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ARKISTO JA REKISTERITIEDOT

Kohde: Virolahti Meskaartty [1000008894]
Tutkimus: Kivikautisen asuinpaikan kaivaus
Kaivauksenjohtaja: Teemu Mokkodnen (FL)
Kenttatyoaika: 5.-16.7. 2010 (10 vrk)
Kaivausalueen laajuus: 23,3 m?
Maanomistaja: Reiska Jarvenkyla

Jarvenkylantie 49

49860 Klamila
Kohteen sijaintitiedot: karttalehti L5124 (TM35-lehtijako)

Peruskartta 304207 Klamila

P =6710063, | = 527495
P (YKJ) = 6712880, | (YKJ) = 3527676
Z=17,0-19,5 m mpy

Kaivausalueiden sijainti: Kohteen koordinaatisto on tehty suoraan valtakunnalliseen
ETRS-TM35FIN —tasokoordinaatistoon (ks. Yleiskartta, Liite 1).

Kaivausalueiden koordinaatistosta on kdytetty valtakunnallisen
koordinaatiston kolmea viimeista lukua.

Esimerkiksi Kaivausalueen 2 lounaiskulman koordinaatti

X (P)=023,00/Y(l)=511,00

vastaavat valtakunnallisen koordinaatiston pistetta

X (P) = 6710023 /Y (1) = 527511

Loydot: KM 38393: 1-2583 (diar. 22.10. 2010)

Aiemmat |6ydot: KM 37112: 1-18 (keramiikkaa, kvarstsi-iskoksia, porfyriittikaapi
mia, palanutta luuta). Kesalld 2010 maanomistaja luovutti
kaivausalueen 1 vieresta aiemmin loydetyn vasarakirveen Kansallis
museon kokoelmiin (ks. Mokkonen 2008). Kirves on luetteloitu vuoden
2010 kaivausloytojen loppuun numerolla KM 38393: 2696.

Aiemmat tutkimukset: Teemu Mokkonen & tydryhma 2008: Raportti Virolahden Porolahden
ympdiriston ja Pihlajajoen varren arkeologisesta inventoinnista.
Museovirasto, arkeologian osaston ja rakennushistorian osaston
arkistoissa.

Kirjallisuusviitteet: ~ Mokkdnen, T. 2008: A review of Neolithic multi-room housepits as seen
from the Meskaartty site in Virolahti parish, extreme south-eastern
Finland. Estonian Journal of Archaeology Vol. 12, No. 2. 114-151.
Lommi, A. 2003: Pohjakunnan kyldkirja 1. Luonto — asutus — elinkeinot.
Klamilan seutu ry., Virolahti.



Johdanto

Tutkimushistoria

Meskaartyn kivikautinen kolmihuoneinen asumuspainanne |oydettiin syksylla 2007 Helsingin
yliopiston arkeologian oppiaineen opiskelijoiden opintopiirin inventoinnissal. Kohde sijaitsee
pienen, mutta korkean moreenikumpareen paalla. Maanomistajan kotitarvehiekkakuoppa on
tuhonnut asumuksen pohjoisimman huoneen melkein kokonaan.

Inventoinnissa kerattiin |0ytoja hiekkakuopan reunalta ja kolmen keramiikkapalan karstois-
ta teetettiin radiohiiliajoitukset: 4535435 BP (Hel-1613), 3820+45 BP (Hel 1614) ja 4520+40 BP
(Hel-1615). Vanhimmat kaksi ajoitusta edustavat orgaanissekoitteista myohaiskampakeramiik-
kaan rinnastuvaa keramiikkaa ja nuorempi myodhaista nuorakeramiikkaa (tai tiivista ja kiillotet-
tua Pyheensillan keramiikkaa?). Kohde on julkaistu ajoituksineen vuonna 2008 (Liite 5).?

Radiohiiliajoitusten perusteella kohteen aineisto ajoittuu valille 3400-3100 cal BC ja 2400—-
2100 cal BC. Lisaksi Vuoden 2010 kaivauksissa loydettiin asumuksen vallien alta muutamia palo-
ja tyypillista ja mydhadiskampakeramiikkaa.

Arto Miettisen rannansiirtymistutkimusten® perusteella kohde on sijainnut asutuksen alku-
vaiheessa pienen merenlahden rannalla. Asutuksen loppuvaiheessa kohde ei ole ollut enda yh-
teydessa mereen, vaan viereinen suopelto (Meskaartty) on todennakdisesti kuroutunut omaksi
erilliseksi pieneksi jarvekseen.

Kohde sijaitsee keskiaikaisen ruotsalaisasutuksen kylan, Jarvenkylan, takamailla. Kohteen
nimi saattaa juontaa juurensa ruotsinkielisestd paikannimesta (Mes karr — tiaissuo). Tama on
vain arvailua, mutta alueen paikannimistdssa on runsaasti ruotsinkielisen vaestén antamia ni-
mia jotka ovat ajan myota saaneet suomalaisemman asun (Kujaholmi, Santasaari, Ndastio).

Vuoden 2010 kaivaukset

Meskaartty valittiin vuoden 2010 Helsingin yliopiston opetuskaivauksen kohteeksi. Tavoitteena
oli tutkia hiekkakuopan reunalta sortumavaarassa olevaa osaa asumuspainanteesta. Keskeisina
kysymyksina oli selvittda asumuksen asutusvaiheita ja viimeisen rakennusvaiheen aikaisen ta-
lon rakennetta.

Tutkimuksen rahoitti Helsingin yliopisto. Alkuperainen kaivausbudjetti, jolla otin tyon vas-
taan, oli 20 000 €. Siihen sisaltyi myos radiohiiliajoituksia. Valitettavasti budjetti ei vastannut to-
dellisuutta ja rahaa oli kdytettavissa huomattavasti vahemman. Raportointivaiheen aluksi jou-
duttiin vaantamaan katta, etta edes jalkityon palkkoihin I16ydettiin rahoitus.

Kenttatyot suoritettiin 5.—16.7. 2010. Kaivauksen johtamisesta vastasi Teemu Mokkonen
(FL). Piirtajaksi oli palkattuna Wesa Perttola (FM), mutta kdytdnnossa hanen aikansa meni 16y-
tojen talteenottoon ja piirtdmisesta vastasi opetuksen ohessa assistentti Oula Seitsonen (FM).
Kentélla oli mukana myds Petri Halinen (FT), joka keskittyi opiskelijoiden opettamiseen.

Kaivajina toimivat 15 opiskelijaa: lida Heikkari, Pdivi Heino, Paul Hanninen, Liisa Jalkanen,
Taina Koivistoinen, Jenna Karkkainen, Enni Lappela, Annu Mikkonen, lina Musakka, Rauno Niku-
la, Aleksi Pienimaki, Heini-Maria Pulli, Maija Rajakyld, Katri Toivakka ja Katja Virtanen.

Arkeologian opiskelijat Marko Marila ja Riikka Aijalainen suorittivat kaivauksilla syventaviin
opintoihin kuuluvaa kaivausharjoittelua. He vastasivat kaivausalueen 2 kaivauksien etenemises-
ta ja dokumentaatiosta.

Kahden viikon aikana tutkittiin yhteensa 23,3 m?2. Kaivausten lopussa jouduttiin kiirehti-
maan, silla paikoin noin metrinpaksuiset kulttuurikerrokset yllattivat paksuudellaan.

Loytojen puhdistamisesta vastasivat opiskelijat. Raportin teosta ja kaivauskarttojen vii-
meistelysta seka Ioytojen luetteloinnista vastasi kaivausten johtaja.

1 Mokkonen, T. & tydryhma 2008: Raportti Virolahden Porolahden ympdristén ja Pihlajajoen varren arke-
ologisesta inventoinnista. Museovirasto, arkeologian osaston ja rakennushistorian osaston arkistoissa.

2 Mokkonen, T. 2008: A review of Neolithic multi-room housepits as seen from the Meskaartty site in
Virolahti parish, extreme south-eastern Finland. Estonian Journal of Archaeology Vol. 12, No. 2. 114-151.

3 Miettinen, A. 2002: Relative sea level changes in the eastern part of Gulf of Finland during last 8000
years. (Annales Academiae Scientiarum Fennicae, Geologica — Geographica 162). Suomalainen tiedeakatemia,
Helsinki.
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Asuinpaikan sijainti

Meskaartyn asuinpaikka sijaitsee Virolahden Jarvenkylan alueella, 10 km Virolahden kirkonky-
lan kirkolta lanteen. Kivikaudella kohde on sijainnut silloin pitkdlle sissmaahan kurottuvan me-
renlahden (nykyinen Pyélinjoen laakso) itdreunalla sijaitsevan pienemman merenlahden ran-
nalla (Liite 1). Rannansiirtymistutkimusten perusteella* Meskadartyn viereinen meren lahti on
kuroutunut omaksi altaakseen noin 2300 cal BC mennessa. Asuinpaikan viimeisen kayttovai-
heen aika kohde on sijannut pienen jarven rannalla.

Asuinpaikka sijaitsee jyrkkdreunaisen ja korkean moreenikumpareen laella (Liite 2). Kaytan-
nossa asumus peittdad koko lakialueen. Asuinpaikan valittdmassa ymparistdssa maapera on hie-
nompaa hiekkamoreenia ja voimakkaasti huuhtoutunutta lohkareikkoa. Laajempi hiekka-alue
sijaitsee asuinpaikan eteldpuolella noin 400 metrin pdassa. Talta hiekkakankaalta tunnetaan
Virolahden Takalan kaksihuoneinen asumuspainanne (muinaisjaannosrekisterissd numerolla
1000009466, sijaitsee noin 750 m Meskaartyn asumuspainannekohteesta suoraan etelaan).

Kaivausalueet (kuvat 1-3, Liite 2)

Kaivausalue 1 (n. 20 m?2) avattiin hiekkakuopan reunalle valittdmé&ssa sortumavaarassa olevalle
alueelle. Kaivausalue kattoi osan hiekanotossa suurimmaksi osaksi tuhoutuneen huoneen sisa-
osista ja suuremman alueen asumuksen vallilta. Aivan hiekkakuopan reunan tuntumassa asu-
muksen vallin 1dpi kulkeva painauma on pinnamuotojen perusteella tulkittu mahdolliseksi ovi-
aukon paikaksi.

Kaivausalue 2 (3 m2, 023-024/511-514) avattiin asumuspainanteen eteldpaan vallille alu-
eelle, jossa valli muodosti liki suorakaiteenmuotoisen noin 10 x 5 m kokoisen tasanteen. Pin-
nanmuotojen perusteella on syytd olettaa, ettd asumuspainanteen eteldisimmasta huoneesta
on ollut kulkuyhteys tasanteelle.

Kuva 1. Kaivausalue 1 soramontun reunalla ennen kaivausten alkua. Kuvattuna kohti pohjoista, T. Mok-
kdnen

4 ks. alaviite 3




Kuva 2. Kaivausalueen
1 sijainti kuvattuna asu-
muksen vallin ulkoreunal-
ta kohti asumuksen poh-
jaa. Kuva kohti kaakkoa, T.
Mokkonen.

Wil

Kuva 3. Kaivausalueen 1 sijainti sorakuopan reunalla. Kuvassa nakyy asumuspainanteen vallit. Vasem-
malla Oula Seitsonen asumuksen pohjalla kaivausalueen itdreunalla ja oikealla Wesa Perttola asumuk-
sen lantisen vallin paalla. Kuva kohti etelaa, T. Mokkonen.
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Kaivausmenetelmat, koordinaatisto ja korkeudet

Kaivaus suoritettiin 5 cm paksuin teknisin tasoin. Tasojen pinnat dokumentoitiin piirtamalla ta-
sokartat mittakaavaan 1:50 (Alue 1) ja 1:20 (Alue 2). Tasokartat kuvaa aina alkavan kaivausker-
roksen pintaa. Huuhtoutumiskerroksen pinta on taso 1, ensimmaisen kaivauskerroksen jalkeen
dokumentoitu taso 2 on toisen kaivauskerroksen pinta jne..

Kaikki maa seulottiin kentalld 3,76 mm seulaverkolla. Loydot otettiin tarkasti talteen taky-
metrilla. Seulaldydot otettiin talteen 1x1 m kaivausruudun neljanneksen tarkkuudella.

Kaivausalueen koordinaatisto sidottiin suoraan valtakunnalliseen ETRS-TM35FIN —taso-
koordinaatistoon. P ja | koordinaateista kdytettiin ainoastaan kolmea viimeista numeroa. Esi-
merkiksi Kaivausalueen 2 lounaiskulman koordinaatti x (P) = 023,00 / y (I) = 511,00 vastaavat
valtakunnallisen koordinaatiston pistettd x (P) = 6710023 / y (I) = 527511. Korkeudet vastaavat
suoraan valtakunnallisen koordinaatiston korkeuksia m mpy.




Loytdjen luettelointi

Loydot on luetteloitu paanumerolle KM 38393 (diar. 22.10. 2010) kaivausalueiden perusteella
numerojarjestyksessa. Kaivausalueen sisalla on luetteloitu ensiksi kaikki tarkasti paikalleenmi-
tatut 16ydot ruudun (1 x 1 m) sisdlla lajeittain kasvavan x-koordinaatin mukaisessa jarjestykses-
sa kerros kerrallaan. Tarkasti paikalleenmitattujen I6ytojen jalkeen tulevat saman kaivausalueen
seulaloydot kerroksittain pinnasta pohjaan kasvavan x-koordinaatin mukaisessa jarjestyksessa.
Seulaléytdjen lopussa on sijaintitiedoltaan epamaaradiset |0ydot, joita otettiin talteen hiekka-
kuopan reunalta Kaivausalueen 1 reunalta.

Kaivausalueen 1 I6ydot KM 38393: 1-2358

Kaivausalueen 2 16ydot KM 38393: 2359-2557
Hiekkakuopan reunalta talteenotetut [6ydot KM 38393: 2558-2562
Ajoitusnaytteet (hiili ja tuohi) KM 38393: 2563-2583

Seulaloytojen koordinaatit on ilmoitettu aina kaivausruudun neljanneksen (0,25 m?) lounaiskul-
man koordinaattipisteen mukaan.



Kaivausten eteneminen — Kaivausalue 1
Tasokaivaus

Pinta (Kuvat 4—6, Al kartat: Pintavaaitus, Taso 1 ja Hiekkakuopan reunan profiili)

Kaivausten ensimmadisena padivana ennen kaivausten alkua kaivausalue pintavaaittiin. Hiekka-
kuopan reuna suoristettiin ja dokumentoitiin. Taman jalkeen turve poistettiin ja taso 1 puhdis-
tettiin huuhtoutumiskerroksen pintaan ja dokumentoitiin. Pintavaaituskartassa on esitettyna
hiekkakuopan reunan asema ennen suoristamista.

Hiekkakuopan reunan profiilin perusteella osasimme odottaa paksuimmillaan noin 60 cm
paksuista kulttuurikerrosta asumuksen vallin alla. Hiekkakuopan profiilissa oli nahtavissa myos
kaivausalueen pohjoisosan luulla taytetty ja pohjasta siltilld silattu kuoppa (profiilissa valilla
060,78/513,29 — 061,55/512,65). Hiekkakuopan profiilissa havaittu runsaasti hiilta sisaltanyt
alue (linjalla y = 515-516) osoittautui kaivauksissa seinalinjaksi.

Tasossa 1 asumuksen seindlinjan kohdalla olevalla alueella havaittiin jo huuhtoutumisker-
roksen pinnassa runsaasti orgaanista aineista sisaltava alue. Kaivausalueella, aivan sorakuopan
reunalla oleva vallin matalampi kohta on etukateen tulkittu mahdolliseksi oven paikaksi.

Sy o Mg

L

Kuva 4. Kaivausalue 1 pintaturpeen poiston jalkeen tasossa 1. Kohti pohjoista, T. Mokkonen.

Kuva 5. Kaivausalue 1 pintaturpeen pois-
ton jalkeen tasossa 1. Kuvattu vallin ulko-
reunalta kohti kaakkoa, T. Mokkonen.




VIROLAHTI MESKAARTTY
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Tasokartat
Ei mittakaavassa
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Alue 1, taso 1

Tasokartta Piirt. O. Seitsonen
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Kuva 6. Yksityiskohta hiekkakuopan reunan suoristetusta profiilista ennen pintamaan poistoa. Kuvassa
valilla 060,78/513,29 — 061,55/512,65 pohjastaa siltilla silattua ja luita tdynna olevaa kuoppaa. Latasta
oikealla nakyy kuopan pohjan silttikerros kellertavan ruskeana juovana (n. 30 cm korkeudella). Juovan

vieressa nakyvat vaaleat ldikdt ovat pienta palanutta luuta. Kuva T. Mékkonen.
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Kerros 1 (Kuvat 7-8, A1l kartat: Taso 2)

Ensimmaisessa kaivauskerroksessa paastiin huuhtoutumiskerroksen lapi. Jo tasossa 2 (kerrok-
sen 2 pinta) koko kaivausalue oli kulttuurikerrosta. Kaivausalueen kulttuurikerroksissa erottuu
jo tdssa vaiheessa asumuksen seinadlinja, sisdpuolen ja vallin valiset erot. Nama kerrostumiltaan
erilaiset alueet sdilyvat lahes muuttumattomina aina Tasoon 8 saakka, jolloin suurin osa kai-
vausalueesta on kaivettuna jo pohjaan.

Tasossa 2 nakyy palaneita kivia asumuksen sisalla ja vallin ulkoreunalla. Asumuksen seina-
linjan hiiltyneet ilmiot tulevat esiin hiilensekaisina alueina. Asumuksen sisdosan kulttuurikerros
on tummanruskeaa ja hiilensekaista. Vallilla kulttuurikerros on punertavaa lukuun ottamatta
kuopalla olevaa kohtaa (057-058/513-515) asumuksen oviaukon kohdalla.

Loytoja saatiin talteen yllattavan paljon jo ensimmaisesta kerroksesta alkaen. Asumuk-
sen sisalta loydettiin poikkiterdinen pienoistaltta (KM 38393: 1491), ja karkealla hiekalla ja
chamottella sekoitetusta savesta tehty koristelematon kylkipala (: 17). Vallilta I6ydettiin sei-
nalinjan vieresta hiotun kiviesineen katkelma (: 59), porfyriitti-iskoksesta valmistettu tydkalu
("taltta”/”kaavin”, tera hiottu/hioutunut tylsaksi,: 55) ja vallin paalta hion (: 64).

e o

Kuva 7 (ylld). Kaivausalue 1 ensimmadisen kai-
vauskerroksen jdlkeen tasossa 2. Kohti poh-
joista, T. Mokkonen.

Kuva 8 (vas.). Kaivausalue tasossa 2. Kuvattu-
na kohti kaakkoa, T. Mokkonen.
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Alue 1, taso 2
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Kerros 2 (Kuvat 9-10, Al kartta: Taso 3)

Kerroksessa 2 16ytojen maara kasvoi. Tassa kerroksessa asumuksen sisdosan kulttuurikerros oli
voimakkaasti hiilen varjdamaa. Tasossa 3 vallin sisareunalla hiilen varjaaman alueen reunalla
erottui kaksi pyoreaa hiilikeskittymaa, jotka puolitettiin tasosta 3 alkaen. Pohjoisemmassa hiili-
keskittymdassa puun syiden suuntaa ei ollut ndhtavissa. Eteldisessa hiilikeskittymassa puun syyt
olivat vaakatasossa seindlinjan suuntaisesti.

Suurin ero vallin ja asumuksen sisdosien kulttuurikerrosten valilla oli sisdosien runsaassa
hiilen maarassa. Vallin ja sisdosien kulttuurikerrosten raja oli linjan y (1) = 515 kohdilla. Aivan kai-
vausalueen pohjoisosassa kulttuurikerros oli laikikas.

Kerroksesta 2 saatiin talteen mm. kivimurska ja asbestisekoitteinen (?) kylkipala (: 1536)
asumuksen sisdlta sekd hiotun liuskeveitsen/karjen katkelma (: 1628) ja porfyriitti-iskoksesta

Kuva 9. (ylld). Kaivausalue tasossa 3.
Asumuksen sisdosan kulttuurikerrok-
set ovat voimakkaasti hiilen varjaamia.
Kohti pohjoista, T. Mdkkonen.

Kuva 10. (vas.). Kaivausalue tasossa 3.
Koko vallin alue ruskeata kulttuuriker-
rosta. Kohti kaakkoa, T. Mokkonen.
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Kerros 3 (Kuvat 11-13, Al kartta: Taso 4)

Kaivauskerros 3:n aikana asumuksen eri osat tulevat selkedsti nakyviin. Asumuksen ollaan jo
lattian kulttuurikerroksissa, jotka ovat voimakkaasti varjaytynyttd tummaa punertavanruskeaa
kulttuurimaata. Lattiatasosta l6ydettiin pala hiiltynyttd tuohta (054,60/515,40), jonka syyt olivat
seinansuuntaisesti.

Seindlinja ja oletetun oviaukon kohta erottuu hiilen ja noensekaisena likamaa-alueena,
jonka keskella hiilikeskittymien kohdalla on punertavaa palanutta hiekkaa. Seinan ulkolinja ra-
jautuu vaaleaan hienoon ja tdysin puhtaaseen hiekkaan, joka erottaa asumuksen ja vallin kult-
tuurikerroksia. Seindlinjan viereisen tumman likamaa-alueen leveys on hieman yli metrin.

Asumuksen ulkopuolella kaivausalue on padosin ruskeaksi varjaytynytta kulttuurimaata.
Vallin korkeimmalla kohdalla linjoilla y (1) = 513-514 likamaa on hieman heikommin varjaytynyt-
ta. Kuten myos edellisissa tasoissa, kivet keskittyvat vallin ulkoreunalle. Vallilla oletetun oviau-
kon kohdalla pyoreana nakyva muusta kulttuurimaasta erottuva ilmié on yha nakyvissa.

Kerroksesta 3 saatiin 16yt6ind asumuksen sisdltd mm. asbestisekoitteisen astian pala (:
352) ja lehdenmuotoisen piikarjen tyvikatkelma (harmaata piitd, : 385).

Kuva 11. Kaivausalue tasossa 4. Kohti pohjoista, T. Mokkonen.
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Kuva 12. (ylld). Kaivausalue tasos-
sa 4. Paalunsijoiksi tulkitut hiili-
ilmiot puoliksi kaivettuina. Asu-
muksen seindlinjan ulkoreuna
tulee tdssa tasossa selvasti naky-
viin. Seinan kulttuurikerroksien ja
vallin punertavamman kulttuuri-
kerroksen valissa oli vaaleaa puh-
dasta hiekkaa.

Kuva 13. (vas.). Kaivausalue ta-
sossa 4. Vallin kulttuurikerrok-
set olivat voimakkaasti punerta-
vanruskeiksi varjaytyneitd. Kohti
kaakkoa, T. Mokkonen.
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Kerros 4 (Kuvat 14-16, Al kartta: Taso 5)

Kaivauskerros 4:ssa asumuksen seindlinjan ja sisdpuolen ilmiot jatkuvat edellisesta tasosta |a-
hes muuttumattomina. Oletetun oviaukon kohdalla tummempi hiilen- ja noensekainen alue ei
jatku enaa yhta pitkalle vallille kuin edellisessa tasossa. Puhtaaseen vaaleaan hiekkaan rajautu-
vat seindn ulkolinja erottuu tassa tasossa selvana.

Vallilla esiintyy runsaasti palaneita kivia, joiden levinta on painottunut vallin ulkoreu-
nalle. Kivien kanssa samalla vyohykkeella on kaksi isompaa keramiikkakeskittymaa. Kohdalla
060,91/512,74 on kynsipainantein koristeltu pieni l1ahinna Pyheensillan keramiikkaa edustava
kuppi (: 808).

Asumuksen lattialta 10yt6ja saatiin vain vahan. Vallin ulkoreunalla keramiikkakeskittyma
I6ytyi voimakkaasti hiilen ja noen varjaamalta alueelta. Koko kaivausalue on yha — seinalinjaan
rajautuvaa puhtaan hiekan aluetta lukuun ottamatta — pelkkaa kulttuurikerrosta.

Kuva 14. Kaivausalue tasossa
5. Kohti pohjoista, T. Mokko-

Kuva 15. (ylld). 4. kerroksessa vallin ulkoreunalta
loydettiin kynsipainantein koristeltu pieni kuppi
(060,91/512,74).

Kuva 16. (vas.). Keramiikkakeskittyma kaivausalu-
een luoteiskulman ldhelld vallin ulkoreunalla. Koh-
ti kaakkoa, T. Mokkonen.
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Kerros 5 (Kuvat 17-19, Al kartta: Taso 6)

Kerroksessa 5 asumuksen lattian kulttuurikerrokset olivat jo osittain kaivettuna pois. Sei-
nalinja erottuu yha hiilen- ja noensekaisena punertavanruskeana kulttuurimaana. Aiemmin
asumuksen seindlinjan ja vallin vadlissa erottunut puhdas vaalea hiekkapatja tuli nyt esiin myds
seindlinjan vieressa asumuksen lattian alta. Lattian alla olevassa puhtaan hiekan seassa oli run-
saasti kivia. Vallilla kivet keskittyvat yha vallin ulkoreunalle. Asumuksen ulkopuolella koko kai-
vausalue on yha kulttuurikerrosta.

Asumuksen sisaltd lattiatasosta |6ytyi pienen kupin reuna- ja kylkipala (: 1934). Vallin alta
paljastui vanhempi kulttuurikerros, josta 16ytoina liki samanlaista keramiikkaa kuin asumuspai-
nanteet eteldpadsta vallin paalliselta tasanteelta Kaivausalueelta 2 (jonkinlainen variantti myo-
haiskampakeramiikasta?). Variltdan ruskeamman vallin alta esiin tuleva vanhempi kulttuuriker-
ros oli variltdan punertavampi.

Kaivausalueen pohjoispadssa (061,50/512,64) tuli esiin kuoppa, joka oli tdynna palanutta
luuta. Vallin ulkoreunalla (058,40/512,20) oli keramiikkakeskittyma.

Vallin ulkoreunalla havaittiin noin 20 x 30 cm alue, jolla havaittiin kerros tuohta maanpin-
taa vasten (060,5/513,0).

Kuva 17. Kaivausalue tasossa 6. Kohti kaakkoa, T.
Mokkonen.
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Kuva 18. (vas.). Kerroksessa 5 asu-
muksen sisdosan kulttuurikerrokset
olivat jo osittain kaivettuna pohjaan.
Kuvassa nakyy keskella seinan vierei-
sen lattian alta paljastunut puhtaan
vaalean hiekan patja, joka poikke-
aa paikan pohjamaasta raekoon, va-
rin ja tekstuurin perusteella. Toden-
nakoisesti kyseinen hiekka on tuotu
seinan ulkopuolelle ja seinaviereisen
lattian perustuksiin rakentamisen yh-
teydessa. Kohti luodetta, T. Mokko-
nen.

Kuva 19. (alla). Maata vasten ole-
vaa tuohta vallin ulkoreunalla (noin.
060,5/513,0), T. Mokkénen.
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Kerros 6 (Kuvat 20-21, A1 kartta: Taso 7)
Asumuksen sisdosat ovat kaivettuna suureksi osaksi jo hdiriintymattdmaan pohjamaahan. Asu-
muksen seindlinjan noen ja hiilen varjaamat kerrokset loppuivat, ja alueella on enda nahtavil-
Ia harmaan ruskeaa kulttuurimaata. Seinadlinjan eteldinen ja pohjoinen hiilikeskittyma jatkuvat
yha syvemmialle.

Vallilla voimakkaasti varjaytyneet kulttuurikerrokset jatkuvat yha. Kaivausalueen pohjois-
osassa poltettua luuta sisaltanyt kuoppa (061,40/512,60) jatkuu yha seuraavaan kerrokseen.

Asumuksen sisalta aivan kulttuurikerroksen pohjasta loydettiin vield hiekka-, orgaanis- ja
asbestisekoitteista keramiikkaa (: 978), hiekka-, orgaanis- ja chamottesekoitteista keramiikkaa (:
976-977), harmaasta piista tehdyn karjen kantakatkelma (: 985) ja palanutta luuta. Asumuksen
sisdankdynnin kohdalta vallilta 16ytyi kvartsiveitsen katkelma (: 1019). Vallin paalta asumuksen
ulkopuolelta lI6ydettiin muutama pala karkeaa hiekkasekoitteista keramiikkaa, jotka ovat luoki-
teltavissa tyypilliseksi kampakeramiikaksi (: 997—998).

Kuva 20. (vas.). Kerroksessa 6 asumuksen sisa-
osan kulttuurikerrokset olivat padosin kaivettuna
pohjaan. Kohti luodetta, T. Mokkonen.

Kuva 21. (ylld). Eteldinen puoliksi kaivettu paa-
lunsija erottui hyvin puhdasta hiekkaa vasten.
Kohti pohjoista, T. Mdkkonen.
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Kerros 7 (kuvat 22-24, A1 kartta: Taso 8)

Asumuksen sisalla suurin osa kulttuurikerroksista paattyi kerroksen 7 aikana. Lattialla kohdassa
(053,60/512,20) syvemmalle jatkunut kulttuurikerros kaivettiin pohjaan omana ilmiénaan. Sei-
nalinjalla eteldinen hiilikeskittyman ilmio jatkuu palaneena punertavanharmaan hiekkana. Poh-
joisemman hiilikeskittyman ymparistossa on yha hiilensekaista kulttuurikerrosta ja kaksi puna-
multaldikkaa.

Vallin laki on kaivettuna jo puhtaaseen hiekkaan, samoin kaivausalueen pohjoispda. Vallin
ulkoreunalla voimakkaat kulttuurikerrokset jatkuvat. Luuta sisaltdanyt vallin ulkoreunalle kaivet-
tu kuoppa on jo lahelld pohjaa. Kuopan pohja on silattu tiiviilla silttikerroksella ja reunoilla on
voimakkaita hiilikeskittymia. Kuopan pohjalta |dydettiin kynsipainantein ja kuopin koristeltua
pinnaltaan naarmutettua keramiikkaa.

Kerroksesta 7 alkaen l0yt6ja tulee enda paaosin vallin ulkoreunalta. Ulkoreunan 16ytdihin
kuuluvat mm. mikrosale (vuorikristallia, : 1129), kvartsisale (: 1189) ja kuoppa- ja kynsipainan-
tein koristeltua keramiikkaa (seka hiekka- ettd hiekka- ja org.sekoite).

i g
i

Kuva 22. Kaivausalue tasossa 8. Vallin
ulkoreunalla kulttuurikerrokset jatkui-
vat yha. Kohti kaakkoa, T. Mokkonen.
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Kuva 23. (ylld). Kerroksessa 7 val-
lin ulkoreunan luita tdynnd ollut
kuoppa tuli osittain pohjaan. Kuvas-
sa kuopan pohjan silttikerrosta. T.
Mokkonen.

Kuva 24. (vas). Kuopan pohjan silt-
tikerroksesta |0ytyi sisdpinnaltaan
naarmutettua kuopin ja kynsipai-
nantein koristeltua keramiikkaa. T.
Mokkdnen.

26



VIROLAHTI MESKAARTTY

T. Mékkonen 2010

Alue 1, taso 8

Tasokartta Piirt. O. Seitsonen
Mk 1:50 Puht.piirt. W. Perttola & T. Mokkdnen
064/510,5 514 064/518,5
++ + + + + + + 4+ 4+
17,50
b — %\\% =tumma punertavanruskea kulttuurimaa
- T 17.57 .
+ — 7%/ = ruskea kulttuuriimaa, hiilen sek, +
—_—— ——— = palanut purnertavanharmaa hiekka
+ 1?,66—r_ « 17,64 " " = |gikikas kulttuurimaa, punertava-punertavanruskea
—QL 0 . L
— runsaasti luuta /7 = hiilensek. vaalea, harmaanruskea kulttuurimaa
siltti (oranssi) '
’ 114 = harmaa hiilensek. alue
+ 17,83 " 17.91 1816 o
: L \ 2 = vaalean keltainen, karkea ja puhdas hiekka (pohja)
. - Qi *\?'k\%h 18.00 _ ap pon)
A \\\\ _—
0604 17,97 D .1 # = hiilta + 060
+ +
& - palanut kivi
+ +
+ ) +
S — _ punamultaa
+ //f'}’ +
055 18,007 055
'::
18,17 HBh
tuotu hiekkapatja
+ _ HE17.91 +
= =]
18,01 -
17,97 T}-— —
+ 17,86 — — G777 +
17,87 .
17,73 ___ N
+ - I
117,70 1m
052/510,5 514 052/518,5
++ + + + + 4+ + + +



Kerros 8 (kuvat 25-26, A1l kartta: Taso 9)
Asumuksen seinadlinjalla eteldinen hiilikeskittyma nakyi yha palaneen punertavanharmaana hie-
kan alueena. Lattiatason alla ollut puhdas hienon hiekan kerros oli [ahes kokonaan vaihtunut
koskemattomaksi pohjamaaksi. Pohjoisen hiilikeskittyman alueella oli yha vahan ruskeaa hiilen-
sekaista kulttuurimaata.

Asumuksen vallin ulkoreunalla tumma punertavanruskean kulttuurimaan alue jatkui alu-
eeltaan aiempaa vastaavana. Kaivausalueen pohjoispadssa, siltikerroksella silatun kuopan alta
paljastui kulttuurimaata.

Kuva 25. (vas). Tasossa 9 val-
lin ulkoreunan kulttuurikerros
jatkui yha. Kohti kaakkoa, T.
Mokkonen.

Kuva 26. (alla). Tasossa 9 ete-
ldinen paalunsija erottui sel-
keasti puhdasta pohjamaata
vasten. T. Mokkonen.
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Kerros 9 (kuvat 27-30, A1 kartta: Taso 10)

Kerroksen 9 jalkeen asumuksen seindlinjan kohdalla nakyi enda vain muutama laikka kulttuu-
rimaata. Eteldisen hiilikeskittyman kohta kaivettiin taman kerroksen jalkeen omana ilmiénaan
pohjaan. Hiilikeskittyma jatkui noin 30 cm tasoa 10 syvemmalle (I6ytoina vahan keramiikkaa ja
kvartsia).

Vallin ulkoreunalla kulttuurikerrokset jatkuivat. Paikalla havaittiin hiilikerros, jonka leikka-
us nakyy tasokartassa kaivausalueen lapi kulkevana hiilivydhykkeena. Vallin ulkoreunalta saatiin
talteen kuopin ja suorakaiteen muotoisin leimoin koristeltu reunapala, jossa oli sekoitteena hie-
kan ja orgaanisen aineksen lisaksi kiilletta (: 1324).

Kuva 27. (vas). Vallin kulttuurikerrosta tasossa 10. Kohti pohjoista, T. Mokkonen.
Kuva 28. (oik.). Vallin kulttuurikerrosta tasossa 10. Kohti kaakkoa, T. Mokkonen.

Kuva 29-30. (vas). Eteldisemman paalunsijan puolikas tasossa 10 ja poiskaivettuna. T. Mokkonen.
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Kerrokset 10—13 (kuvat 31-35, A1l kartta: Tasot 11-14)

Kerroksissa 10—13 kulttuurikerroksia kaivettiin enda ainoastaan asumuksen vallin ulkoreunalla.
Kyseinen kulttuurikerros on jadanyt asumuksen vallin alle. Sen sisalla oli 2-3 ohutta laaja-alaista
hiilikerrosta kerrosta.

Kulttuurikerroksen alueelta tuli esiin kaksi kivettya lietta: yksi kaivausalueen luoteiskulman
lahella jatkuen profiiliin (“eteldinen liesi” 057,50/512,80) ja toinen kaivausalueen pohjoisosassa
("pohjoinen liesi” 060,60/512,80).

Koko kaivausalueelta paattyivat kulttuurikerrokset kerroksessa 13 (ks. Taso 14). Kulttuuri-
kerroksen alaisesta |0ysdsta puhtaasta hiekasta tuli muutama pala kampakeramiikkaa (1-2 pa-
laa/kaivauskerros, joissain paloissa myos kiillettd sekoitteena). Koska puhdas hiekka tuntui val-
lin ulkoreunan alueella irtonaiselta, kaivausten pohjatasosta (taso 14) kaivettiin lapiolla viela
30-40 cm syvempi varmistuskuoppa. Koska kulttuurikerrokset eivat jatkuneet syvemmalle, kai-
vausalue oli kaivettuna pohjaan tasossa 14.

Alimmista kerroksista saatiin talteen vain vahan loyt6ja: mm. porfyriitti-iskoksesta tehty
"taltta”/”kaavin” (: 1410, 11. krs).

Kuva 31. Tasossa 11 asumuk-
sen vallin tyven alueella kult-
tuurikerros oli yha voimakkaas-
ti varjaytynytta. Kohti kaakkoa,
T. M6kkonen.
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Kuva 32. Tasossa 12 kulttuurikerroksen
pohjaosan kaksi kivettya leittd (toinen kai-
vausalueen pohjoisosassa ja toinen jatku-
en osin eteldprofiiliin) tulivat esiin. Kohti
kaakkoa, T. Mokkonen.

Kuva 33. Tasossa 13 kulttuurikerrosta oli enda
jaljella liesien (toinen kaivausalueen pohjois-
osassa ja toinen jatkuen osin etelaprofiiliin)
valisella alueella. Kohti kaakkoa, T. Mokko-
nen.



Kuva 34. Kaivausalue tasos-
sa 14. Kuvassa nakyy puh-
taalle alueelle tehty varmis-
tuskuoppa. Pohjoisemman
lieden poikkileikkaus do-
kumentoitiin ja kaivettiin
sen jalkeen pohjaan. Kohti
kaakkoa, T. Mokkonen.

Kuva 35. Pohjoisen lieden
poikkileikkaus. Kohti lantta,

T. Mokkonen.
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VIROLAHTI MESKAARTTY
T. Mokkonen 2010
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VIROLAHTI MESKAARTTY
T. Mékkonen 2010 Alue 1, taso 12
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VIROLAHTI MESKAARTTY

T. Mékkonen 2010

Alue 1, taso 13

Tasokartta Piirt. O. Seitsonen
Mk 1:50 Puht.piirt. W. Perttola & T. Mokkdnen
064/510,5 514 064/518,5
+ + o+ o+ + o+ o+ +
XN\ = heikko hiilensek. pun.ruskea kultuurimaa
+ = hiilikeskittyma +
TASO ___ = vaalean keltainen, karkea ja puhdas hiekka (pohja)
10-11
-+ # = hiilts +
17,52
o) =kivi
17,541
+ ® - palanut kivi +
060 4 17,731 o060
+ 17,84 —17,82 +
-+ 17,92 4+
+ +
TASOSSA 8-10
+ +
0554 055
+ +
N
+ |
im
052/510,5 514 052/518,5
++ + + + + o+ o+ o+ +



VIROLAHTI MESKAARTTY
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Taytto

Tason 14 jalkeen kaivausalue oli kaivettu pohjaan. Kaivausalueen profiilit suojattiin muovilla ja
kaivausalue taytettiin ja entis6itiin mahdollisimman lahelle kaivausta edeltavaa tilannetta.

ppen
*_--

=y “‘_‘;
o

f S

Kuva 36—37. Kaivausaluetta taytettyna. Kohti kaakkoa/kohti etelaa, T. Mokkonen.



Profiilit

Kaivausalueen 1 Eteldprofiilissa ndkyy seindlinja ja siihen liittyva tummempi kulttuurikerros hii-
likeskittymineen. Seindn alla ja sisdosassa koskemattoman pohjamaan paalle on tuotu kerros
vaaleaa kellertavaa puhdasta hiekkaa, jonka seassa oli seindan sisdapuolella myo6s kivia. Hiekka
poikkesi koostumukseltaan muualla kaivausalueella tavatusta. Hiekkapatjan ylapinnassa oli |a-
hes vaakatasossa 1-2 cm paksu musta hiiltynyt kerros, joka on tulkittu seinan vieressa olevaksi
lattiatasoksi tai laveriksi. Asumuksen keskella lattiataso sijaitsee seindanvierusta hieman mata-
lammalla tasolla. Asumuksen lattialla, seindn vierustan hiekka- ja kiviperusteisen laverin/Iattian
juuressa, on sijainnut halkaisijaltaan noin 75 cm kokoinen kuoppa.

Asumuksen pohjalla kulttuurikerrokset ovat huomattavasti heikommin varjaytyneita kuin
seindlinjan viereiselld alueella (Ita- ja Etelaprofiilit).

Vallilla asumuksen seinalinja ulkopuolella alin kulttuurikerros (tasoista 6—7 alkaen) ja siihen
liittyvat liedet ovat hautautuneet asumuksen paikalta siirrettyjen maamassojen alle. Alimman
kulttuurikerroksen paalla olevat kulttuurikerrokset ovat mahdollisesti syntyneet kahden—kol-
men eri rakennusvaiheen aikana. Loytojen perusteella tata ei voi selkeasti paatella. Keramiikka
on paaosin vaihtelevasti hiekka- ja orgaanissekoitteista, mutta alimmissa kerroksissa on mukana
joitakin paloja tyypillista- ja myohasikampkeramiikkaa, seka osassa alimmista kerroksista l6yde-
tyista paloista on mukana kiilletta sekoitteena. Vallin kulttuurikerrosten kerroksellisuus on nah-
tavissa parhaiten kulttuurikerroksen sisalla olleissa ohuissa hiilikerroksissa.

Kaivaualueen 1 Lansiprofiilissa ndakyy hyvin alimman kulttuurikerroksen sisalla olleet tum-
mat hiilikerrokset. Alin kulttuurikerros on peittynyt mahdollisesti kahden eri rakennusvaiheen
aikaisten kerrostumien alle.
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VIROLAHTI MESKAARTTY, ALUE 1 / T. MOKKONEN 2010

ITAPROFIILI mk 1:50

054, 00/ 052,50/
517,00 517,00
18,50 18,50
18,00 AN 18,00
S
17.50 17.50
m mpy

ETELAPROFIILI mk 1:50

Piirt. O Seitsonen & W. Perttola, Puht.piirt. W. Perttola & T. Mékkénen
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n R //'/// \\\\\\\\.\\\\ SRR ]
18,00 |- m{{’W - 118,00
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= turve

- = huuhtoutumiskrerros
Z##% = ruskea kulttuurimaa
S = tumma punertavanruskea kulttuurimaa
>0 = punertavanruskea kulttuurimaa
W = ruskea kulttuurimaa
7. =vaalean ruskea kulttuurimaa
EE - hiilikeskittyma

HH = hiilensekainen ruskea kulttuurimaa

H = hiilensekainen harmaa kulttuurimaa
i =vaalea kellertdvéd puhdas hiekka
— =vaalea kellertava karkea ja puhdas hiekka (pohja)
@ = juuri
o = kivi
w = palanut kivi
s = hiilta

— = hiilikerros



Rakenteet (Al yksityiskotakartta tasossa 3, hiilikeskittymien leikkaukset, Pohjoisemman lieden
leikkaus)

Vallin ulkoreunalla sijainnut luukuoppa oli ndhtdvissa jo ennen kaivausta dokumentoidussa
hiekkakuopan profiilissa. Kuoppa on nahtavissa tasoissa 6—8. Pohjaltaan siltilld silattu kuoppa
on todennakdisesti ollut alun perin varastokuoppa, joka viimeisessa kayttovaiheessa on toimi-
nut jatekuoppana.

Asumuksen seinalinjan tuntumassa, noin 60 cm asumuksen tulkituista seinan ulkolinjasta
sisdanpain, havaittiin kaksi hiilikeskittymaa, jotka on tulkittu paalunsijoiksi. Eteldinen ja pohjoi-
nen hiilikeskittyma olivat nakyvissa tasosta 3 tasoon 10. Pohjoinen hiilikeskittyma jatkui reilu 30
cm muuta kulttuurikerrosta syvemmalle. Eteldisen paalusijan halkaisija vaihteli 30-40 cm valilla
ja pohjoisen paalusijan halkaisija oli 50 cm.

Hiilikeskittymien pinnat dokumentoitiin tasossa 3. Keskittymien leikkauspiirrokset esitta-
vat ilmididen suhteen kulttuurikerroksiin tasosta 3 alaspain. Eteldisen hiilikeskittyman leikka-
uksessa nakyva ilmidin kaartuneisuus kohti asumuspainanteen pohjaa johtuu todennakoisesti
normaalista maanpinnan kaltevuudesta ja sita seuranneesta maan liikkeesta painanteen poh-
jan suuntaan.

Asumuspainanteen vallin alta paljastuneeseen kulttuurikerrokseen liittyvat kuoppaliedet
olivat molemmat halkaisijaltaan noin metrin luokkaa ja syvyydeltdadan noin 30 cm (ks. tasot 12—
13, Eteldinen liesi etelaprofiilissa).

Kuvassa 40 on koostettuna kaivauksissa havaitut rakenteet ja niiden tulkinta: seinalinja,
paalunsijat, oviaukko, seina viereisen korkeamman lattiatason ja asumuksen pohjan alemman
lattiatason raja seka vallilla havaitut rakenteet (luukuoppa ja vallin alle hautautuneet kaksi ki-
vettya liettd).
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POHJOINEN HIILIKESKITTYMA ETELAINEN HIILIKESKITTYMA
514,80 519,80 514,50 515,10
56,70 + + 55,80 =

% hiililantti

Q

hiilensek. ruskea hiilensek. ruskea
kulttuurimaa N kulttuurimaa
&
56,20 4+ + 55,30 4

Yksityiskohtakartta hiilikeskittymista tasossa 3. Piirtanyt O. Seitsonen, puhtaaksipiirto W. Perttola & T.
Mokkonen.
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Perttola & T. Mokkonen.
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17,75

17,50

17.25

060,00 061,004

512.85 POHJOINEN LIESI 512.85
r — 18,00
— — 17,75
- — 17,50
17,25

i = hiilikeskittyma
&) =palanutkivi

__ = vaalean keltainen, karkea ja puhdas hiekka (pohja)

Pohjoisen lieden poikkileikkaus al-
kaen tasosta 13. Piirtanyt O. Seit-
sonen, puhtaaksipiirto W. Perttola
& T. Mokkonen.
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Kuva 40. Koostekartta kaivausalueen rakenteista ja niiden tulkinnasta. Korkeuskayrat osoittavat kaivaus-
alueen pintaa ennen kaivausta. mk 1:75. Piirtanyt T. Mokkonen.



Loydét kerroksittain

Kaivausalueella 1 kerrokset 1-6 olivat rikasloytoisimmat. Naissa kerroksissa saatiin talteen tar-
kasti paikalleenmitattuja 16ytdja ja seulaldytdja yhteensa yli 200 alanumeroa. Keramiikkaa saa-
tiin talteen eniten kerroksista 2—6. Luita saatiin talteen eniten alanumeroissa mitattuna ker-
roksista 2—-5, ja painon mukaan kerroksista 6—8 (vallin ulkoreunan luukuoppa). Kiviesineisto
(esineet ja iskujate) keskittyivat alanumeroiden mukaan laskettuina kerroksiin 1-3. Painon mu-
kaan kiviesineistossa oli runsaasti kerroksissa 1-3, 8-9 ja 12.

KAIKKI LOYDOT

500
450
400
350
300
250
200
150
100

50

KPL

DO KAIKKISEULAT,
ALANUMEROT kpl

B KAIKKI TARKAT,
ALANUMEROT kpl

O " N MmO < 0D O ™~N 0 OO0 O —« N m
L |

14-15

KERROKSET
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100
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60 -
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6 7 8
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Loytdjen levintd

Kaivausalueen 1 paikalleenmitattujen 16ytdjen levinta on esitettyna Liitteissa 3.1-3.6. Tarkasti
paikalleenmitattujen 16ytdjen levinta keskittyi vallin ulkoreunalle ja asumuksen sisdosaan (Liite
3.1). Keramiikka- ja luu-aineistojen levinnassa nakyy selvasti l16ytdjen keskittyminen asumuksen
sisdan ja vallin ulkoreunalle. Varsinkin vallin lapi kulkeva asumuksen oviaukon kohta niukkaloy-
toinen. Kvartsi-aineiston levinta on huomattavasti tasaisempi.

Kaivausalueen palaneet ja palamattomat kivet keskittyivat myds asumuksen vallin ulko-
reunalle (Liite 3.7). Vallin ulkoreunalla palaneiden kivien maara on suuri. Asumuksen sisalla ki-
vet rajoittuvat padosin asumuksen seinan vierelle, ylemman lattiatason alueelle. Nama kivet liit-
tyvat asumuksen rakenteeseen. Kaivaushavaintojen perusteella ylemman lattiatason pohjustus
oli tehty kiveamalla ja tuomalla paikalle hiekkaa.
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Kaivausten eteneminen — Kaivausalue 2

Kenttadokumentointi: M. Marila & R. Aijldinen, raporttiteksti: Marila, Mokkénen & Aijaldinen

Tasokaivaus

Pinta (A2 kartta: Taso 1, kuvat 41-42)

Kaivaminen aloitettiin poistamalla pintaturve ja pudistamalla kaivausalue huuhtoutumiskerrok-
sen pintaan. Tason 1 maaperassa ei havaittu varieroja eika pintaturpeesta tai huuhtoutumisker-
roksen ylapinnasta saatu 16ytoja. Pintaturpeen alta paljastui kuitenkin nelja suurehkoa kivea.
Pintakerroksesta ei saatu talteen |6yt6ja.

Kuva 42. Kaivausalue 2 tasossa 1. Kohti pohjoista.
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VIROLAHTI MESKAARTTY Y

T. Mékkénen 2010 Alue 2, taso 1 '
Tasokartta Piirt. M. Marila 1m

mk 1:20 Puht. piirt. M. Marila ]

O =k

Kerros 1 (A2 kartta: Taso 2, kuva 43)
Tasossa 2 voitiin havaita edella mainittujen neljan kiven pohjoispuolelle rajautuvan maa-ainek-
sen olevan punertavaa kun se puolestaan kivien eteldpuolella oli harmaata. Tasossa havaittiin
my0s muutama tumma laikka nokimaata ja hiilta.

Loytoina luuta, kvartsia, pii-iskos ja kampaleimakoristeista hiekka- ja orgaanissekoitteista
keramiikkaa (lahinna Ka3).

Kuva 43. Kaivausalue 2, taso 2. Kohti etel3a.
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VIROLAHTI MESKAARTTY F
T. Mékkénen 2010 Alue 2, taso 2
Tasokartta Piirt. M. Marila 1m
mk 1:20 Puht. piirt. M. Marila 1
024
19,51 19:.50 1;:5 19.46
harmaa hiekka
[ 19.62
19,48 19,53
- 19,35
b AN @
023 19,48 19,41
5 512 513 514

11
W = punertavanruskea kulttuurimaa

BEE - hiilikeskittyma/nokimaa

) =k

Kerros 2 (A2 kartta: Taso 3, kuva 44.)

Tasossa 2 nakynyt nokimaa ei enaa jatkunut tasoon 3. Toisen kaivauskerroksen myoéta koko kai-
vausalueella tuli esiin punertava kulttuurikerros. Ainoastaan kaivausalueen lansipaadyssa voi-
tiin havaita vaaleampaa ruskeaa hienoa hiekkaa tai silttia.

Rikkain 16ytokerros. Keramiikka vaihtelevasti hiekka- ja org.sekoitteista. Monissa paloissa
ainakin sisapinta lastottu raidalliseksi. Keramiikassa on koristeluna kampaleimaa, pisteviivaa,
kuoppariveja ja viivakoristelua. Yhdessa palassa (: 2406) tekulla tehtya “kampaleimaa” ulkopin-
nalla ja sisapinnalla kuoppa- ja viivakoristelua.

Kuva 44. Kaivausalue 2, taso 3. Kohti etel3a.
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VIROLAHTI MESKAARTTY F

T. Mokkonen 2010 Alue 2, taso 3

Tasokartta Piirt. M. Marila 1m

mk 1:20 Puht. piirt. M. Marila —
R N D =0

19,34
512 513 514

11
N = punertavanruskea kulttuurimaa

&8 - niilikeskittyma/nokimaa

Q) =kivi

S =ruskea, hyvin hieno hiekka/siltti

023
5

Kerros 3 (A2 kartta: Taso 4, kuva 45)
P3adosa kaivausalueesta on yha punertavaa kulttuurikerrosta. Loytéind mm. liuskeinen pienois-

taltta (: 2423).

Kuva 45. Kaivausalue 2, taso 4. Kohti pohjoista.
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VIROLAHTI MESKAARTTY F

T. Mokkénen 2010 Alue 2, taso 4

Tasokartta Piirt. M. Marila 1m

mk 1:20 Puht. piirt. M. Marila ]
024 N

NN19:32

023 2 19;38] 19,31 M
511 512 513 514
N = punertavanruskea kulttuurimaa
— — =karkea hiekka

_ E) i

S =ruskea, hyvin hieno hiekka/siltti

Kerros 4 (A2 kartta: Taso 5, kuva 46)

Suurin osa kaivausalueesta on yha kulttuurimaata. Kaivausalueen itdpaadyssa maa on punaisen
ldikikasta ja lansipaddyssa on edelleen havaittavissa puhdasta vaaleaa hienoa hiekkaa ja puh-
dasta karkeaa hiekkaa. Loytdjen maara vaheni.

Kuva 46. Kaivausalue 2, taso 5. Kohti etelaa.
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Kerros 5 (A2 kartta: Taso 6, kuva 47)
Kaivausalueen keskellad on vield kulttuurikerrosta. Suurin osa kaivausalueen reunat ovat puhdas-
ta karkeaa hiekkaa. Kerroksessa 5 16ydot keskittyivat kaivausalueen keskimmaiselle neliélle, kun
taas kaivausalueen paadyt olivat I10ydottomia.

Kuva 47. Kaivausalue 2, taso 6. Kohti etelaa.
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Tasokartta Piirt. M. Marila 1m
mk 1:20 Puht. piirt. M. Marila 1
511 512 513 514
024
1925, — —O— — 19,29— 19,26 — — — — 19720
Rl S o
o -
19,24 19775 9724 19719
023 19,31
Vs
W = vaaleanruskea kulttuurimaa
— — =karkea hiekka

) =kivi

56



Kerros 6 (A2 kartta: Taso 7)
Kerroksesta 6 tehtiin muutama l6yt6, mutta koko kaivausalue muuttuu l6ydottémaksi. Maa-ai-
nes on paaasiassa punertavaa hiekkaa ja karkeaa puhdasta pohjamaata. Viimeiset tarkasti pai-

kalleenmitatut 16ydot koko alueelta.
VIROLAHTI MESKAARTTY F
T. Mokkénen 2010 Alue 2, taso 7
Tasokartta Piirt. R. Aijaldinen 1m
mk 1:20 Puht. piirt. R. Aijaldginen |[[ ]
024 <
[ 17 \)@ 1‘53}1‘8‘_ R — l\ 19,14
Nz
19316 N
023 \&\\&\ \\\\4\9\;{1
513 514

511
N

\\\\ = punertavanruskea hiekka

— — = karkea hiekka

O =k
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Kerros 7 (A2 kartta: Taso 8, kuva 48)
Maa-aines tasossa 8 on kokonaan puhdasta soraa ja karkeaa hiekkaa. Varieroja ei ole havaitta-
vissa. Eroja on ainoastaan puhtaan aineksen raekoossa.

Kuva 48. Kaivausalue 2, taso 8. Kohti etelaa.

VIROLAHTI MESKAARTTY v

T. Mdkkénen 2010 Alue 2, taso 8 T
Tasokartta Piirt. R. Aijalainen 1m

mk 1:20 Puht. piirt. R. Aijaldinen 1
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Kerros 8 (A2 kartta: Taso 9 ja pohja)
Osaa kaivausalueesta kaivettiin vield |0yd6ton 5 cm kerros, jonka jalkeen kulttuurikerrosten jat-
kumattomuus varmistettiin vield osalla alueesta lapiolla kaivamalla. Kerroksista 8 ja 9 saatiin
|0ytoina vield kaksi pientd palaan keramiikkaa.
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VIROLAHTI MESKAARTTY
T. Mdkkénen 2010

Alue 2, taso 9 ja pohja

—Z

Tasokartta Piirt. R. Aijaldinen 1m

mk 1:20 Puht. piirt. R. Aijaldinen | [ ]
024
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tasossa 9 tasossa 8
. ist
laipiolla n. tasoon 11 :a{$|;iaiasta lapiolla n. tasoon 11
18,90 | 18,61 18,64 | 19,94
023 11891 18,95
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Profiilit (Profiilikartat, kuvat 49-50)

Koko kaivausalueelle levittaytyvan kulttuurikerroksen paksuus vaihteli 20—40 cm valilla.

Kuva 50. Kaivausalue 2, pohjoisprofiili. Kohti pohjoista.
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Loydoét

Kaivausalueen 2 16ydot (127 paikalleenmitattua alanumeroa ja 158 seulaldytdjen alanumeroa)
[oytyivat keskittyneesti kaivausalueen itapuoliskolta. Padosa |6yddista saatiin talteen kerroksis-
ta 1-5. Keramiikka on vaihtelevasti hiekka- ja orgaanissekoitteista. Koriste-elementit viittaavat
[ahinna myohaiskampakeramiikkaan. Ainoa esineldytd on 3. kerroksesta |0ydetty liuskeinen pie-
noistaltta (17,2 x 11,9 x 2,3 mm, KM 38393: 2423).
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Naytteet

Kaivauksilta otettiin runsaasti luu- ja makronaytteita, joista kellutettiin vedelld orgaaninen aines
(seulaverkko 0,5 mm). Naytteet vesiseulottiin (seulaverkko 1,5 mm), jonka jalkeen poimittiin
luut. Luu ja makrondytteiden yhteismaara on 186,1 litraa. Suuri osa naytteista on vallin ulkoreu-
nan runsaasti luuta sisaltdneesta kuopasta (060—061/512). Lista makro- ja luundytteista 16ytyy
liitteesta 4.

Ajoitusnaytteita otettiin puuhiilesta ja tuohista yhteensa 21 naytetta. Ajoitusnaytteet on
luetteloitu I6ytoluettelon loppuun kaikkien I6ytéjen perdan (KM 38393: 2563—2583).

Yhteenveto

Asuinpaikan kdytté on alkanut todennakadisesti jo tyypillisen kampakeramiikan (n. 4000-3400
cal BC). Tyypillista kampakeramiikkaa I6ydettiin vain muutama pala. Tyypillisen kampakeramii-
kan aikana asuinpaikka on sijainnut pienen merenlahden rannalla, mahdollisesti viela pienena
saarena.

Suurin osa kohteen keraamisesta aineistosta on maaraltaan vaihtelevasti hiekka- ja or-
gaanissekoitteista. Koristelun perusteella aineisto rinnastuu myohaiskampakeramiikkaan ja Py-
heensillan keramiikkaan. Kaivausalueella 1 asumuksen vallin alimmista kerroksista ja alta [6yde-
tyssa aineistossa on mukana myohaiskampakeramiikkaa muistuttavaa aineistoa, joissa osassa
on sekoitteena hiekan ja orgaanisen aineksen lisaksi kiilletta. Ylemmissa kerroksissa koristelun
puolesta on enemman Pyheensillan keramiikkaan vivahtavaa aineistoa. Loyddissa on mukana
seka isoja astioita etta pienempia kuppeja. Asumuksen sisalta [0ydetyssa aineistossa on muka-
na muutama pala keramiikkaa, joissa hiekan ja orgaanisen sekoitteen lisaksi on mukana asbes-
tia ja chamottea.

Eriaikaiset asutusvaiheet oli jotenkuten erotettavissa asumuksen vallin maakerroksissa ja
[6ytOaineistossa. Asumuksen viimeista rakennusvaihetta vanhemmat kulttuurikerrokset tulivat
esiin asumuksen vallin alta alkaen kerroksesta 5. Eriaikaiset kulttuurikerrokset erottuivat kult-
tuurimaan varieroilla. Viimeista rakennusvaihetta vanhempien kulttuurikerrosten sisalla eriai-
kaisia kerrostumia oli havaittavissa lahinna alueella havaittujen laaja-alaisten ohuiden hiiliker-
rosten avulla (ks. lansiprofiili). Myos keraamisessa aineistossa on eroja ylempien ja alempien
kerrosten valilla, mutta erot eivat ole kovin selvapiirteisia.

Asumuksen viimeinen kayttovaiheessa asumuksen lattiataso on ollut kahdessa tasossa:
Seinan vierella korkeammalla tasolla olleen alueen lattia on tehty puhtaasta hiekasta ja kivista
tehdyn perustuksen paalle. Perustuksen paalla havaittu suora, hieman asumuksen sisaanpain
viettava ohut hiilikerros on tulkittu lattian jaanteeksi (ks. eteldprofiili). Asumuksen keskiosassa
kulttuurikerrokset jatkuivat syvemmalle.

Asumuksen sisalla kulttuurikerroksen paksuus oli vain 25—-40 cm. Vallilla 16yt6kerrosten
paksuus oli paksuimmillaan hieman yli metrin.

Asumuksen seinan ulkolinja rajautui selkeasti vallin suuntaan. Ulkolinjasta noin 50 cm asu-
muksen sisaan, havaittiin kaksi pydreaa hiiltyneen puun aluetta, jotka jatkuivat muuta kulttuuri-
kerrosta syvemmalle. Nama on tulkittu seindarakenteeseen liittyviksi paalusijoiksi.

Ennen kaivauksia hiekkakuopan reunalla sijainnut vallin matalampi kohta oli alustavasti
tulkittu oviaukon paikaksi. Kaivauksissa oviaukon sijainti oli nakyvissa parhaiten tasossa 4, jossa
sisdosan kulttuurikerrokset jatkuivat seindlinjaa ulkopuolelta rajanneen puhtaan hiekkapatjan
ohi vallin pintamuodoissa nakyneen syvennyksen mukaisesti. Oviaukon sijainti nakyy myds |oy-
tojen levinnassa vahaloytoisena alueena.

Asumuksen viimeinen rakennusvaihe on tuhonnut asumuksen sisalta vanhemmat kulttuu-
rikerrokset. Sen sijaan vallin paksuista kerroksista tehdyt havainnot viittaavat asumuksen van-
hempiin kayttovaiheisiin.

Kaivausalueiden 1 ja 2 I6ytoaineisto eroaa toisistaan. Asumuksen etelapaan pienemman
kaivausalueen keramiikkaa vastaa lahinna kaivausalueelta 1 asumuksen vallin alaosista I6ydet-
tya aineistoa. Kaivausalueelta 2 on my0s vastaavaa aineistoa kuin alueelta 1, mutta lahinna
myohadiskampakeramiikkaa edustava aineisto on alueella 2 vahvemmin edustettuna.
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Luettelo makro- ja luunaytteista Liite 4
Seula-
Seula- koko
koko | vesiseu-
Tilavuus] |&ydit KM kellutus | lonta
[Nro]  (ml) JAlue] Krs TiD 38393 X Y Zpinta | #pohja] (mm]} [mm) |Muuta
1 2400 2 4 - 235 | 51350 ] 19,32 | 19,27 0.5 1.5
2 1900 2 2 457 2539, 2543, | 23,83 | 513,23 | 1943 - 0,5 1.5
2547
3 4700 2 3 - 236 | 5126 | 1943 | 19,38 0.5 15
4 2600 2 3 - 233 | 51350 ] 1934 | 19,29 0.5 1.5
5 4400 1 4 1145 EE65-570 55,73 | 51489 | 1824 0.5 1.5 eteldinen hiilidlmio
5] 5100 1 3 716 77 4,15 | 516,54 158,08 0.5 1.5 lattian kulttuurikemos
7 3200 1 3 700 484485 55,82 | 514,82 | 18,35 0,5 1.5 makrondyte seinalinjalta, hiili-
ilmididen valista
g 5000 1 3 §09 473 477 57 514 05 1,5 makrendyte wvallilia
9 3200 1 3 |TOET14) 494 495 | 57,55 | 514,86 | 1846 0.5 1.5 luukegkittyma wallilla
10 | 3200 1 5 1451 929, 9315932] 586 | 513,78 | 18,36 0,5 1.5 makrondyte, seassa paljon
luumurskas
11 | 2000 1 5 1513 065 61,57 | 51271 | 17,96 0.5 1,5 profillissa ndkyva luukeskittyma
12 | 13050 | 1 3] 1702 | 11051108 | 61,76 | 51264 | 17,82 0.5 1.5 maandyte luukeskittyrnasts
13 | 3000 1 5 1666 041941 55,20 | 513,32 | 1829 0.5 15 makrondyte jossa luuta
14 | 5000 1 3 1500 856, 858 | 55,63 | 514365 ] 1828 0.5 1.5
15 | 2200 1 4 1099 56,23 | 51504 | 18,25 0.5 1.5 pohjoisempi hillikeskittyma
16 | 3000 1 2 554 165 537 | 51630 ] 1828 | 1819 0.5 15 asumuksen sisalta
17 | 5230 1 3 693 436, 438 | 55,61 | 514,87 | 1837 0,5 1.5 makrondyte seinalinjalta,
eteldizen hiiliHimién kohdasta
18 | 2600 1 3] 1750 | 1004, 1009 | 57,59 | 51253 | 18,37 05 1,5 makrondyte
19 | 5000 1 3 691 451 56,41 | 515,03 | 18.37 0,5 1,5 makrondyte seinalinjassa
(pashunsia?)
20 | 5200 1 3 - 56,38 | 514,99 | 1823 0.5 15 pohjoinen hiili-ilmid
21 1 3400 1 3 1624 919 922 | 58,56 | S1244 | 1834 0.5 15
22| 3200 1 5 1524 |B43-844 B4R 5473 | 51513 | 18,20 0,5 1,5 makrondyte, jossa luusilppua
23| 7300 1 & 1637 | 1084, 1088, | 55,17 | 514,10 | 18,29 0.5 1.5 makrondyte, jossa luuta
1091
24 | 5300 1 5 1652 044045 55,21 | 513,85 | 1829 0.5 1.5 makrondyte, jossa luuta
25 | 5500 1 3 1413 860, 861 55,75 | 914,84 | 1817 0.5 15 eteldinen hiilidlmid
25 | 3000 1 & 2006 1208 61,27 | 51270 | 17,70 0.5 15
27 | 4700 1 7 1923 1197 61,15 | 51266 | 17,54 05 1,5 pintamaa, luukuoppa
28 | 4000 1 5 1455 .05 | 515,50 | 18,07 0,5 1.5 asumuksen sisalta, lattian
kulttuurikemoksen pohjalta
259 | 2500 1 10 2227 113583, 1386 | 59,23 | 51291 ] 15.00 0.5 1.5
30 | 1500 1 11 2284 1401 57,49 | 512,69 | 1801 0.5 1,5
31 | 2600 1 i 2007 1301 2,32 | 51255 | 17,54 0.5 1.5 luu + makro vallilta
32 1 1700 1 7 1828 1160 58,83 | 51406 | 18,25 0.5 1.5 maanayte luukeskittyrasta
33 | 5000 1 i 1964 | 1283 1257 | 61,04 | 51261 | 17,80 0.5 1.5 luu + makrno
34 | 2500 1 8 2017 1260 59,12 | 51414 | 1810 0.5 15 makro + luu
35 | 5200 1 i - 61,00 | 512,50 0.5 1.5 luukeskittymaliuukuoppa
35 | 1900 1 & 2018 | 1258, 1261-| 59,36 | 514,14 | 18,11 0,5 1.5 luukuoppa
1262
a7 | 48900 1 7 - 61,40 | 51265 | 17,90 0,5 1.5 luukuoppa, luu + makro,
koordinaatit paatelty kartasta
38 | 4300 1 i 1980 | 12071208 | 55,52 | 51496 | 17.90 0.5 1,5 miakne + luu
35 | 3900 1 i 1645 o84 55,57 | 51492 | 1811 05 1,5 eteldinen hiilifeature, pelkkd
40 | 5200 1 i 1984 | 1294 1206 | 6102 | 51277 | 17.75 0.5 15 luu- ja makrongyie
41 | S600 1 7 1884 | 1195, 1199 | 61,41 | 51275 | 17,75 0,5 1,5 luu + makro, luukuoppa jossa
siltti ja tuohi pohjassa
42 | 3500 1 5 1502 56,81 | 513,70 | 1841 0,5 1.5 miakro, vallin pasltd, seindn
ulkcpuclelta
43 | 2500 1 12fa | 2375 E0,68 | 51283 | 17,54 0,5 1.5 makre, pohjoisesta liedesta
13
44 | 2300 1 10 2053 | 13651366 | 55,50 | 51501 | 17,73 0,5 1.5 Eteldizen hitli-imidn pohja, Luu
& makrondyte
45 | 5300 1 3] 1660 | 1068, 1070 | 58,73 | 513,73 | 1832 0,5 15 makro + Juu
465 | 1200 1 7 1830 | 11711172 | 55,21 | 51410 | 18,22 05 1,5 Luu
47 | 1800 1 7 1876 1155 58,99 | 51352 | 1819 0.5 1,5 miakro + luu
48 S00 1 7 1834 ) 1125 1127 | 5751 | 512683 | 1828 05 1,5 Luukuoppa, makro + luu
45 | 1000 1 g 2062 | 1350 1351 | 60.76 | 51273 | 17.86 0.5 15 luukuoppa, luu ja makno
50 ] 1800 1 g 27 1350 61,31 | 51266 | 1762 0.5 1.5 Luunéyte
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Teemu Mokkonen

A REVIEW OF NEOLITHIC MULTI-ROOM
HOUSEPITS AS SEEN FROM THE MESKAARTTY
SITE IN VIROLAHTI PARISH, EXTREME
SOUTH-EASTERN FINLAND

A three-room housepit at the Meskaértty site is located in an area where housepits are
generally rare. Stone Age dwelling structures of comparable proportions are known mainly
from coastal Ostrobothnia on the Finnish west coast. The ceramics associated with the
Meskéirtty housepit are Late Comb Ware and Late Corded Ware, both of which exhibit
similarities with the pottery found on the Estonian north coast. AMS-dates on carbonized
organic remains attached to the sherds point to a period between the late 4th millennium
and the late 3rd millennium cal BC.

The objectives of this article are twofold. First, the Meskéértty site is introduced, followed
by a review of organic tempered ceramics around the south-eastern coast of Finland and the
appearance of multi-room housepits in Finland. Some hybrid-like characteristics displayed
by ceramics found in the extreme south-east of Finland suggest that the amalgamation of
local pottery-making traditions and the Corded Ware tradition took place already before
the emergence of Final Neolithic Kiukainen Ware. This article argues that the appearance
of multi-room housepits in Finland is closely synchronous with the spread of the Corded
Ware Culture to the north-eastern Baltic Sea. Therefore, the change in the house-building
tradition towards larger, more oblong and multi-room housepits is seen as a consequence of
cultural contacts.

Teemu Mokkonen, Department of Archaeology, Institute for Cultural Research, University
of Helsinki, Unioninkatu 38 F, 00014 Helsinki, Finland; teemu.mokkonen@helsinki.fi

Introduction

In the autumn of 2007, a large housepit consisting of three rooms encircled by
a bank was found in the archaeological survey of Virolahti Parish (Fig. 1). In
Finland, such structures are previously known mostly from central and northern
Ostrobothnia and to a lesser extent from the inland Lake District. Multi-room
housepits are also known from the Republic of Karelia in Russia, but not previously
from the coastal area of southern Finland.
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Fig. 1. The location of the Meskéirtty site and other sites mentioned in the article. The dashed line
shows the traditional northern limit of the Corded Ware Culture in Finland. The dashed line in
Russia between the Finnish border and Lake Ladoga is based on the distribution of Corded Ware
Culture finds (after Huurre 2003, 236). The area of ‘Middle Zone Ceramics’ follows approximately
the northern limit of the Corded Ware Culture on both sides of the dashed line (see Carpelan 1979,
fig. 1). Sites in Finland: 1 Meskéartty (Virolahti), 2 Voima-Kuusela, Purkajansuo/Korvala, and
Kuuselankangas (Yli-li), 3 Méntyselkd N2 and Teeriselkd (Haukipudas), 4 Hevoskorpi (Kannus),
5 Kangas (Kaustinen), 6 Hundbacken (Pedersére), 7 Martinneimi 3 (Kerimiki), 8 Kankaanlaita
(Keriméki), 9 Senatsberget (Taalintehdas). Sites in Russia: 10 Sumozero XV, 11 Voinavolok
XXVII, 12 Chelmuzhkar Kosa XXI, 13 Pegrema II. Parishes mentioned in the text: 14 Réiséld
(Russia, Ru. Mel'nikovo), 15 Joeldhtme (Estonia).

The Meskaértty site is located on top of a small moraine hillock. A local farmer
was in the habit of extracting coarse sand moraine from the site for building land-
drains in his fields, and consequently the northernmost room of the housepit has
been almost totally destroyed. Due to moraine extraction on the site, several finds
were easily collected from the brink of the sandpit.

Meskadrtty is a unique site on the coast of the Gulf of Finland for several
reasons. First, Meské&értty is the only known multi-room housepit found in the
area. Second, the ceramics found at the site display a number of atypical features
as compared to both the material usually found in Finland and material associated
with housepits. Third, the dating and interpretation of the site are of great
importance for the understanding of Late Neolithic cultural development around
the eastern part of the Gulf of Finland.
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The objectives of this article are twofold. These are to introduce the Meskadrtty
site and to evaluate Late Neolithic phenomena as seen from the Meskéirtty site.
The article begins with a description of the Middle and Late Neolithic cultural
contacts observable in the material culture of the extreme south-eastern corner of
Finland. Next, the Mesk&artty site is introduced through a description of the
dwelling structure and finds and by presenting an AMS-date for the site. Lastly,
the cultural aspects of multi-room housepits and Middle/Late Neolithic cultural
contacts are discussed in a wider context.

This article is based purely on material and data gathered on surveys and
during an excursion to carry out 3D documentation of the Mesk&értty site during
the years 2007-2008. Much of this article could have been written without
introducing any specific site. Nevertheless, writing on this type of subjects is always
easier with concrete data on hand.

Overlapping cultures in the south-eastern corner of Finland

One of the main characteristics of the Middle and Late Neolithic' materials
found in the south-eastern corner of Finland is the presence of artefacts deriving
from different areas. In this region, several overlapping cultural elements are
on the fringes of their distribution. This has been recognized in previous studies
(see e.g. Ayripad 1952b, 22-23; 1973, 207; Edgren 1997, 155; Mokkonen &
Seitsonen 2007).

Middle and Late Neolithic materials found on the south-east coast of Finland
bear witness to lively contacts and some degree of interaction in all directions.
Northern influences are most clearly seen in asbestos-tempered Kierikki and P6lja
ceramics, the main distribution of which is in the inland Lake District and in
coastal Ostrobothnia north of the city of Vaasa (e.g. Carpelan 1999). However,
these ceramics are also well in evidence on the shores of the Gulf of Finland, east
of the Kymi River estuary (Pesonen 1999).

Eastern influences are represented by Eastern Pit-Comb Ware, which is
occasionally found on the Finnish coast east of the Kymi River (Miettinen 1998,
42). Otherwise, Eastern Pit-Comb Ware is found in the Vuoksi River Basin in
Eastern Finland (Carpelan 1999, 257, fig. 3; Kokkonen 1978; Pesonen 1999).
There are also some other artefacts of eastern origin, for example, an anthropo-
morphic flint figurine found at the Mattilan VPK-talo dwelling site in Virolahti
parish (Kivikoski 1961, 58; Huurre 1998, 294-295; Mokkoénen & Seitsonen
2007, 23).

The southern influences include material common in Estonia, on the southern
shore of the Gulf of Finland. Some similarities between the Late Comb Ware
found on the Finnish south coast and pottery found in the eastern Baltic have

" In Finland the Middle Neolithic Stone Age is dated to ca. 4000-2300 cal BC and the Late
Neolithic Stone Age to ca. 2300—1800 cal BC (e.g. Carpelan 2002).
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been noted in earlier studies (Rauhala 1977, 41). However, ‘Estonian’ influence
in south-eastern Finland dates mostly to the Late Neolithic period. The Estonian
types of battle-axes (see Ayripiaia 1952a, 82, 88, 94; Jaanits 1973, 62, 73) and
sharp-butted axes (Luho 1948, 102—103; Miettinen 1998, 52—54; Rosén 1950;
Soikkeli 1912, 291) are represented in the finds, and especially the latter are well
represented. ‘Estonian’ influence on Middle and Late Neolithic pottery has been
suggested on several occasions. In the late 1970’s Christian Carpelan coined a
Late Neolithic ceramic type called ‘Intermediate Zone Late Stone Age Ware’ or
‘Middle Zone Ceramics’ (Fi. vdlivyohykkeen keramiikka), which is understood
to be an inland parallel to the Kiukainen Ware found in coastal areas. It is
distributed from southern Ostrobothnia — via Tavastland (Fi. Hime), Eastern
Uusimaa and south-eastern Finland — to the Karelian Isthmus (Fig. 1). This area
matches the area between the main distributions of the coast-oriented Kiukainen
Ware and the inland Asbestos Ware traditions. This pottery type is still poorly
studied, but Carpelan supposes that the influence of East Baltic Late Corded
Ware and Early Textile pottery played a notable part in its formation (Carpelan
1979, 14-15; see also Carpelan 1999, 266—268.)

As viewed from south-eastern Finland, the ‘western’ influences refer to the
appearance of ceramic types found mostly in the western part of the Gulf of
Finland. All of these Middle and Late Neolithic ceramic types — Jakarld Ware,
Pyheensilta Ware, and Kiukainen Ware — are also represented on the south-eastern
coast of Finland (see Pesonen 1999). This area is clearly a kind of contact zone
between different cultural influences (see Ayréipéiéi 1952b, 22-24; Edgren 1997,
155; Mokkonen & Seitsonen 2007) — an area where many cultural traits overlap
outside their respective core areas.

Meskéirtty — a three-room housepit

The Meskéirtty site is exceptional. The site is located in an area that is poorly
represented in the distribution maps of housepits (Pesonen 2002a). In addition,
Stone Age structures of such large proportions have not been previously found on
the coasts of the Gulf of Finland. Furthermore, the ceramics found at the site also
represent types other than the ones one would primarily expect to find in this
context.

The Meskédrtty housepit is located on top of a small moraine hillock,
completely covering its summit. According to the radiocarbon dates (see below),
the site has been in use approximately from 3360 to 2100 cal BC. Based on
recent shoreline displacement studies (Miettinen 2002), the Meskédértty site was
originally located on the seashore by a small inlet (Fig. 2). Later, as a consequence
of land uplift, the inlet dried up or formed a small freshwater pond. The threshold
of the inlet lays roughly at the elevation of 11 m asl., which corresponds to sea
level at ca. 2300 cal BC. Therefore, it is probable that during the later dwelling
phase the site was no longer located by the seashore.
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the Meskaartty site
Water (14 m asl.)
Shoreline (11 m asl.)
Wetland

Iy o

Fig. 2. Topographic location of the Meskéirtty site. (A) Contours at 2.5 m intervals show the
topography of the site ca. 3000 cal BC (shoreline at 14 m asl.) and 2300 cal BC (shoreline at 11 m
asl.). (B) The location of map (A) on a smaller scale map. Black = the present Gulf of Finland; grey
=the sea at 14 m asl.

The Meskéadrtty housepit is a large one. The overwhelming majority of house-
pits known from Finland are less than 10 m in diameter (see Pesonen 2002a). The
length of the preserved housepit, measured from the edge of the gravel pit to the
outer rim of the southern embankment, is ca. 35 m (Figs 3 and 4). The original
length of the housepit has been, by rough estimate, nearly 45 m. The maximum
breadth of the housepit, as measured between the outer rims of the embankment,
is ca. 20 m.

The Meskdirtty housepit has three separate rooms connected by corridors.
Most of the northernmost room has been destroyed by the gravel pit. The middle
room (No. 1 in the maps) is the broader of the two preserved rooms. It measures
approximately 10 x 10 m, taking into account that the outer embankment has
partly collapsed inwards. Consequently, the present shape of the room is a rounded
square, although the original shape of the floor has most probably been a square.
This room is also very deep, ca. 0.9 to 1.5 m in depth as measured from the top of
the embankment.
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Fig. 3. Three-room housepit at the Meskaértty site. The photo was taken from the top of the
embankment facing SE. The rooms are numbered (see Figs 4 and 5). Photo by Teemu Mokkonen.

metres

Fig. 4. The Meskdirtty housepit. Contours at 10 cm intervals. The rooms are numbered, shovel test pits
are marked with black dots, and the triangle marks the approximate find location of the sharp-butted axe.
Mapped by T. Mokkonen, K. Nordqvist, H. Nordqvist, and W. Perttola. Layout by Teemu Moékkoénen.
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The floor space of the southern
room (No. 2 in the maps) is slightly
smaller than that of the middle room.

\ Its quadrangular flat floor area is ca.
3. 7 x 6 m in size, and the depth varies
between 0.5 to 0.9 m. At the southern
end of this room there is a nearly semi-
circular depression directly connected
to the room. The depth of this
1. \ depression varies between 0.4 to 0.7 m.
The depression, located on the central
axis of the end wall, is apparently one

of the doorways (Fig. 5).
The size of the northern, almost
2. totally obliterated room is not known
(No. 3 in the maps). According to the
li landowner and his father, the northern
\ / room was nearly as big as the middle
ll. room.” On the basis of an estimate
made after the measuring, the third
10 metres room may have been as deep as the
middle room but slightly smaller. The
floor area has presumably been some

— =

L
——

Fig. 5. Schematic interpretation of the Meskaértty L
housepit. Double-headed arrows mark the door- 10 x 9 m in size.
ways. The flat area on the southern embankment The rooms are connected by

is outlined with a dashed line. Drawing by Teemu  corridors. According to observations
Mgkkdnen. made on the surface, these corridors

were about 3 m wide and about 2 m
long, the latter corresponding also to the supposed thickness of the wall separating
the rooms.

A continuous embankment surrounds the housepit. The width of the embank-
ment generally varies between 3 and 6 m. On average, it is narrower on the
eastern side, where the terrain also descends steeply immediately outside the
housepit. On the western long side, the embankment is nearly twice as thick as on
the eastern side. At the southern end, by one of the doorways, the embankment is
almost 10 m wide. At this location, on top of the embankment, there is a large
flat area. This area is so distinguishable that it might have had some special
function — possibly that of an above-ground storeroom with a passage connecting
it to the semi-subterranean residential blocks.

2 Personal communication with Reiska Jirvenkyli (the present landowner of the Meskiirtty site)
and Hannu Jarvenkyld (previous landowner, Reiska’s father) at the Meskadrtty site, 03.11.2007.
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There are three entrances to the Mesk&artty housepit, one in each room. The
most obvious one on the southern short end, already mentioned above, is located
on the longitudinal axis of the housepit. Two other doorways are visible as
shallow areas in the embankment. In the middle room the doorway opens to the
east, and in the northern room to the west. The existence of the latter doorway is
probable, even though half of the doorway has been destroyed.

On top of the western embankment there are also other structures: three round
depressions ca. 2 m in diameter and 30 cm in depth. These are presumed to be
the remains of storage pits dug into the wider embankment. Similar storage
pits have been excavated at the Kérmelahti site in the Lake Saimaa area
(Katiskoski 2002, 173) and at the Kuuselankangas site in Northern Ostrobothnia
(Halinen et al. 1998). In addition, there is a pit-like hollow in the outer rim of the
western embankment next to the middle room. It might be part of the original
structure, although it might also originate from some other post-occupation event,
i.e., a windfall or the digging of a burrow. If it is part of the original structure,
it may have had something to do with the ventilation of the house (see the
Vuollerim housepit in Loeffler & Westfal 1985, 430). As another, possibly more
probable alternative, it might have something to do with storage.

Finds from the Meskiirtty site

The majority of finds were collected from the brink of the gravel pit. They
concentrated in the housepit and the embankments, where the heavily stained
cultural layer is also deepest (ca. 30—40 cm in depth). Some finds associated with
thinner cultural layers were also noted outside the housepit. Stones clearly cracked
by fire were not observed.

Ceramics

The number of pottery sherds found at the Meskédartty site is low. The
material consists of only 52 sherds, all from the edge of the gravel pit right next
to the partly destroyed housepit. Looking at the density of the fabric, there are
two categories of ceramics — porous ceramics with organic temper and more dense
ceramics. However, all the pottery found at the site is, more or less, made from
clay mixed with organic temper and sand. There is only variation in the proportions
of the used tempers and in firing, and no definite border separating the two
categories can be defined.

The dominant sherds are porous ceramics. Most of these are thick sherds with
a striated inner surface made of clay mostly mixed with organic matter and, to a
lesser extent, with sand. The identifiable organic materials seen as imprints in the
sherds are shells, grass and bones crushed into tiny pieces. The outer surfaces are
rough — not smoothed like the striated inner surfaces. The inner surfaces of the
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ceramics are grainy, too, due to imprints that are the traces of organic materials
burned out during the firing of the vessels or dissolved over the course of time.
These sherds are for the most part undecorated. Only one sherd has some
decoration, which consists solely of small shallow round imprints (5 mm in
diameter) running in horizontal rows on the outer surface (Fig. 6).

Among the porous ceramics are three sherds exhibiting a small amount of
profiling with no sharp shoulders.” These sherds are undecorated and tempered
mainly with grass and to a lesser extent with crushed shell and sand. In these
sherds, both surfaces are porous, the inner surfaces are striated, and the firing is
of poor quality.

The porous ceramics include one straight rim sherd without any thickening or
protruding rim border. This undecorated sherd cannot be confused with a coil end
since there is black charred encrustation on the top of the rim as well as on
the inner surface. The charred organic remains on the inner surface of this sherd
have been radiocarbon dated to 3370-3100 cal BC (Hela-1613, 4535+35 BP).
This date is confirmed by another radiocarbon date on carbonized organic
remains found attached to a sherd of similar porous undecorated pottery (Hel-1615,
4520440 BP). The dates are practically coeval (Table 1). Together, these dates,
combined through a calibration program, point to the period 3360-3100 cal BC
(2 sigma). Despite the minute size of the dated samples (0.4 and 0.6 mg), the two

Fig. 6. Ceramics from the Meskéirtty site. A dated sherd of Late Corded Ware farthest right in the
upper row. Other sherds are Late Comb Ware. Photo by Teemu Mokkonen.

? The National Museum of Finland, Archaeological collections (NM) 37112: 6, 20, 24.
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Table 1. Radiocarbon dates from the Meskaértty site

Lab. No. | "C-years | Calibrated | Calibrated | & 13C | Catalogue Sample Ceramic
date 1 sigma|date 2 sigma number material type
(cal BO)* | (cal BC)*

Hel-1613 4535435 3360-3110 3370-3100 -25.1 NM37112:1 Charred Late Comb
organic Ware
remains

Hel-1614 3820445 23502150 24602130 -25.0 NM37112:2 Charred Late Corded
organic Ware
remains

Hel-1615 452040  3350-3110 3370-3090 —27.5 NM37112:3 Charred Late Comb
organic Ware
remains

* Atmospheric data from Reimer et al. (2004); OxCal v3.10 Bronk Ramsey (2005); cub r:5 sd:12
prob usp[chron].

identical dates indicate that the results are correct. This pottery is considered to
be identical with the type of Late Comb Ware found in Estonia, an interpretation
also accepted by Professor Aivar Kriiska (pers. comm., 06.02.2008).

Two other rim sherds with only the inner surface remaining are also counted
as Late Comb Ware. This identification is based on the porosity and poor firing
of the sherds. One of the sherds has a straight rim* and another has an inwards-
thickening rim’. The latter originates from a vessel ca. 20 cm in diameter.

The date of the Mesk&artty sherds is rather late as compared to Late Comb
Ware in Finland. On the basis of five AMS-datings on birch bark pitch or crust on
Late Comb Ware sherds, Pesonen dates Late Comb Ware to ca. 3800-3400 cal BC
(Pesonen 2004, 91; see also Leskinen 2003, 20-21). In setting these limits, Pesonen
has left out one date of his series because it is considerably younger than any
other Comb Ware date from Finland. This particular date, 3500-3020 cal BC
(2 sigma, Hela-358, 4550+60 BP), derives from the Hayrynméki site in Viipuri,
on Karelian Isthmus. The dates from Mesk&értty and from the Karelian Isthmus
in Russia are clearly younger than dates obtained from other parts of Finland.
This is not very surprising, since direct AMS-dates on Estonian Late Comb Ware
are even younger. Late Comb Ware found at the Loona site on Saaremaa has
been dated to 2920—2480 cal BC (2 sigma) (Kriiska et al. 2005; Kriiska & Tvauri
2007, 63-64; Lougas et al. 1996), and even dates as young as 2000—1900 cal BC
have been applied to Late Comb Ware (Kriiska 2001; Lang & Kriiska 2001, 92;
see also Lang 2006, 122).

These dates might indicate that there is considerable regional variation in
the dating of Late Comb Ware. For the present this notion is, however, based on
a limited number of AMS dates. Another relevant viewpoint is the question of

4 NM 37112: 23.
5 NM 37112: 19.
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defining a pottery style — what sort of pottery
can reasonably be classified as Late Comb Ware?
Nevertheless, in the traditional Finnish Neo-
lithic chronology Late Comb Ware is reckoned
to last for the most part until 3200 cal BC, and
in some regions until ca. 2800 cal BC (Carpelan
1999; see also Siiridinen 1974, 1978, 1987).
Carpelan’s scheme covering the Stone Age
chronology of Finland suggests that the use
of Late Comb Ware continues longer in the
‘Middle Zone’, i.e. in south-western Finland
Fig. 7. An imprint of the musscl %n th; region betvyeep the coastal area and the
Cer-ast.o derma glaucum (Lagoon interior Lake District (Carpelan 1979, 11;
g g 6
cockle) in Late Comb Ware. Photo 1999, 273).
by Teemu Mokkénen. One porous sherd contains an imprint of
a whole mussel (Fig. 7). According to Ilmari
Valovirta, this mussel belongs to the family
Cardiidae, and the specific species is presumably Cerastoderma glaucum (Engl.
lagoon cockle), which is a common mussel all around the Baltic Sea (Valovirta,
pers. comm., 03.03.2008). The mussel in question lives both in brackish water
and in salt water. Similar mussels have also been used as temper in Jakérla Ware
in south-western Finland (Edgren 1966, 109). In contrast to these observations
from Finland, the shells used as temper in Narva Pottery on the northern shore of
Estonia are fresh-water clams, namely Unio tumidus (Engl. swollen river mussel)
and Anodonta cygnea (Engl. swan mussel) (Kriiska 1996).

The more dense ceramics are represented by only 10 sherds. One of the dense
sherds is decorated with two parallel horizontal rows of small round imprints
(Fig. 6).” On the outer surface, between the rows of imprints, there is a fibrous
impression, the likes of which are considered the best characteristic for defining
Late Corded Ware in Estonia (Kriiska 2000, 64, 70; Kriiska & Nordqvist 2007,
35). The inner surface is smoothed and striated. In this well-fired sherd, the
tempers used are fine sand and a small amount of bone crushed into tiny pieces.
Charred organic remains from this sherd were dated to 2460-2130 cal BC (2 sigma,
Hela-1614, 3820+45 BP).

In addition to the sherd mentioned above, there is another sherd that might
also be identifiable as Late Corded Ware.® This 10 mm thick rim sherd has a rim
thickening ca. 1 mm inwards. The top of the rim is slightly wavy. The fabric of
the sherd is porous, but both surfaces have been smoothed. On the outer surface

6 Actually, no unambiguous data, such as radiocarbon dates that would support the assumption of

Late Comb Ware being longer in use in the ‘Middle Zone’, are presented in Carpelan’s papers.
According to Carpelan, this idea is not based on any precise dating, but rather on reasoning
(Carpelan, pers. comm., 19.04.2008).

7 NM 37112: 2.

¥ NM 37112:22.
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of this well-fired sherd there are two imprints, possibly marking the presence of
fibrous materials when the vessel was being shaped.

The Corded Ware Culture is dated in Finland to ca. 3200/3100-2350 cal BC
(Carpelan 1999, 2004; Carpelan & Parpola 2001). The dated Late Corded Ware
in the Meskédrtty material (2460-2130 cal BC) is slightly younger than other
material connected to Corded Ware in Finland. In Estonia, on the southern shore
of the Gulf of Finland, dates show that Corded Ware as well as Late Comb Ware
remained in use considerably longer than in Finland — even up to the beginning
of Bronze Age ca. 1800 cal BC (Kriiska 2001; Lang & Kriiska 2001).

The other undecorated sherds made of more dense clay fabric cannot be
classified due to their small size and lack of characterizing traits. Among them
are sherds made of denser clay in which the main temper is fine sand but a small
amount of organic matter (mainly shells, lesser crushed bone) is also present.
One sherd has a smoothed and polished outer surface and another has both
surfaces polished. In addition, there are two denser sherds that are unique in the
Meskaidrtty material. One of these is light brown in colour, small and thin, only
5 mm thick sherd made of sand-tempered clay mixed with nearly invisible flecks,
probably of crushed bone. Another unique sherd is coarser. Its clay mass is
tempered with coarser quartziferous sand mixed with mica.

To sum up, Late Comb Ware and a few sherds of Late Corded Ware were
identified in the Meskéddrtty ceramic material. Both ceramic styles bear a close
connection to the material found on the southern shore of the Gulf of Finland.
Among the undecorated sherds with clay paste similar to Late Comb Ware are
three pieces with slight profiling. The presence of profiling is a trait that is not
known from Late Comb Ware in Finland. Instead, profiled vessels appear along-
side Corded Ware in Pyheensilta Ceramics (e.g. Vikkula 1984). Regarding the
quality of clay paste and firing, no clearly distinctive groups may be distinguished.

An early sharp-butted axe

Around the year 2000, the landowner once again extracted moraine from the
site. When the moraine load was spread, a shaft-hole axe was found. According
to the landowner, the load containing the axe derived from the western wall bank
of the housepit’s northernmost room (the Jarvenkylds, pers. comm., 03.11.2007).
In 2003 the axe was classified as a battle-axe in a local history book (Lommi
2003, 17). The axe has not been catalogued as part of a museum collection and is
still in the landowner’s possession.

At the beginning of November 2007 the axe was sketched and photographed
during an expedition carried out for the purpose of measuring the housepit. The
axe is heavily eroded and a small piece of its butt has split away (Figs 8 and 9). It
measures 20 cm in length and 7 cm in maximum breadth. The cross-section is
nearly segment-shaped or nearly trapezoid, the back is slightly curved, the blade
is strongly curved backwards, and there is a small shaft-hole ridge and polished
facets on both sides.
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Fig. 9. Early sharp-butted axes. Find locations: 1 the Meskdarty site (Virolahti, Finland), 2 Réaisdla
Parish (Mel nikovo in Russian, Karelian Isthmus), 3 Joeldhtme Parish (Estonia). The Raiséld axe
from Ayripad 1952b. The Jeldhtme axe from Jaanits 1973. Drawing of the Meskdirtty axe by
Teemu Mokkonen.

The Meskéirtty axe resembles both a battle-axe and a sharp-butted axe. Two
nearly identical axes have been found — one on the Karelian Isthmus in the former
Finnish parish of Riiséld (nowadays Russian Mel nikovo) (Ayripad 1952a, 89-90,
fig. 15) and another in Joeldhtme on the northern shore of Estonia (Jaanits 1973,
70-71, fig. 23). The most prominent difference between these axes is in the shape
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of the cross-sections. In the Réisdld axe the cross-section is more trapezoid and
more angular than in the Meskéirtty axe. In the J3eldhtme axe the cross-section
is oval, even though it is otherwise similar in appearance to the two other axes.

All these axes have many traits in common with the Baltic Karlova-type of
battle-axes, of which the strongly backwards curved blade is the most evident.
On typological grounds the Riisdld axe has been considered the oldest type of
sharp-butted axe (Ayripid 1952a, 89). Jaanits has considered the Riiséld axe and
the Joeldhtme axe to represent an intermediate stage in the development from
Karlova-type battle-axes to sharp-butted axes (Jaanits 1973, 70, 74). Hence, the
Meskédrtty axe is the third known example of an early sharp-butted axe.

Most of the sharp-butted axes found in Finland are made of uralite porphyrite,
which is considered to be an import from Estonia (e.g. Europaeus 1922, 107;
Jaanits et al. 1982, 114; Laitakari 1928, 24; Luho 1946, 61-62; Soikkeli 1912,
290-291). However, the Meskaértty axe is probably made of diabase (Kinnunen,
pers. comm., 07.01.2007; Lehtinen, pers. comm., 04.01.2007).9 Diabase is the
most extensively used rock in Finnish types of battle-axes — olivine diabase from
the Satakunta region in south-west Finland being the most common — but notably
rare in sharp-butted axes (Laitakari 1928; Luho 1946). Only 8 (11%) of the 71
studied sharp-butted axes found in Finland and in ‘Ceded Karelia’'® are made
of diabases (Laitakari 1928).

In Finland, the distribution of sharp-butted axes is nearly congruent with the
distribution of battle-axes, but on the Karelian Isthmus and in Russian Karelia
sharp-butted axes are dispersed far beyond the border of battle-axes (Huurre
2003, 229; Luho 1946, 62; Rosén 1950, 75). This indicates that during the Late
Neolithic, not only axes but also other cultural influences spread beyond the
traditional north-northeast limit of the Corded Ware culture.

The relatively high number of sharp-butted axes found in the coastal areas of
Kymenlaakso Province, i.e., in the area between the westernmost estuary of the
River Kymi and the Finnish-Russian border, has been seen to indicate contacts
with Estonia (Carpelan 1999, 265; Huurre 2003, 229; Miettinen 1998, 54). In
Virolahti Parish these contacts are also manifested by an early variant of the
Karlova type battle-axe that is considered to be of Estonian origin (Ayripis 1952a,
82, 88, fig. 2; Jaanits 1973, 62). This axe, unique in Finland, was found in the
village of Yl4-Pihlaja, about six kilometres east of the Meské&értty site.

Following the research history of Late Neolithic axes, the Mesk&értty axe
may be described as an early sharp-butted axe. But what does this actually mean?
Does this typological notion bear a chronological meaning, too? With respect to
Finnish battle-axes, all of the types created through typology do not actually bear

° The definition of the rock is based on a digital photo and the specific gravity of the axe.

10" Ceded Karelia consists of the Karelian Isthmus and Ladoga Karelia. That is the area that was
ceded to Russia in the truce agreement between Finland and the Soviet Union in 1944.
Currently, this area is divided between two Russian administrative districts. The northern part is
under the administration of the Republic of Karelia and the southern part belongs to the Leningrad
Oblast.
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any clear chronological significance (Edgren 1992, 93; cf. Carpelan 2004, 56).
In Finland, it has been supposed that sharp-butted axes are predominantly of
younger date than proper battle-axes (Luho 1946, 62; 1948, 102—103). On the
other hand, it has also been stated that the sharp-butted axes are partly older than
the beginning of the Late Neolithic Kiukainen Ware (Luho 1948, 103). Carpelan
has suggested that the sharp-butted axe type appears in Finland during the 25th
century cal BC, i.e., the final stage of the Corded Ware Culture (Carpelan 2004, 56;
see also Europaeus 1922, 106—-109). Nevertheless, the period when sharp-butted
axes are predominant is contemporaneous with the Late Neolithic cultures, which,
in the southern part of Finland, are considered to be mostly younger than the Corded
Ware Culture (e.g. Edgren 1992, 107, 110, 115; Meinander 1954, 78, 156).

In Estonia, the dating of sharp-butted axes runs parallel to Finland and vice
versa. There, the oldest sharp-butted axes are considered to be of similar age as
the late battle-axes of the Karlova type (Jaanits et al. 1982, 113, 116). This notion
is based on the typological similarities between the two axe types, and hybrid
axes are consequently considered the oldest type of sharp-butted axes (Jaanits
1973; Ayripad 1952a, 89). Likewise, it has been presumed that at the time sharp-
butted axes were introduced, pottery had not yet changed from the earlier to the
later phase of Corded Ware (Jaanits et al. 1982, 117).

Recently, new AMS-dates from Estonian Stone Age burial sites have been
published (Kriiska et al. 2007). Among the dated burials are two graves with
battle-axes. The lower jawbone (Lat. mandibula) of the Karlova burial with a
Karlova type battle-axe was dated to 2460-2130 cal BC (2 sigma). In the Kunila
burial site, the lower jawbone from a grave with a sharp-butted axe (see Johanson
2006, 128, table 1; Kriiska et al. 2007) was dated to 2580-2340 cal BC (2 sigma).
In the light of these dates, it is obvious that the Karlova type battle-axes and
sharp-butted axes have partly co-existed.

Previously, sharp-butted axes and ceramics have not been found in the same
undisturbed context, and therefore the connection between this axe type and the
ceramics has not been recognized in Finland (Huurre 2003, 232; Meinander
1954, 155-156). In the case of the Meskéirtty site, this question cannot be solved
unambiguously. At Meskéadrtty the date of the Late Comb Ware (3360-3100
cal BC, 2 sigma) is far too early for sharp-butted axes. Instead, the date of the
Late Corded Ware (2460-2130 cal BC, 2 sigma) found at the Meskéirtty site
could be suitable for dating the axe. This date is congruent with the calibrated
date of the eponymous Karlova burial site mentioned above. However, it is not
certain, even though it is very probable, that the axe and the Late Corded Ware
derive from the same temporal context.

Lithics and bones

The lithic material from the Meskaértty site is small. The quartz artefacts
consist of 14 flakes and one bi-polar core that was found in a shovel test pit made
inside the southernmost room of the housepit. In addition to quartzes, two scrapers
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made of red porphyrite were found
(Fig. 10), one of which came from
a shovel test pit in the middle
room. Red porphyrite is a local raw
material that occurs in the local
granitic bedrock. The lithics also
include several flakes of porphyritic
rocks.

The use of porphyrite as a raw
material for flaked artefacts dates
mostly to the Late Neolithic Fig. 10. Porphyrite scrapers from the Meskaartty
in Finland (Heikkurinen-Montell site. Photo and drawing by Teemu Mokkoénen.
2005; Hertell & Manninen 2005;

Meinander 1954, 120-121; 1957),

even though such artefacts were also used earlier in south-west Finland around
the time of the ‘Jdkdrla Group’ (according to Asplund (1995) ca. 4300-3000
cal BC, for even wider date range see Asplund 1997), named after a distinctive
pottery style.

In addition, a few pieces of burnt bone were collected from the brink of the
sand pit. Since this material has not been properly studied, it will be passed over
here, only noting that it includes a few seal radii (K. Mannermaa & K. Salo, pers.
comm., 07. and 22.05.2008).

Organic tempered ware in Kymenlaakso Province

The use of organic temper is a common feature in Late Neolithic ceramics.
However, the use of porous fabric is not solely a Late Neolithic phenomenon.
Porous, ‘organic’ tempered clay fabric also appears in Middle Neolithic Typical
Comb Ware, particularly style II:2 (Leskinen 2003, 13—14). In Finland, the use of
organic temper is most common in Late Comb Ware, Pyheensilta Ceramics, and
the so-called ‘Middle Zone Ceramics’, even though it is also known from other
Late Neolithic pottery types. These include bone, egg-shell, shell and feather-
tempered variants of P6lja ceramics and Kiukainen Ware (e.g. Carpelan 1979, 15;
Huurre 1984, 45-46; Pesonen 2004, 90; Vikkula 1984). As for organic temper, it
must be noted that limestone temper has been included under the term ‘organic
temper’ in earlier studies, at least in the case of Late Comb Ware (Europaeus-
Ayripad 1930, 183—187; Leskinen 2003, 13; Pesonen 2004, 92-93).

As an overall impression, it has been stated that the use of organic temper
characterizes Neolithic ceramics found in southern and western Finland while
sand and crushed stone were used in southern as well as in eastern Finland
(Pesonen 2004, 92-93). Nonetheless, there are exceptions. In Kainuu Province in
northern Finland, organic temper came into use already during the Typical Comb
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Ware Period (Huurre 1986, 59; Lavento 1992, 36; 2004, 69). There, the organic
tempered ceramics could be predominantly classified as parallels to Typical
Comb Ware, Pyheensilta Ware, or Kierikki/Polja ceramics (Huurre 1984, 45-46;
1986, 59-60; Lavento 2004, 69; see also Edgren 1964). In this case, the Russian
typological scheme for Neolithic ceramics (see Zhul nikov 1999; 2003; 2007)
could be applied just as well as the Finnish one, if not even better. In addition
to Kainuu Province, local trends in ceramics not conforming all that well to
common typologies are also known from other regions.

The existence of porous, organic tempered pottery in Kymenlaakso Province
on the south-eastern coast of Finland is noted in studies on Late Neolithic pottery.
In his study on Corded Ware pottery in Finland, Torsten Edgren discussed
vegetable imprints on Corded Ware sherds found at the municipalities of Vehkalahti
(nowadays part of Hamina) and Virolahti (Edgren 1970, 33, fpl. 344, 349). This
is not typical of Corded Ware pottery in other areas of Finland. In his study of
Kiukainen Ware, C. F. Meinander connected the porous and roughly made ceramics
found at the Ravi site in Sakkijarvi (nowadays just over the border on the Russian
side) to Kiukainen Ware, even though he defined the sherds as atypical
Kiukainen Ware (Meinander 1954, 73, 151). Likewise, Kiukainen Ware found
in Kymenlaakso Province is not considered ‘pure’ Kiukainen Ware but rather
some sort of hybrid pottery — at least when comparing eastern finds to Kiukainen
Ware found in south-western Finland (Miettinen, T. 1998, 54).

Only a few excavated sites from the south-eastern coast of Finland have been
published. Among these, shell-tempered Late Comb Ware is known from the
Niskasuo dwelling site in Kotka (Kokkonen 1978, 30). Another interesting site is
Kvarnbacken in Liljendal, located ca. 15 kilometres west of the most western
estuary of the Kymi River. This site has produced porous un-profiled ceramics
with fur/hair temper. These sherds have been decorated only with roundish imprints
and double dots, the first of which occur also on top of the rim. These sherds are
not defined as belonging to any particular pottery type, but because the sherds
show some resemblance to Pyheensilta ceramics, they are called ‘Pyheensilta
ceramics’ in the appendix (Rauhala 1977, 41-42, kuvaliite 12). Recently, pottery
resembling western Finnish Pyheensilta ceramics has also been found from the
former municipality of Johannes (Ru. Sovetskij) located on the Karelian Isthmus,
by the Gulf of Finland in Russia (Carpelan et al. 2008).

To me, it appears that the use of organic temper in Kymenlaakso Province has
a character all of its own. Corded Ware with organic temper is a rarity in Finland,
and the Late Neolithic organic tempered wares found in Kymenlaakso have been
difficult to fit into current typologies of ceramics. This is not surprising, since
Late Neolithic ceramics are a poorly studied subject in Finnish archaeology. The
question, what are the relations between Late Comb Ware with slight profiling
found at the Meskairtty site, ‘pottery resembling western Finnish Pyheensilta
ceramics’, and ‘Middle Zone Ceramics’, is one that needs to be answered in the
future.
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Large multi-room housepits in Finland and the Republic of Karelia

This section offers a short incursion into the dating and distribution of multi-
room housepits. This is not a comprehensive review but merely a report on
different types of semi-subterranean structures, prepared in order to gain a better
understanding of large multi-room dwelling structures.

First of all, it must be noted that different names are used for quite similar
types of Stone Age structures. In this presentation, multi-room housepits are
discussed in more detail while structures such as settlement embankments and
large rectangular enclosures, also known as ‘Giant’s Churches’ (Fi. jétinkirkot,
Sw. jéttekyrkor, see Okkonen 2003) or simply as megastructures (see Nufiez 2004),
are mentioned only in passing. The grouping of semi-subterranean structures into
housepits, settlement embankments, and ‘Giant’s Churches’ is partly artificial.
The grouping principle is based on the soil type on which the structures have
been erected. Housepits lie on sandy soils, settlement embankments on very stony
moraines or boulder fields, and ‘Giant’s Churches’ mainly on boulder fields
(Okkonen 2003, 28-30, 101-103; Pesonen 2002a, 13—14). All of these structures
with their different names are actually manifestations of similar building traditions
(Kotivuori 1993, 21; Okkonen 2003, 28). To be sure, different kinds of structures
have their own characteristics, specific distribution, functions, and dating. Never-
theless, for example, the structural difference between large housepits, settlement
embankments and regular ‘Giant’s Churches’ is small, virtually non-existent (see
Mokkonen et al. 2007, 20-22, note 10).

Multi-room housepits are most typically found in Ostrobothnia, and to a lesser
extent in the Finnish interior. Some examples are also known from the Republic
of Karelia in Russia (Zhul'nikov 2003). Multi-room housepits, as considered
here, include structures with walls, detectable on the surface without excavations,
separating the rooms, as well as structures resembling terrace houses, where
several housepits are connected to each other by corridors. Consequently, the
picture presented here is far from the general picture of the internal division of
space in semi-subterranean structures. As an example, there are housepits where
the visible walls separating the rooms are missing but where the presence of
separate rooms is attested to by several entrances or verified by data obtained in
excavations. In some excavated housepits the internal division has been verified
either through evidence of a log wall (Costopoulus 2005, 7) or with the help of
the distribution of artefacts and stained soil (Pesonen 2006, 201-202). Nonetheless,
this article concentrates only on cases in which the separate rooms are visible
above ground.

Ostrobothnia

All three types of structures mentioned above are found in the Ostrobothnian
Stone Age coastal area. This area is known for its numerous large structures
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dating to the Neolithic Stone Age. Of these, the large settlement embankments and
‘Giant’s Churches’ are known solely from this area.

The largest settlement embankments in northern Ostrobothnia are the
Mintyselkd N2 site in Haukipudas Parish (where the floor area encircled by the
embankment is ca. 25 x 12 m in size) and the Hevoskorpi site in Kannus Parish
(ca. 20 x 15 m) (Pesonen 2002a, 27-28; Okkonen 2003, 101-103, 226). The
largest ‘Giant’s Churches’ are even bigger, reaching 60 m in length and 35 m
in width (Forss 1996, 26; Hergard & Holmblad 2005, 76—77), but in general
they are smaller, being 20-40 m in length and 10-30 m in width (Hergéard &
Holmblad 2005, 78; see also Forss 1996).

‘Giant’s Churches’ and settlement embankments are mainly distributed in
the Late Neolithic coastal area in central and north Ostrobothnia. There, these
structures are usually connected with Poljd-type asbestos ceramics. According to
land uplift dating, the settlement embankments date to 2700-2000 cal BC and the
‘Giant’s Churches’ roughly to 3000-2000 cal BC (Okkonen 2003, 121-124; see
also Forss 1996; Hergard & Holmblad 2005)."" During the 3rd millennium cal BC,
more elongated and larger dwelling structures came into use. At the same time,
terrace houses, e.g., rows of pithouses interconnected by passages, appeared as
well. These houses can be of considerable length, measuring over 50 m from end
to end (Nuifiez & Okkonen 2005, 29).

Two terrace houses have been excavated, both located in Yli-Ii Parish in
North Ostrobothnia. The first of these, the longest known terrace house in Finland,
forms part of the Voima-Kuusela site (Fig. 11). It consists of seven interconnected
housepits encircled by an embankment and forming a terrace house ca. 9 x 64 m
in size. The house is partly excavated and the finds included Kierikki Ceramics
(Franzén et al. 1998). A charcoal pit inside the house dates to 3500-3100 cal BC
(2 sigma, 4580+60 BP, Beta-12092) (Franzén et al. 1998; Pesonen 2002a, 17).
Another excavated terrace house is located nearby on the Purkajansuo/Korvala
site. At this location, four interconnected housepits form a 40-m long terrace

' Recently, the appearence of ‘Giant’s Churches’ has been dated even earlier, as starting from
3500 cal BC (Nufies 2004, 358-359; Nuiiez & Okkonen 2005, 33; see also Nufiez & Okkonen
1999, 107-108). According to Milton Nuiiez and Jari Okkonen (2005, 33) this early date, based
on shore-displacement studies, is supported by radiocarbon and OSL dates. However, the two
mentioned conventional radiocarbon dates on charcoal found in a pile of fire-cracked rocks at the
Kettukangas site in Raahe parish and published by Forss (1998) give a date of 3350-2500 cal BC
(probability 2 sigma; Hel-4032, 4520110 BP; Hel-4033, 4280+120 BP). The other cited
dates are from two piles of fire-cracked rocks at the Kastelli site in Raahe Parish (Okkonen
2003, 107, 192). The AMS dates on charcoal found in the piles fall between 2900-2490 cal BC
(probability 2 sigma; Hela-521, 4185460 BP; Hela-522 4125+70 BP) and the OSL and TL dates
average ca. 2500 cal BC (Okkonen 2003, 192). In my opinion, these dates do not actually
support the early beginning of building ‘Giant’s Churches’. On the contrary, taking into account
the old wood effect and the dates themselves, the quoted direct dates on samples obtained through
the excavations points to a rather later date. Based on the data at hand, I therefore prefer to date
the terminus post quem of the ‘Giant’s Churches’ to the very late 4th millennium/very early
3rd millennium cal BC.
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Fig. 11. Multi-room housepits from Ostrobothnia. Sites: 1 Teeriselkd (Haukipudas, after Okkonen
2003, fig. 114), 2 Purkajansuo/Korvala (Yli-Ii, after Schulz 2000), 3 Voima-Kuusela (Yli-Ii, after
Franzén et al. 1998), 4 Kangas (Kaustinen, after Halinen 1997). Excavation areas are outlined with
a dashed line. The stained soil inside the housepits is marked in dark grey. Redrawing by Teemu
Mokkonen.

house associated with Polja Ware (Schulz 2000; Pesonen 2002a, 17). Hans-
Peter Schulz has dated the terrace house on the basis of shore displacement
chronology to ca. 3250-3200 cal BC. This date is in accordance with a date on
charred organic remains attached to a rim sherd of Polja Ware, which gave a result
of 3360-2930 cal BC (2 sigma, 4475+60 BP, Hela-136) (Schulz 2000, 29).
According to radiocarbon dates from these two terrace houses, it seems reasonable
to propose that the emergence of the terrace house took place during the very late
4th millennium calBC.

In addition to the sites mentioned above, there are several other sites with
unexcavated terrace houses in Ostrobothnia. At the Teeriselka site in Haukipudas
Parish, four interconnected housepits form a terrace house ca. 32 x 8§ m in size
(Okkonen 2003, 227, fig. 114). In Central Ostrobothnia, two rows of three
interconnected housepits are known from the Hundbacken site in Pedersére
Parish. The total size of these terrace houses is ca. 40 x 12 m (see Miettinen et al.
1998, 167). Several excavations have been carried out at the site. The finds
include Late Comb Ware pottery, which is not, however, associated with the
terrace houses (Miettinen 1982, 16). In addition, one relatively long terrace house
is known from the Kangas site in Kaustinen Parish, where five housepits
connected by passages form a terrace house over 50 m long. The size of the
interconnected roundish/oval housepits varies between approximately 5 and 10 m
(Halinen 1997, fig. 3; Miettinen et al. 1998, 77). The upper parts of the dwelling
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site are synchronous with Typical Comb Ware. The terrace house lies at a lower
elevation and might, based on shore displacement chronology, be synchronous
with Late Comb Ware or Kierikki/P6ljd asbestos ceramics.

The Finnish inland

A number of large housepits with separate rooms are known from the interior
regions of Finland. The only excavated example, the Martinniemi 3 site in
Kerimiki Parish, is located in the Ancient Lake Saimaa area. This is a housepit
with two rooms measuring 13 x 9 m and 4.5 x 4.5 m (embankments not included).
It is associated with Kierikki and Polja type asbestos ceramics (Halinen et al.
2002; 2003). Unfortunately, there are no radiocarbon dates available, but the
P6lja ceramics are roughly dated to 3500-2600/1900 cal BC (Pesonen 2004). It is
possible that the housepit had three rooms. Because a road now runs through the
site, it cannot be said for certain whether the entrance of the housepit actually
was a corridor connecting the housepits on both sides of the road. If this is the
case, the original length of the housepit was ca. 37 m. The same site also contains
another multi-room housepit. This three-room housepit, smaller than the excavated
one, is ca. 30 m in length. A unique feature of this housepit is the presence of a
curved corridor connecting the smaller housepit to the larger central depression
(Fig. 12). As far as I know, this is the only example of a curved corridor in
Finland. Similar structures are known from Neolithic sites around Lake Onega
(see Zhul'nikov 1999; 2003).

A few more examples are to be found in the Ancient Lake Saimaa area.
Actually, all the other examples are two-room types. The Laitasaari site in
Outokumpu parish contains a double housepit ca. 18 x 7 m in size (Pesonen
2002b). The site has not been excavated, but Typical Comb Ware, Typical Comb
Ware with asbestos temper, and Pit-Comb Ware were found at the site during a
survey, not, however, in association with the housepit. The Kankaanlaita site in
Keriméki parish contains one double housepit in which two roundish depressions
ca. 5 to 6 m in diameter are connected by a passage and surrounded, at least on
the shore side, by an embankment. The total size of the double housepit as
measured from outer rim to outer rim of the embankment is approximately 16 x 9 m
(Moisanen 1991a, b). This particular housepit has not been excavated.

Furthermore, there are a number of possible double housepits in the Finnish
inland. Two housepits ca. 5 x 4 m in size found during a survey at the Hietaniemi
site in Juva Parish may be connected (Sepinmaa 1994). The Naarajérvi site in
Pieksdanmiki Parish has been excavated and interpreted as a double housepit ca.
25 x 13 m in total size (Matiskainen & Jussila 1984, 33). Other researchers have
questioned this interpretation and considered the site to represent two separate
structures with different occupation periods (Nufiez & Uino 1997, 137-138). The
site is associated with Typical Comb Ware.



A review of Neolithic multi-room housepits 135

)

%0

25m
[ .

Fig. 12. Multi-room housepits from the Finnish inland and south-eastern Finland. Sites:
1 Martinniemi 3 (Keriméiki, after Jussila 1993, Halinen 2000, and Halinen et al. 2002), 2 Kankaan-
laita (Kerimiki, after Moisanen 1991a), 3 Meskédirtty (Virolahti). Excavation areas are outlined
with a dashed line. The stained soil inside the housepits is marked in dark grey. Redrawing by
Teemu Mokkonen.

The Republic of Karelia and the Karelian Isthmus in Russia

In the Republic of Karelia, the known examples of excavated multi-room
housepits date to the 4th, 3rd and early 2nd millennium cal BC. The oldest example
is the Pegrema II site, where three interconnected housepits have been excavated.
Of these, the middle room is larger than the two other rooms (Fig. 13). The total
size of the housepit complex is ca. 28 x 8 m. The site is associated with Rhomb-
Pit Ware and dated by three radiocarbon dates to 4250-2900 cal BC (2 sigma)
(Zhul 'nikov 2003, fig. 15, tab. 2).

Other Russian Karelian examples are younger. At the Chelmuzhkar Kosa XXI
site two housepits are connected by a passage. One of the pits is 12 x 5.7 m and
the other 8 x 5.1 m in size. The larger housepit is intersected at the outer end by
an obviously younger housepit. This housepit is associated with Oravnavolok
XVI type ceramics. A third example is located at the Sumozero XV site. This is
a housepit with three interconnected rooms. The middle room is the largest,
measuring 11.3 x 7 m in size. The whole housepit complex measures ca. 22 x 68
m in size. This housepit is unexcavated (Zhul nikov 2003, figs 31, 47, table 2).

The last Russian Karelian example to be mentioned is not actually a multi-
room housepit but three separated housepits of similar size arranged next to each
other as a terrace house. It is typical that the housepits are located in a row, side
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Fig. 13. Housepits from the Republic of Karelia. Sites: 1 Pegrema 11 (after Zhul nikov 2003, fig. 15),
2 Voinavolok XXVII (after Zhul 'nikov 2003, fig. 25), 3 Chelmuzhkar Kosa XXI (after Zhul nikov
2003, fig. 31), 4 Sumozero XV (after Zhul nikov 2003, fig. 47). Excavation areas are outlined with
a dashed line. The stained soil inside the housepits is marked in dark grey. Redrawing by Teemu
Mokkonen.

by side, but here the terrace house-like impression is enhanced by symmetrical
and nearly interconnected entrances. The site in question, Voinavolok XXVII,
is located at the northern end of Lake Onega. The size of the three housepits
varies between 8.4-7.2 x 7.6—6 m. The overall impression, including the size,
closely resembles the general picture of the Purkajansuo/Korvala site in northern
Ostrobothnia. These dwellings are associated with Voinavolok XXVII type
ceramics. Two radiocarbon dates date the site to 3150-2550 cal BC (Zhul nikov
2003, fig. 25, table 2).

On the Karelian Isthmus, the first housepits were discovered in 1999 (Lavento
et al. 2001). No multi-room housepits have been found on the Karelian Isthmus
during fieldwork carried out in 2004-2007 (see Lavento et al. 2006; Mokkonen et
al. 2006; 2007). There are some sites where housepits have one or two entrances
and sites with elongated housepits, but interconnected housepits are still unknown.

The Meskddrtty housepit in relation to other multi-room housepits

The Meskédrtty housepit is a large one. The original size, as measured from
outer rim to outer rim of the embankment, has been approximately 45 x 20 m.
Dimensions comparable to the Meskaartty housepit are usually found only among
the Ostrobothnian ‘Giant’s Churches’ and in terrace houses. However, it must be
noted that the Meskééartty housepit is larger than most of the ‘Giant’s Churches’
(for measurements see Nufiez 2004, fig. 6; Nuflez & Okkonen 2005, fig. 6).
Furthermore, on comparing the Meskaértty housepit with Neolithic longhouses
found in south Scandinavia (Larsson 1998; Nielsen 1998), in central Europe
(Grygiel & Bogucki 1986; Last 1996; Whittle 1996, 163; 2001, 157) and in
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western Europe (Grogan 1996, 2002), the Meské&értty housepit turns out to be of
a remarkably large size — larger than most of the longhouses. Actually, Neolithic
semi-subterranean dwelling structures as large as the Meskaértty housepit and the
Ostrobothnian examples on the Finnish west coast are not known from elsewhere
in the Nordic countries.

Based on the dates obtained from Yli-Ii, the emergence of multi-room housepits
took place during the very late 4th millennium calBC — approximately between
33003000 cal BC. In the Lake Saimaa area, the two multi-room housepits located
in Kerimdki Parish referred to above are dated on the basis of land uplift
chronology (Jussila 1999) approximately to the period 3100-2750 cal BC. One of
these housepits, the one at the Martinniemi 3 site, is associated with Kierikki and
P6lja ceramics. The oldest date of the Meskédrtty housepit, ca. 3360-3100 cal BC,
falls approximately within the same period.

The question of the first appearance of multi-room housepits in the Republic
of Karelia in Russia is a difficult one. The oldest example, located at the
Pegrema II site, is associated with Rhomb-Pit Ware. The three dated charcoal
samples from the site date to ca. 4250-2900 cal BC (Zhul'nikov 2003, fig. 15,
table 2), but in general, the Rhomb-Pit Ware in this area dates to ca. 4000-2900
cal BC (Kosmenko 2004, 53).

The question of the first multi-room housepits can also be approached
differently. Another excavated site in Yli-li, Kuuselankangas, lies at a higher
elevation than the terrace houses. At Kuuselankangas, the non-interconnected
housepits are associated with Typical Comb Ware and Kierikki ceramics. The
youngest excavated housepit at this site is dated by two radiocarbon dates on
chewing resin quids found inside the housepit to 3700-3300 cal BC, i.e., to the
same period as Kierikki ceramics (Halinen et al. 1998). A comparison of the dates
from the Voima-Kuusela site and the Kuuselankangas site suggests that the tradition
of multi-room housepits did not begin at the same time as the first appearance of
Kierikki ceramics but came along later, while Kierikki ceramics were still in use.

In conclusion, it appears that the oldest terrace houses and other multi-room
housepits date to the Middle Neolithic period. The dates obtained from the terrace
houses in Yli-li are nearly coeval with other dates from the Lake Saimaa area and
the Meskairtty site. On the basis of these dates, I am of the opinion that multi-
room housepits emerged approximately simultaneously in different parts of Finland
between 3300 and 3000 cal BC.

Discussion

The Meskéértty site is anomalous with respect to the general distribution of
large multi-room housepits and the material found at the site. Therefore, there are
many issues to be considered. Firstly, the questions concerning ceramics will be
discussed. Next, a number of ideas about the origin of the multi-room housepits
will be presented.
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The ceramics found at the Meskéirtty site are comparable to the material
mostly found in Estonia, i.e., Late Comb Ware and Late Corded Ware. The
recovered sherds of Late Comb Ware exhibiting some profiling are of great
interest. I presume that this is a trait adopted into Late Comb Ware from Corded
Ware. The material itself and the dating support the evidence for Neolithic contacts
between Kymenlaakso Province and the southern coast of the Gulf of Finland,
already noted in previous studies. The collation of earlier studies on ceramics
shows that Kymenlaakso Province has produced Middle and Late Neolithic
ceramics that do not match existing Finnish pottery typologies.

In Finland, Kiukainen Ware is presumed to represent a cultural context in
which the Comb Ware tradition and the Corded Ware tradition were amalgamated
(e.g. Meinander 1954). A similar idea is also built into ‘Middle Zone Ceramics’
(Carpelan 1979, 1999). In Estonia, Late Comb Ware and Late Corded Ware co-
existed up to the beginning of the Bronze Age (Lang & Kriiska 2001). The final
stage of the Neolithic is poorly studied in Estonia (Kriiska & Tvauri 2007, 87),
a fact that also holds true for coastal south-eastern Finland. However, during the
Late Neolithic the amalgamation of the two cultural traditions is supposed to have
taken place in Estonia as well (Kriiska & Tvauri 2007, 87).

Even though I find Estonian typology useful when referring to ceramics found
at the Meskddrtty site, something bothers me. One reason for being suspicious
lies in the strong ethnic connotations — the Corded Ware tradition is associated
with Indo-European ethnicity and the Comb Ware tradition with local ethnic
groups (e.g. Carpelan & Parpola 2001)."* This is problematic, especially when
discussing late developments. As concerns ceramics, it must be noted that there
are chronological changes within the tradition referred to as Late Comb Ware
(Kriiska & Tvauri 2007, 63—64). Correspondingly, the Late Corded Ware found
in Estonia has its own characteristics — such as the use of organic tempers in north
Estonia and larger, roughly made vessels — that differ from earlier Corded Ware
(Jaanits et al. 1982, 109—111; Kriiska 2000; Kriiska & Tvauri 2007, 84). Because
of the strong ethnic connotations and the typological labels used on ceramics, one
may ask, is there room for recognizing assimilation?

In Finland, there are two areas where Corded Ware and other concurrent
cultures interacted, namely Ostrobothnia and the north-eastern coast of the Gulf
of Finland (Carpelan 1999; 2004). This is of particular interest, since Corded
Ware occurs in these areas together with other contemporaneous ceramics
(Carpelan 2004, 50-51, 59; Edgren 1997, 155; see also Ayripad 1952b, 22-23;
1973, 207). Futhermore, in extreme south-eastern Finland examples of hybrid-
like pottery have been recovered in excavations as early as 1961. These examples
derive from an excavation conducted by C. F. Meinander at the Mattilan VPK-talo
site in Virolahti. Though a research report was never submitted, this excavation

"2 In Finnish archacology there has always been a nearly total consensus that the Finnish Corded

Luoto 1986; see also Asplund 1995).
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is well known due to the anthropomorphic flint figurine found at the site. In the
find ca‘[alogue13 Meinander described some hybrid-like forms, such as vessels
shaped and decorated according to the Corded Ware tradition but made of fabric
reminiscent of the Comb Ware tradition, Comb Ware with decorations made with
twisted cord, and asbestos-tempered sherds resembling Pyheensilta Ceramics and
Late Comb Ware. The only reference to this material is in Torsten Edgren’s study
on Corded Ware in Finland. In the appendix, Edgren wrote: “The pottery found at
the VPK-talo site is of great interest because it includes obvious hybrid forms
between Corded Ware and Comb Ware that make it difficult to classify the
material” (Edgren 1970, 78, appendix 1, fpl. 349, my translation). It seems that
this observation has later been forgotten. The VPK-talo material has not been
brought up in discussions on the assimilation of Comb Ware and Corded Ware
traditions dating earlier than Kiukainen Ware (see Carpelan 1999, 262; Carpelan
2004, 59; Edgren 1997, 1999, 289).

The examination of the ceramics from VPK-talo showed that there are not
such clear hybrid forms as would be expected. For example, the asbestos-
tempered sherds turned out to be Kierikki ceramics. However, the presence of Late
Corded Ware and a number of other traits in the material renders the proposed
existence of hybrid forms reasonable. In the Comb Ware, there are a few
characteristics that might be interpreted as influences from Corded Ware tradition.
These include the use of grog (chamotte) as temper, twisted cord decorations (see
also Edgren 1997, 166), and the fibrous impressions occasionally found on the
vessels’ surfaces.

The early merging of Corded Ware and local traditions in south-eastern
Finland is not a new idea. Over fifty years ago, Aarne Ayripii suggested that the
fusion of the Corded Ware Culture and the Comb Ware Culture began first in the
areas where these cultures overlapped (Ayripad 1952b, 22-24), i.e., in Ostrobothnia
and south-eastern Finland. Ayripii based his view on the existence of Corded
Ware sherds on sites where most of the material was associated with the Comb
Ware tradition, and on the distribution of genuine battle-axes and battle-axe
imitations. Following the recently published late dates connected to Late Comb
Ware, it appears possible that these cultures really co-existed also on the northern
shore of the Gulf of Finland. Therefore, Ayriipia’s idea is worth reconsidering."*

The research history of pottery should not constrain interpretations. There
is great variation in the temper, decoration, surface treatment and shape of the
vessels in Late Neolithic pottery. The ‘types’ or ‘styles’ of non-asbestos tempered

" NM 15329.

1 Lately, an idea similar to Ayripia’s (1952b) has been put forward in an article dealing with the
results of a recent survey in the former municipality of Johannes, located by the Gulf of Finland
on the Karelian Isthmus (Carpelan et al. 2008, 206). Like Ayripad (1952b), that article presents
the same arguments for close relations between the Corded Ware population and local hunter-
gatherers. In the article, the fusion of the two cultural groups is presumed to have taken place
before 2700 cal BC (Carpelan et al. 2008, 206). Unfortunately, no basis is given for this date in
the article.
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pottery that are still in use today were created over fifty years ago. Besides, the
definitions of Kiukainen Ware and Pyheensilta ceramics were first drawn up on
the basis of the material of a single dwelling site. Since it is obvious that the
variation in Late Neolithic ceramics is too extensive to fit into present typologies,
the anomalous ceramics should not be forced into the mould. For instance, there are
good grounds for asking whether it is reasonable to call the atypical examples found
in south-eastern Finland ‘Kiukainen Ware’, and if not, what should they be called?

A second subject for discussion concerns the origin of multi-room housepits.
I will begin the discussion from Ostrobothnia, since this is the only area in Finland
where this matter has been studied before. Judging from the radiocarbon dates
obtained from terrace houses in Yli-Ii (northern Ostrobothnia) referred above in
this article, it seems that the building of terrace houses dates roughly to the very
late 4th millennium cal BC, between ca. 3300-3000 cal BC. This date serves as
a basis upon which I will pursue this question further.

The rise of larger dwelling structures in coastal Ostrobothnia has been
explained through positive feedback on available resources caused by isostatic
uplift (Nufiez 2004; Nufiez & Okkonen 1999; 2005; Okkonen 2003, 221-222).
However, I find this explanation too simplistic. I do not question the existence of
such feedback or the positive effects of it. Nonetheless, I doubt whether this factor
was the principal cause for the changes seen in Stone Age structures during the late
4th and 3rd millennium cal BC. First, the environmental phenomenon causing
the rise in abundance of natural resources already began ca. 3800/3700 cal BC
(Nufiez & Okkonen 1999; Nufiez 2004, 360), that is, approximately five hundred
to seven hundred years earlier than the changes seen in the culture. Second, large
village-like dwelling sites with several clustered housepits of nearly equal size
associated with Typical Comb Ware were present in coastal Ostrobothnia well
before the occurrence of large structures (see Pesonen 2002a with references).
One may ask, if this cultural change towards a more complex society with larger
dwellings and other structures was driven by environmental factors, why did it
not take place earlier?

Secondly, Neolithic coastal Ostrobothnia did not exist in a vacuum. The exotic
goods — such as amber, flint and copper — found there bear witness to the presence
of lively contacts (see e.g. Nuflez 2004; Nuifiez & Okkonen 2005). In this respect,
I would rather look for the causes behind the cultural changes in possible contacts
with other cultural traditions (see also Nufiez 2004, 360).

In his dissertation on Stone Age and Early Metal Period stone structures in
coastal Ostrobothnia, Jari Okkonen speculates about the ideological changes
connected to transitions in building traditions as follows: “It is tempting to think
that the roots of this new world view have something to do with the Corded Ware
Culture and with the contacts that the Ostrobothnian communities had especially
with the southern shores of the Baltic and possibly beyond.” (Okkonen 2003,
223, my translation). Carpelan has recently demonstrated that the influences of
Finnish Corded Ware are clearly visible in Ostrobothnia during the first quarter
of the 3rd millennium cal BC (Carpelan 2004, 59). Although Okkonen does not
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elaborate on the background of his notion, I find this matter worth considering
for reasons relating to changes in house building traditions.

In Finland, the predominant occurrence of housepits begins simultaneously
with Typical Comb Ware (ca. 4000-3500 cal BC, according to Pesonen 2004),
although some examples of Mesolithic housepits are known. This tradition is
clearly based on separate housepits, occasionally forming village like clusters (see
Pesonen 2002a with references). In sites with clustered housepits, the dwellings
are often located side by side but are not interconnected. Because the change in
the building tradition towards larger, more oblong and multi-room structures took
place simultaneously with the spread of the Corded Ware Culture up North (ca.
3200 cal BC onwards), I will next explore the possible relationship between these
two events more closely.

The Corded Ware culture is mainly known through burials. However, there
are also examples of dwelling structures. Because Corded Ware spread to Finland
via the eastern shore of the Baltic Sea, only the houses of that area are considered
here. Several Late Neolithic rectangular or oval-shaped houses with post-structures
are known from the south—south-eastern shores of the Baltic Sea (Loze 1979, 58;
Rimantiené 1992 and Saltsman 2004 with references). Most of these were erected
above ground but some examples with a sunken floor are known. Some houses
contain several rooms. Two longhouses with a sunken floor and post structures
found at the Pribrezhnoye site near Kaliningrad are connected to the Baltic
Coastal Culture."” These houses are 12.5 x 4.5 m and 13.2 x 3.7 m in size and on
average 0.5 m deep (Saltsman 2004). Charcoal samples associated with the houses
have been dated to 3340-2670 cal BC (Saltsman 2004, 135, 138). There are
also other examples from the Baltic countries. In Lithuania, a house with post
construction 15 x 4 m in size found at the Sarnel¢ site is associated with the oldest
phase of the Corded Ware Culture (Butrimas 1996). The site is radiocarbon dated
to ca. 3100-2550 cal BC (Butrimas 1996; Rimantiené 1992). The northernmost
house connected to Corded Ware is in Estonia. There, at a site near Lake Vortsjérve,
elongated houses with fireplaces have been associated with Corded Ware (Jaanits
et al. 1982, 105-106).

Right around the time when Corded Ware spread to Finland (ca. 3200 cal BC),
cultural influences from Russia were also reaching the Finnish interior and the
coastal areas in the north and the south-east that were not intensively settled by

15 The “Baltic Coastal Culture’ is an epithet that covers several similar cultures on the south coast
of the Baltic Sea. Other names used for this cultural entity are Rzucewo Culture, Bay Coast
Culture, Pamariy Culture, Baltic Haff Culture and Haffkiistenkultur. It spread over the coastal
areas of Poland, Kaliningrad and Lithuania. The Baltic Coastal Culture is a hybrid culture in
which the elements of Corded Ware, Globular Amphora, Nemunas and Narva culture are
present. The beginning of the Baltic Coastal Culture is congruent with the beginning of Corded
Ware, that is, ca. 3200 cal BC. Finds connected to the Baltic Coastal Culture include, for
example, A-amphorae, A-axes etc. known from the pan-European A-horizon of Corded Ware.
(e.g. Antanaitis-Jacobs & Girininkas 2002; Girininkas 1996; Rimantiené 1992; Rimantiené &
Cesnys 1996).
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people using Corded Ware. This wave of influence, coming from the sphere of
the Volosovo Culture, is attested to by Middle and Late Neolithic asbestos wares
— Kierikki, Poljd and Jysmé ceramics (Carpelan 1979; 1999; Carpelan & Parpola
2001, 83; Meinander 1984; Siiridinen 1984). I do not know when multi-room
semi-subterranean houses appeared in the Volosovo culture and its affiliates.
The question here is, were the multi-room houses present in the Volosovo
culture before the contacts with Battle-axe cultures? In the Finnish inland regions
and in Ostrobothnia, the multi-room houses are associated with Kierikki and
P6lja ceramics, the former dating to 3650-2900 cal BC and the latter to 3500—
2600/1800 cal BC (dates according to Carpelan 1999 and Pesonen 2004). So far,
the oldest dated examples of Finnish multi-room housepits point to ca. 3300—
3000 cal BC. Here, it must be noted that the Volosovo culture was in close inter-
action with the Fatyanovo-Balanovo cultures, the most eastern groups of Battle-
axe cultures.'® The Balanovo culture is the only branch of the Battle-axe cultures
in which semi-subterranean houses with log frameworks were in use (Bader &
Khalikov 1987, 77-79, fig. 38; Krainov 1992; Krajnov 1987; Mallory & Adams
1997, 196—-197; Patrushev 2000, 61-68).

The synchronous appearance of multi-room houses and new cultural influences
cannot be merely accidental. The houses connected to the Corded Ware culture
and to other synchronous cultures distributed around the southern shore of the
Baltic and associated with Indo-Europeans (i.e., the Globular Amphora culture
and the TRB culture) are often longhouses with several rooms, although other
types of dwellings are also known. It seems probable that the transition in the
house building tradition in Finland towards larger, more oblong dwelling structures
with multiple rooms that commenced in the late 4th millennium cal BC was a
consequence of cultural contacts with Indo-European cultures. Terrace houses and
other oblong pithouses with several rooms can be seen as modifications of the
longhouse, in which the idea of the longhouse has been adapted to the traditional
building technique used in pithouses. The adoption of a new dwelling type was,
undoubtedly, accompanied by several other cultural changes. These, however, are a
matter to be discussed elsewhere.

Conclusions

The Meskairtty housepit is exceptionally large. Such extensive structures are
typically found only among Ostrobothnian ‘Giant’s Churches’ and some terrace
houses. Even though the types of ceramics found at the Mesk&értty site are not

' The emergence of the Fatyanovo-Balanovo cultures has traditionally been dated to the first
quarter of the 3rd millennium cal BC (see Carpelan & Parpola 2001, 86; Krainov 1992), that is,
a few hundred years later than the wide-spread pan-European Horizon of other Corded Ware
cultures. However, in the Encyclopedia of Indo-European cultures, this cultural complex is
considered to have emerged at the same time as the other western Corded Ware cultures, that is,
ca. 3200 cal BC onwards (Mallory & Adams 1997, 196). I do not know what data this date is based
on or what the correct date for the emergence of the Fatyanovo-Balanovo cultures actually is.
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the ones commonly associated with pithouses, I believe that it was inhabited by
people who used both of the ceramic types found there. Nonetheless, there is
always room for doubt when working with unexcavated material. Still, I do not
consider it very problematic to connect Late Corded Ware with a pithouse. During
the late 4th millennium and 3rd millennium BC, the Comb Ware tradition and
a rather sparse manifestation of Corded Ware apparently co-existed around the
eastern end of the Gulf of Finland. In this area, these cultural traditions can not
be self-evidently considered as separate entities. On the contrary, the culture was
most probably a hybrid, at least to some extent.

Furthermore, the Meskéértty site is not the only housepit site with Corded Ware
in Finland. Another similar anomalistic housepit, with respect to the ceramics
usually associated with housepits, is found at the Senatsberget site in Taalintehdas
(Sw. Dragsfjird), located in the eastern Archipelago Sea (Fi. Saaristomeri,
Sw. Skidrgardshavet) in south-west Finland. The partly excavated housepit
(interior measurements ca. 4 x 9 m) is connected to both late Jarkédrlda Ware
or Pyheensilta Ceramics and to Corded Ware (Asplund 1997, 232-233, 238;
Sipila 1996)." This provides grounds for suggesting that a hybrid-like culture,
undoubtedly with regional variations, may have existed also in the western part
of the Gulf of Finland.

The original location of the Meskairtty site was on the sea shore, and later
probably by a dried-up inlet or at least by a very shallow bay with wet meadows.
During the occupation phase connected to Late Corded Ware (ca. 2450-2100
cal BC), the site did not lie directly by the sea but some distance away from the
shoreline. This, as well as the fact that the site is located on top of a moraine
hillock, are both features typically associated with Corded Ware site locations.

The ceramics found at the Meskaédrtty site and other typologically elusive
organic-tempered ceramics found in Kymenlaakso Province might indicate closer
contacts than previously thought between the northern and southern coasts of the
Gulf of Finland during the Middle Neolithic. Corded Ware associated with the
housepits and alien characteristics in the Comb Ware vessels of the Mattilan
VPK-talo site, as well as the profiled Late Comb Ware sherds of the Meské&értty
site, might point to the fusion of the Corded Ware Culture and the Comb Ware
tradition already before the formation of the final Neolithic Kiukainen Culture.

It is pointed out in the article that multi-room housepits appear in Finland
fairly simultaneously with the first contacts with the Corded Ware Culture as it
was spreading to the north-eastern shores of the Baltic Sea. This article argues

'7 The size of the housepit at the Senatsberget site is ca. 8 x 15 m, including the embankments
(Pesonen 2002a, 23). No signs of any structures were observed in a trench excavated through the
depression (Sipild 1996). Therefore, the interpretation of the depression as a housepit has met
with some doubt (Asplund 1997). The existence of finds and high phosphate values in the
depression together with the surface topography of the depression seen through an elevation
model, however, justify the interpretation as a housepit (Sipild 1996; see also Pesonen 2002a,
23). The identification of Corded Ware is based on dense fabric, good firing quality, and
presence of grog (chamotte) (Sipild 1996; see also Asplund 1997, 238).
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that the idea of the long-house was adopted by the local pithouse building tradition
through cultural contacts. This adoption is apparent in the emergence of larger
housepits with several interconnected rooms and a more oblong shape during the
late 4th and early 3rd millennium cal BC. Such dwelling structures might be seen
as ‘Finno-Ugrian’ versions of the longhouse. The change in building tradition was
undoubtedly accompanied by several other cultural changes, which, however, are
outside the scope of this article.
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VIROLAHTI MESKAARTTY ASULAKOHT (KAGU-SOOME)
JA TEISED NEOLIITILISED MITMERUUMILISED ELAMUSUVENDID

Resiimee

On vaadeldud 2007. aastal leitud Virolahti Meskéértty kolmeruumilist elamu-
siivendit. Elamusiivend on erandlik nii m6tmete, asukoha kui ka leiuainese
poolest. Meskaértty tutvustamise jérel on arutletud Kagu-Soome orgaanilise
lisandiga keraamika iile ja vaadeldud mitmeruumiliste elamusiivendite levikut ning
dateeringuid ldhitimbruses (joon 1). On oletatud, et mitmeruumiliste elamusiivendite
rajamine seondub ndorkeraamikakultuuri levimise ja varaste kontaktidega noor-
keraamika- ning kammkeraamikakultuuri inimeste vahel.

Meskéirtty kolmeruumiline elamu on mddtmetelt véga suur (joon 3-5). Seda
timbritseb 3—6 m laiune vall ja pdhja stigavus on valli harjalt kuni 1,5 m. Osaliselt
litvakarjdériga I6hutud elamusiivend on valli viliskiilgedelt moddetult séilinud
umbes 35 x 20 m suurusena, selle algne pikkus oli aga tdendoliselt umbes 45 m.
Elamus oli kolm eraldi lohuna eristuvat ruumi, mida iihendasid vaheseinu ldbivad
ukseavad. Elamu ldunavalli peal oli arvatavasti veel iiks maapealne ruum, mis oli
elamuga tihendatud koridoriga. Meskéértty elamusiivend on mddtmetelt suurem
kui enamik Pohjanmaa jdtinkirkko’id vdi Ladnemere timbruse neoliitilised pikk-
majad.

Asulakoht paikneb moreenkiinka kdige korgemal kohal nii, et elamulohk katab
kogu lae. Asustuse algul paiknes asulakoht viikese merelahe rannal, mis asustuse
16pul oli juba merest eristunud (joon 2).

Elamulohust on leitud nii hilist kamm- kui ka hilist noorkeraamikat (joon 6).
Vasteid mdlemale keraamikatiitibile leidub rohkem Eestis kui Soomes. Savindu-
kildudel sdilinud korbekihist tehtud dateeringute jargi périneb hiline kamm-
keraamika ajavahemikust umbes 3360-3100 aastat kal eKr ja hiline néorkeraamika
umbes 24602130 aastat kal eKr (tabel 1). Niisugust keraamikat ei ole varem
elamulohkudest saadud. Asulakohalt on leitud ka silmaga kivikirves, mis on vene-
kujulise ja teravovaalse kivikirve vahevariant (joon 8-9). Kirvele on kaks vastet:
iiks Pohja-Eestist (Joeldhtme) ja teine Karjala maakitsuselt (soomekeelne koha-
nimi on Réiséld, venekeelne Melnikovo). Tiipoloogiliselt voib neid nimetada varas-
teks teravakannalisteks kirvesteks.

Kymenlaakso maakonna (Kagu-Soome) keraamika on mitmekesine ja viitab
mitmekesistele kontaktidele koikidesse ilmakaartesse. Suur osa piirkonnast leitud
keraamikatiitipidest on seal oma leviala servas. Lisaks on keraamikas jooni, mis
on olemasolevate keraamikatiipoloogiatega raskesti seostatavad. Huvitav niianss
on muuhulgas vaadeldava ala noorkeraamikas esinev taimne lisand, mida ei
tunta mujalt Soomest, ja hilises kammkeraamikas n&htavad, tdendoliselt noor-
keraamikast iilevdetud jooned, nagu Samoti kasutamine savi lisandina, ndude
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vihene profileeritus, nodrvajutised ornamendis ning ndude pinnal mdnikord tihel-
datavad kiudvajutised.

1950. aastatel oletati, et Kagu-Soome nodrkeraamikakultuuri asustus oli kamm-
keraamikakultuuriga 1dhedastes kontaktides. Viimasel ajal saadud radiostisiniku-
dateeringute, keraamikas esinevate viidete ja Meskaartty elamu leiuainese jargi
pean seda oletust paikapidavaks.

Moodtmetelt sarnaste kiviaegsete mitmeruumiliste elamute levik koondub
Soomes Pohjanmaa kiviaegsele rannikule (joon 1 ja 11). Moningaid mitme-
ruumilisi elamulohke tuntakse ka Sise-Soomest Saima vesikonnast ja Venemaalt
Karjala Vabariigist (joon 1, 12 ning 13). Soome materjali dateeringute jirgi nii-
vad mitmeruumilised elamulohud tekkivat {iheaegselt eri piirkondadesse umbes
3300-3000 aastat kal eKr.

Mitmeruumiliste elamute tekkimine on néorkeraamika levimisega samaaegne.
Kuna nende eel rajati erinevaid véiksemaid siivendpdhjalisi elamuid, on suuremate
mitmeruumiliste elamute kasutuselevott selge muutus asustuskultuuris. Léédne-
mere piirkonnas tuntakse moningaid nodrkeraamikakultuuri pikkmaju. Oletan, et
mitmeruumiliste elamute teke seondub just nodrkeraamika levimisega. Need esin-
davad uut ehitustiiiipi, kus pikkmajade ehituskontseptsioon on teostatud osaliselt
maapinda siivendatuna, teisisdnu kohalikust ehitustraditsioonist tuntud viisil.



