8; 1987:Fig. 2-5]. The
genetic relationship of these burials with the TC raises no doubt [Matoga 1985:105;
1987:128].

For the question under discussion here, of the greatest importance are observa-
tions made in the older zone of the cemetery in Bocheniec [Matoga 1985; 1987]. Its
development sequence is opened by the mentioned common skeleton graves dated
to the first half of the III period of the Bronze Age [Matoga 1987: 128; Dabrowski
1991:198]. In the older zone of this burial ground, dated to the second half of the
IIT and the beginning of the IV period of the Bronze Age, other types of burials
have been identified, too: cremations in urns or without them, “symbolic” and pro-
bably skeleton graves in which bones have not survived [Matoga 1985:97-99]. It is
worth remembering that a similar variety can be encountered at the cemeteries of
the early Tarnobrzeg group of the LC [Czopek 1996:44ff]. The dating of skeleton
graves from Bocheniec permits them to be equated with the late development phase
of the TC in the vicinity of Krakéw. The inventories of these graves (similarly to the
pottery from Bogucice) look, however, rather peculiar (Fig. 10). They do not contain
vessels decorated with vertical grooves, a local trait is the presence of specifically
decorated cups while similarities concern pots. One of the graves discovered there
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Fig. 10. Selected bronze (1) and ceramic (2) materials from the collective grave in Bocheniec (according
to A. Matoga). Drawn by A. Mosio.
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is a “direct connection” between the two cultures. A Trzciniec form of the grave is
accompanied by a vessel exhibiting early Lusatian traits. The knowledge of the later
development of the cemetery shows that the appearance of that vessel in the grave
was not an effect of a casual contact, but the first archaeologically tangible trace of
the LC impact. The region under discussion, in the time of interest to us here, was
subject to influences from Central Poland [Matoga 1991]. These influences contri-
buted most to the shaping of the cultural image of the area. The ties with the areas
in Krakéw’s vicinity should be stressed as well and a record should be made of the
presence of several vessels with clear references to “Silesian style” pottery. It does
not seem, however, that these influences had an impact on the shape of the local
branch of the LC.

4. CONCLUSION

Despite the fact that the question of transition of the TC into the LC has been
an object of research for many years, it is far from being explained. It even seems
that the degree of complexity of the question is far greater than it seemed earlier.
In each of the three analyzed regions the cultural change took a different course.
An attempt has been made to explain the two major causes of the discrepancies.
The transitional phase is obviously easier to describe in the areas where mixed
assemblages exhibiting traits of both cultures have been discovered. They are border
phenomena closing the last stage of TC existence and marking the beginnings of
the LC. In the vicinity of Krakdw, the cultural change took place relatively quickly,
which was an effect of the direct impact of a group of population of the finally
shaped LC. The impact radically changed the course of development of the local
community. The events took a different course in the area where the San joins the
Vistula. The distance from culture-making centers made the changes unfurl there in
a rather evolutionary manner with the effect of these changes, the Tarnobrzeg group
of the LC, being rather a result of “independent searching” than an adaptation of
a ready model as it was the case in Krakéw’s vicinity.

Finally, it must be observed that the Tizciniec-Lusatian transition phase was
analyzed chiefly from the perspective of the changes in the burial rite. As it is
shown by the sites at Krakéw-Nowa Huta, these changes were more profound and
concerned different spheres of life.

Translated by Piotr T. Zebrowski
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