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Although there have been a flurry of academic publica-
tions devoted to the archaeology of sacred space in the
last three decades?, the topic has not been a strong focus
of mainstream academic archaeology in Central Europe?,
something we hope this volume may help amend. The
essays collected here address the problems of geographi-
cally defined and socially constructed and religiously de-
noted space dating from the 5" millennium BC to the
present day and ranging from Scandinavia over the Pol-
ish Lands, the Carpathian Basin and Aegean to the Near
East. The authors approach the subject from a variety of
theoretical standpoints and academic backgrounds but
all attempt to describe and in some cases explain the fac-
tors that distinguish and designate liminal sacred space.

Marta Kaczmarek opens the volume with Settlements
of the Brzes¢ Kujawski Group of the Lengyel Culture —
places of sacrum or profanum? which traces changing
attitudes to sacred space during the 5th millennium BC
in central Poland. Early and classic period settlements of
this group show a typical if highly complex notion of the
sacred involving carefully located and furnished graves
and small cemeteries being integrated into the settle-
ment structure. In the closing centuries of the 5th millen-
nium, this complex pattern of mortal/ancestral cohabita-
tion erodes. The dead are treated in a more haphazard
way indicating the abandonment of highly standardised
notions governing interface between the living and the
dead.

Votive deposition plays a significant role in the essays
that follow. While the remarkable custom of consigning
valuable metal to the earth in later European Prehistory
is embedded in the broader context of underground stor-
age, much of it is part of a complex pattern of ritualised
material renunciation connecting the mortal and immor-

[N

Ernst Cassirer’s concept of special denotation and Mircea Eliade’s
paradigmatic concept of the crucial physical division between the
sacred and the profane lie at the base of the modern discourse on
sacred space. For Prehistoric Archaeology Richard Bradley’s work
has been particularly seminal (1996 and 1999). New collections
of essays dedicated to sacred space include: Alcock and Osborne
1994; Insoll 2011; Moser and Feldman 2014; Laneri 2015; Renfrew,
Morley and Boyd 2017.

For a review of recent Polish contributions, see Baron 2009.
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tal spheres. Clear ritual intent is shown when the liminal
space or elemental context of deposition is aquatic. The
Chalcolithic beginnings of the use of the abundant sur-
face waters of the territory of Poland for the systematic
deposition of metals is analysed in the contribution Cop-
per artefact deposits in waters and wetlands during the
later 5th and 4th millennium BC in the territory of Po-
land by Louis Daniel Nebelsick and Grzegorz tyszkowicz.
In Jewelry depositions from the end of the 2nd millen-
nium BC from the Romanian Carpathian Basin: a survey
of eastern Carpathian hoards, Antonia Flontas analyses
Early Urnfield Period jewelry deposits arguing that they
were lavish votive gifts by women and groups of for fe-
male deities. Finally, in her contribution Early Iron Age
hoards between Brittany and the Carpathian basin —
a preliminary review, Imke Westhausen challenges the
assumption that bronze hoarding ceases at the end of
the Bronze Age by showing that in large parts of Cen-
tral, Northern and Western Europe votive deposition of
bronzes continues, in some cases with high intensity, well
into the Iron Age.

Cyprus and the Levant play an essential role in this
volume. A broad review of contextual information about
the use of anthropomorphic figurines from the 10th
to 3rd millennium is offered by Christine Winkelmann
who argues in Places of ritual activity in pre-Bronze Age
Cyprus that sacred and domestic space were, in fact, ut-
terly conflated. The figurines seem to have been used on
special occasions by selected households in rituals firmly
embedded in their domestic context, making the struc-
tures “ordinary yet special” at the same time.

In contrast to this domestic approach, Katarzyna
Zeman-Wisniewska looks upward in The space above.
Sacred sky in Prehistoric Cyprus. She begins by demon-
strating the importance of birds in the diet of Cypriots
from the Epipaleolithic to the present but also the role
of migratory wildfowl who use the Island as a stopover
in telling celestial time. The characteristic long-necked
female figurines of the Chalcolithic are interpreted by her
as being stargazers underlining the crucial importance
and sacrality of the sky.

Laerke Recht analyses the meaning and consequences
of equid remains in 3rd to 1st millennium funerary con-
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texts in her article Asses were buried with him. Equids as
markers of sacred space in the third and second millennia
BC in the Eastern Mediterranean. After a thorough sum-
mary of the evidence, she explores the polysemic nature
of equids and their symbolic connotations seeing them
playing roles as varied as embodying martial status to
defining the borders of sacred space.

In Fossilising the Holy. Aniconic standing stones of the
Near East Nicola Scheyhing contributes the first attempt
to summarise the phenomenon of betylism in the Levant
in this century. She reviews the evidence for this remark-
able phenomenon which sees highly archaic aniconic
rough-hewn standing stones being integrated into and
indeed defining sacred space in Levantine urban settings
since the third millennium. Moreover, she interweaves
textual and archaeological evidence to show that despite
the rustic nature of the stones themselves they evoked
complex religious perceptions and ritual action.

A highly original approach to what was always con-
sidered a military and political construction is taken by
Krzysztof Narloch who interprets the Roman Limes not
only as a physical barrier towards the barbarian other
but also as a vast pomerium enclosing The largest Eu-
ropean area of the sacred. He then offers a historically
graded phenomenology of the integrative function of
this enclosed space, its permeability and its ability to be-
stow coherence and identity.

In his Towards a sacred topography of Early Byzantine
Thessaloniki Roman Szlgzak offers a sweeping account
of the gradual iconographic and architectural appropria-
tion of public and space that accompanies the transition
of Late Antique Thessaloniki from a cosmopolitan pagan
metropolis cast in a geometric city plan and dominated
by imperial palatial architecture to a crowded Medieval
Byzantine city dominated by monumental churches and
encrusted with lesser ecclesiastical buildings and me-
morials. Once espousing imperial ambition, the Medi-
eval city is reborn as an embodiment of ecclesiastical
celebration.

In a summary article Edvard Zajkovski explores The
Central European Watershed as a part of the space of the
pagan sacred. The segment of this watershed which ex-
tends from northern Moravia through the north-western
part of Ukraine was a focus of ritual activity and religious
architecture in the pagan as well as the Christian period
indicating an awareness and veneration of this crucial
continental divide.

Adriana Ciesielska offers an explicitly theoretical ap-
proach in her paper Selected concepts of power and sa-
cral space. She begins with a theoretical introduction re-
hearsing various approaches to human psychological and
social interactions with real and constructed space. She
then she takes the visual interaction of the Early Medi-
eval Polish island fortress of Ostrow Lednicki with its sur-
rounding landscape as an example for different degrees

of sensual awareness among visually interlinked commu-
nities and resulting patterns of awareness and behaviour.

For anyone familiar with traditional accounts of the
archaeology of North East Poland Zbigniew Kobylifski’s
contribution Sacred space of the Iron Age enclosed sites
in the north-eastern Poland will come as a big surprise.
His pioneering work on hilltop enclosures from Warmia
and Masuria once thought to be Early Medieval fortifi-
cations have revealed that they are concentric Iron Age
multivallate constructions which are likely to have served
ritual purposes rather than being fortresses. This is a new
category of enclosed sacred space both for the region
and the period.

Starting from the analysis of meanings of the Prehis-
toric and Early Medieval ship-shaped stone-settings and
boat burials Zbigniew Kobylinski and Kamil Rabiega ex-
plore The symbolic role of boats and ships in pagan and
Christian Medieval Northern Europe in a holistic fashion.
The authors weave a grand narrative tracing the role of
that most liminal of all vehicles, the ship, in funerary cult
from the dawn of the Metal Ages into the Medieval Pe-
riod and embellish archaeological evidence with a wealth
of literary sources.

This volume is concluded by Bozena Jézefodw-
Czerwinska who offers a fascinating and intimate view
of traditional patterns of sacred landscape denotation
and ritual interaction in Sacred environment and sacred
communication process according to ethnographic field
research in the Nadbuze Region. The intense religiosity
of the inhabitants ethnic and religious border region in
north-eastern Poland has led to patterns of creating,
maintaining and at times overcoming both positively and
negatively charged sacred space.

Finally, before we invite you to enjoy this book we
would like to thank Professor Zbigniew Kobylifski — the
editor of the “Archaeologica Hereditas” series — for ena-
bling and robustly encouraging the printing of this vol-
ume and Professor Stawomir Zareba — the Dean of the
Faculty of Historical and Social Sciences of the Cardinal
Stefan Wyszynski University in Warsaw for granting us
the vital funding for the publication of this book.?

This volume is dedicated to Professor Maria
Miskiewicz, initiator of research on the archaeology of
spirituality at the Cardinal Stefan Wyszynski University.

Louis Daniel Nebelsick, Joanna Wawrzeniuk and
Katarzyna Zeman-Wisniewska

3 This essay volume, which has a Central European and Eastern Medi-
terranian focus has been inspired by the results of the international
conference Sacred space in the past: between archaeological the-
ory and practice organised by the Institute of Archaeology of the
Cardinal Stefan Wyszyniski University in Warsaw and the Institute
for European Art History and Archaeology at the University of Hal-
le-Wittenberg in 2015, which was made possible through the gen-
erous funding of the Foundation for German-Polish Cooperation.
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Settlements of the Brzes¢ Kujawski Group

of the Lengyel Culture -

places of sacrum or profanum?

The issue of the existence of a sacrum among the com-
munities of the Brzes$¢ Kujawski Group of the Lengyel
Culture? is an extremely interesting topic, because these
people buried their deceased within their settlements.
The best examples illustrating this phenomenon come
from the area of central places, that is the Brzes¢ Ku-
jawski settlement itself, located, together with a com-
plex of other sites, on the Smetéw Lake peninsula? and
the Ostonki settlement, which lies between two former
lakes.?

CURRENT STATE OF RESEARCH

Systematic research on the Lengyel Culture in Kuyavia
began in 1933, when Konrad Jazdzewski, working with
Stanistaw Madajski, came across traces of material cul-
ture which they classified as the Brzes$¢ Kujawski Group*
during their excavations of the settlement and cemetery
of the Globular Amphora Culture at Brze$¢ Kujawski it-
self. These excavations were conducted between 1933
and 1939. Unfortunately, the outbreak of World War Il
prevented the continuation of this research. Addition-
ally, some of the excavated materials were destroyed
or lost during the war.> In 1952, Maria and Waldemar
Chmielewscy explored the site at Brzes¢ Kujawski for
another season. Later, the site’s exploration was intensi-
fied in 1976 under Ryszard Grygiel and Peter Bogucki.
Research at Ostonki began in 1989 and continued up to
2003. The 28-season campaign®, provided a wealth of
material and data for further analyses. Up to today, al-
most 180 graves of the Brzes¢ Kujawski Group have been
discovered in both sites.

[N

The nomenclature of the Brzes¢ Kujawski group is still not unequi-

vocally settled among researchers (see Czerniak 1996; Grygiel 1996,

2008b).

Grygiel 2008c: 20.

Grygiel 2008a: 476.

4 Jazdzewski 1933: 1-3; Cofta-Broniewska and Stolpiak 1984: 39; Gry-
giel 2004: 26-27.

5> Grygiel and Bogucki 1981: 11.

Grygiel 2004: 38, 54.

[CUN)
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Marta Kaczmarek

REGION AND CHRONOLOGY

The people of the Brzes¢ Kujawski Group occupied the
area of Central Kuyavia (Kujawy).” This territory belongs
to the Kuyavia Plateau.? Brzes$¢ Kujawski and Ostonki
both lie in the catchment of the Bachorza River basin,
which drains into the Zgtowigczka and the Vistula rivers.
This region was an attractive settlement area, as it con-
nected the Vistula, the Note¢ and the Gopto Lake with
the southern part of eastern Kuyavia.® Moreover, in this
territory sixteen types and sub-types of soil can be iden-
tified?, among the most important of which was humus
rich chernozem proper.!! The fertile soils were a natural
resource attracting people to this land during the Neo-
lithic period.*? And that is the reason why the traces of
houses, fragments of valuable grave inventories, as well
as human remains of the Kuyavia’s Neolithic inhabitants
have been perfectly preserved.®

During its pinnacle phase, the settlement at Brzes¢
Kujawski occupied an area of two hectares with a ba-
sic organisational unit in the form of an up to 2000 sq.
large household cluster.’* The timeframe of the settle-
ment has been established between 4800 and 3500 BC.
This timespan can be divided into three phases: the early
phase — about 4700/4600-4500 BC, the classic phase —
4500-4300 BC and the late phase — approximately 4300—
4100/4000 BC.* The settlements decline during the late
phase was the result of degradation and disintegration
of the cultural landscape, that had been caused by the
population of the Brze$¢ Kujawski Group, during its clas-
sic phase of development.

Cofta-Broniewska and Kosko 1982: 48.
Grygiel 2004: 113.

Grygiel 2004: 119.

Grygiel 2004: 136.

11 Kamienska 1967: 258; Grygiel 2004: 138.
12 Grygiel 2004: 136.

3 Gtadykowska-Rzeczycka 2007: 198.

1% Grygiel 1986: 316.

5 Grygiel 2008b: 1917-1918.
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Marta Kaczmarek

BURIALS AND SETTLEMENTS

People of the Brze$é Kujawski Group inhabited central
places such as Brzes¢ Kujawski, site 4 or Ostonki, site
1, as well as satellite settlements, for example, Brzes¢
Kujawski, site 5, Zagajewice, site 1, and Konary, site 1.
The central settlements developed simultaneously® and
without interruptions.'” The basic unit of settlement
constituted a household cluster® in which intensive eco-
nomic activity was conducted.

The community of the Brzes¢ Kujawski Group of the
Lengyel Culture buried their deceased as inhumations,
usually in the vicinity of houses. The burials were located
within the dwellings or just outside of them.* They were
found over and under the foundation trenches or were
adjacent to them. A rule that governed their location,
in reference to residential buildings, has not yet been
established. Probably, the deceased were buried in un-
der-developed areas of the settlement compounds.?® As
a result, individual features intersected each other —and
younger features partially damaged the older ones.

During the pinnacle development of the Brzes¢ Ku-
jawski Group, graves located within particular houses
were grouped in clusters. Probably, such isolated, smaller
clusters of graves constituted family backyard cemeter-
ies which may have served to illustrate ancestral ties.?
These burial clusters may represent may a group of
people inhabiting one house. However, locating graves
within the settlement points to profound connections
between the place of the burial and the living who were
functioning in that very place.

The tradition of burying the dead near houses be-
came common during the early phase of the Brze$¢ Ku-
jawski Group. This custom would also characterise the
later phase of the group. Neither do the location of these
burials follow fast rules, nor are they regularly oriented
according to cardinal directions. The woman’s head from
grave no. XXXV, Ostonki site 1 was directed towards the
west?? but the woman’s head from grave no. VI, site 4a
at Miechowice — to the north.?* However, in the Brzes¢
Kujawski site the oldest graves were laid out on a south-
eastern axis, which later became standard.?*

In the classic phase, small cemeteries set up near
houses became common. Archaeologists have identified
several domestically bound burial clusters. An example
is the cluster near house no. 56 in site 4 at Brzes¢ Kujaw-
ski. As many as ten burials were chronologically linked

1

=Y

Grygiel 2008c: 8.

7 Grygiel 1986: 316, 2008c: 22.
18 Grygiel 1986.

% Czerniak and Pyzel 2013: 146.
20 Gabatéwna 1966: 66—67.

21 Grygiel 2008c: 314.

22 Grygiel 2008a: 485.

23 Grygiel 2008a: 1015.

24 Grygiel 2008b: 1854.
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to the structure.? At that time burying the dead with
their heads pointing south or south-east became a rule.?
Typically, the bodies were arranged due to sex — dead
women were put on their left side, and men — the right.
All cemeteries of the Brze$¢ Kujawski Group feature this
arrangement with the exception of Biskupin, site 15a,
where women in all three graves which were recovered
were put on their right side.?®

The classic phase of the Brzes¢ Kujawski Group relates
to the peak development of settlement and use of cop-
per among its people. At that time, two central settle-
ments at Brze$¢ Kujawski and Ostonki were established.?*
The emergence of these settlement is the result of the
inclusion of these communities in cultural network of
the large complex of the Lengyel Culture, located in the
south Middle Europe. At the time, with the increase in
wealth, a demographic upsurge occurred, and, as a result,
a rapid growth of the size of buildings and the number of
graves.*® The presence of cellars in houses on Ostonki, site
1 can be linked with access to ample copper resources?
— as a result the wealthier residents were able to elabo-
rate their dwellings. At the same time, graves of women
with rich copper inventories and male graves with ant-
ler axes appear.? These male graves are interpreted as
evidence for the rise of a class of warriors protecting the
settlements. In the case of the Ostonki site, the erection
of a defensive circuit in the form of a ditch and a palisade
is linked to the decline of the classic phase and the end of
copper imports to the Brzes¢ Kujawski Group.*

The late phase of the Brzes¢ Kujawski Group, dated to
4300-4100 BC, was characterised by social and econom-
ic disintegration. It is also linked with numerous house
fires. Sometimes, multiple burials were dug next to the
remains of the burned dwellings. Bones from 31 phase Il
burials bear traces of at times fatal injuries.?* Grave no.
LXXIIl, from Ostonki, site 1 in which a woman with two
children was buried, serves as an example. Her skull and
those of her older child show traces of fatal wounds, in
the form of round holes. They were probably made using
of an antler axe.®

In this late phase the burial custom which man-
dated arranging the body with its head pointing
east, was abandoned and burying the dead in refuse
pits became a rule; for example, at Brzes¢ Kujaws-
ki, site 4, pits no. 891 and 893.3¢ Moreover, the deceased

25 Grygiel 1986: 296-297, table II, 2008b: 1855.
26 Czerniak 1980: 118.

27 Grygiel 2008b: 1855.

28 Maciejewski, Rajewski and Wokroj 1954: 72, 76-77.
2% Grygiel 2008b: 19009.

30 Grygiel 2008a: 528.

31 Grygiel 2008a: 529.

32 Grygiel 2008a: 993.

33 Grygiel 2008a: 562.

34 Lorkiewicz 2012b: 75.

35 Grygiel 2008b: 1912-1913, fig. 1389-1393.

36 Grygiel 2008b: 1916.
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Settlements of the Brzes¢ Kujawski Group of the Lengyel Culture — sacrum or profanum?

were not given any recognisable grave goods.?” The only
thing that remained from earlier funerary traditions was
to lay out women on their left side, and the men on their
right.3® However, this did not always apply, in many cases
bodies were lain their back or buried as extended inhu-
mations, for example, at Brze$¢ Kujawski, site 4, grave
no. XVI, or at Ostonki, site 1 grave no. XXX, with a male
extended inhumation.* At the same time, numerous ani-
mal burials appear as well.*°

The youngest settlement phase of the Brze$¢ Kujawski
Group is also characterised by a sudden cessation of cop-
per import and other resources, as well as the cessation
of ornamental bone production, whose products were
extremely popular in wealthier graves up to that time.*
The changes in burial tradition are connected* with infil-
tration of indigenous population from the area of Ostonki
by ethnically foreign communities. Evidence for the pres-
ence of foreigners among the Brzes¢ Kujawski Group
comes from an untypical cemetery, Konary, site 1a,
where the dead were buried in single or double graves,
in a place separate from the settlement itself, and not in
within its limits, as in other sites in the area of Brzes$¢ Ku-
jawski or Ostonki. An exceptional is also location of eight
graves from site 1 at Osfonki, dated to the earliest phase.
They were placed within a younger section of the moat,
from the south side, that is from outside the palisade.
These graves (no.: XLIX—LII, LV, LVI, LIX) are totally iso-
lated from the rest of the burials at Ostonki. Moreover,
most of them are orientated in a different manner than
the generally accepted east-west axis.*

SACRUM FOR THE PEOPLE
OF THE BRZESC KUJAWSKI GROUP

As indicated above, the people of the Brzes¢ Kujawski
Group took great care of their deceased. This is reflect-
ed by the carefully composed grave good inventory, the
layout of the bodies and the choice of burial places.*
Yet despite this, graves are regularly found which had
been disturbed during the construction of new dwellings.
There are a series of possible explanations for this. Per-
haps we can assume that after the body was buried the
skeleton lost all its significance. Or, that after time had
passed the people simply forgot where the bodies had

3
3
3
4
4
4
4
44

~

Grygiel 2008a: 754.

Grygiel 1984: 298.

Grygiel 2008b: 1914-1915.

Grygiel 2008a: 754, 1099, 2008b: 1916.

Grygiel 2008b: 1914.

Grygiel 2008b: 1916.

Grygiel 2008b: 1916.

However, another question arises — where was the rest of the pop-
ulation buried, because only about 20% of the population were
buried inside the settlement?, see more: Czerniak and Pyzel 2013:
147, 2016: 110.
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been buried. We cannot settle this issue today but the
question of what sacrum amounted to for the people of
the Brze$¢ Kujawski Group still remains open. Perhaps
the deceased and his/her grave constituted sacrum only
until the body was buried and after that became a part
of the settlement, that is the profanum. It is also possible
that the entire settlement was treated as sacrum.*

As the rich grave inventories show, the deceased were
treated with great respect. In the classic phase of the
Brzes¢ Kujawski development, women were buried with
imported copper items or hip belts incrusted with shells,
and the men with antler axes. Therefore, we do know
that at the time of burial, the deceased were of great
importance for the living. Interestingly, in cases when
the dead did not receive prestigious grave goods, their
graves were filled with many pottery vessels. Moreo-
ver, an example of marking or delineating the space of
such backyard cemeteries is known. In the Ostonki site,
trenches near a grave cluster were found that were in-
terpreted as the remnants of a construction surround-
ing the sepulchral area.* This could be seen as evidence
that the area of the cemetery, at least during the time it
was operative, was treated as sacrum; and that this small
cemetery was separated from the dwelling.

Evidence for the long-term remembrance of grave
sites can be seen in the case of a grave cluster in site 4
at Brze$¢ Kujawski (graves no.: XIX, XXI, XXII, XXIV, XXV —
Fig. 1) which is located in an area devoid of dwellings and
not disturbed by other features.*’ Perhaps the sites of
these graves were once marked by earthen mounds. The
shallow grave pits in which some of the skeletons lay may
be an indication of the presence of such mounds erected
over graves.*® Moreover, further evidence for respect for
the dead is shown in site 4 at Miechowice. When a bur-
ial dating to the classic phase (no. VI) disturbed a grave
from the earlier phase (no. Vla), the bones were carefully
transferred into the new grave.*

However, there are also counter examples, i.e.,
graves destroyed or damaged by later features. Graves
disturbed by later house foundations are known from
Brzes¢ Kujawski, site 4, graves no. XXIl and XXIll were dug
into by the foundation trench of house no. 4, and grave
no. X was completely cut though by the western founda-
tion trench of house no. 2.°° However, the reverse situa-
tion usually applies —i.e., the grave is dug into the foun-
dation trench of a house. Examples include, for instance,
graves no. VI-VIIl from Ostonki 1 (Fig. 2) whose pits were
dug into the eastern foundations trench of house 1. Both
graves, as well as the house, can be dated to the classic
phase of the Brzes$¢ Kujawski Group. Unfortunately, these

4> Cf. Rzepecki 2015: 284.
46 Grygiel 2008a: 754.

47 Grygiel 2008: 218, fig. 7.
48 Gabatéwna 1966: 68.
4 Grygiel 2008a: 1015.

50 Grygiel 2008c: 310, 314.

SACRED SPACE: CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE ARCHAEOLOGY OF BELIEF 11



Marta Kaczmarek

Fig. 1. Brzes¢ Kujawski, part of site 4
(after: Grygiel 2008, fig. 7, modified)

Fig. 2. Grave VIl from Ostonki 1 (after: Grygiel 2008a: 903
fig. 765: 3)

graves were partially damaged by a further pit, connect-
ed with later settlement in the region.**

The lack of a chronological classification of graves
from Brzes¢ Kujawski, site 4, in relation to the three
cultural phases makes is difficult to say whether the

51 Grygiel 2008a: 529, 535-536.
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disturbed graves came from earlier phases and were
destroyed by house foundations from younger phases.
However, from Ostonki, site 1, such data is available, so
we know that the disturbed or damaged graves were not
only not necessarily significantly older than the features
that disturbed them but also could date to the same
chronological phases as the features that cut into them.
A good example of this fact is the double grave no. XI
from Ostonki, site 1 which was destroyed by the south-
ern trench of house no. 19. The grave, as well as the
house, date to the classic phase®?, which, in turn, may
be seen as evidence that during a single developmental
phase of the cultural group its members had already for-
gotten the burial places of their ancestors.

As mentioned above, the declining phase of the
Brzes$¢ Kujawski Group, was characterised by changes in
burial ritual. The most prominent was to bury the dead
in waste pits; for example, grave no. IX from site 4 at
Brzes$¢ Kujawski was dug in pit no. 75.5% In the earlier
published literature, these graves had been described as
untypical but, in fact, this name is quite misleading. The
only example of an untypical burial connected with the
Brzes¢ Kujawski Group is grave no. XXX from Ostfonki, site
1, which belongs to the late phase (Fig. 3). It contained
a skeleton of a male extended inhumation lying on its
back. His shin bones were cut off, probably perimortem,
and the feet were placed next to the knees. The skull
was also heavily damaged, its bones bear traces of about
25 intentional cuts. The grave inventory clearly indicates

52 Grygiel 2008a: 561, 767, fig. 404.
53 Grygiel 2008c: 314, 2008a: 754.
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Fig. 3. Grave XXX from Ostonki 1 (after: Grygiel 2008a: 931
fig. 793:1)

Fig. 4.

that this grave belongs to the Brzes¢ Kujawski Group.
Another highly untypical feature of this grave is a bone
dagger with an intentionally damaged blade that was
placed next to the head. Grygiel interprets this burial as
an unknown ritual practice during which a killer’s dead
body was defiled.>* However, it is not certain whether all
injuries were caused post-mortem. In fact this may have
included decapitation (indicated by the lack of preserved
cervical vertebrae). It is known, however, that the body
of this individual was treated in an exceptional manner.>®

Remains that can be related to ceremonial activity
also include a concentration of burnt wheat in pit no.
892 (Fig. 4), at Brzes¢ Kujawski, site 4. This pit was in-
terpreted as a workshop where antler axes were made.
After the workshop was abandoned and just before the
pit was refilled a shock of unripe wheat was thrown into
it and burnt. This remarkable find has analogies in Fun-
nel Beaker Culture features from the Kuyavian sites of
Radziejow Kujawski, Opatowice and Zarebowo. The fact
that green grain can neither be consumed or stored un-
derlines the votive character of such deposits.*®

An exceptional amphora (Fig. 5) of the Brzes¢ Kujaw-
ski Group can also be seen in a ritual context. The “oily”
composition of the clay its temper made up of a small

>4 Grygiel 2008a: 758.
55 Lorkiewicz 2011: 430-433.
56 Grygiel 1984: 281, 320; see also Wozny 2005: chapter 11.2.2.

Pit 892 from Brzes¢ Kujawski 4. Location of materials in the antler workshop: 1 - clay, 2 - stone, 3 - antler, 4 - animal

bones, 5 - potsherds. “X” indicates the area with burnt wheat (after: Grygiel 2008: 130 fig. 107)
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Fig. 5.

addition of ash coloured dry sand and its surface treat-
ment resulting in a smooth, shiny and hard surface are
unique in the usual pottery repertoire. Its cylindrical neck
merges with a pronounced belly with two zoomorphic
handles connected to indented cordons Its main orna-
ment is made up of cordons on the upper part of the
belly forming an enigmatic figural scene.” The ritual pur-
pose of this vessel is unclear.

CONCLUSION

Cemeteries are generally considered sacrum because
they contain burials, which are the result of rituals of
passage aimed at maintaining the functional continu-
ity of society. Each necropolis connects the world of the
living with the realm of the dead.*® It usually comprises
three elements: the first sphere is especially marked with
sacrum in the context of a ritual, the site of the grave
itself. The second sacrum involves the place where the
participants gather, adjacent to the sacred centre and,
at the same time, separated from it. The third involves
sites of transition — where ritualised acts take place, for
instance a street leading to the burial place. In order for
the cemetery to function as sacrum, spheres of burial
contexts must be distinguished and correspond to spatial
layouts present in the land of the living.*® On this basis
we can assume that small backyard cemeteries, set up
within settlements, as well as single burials of the Brzes¢

57 Grygiel 2008a: 547.
8 Wozny 2000: 43, 123.
% Wozny 2000: 43-44.
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Fragments of an amphora from Ostonki with rich decoration (after Grygiel 2008a: 642 fig. 526)

Kujawski Group, were treated as a kind of sacrum. Simul-
taneously, in these settlements, the symbolism of dwell-
ings intertwines with that of the graves. Thus, graves may
have had the same meaning as houses because they con-
stituted temporary dwelling of the dead.®°

However, the dynamics of changes during the devel-
opment of the Brzes¢ Kujawski Group seem to indicate
the lack of a unified interpretation of sacrum during the
entire time span involved. In every developmental phase
of the Brzes¢ Kujawski Group its communities perceived
the settlement itself, as well as area it contained, that is
the entire notion of sacrum, differently. We do not know
whether the entire settlement was treated as sacrum. If
the sepulchral space was not marked nor fenced off from
the area used for economic purposes and the deceased
were buried directly in waste pits, perhaps the entire
settlement was deemed as profanum. Or maybe only
the grave itself was considered sacrum, during the time
when memory of the deceased was kept alive, which,
in turn, would be enmeshed in wider cultural traditions
which were an integral part of their world view and thus
no need for it to be manifested.®* Changes in the percep-
tion of sacrum by the Brzes¢ Kujawski Group is also indi-
cated by changes in the burial tradition during the phase
of decline, as well as introduction of new elements con-
nected with later Globular Amphora and Funnel Beaker
cultures, whose genesis is linked to the Brzes¢ Kujawski
Group.®?

60 Wozny 2000: 135-138, 2002: 51.
61 Wozny 2000: 112.
62 ¢f. Grygiel 2008b: chapter 9; Lorkiewicz 2012a: 175-177.
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Places of ritual activity in pre-Bronze Age Cyprus

In general, the Cypriot figurines of the Neolithic and
Chalcolithic period® are commonly accepted as repre-
senting ritual devices and are therefore suggestive of an
ancient belief system. However, as stated so aptly by Des-
mond Morris: “But where is the evidence for the worship
of a deity in prehistoric Cyprus? There are no temples
to the Great Goddess, no remains of huge effigies, no
models of the faithful attending her shrine, nothing, not
a scrap of hard evidence to support her existence on the
island at an early date. All we have is a large number of
strange little figurines from tombs and occasionally from
excavated settlement”.?

Although scholarship does not accept that a Great
Goddess was worshiped in Prehistoric Cyprus, the fig-
urines as ritual paraphernalia are indicative of a cult
practices. But where did these rituals take place? Eszter
Banffy has demonstrated, that there was not necessarily
a clear cut, obvious differentiation between sacred and
profane structures during the Neolithic and Chalcolithic
periods of South-East Europe.? Similarly there is a lack of
recognisable, distinguishable sacred places in pre-Bronze
Age Cyprus, thus the aim of this paper is to pursue the is-
sue of where rituals are likely to have taken place, based
on the anthropomorphic figurines and the information
provided by their contexts.

Before turning to the meaningful contexts of the Pre-
historic Cypriot figurines® it is worth considering an un-
derlying issue of this investigation. A salient fact is that
the vast majority of the figurines in question derive from
general settlement contexts, that is, general habitation
layers inside and predominantly outside of domestic
structures, or from refuse pits.> Therefore, most con-

.

The chosen time frame for this investigation spans ¢. 9,000—
2,500/2,400 BC (after Knapp 2013: 81-82). The previous Epipalae-
olithic Period is left out for the simple reason, that anthropomor-
phic figurines have not been recovered from this earliest phase of
human presence on the island.

Morris 1985: 115.

Banffy 1990-1991.

For a full overview of all hitherto known Cypriot figurines, see Win-
kelmann forthcoming.

Such contexts are not meaningful for my argument in this paper,
since they do not provide evidence - or even hint at - the function
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texts do not provide further insights about the locations
the rituals took place in, except for making it likely that
ritual performance took place within the boundaries of
the inhabited area/settlements.® However, there are spe-
cific contexts which can serve as indicators for places of
ritual activity which shall be discussed in the following
chapters.

THE EVIDENCE FROM THE NEOLITHIC PERIOD
(9,000-4,500/4,000 cAL BC)

Hitherto, barely three schematic anthropomorphic figu-
rines are known from the Cypro-PPNA (or Initial Aceram-
ic Neolithic — 9,000-8,500/8,400 Cal BC). They are all
from one site: Ayia Varvara Asprokremnos (Nicosia Dis-
trict). Though these cannot be taken as indicative for the
ritual behaviour during this early Neolithic phase, these
contexts are nonetheless worth examining.

One of the two stone figurines from the site was re-
trieved from a burnt soil sediment (unit 427), sealing a
semi-subterranean structure which had been previously
destroyed and abandoned (F300). This circumstance, i.e.,
the destruction and abandonment of the habitation in
connection with the deliberate deposition of the figu-
rine, led the excavators to reach the conclusion that the
anthropomorphic representation played part in a closure
event at the end of the use life of this ephemeral build-
ing.2 The same applies to the second stone figurine which
was recovered from the site. This artefact was recovered

that the figurines had during their use phase. They merely indicate,
that these anthropomorphic figures had a certain length of use life,
which ended at some point along with their symbolic significance,
after which they were apparently regarded as mere rubbish and
were simply thrown away along with the general settlement debris
(Le Brun 1989a: 177, 1989b: 79-80).
However, it must be stressed that for the time periods under inves-
tigation here there is only one known, distinctly segregated burial
ground (Souskiou Vathyrkakas) during the Middle Chalcolithic and
no other kinds of known prehistoric sites beside the settlements/
area of habitation.
7 Winkelmann forthcoming.
8 McCartney, Manning and Seward 2010: 80-81; referring to figurine
no. G—382.
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from a cache, deposited together with other stone items
(including a pecked stone sphere and two flat cobbles,
one of which had traces of ochre) at the end of the use
of another structure.’ In contrast, the third, fragmented
figurine of baked clay was found in the fill of a natural
channel. Based on the association with other artefacts
and features in the immediate vicinity, the excavators
suggest in this case, that we are dealing with a founda-
tion deposit.*?

These contexts indicate ritual behaviour which in-
volved the final deposition of anthropomorphic figurines,
either during foundation or closure rites, all of which cer-
tainly took place within the inhabited area, in two cases
clearly connected to dwellings.**

With eight anthropomorphic figurines altogether, the
evidence from the subsequent Cypro-PPNB (or Early Ace-
ramic Neolithic — 8,500/8,400—-7,000—6,800 Cal BC) is also
fairly sparse and can likewise not be taken as indicative
for the entire phase.'> Nonetheless, those few more in-
formative contexts which provide some insights into the
ritual behaviour of that time shall be given consideration.

A plaster head of an anthropomorphic figurine was
found in Parekklisha Shillourokambos (Limassol District).
It was recovered from the fill of one of the abandoned
wells from the site (117), and located at a depth of 3.20
m.2 If this item was deliberately inserted in the fill of the
abandoned well, it may have also have been involved in
a closure ceremony.*

Another find from a comparable context®® is itself of
ambiguous character: a serpentine head with feline ears,
which can be interpreted for instance as the represen-
tation of a feline (a domestic cat or feline predator), a
human wearing a mask of a cat, or a humanized feline
(half-human, half-cat). This artefact was also recovered
from a fill of a well (66) from the same site, at a depth
of 1.85 m.®

From Kissonerga Mylouthkia (Paphos District) there is
also evidence for the final deposition of a figurine in an
abandoned well (133), though the accompanying fill is
of a completely different character.’” The entire content
of the feature is outstanding due, on the one hand to
an unusual large quantity of ground stone artefacts,® as
well as the remains of 23 caprines and the bones of at
least four human individuals of different ages (infancy to

% Internet: http://cyprus-mail.com/2013/09/20/ archaeologists-un-
earth-earliest-complete-human-figurine-in-cyprus/ (20. September
2013); no find registration number is given.

10 McCartney et al. 2008: 6970, fig. 3; referring to figurine no. 0-344.

11 However, it remains uncertain whether this was the primary func-

tion of the figurines or not.

Winkelmann forthcoming.

Guilaine 2003: 330, fig. 1b; no find registration number is given.

Winkelmann forthcoming.

Guilaine 2003: 329-330; no find registration number is given.

16 Guilaine et al. 1999: 1-9, figs 1, 4—6.

7 peltenburg et al. 2003: 297, 315; referring to figurine no. KMyl

1532.

Jackson 2003: 40.
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adulthood). The anthropomorphic figurine derives from
a fairly low segment of the fill (deposit 282) which has
been interpreted as a secondary burial based on the oc-
currence of human remains and a mace head.* Since the
excavator, Edgar Peltenburg, assumes that the artefacts
included in this feature’s fill were deliberately selected
and buried?, they must have had a particular meaning,
in this context most likely as grave goods accompanying
the interments.?

Overall, the evidence for ritual activities based on the
contexts of figurines during the Cypro-PPNB is connect-
ed with wells. Therefore, at least the last stage of these
rituals, the final deposition of the artefacts, took place
at these features. Though they have not been directly
found in association with buildings, all these figurines
derive from features related to settlement activity.

Even though the quantity of anthropomorphic figu-
rines is with about 88 specimens?? distinctly greater dur-
ing the Late Aceramic Neolithic (7,000/6,800-5,200 Cal
BC), the contextual evidence they provide is still fairly
limited. This is due to two reasons: 1) many of these ar-
tefacts were found during excavations undertaken in the
initial years of Cypriot archaeology, at a time when the
focus lay on general chronological and typological issues
and contexts of artefacts were, unfortunately, largely
neglected??; 2) several of these figurines are recorded
as mere surface finds?*, and sometimes the information
concerning the provenance of certain figurines is even
viewed as insecure.?

The vast majority of the (clearly identifiable) Late Ac-
eramic Neolithic figurines derives from a single site: Khi-
rokitia Vouni (Larnaca District; hitherto 27 examples).?®
Here, they generally occurred in habitation layers outside
and between the domestic structures?’, distributed more
or less equally throughout all levels.?®

19 peltenburg 2003a: 92-93, fig. 11.3; registration no. of mace head:
KMyl 1505.

20 peltenburg 2003a: 91.

21 As assumed with regard to the mace head (KMyl 1505) from the

site. See Peltenburg et al. 2001: 69, 75.

Winkelmann forthcoming.

2 peltenburg 1991a: 112.

24 f, e.g., Dikaios 1953: 407 (Kh 1404), 350 (Kh 194); Fox 1988: 36,
41 (no. 309); Nicolaou 1967: 52 (PM 1503); Buchholz and Kara-
georghis 1971: 160 (CM 1948/V-17/2); Pearlman 1993: 201 (CM
1988/V-16/1); Buchholz and Karageorghis 1971: 160 (LM 795).

%5 (f, e.g., ARDAC 1987: 65 (CM 1987/1-15/1); Dikaios 1953: 299,

note 1 and Karageorghis 1963: 262 (CM 1948/V-17/2); Buchholz

and Karageorghis 1971: 160 (fig. 1694/LM 795).

Apart from these there are at least 16 possible anthropomorphic

representations; cf. Winkelmann forthcoming.

Dikaios 1953: 342 (Kh 1), 343 (Kh 21), 348 (Kh 135), 357 (Kh 384),

373 (Kh 680), 390 (Kh 938, Kh 948), 391 (Kh 967), 394 (Kh 1068),

395 (Kh 1073, Kh 1102). Cf. also Le Brun 1994b: 18. In this case,

only a general statement about the find contexts of figurines is

given, mentioning that some figurines were found inside dwellings,
but that the majority derives from debris or pits inside and outside

of domestic structures. Cf. also Karageorghis 1977: 16, 2006: 34

(for the Late Aceramic Neolithic figurines in general).

28 ¢f Dikaios 1953.

22

26
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Barely four specimens were found inside domestic
structures. The fairly well known anthropomorphic head
of unbaked clay is merely reported to having been lying
on a floor of a habitation?, two further figurines were
recovered from fill layers above floors.?® Nonetheless,
these finds suggest their probable usage (or at least
storage) inside ordinary domestic dwellings. The fourth
specimen, however, was found lying on a stone slab
which covered a shallow pit dug through a floor (VIII) of
a dwelling (“Tholos V”).2! In this case, the figurine was
apparently deliberately placed in this location, not per-
manently deposited in the ground, but ready to be used.

The three anthropomorphic figurines from Petra
(Morphou Bay), found during the excavations of the
Swedish Cyprus Expedition, are reported as having been
found inside buildings lying on floors.?> Two of them are
said to derive from or near the “kitchen” area of the re-
spective dwellings.?® This evidence also points to the as-
sumption that the figurines were used, or at least kept,
in these domestic structures.

In a hitherto singular instance, a figurine fragment was
found in a fairly rich burial of an adult individual (burial
[11)**, located in “Tholos XVII” (associated with floor I1)
at Khirokitia. This feature contained, beside a necklace
made of dentalium and carnelian beads, a quantity of
stone bowl fragments which have been deliberately bro-
ken prior to deposition, as well as a quern placed on the
chest of the deceased.?* However, due to the inclusion
of several stone vessel fragments, it has been consid-
ered that the figurine fragment was lying in the grave’s
fill merely by chance®®, an explanation which seems most
likely. Otherwise this would be the only evidence for the
deposition of a figurine as a grave good in a Late Aceram-
ic Neolithic funerary context discovered so far.

Limited as the evidence still is, an overall estimation
has shown that approximately two thirds of the Late
Aceramic Neolithic figurines derive from extra-mural
deposits, whereas the remaining examples come from
intra-mural, domestic contexts, where they are often re-

29 Dikaios 1953: 181, 183 (Kh 1063): from Tholos XLVII, floor II.

30 Dikaios 1953: 183 (Kh 11758): from Tholos XLVII, from layer be-
tween floor | and II. Dikaios 1953: 155 (Kh 1089): from Tholos
XXXV, layer overlying the (single) floor.

Dikaios 1953: 60, 65 (Kh 1401); on page 60 the find circumstance
seems to be incorrectly described as the figurine was lying under-
neath the slab, but the drawing/plan section of floor VIII (p. 61,
fig. 29) as well as the photo (pl. XVII a) taken during excavation
indicate that the object in fact lay on top of this slab as correctly
pointed out by Peltenburg and Thomas in Peltenburg et al. 1991: 9.
32 Astréom 2003: 32 (PtL 27, PtL 42); Archaeologia Viva 1, 1969: 10
(PtL 27).

Astrom 2003: 32; referring to figurines no. PtL 42 and PtL 72.

34 On page 300 (Dikaios 1953, with regard to figurine Kh 822) the
context is probably wrongly given as burial I.

Dikaios 1953: 106, 109; registration no. of necklace: Kh 560; regis-
tration no. of stone bowl fragments: Kh 810-812, registration no.
of quern: Kh 1148.

36 Cf. Vagnetti 1980: 53.
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ported as having been found either lying on the floor
of the dwellings, or from the fills above floors. A single
specimen could present a possible grave good (though
it seems fairly unlikely).?” Alain Le Brun has noticed
(regarding the finds from Khirokitia and Petra) that it
seems most probable that the Late Aceramic Neolithic
anthropomorphic figurines were mainly used in domestic
contexts inside the dwellings.3® At least, they were kept
there while not in active use.

Unfortunately, the number of figurines, and with it
the number of known contexts, decreases considerably
during the subsequent Ceramic Neolithic (5,200/5,000-
4,500/4,000 Cal BC). Barely six clearly identifiable an-
thropomorphic figurines can be attributed to the whole
period.* However, it is quite surprising that at least four
of these figurines, alongside further possible anthropo-
morphic representations*’, were detected in association
with buildings.

At Sotira Teppes (Limassol District), the only known
Neolithic anthropomorphic figurine made of bone dis-
covered so far was found in House 35, and lay between
floors I and Il of the domestic structure.*

A unique stone head of an anthropomorphic figurine
was discovered in the north-western corner on the floor
of House 12 at Paralimni Nissia (Ammochostos District).*
Apart from that, some further possible anthropomorphic
or zoomorphic figurines were found on this site (though
their identification is unclear or ambiguous); three of
them were also found inside dwellings*?, and five other
possible figurines or figurine fragments derive from ex-
tra-mural contexts.*

It is also worth considering a possible fragment of a
figurine from Ayios Epiktitos Vrysi (Kerynia District), that
has been found in association with the wall collapse of a
structure (Unit 118 of H2A)*® that has been interpreted
as an axe-workshop.*® The only clearly identifiable an-

37 Winkelmann forthcoming.

3% Le Brun 1994a: 292.

39 Winkelmann forthcoming.

40 ¢f. Winkelmann forthcoming.

4! Dikaios 1961: 115/116; referring to figurine no. 225.

42 Flourentzos 2008: 9; referring to figurine no. 100.

43 One figurine (no. 173) was detected on the floor of House 20, to-
gether with ground stone tools, lithics and other artefacts (Flou-
rentzos 2008: 15). A comparable situation is documented for an-
other specimen (no. 329) in House 8 (Flourentzos 2008: 6) as well
as for a further example (no. 564) in House 2 (Flourentzos 2008:
4/5).

Whereas one possible figurine (no. 170) was found in an at least
partially enclosed courtyard between Houses 9 and 10 (Flourent-
z0s 2008: 7), another example (no. 455) comes from an open area
between Houses 35, 37, 38 and 39, two items (nos. 509 and 513)
derive also from an open area between Houses 39 and 40, found
near the latter (Flourentzos 2008: 24), and a last one (no. 431) was
recovered from ,Pyre A“ (Flourentzos 2008: 18/19).

Peltenburg 1982: 327; referring to possible figurine no. AEV 109;
no further information on p. 205/206.

46 Ppeltenburg 1982: 102.
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thropomorphic figurine from Ayios Epiktitos Vrysi came
from a depression in the lower SE section of another
building (H 7.2) which has not been further described.”
It was associated with a dense concentration of other
artefacts including needles, chipped stones, lamps and
vessels.*® However, the excavation report does not state
whether this cavity was artificially created (like a pit, for
instance) or if the artefacts were either deliberately or
accidentally deposited in it.

A so far unique context concerning an anthropomor-
phic figurine is evidenced in House 5 at Sotira Teppes (Li-
massol District).*® The structure itself is located approxi-
mately at the centre of the densely inhabited plateau. It
differs from the other buildings with regard to some indi-
vidual features®®, among which is an unusual installation:
in the north-eastern corner of the domestic structure
there is a low, slightly curved enclosure wall, separating
this part from the main floor area. The compartment
held two fills, the lower layer of which comprised the
anthropomorphic figurine alongside a quantity of vessel
fragments. Porphyrios Dikaios assumed that the purpose
of this feature was to store the items deposited inside.>
However, it must be noted that the building itself does
not differ from other contemporary ones for instance
with regard to size or position within the built-up area.*?
Therefore, the evidence suggests that this structure had
in general an ordinary domestic function.*® The particular
context including the figurine, an assumed storage fea-
ture, leads to the suggestion that the figurine (and other
special items)** could have been kept for a while until
they were taken out to serve their intended purpose.

Another context is noteworthy in this particular re-
spect, though it does not involve an anthropomorphic
figurine, but pillar-figures. It concerns House 1 at Ayios
Epiktitos Vrysi (Kerynia District), which shows general
similarities to the above described domestic structure
at Sotira. In House 1 at Vrysi there is a comparable low
partition wall constructed in the north-western part of
the dwelling separating the floor space. This enclosure
held, besides other artefacts, three self-supporting pillar-
figures (height about 60 cm), one of which has a phallic
shape. On the surfaces of these pillar-figures traces of
organic material have been detected, suggesting that
they were once wrapped. Based on these two examples
from Sotira and Vrysi, Peltenburg has put forward the
suggestion that ritual practices changed during the Ce-

47
48

Peltenburg 1982: 33; referring to figurine no. AEV 353.
Peltenburg 1982: 102, 335; no further information with regard to
specific finds delivered in general discussion on p. 219-220.
Dikaios 1962: 202; referring to figurine no. 106.

50 Dikaios 1961: 41, pl. 20; Peltenburg et al. 1991: 92.

51 Dikaios 1961: 42, pls. 20, 41 b/c, 42 b, 43 b; Dikaios 1962: 42, 167.
52 ¢f. Buchholz and Karageorghis 1971: 160.

53 peltenburg 1978: 61.

54 The pottery found within the enclosure was of high quality (Stanley
Price 1979: 78-79).
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ramic Neolithic and were now connected with particular
buildings (within the settlements).>®

Hitherto, all Ceramic Neolithic figurines from mean-
ingful contexts derive exclusively from intra-mural de-
posits, again pointing to an active use or at least storage
within domestic structures.

Overall, we lack explicit information about how and
where ritual activities took place during the Neolithic.>®
The fact, that no distinguishable sacred areas or build-
ings have been uncovered so far does not generally ar-
gue against their existence. They might, for instance, not
protrude from the archaeological record by exceptional
architecture or other features in contrast to common res-
idential buildings and are therefore hard to distinguish.

Whereas the contexts of some of the very early figu-
rines from the Initial and Early Aceramic Neolithic sug-
gest a rather respectful secondary treatment, indicated
by the deposition during foundation or closure acts, or
as a grave good, the behaviour appears to have changed
in the Late Aceramic and Ceramic Neolithic. Though the
vast majority