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THE LATE MAGDALENIAN IN POLAND —
NEW DATA, NEW ISSUES

New research on the settlement of the Magdalenian
culture in the Polish lands has made it possible to dis-
cover new sites. These new sites come mainly from two
regions: Sandomierska Upland, at the confluence of the
two rivers Vistula and San, and in south-eastern Po-
land. In the latter region, the sites are associated with
the valley of the San and its tributary, the Wistok. The
two regions are linked by a network of raw material
links and also by their distribution along the San and
at its confluence with the Vistula. The new discoveries
in eastern Poland raise questions about both the bound-
aries of the Magdalenian and the relationship between
Magdalenian and Epigravettian settlements.

Keywords: Magdalenian, Epigravettian, south-east
Poland, Magdalenian-Epigravettian border.

Introduction. The issue of re-settlement of
Europe after the peak of the LGM attracts atten-
tion from many scholars specialising in the Up-
per and Late Palaeolithic. This interest is driven
by the various important and fascinating proc-
esses occurring at that time in both eastern and
western parts of the continent. Central Europe,
including lands constituting today’s Poland, po-
sitioned between the two great «culture forming»
centres was a peripheral area for both the west-
ern and eastern cultural complexes.

The area which is now Poland, located to the
north of the arcs of the Carpathian and Sudeten
Mountains, for several thousand years was almost
completely devoid of human presence (Pottowicz-
Bobak, Bobak 2020). No indisputable traces of
human settlement are attested to the period of
maximum cold at the II Pleniglacial maximum.
The oldest datings from the Krak6w-Spadzista C2
site, for a long time regarded as proof of very late
presence of Epigravettian hunter-gatherers, to-
day are regarded as questionable. This is due to
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most datings pointing to a very limited time hori-
zon — chiefly from between 29000 and 27000 cal
BP — of human settlement preceding the peak
of the LGM (Terberger 2013; Wilczynski et al.
2015; Wojtal, Sobczyk, Wilczynski 2015). Similar
doubts exist as to other vestiges of human habita-
tion previously associated with the period of max-
imum cold (Wilezynski 2015; Pottowicz-Bobak,
Bobak 2020). Hence the outlook today is that — if
there even was some sort of human presence in
Polish lands — then these were sporadic forays
with the objective of gathering flint. Such activ-
ity is reflected in the record from workshops at
Piekary and at Spadzista B (Wilczynski 2006;
2007a; 2007b; 2015).

There are traces of Epigravettian settlement
from immediately after the peak of the LGM
(fig. 1) at sites such as Targowisko (Wilczynski
2009; 2014), the Zawalona Cave (Alexandrowicz
et al. 1992), and possibly at Ujazd (Pawlowska,
Petrykowaki, Valde-Nowak 2003) in Little Po-
land, as well as from — this site being younger
than those mentioned above — Sowin in Silesia
(Wiéniewski et al. 2017) plus the even younger
(and probably the youngest) at Swiete in south-
eastern Poland (LLanczont et al. 2021). The current
state of research suggests that these are records
of short visits to southern Poland made by vari-
ous groups and widely separated in both spatial
and chronological terms. The most important, the
best preserved and most studied post LGM peak
Epigravettian site is that at Targowisko, dated to
18500—18000 cal BP. The most recent — Swiete,
has an age set to about 15300 cal BP (L.anczont
et al. 2021).

Materials and methods. The first episode
of Magdalenian settlement in Poland is dated to
more or less the same period as the occupation of
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the Targowisko site — such record being left by
representatives of the facies «a navettes» at the
Maszycka Cave. A series of datings places this
camp at about 18500—17800 cal BP (Koztowski
et al. 2012; Bobak, Pottowicz-Bobak 2013).

Nevertheless Magdalenian hunter-gatherers
unquestionably spread across Central Europe —
Poland included — in an uninterrupted manner
only after GS-2a, i. e. over 16000 calendar years
ago (fig. 1). The onset of this process may be moved
to the younger stages of the Middle Magdalenian,
as attested in Polish lands by facies with trian-
gles (Sécher 2017; Maier 2020), and its conclusion
to GI-1c, corroborated by the well documented
site at Wierzawice on the Kolbuszowski Plateau
(Bobak et al. 2010; 2017).

The extent and character of Magdalenian set-
tlement in Poland is quite well known. Over the
previous few years this topic had been covered in
several papers, including a monograph, published
by one of the authors of this document (MPB) in
2013. Almost ten years have passed since that
time, with discoveries of new sites and the analy-
sis of available data. This paper aims to present
the new image of Magdalenian settlement in Po-
land emerging from this new data.

Areas of settlement. Magdalenian popula-
tions are recorded over almost the entire band of
uplands of southern Poland, exempting some of
its western fringes i. e. Lower Silesia, the Klodzko
Valley and Polish Lusatia. In the remaining
area — from Upper Silesia to the south-eastern
border — several regional habitation clusters of
varying sizes may be discerned (Poltowicz-Bobak
2013; Bobak, Pottowicz-Bobak 2015). Four such
groupings may be defined: Silesia, the Krakdéw-
Czestochowa Upland, the northern segment of
the Sandomierz Basin and SE Poland. There is
evidence of some isolated sites in the Carpathi-
ans (Valde-Nowak 1991; Valde-Nowak, Krasze-
wska, Nadachowski 2018).

The Krakow-Czestochowa Upland is an inter-
esting element of the map of Magdalenian settle-
ment. This is a karstic area, with numerous caves
inhabited at various points during the Palaeolith-
ic. However, it differs from its counterparts else-
where in Central Europe such as e. g. the Mora-
vian Kras, in its sparse record of human presence,
regardless of these being short-lived camps or —
in its central part — workshops (Pottowicz-Bobak
2013; Bobak, Poltowicz-Bobak 2015; Sudot-Pro-
cyk 2020). The association of two large work-
shops — at Brzoskwinia and Wolowice — with
the Magdalenian is currently being questioned
(non published presentation by dr. hab. Jarostaw
Wilezynski from ISIEZ PAN at the «Przeszlo$é ma
przysztosé. Konferencja na 100-lecie archeologii» /
«The past has a future. A hundred years of ar-
chaeology conference» at the Institute of Archae-
ology of the University of Warsaw in 2019).

The Krakéw-Czestochowa Upland is practi-
cally the sole area in Poland where human habi-
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tation in caves or abris is recorded. However, it
does not hold any sites rich in material record,
like camps in the Moravian Karst (e. g. Skrdla
2002; Kostrhun 2006; Neruda, Valoch 2007 et
al.) or Thuringia (Hock 2000; KiBlner 2010). The
one non open-air site from outside the Krakow-
Czestochowa Upland is the recently discovered
camp located under a rock overhang in front of the
Obtazowa Cave in Nowa Biala in the Carpathians
(Valde-Nowak, Kraszewska, Nadachowski 2018).

Another well-defined settlement centre is
found in the Sandomierz Upland, at the conflu-
ence of the Vistula and San rivers. At least two
large base seasonal camps existed — one at Wilc-
zyce (Fiedorczuk, Schild 2002; Krajcarz, Kraj-
carz 2014; Schild 2014) and another at Cmieléw
(Przezdziecki, Migal 2020). Some smaller, less
artefact-yielding sites plus a workshop (at
Podgrodzie; Przezdziecki, Migal, Pyzewicz 2011)
also have been identified. Yet another workshop
was discovered on the east bank of the Vistula at
Stare Baraki (Wisniewski 2020).

An area whose non insignificant settlement
during the Magdalenian was confirmed by re-
search from the last twenty years in that of south
eastern Poland. To date five sites have been iden-
tified there, including four short-term seasonal or
hunting camps (Bobak, Poltowicz-Bobak 2018a;
Poltowicz-Bobak 2020). So far two have been rea-
sonably well researched — a likely seasonal camp
at Hlomcza (Lanczont et al. 2002) and hunting
camp at Wierzawice (fig. 2; Bobak et al. 2017).

Habitation sites in Silesia are more widely dis-
tributed. There we have larger centres — such
as the camps at Dzierzystaw or Sowin and the
workshop at Sowin, and some smaller sites of
yet unidentified character (Ginter 1974; Ginter,
Pottowicz 2004; Wisniewski et al. 2012; Poltowicz-
Bobak 2013). Several of the Silesian sites were
explored some time ago, a fact which doubtlessly
affects the quality of available data. Please note
that even though the Glubczyce Plateau and
the Niemodlinska Plateau bordering it from the
north — an area immediately to the north of the
Moravian Gate — have been subject to intensive
surface surveys, these have not yielded many dis-
coveries besides the large sites at Dzierzystaw and
Sowin. Nevertheless surface prospecting in 2021
carried out by the authors of this paper confirmed
the location of site 16 at Bliszczyce. The character
of the material record suggests the site’s associa-
tion with the Magdalenian.

Chronology. Magdalenian settlement Po-
land — besides the Maszycka Cave episode —
covers the very end of the Middle and the entire
Late Magdalenian. It seems that most vestiges
of habitation pertain to the cold GS-2a prece-
ding the warmer GI-1e (fig. 3; Bobak, Poltowicz-
Bobak 2013). The youngest sites — at Wierza-
wice (Bobak et al. 2017) and — probably — that
at Stare Baraki (Wisniewski 2020) point to long
term settlement of Magdalenian hunters-gather-

ISSN 2227-4952 (Print), ISSN 2708-6143 (Online). Apxeonozis i 0agha icmopis Ykpainu, 2022, eun. 4 (45)



Pottowicz-Bobak, M., Bobak, D. The Late Magdalenian in Poland — New Data, New Issues

Klementowice
\Z\% f

Podgrodzi =~
4 giiéli Stare Baraki

é;& %" ”:g’ A

Hlomcza

by

® Magdalenian

© Epigravettian
25 km
| I

Fig. 1. Post LGM Epigravettian and Magdalenian sites in Poland

Fig. 2. View of the San River valley and the Wierzawice site 31
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Fig. 3. Chronology of Magdalenian and Epigravettian sites
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of Magdalenian settlement may had occurred at
a later date — 1. e. SE Poland, the few sites found
there very markedly concentrated in the San Riv-
er valley or, in the case of Liaka, in the valley of
a San tributary — the Wistok River (Poltowicz-
Bobak 2020).

Functional diversity of the sites. If one
examines Magdalenian sites in the four areas of
Poland with attested concentrations, 1. e. Silesia,
Krakoéw-Czestochowa Upland, the northern part
of the Sandomierz Basin or finally in SE Poland,
then it becomes apparent that three of those con-
tain a trio of basic settlement types: large season-
al camps, small hunting camps and workshops.
That last type is present in Silesia (Sowin), in the
Krakéw-Czestochowa Upland (Kleszczowa) and
in the Sandomierz Upland (Podgrodzie, Stare Ba-
raki).

The workshop at Sowin, being a part of the dif-
ferent functional areas of the site, is located in
an area with erratic flint. Its outcrops are located
nearby, in MIS 6 related glacial till formations
(Wiéniewski et al. 2012; 2020).

The central part of the Krakéw-Czestochowa
Upland, the Udorka River valley and the Ryec-
zowska Upland are of particular interest when
analysing the procurement and use of raw ma-
terials by Magdalenian communities. This area
contains outcrops of various types of flint; besides
the several varieties of jurrasic flint there also
exist outcrops of Chocolate flint — a stone type
previously associated with the Swietokrzyskie
Mountains area (Sudol-Procyk et al. 2017; Sudot-
Procyk 2020). This discovery of new sources of
Chocolate flint is of fundamental relevance for
studies of the distribution of this flint type inside
Stone Age communities, including Magdalenian
ones. A noteworthy fact is the lack of workshops
unequivocally associated with the Magdalenian
in the southern part of the Krakéw-Czestochowa
Upland, this being in spite of the presence of high
quality flint (Krakéw Jurassic flint). The lack of
sites of such type correlates well with the sparse
settlement of this area by Magdalenian hunter-
gatherers.

An equally important source of flint and a cen-
tre of its distribution are the lands at the conflu-
ence of the San and Vistula rivers. Research over
the last decade or so led to the discovery of a series
of new sites in that area, including two Magdale-
nian workshops: at Podgrodzie, to the west of the
Vistula, and at Stare Baraki, to the east, near the
mouth of the San (Przezdziecki, Migal, Pyzewicz
2011; Wisniewski 2020). Both locations were used
for the working of Swieciechowski flint.

The one cluster of Magdalenian settlement
where no workshops had been found is that in SE
Poland; the workshop at Stare Baraki, although
located to the east of the Vistula seems to be con-
nected with the Sandomierz Upland population
centre. This might be explained by SE Poland
being bereft of better quality raw materials yet
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this region does posses sources of both erratic and
Bircza Flint. The latter variety was not used on
a larger scale during the Magdalenian, with a
single exception known from Hlomcza (Lanczont
et al. 2002). The Magdalenian population of SE
Poland predominantly used imported material,
mostly chocolate and $wieciechowski flint, plus
some locally acquired erratics. Interestingly, that
last type constitutes a minority of finds.

Seasonal camps, repeatedly used over long
periods are attested for two areas — Silesia
(Dzierzystaw) (Ginter et al. 2002) and the San-
domierz Upland (Cmieléw, Wilczyce) (Schild 2014;
Przezdziecki and Migal 2020); yet another such
camp, at Klementowice, was found in the north-
eastern periphery of Magdalenian settlement,
in the Nateczéw Plateau on the eastern bank of
the Vistula (Wisniewski 2015). No artefact-rich,
repeatedly used sites have been encountered in
neither the Krakow-Czestochowa Upland nor in
SE Poland.

Discussion and conclusions. Fieldwork
from the last few years, particularly the discover-
ies of new sites, lead us to re-examine the map of
Magdalenian settlement. While previous general
conclusions in regard to this culture continue to
be pertinent, those newly found sites add nuance
to the broader picture and also raise new, yet to
be answered questions.

Several Magdalenian sites were discovered
over the last dozen years or so. Most are located
near the place where the San empties into the Vis-
tula, in the San River valley or on the Wistok, a
San tributary. One can note with growing clarity
that Poland — which, as we know, was the east-
ernmost area of Magdalenian settlement — con-
tained two of four settlement centres: one on the
Sandomierz Upland, at the confluence of the Vis-
tula and San rivers, and another in SE Poland.
The two communities appear to be connected,
this being strongly evidenced by their resources
related relations (Bobak, Poltowicz-Bobak 2018b;
2018c; Pottowicz-Bobak 2020), as well as by their
evident connection with the San River and the
area around its mouth. It is possible that SE Po-
land was a sort of «hunting preserve» for hunter-
gatherer communities inhabiting base camps in
the Vistula-San triangle (Poltowicz-Bobak 2020).
Such use of the SE corner of today’s Poland could
explain the lack of large camps and the impor-
tance of imported flint. In all sites from SE Po-
land — the camp at Hlomcza exempting — the
share of imports is higher than that of local mate-
rial (Lanczont et al. 2002). The San River serves
as the axis of alignment of those two centres and
a route between them.

The spatial arrangement of the sites along the
San and around its mouth points to the impor-
tance of this river in the spread of Magdalenian
settlement in Poland. To date this river’s role is
more evident than that of the Oder on the north-
ern end of the Moravian Gate. An important fact
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is that Magdalenian sites are located upon both
upper and lower reaches of the San, thus highly
suggestive of the river’s role as communication
route and to a possibly close relationship between
those two regions. The connection of the large,
relatively isolated camp at Klementowice to this
area is still unclear. Nevertheless its location on
the Vistula, to the north of the «Sandomierz clus-
ter», lends itself to such a hypothesis seeing that
it is located at an extension of the San-to-Vistula
route.

The dating of Magdalenian sites associated
with the San River points to expansion probably
having been made «upstream». The Sandomierz
Basin contains traces of settlement dated to a pe-
riod preceding the GI-le warming, i. e. the old-
est datings from Wilczyce (Schild 2014) and those
from Klementowice (Wisniewski 2015). The chro-
nology of Cmieléw places it in the GI-1e warming
(Przezdziecki, Migal 2020). Sites from SE Poland
do not provide evidence, particularly those re-
lated with resources, pointing to links with the
southern Jura i. e. to an expansion route along
the Carpathian foothills. If one were to venture a
reconstruction of routes of expansion of Magdale-
nian communities in the Vistula and San basins,
then these should be drawn as running along
these two watercourses — down the Vistula and
up the San. The focal point would be part of the
Sandomierz Upland where those two rivers meet.
The importance of this area is substantiated by
the presence of two major sites, particularly that
of Wilczyce — an artefact-rich, frequently reused
camp, accompanied by smaller population sites
and workshops. It is possible that this population
centre spread onto terrains on both banks of the
Vistula, this being suggested by the sites at Stare
Baraki and possibly by that at Klementowice. The
lands of SE Poland possess close links to the San-
domierz area, even though the present state of re-
search is that Magdalenian communities reached
the SE corner of Poland at a quite late date. The
southernmost point of Magdalenian settlement is
Hlomcza in the Carpathians.

Such a strong connection of Magdalenian sites
with the San and their presence on both banks
leads to the next, key question as to the lim-
its of the Magdalenian. Is the valley of the San
truly the border of this cultural complex? And if
«yes» — what are the reasons for such a state of
affairs? Is the border’s location due to environ-
mental or cultural reasons?

The lands of SE Poland, here understood as
the Eastern Sub-Carpathian Region, constitute
a geographic whole with the neighbouring areas
of western Ukraine (Lanczont et al. 2015). This
entire area was once included in the same tun-
dra-steppe zone (Stepanchuk et al. 2009). In the
past these two regions also constituted a single
hydrological unit, this producing convenient com-
munication routes (l.anczont et al. 2015). Not so
long ago SE Poland was considered to have been
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an area almost devoid of signs of human habita-
tion. However, surface surveying efforts regu-
larly add new locations to an increasingly dense
map of settlement; this is particularly true for
human presence in the Late Palaeolithic. A simi-
lar situation — that of a perceived settlement
hiatus — also exists on the Ukrainian side of the
border. The LGM and post-LLGM sites discovered
to date in western Ukraine are associated with
Epigravettian settlement, this being explained
by the continuity of human presence in the Dni-
ester Basin and — to the east — along the Dnepr.
The Barmaki and Lipa sties (Nuzhnyi, Pjaset-
sky 2003; Stepanchuk et al. 2009) in Volhynia
are also associated with the Epigravettian; other
Epigravettian or Late Gravettian sites are known
from the middle section of the Dniester River. To
date no convincing evidence of Magdalenian set-
tlement to the east of the San, nor for any sort
of closer cultural contact between the two taxo-
nomic entities had been found. The issue as to
there being any sort of contact between them —
and such contacts’ scale — is a different matter.
In Magdalenian sites we encounter single finds
of Volhynian flint. In the San River valley the
explored Epigravettian site at Swiete was dated
to have existed in parallel to Magdalenian com-
munities in the area; furthermore, at Swiete the
entire inventory had been crafted from eastern,
Volhynian Flint (f.anczont et al. 2021). These find-
ings point to the possibility of there indeed being
a contact zone — running roughly along today’s
Polish-Ukrainian border — between the popula-
tions of the two cultural complexes. The use of
Volhynian flint at Swiete suggests that the rare
Volhynian flint imports at Magdalenian sites did
not require the physical presence of a Magdale-
nian population in today’s Ukraine, but could had
found their way there through some manner of
exchange; one possibility is that these items were
gifts (Whallon 2006). There is no unquestionable
proof for any cultural cross-fertilisation visible in
stylistic, technological or typological borrowings;
here one must add that such potential influences
might be difficult to identify in a beyond dispute
manner.

The state of knowledge today is that the cur-
rently accepted eastern border of the Magdale-
nian could indeed be the limit of this taxonomic
entity’s territorial expansion (Poltowicz-Bobak
2013; 2020). Nevertheless it is possible that at
its furthest reaches to the east of the San, there
could have existed a contact zone between the
Magdalenian and Epigravettian, in that area the
two Cultures existing side by side. The chrono-
logical overlap of complexes from those two cul-
tural milieus was identified by previous research
(Wiéniewski et al. 2017).

The principal problem we face today when
seeking answers to the above question — and
other issues — is the lack of adequate explora-
tion of areas on both sides of the border. The
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finding of new data is of key importance for fur-
ther progress of scholarship. The continuing dis-
coveries of new Late Pleistocene sites in eastern
Poland gives hope that future research might
change our perceptions concerning the eastern
limits of the Magdalenian and about relations
between Magdalenian and Epigravettian popu-
lations.
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M. Pottowicz-Bobak, D. Bobak

THE LATE MAGDALENIAN IN
POLAND — NEW DATA, NEW
QUESTIONS

The issues of European settlement after the end of
the maximum part of the LGM are among those that
attract a lot of researchers dealing with the Old Stone
Age. This is because extremely important and inter-
esting processes took place during this time, both in
the east and west of the continent. The areas of Cen-
tral Europe, which lie between the two great «culture-
forming» areas, constitute a region that is in a certain
sense peripheral to the both West and Est. The areas of
present-day Poland also belong to this circle.

The territories of the today’s Poland, located on the
northern side of the Carpathian and Sudeten arch,
were almost completely devoid of settlement for sev-
eral thousand years. Today it seems that if there is any
mention of the presence of human groups on Polish
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lands, it could only be a case of sporadic penetration
of these areas for the purpose of supplying flint raw
material.

Already after the peak of the LGM, traces of epi-
gravettian settlement appear (fig. 1). The 19th millen-
nium BP falls on the first of the episodes of Magdale-
nian settlement in Poland, marked by traces of the
stay of representatives of the facies a navettes from
the the Maszycka cave. On a continuous way, Magdale-
nian settlement spreads in Central Europe, including
Poland, only starting from the GS-2a period, more
than 16000 years BP; its end falls on GI-1c. It cov-
ers almost the entire upland belt of southern Poland.
In areas from Upper Silesia to south-eastern Poland,
sites occur in larger or smaller regional clusters. Ba-
sically, we can distinguish four such regions: Silesia,
Krakéw-Czestochowa Upland, the northern part of the
Sandomierz Basin and south-eastern Poland. The oc-
currence of single sites is confirmed in the Carpathian
Mountains.

Krakow-Czestochowa Upland is practically the only
area where settlement in caves or rock shelters is re-
corded. However, there are no rich sites comparable to
camps from the Moravian Karst or Thuringia.

A distinct and quite territorially concentrated set-
tlement centre is also drawn in the Sandomierz Up-
land, at the confluence of the Vistula and the San. At
least two large camps of the basic seasonal camp type
are present here, accompanied by smaller settlement
points, as well as a workshop.

A settlement region whose importance has been con-
firmed by research of the last twenty years is the area
of south-eastern Poland. Five sites have been identified
there to date, four of which are of the type of short-
lived seasonal or hunting camps.

More scattered sites are observed in Silesia, from
where both large sites — camps and workshops — as
well as small sites of undetermined character are
known.

The only settlement region where workshops have
not been recorded is south-eastern Poland; the work-
shop at Stare Baraki, although located on the eastern
side of the Vistula River, seems to be rather linked
to the settlement centre of the Sandomierz Upland.
The Magdalenian population of south-eastern Poland
mainly used imported raw materials, especially choco-
late and Swieciechyw flint and also, less frequently, lo-
cal erratic raw materials.

Seasonal camps, settled for longer periods and of-
ten repeatedly, came from two regions: Silesia and the
Sandomierz Upland. One more, at Klementowice, is
located in the north-eastern periphery of the Magdale-
nian settlement, on the Nateczowski Plateau, on the
eastern side of the Vistula River.

The discoveries of the last dozen years make it
increasingly clear the presence of two centres in Po-
land, which is after all the easternmost territory of the
Magdalenian settlement: in the Sandomierz Upland,
at the confluence of the Vistula and the San, and in
south-eastern Poland. The two seem to be linked, as
the raw material links between them show particularly
well, as well as their clear connection with the San and
the region of its confluence with the Vistula. It is pos-
sible that the areas of south-eastern Poland constitut-
ed a kind of hunting hinterland for hunter-gatherers
groups whose primary camps were located in the forks
of the San and the Vistula. This could explain the lack
of large base sites and the importance of imported raw
materials, whose share at the sites, with the exception
of the site at Htomcza is higher than the share of local
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raw materials. The axis and route connecting the two
regions is the San river.

Such a clear link between the Magdalenian sites
and the San River, and the fact that the sites are lo-
cated on both sides of it, also prompts us to ask another
key question about the limits of the Magdalenian. Does
the San valley really represent the limits of the range
of the Magdalenian? And if so, can the reasons for this
be demonstrated? Does it relate to environmental or
cultural conditions?

Based on the current state of research, it seems
that the currently known eastern limit of Magdalenian
may indeed be the limit of the territorial expansion of
this taxonomic unit. However, it also appears that at
its boundary, east of the San, there may have been a
zone of contact between Magdalenian and Epigravet-
tian, which may have been contemporaneous with each
other in this area. That assemblages belonging to these
two cultural communities may have overlapped chron-
ologically we also know from earlier studies.

The main problem we face today in seeking answers
to these and subsequent questions is the lack of suf-
ficient field reconnaissance of areas on both the Polish
and Ukrainian sides of the border. The acquisition of
new sources is crucial for further research. Further
sites discovered in eastern Poland suggest that further
research may change our views on the eastern border-
lands of Magdalenien and the relationship between
Magdalenian and Epigravettian.

Keywords: Magdalenian, Epigravettian, south-east
Poland, Magdalenian-Epigravettian border.

M. ITonmosuu-Bobak, /[. Bobak

MI3HIA MAIJIEH B ITOJIBIII —
HOBI JAHI, HOBI ITPOBJIEMHA

ITuramus 3acesieHHS €BPOIENCHKUX TEPUTOPIH ITiCIIsT
3axinuenHs miky LGM mpuBepTae yBary 6araTbox J10-
CJIITHUKIB ITaJIe0IITy. ¥ TOHU Yac HaA3BUIANHO BAKIIUB1
Ta IIKaBl IIPOIlecH BIIOyBaJIMCA K HA CXOIl, TAK 1 Ha
3aX0/Il €BPOITeMChKOI YaCTUHN KOHTHHEHTY. Tepuropil
enTpanbroi €Bpomy, po3TAIIOBAHI MiM IIMMHU JTBOMA
BEJIMKUMU «KYJIBTYPOYTBOPIOIOYUMI» apeajiamMu, OyJIu
B IIEBHOMY CeHCl mepud)epliHUM PEerioHoM SK JJId 3a-
xoxy, Tak 1 gisa Cxoxy. Jlo mporo xKosa HajiesaThb 1 Te-
puTopii HEHIITHBOI [lobmi.

Tepuropii MHOJBCHKUX 3€MeJb, PO3TAIOBAHI HA
mBuiY Bix Kapmar i Cygeris, mpoTsroM KiJIBKOX TH-
csY POKIB OyJim Maiiske moBHicTIO He3aceseHl. Chorog-
HI 3Aa€ThCs, M0 SKINO B3araji MOKHA TOBOPHUTH IIPO
MPUCYTHICTDH TYT JIOJCHKUX TPYI, TO Il MOIJIA OyTH
JIUIIE CIIOPAUYHI MPOHUKHEHHS 3 METOI0 IT0CTAYAHHS
KpeM siHOI CUPOBUHU.

Bike micna miky LGM s'seasiioThest coigu ermirpa-
Bercbkoro Hacesenus (puc. 1). Ha XIX tme. cal. BP
IpUIagae Mepuinii 3 emiaoiB MOIUPEeHHS MaJJIeHy B
Ilospmm, mo3HAYEHHUN CIIAMU IIEPIOIUIHOI ITPUCYT-
HOCTI IIpeJCTABHUKIB 1HAYyCTpil B MallWIbKii mmedepi.
Crane maaseHcbKke 3acesieHHs llenTpansHol €Bporw,
BrJovaroun [losbiry, mounmHaerbes 3 mepiogy GS-2a,
mouazn 16000 cal. BP, 1 3aBepmnyerncs y mepiog GI-1c.
Bono oxomoe maiske BCIO CMyr'y BHCOYMH IIiBIEHHOI
IMonbmii. Ha Tepuropisix Bix Bepxunoi Cismesii g0 mis-
IeHHo-cx1mHol ITobinl cToSHKN 3yCcTpiuaroThesd y BUI-
JAAl OLIBIIUX a00 MEHINNUX PerioHaJbHUX rpyn. B ir-
JIOMY MOSKHA BUIJIUTH Y0TUPH Takux perionu: Ciesis,
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Kpaxiscbro-Yencroxosevbka [Opa, miBHIYHA YacTUHA
CanmoMupchKol yJIOTOBUHM Ta INBAeHHO-cxigHa [los-
ma. HasgBHICTh MOOOMHOKHUX CTOSHOK IIIATBEPIZKEHO B
Kapmarax.

Tepuropii Opu — mpakTryHO eIUHUI pAToH, e 3a-
iKCOBAHO IT0CEIEHHS B euepax abo CKeJIbHUX yEpUT-
tax. Onaak TYT HeMae fbaraTvx Ha 3HAXIIKH IIaM ATOK,
AK1 MoskHA mopiBHaTu 3 Tabopamu Mopascbroro Kpacy
a60 Tropinrii.

YiTKHi# 1 TOCUTH TEPUTOPIAJIbHO CKOHIIEHTPOBAHUMA
ocepenok moMiTHHI Takox Ha CaHIOMHUPCHKIA BHCO-
uuni, npu Bruagiaui Csuay B Bicay. Tyr e mpunaiimui
JIBa BEJIMKUX ITOCEJIEHHS THUIIy 0a30BUX CE30HHUX Ta-
OOpIB, IO CYIPOBOMMKYIOTHCSA OLIHIIIMMHU IIYHKTAMH 1
MalcTepHelo.

OcepenkoM, 3HAYEHHS SAKOr0 IIITBEPIZKEHO JTOCILI-
SKeHHSIMU OCTAHHIX JBAJISTH POKIB, € TEPUTOPISA ITiB-
nerHo-cxiguol Ilomsmil. Ha crorommimHIA meHs Tam
BUSIBJIEHO IT'SITh CTOSAHOK, Y TOMY YHCJI1 YOTUPU — THUILY
KOPOTKOYACHUX CE30HHUX a00 MUCIUBCHKUX TAOOPIB.

Binbir pospisaeni mam’sitku criocrepiraworhest B Ciiresii,
SBiHRI/I Bi[[OMi SIK BEJIUKI CTOSTHKHM — TabopH Ta MamcTep-
Hi, Tak 1 O10HI CTOAHKY HEBU3HAYEHOT'O XapaxTepy.

ITiBnennoO-cximHA Hom;ma € eIMHUM 13 OCepeIKiB, e
He 3adikcoBanl MmaiicrepHi; maicrepus B Crapux Ba-
pakax, Xou 1 po3TalroBaHa Ha cxigHomy Oepesi Bicim,
3maeThes, CKopilne IoB’s3aHa 3 moceineHHamu Cammo-
MUPCHKOI BrucoumHH. MajjieHCchbKe HaceJIeHHs IMIBJIEeH-
Ho-cximuoi Ilosbirl BUKOPHCTOBYBAJIO B OCHOBHOMY
IMIIOPTHY CHPOBHUHY, TOJIOBHUM YHHOM, «IIIOKOJIAIHII
1 CbBeI[IXOBCHKHUU KpPEeMiHb, a TAKOK, PIJIIIe, MICIEBY
MOPEHHY CUPOBHHY.

CesonHni Tabopw, 3acesieH] BIIPOIOBIK TPUBAJIOTO YaCy
1 YacTO HEOIHOPAa30BO, BiOMI y ABOX perionax: Cimesii
ta CaHIOMUPCHKOI BUCOYMHMY, IIe oauH, y KieMeHToBI-
e, PO3TAIIOBAHMWN HA IIBHIYHO-CXIAHIA Iepudepil
MaJIJIeHChKOro apeasty, Ha HaseHyoBchbKkoMy maTo, Ha
cxin Bing Bicom.

Bigkpurrsas ocraHHIX IECATHIIITH CBIOYATH IIPO Te€,
mo B Ilonbim, ska € KpalHBOIO CXITHOKI TEPHUTOPIE0
MAaJIJIEHCHKOTO apeasty, [emajl BUPA3HIINIe IIPOTJIs-
mawoTbea aBa IeHTpu: Ha CaHIOMHPCHLKIA BUCOYMHI,
B Mmici 3aurtsa Bicou 1 Cany, Ta y miBIeHHO-CX1THIA
TTonpmi. O6muaBa BoHN, 3[1a€ThC, IIOB A3aH1 Ml c000I0,
110 0CO0GJIMBO A00pe MOMITHO 38 BUKOPUCTAHHSIM CHPO-
BuHH. MoskianuBo, TepuTopii msaeHHo-cxiaHol [lobim
OyJIM CBOEPIIHUMH MUCIUBCHKUMHU YTIASAMU JJIST TPYIT
MUCJIMBIIB-30upadiB, 6a30B1 TA0OPU AKUX PO3TAIIOBY-
Basucs B mictil 3sutTst pidok Csu 1 Bicoa. [um moskma
THOSICHUTH BIJICYTHICTH BEJIMKHUX TA0OPIB 1 BaKJIMBICTH
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IMITIOPTHOTO KPEMEeHIO, YaCTKa SIKOr0, 3a BUHATKOM Ta-
6opy B l'ustomui, BuIma 3a 9acTKy MICIIEBOI CHPOBWHHU.
Piura Csta Moruta OyTH BicCIO Ta MIJISIXOM, IO CIIOJIYUYE
Il [Ba PETioHM.

Taxuit YiTKKMI 3B’ I30K MaJJICHCHKUX CTOAHOK 13 Cs-
HOM 1 Te, III0 BOHU 3HAXOIATHCA 10 00MIBI CTOPOHM Bif
HBOT'0, TAKOK CIIOHYKA€E IOCTABUTH IIle OIHE, KJIIYOBe
OHATAHHS IIPO MeKl MaJIEHCHKOTo apeasy. Yu cupasmil
nosraa CAaHy € Meskero IO PEeHH Ma IJIeHChKOI 1H Ty C-
Tpii? Axrio Tak, yu 0yJIo 11e 00YMOBJIEHO €KOJIOMTYHUMEA
YK KyJIbTYPHUMU IPUIYNHAMU?

3a HUHINIHLOTO CTAHY OCJIIIMKEHb BUIAETHCS, IO
BIJIOMA Ha CHOTOIHI CXITHA MesKa apeally MaJJIeHy Ha-
CIIpaBIl MOKe OyTH MesKel TepUTOPIaJbHOI eKCITaHCil
miel TakcoHoMiuHOI ommHMIN. OSHAK TAKOXK 31a€ThCd,
110 Ha HOro KOpJIoHi, Ha cxix Big CsaHy, Moryia icHyBaTu
KOHTAKTHA 30HA MK MaJJIEHOM Ta emirpaBeToM, HOCil
SAKUX OJHOYACHO IepebyBanu y mbomy perioxi. Te, 1o
TPyIH, SKI HAJEKAJIU 0 IIUX JBOX KYJIBTYPHHX KLJI,
MOTJIM XPOHOJIOTTYHO 30IraThCs, TAKOMK B1JOMO 3 IIOITe-
PEeIHIX JOCIIIIKEeHb.

T'osroBHOIO POOIEMOIO, 3 AKOI0 MU CHOTOJHI CTUKAE-
MoOCsI, IIYKAMOYX BIIIIOBIAl HA Il Ta 1HIM HATAHHSI, €
HeI0CTATHE II0JIbOBE BUBUEHHS TEPUTOPINA AK 3 II0JIbCH-
KOT0, TaK 1 3 YKPAIHCHKOro OOKY KOPJIOHY. 3aIIopyKoI0
HOAJIBIINX JOCIIIKEeHb € OTPUMAHHS HOBUX JKepell.
@Qaxr BuABIeHHS y cxigHii IToabIml HOBUX CTOSHOK,
JI03BOJISIE MPUIIYCKATH, II0 MOAAJIBIN JOCIIIFKEeHHS
3MOKYTh 3MIHHTH HAIIl IIOIVISOHN IMOAO CXLIHOI Meskl
HOIIMPEHH MAJJIeHy Ta KOHTAKTIB HOCIIB MaJIEHCHKOI
Ta emirpaBeTChbKOl 1HIyCTPIM.

Karouosi ciora: MaJieH, emrpaBeT HlB,E[eHHO-
cmea HOJII:H.[a MaJJIEHCBKO- eHleaBETCLKI/II/I KOPJOH.
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