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Editorial

European archaeology in the 20th century, its ideas, people and research may
seem a somewhat premature choice as the topic for the 35-36th volume ot
“Archaeologia Polona”. 2001 1s still two years away but in history, as in radiocarbon
chronology, there are often significant ditterences between astronomical (calendar)
time and the time of important events which impose periodization. It is said that the
2oth century in Europe came to an end with the collapse ot the Berlin wall and the
disintegration of the USSR, whose sinister shadow spread over the whole continent
and it appears that the history of Poland and the other countries in this part ot
Europe strongly support just such a notion. For central and eastern Europe the
eventful 20th century was short, since the 19th century really ended here with the
Great War, the Bolshevik revolution in Russia and the Treaty of Versailles. The
history ot Polish archaeology also supports this view.

20th century Europe was divided by the constantly changing borders of empires
and states, by the greatest ideological and military contlicts and political and ethnic
tensions in the history of mankind. These promoted numerous intellectual barriers
on a local and continental scale, retlected in the progress and subject-matter ot
scientific research, including archaeology Such barriers still exist today; mfluencmg
matters alluded to by Evien Neustupny in the article Mainstreams and minorities in
archaeology which opens this volume. That 1s why we are dedicating the present
volume to the memory of V. Gordon Childe (1892-1957), who died just over torty
years ago, in October 1957, in the Blue Mountains of distant Australia (Fig. 1 and 2).
V.G. Childe, though he was born and died in Australia, is the most eminent research
worker in European prehistory in this century. He 1s also the archaeologist who, like
none before him, investigated the prehistory ot Europe as a whole and was the first
to show that eastern-central and south-eastern Europe were the arena ot important
events in the early history of civilization on our continent. The tigure ot Childe trom
a present-day perspective is presentedby Bruce G. Trigger in Childe as a moralist and
by Andrew Sherratt in his article Gordon Childe: right or wrong? The article
V. Gordon Childe: an Australian perspective by Gregory Melleuish should also be ot
interest to the European reader as the intluence ot Australia on Childe’s personality
is little known outside his homeland (cf. Gathercole, Irving and Melleuish eds 1995).
Here it is also mentioned by Bruce Trigger and Andrew Sherratt. Childe and his
~work also appear elsewhere on the pages ot this volume.

When dedicating a work to some distinguished person a photograph is essential.
Through the good offices of individuals and institutions. in London and Edinburgh
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“Each state, each people, employs
a unique configuration ot pasts in coping
with its present. In some states, the
present seems so parlous that contlicting
versions of the national past become
politically crucial.” |

As examples Lowenthal cites
Poland and Greece. This issue of
“Archaeologia Polona” also seeks to
participate in the debate with Bettina
Arnold’s article - The power of the past:
nationalism and archaeology 1n 20th
Century Germany and two Polish
contributions - Danuta Piotrowska’s
Biskupin 1933-1996: archaeology, politics
and nationalism and Jacek Lech’s
Between captivity and freedom: Polish
archaeology in the 20th century, as well
as Isabel Martinez Navarrete’s article
The development of  Spanish
archaeology in the 20th century, an
interesting example trom another part
ot Europe. Spanish archaeology was also
absent from “regional traditions of
archaeological research” presented at
the beginning of the 1980s in “World
Archaeology”. Its presence in this
volume 1s particularly gratitying as 1t
oives the possibility of certain
comparisons between Spain and Poland,
as a kind of supplement to the much
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BODY OF PROFESSOR
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more extensive comparison between Spanish and Soviet archaeology published several
years ago (Martinez Navarrete 1993). In both Spain and Poland Catholicism 1s very strong
and in the 20th century both countries have been through difficult periods of war,
dictatorships and authoritarian rule. How have these tactors intluenced archaeology? The
articles published here try to provide a more comprehensive answer to this question.
The article Between captivity and freedom... places a greater stress on the
genealogy of the present day, in other words on the development ot 1deas and research
preceeding recent years. A look at 20th century archaeology through its 1deas, people
and research necessitated weighing the significance of events from the beginning and
middle of the century against those from the last decade. The author is aware that it
will be possible to present the end ot this century more clearly several years trom
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now. The article 1s written trom the point ot view ot a research archaeologist and the
problems concerning the protection ot our archaeological heritage are only
mentioned pertunctorily. It is supplemented by a detailed presentation of these issues
in the article by Jacek Wysocki, The protection of the archaeological heritage in
Poland 1n the 20th century: concepts and practice. Wysocki shows the development
of ideas in this important area. Creating an etfective system of protection for the
archaeological heritage in conditions of a market economy is one of the basic
problems tacing archaeology in the tormer Soviet bloc countries.

The case ot Polish archaeology in the 20th century, described more extensively
in this 1ssue, shows the many ways in which current politics always intluenced the
perception of the distant past, tfrom the beginning ot the century until its conclusion.
The reason for this, as Peter Gathercole writes in the same book as Lowenthal
(1090:3-4) 1s that: '

“Archaeology 1s a societal activity that embodies both the residues of its past and its
changing attitudes towards that past. We call the residues evidence and the attitudes
ging P
Interpretation’.

European archaeology ot the 20th century has in various ways been connected with
current ideologies and entangled with current events and politics. In a country such as
Poland, whose tortunes in the last two hundred years have been so dramatic, these
connections perforce must have been even stronger. The same is true of other disciplines,
such as historiography, the history of literature or philosophy. Traditional history of
science usually tried to disregard those circumstances, the article Between captivity and
freedom... treats them as an important tactor shaping the image ot archaeology.

In this volume Polish archaeology 1s understood as a science cultivated within
the tramework ot Polish culture and, primarily, though not entirely, within the area
where the Polish language 1s spoken. The stormy history of the last two centuries
meant that the territory which today is part ot Poland was, at one time or another,
and in varying degrees the object ot research by German, Russian, Ukrainian and
Lithuanian archaeologists. Unfortunately we are not, as yet, in a position to give
a complete presentation ot the signiticance ot these partially ditfering scientitic
traditions, though in the case ot Siedlungsarchiologie and relations with the school
ot Gustat Kossinna such ettorts have been undertaken. Associated with this issue 1s
the problem ot how archaeology has been intluenced by nationalistic teelings among
central European societies and archaeologists. The intluence 1s understandable,
considering the history ot continental Europe and particularly ot its central part,
where Poland lies (see articles Arnold, Piotrowska and Lech). Through Sarunas
Milisauskas’s article, Observations on Polish archaeology 1945-1995 the reader
obtains a view trom a ditterent perspective. Polish archaeology is seen “trom the
other side ot the looking-glass” and, moreover, the text deals with a period in the
history ot archaeology which is only partially explored and still arouses controversy.
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Some of the words used in this volume are especially ideologically loaded. One
such word 1s “nationalism” which appears in the titles of the articles by B. Arnold and
D. Piotrowska and 1n the articles by 1. Martinez Navarrete and G. Melleuish. My
Longman dictionary ot contemporary English (Longman 1989:692) defines
nationalism as: “love ot and pride in one’s own country, esp. believing it to be better
than any other country”. Whereas, the contemporary dictionary of the Polish
language, edited by M. Szymczak (1979:243) says that nationalism is: “a socio-political
and 1deological attitude which postulates the precedence of the interests of one’s own
nation, expressed through national egoism, through discrimination against other
nations, intolerance and hostility towards them (the opposite of internationalism)”.
Such a meaning ot the word has become fixed in Poland in the last fifty years and is
still accepted today, though its associations with the ideology of Marxism-Leninism
are evident. The English meaning ot the word nationalism is closer partly to the Polish
word patriotism, which S. Milisausakas mentions in his article (see p. 225).
Nationalism in Polish still has a pejorative meaning, though it was not always so.

In the period ot the Second Polish Republic (1918-1939) nationalism only meant:
“the trend and aspirations of national policy; aspiring to national exclusiveness within
the borders of the state or within the borders inhabited by autochthons, aspiring to
assimilate other nationalities within these borders” (Arct 1935:213). Such an
understanding ot the word corresponded with the political reality of the multinational
Polish state, with its numerous minorities (Jewish, Byelorussian, Ukrainian, German
and Lithuanian), and with the programmes of the dominant political forces. In both
cases the Polish meaning ot the word nationalism (nacjonalizm) 1s narrow and this
narrow sense 1s important tor a proper understanding of the article by Danuta
Piotrowska. Its use, even in a text in English, may evoke certain pejorative feelings in
the Polish reader but these should not block debates on this and similar topics.

In contemporary Anglo-American literature nationalism has a much broader
meaning (cf. Billig 1995; Gathercole, Irving and Melleuish eds 1995; Kohl and Fawcett
eds 1995). At the same time, when talking about nationalism we should remember
that only a thin line divides it from national pride, ethnic awareness and communal
solidarity (Silberman 1995:251). The reader of this volume of “Archaeologia Polona”
should bear in mind these ditferences in meaning also when perusing the articles by
Bettina Arnold, Isabel Martinez Navarrete and Gregory Melleuish. We can also cite
Ph.L. Kohl and C. Fawcett (1995:3) “...that there 1s an almost unavoidable or natural
relationship between archaeology and nationalism...”. '

The extent ot the stereotyped opinions regarding neighbouring nations,
prevalent tor many years in Poland and Germany, was greatly limited by the
efforts ot intellectuals, historians, publicists, the Churches and politicians in
both countries. These ettorts are also evident in the articles by Bettina Arnold
and Danuta Piotrowska. Only by showing nationalistic stereotypes and
prejudices, the conditions in which they were born, and the national



6 l Lech

megalomanias and complexes behind them, can we contront them. Thus
I perceive the idea ot these articles and the whole volume.

The article Biskupin 1933-1996: archaeology, politics and nationalism is also
important for another reason. This 1s the tirst time that articles and notes from the
daily and weekly press have been so widely used when researching the history ot
Polish archaeology. The media greatly intluenced the way archaeology tunctioned in
20th century societies. There was often feedback between social expectations and
needs and the content of texts about archaeology in the press, later on radio and
finally on television. The media were to an even greater extent intluenced by current
political tendencies. Theretore, newspapers and weeklies are an interesting source ot
information about the reception and tunctioning ot archaeological research among
the general public and about 1ts erstwhile relevance.

Biskupin is the site of the most tamous Polish archaeological discovery and
excavations in the 20th century. Disputes as to the ethnicity of its inhabitants and the
ideological tunction ot the excavations cannot obscure the high scientitic standard
ot the research carried out there and its place in the history ot Polish archaeology. In
fact, Biskupin 1s first and foremost a site important tor the history of wet
archaeology in Europe. This tield ot European archaeology has provided a great deal
ot information about the everyday lite and culture ot the ancient inhabitants of our
continent. Its growth and significance 1s presented in the article by John Coles,
Wetland archaeology in the 20th century: history and commentary.

In European archaeology in the 20th century there are hundreds ot research
workers whose names are worthy ot note by the historian ot archaeological ideas
and research. They worked in many countries and only some have been mentioned
by the authors ot this volume ot “Archaeologia Polona”. Archaeology is a specitic
science, conducted in various tields ot study and in various regions, so that many
eminent archaeologists are known only to a narrow group ot specialists in a given
area. To this may be added a certain nonchalance with which most archaeologists
treat the history ot archaeological thought and the history ot their own discipline.
One of these unknown but eminent figures is the Polish prehistorian Stefan
Krukowski. The article Stefan Krukowski (1890-1982). A reclusive eccentric within
the archaeological establishment, written by Romuald Schild, is the tirst presentation
ot Krukowski’s character, concepts and works addressed to colleagues abroad.
Untortunately we did not receive expected articles on the German prehistorian
Gustat Kossinna (1858-1931) and his Polish student and later scientitic opponent
Jozet Kostrzewski (1885-1969). A great pity.

The development ot archaeological thought in Great Britain, which strongly
intluenced continental archaeology, 1s presented only partially through the tigures ot
three outstanding archaeologists of ditterent generations. Apart from the articles
about V.G. Childe already cited, we are also publishing an article devoted to the early
archaeology ot Grahame Clark by Pamela Jane Smith — “A passionate connoisseur of
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flints” an intellectual biography ot the young Grahame Clark based on his pre-war
publications. Some new ideas in British archaeology in the light of Ian Hodder’s
works are presented in an article by Arkadiusz Marciniak — Setting a new agenda. Ian
Hodder and his contribution to archaeological theory.

When preparing this volume we realized it could only be a modest contribution
to the title topic. We are happy that, in spite ot ditticulties and tinancial cuts, this
volume ot “Archaeologia Polona” is tinally in the hands ot 1ts Readers. We apologise
tor the delays and express our sincere gratitude to all our authors tor their co-
operation and patience. I extend special personal thanks to Professor Bettina

Arnold, Protessor Richard J. Harrison, Dr Ian and Mrs Clare Longworth, Mr Alan
Saville, Ms. Pamela J. Smith and Mrs. Gillian Varndell tor helping the publisher. For
the photographs of Gordon Childe made available for publication I would like to
thank the Institute of Archaeology, University College, London, particularly
Protessor David R. Harris, the Royal Commission on the Ancient and Historical
Monuments of Scotland and its Secretary Mr Roger J. Mercer, National Museums ot
Scotland 1n Edinburgh and Mr Alan Saville, Miss Marion Jennings trom Westbury

(Sherbourne) and Mrs Fionna Ashmore (Society ot Antiquaries ot Scotland), and
tor the sketch of V.G. Childe by Mr Christopher McVinish, placed on the cover, my
thanks to the University ot Queensland Press in Australia.

Jacek Lech
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