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Between captivity and freedom:
Polish archaeology in the 20th century

Jacek Lech®

Polish archaeology in the 20th century is presented against the background ot the political
history of the country and the region. The history of archaeology is divided into tive stages: up
to the end of World War I in 1918, the Second Polish Republic — 1918-1939, German and Soviet
occupations 1939-194s, the Polish People’s Republic 1945-1989 and the Third Polish Republic atter
1989. In the 20th century culture-historical archaeology dominated, with strong intluences from
Kossinna’s Siedlungsarchiologie and, in the years 1949-1975, from Marxism and Soviet
archaeology. The 1950s and 1960s saw intensive growth in the field of early medieval archaeology
owing to the state supported Millennium programme. Slavic archaeology, devoted to the study of
ancient Slavic culture and the origin of the Slavs, was another forcetul trend. Processual
archaeology, based on Marxism and Anglo-American influences, also developed in the 1960s.
There is a brief review of Mediterranean archaeology (including classical) and ot historical
archaeology which emerged in the 1950s. The article presents many Polish archaeologists and
their research from the beginning of the 20th century, when archaeology was a “little science”, to
the last decades of the century, by which time it had progressed to become a “big science”. A large
selection of literature enables the reader to acquaint himself in more detail with the various
topics.

KEY-WORDS: history of archaeology, Polish archaeology, culture-historical archaeology,
Marxism in archaeology, Slavic archaeology, the 20th century. '

I. THE HERITAGE OF THE 19TH CENTURY

1895 marked the passing of a century since the Kingdom of Poland had
disappeared from the map of Europe, divided between Russia, Prussia and Austria.
The Russian part with Warsaw, the Prussian with Poznan and the Austrian with
Cracow and Lvov developed separately, linked to ditterent political regimes (Fig. 1).
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Fig. 1. Poland towards the end ot the 19th century. a — boundaries of the Congress Kingdom; b —
international boundaries; ¢ — Polish centres of archaeology; d — archaeological sites mentioned in the text:
1 — Iwanowice; 2 — Przeworsk; 3 — Koszylowce.

This was clearly retlected in the state ot the economy, culture and sciences, including
archaeology.! A hundred years ot captivity resulted in the gradual restriction and
then abolition ot Polish scientitic institutions in the Russian sector and both Russia
and Prussia led a determined campaign against Polish language and culture.

In the middle ot the 19th century, among the educated classes ot Polish society
the 1dea of creating archaeological museums emerged and several such institutions
were formed — in Cracow in 1850, in Vilnius in 1855 and in the Grand Duchy of

' An outline history of Polish archaeology was published in 1996 by the “World Archaeological Bulletin”
(Lech 1996a:180-95) as one of a set of articles on the recent past, present state and future of Polish

archaeology edited by Marciniak (1996a).
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Poznan in 1857 (Museum of Polish and Slavic Antiquities). They retlected the growth
of national awareness, characteristic of Romanticism, as well as an emotionally
charged fascination with the beginnings of the nation and respect tor relics trom 1ts
distant past. Polish Romanticism was linked with the whole intellectual and artistic
culture of the epoch to a greater extent than in other European countries
(Krzyzanowski 1978:222-4 and 350-2; cf. Trigger 1989:149, 1995:268-91). This was the
basis for a growing interest in scientific studies, demonstrated by two large
exhibitions of Polish antiquities organized in 1856 in Warsaw and 1n 1858 in Cracow
(Kostrzewski 1949a:34, 1958:16; Abramowicz 1969, 1991:34-43; Lech 1996a).

Better conditions for the development ot science existed in' the more liberal
Austrian sector, called Galicia — Galizien (see Childe 1929:x1), than in the other two
and it was here that the first Polish university chairs ot archaeology were created, 1n
Cracow (1866 and 1896) and in Lvov (1905). In 1872 in Cracow the Academy ot Science
and Learning was organized, doing much tor the advancement ot Polish archaeology.
Generally the lack of independence and the division of the country between three
neighbouring Empires greatly inhibited and hampered the development ot Polish
science, including archaeology, in the tirst decades ot the 20th century (see Gieysztor
et al. 1979:449-520; Davies 1981b:365-77, 1986:169-79; Walicki 1989:7-75).%

2. FIN DE SIECLE AND BEGINNING OF THE 20TH CENTURY

The turn of the century brought about a renaissance in Polish archaeology atter
its crisis towards the end of the 19th century (Abramowicz 1967:180). It also began
now to function as a separate tield ot academic study.

2.1. GALICIA

Archaeological studies in Galicia became a separate discipline only a little later
than in the other large academic centres of the Austro-Hungarian Empire. Though
the centres of archaeology were not as strong here as in Vienna, Budapest or Prague,
Polish archaeology in Galicia was well developed when compared with the Russian
or Prussian parts ot Poland.

At the turn of the century the most important centre for Polish archaeology was
Cracow. The Jagiellonian University created a Chair ot Classical Archaeology (1896) tor
Piotr I.E. Bienkowski (1865-1925). In 1910-1011 he took part in excavations at

~The book by Gieysztor et al. contains omissions and falsifications characteristic of historiography in the
People’s Republic of Poland. The works of Norman Davies cited here are also criticised by Polish
historians, however, regardless of these reservations, it seems that all three books shed more light on the
historical background of the issues discussed here.
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the Koszylowce settlement in the light ot the époque Archaico-Mycénienne,
Schliemann’s excavations at Troy, Mycenae, Tiryns and Orchomenos, as well as a
new study of prehistoric Thessaly by Wace and Thomas (1912). After Evans’ tamous
excavations at Knossos, it was now the Greek mainland that was laying important
toundations tor the study ot prehistory in SE Europe (see Fitton 1995:117-48).

The new discoveries intluenced the understanding ot prehistory in the Black Sea
area. At the same time as Hadaczek another Polish archaeologist, M. Himner, was
carrying out similar research (Himner 1933; Pottier 1933). The tinds ot the Cucuteni-
Tripolye Culture trom Koszylowce aroused great interest and some tound their way
to the Ashmolean Museum in Oxtord and to the British Museum. When the
Russians occupied Lvov during the First World War Hadaczek committed suicide
(Hadaczek 1914a:11; see also Antoniewicz 1916; Kostrzewski 1949a:94-9, 1970a:101;
Nosek 1967a:74-5; Abramowicz 1991:83-4).

2.2. RUSSIAN POLAND, THE SO-CALLED CONGRESS KINGDOM

In Warsaw at the turn of the century, one of those engaged in prehistoric
research was Ludwik Krzywicki (1859-1941). He was an eminent scholar with wide
interests — one of the most prominent Marxist theorists of the time and one ot the
tounders ot sociology in Poland, a social anthropologist and a demographer
(Kolakowski 1978a:193-207; Szacki 1979:380-2; cf. Walicki 1989:38-75). According to
Kolakowski (1978a:197) “he had a strong intellectual and moral intluence on two or
three generations of intelligentsia, and played the chiet part in tamiliarizing social
and human scientists with Marxist concepts”. Krzywicki was interested in prehistory
from a theoretical point of view, and perceived it trom the wide evolutionary
perspective of anthropology (Krzywicki 1914, 1934). He also undertook tield research
and excavated ancient and medieval fortitied settlement sites in west Lithuania
(Krzywicki 1906, 1957:354-426; Wronska 1986:85-118; Abramowicz 1991:91-3).

Another very active student of prehistory was the wealthy industrialist and
scholar Erazm Majewski (1858-1922). In 1899 he started an archaeological journal with
the lengthy title: “Swiatowit, rocznik poswiecony archeologii pradziejowej i badaniom
pierwotnej kultury polskiej i1 stowianskie” (“Swiatowit, an annual devoted to
prehistoric archaeology and research of ancient Polish and Slavic culture”) and some
time later also tounded the Archaeolegical Museum (Kozlowski and Lech eds 1996).
The tirst exhibition opened in 1908 and contained a classic collection ot archaeological
tinds trom the Russian part ot Poland, well described and presented. Majewski gathered
around “Swiatowit” and the museum a group of young archaeologists who carried out
tield research tor him and published their first works under his guidance (Fig. 3).
Among them were tuture protessors ot prehistory: Stetan Krukowski (1890-1982),
Leon Kozlowski (1892-1944), Ludwik Sawicki (1893-1972) and the talented Marian
Himner (1887-1916). Majewsk: organized and tfinanced their surveys and excavations.
The well-known clay model of the interior of a house from the late period of the



