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FLINT ASSEMBLAGE
OF SEVERYNIVKA HILLFORT

In the paper flint finds from Severynivka hillfort are analysed.
They represent several chronological periods. The main part of
the collection belongs to the Upper Palaeolithic. Separate tools
by their characteristics refer to the Neolithic— Late Bronze
period. A small group consists of items that cannot be clearly
associated with a particular chronological period.
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Severynivka hillfort is one of the 31 documented
hillforts on the Right-bank of Ukraine (fig. 1) and is
a part of the Southern Bug group of Early-Scythian
settlements (Lawniczak, Ignaczak 2016, p. 19).
For the present day the area of the settlement is
5.5 hectares (Lawniczak 2016, p. 55), although
the original area could amount to 13—15 hectares
(Bontpuk Ta iH. 2015, ¢. 155—192). The study of
the Severynvka hillfort had begun by the Southern-
Podolian expedition of Leningrad University and
the Institute for the History of Material Culture of
the USSR under the direction of M.1. Artamonoyv,
who worked during the three seasons of 1947, 1948
and 1953 (CmupHoB 1961, c. 88). In recent years,
the site has been explored by a joint expedition
of the Institute of Archaeology of the National
Academy of Sciences of Ukraine and Poznan
University of Adam Mickiewicz under the guidance
of Yu.V. Boltryk and M. Ignaczak (fig. 2).
Inadditionto the typical Scythian time artefacts,
among the materials found at Severynivka hillfort
there are also flint products, which show that the
expanses of the high bank of the Riv River (the
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tributary of the Southern Bug River) attracted
the population from the Stone Age. Thus, this
publication is dedicated to flint assemblages and
their analysis.

The flint materials of Severynivka hillfort are not
synchronous and characterize several chronological
periods of the territory settlement with a hillfort of
the Early Iron Age.

The earliest stage is represented by Upper
Palaeolithic materials. The total Upper Palaeolithic
collection includes 47 artefacts. The flints referred
to this period are covered by milk white or grey
patina, of varying intensity. Part of the artefacts
shows that the raw materials used by the ancient
inhabitants of the site have a River Dniester region
origin. It was light brown or light grey, translucent
flint: from time to time it is not of high quality. In
some areas of finds, the preserved weathered cortex
is dirty grey or dirty greenish colour. In several of
these chips a red sub-cortex is visible.

The cores are presented by two samples and
one fragment. The first sample was found in the
square L81la in the southern part of the hillfort.
This bidirectional-adjacent core has a size of 38 x
20 x 16 mm (fig. 3, 4). It is covered with an opaque
grey patina. The mechanical cleavage of the side
shows that the core is made of grey flint. Its work
surfaces are predominantly with a negative of
bladelets. The platforms are formed by chipping
removal from the side of the working surface of one
chip. One platform corrected several smaller chips.
The preparation of fracture zones is absent. The
side surfaces of the core lack the negatives of splits
preparation as a piece of natural fracture surface
nodules: the areas of natural cover are dirty green
colour cortex and a few fragments of chips that do
not form any system.

The second core found at the intersection of
fortifications (excavations of 2012—2013) at the
North-East part of the hillfort. It is underlain by a
mixed clay and black earth layer of the third period
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Fig. 1. Location of Severynivka hillfort on the map of Ukraine

of construction and was probably poured from the
area of the hillfort. This is a single-platform core
with one working surface (fig. 3, 3). Its size is 30 x
16 x 15 mm. It was partially damaged due to the
dwell in the fire and mechanical issues. The surface
of the core is covered with white opaque patina. The
processing was stopped with the initial use. This is
evidenced by a part of the rib, which is preserved.
The working surface of the core mostly has a
negative of micro-blades. The platform, according
to the part which remained, was formed by chips,
taken from the side of the working surface. The

Fig. 2. The plan of Severynivka hillfort (Shelekhan, Lifantii,
Boltryk, Ignaczak 2016, fig. 1, 1)

fracture zone has traces of overhang trimming. The
side and the rear surface of the core do not have
crusty areas and have some chips taken earlier.
Judging by one of the side parts, it was formed by
transverse negatives of edge creation and negative
of one flake, cleaved from the edge between the
side and rear surface.

The fragment is completely covered with opaque
milky white patina. It is a piece of the core top with
the remaining proximal parts of chips negatives,
obtained from it. They are all microblades. The
platform formed by a single chip was obtained from
the side of the working surface of the core. The
fracture zone has traces of overhang trimming.

The number of chips of the cores formation and
rejuvenation is seven. Rejuvenation core tablet —
3. In one of them, we can say that it was removed
from the side of the working surface of the core.
Second — withdrawn from the side of the core, i.e.
chiefly for the transfer or expansion of the working
surface. Third — represented by small fragments.

Crested blades are represented by a proximal
fragment of the bidirectional-crested and the distal
part of the uni-directional-crested. The proximal
fragment has a broken platform. The distal part has
a feather shaped edge.

A crested flake is presented by a fragmented
instance with an absent proximal part. It has a
strongly curved profile and is overpassed.

Last but not least, one chip is a transverse chip of
the correction/rejuvenation core. Its dorsal surface
has uni-directional negatives.

The blades are five complete, three proximal,
two medial and five distal fragments. The most

6 ISSN 0235-3490 (Print), ISSN 2616-499X (Online). Apxeonoeia, 2019, Ne 1



interesting is the largest blade
size¢ — 58 x 18 x 13 mm. It was
derived from the flattened core with
the aim of transferring the working
surface on its side. This blade has a
secondary-crested scar pattern end
and flat platform and is overpassed.

In general, an irregular Palae-
olithic shape is typical for the 0
whole blades. Among them, three
have secondary-crested and two
uni-directional scar patterns. The
blades with a secondary-crested
scar pattern have a flat, linear and
rough faceted platform. Traces of
overhang trimming or abrasion of

2cm

these blades remains unchecked.
The blade with the uni-directional
scar pattern has a flat platform and
traces of overhang trimming and
abrasion. These blades are platforms
of small sizes and no clearly defined bulbs. The
smallest bladelet size is 22 x 9.0 x 2.0 mm, with a
broken platform. All blades, except the largest one
described above, have feathered ends.

Among the proximal fragments, there are two
with uni-directional scar patterns. Among them is a
platform covered with a cortex, the other — flat and
traces of overhang trimming and abrasion. The third
piece has a lateral scar pattern and broken platform.

Among the medial parts, one has a uni-
directional scar pattern, the other — a bidirectional.
On the first moiety, one can imagine the size of
the individual blades, which were used by the first
inhabitants of the territory of the future hillfort. Its
width is 33 mm.

Among distal fragments, four blades have a
feathered and one a hinge termination. All pieces
of the feathered end have a uni-directional scar
pattern. The fragment with a hinge termination has
a lateral scar pattern.

There are twelve flakes. The remains of the
cortex are present on the dorsal surface of six flakes,
but they occupy small areas, preferably at least
25 % of the surface. Half flakes are uni-directional
negatives. There are ten flakes with survived
platforms. Flakes with flat platforms dominated.
And one sample has one cortex platform and one
linear. Overhang trimming was noticed on the two
flakes with flat and linear platforms.

Half of the flakes have feathered ends. Another
two items are hinge and overpassed. Two samples
are without distal ends.

The tools are represented by two scrapers, one of
which is combined with a burin on the truncation,

Fig. 3. Severynivka hillfort. Upper Palaeolithic tools and cores.
I — scraper; 2 — scraper combined with burin; 3 — single-platform core;
4 — bidirectional-adjacent core

and two fragments of indefinable tools. The surface
of scrapers is coated with light grey patina. Both
are made of flakes. The first is found in Ditch 2
at the central part of the hillfort, the platform has
a smooth and barely visible bulb (fig. 3, 7). The
second scraper is derived from the second coaly
layer of the same complex. This scraper has the
faceted platform which is framed by obtaining
a burin spall. The scraper is also kept by a barely
visible bulb. It is an interesting correction of the
burin working part by cross-cleavage (fig. 3, 2).

Among the fragments of tools, the first probably
formed during the production of a scraper or burin.
The second is made from another tool. Noteworthy
isthe presence of gloss on a small area of the surface.
Arguably, this gloss was formed by rubbing flint
tools against the surface with organic materials —
wood or leather.

The collection includes two fragments of burin
spall.

The Palaeolithic collection also consists of three
fragments of indefinable chips and one fragment of
flint. The main criterion for classifying these things
to the Palaeolithic Period is the presence of patina
on their surface.

Thus, despite the small number of the Upper
Palaeolithic collections, one should draw some
conclusions: 1) the principal amount of flint raw
material, according to its quality, was supplied from
the Dniester River region; 2) apparently cortex
small areas, surviving on the dorsal surface of the
flakes and other findings, raw materials supplied on
the site are selected by core manufacturing, parts,
or directly in pre-cores or cores; 3) at least part of
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the cores of the site has been carefully prepared for
the chipping process, as evidenced by a rib fragment
on one of the cores and availability of secondary
crested blades; 4) based on the characteristics of
blades and cores it can be assumed that single-
platform chipping dominated, overhang trimming
and abrasion were used to prepare the fracture
zone. A soft hammerstone was used for making
blades from working surface of cores.

The small amount of material and directly
tools makes it impossible to discuss its cultural and
chronological affiliation. Moreover, the question
remains about the homogeneity of the Upper
Palaeolithic collection. Given the fact that the
main raw materials used at the site where a great
deal of the flint were from Dniester River region, it
is highly likely that it came from that region and its
ancient inhabitants.

As a result of the research, flint tools found at
the Severynivka hillfort, not related to the Upper
Palaeolithic materials. Given the typological and
morphological characteristics, these artefacts
may correlate with several chronological stages of
attractions — fromthe Neolithic to the Final Bronze
Age. According to V. Konoplia and A. Havinskyi
(Konorurs, IaBincekmii 2012, c. 131), the deposits
of flint raw materials are absent at the territory of
the Vinnytsia region and therefore, in this case, it
can be assumed that the artefacts of the analysis
below are imported from other places. Most likely,
the Turon dark grey flint material of one of sickles
comes from the watershed of the Goryn and Styr
Rivers. The polished axe-adze and the second
sickle are apparently made of siliceous rocks
(silicides, Cenomanian flint) of beige and light
grey, interspersed with quartzite from a location to
be associated with a basin of the middle Dniester
and Prut Rivers (®ypman 2010; Cano, Hazap
2012, c. 153). Sufficient details of the distribution
of flint raw material and its properties are also
provided in the textbook authored by I. Marcus and
G. Ohrimenko (Mapkyc, Oxpimerko 2010).

1. Flint hammer-stone is found in piles of the
excavation at the central part of the hillfort. The tool
is of a round-flattened (ellipsoid) shape; almost the
entire surface is covered with cortex nodules. On the
sides of the tool, traces of the intensive utilization are
visible. Itis matte greyflint, with a cavity on the surface.
The striker dimensions are 6.7 x 5.0 cm. Similar tools
are fixed within a wide chronological range — from
the Neolithic to the Bronze Age. For example, on the
multilayer monument Targowisko (Poland), similar
hammer-stones have been associated with a complex
of the Chalcolithic Malice culture (Wilczynski 2014,
p. 521, tab. 16, 7, &), the latest settlement dates back

to 3800 BC. These tools have also been found at other
sites of Poland, such as the settlements Stanislawica 9
and Wilkostowo 23/24, where they relate to the Funnel
Beaker culture (Nowak 2015, p. 204, tab. XXXV
6, LXXV: I; Rzepecki 2015). Due to the results of
the typological and morphological analysis, Polish
researchers released eight types of hammerstones.
Thus, the tool from the Severynivka hillfort can
be attributed to the second type — «elliptical with
intensified marks of wear at the opposite ends of the
tool» (Szydlowski, Rzepecki 2015, p. 337). These
tools are typically found in the Vysotska culture of
the Late Bronze Age. For example, at the Salasky
settlement two hammerstones were found which the
author, for some reason, interpreted as «grind-stones»
(Konorwa 2010, c. 12). Several hammer-stones have
been found at settlements of the Vysotska culture and
Homy I and Mylne I (Western Podillia) (Impuniima
2015, c. 13, puc. 8, 5, 16; 11, 11, 14—16).

2. An axe-adze bifacial, trapezoidal, with
partially polished sides covered with a flat facet
retouching including the lateral sides (fig. 4, 3). It is
fixed in the cultural layer of square F62d. It is made
of matte grey-beige silicon raw material containing
inclusions of quartzite. The surface of the tool in
the poll part contains a cavity. At the intersection
of the rectangular blade, there is a convex, worn,
partly reflected in the conical profile. The poll is
well worn, with traces of piquetage that can probably
point to its use as a hammerstone. The size of the
toolis 10.9 x 4.2 x 3.1 cm.

One polished axe, which correlated with the
traditions of Late Trypillian culture, was discovered
by an expedition headed by M.1. Artamonov at the
Severynivka hillfort (CmupHoBa 1961, c. 94). It
is a bifacial, partly polished wedge-shaped tool,
lenticular in its cross section and in profile, with
its covered sides parallel with flat counter retouch.
The poll of the tool is narrow, the side facets are
absent, the blade slightly convex (CmupHoBa 1961,
c. 99, puc. 10, 3).

The rectangular at the intersection of the
polished flint axes-adzes are widely represented
at the Right-bank of Ukraine, mostly in Podillia,
Subcarpathia, and Volyn, which tend towards
western and south-western parts. The nearest
analogy should indicate the materials from the
suburb of Bar city (Vinnytsia region) (Konorurs,
IaBincekmii 2012), axes of Late Trypillian culture,
Funnel Beaker cultures, and Globular Amphora
found in the Volyn region (Mapkyc, OxpiMeHKO
2010, c. 149, 175).

According to the morphological analysis of flint
tools from the settlements of Funnel Beaker culture
of Wolyn and Krakow conducted by J. Budziszew-
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Fig. 4. 1, 2 — sickles; 3 — Ax-adze

ski, the axes, like the Severynivka type belong to
wedge tools (Budziszewski 2000, p. 261). The
lifetime of flint polished axe-adzes was determined
by radiocarbon dating of the materials of the
Corded Ware culture sites located in the South-East
Poland — the settlement Gabultéw and burial 3,
barrow 2 of Srednia, burial 3 and 7 of Zielona,
object 32 of settlement Petczyska 6 etc. (Jarosz,
Wiodarczak 2007). These sites are dated from the
range of the late IV and early I1T millennium BC.
3. A bifacial sickle, segment shaped, elongated
proportions, made of dark grey tiles flint (fig. 4,
1). It was found in the pit 12 at the southern part
of the hillfort. The implements curved back, the
blade was slightly concave, flat base, the tip is not
processed. The sides of the tool are covered by a
bidirectional retouch and with traces of glossing
due to heavy use. The artefact dimensions are 9.2 x
3.2x0.9 cm. Sickles like those found at Severynivka
hillfort are widely represented at the sites of the
Late and Final Bronze and Early Iron Ages. In
geographical terms, they spread from the middle
basin of Siverskyi Donets River (Teamxenko, Cy-
npyH 2004, c. 224; Tenixxenko, Yepuux 2005,
c. 108) and the southern coast of the Crimea (Tec-

jgeHko 2015 c¢. 115) to Transnistria. Interestingly,
the Siverskyi Donets River region tools are called
the «sickle of the Bondarykha type» (KojecHuk,
IepmkoBuu 2001), while for both the Right Bank
Ukraine used the term «sickle of the Bilohrudivka
type» for morphologically similar tools (Hodosivka
and Malopolovetsk complexes) (JIbicenko, Ilari-
keBu4 2009, c. 376, puc. 4, 1, 4, 5).

In the paper of G. Taras, among other issues of
the Trzciniec culture flint industry at the territory
of Lesser Poland, the Volyn Upland and Western
Woodlands (Polissia), there also is considered the
question of the sickles typology. Tools, resembling
the Severynivka sickle, were referred to as the third
type of the so-called <humpback» with a clipped
base (Taras 1997, p. 173, fig. 4).

4. The bifacial sickle, segment shaped, elongated
proportion at the intersection of the lenticular made
of matt tiles of light grey silicon material containing
inclusions of quartzite (fig. 4, 2). It was found in
the cultural layer of the F16¢ square at the north-
western part of the hillfort. The tool with the curved
back, the blade slightly concave; the base is flat and
thin with the application of short longitudinal splits.
The sickle blade has no signs of intense work. The
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sides are covered with a flat counter sub-directional
retouch. Artefact dimensions: 7.1 x 2.2 x 0.7 cm.

Thissickle hasthe typologicaland morphological
characteristics, as discussed above; the tool has a
very broad cultural, chronological and geographical
analogy. In addition, the examples of the usage of
such tools are only given by the population of the
Chornolisska culture of the Early Iron Age, as
covered in some detail in the L.I. Krushelnytska
research (KpymenpHuibpka 1998).

Attention is drawn to the «flint investment of the
sickle» found in the robbed tomb barrow 3, group 11,
near the Medvyn village (Gorchakiv forest) (Kos-
nmaneHko 1981, c. 43, puc. 32, 3). The tool is
segment-shaped, apparently bifacial, with a barely
concave curved blade and back. Interestingly, the
retouch covers the touch-edge tools only, while the
middle part remains untreated. G.T. Kovpanenko’s
information suggests that these sickles, although
rare, are found in tombs of the VII century BC. As
an argument, he cites the example of a flint sickle
found in barrow 344 at the Tashlyk River (Kos-
maHeHko 1981, c¢. 101). It should be added that
with the sickle there was also found a stone mace
characterized for the burial of the second half of the
VIII century AD (Kpasuenko 2016, c. 76—68).

Another one sickle found in the pit 57 of Early-
Scythian settlement near the Dolyniany village in
the Chernivtsi region. The sickle feature of it is that
the parallel retouch covers only the edges of the
item and do not appear in the middle part (Cmup-
nosa 2001, c. 67, puc. 5, 6).

In the Severynivka hillfort flint collection there
some flints that cannot be clearly associated with
a certain period. The total number of finds in this
group is seven.

The proximal fragment of the retouching blade
or flake. This tool is badly damaged mechanically.
Its surface has a light grey colour. In the field of
mechanical damage, it can be seen that the raw
material has a light grey colour and resembles
quartzite in its texture. It has a dorsal surface with
uni-directional negatives. It has a flat platform and
negatives of overhang trimming.

The chip of retouched flint. It does not have a
patina and is severely damaged by fire.

The proximal fragment of the blade obtained by
pressure. It has dimensions of 34 x 18 x 3.0 mm. The
blade was made of dark grey flint. A fragment with
no patina, a uni-directional negatives, trapezoidal
cross-section and flat platform.

The distal fragment of the blade. It does not
have a patina, made of dark grey flint with light
grey inclusions. Its size — 75 x 21 x 6.0 mm. The
dorsal surface of the fragment with bi-directional

negatives. It has a multifaceted cross-section and
feathered end.

Core platform rejuvenation. It does not have
a patina and is made of grey flint with light grey
inclusions.

Two small pieces of chips without patina on
the surface. One — light grey, the second — light
brown.

Grey flint chip with light grey inclusions without
patina on the surface and with signs of a dwell in a
fire.

Thus, the collection of flint indicates that the
area where there was a Severynivka hillfort in the
Early Iron Age, with a long time before it was
attractive for the settlement of people.

Due to the typological and morphological
analysis it can be suggested that one of the first stages
of settlement areas, from which the Severynivka
hillfort later emerged, should be associated with the
tribes of the Upper Palaeolithic period. What is also
indicative is the flint products — hammer-stone,
axe-adze and sickle, the cultural and chronological
position is determined within the Neolithic and
Late Bronze Age. However, the discovery of flint
sickles, one of which is significantly found in the
pit, confirms the likelihood of this category of tools
usage up to the Early Iron Age.

Thus, theinformationpotential ofthe Severynivka
hillfort research is not limited to the Early Iron Age
and its further study is important for understanding
the cultural and historical processes in the Southern
Bug River basin in prehistoric times.

Translated by Sean Mark Miller

Bontpuk F).B., I'opbanenko C.A., Ky6maiit M.B., Cepree-
Ba M.C., Sluim €.10. CeBepuHiBcbKe roponuiie: 6io-
rOCIIOAAPChKUIA aCeKT NOCiIKeHb. Apxeonoeis i 0agHs
icmopia Ykpainu. 2015, sun. 4 (17), c. 155—192.

InpuninmnH B. KpemeHeoOpoOHi moceneHHs-MaiicTepHi Buco-
LIbKOI KyJIbTYpH Ha TiBHOuYi 3axigHoro [loxinns. Apxeo-
n0eiuni docaioncenns Jlvsiecvkoeo ynieepcumemy. 2015,
Bum. 19, c. 5—19.

Kosnanenko I'.T. KypraHsl paHHeCKU(PCKOro BpeMEHU B
bacceitne p. Poce. Kues, 1981.

Konecnuk A.B., I'epmikoBuu S1.I1. Tpaguiuusi KkpemHeoOpa-
OOTKM B 3ITOXY MO3IHE OpoH3bI B JloHOacce 1 ceBepo-
BocTOuHOM [IpuaszoBbe. Apxeosoeuveckuii arbmanax.
2001, Ne 10, ¢. 97—118.

Konomist B. Bupo6u 3 kpemeHio Buconbkoi Kyabtypu. Kpe-
menapemeo Bucoyvkoi kyabmypu. JIbBiB, 2010, c. 4—45.

Konoruis B., laBiHchbkMit A. 3HaxigKu KaM’sSHUX i KpeMeHe-
BUX BUPOOiB 3 okonuilb bapy Ha BinHnwuuHi. Boauro-
Ilodinvevki apxeonoeiuni cmydii. 2012, Bum. 3, ¢. 130—
136.

Kpymensuuipka JI.I. YopHomicbka Kynbrypa CepelHbOro
[MpugHicTpoB’s (3a MaTepialaMu HEITOPOTIBCHKOT TPYITH
nam’atok). JIbBiB, 1998.

JIsicenko C.[., IMTamkeBnu I''A. K Bompocy o 3emieneanu
Ha KueBluHe B 31oxy OpoH3bl—Hayajle paHHEro xe-

10 ISSN 0235-3490 (Print), ISSN 2616-499X (Online). Apxeonoeia, 2019, Ne 1



ne3Horo Beka. C. H. bubukoe u nepeobbimuas apxeonozus
(otB. pen. C.A. Bacuibes, JI.B. Kynakosckast). CaHKT-
IerepOypr, 2009, c. 372—380.

Mapkyc 1., OxpimeHko I'. O30poeHHs1 Ta 3HapsiAIs Mpalli Hace-
nenHs 3axigHoi Bomuui IV—II tuc. no P. X. JIyupk, 2010.

Casio b., Hazap 1. KpemeHeoOpoOHMiT KOMIUIEKC TTOCEICHHS
Kpusoxmxunii Ha p. 2KBan y Cepennbomy [lonHicTep’i.
Apxeonoeiuni docaioncenns Jlvsiecokoeo yHisepcumemy.
2012, Bun. 14—15, ¢. 152—170.

Cwmupnosa .M. CeBeprHOBCKOE ropoauliie (Mo MaTepraiam
[oro-Tnoaonbckon akeneauuuu 1947—1948, 1953 rr.).
Apxeonoeuueckuii cOopHuK eocydapcmeenHo2o Bpmuma-
aca. 1961, Boin. 2, ¢. 88—103.

CwmupHoBa .M. 3akitounTtebHBII Ce30H paboOT Ha paHHE-
ckudckoM noceneHun y . JLonuHsiHbL. Apxeosoeuueckui
cboprux Tocyoapcmeennoeo Ipmumaxnca. 2001, No 35,
c. 59—73.

Temuxenko C.A., CyrnipyH A.B. WcciaenoBaHusi MHOTOCITON -
Horo mamsitHuKa 3eneHa [opuuus-4. Mamepiaiu ma
docaidncenns 3 apxeonoeii Cxionoi Ykpainu (1ig pem.
C.M. Canxaposa). 2004, Bum. 3, c. 188—228.

Tenixxernko C.A., Yepaux €.0. Marepianu mizHbOTO €HEOJIITY-
cepenHbOBiIUYsT 3 OararornapoBoi mam’siTku KoierrHs-3.
Mamepianu ma docaidncenns 3 apxeonoeii Cxionoi Yxpainu
(mmin pen. C.M. Canxaposa). 2005, Bur. 5, ¢. 91—121.

Tecnenko M.b. Crparurpadusi 1 xapakTepucTuka KyJabTyp-
HbIX oTinoxeHuid. IpeBHoctu CemuaBopbsi 1. CpenHe-
BEKOBBII JIByXarcuaHblii xpaM B ypouuiie Eau-Esiep
(Anywira, KpbiM): ucciaenoBaHUs M MaTepuaibl. Ap-
xeonoeuveckuil arvmanax (pen.-coct. U.b. Tecnenko,
A.E. Mycun). 2015, Ne 32, ¢. 63—116.

®ypman B. MiHepasioriuHi B1acTUBOCTI KpeM’sIHOT CUPOBU-
HU 71 MaTtepiany 3Hapsiab najieosity Ha [lonminni. Bic-
Huk Jlvsiscvkoeo ynieepcumemy. Cepis eeonoeiuna. 2010,
Bur. 24, c. 210—222.

Budziszewski J. Flint working of the south-eastern group
of the funnel beaker culture: exemplary reception of

JImumpo B. Cmynaxk', Cepeiti A. Tenincenko?

Chalcolithic socio-economic patterns of the Pontic zone.
Baltic- Pontic Studies. 1999, vol. 9, pp. 256—281.

Jarosz P., Wiodarczak P. Chronopogia bezwzgledna kultury
ceramiki sznurowej w Polsce potudniowo-wscodniej
oraz na Ukrainie. Przeglgd archeologiczny. 2007, vol. 55,
pp. 71—108.

Lawniczak M., Ignaczak M. Macrospatial analysis of
Early Scythian fortified settlements in the right-
bank of Ukraine. Baltic-Pontic Studies. 2016, vol. 21,
pp. 7—26.

Lawniczak M. Photogrammetry-based spatial analyses of
settlements in Severynivka and Nemyriv. Baltic-Pontic
Studies (eds. vol. Yu. Boltryk, M. Ignaczak). 2016,
vol. 21, pp. 54—68.

Nowak M. Materiaty kamienne z okresu schytkowego Paleolitu,
Mezolitu, Neolitu i wczesnej epoki Brazu stanowiska
9 w Stanislawicach. Via Archaeologica. Zrédia z badarn
wykopaliskowych na trasie autostrady A4 w Malopolsce
(red. A. Zastawny). 2015, pp. 145—259.

Szydlowski M., Rzepecki S. Stone tools: Rzepecki S.
Wilkostowo 23/2. A Neolithic settlement in Kuyavia,
Poland c¢. 3500 BC. Studia nad Pradziejami Europy
Srodkowej. 2015, vol. 15, pp. 337—352.

Shelekhan O., Lifantii O., Boltryk Yu., Ignaczak M. Defensive
structures of Severynivka hillfort (excavations of 2009 and
20122013). Baltic-Pontic Studies (eds. vol. Yu. Boltryk,
M. Ignaczak). 2016, vol. 21, pp. 69—90.

Taras H. Krzemieniarstwo kultury trzcinieckiej na wyzynach
Wscodniomatopolskiej i Zachodniowolynskiej oraz na
zachodnim Polesiu. Z badarn nad krzemieniarstwem epoki
brgzu i wezesnej epoki Zelaza. 1997, pp. 163—183.

Wilczynski J. Neolityczne materialty kamienne z wielo-
kulturowego stanowiska 10, 11 w Targowisku, Pow.
Wielicki. Targowisko, stan. 10, 11. Osadnictwo z
epoki kamienia. Via Archaeologica. Zrédia z badan
wykopaliskowych na trasie autostrady A4 w Malopolsce
(red. A. Zastawny). 2014, pp. 459—534.

Haoitiwna 07.02.2019

'Kanoudam icmopuuHux HayK, HAyKoe8uil cnigpooimuuk 8iddiny apxeonoeii kam’aHo2o iky

Inemumymy apxeonoeii Hauionanwvhoi akademii nayk Yipainu, ORCID 0000-0002-0809-2179, stupak 17@ukr.net
2Kanoudam icmopuunux HayK, HAyKoeuil cniepodimuuk iodiny apxeonoeii Kpumy ma Ilieniuno-3axionoeo Ipuuoprnomop’s
Inemumymy apxeonoeii Hayionansnoi akademii nayk Yipainu, ORCID 0000-0003-1677-4900, arbaefendi@google.com

KPEM’AHA KOJIEKUIA I3 CEBEPUHIBCHKOTO TOPOANILIA

B ocranHi poku CeBepHrHiBChKe rOpOAMILE JOCTIIKYBaAIOCs CiIbHOO eKcreauiieto IHcTuTyTy apxeoJsiorii HauioHanbHOL
akagemii Hayk Ykpainu i ITo3HaHcbKoro yHiBepcurery iM. Anama MiukeBuua min kepiBHunTBoM FO.B. Bontpuka i
M. IrHamraka.

Kpim Tunosux apredaxTiB CKi(pcbKOTro yacy, 3 TOpoauila MOXOAsITh KpeM’ siHi 3HaXiAKu, sIKi € HEOJHOYACOBUMU i
XapaKTepUu3yloTh COO0I0 JeKibKa XPOHOJIOTIYHUX MEPiojIiB i1Oro 3aceieHHsI.

HaiinaBHiimii etan rnpeactaBjieHUt MaTepialaMyd BEPXHbOTO TajieoliTy. Bchoro BepxHbOIAJCOMITUYHA KOJIEKIList
HapaxoBye 47 3Haxinok. He 3BaxalouM Ha HEYMCJEHHICTh BEPXHBOIAJCONITUYHOI KOJEKIIii, MOXHa 3pOOUTU TIEeBHi
BUCHOBKM: 1) OCHOBHa KiJIbKiCTb KpeMeHIo TnocTtavaiacs 3 [loaHictep’s, 2) cupoBMHaA MocTayajiacsl Ha CTOSIHKY Y BXe
BiliOpaHuX MiJl BATOTOBJIEHHSI HYKJIEYCiB UacTUHAX, a00 X i 0e3I1ocepeiHbO y IPEHYKJIeycax, Ui HyKJieycax, 3) mpuHaiMHi
YyacTHMHA HYKJIEYCiB Ha CTOSIHII peTeJbHO TOTyBajacs 10 IPOLECy PO3KOIIOBAHHS, PO 110 CBIIYMTh 3aJIMIIIOK pedpa Ha
OJIHOMY 3 HYKJIEYCiB Ta HAsBHiCTb IJIACTUH 3 MO3I0BXHbO-TIONEPEUYHOIO OIPaHKOI0, 4) TOMiHYBaJIO OIHOILIOLIAIKOBE
PO3KOJIIOBaHHSI, pelyliloBaHHS Ta abpa3uB 3aCTOCOBYBAIUCH /UTS ITIATOTOBKK 30HM PO3IIEIJICHHS, U OTPMMAaHHSI T11a-
CTMHYACTUX CKOJIiB 3aCTOCOBYBABCSI M’ SIKMI BilOiHUK.

HesHauHa KinbKicTh Matepiaily i 0e3rocepeHbO 3Hapsiab, HE AA€ MOXJIMBOCTI TOBOPUTHU IPO MOro KyJIbTYpHO-
XPOHOJIOTIYHY HaJIeXHICTh. 3Ba)KalouM Ha Te, 110 OCHOBHOIO CUPOBMHOIO, sSIKa BUKOPUCTOBYBaJlaCh Ha CTOSIHIII OYyB
KpeMiHb 3 [TogHicTep’st, HalliMOBIpHillle, caMe 3 TOrO PerioHy MOXOAWIIM i i1 JaBHi MeIIKaHIIi.

VY pesynbrati pociimkeHb CeBepHMHIBCHKOTO ropojaMiia, Oyaud BUSBICHI KpeM’siHi 3Hapsiais, He IOB’S3aHi 3
BEPXHbOMAJICONITUMHUMHY MaTepiajlaMu. 3BaXaloud Ha TUII0JI0T0-MOpP(OJIOriuHi O3HaKM, BKa3aHi BUPOOM MOXKHA
CHIBBIIHOCUTHU 3 JIEKiJIbKOMAa XpOHOJIOMUHUMU eTariaMy iCHyBaHHSI ITaM’ITKWM — BiJl HEOJIITY 10 (DiHaJIbHOT OPOH3U.
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OTtxe, iHpopmaliitHuit moTeHLian fociakeHb CeBepUHiBCbKOT0 ropoiniiia He 0OMEXKYEThCS JIMILE PAHHbO3aTi3HOIO
100010 i 1oro Moasbllle BUBUEHHS € BAXJIMBUM i TSI pO3YMiHHSI KYJIbTYPHO-iCTOPUUYHMX MTpolleciB y OaceiiHi [TiBneHHOro
byry y noictopuyHi nepioau.

Kawuoei caoea:eopoduwe Cesepuniexa, panuvoszanizrna doba, Iliedennuii bye, éepxuiii naseonrim, Heoaim, doba nizHvoi
OpoH3U.
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KPEMHEBAA KOJUIEKIMA M3 CEBEPMUHOBCKOT'O TOPOAUILIA

B nocnennue roasl CeBepruHOBCKOE TOPOAMIIIE UCCIENI0BATIOCh COBMECTHOM aKkenenuiiueit UHctutyra apxeosoruun Ha-
LIMOHAJIbHOM akaaeMuu HayK YKkpauHbl U [1o3HaHCKOTO yHUBepcuTeTa UM. Anama MulikeBuya roj pykosozactsom 1O.B.
Bontpuka u M. Mruamiaxka.

KpoMe tTunnuHbix apreakToB CKM(PCKOTO BPEMEHHU, C TOPOAMILIA MPOUCXOASAT KPEMHEBbIE HAXOAKU, KOTOPBIE SIBJISI-
I0TCSI HEOJJHOBPEMEHHBIMU U XapaKTePU3YIOT HECKOJIbKO XPOHOJIOTMYECKUX MEPUOJOB €ro 3aCeECHUS.

JlpeBHeunii aTan npeacTapieH MaTepualaMy BEpXHEro najeoaunTa. Bcero BepxHenajieonnuTruyeckasi KOJUIeKIIMs Ha-
cuuThiBaeT 47 HaxonoK. HecMoTpst Ha €€ MaJTIoUMCIIEHHOCTh, MOXHO ClieJIaTh ONpeeeHHbIE BbIBO/IbI: 1) OCHOBHOE KOJIM-
YeCcTBO KpeMHs nocTasiisiiach ¢ [TogHeCcTpoBbs, 2) ChIpbe MOCTABJSIOCH HA CTOSIHKY B YK€ OTOOPaHHbIX MOJ U3TOTOBJIE-
HUE HYKJIEYCOB, YacTsX, WU Xe HeMOCPEJACTBEHHO B MPEHYKJIeycax, WM HyKJieycax, 3) Kak MUHUMYM 4acTb HYyKJIEYyCOB
Ha CTOSIHKE TILATEJbHO TOTOBWJIACH K MPOLECCY pacKallbIBaHUsI, O YeM CBUIETEJbCTBYET OCTaTOK pedpa Ha OJHOM U3
HYKJIEYCOB M HaJW4ue MJACTUH C MPOJOJIbHO-ITONEPEYHOI OrpaHKoi, 4) JOMUHUPOBAIO OJHOILIONIAJOYHOE pacKasbl-
BaHUe, peAylMpOBaHUE U aOpa3uB MPUMEHSIIUCH JUIS TTOATOTOBKU 30HbI pacUIeIIEHUS, ISl TTOJyYeHUs TIaCTUHYAThIX
CKOJIOB TIPUMEHSIJICS MSITKWI OTOOMHUK.

HesHnauurtenpHOE KOJIMYECTBO MaTepuaja M HEMOCPEACTBEHHO OpYAMi, HE NaeT BO3MOXHOCTU TOBOPUTb O €ro
KYJbTYPHO-XPOHOJIOTMYECKON MPUHAIIEXKHOCTU. MIcX0asl U3 TOro, YTO OCHOBHBIM ChIPbeM, KOTOPOE HCMOJb30BaIOCh
Ha CTOsIHKe ObL1 KpeMeHb ¢ [1ogHecTpoBbs, BEpoOsiTHEE BCEro, UMEHHO U3 3TOTO PEeruoHa MPOUCXOAWIU U ee JaBHue
oouTatenu.

B pesynbrate uccienoBaHuii CeBeprMHOBCKOTO Topoauia, ObLIM OOHAPYXKEHbl KDEMHEBBIE OPYIMSI, HE CBSI3aHHbIE C
BEPXHENAICOIUTUUECKUMI MaTepuaJaMU. YUUThIBasI UX TUIOJOr0-MOp(dOI0rnyecKue nNpu3Haku, yKasaHHble U3eTUsl
BO3MOXHO COOTHOCUTb C HECKOJIbKUMU XPOHOJIOTMYECKMMU TAllaMU CYILIeCTBOBaHUS MaMsITHUKA — OT HEOJIUTa 10 (hu-
HaJIbHOI OPOH3bI.

Takum o0pa3oM, MH(POPMALIMOHHBIN MOTEeHIMAN ucciaenoBaHnii CeBepMHOBCKOIO ropojauiiia He OrpaHUYMBaeTCs
TOJILKO paHHEXeJIe3HbIM BPpeMEHEM U ero JajibHelllee u3ydyeHrue BaKHO U Il TOHMMaHUS KyJIbTyPHO-UCTOPUUYECKUX
MPOLIECCOB B JoucTopuyeckoe BpeMs B 6acceiiHe KOxHoro byra.

Knatwoueswie caoeéa:eopoouwe Cesepunoska, panHuil sceaesnulil éex, FOuchuiii bye, eepxuuil naseoaum, Heoaum, snoxa
no30Hetl 6poH3bL.
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