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The Spatial Organization
of the Funnel Beaker Settlement
in the Gostynin Lake District

Studies on the settlement of the Funnel Beaker culture (FBC) in the
Gostynin Lake District has been for years a marginal issue for archaeol-
ogists, despite its location on the border between Kuyavia and the Vis-
tula River valley (Fig. 1). In 1987-2000 the Gostynin Lake District be-
came a subject of a research program (surface survey and excavations)
focused on FBC settlement (Rybicka 2004). As a result, a number of
new archaeological sites of this culture were discovered. Some of them
were subsequently excavated.

The area of our interest is very diverse in the scope of hydrology.
In its northern part there are many lakes developed in glacial troughs.
There are also lakes in eddy holes, rivers. Fluvioglacial and aeolian
sands form a soil basis on most of the area (Fig. 1, Lencewicz 1929;
Churski, Marszelewski, Szczepanik 1993). Boulder clays are rare and
are scattered. There are a few pollen profiles of various values, e.g. from
a peat bog in Lacko in the eastern part of the Gostynin Lake District
(Boréwko-Dtiuzakowa 1961). Especially important is pollen diagram of
laminated sediments from the Goscigz Lake in the northwestern part of
the region (Ralska-Jasiewiczowa, van Geel 1998; Pelisiak, Rybicka, Ral-
ska-Jasiewiczowa 2006).

The FBC development in the Gostynin Lake District can be divided
into three phases (Rybicka 2004). The first one corresponds with Phase
IT of the Central Kuyavian Period Division (Kosko 1981). The second
phase is comparable with Phases III-IV, and the third one with Phase
V. In the scope of stylistic characteristics and raw material structure,
flint inventories of the earliest FBC assemblages from the region of our
interest are similar to the Kuyavian assemblages. Phase I is represent-
ed on the following sites: Helendw, Site 1 (Papiernik, Rybicka 2001),
Grzybow, Site 23 (Rybicka 2001; Gowin 2005), Witoldéw, Site 1 (Rybic-
ka 2004, Fig. 2). It corresponds with phase and early phase 5 on the pol-
len profile in Gosciaz (Pelisiak, Rybicka, Ralska-Jasiewiczowa 2006).

Phase II of FBC in the Gostynin Lake District is represented
by a number of sites — excavated [Annopol, Site 1 (Papiernik, Rybicka
2002), Stefandw, Site 3 (Rybicka, Gowin 2000), Grzybow, Site 43 (Ry-
bicka 2004), Grabina, Site 5 (Rybicka 1995a), Lucien, Site 12 (Gowin,
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Rybicka 2003), Klusek Biaty, Site 7 (Rybicka 2004), Huta Nowa, Site 1
(Rybicka 2004a), Biatka, Site 2 (Rybicka 2004); Fig. 2]. It corresponds
chronologically to phases 5 and 6 on the pollen profile in Gosciaz (Peli-
siak, Rybicka, Ralska-Jasiewiczowa 2006).

Phase IIT of FBC in the Gostynin Lake District represents the
“Baden” stage of FBC. Only two sites in this area can be linked with it
— Stefanoéw, Site 4 (Rybicka, Gowin 1994) and Grzybdw, Site 23 (Rybicka
2004, Fig. 2). In the pollen profile in Goscigz, Phase III of FBC corre-
sponds with phase 7 (Pelisiak, Rybicka, Ralska-Jasiewiczowa 2006).

In comparison with Kuyavia (colonized by early farming communi-
ties; Grygiel 2004), the “Neolitization” in the Gostynin Lake district was
a much younger process. The beginning of it corresponds with the Late
Sarnowo Phase of FBC. During early stages of the development of the
culture in question (the Late Sarnowo and Early Wiérek Phases) FBC
communities settled in various parts of the region. The colonization of
the whole area came later, in Phases IIIB/IVA of the Central Kuyavi-
an chronological scheme (after Kosko 1981). Contrary to Kuyavia (Ry-
bicka 1995; Kosko 2000), the “Baden” type settlement of FBC was in the
Gostynin Lake District relatively weak.

During the whole period of the FBC development in the area of our
interest, settlement sites were being located on lands with sandy sedi-
ments of various origins. The most common location was a flat area in
a lower part of the valley (Rybicka 2004).

The area of the “Late Sarnowo” and early Wiérek Phase settlements
in Helendw, Site 1 (Rybicka 2004) and Witoldow, Site 1 (Rybicka 2004)
is close to the area of the moat representative Kuyavian settlement in
Sarnowo, Site 1A (Wiklak 1986). Permanent settlements in the Gos-
tynin Lake District dated to the Widrek and Lubon Phases of FBC (Ry-
bicka 2004) are similar in size to settlements in the Grabia River ba-
sin (Pelisiak 2003). In comparison with the situation on loess uplands
they can be described as “small” (Kruk, Milisauskas 1999; Kulczycka-

A

Fig. 1. A. Location of Gostynin Lake District (a) and geomorphology (b; after Madey-
ska 1998). b - 1: morainic plateau; 2: Ciechomice level originated due to deglaciation
processes; 3: glaciolimnic and glaciofluvial level 80-82 m.a.s.l.; 4: glaciofluvial level
62-77 m.a.s.l.; 5: fluvial terrace lll dated to the end of the Pomeranian Phase; 6: Late-
Glacial fluvial terrace Il; 7: Holocene flood-plain (terrace I); 8: lacustrine and swampy
plains; 9: eskers; 10: kames; 11: glacial channels; 12: dunes; 13: erosional edges.
Ryc. 1. Potozenie Pojezierza Gostyninskiego (a) i szkic geomorfologiczny (b: wg Ma-
deyska 1998). b - 1: morena denna; 2: poziom ciechomicki genetycznie zwigzany
z procesami deglacjacyjnymi; 3: lodowcowe bruzdy i wodnolodowcowy poziom
80-82 n.p.m.; 4: rzeczno-lodowcowy poziom 62-77 n.p.m.; 5: rzeczna terasa denna
datowana na koniec fazy pomorskiej; 6: péznolodowcowa rzeczna terasa Il; 7: ho-
locenska terasa zalewowa; 9: zwiry polodowcowe; 10: kemy; 8: jeziorne i bagienne
doliny; 11: lodowcowe rynny; 12: wydmy; 13: erozyjne brzegi.
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Leciejewiczowa 2002). The settlements in the Gostynin Lake District
were being used for a various period of time - from a few years (Bialka,
Site 2) to a dozen or so (Witoldow, Site 1) or a few dozens years (An-
nopol, Site 1). Again, in comparison with the loess uplands settlements
they were “short lasting” (Kruk, Milisauskas 1999).

Functionally diverse settlement points in the Gostynin Lake Dis-
trict form a pattern composed of settlement sites (of the area ca 0.5 hec-
tares) surrounded by zones of economic activities (Fig. 3-4). There are
no hierarchic dependencies between contemporary settlements. Such
a spatial layout is typical for periods from the Early Widrek to Lubon
Phases. Areas of majority of examined settlements do not exceed 0.5 ha
(e.g. Annopol, Site 1; Papiernik, Rybicka 2002; Witoldéw, Site 1; Biatka,
Site 2; Fig. 4-5).

FBC communities in the Gostynin Lake District periodically re-
settled previously occupied areas, but not the same places. Chronologi-
cal differences between settlements located not very far away one from
another, yet representing different genetic traditions (Fig. 6-7) can be
up to a few hundred years. In a distance of 3-4 km from FBC sites in
Gostynin Lake District there is another concentration of settlement
points (Fig. 3, 6-7). We cannot positively confirm that settlement situa-
ted a few (3-5) kilometers apart could have been used in the same time
(Rybicka 2004).

A

Fig. 2. Distribution of settlement points of the Funnel Beaker culture in the eastern
part of Gostynin Lake District and the adjacent Vistula River valley. Scale 1:100 000.
a - settlement point; 1 — Annopol, Site 1, Mazowieckie Voivodship; 2 - Helendw, Site
1, Mazowieckie Voivodship; 3 — Witoldow, Site. 1, Mazowieckie Voivodship; 4 — Biatka,
Site 2, Mazowieckie Voivodship; 5 - Lipa, Sites 3 and 5, Mazowieckie Voivodship;
6 - Klusek Biaty, Site 7, Mazowieckie Voivodship; 7 — Lucien, Site 12, Mazowieckie
Voivodship; 8 - Huta Nowa, Site 1, Mazowieckie Voivodship; 9 - Grabina, Site 5,
Mazowieckie Voivodship; 10 — Budy Lucienskie, Site1, Mazowieckie Voivodship;
11 - Budy Lucienskie, Site 9, Mazowieckie Voivodship; 12 - Stefanoéw, Site 3, Mazo-
wieckie Voivodship; 13 — Stefanéw, Site 4, Mazowieckie Voivodship; 14 - Gosciaz, Site
12, Kujawsko-Pomorskie Voivodship; 15 — Grzybdw, Site 23, Mazowieckie Voivod-
ship; 16 — Grzybdw, Site 43, Mazowieckie Voivodship; 17 — Klusek Biaty, Site 28, Ma-
zowieckie Voivodship.
Ryc. 2. Rozmieszczenie punktéw osadniczych kultury pucharéw lejkowatych we
wschodniej czedci Pojezierza Gostyninskiego i graniczacej z nim dolinie Wisty. Skala
1:100 000. a — punkt osadniczy; 1 — Annopol, stan. 1, woj. mazowieckie; 2 — Helenoéw,
stan.1, woj. mazowieckie; 3 — Witoldéw, stan. 1, woj. mazowieckie; 4 - Biatka, stan. 2,
woj. mazowieckie; 5 - Lipa, stan. 3, 5 — woj. mazowieckie; 6 — Klusek Biaty, stan. 7, woj.
mazowieckie; 7 — Lucien, stan. 12, woj. mazowieckie; 8 - Huta Nowa, stan. 1, woj. ma-
zowieckie; 9 — Grabina, stan. 5, woj. mazowieckie; 10 — Budy Lucienskie, stan. 1, woj.
mazowieckie; 11 - Budy Lucienskie, stan. 9, woj. mazowieckie; 12 — Stefandéw, stan. 3,
woj. mazowieckie; 13 — Stefandw, stan. 4, woj. mazowieckie; 14 — Goscigz, stan. 12,
woj. kujawsko-pomorskie; 15 — Grzybdw, stan. 23, woj. mazowieckie; 16 — Grzybow,
stan. 43, woj. mazowieckie; 17 — Klusek Biaty, stan. 28; woj. mazowieckie.
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Fig. 3. Sites of the Funnel Beaker culture in 5km radius from the settlement in
Annopol, Site 1, Gostynin District, Mazowieckie Voivodship. 1 - Annopol, Site 1;
2 - Helenéw, Site 1; 3 - other settlement points (after Papiernik, Rybicka 2002).
Ryc. 3. Stanowiska kultury pucharéw lejkowatych w promieniu 5 km od osady w An-
nopoly, stan. 1, pow. Gostynin, woj. mazowieckie. 1 — Annopol |, stan. 1; 2 — Helendw,
stan. 1; 3 - pozostate punkty osadnicze (wg Papiernik, Rybicka 2002).

We can single out at least three types of layouts of FBC settlements
on the territory of our interest. The first type is well represented by the
site in Witold6w, Site 1 where remains of four above-the-ground struc-
tures (houses) have been discovered (Fig. 8). The settlement was built
on a polygonal plan. The buildings, however, were not compact. On its
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Fig. 6. Sites of the Funnel Beaker culture in 5 km radius from settlements 3 and 4 in
Stefanéw, Gostynin District, Mazowieckie Voivodship. 1 - Stefanow, Site 3; 2 - Ste-
fanéw, Site 4; 3 — Marianodw, Site 2; a:“Widrek” settlement points; b: settlement points
of undetermined chronology; c: “Beaker-Baden” settlement points; d: “Sarnowo” set-
tlement points.
Ryc. 6. Stanowiska kultury pucharéw lejkowatych w promieniu 5 km od osad 3 i 4
w Stefanowie, pow. Gostynin, woj. mazowieckie. 1 — Stefanéw, stan. 3; 2 — Stefanoéw,
stan. 4; 3 - Mariandw, stan. 2; a: ,widreckie” punkty osadnicze; b: punkty osadnicze
o nieustalonej chronologii; ¢: ,pucharowo-badenskie” punkty osadnicze; d:,sarnow-
skie” punkty osadnicze.

whole area there were no places definitely deprived of artifacts. There-
fore we conclude that the settlement in question lacked any empty place
situated between the houses.
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The second type refers to settlements with houses built in semi-
ircle, with a central building in the “main square” The example of it is
Site 1 in Annopol (Papiernik, Rybicka 2002). Buildings were also not
compact — houses were spread apart up to 25 m (Fig. 4, 9). The house in
the “central square” was probably bigger than the others and orientated
differently.

The third type, typical for Site 2 in Biatka, can be described as a “row
layout” (Fig. 10). The settlement in question was composed of at least
three houses. The distance between the first and the second house was
24 m, and between the second and the third one ca. 26 m. About 10 m
to the north from the house situated in the middle (house no. 2) there
was a very distinctive concentration of pottery fragments spread on the
area of ca. 1 are (Fig. 11). This concentration was probably an integral
part of the settlement.

Similarities of layouts of the sites of and Dobron, Site 1 (Pelisiak
2003) suggest that patterns of FBC settlement utilization in Central
Poland and in the Gostynin Lake District changed in times. The ear-
liest settlements were built on polygonal plans (Witoldéw, Site 1: Fig.
8), younger - circular or semi-circular layouts (Fig. 4, 9), the youngest
— the “row layout” (Fig. 10). The ways of utilization of settlement are-
as registered in the Lowland are also known from loess uplands. The
example of it is the site in Zawarza (Kulczycka-Leciejewiczowa 2002).
Although the described settlements from the Gostynin Lake District
have different layout characteristic, they also reveal a tendency of the
regularity. Similar observation has been made in relation to settlements
on other areas of the Lowland, for example in the Grabia River basin.

According to F. Znaniecki (1938) communities valuate the space
dividing it into various categories (e.g. vacant and occupied places).
A similar approach can be applied to FBC settlements from the Gos-
tynin Lake District. In these examples we can observe various attitudes
to the utilized space. Areas with houses, which served for basic eco-
nomic use, was treated in a different way than areas abundant with col-
lared flasks, situated as a rule in central parts of settlements (,,central
squares”). These differences indicate a social valuation of these settle-
ment parts: the first one was a utility space; the second part was the rit-
ual area.

Houses constitute main parts of the settlements described above.
According to R. Grygiel (1986) the house and its yard should be inter-
preted as material remains of the basic social unit — the family. Houses,
together with other remnants of left by their inhabitants, formed house-
holds. Utility features and artifacts testify about activities of people liv-
ing in these places.
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Fig. 7. Sites of the Funnel Beaker culture in 5 km radius from settlements in Witoldéw,
Site 1, and Biatka, Site 2, Gostynin District, Mazowieckie Voivodship. 1 — Witoldéw,
Site 1; 2 — Biatka, Site 2; 3 - Tuliska, Site 1; 4 — Lubieniek, Site 9; a: “Early Wioérek” set-
tlement points; b: “Widrek” settlement points; ¢: settlement points of undetermined
chronology.
Ryc. 7. Stanowiska kultury pucharéw lejkowatych w promieniu 5 km od osad w Witol-
dowie, stan. 1 i Biafce, stan. 2, pow. Gostynin, woj. mazowieckie. 1 — Witoldéw, stan. 1;
2 - Biatka, stan. 2; 3 - Tuliska, stan. 1; 4 — Lubieniek, stan. 9; a:,wczesnowidreckie” punk-
ty osadnicze; b:,widreckie” punkty osadnicze; c: punkty osadnicze o nieustalonej chro-
nologii.

In Bialka, Site 2 and Witoldéw, Site 1 household yards were more
or less divided. A. Pelisiak (2003) interprets these households as in-
dependently organized units. In Bialka, Site 2, with houses “in-row”,
households were clearly separated one from another. In the center of
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Fig. 11. Biatka, Site 2, Gostynin District, Mazowieckie Voivodship. Pottery of the
Funnel Beaker culture north of house 2.
Ryc. 11. Biatka, stan. 2, pow. Gostynin, woj. mazowieckie. Ceramika kultury pucharéw
lejkowatych z obszaru na pétnoc od chaty nr 2.
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the settlement there was an empty area utilized by all inhabitants (for
a ritual purpose). In this case the household organization followed the
organization of the whole settlement. In contrast, the settlement in Wi-
toldéw, Site 1, had a polygonal layout with distinctive households; with-
out a clear border zone between them. It also lacks a “central square”.

In Annopol, Site 1, there have been no clear borders between
“courtyards” of the houses, which were situated in a semi-circle. It sug-
gests that the inhabitants of the site utilize in common the areas outside
of the buildings (Fig. 12). Exceptional was house no. 3, located in the
center of the settlement. The area of house 3 (together with its yard) was
clearly separated from other households. Artifacts recovered from this
area (pottery and flint objects; Papiernik, Rybicka 2002; Fig 13-14) are
related to ever-day activities, but indicate also that certain ritual activi-
ties were being held in its close vicinity. Location of other households
of the semi-circle suggests that they were dependent from the central
building (house no. 3). The latter could have belonged to a person of
exceptional importance. It can be interpreted as an evidence of a social
differentiation of the habitants of Site 1 in Annopol.

Sets of artifacts accompanying individual houses were similar.
They include flint artifacts made mainly not-local (“imported”) rocks
(Papiernik, Rybicka 2002). On Site 1 in Witoldéw (of the earlier chro-
nology the described site in Annopol) the chipped stone inventories
include blades and endscrapers of the chocolate flint, as well as a few
blades of the Volhynian flint (Fig. 14). Artifacts of these types accompa-
nied each house on this site. Therefore we conclude that its inhabitants
had an equal access to these valuable raw materials (cf. Kulczycka-Le-
ciejewiczowa 2002). It can be interpreted as a proof of the social egali-
tarism.

According to B. Balcer (2002) in southeastern group of FBC there
were settlements (e.g. Cmieléw, Site 1) focused on the production of
chipped stone tools (of the Swieciechéw and the “banded” flints) in-
tended for export. Such “production centers” could have supplied “low-
land” communities with tools necessary in agriculture economies.
Specialization in production of flint artifacts was a specific feature of
“loess” FBC groups of the Classic Widrek Phase (corresponding with
FBC Phase II in the Gostynin Lake District. On the latter territory there
were in this time the so-called recipient settlements after the termino-
logy of B. Balcer (1975; cf. Papiernik, Rybicka 2002).

Individual houses on the analyzed FBC settlements in the Gostynin
Lake District were probably settled by “simple families” of 5-6 (Kadrow
1995), or perhaps 5-8 persons (Nowak 2001). The described FBC sites
from the area of our interest were composed of 3 to 6 houses. If we as-
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Fig. 13. Annopol, Site 1, Gostynin District, Mazowieckie Voivodship. Pottery of the
Funnel Beaker culture from the vicinity of house 3 (after Papiernik, Rybicka 2002).
Ryc. 13. Annopol, stan. 1, pow. Gostynin, woj. mazowieckie. Ceramika kultury pucha-
réw lejkowatych z otoczenia chaty nr 3 (za Papiernik, Rybicka 2002).
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Fig. 14. Annopol, Site 1, Gostynin District, Mazowieckie Voivodship. Selection of
flint artifacts (the Volhynian flint; after Papiernik, Rybicka 2002).
Ryc. 14. Annopol, stan. 1, pow. Gostynin, woj. mazowieckie. Wybér narzedzi
z krzemienia wotynskiego (wg Papiernik, Rybicka 2002).
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sume the “simple family” concept, the whole settlement was populated
by 15/18 to 30/36 people, or 15/24 to 30/48 people. Certainly, such an
assessment is very general. In any case settlements in the Grabia River
basin and the Gostynin Lake District were close in the scope of popu-
lation. These small groups could have been economically self-sufficient,
but their existence depended from natural (environmental) factors
(Czerniak, Piontek 1980).

As we have already said a house was a living place for one fami-
ly, most probably a “simple” one. It corresponds with the observations
of T. Wiglanski (1979) and A. Pelisiak (2003), the latter related to the
Grabia River basin.

A settlement was inhabited by a few families. These people are re-
ferred by A. Pelisiak (2003) as the “settlement community”.

The area of the analyzed settlement sites varied from 0.5 to 1 hec-
tare. The oldest ones — dated from the turn of the Sarnéw and Widrek
Phases — were even smaller. They were probably accompanied by small
camp sites or other places of the economical use. On the region in ques-
tion there were no settlement microregions covering the area of a few
dozen sq. kilometers (with a central settlement and related settlements
of various sizes). Therefore we can conclude that the organization of
FBC communities in the Gostynin Lake District was different from that
in the loess uplands.

Importing flint artifacts was related to contacts with other regions,
vital in exchanging information, important from the point of view of
the whole FBC cultural system. As a result, the settlement area in the
Gostynin Lake District, as well as in Kuyavia, became open for recep-
tion (Balcer 1981; 1983) of influences from the Southeaster Group of
the culture in question.

Summing up, during the discussed period the Gostynin region was
subjected to economical-cultural changes similar to those observed in
the same time on territories occupied by the Southeastern Group of FBC
(Kruk, Milisauskas 1999). They were probably precipitated by south-
eastern influences from the milieu of the Tripolie culture, especially vis-
ible in chipped stone tools (Balcer 1981). However, the process did not
result in emergence of big settlement sites, hierarchic settlement centers,
or specialization of production. Instead, very remarkable was an import
of tools made of southeastern flints. These tools were very important in
development of agriculture economy, which - although more advanced
than before - still depended from natural environment.

Malgorzata Rybicka

Instytut Archeologii
Uniwersytet Rzeszowski
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Organizacja przestrzenna osad
kultury pucharow lejkowatych
na Pojezierzu Gostyninskim

Studia nad osadnictwem kultury pucharéw lejkowatych (dalej:
KPL) na Pojezierzu Gostyninskim przez wiele lat nie wzbudzaty zain-
teresowania archeologdéw, mimo ze rejon ten jest usytuowany na pogra-
niczu Kujaw i doliny Wisly (ryc. 1). W latach 1987-2000 byly prowa-
dzone systematyczne badania nad KPL z tego regionu (Rybicka 2004).
W ich wyniku odkryto liczne stanowiska, na niektérych z nich przepro-
wadzono prace wykopaliskowe (ryc. 2).

Obszar Pojezierza Gostyninskiego charakteryzuje bardzo urozma-
icona sie¢ hydrograficzna. W péinocnej czgsci tego rejonu znajduja sie
liczne jeziora, rzeki i bezimienne cieki (ryc. 1; Lencewicz 1929; Churski,
Marszelewski, Szczepanik 1993). Na calym obszarze Pojezierza Gosty-
ninskiego dominujacym rodzajem podioza glebowego sa piaski wod-
nolodowcowe lub eoliczne. Gliny zwalowe maja tam niewielki udziat
i rozmieszczone s3 wyspowo. Na terenie tym prowadzono réwniez ba-
dania palinologiczne w rejonie Lacka (Boréwko-Dluzakowa 1961).
Szczegolne znaczenie maja badania palinologiczne wykonywane dla je-
ziora Gosciaz, usytuowanego w potnocnej czesci opisywanego obszaru
(Ralska-Jasiewiczowa, van Geel 1998; Pelisiak, Rybicka, Ralska-Jasiewi-
czowa 2006).

Na Pojezierzu Gostyninskim mozna wyrozni¢ trzy fazy rozwoju
KPL, odpowiadajace, w periodyzacji centralnokujawskiej (Kosko 1981),
fazom od II do V (Rybicka 2004, 132-134). Korespondujg one z fazami
od 4 do 7, ktére wyrdzniono w diagramie palinologicznym z Goscigza
(Ralska-Jasiewiczowa, van Geel 1998; Pelisiak, Rybicka, Ralska-Jasiewi-
czowa 2006).

Przez caly czas zasiedlania Pojezierza Gostyninskiego spofecznosci
KPL zakladaly osady na obszarach o podtozu piaszczystym, najczesciej
w bliskiej odlegtosci od niewielkich ciekéw (Rybicka 2004). Podobnie
lokalizowano osady KPL na innych terenach nizowych (Rybicka 1995;
Pelisiak 2003).

Osady KPL z Pojezierza Gostyninskiego nie byty duze i dlugotrwa-
te (Rybicka 2004). Zajmowaly one zblizong powierzchnie do charak-
teryzujacej osady w dorzeczu Grabi (Polska srodkowa; Pelisiak 2003).
W pordéwnaniu do osad z wyzyn lessowych mozna je okresli¢ jako mate
(Kruk, Milisauskas 1999).
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Osadom KPL z Pojezierza Gostyninskiego towarzyszyly miejsca
krotkotrwalej, doraznej dziatalnosci gospodarczej (ryc. 3). Powierzch-
nia miejsc trwale zasiedlanych nie przekraczata 0,5 ha (ryc. 4-5).

Na Pojezierzu Gostyninskim spolecznosci KPL po pewnym okresie
powracaly na obszar wcze$niej zasiedlany, lecz nie w to samo miejsce
(ryc. 6-7). Nie stwierdzono tam hierarchizacji osadnictwa KPL.

Szczegolnie interesujace sg obserwacje dokonane w zakresie zagos-
podarowania przestrzennego osad KPL z Pojezierza Gostyninskie-
go. Stwierdzono tam bowiem regularne rozmieszczenie budynkéw
na osadach datowanych na rézne fazy KPL. Wyr6zniono tam co naj-
mniej 3 typy rozplanowania osad. Stanowisko 1 w Witoldowie, pow.
Gostynin, mozna synchronizowac z wczesnymi etapami fazy widreckiej
KPL. Domostwa byty tam rozmieszczone na planie wieloboku (ryc. 8).
Osade w Annopolu, stan. 1, pow. Gostynin, reprezentujaca klasyczna
faz¢ KPL, charakteryzuje rozmieszczenie domostw na planie potokre-
gu (ryc. 4; 9). Zabudowe zblizong do szeregowej stwierdzono w Bial-
ce, stan. 2, pow. Gostynin (ryc. 10). Osada ta jest datowana na schylek
fazy widreckiej KPL. Odleglosci miedzy poszczegolnymi, sasiadujacymi
ze sobg budynkami w Annopolu, stan. 1 i Bialce, stan. 2, mozna oszaco-
wac na okofo 25 m (ryc. 4, 10).

Z przedstawionych tu uwag wynika, ze zabudowa osad w trakcie
trwania KPL na Pojezierzu Gostyninskim rzadzity rézne reguly. Od-
miennie ksztaltowaly si¢ réwniez intensywnie wykorzystywane prze-
strzenie wokot chat. W Witoldowie, stan. 1 i Bialce, stan. 2 mialy one
ksztalt podkowy (ryc. 8, 10). Wokét chat z tych osad mozna wyzna-
czy¢ obszary o cechach podworza (Grygiel 1986) przyporzadkowane
kazdemu z rozpoznanych budynkéw, zajmujace powierzchni¢ od 1,5
do 3 aréw (Rybicka 2004). W Annopolu, stan. 1 nie mozna bylo precy-
zyjnie oceni¢ granic podwérzy odpowiadajacych chatom, rozmieszczo-
nym na planie pdtokregu (ryc. 4, 12). Granice podwdrza mozna bylo
jedynie wyznaczy¢ wokét budowli, usytuowanej w centralnej czesci osa-
dy. Wokot tej chaty odkryto odmienny, w poréwnaniu do pozostatych
budowli usytuowanych na planie polokregu, zestaw naczyn (ryc. 12—
-13). Dominowaly wokot niej niewielkie naczynia, gtéwnie flasze z kry-
z3. W otoczeniach pozostalych chat liczne byly fragmenty (ryc. 14) na-
czyn zasobowych i kuchennych (Rybicka 2004). Réwniez w Bialce,
stan. 2 zidentyfikowano taki obszar, gdzie znajdowaly si¢ liczne frag-
menty flasz z kryza (ryc. 10-11). Dane te pozwalaja sadzi¢, ze na tych
ostatnio opisanych osadach funkcjonowaty dwa rodzaje przestrzeni,
ktore petnity rézne funkcje gospodarcze i spoteczne.

Zestawy narzedzi krzemiennych odkrytych wokot chat z Anno-
pola, stan. 1 sg podobne. Charakteryzuje je duzy udzial przedmiotow
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wykonanych z surowcéw importowanych, w tym z krzemienia wolyn-
skiego (ryc. 14; Papiernik, Rybicka 2002). Dowodzi to, ze mieszkan-
cy poszczegdlnych chat mieli podobny dostep do cennych surowcow.
Moze to wskazywac¢ na egalitaryzm tych spolecznosci. Osady za$ miaty
charakter, w ujeciu Balcera (1975), osad uzytkownikéw.



