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This article is my history of the archaeological project conducted by the University of Michigan and State
University of New York at Buffalo and the Institute of the History of Material Culture, Polish Academy of
Sciences from 1966 to 1978. Recently my colleague Jan Machnik (2014) published his recollections about this
project in his memoirs Miedzy pokoleniami (Between Generations). Since I play a significant role in his
memoirs, I think that the future generations of archeologists should treat some sections of Machnik’s memoirs
as storytelling, since they contain a mixed bag of facts and fiction. I present my recollections of events related to
the archaeological project. As long as I worked at Olszanica and Machnik at Iwanowice 1967-1973, we had minor
disagreements. In 1974 we started the cooperative American and Polish excavations at Bronocice. The attempt
by Machnik to control the Bronocice excavations and marginalize my role in the project led to our conflict. My
fight with Machnik was not about archaeological ideas and interpretations of archaeological data, but about the
organization and control of the cooperative excavations and the personnel of the project.
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Since the days of Herodotus in the fifth century BC, scholars have tried to separate fact
from fiction. This problem also applies to histories of archaeology. Memoirs, biographies,
obituaries and archival documents present diverse views about archaeologists and how
they affected the discipline in their time. In these post-modern days, the fiction of 40 or 50
years ago may be accepted as history. For example, John Bintliff’s (1995) “Whither archaeo-
logy? Revisited,” cites the supposed hindrance of field research by a traditionalist scholar
when he quotes Lewis Binford’s complaint that James Griffin frustrated his progressive
excavation methods at the Andrews site in Michigan. In 1976 Griffin stated that “Binford’s
discussion ... is creative writing and not factual” (p. 117). Binford did not work at the
Andrews site “According to our business records the only time that Binford was there was
on April 8 when he was there on the Museum expense account for lunch on April 8 and
also for dinner” (Griffin 1976, 117). Griffin gives other examples of Binford’s fictional sto-
ries. Few of us, it seems, can resist the temptation to improve the stories of our lives.

My history of the archaeological project conducted by the University of Michigan, the
State University of New York at Buffalo and the Institute of History of Material Culture
(THKM), Polish Academy of Sciences from 1966 to 1978, is motivated by Jan Machnik’s
(2014) recollections about this project as published in his memoirs Miedzy pokoleniami
(Between Generations) of some 468 pages. These are unusual memoirs, since it is in a for-
mat of an interview. A budding archaeological historian Marzena Wozny asks questions of
Machnik and he then tells her about his life and his work as an archaeologist. I play a sig-
nificant role in these recollections and I wish to state here that some of them must be taken
with a grain of salt, since they contain a mixed bag of facts and fiction. I want to modify
some of Machnik’s version of events related to the archaeological project especially since
I became a fictional character. I still think about that project of a half century ago. To-
gether with my colleague Janusz Kruk, I continue to analyze data and publish the results.
Probably this work will continue until we die. Many happy events are recalled by notes,
thousands of pictures, drawings, photos and slides. I have never shared any negative
memories with any western European or American archaeologist. Since Machnik has
made our differences public, I want to present recollections that are sometimes very different
from his. I do not know where Machnik got his stories, nor why he wished to put them
into circulation, nor do I wish to speculate on that matter.

International archaeological projects usually have some problems. Many archaeolo-
gists have strong personalities and strong views about various archaeological issues. They
compete for power, positions, funds, sites and publications. An old joke describes the creation
of archaeologists by God. God created many dualities, man and woman, angels and devils, etc.,
but he needed to create only two archaeologists.

My interest in an international cooperative archaeological project in Poland originated
in 1965, when I received a Fulbright Fellowship for archaeological studies as a doctoral
student at the University of Michigan. Originally, Professor James B. Griffin of the Univer-
sity of Michigan, had arranged for me to conduct research with Professor Konrad Jazdzewski
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of £.6dz. This did not work out. Jazdzewski was a vocal opponent of the ruling establish-
ment, and consequently could not get a permit to work together with a Western institu-
tion. Waldemar Chmielewski, a Palaeolithic specialist, suggested that I contact Witold
Hensel, the Director of the Institute of History of Material Culture (IHKM), about this
project, which I did. Fortunately for me, Hensel was willing get a permit for cooperative
archaeological project between IHKM and the University of Michigan, and later the State
University of New York at Buffalo. Until 1970 Griffin was the Principal American Investi-
gator; I became Principal American Investigator after receiving my PhD in 1970. Hensel
was the Principal Polish Investigator and the Director of the Project. Machnik was the
Polish Field Director and I the American Field Director. It took Hensel fifteen months, but
he succeeded getting the permit for a cooperative archaeological project. Hensel gave us
complete freedom to do our research as we wished. He was also instrumental in protecting
the project from those few archaeologists who were either critical of the project, or who
wanted to stake a claim in it. In a few critical moments of this project his actions were in-
valuable.

Large-scale excavations were conducted at Bronocice, Iwanowice, Niedzwiedz and
Olszanica. Small scale and test excavations were carried out Dziekanowice, Giebuttow,
Kobylniki, Marcinéw, Michalowice and Szarbia.

An initial grant to James Griffin and several subsequent grants to me funded most of
the field work and data analyses. Much of the research was funded by the Smithsonian
Institution’s Foreign Currency Program Grants from 1967 through 1980. Two grants from
the National Science Foundation in 1972 to 1973 and 1980 to 1984 helped with data analy-
ses. American Council of Learned Societies Fellowships in 1976 and 1983 made it possible
for me to analyze the material from Olszanica. The Polish Academy of Sciences supported
Janusz Kruk’s survey of the region.

The cooperative agreement stipulated that American funds for the fieldwork would be
evenly divided between American and Polish archaeologists. The project’s objectives were
to study the chronology and the economic and social organization of Neolithic and Bronze
Age communities in southeastern Poland (Hensel and Milisauskas 1985, Milisauskas and
Kruk 1993). These objectives were deliberately made very broad because of the varied re-
search interests of participating archaeologists.

During the first seven years American and Polish archaeologists excavated the indi-
vidual Neolithic and Bronze Age sites of Michalowice, Dziekanowice, Olszanica, Iwano-
wice, and Niedzwiedz (Fig.2) (Kruk 1969a, Kruk 1969b, Burchard 1977, Kadrow 1991,
Kadrow and Machnikowie 1992, Machnikowie and Kaczanowski 1987, Milisauskas 1986,
Hensel and Milisauskas 1985). For the American excavations, I selected the Linear Pottery
culture site of Olszanica (Fig. 1) and the multi-cultural Neolithic site of Michalowice. Later,
American and Polish archaeologists jointly conducted a regional archaeological project in
the Bronocice region (Figs. 3, 4) (Kruk and Milisauskas 1981; 1983; 1985; Milisauskas and
Kruk 1984; 1989; Milisauskas et al. 2012). The Polish archaeologists used their funding for
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excavation of two sites; Machnik of IHKM directed excavations at Iwanowice (Figs. 5, 6)
(Machnikowie and Kaczanowski 1987, Kadrow 1991, Kadrow and Machnikowie 1992), and
Barbara Burchard (1977), also of IHKM, conducted field work at NiedZwiedZ. The Ameri-
can and Polish cooperative project gave great impetus to research into the Neolithic period
in Poland. Large sums of money were spent on non-medieval excavations.

During the first few years of the project I had some disagreements with Machnik, but
they were not of great importance. I have some pleasant memories of Machnik from this
period. For example, after looking at Neolithic sites in the Dzialoszyce region in the fall of
1966, we were waiting at the Miech6w railroad station around ten o’clock at night for the
train to Krakoéw. We had not eaten much all day, and were therefore very happy for the rye
bread which was all the station could provide. Several times we met during the last 25 years
as friends. On a couple of occasions he proudly described to me his archaeological excava-
tions in Ukraine. I also wrote an article for his Festschrift in 2010. Thus I was surprised
that he is digging into our distant past, creating some fictitious stories in his memoirs.

Machnik was ambitious, energetic and knew well how to work the bureaucratic system
to obtain what was needed for the project. For example, even if we had money to buy a field
vehicle “Nysa”, it was not simple obtain a voucher for the purchase and Machnik was good
at it. As scholars we both benefited from these excavations which were on a very large
scale. In the 2000 publication of archaeology in Poland surveying 50 years of achieve-
ments, Machnik (2000), Kruk (2000) and Kulczycka-Leciejewiczowa (2000) evaluated
our work very positively.

Machnik has made major contributions to Polish archaeology, especially in the study
of Late Neolithic and Early Bronze Age cultures. Even in his old age he is conducting field-
work. Our differences were not about archaeological ideas or the interpretations of ar-
chaeological data, but about the organization and personnel of the cooperative excava-
tions, particularly those at Bronocice. Hensel, as the Principal Polish Investigator and the
Director of the cooperative American and Polish archaeological project, played a major
role in determining the outcome of our conflict. The other person that was critical for me
in this cooperative project was Janusz Kruk. Part of the disagreement with Machnik was
the role Kruk should play in the Bronocice project. Hensel and Kruk always supported me
and gave an opportunity for me to conduct archaeological work in Poland that produced
very fruitful results. I am eternally grateful to them.

Aslong as I worked at Olszanica and Machnik at Iwanowice (Figs. 5, 6), our differen-
ces were minor, but as the project continued, he wanted more control. By 1973 excavations
at Bronocice were being considered very seriously. Kruk had found the site during his sur-
veys and had conducted test excavations there in 1967 (Kruk 1969). He suggested to me
that Bronocice was a promising site for excavations scheduled to start in 1974. Since we
were planning a combined American and Polish excavations at Bronocice, a problem arose
about Polish archaeologists participating in this fieldwork. I had discussed this with Hensel
and he agreed that Kruk would be the ideal person. However, he suggested an alternative
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solution: move the American and Polish cooperative archaeological project to Poznah and
thus avoid the politics in Krakéw. I told him that I was very happy with Kruk and preferred
to work in the Krakow region. Machnik also proposed his plan for future excavations. He
organized a meeting in Igolomia with me, Zygmunt Krzak and Barbara Burchard in 1973.
Kruk was not included. After the meeting it seemed to me that Machnik, Krzak, and Bur-
chard would be the main Polish archaeologists working at Bronocice. I had my doubts that
Krzak could supervise the work of a crew of 70 or 80 workers. Krzak had worked for two
weeks for Machnik at Iwanowice and did not complete the excavation of one pit that he
was excavating for two weeks (Machnik 2014). Having many senior archaeologists at the
excavations might lead to a chaotic situation with self-appointed multiple field directors.
I informed Machnik that Kruk was an excellent archaeologist and that I had no doubts of
the project’s success if I worked with him, since we agreed about the objectives of the
project and the composition of the field crew. But I was not sure what I would get from
a project totally controlled by Machnik. I knew that Machnik wanted to isolate me in the
Institute in Krakéw. Kruk, for supporting me, received the silent treatment for an entire
year; Machnik had instructed the people there not to talk to him.

The 1974 field season yielded data beyond our expectations. An incised wagon motif
was found on a Funnel Beaker vessel in a pit. An animal bone associated with the pot in the
pit was dated by radiocarbon method, around 3400 BC (Bakker et al. 1999). The vessel
represents one of the earliest pieces of evidence for the presence of wheeled wagons in
Europe. Thus before the start of the 1975 field season, Machnik again attempted to remove
Kruk and other young archaeologists from the Bronocice project. There was a meeting in
Igolomia of myself, Hensel and Machnik before the start of the field season. It lasted for
over one hour. Machnik was arguing that Kruk and the young archaeologists had made
many mistakes in their fieldwork at Bronocice, therefore had to be replaced by more estab-
lished Polish archaeologists such as Krzak. I defended Kruk and denied that there had
been any field mistakes. Hensel mostly just listened to our debate and ended by confir-
ming, much to Machnik’s displeasure, Kruk’s role as the Polish field director for the 1975
field season at Bronocice.

The attempt by Machnik to control the Bronocice project and to marginalize my role
continued in 1976. Soon after my arrival in Poland, Machnik told me that Hensel will be
“finished” as the Director of the Institute. The Government Inspectorate (Najwyzsza Izba
Kontroli) was at the Institute and Hensel will be removed, as probably some problems will
be found. Supposedly this inspection is affecting Hensel so much, that he cannot function
properly as the Institute’s Director. In any case Machnik said that he and some other ar-
chaeologists had enough of Hensel. I inquired who would replace him and he said there
were several candidates, including himself and Janusz Kozlowski. How all this would affect
me depended upon who became the new Director. These developments looked very bad
for me, and for the Bronocice excavations. After considering Machnik’s scenario for three
or four weeks, I decided to to see Hensel in Warsaw. After I met Hensel, I asked him what
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is happening at the Institute. I also told him that my relationship with Machnik deterio-
rated. At the end of the meeting it was clear to me that Hensel would continue as the Direc-
tor of the Institute. On returning to Krakéw I did not discuss my trip to Warsaw with
Machnik. In his memoirs Machnik claims that I explained my conversation with Hensel by
analogy with political debates in America during elections. This is simply not true, though
I knew that my visit to Hensel will lead to open conflict. The Government Inspectorate
found only minor problems at the Institute and was very positive about the American and
Polish cooperative archaeological project. Hensel continued to be the Director of the Insti-
tute for another fourteen years.

Already in 1973 Machnik felt very important during the visit to Washington D.C. At
that time Hensel and I met with the Smithsonian Institution’s officials to discuss the future
excavations in Poland. Hensel did not include Machnik in these discussions. Machnik was
in a very bad mood and spent the day making negative comments about Hensel.

In the late summer of 1976, I attended a Congress of archaeologists in Nice, France.
Several Polish archaeologists were present, and one of them (who was, and still is, a distin-
guished Polish archaeologist and Machnik’s friend, but who did not work at IHKM) told
lies about me to his Polish colleagues in an attempt to undermine my work. Supposedly
I had criticized Polish archaeology to some prehistorians in Nice. Such behavior surprised
me, since this scholar had always been kind and professional towards me. Machnik took
the opportunity to circulate this falsehood at the Institute in Warsaw and other places.
A few other Polish archaeologists believed that these tales would compromise the coopera-
tive project for which we had worked so hard. His memoirs attribute another sin to me,
that I criticized him in Nice. This I did not, not wishing to air dirty laundry in public. When
I arrived in Poland for the 1977 field season, Hensel gave the 1976 intrigues and their
propagators the attention they deserved; that is to say, none. He knew Machnik very well.
If nothing else, this ridiculous affair revealed to me who my real friends were.

When I arrived in Poland in 1977, I was not surprised that Machnik used every oppor-
tunity to attack me. Machnik instructed all the workers at the Institute in Krakéw not to
talk to me. Some went along with this, some did not. Zofia Stomiana Miryniska, who han-
dled administrative and financial matters at the Institute, kept me informed as to what was
happening at the Institute, including the archaeological politics.

Machnik told his people not to cite anything published by Kruk and me in their biblio-
graphies. He tried to prevent us from publishing the Bronocice results in Polish journals
such as Archeologia Polski or Archaeologia Polona. Young archaeologists talked about
these developments at Bronocice and it was not a big secret. Machnik’s maneuvers did not
affect performance in the field and the 1977 field season was a success. During the visit by
American Ambassador Richard Davies to Bronocice that summer, Machnik and I kept our
differences to ourselves.

Machnik’s attempt to limit our possibilities for publishing articles did not affect us.
Our articles appeared in Polish, German, American, Czechoslovak and English journals.
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Fig. 1. Sarunas Milisauskas at Olszanica in 1969

Fig. 2. Remains of a Funnel Beaker burial mound at Niedzwiedz (S. Milisauskas photo)



Fig. 3. Janusz Kruk at Bronocice, standing in the center (S. Milisauskas photo)

Fig. 4. Excavation unit B1 at Bronocice (S. Milisauskas photo 1974)



Fig. 5. (Right) Jan Machnik at Iwanowice

Fig. 6. From right Aida Milisauskas, Vita Milisauskas, Anna Dzieduszycka-Machnikowa, Jan Machnik,
Janusz Kruk, Zofia Liguzifiska-Krukowa, unidentified person at Iwanowice in 1971 (S. Milisauskas photo)
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Fig. 7. From left Jan Machnik, Richard Davies, Tadeusz Rostanowski, Janusz Kruk, top right Ambassador’s
wife talking with Vita Milisauskas (S. Milisauskas photo)

Fig. 9. Sarunas Milisauskas (left) and Janusz Kruk (right) at the stone monument erected by local people to com-
memorate the oldest evidence of wheeled vehicles in Europe found at Bronocice (V. Milisauskas photo 2006)
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As of 2015 the cooperative American and Polish excavations at various sites have been
described in over 60 publications. There are 35 publications on Bronocice (Bakker et al.
1999, Haduch 2004, Hensel and Milisauskas 1985, Kruk 1969a, Kruk and Milisauskas 1977;
1979; 1981a; 1981b; 1981c; 1982; 1983; 1985; 1989; 1990; Kruk et al. 1996, Milisauskas and
Kruk 1977; 1978; 1982; 1984a; 1984b; 1989; 1990; 1991; 2007; Milisauskas et al. 1993; 2004;
2006; 2011; 2012; Pipes 2014, Pipes et al. 2009; 2010; 2014; 2015), 10 on Iwanowice (Dzie-
duszycka-Machnik and Machnik 1973, Dzieduszycka-Machnik and Machnik 1974, Kadrow
1991a; 1991b; 1991¢; Kadrow and Machnikowie A. and J. 1992, Kadrow and Machnik 1993,
Kadrow et al. 1995, Kadrow and Makowicz-Poliszot 2000, Machnikowie A. and J. and
Kaczanowski 1987), 10 on Olszanica (Milisauskas 1969; 1970; 1972; 1973; 1976a; 1976b;
1982; 1986; 1989; 2000), 4 on NiedzwiedZ (Burchard 1969; 1973; 1977; Burchard and Lityniska-
Zajac 2002), 2 on Dziekanowice (Kruk 1969a, Jaskowiak and Milisauskas 2001), and 3 on
Michalowice (Kruk 1969b, Czekaj-Zastawny and Milisauskas 1997; 1998). Our approach in
publishing the Bronocice data has been thematic, focusing on different aspects of the site
and material culture, rather than attempting a single comprehensive site report.

As it became clear to some Polish archaeologists that there was a conflict between my-
self and Machnik, some were giving advice how I should fight, few of which were comical.
One woman archaeologist advised me to buy boxes of candy and distribute them among
the women working at the Institute in Warsaw to gain their support. She did not suggest
what I should give to the men.

Some of Machnik’s creative writing can be amusing, such as his story of Ambassador
Richard Davies’ lunch at Bronocice in 1977. The US embassy had already indicated that the
Ambassador wanted to meet me. When we met it turned out he was very enthusiastic
about archaeology, especially Celtic studies. I then invited the Ambassador to visit Brono-
cice. After Polish security people learned that the American Ambassador will visit the site,
they immediately started to look for the site. For the first several days they focused on the
wrong place. They believed that the Ambassador will visit Bronowice around Krakow;
Bronowice and Bronocice are very similar place names even for Poles. That summer, there
were numerous “tourists” at Bronocice; the Polish security people were masquerading
themselves as tourists. For two weeks, prior to the Ambassador’s visit, the police trailed
me, openly following me.

Machnik describes the lunch with the Ambassador in a very entertaining manner in his
memoirs. He calls the lunch a picnic (translation of the Polish texts by the author of this
article). “The Ambassador’s wife spread a tablecloth — at that time in Poland any type of
sausages, hams or salami were not available; only yellow cheese, hard boiled eggs and salt
were available for lunch. Nearby was a patch of carrots, thus I pulled two carrots from the
ground and peeled them for dessert.” (Machnik 2014, 313).

The lunch and the ambassador’s visit as described by me:

The Ambassador and his wife and son, I and my wife Vita and Tadeusz Roslanowski
arrived from the Krakow airport at Bronocice around 10 o’clock in the morning. Tadeusz
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Rostanowski, the Polish archaeologist from Warsaw accompanied the Ambassador on his
trip. They spent the entire day at the site. Roslanowski was surprised at how traditional
Bronocice appeared. He said “Is this Poland?” Machnik was selected to describe our excava-
tions at the site to the Ambassador, since he was very good for explaining archaeology to
general public and he did a good job (Fig. 7). The lunch was served at the site. For lunch,
Milisauskas’ wife Vita made sandwiches and dessert. At that time you could buy good Polish
sausages, cheeses and wonderful breads that were baked in small private bakeries in Krakow.
In addition, Vita brought tomatoes, cucumbers and other vegetables. I brought along Bul-
garian wines. In Peoples Poland, Hungarian, Romanian and Bulgarian wines were available.
When I realized that the Ambassador has brought California wines to the site, a problem
developed for me, to open both wines or just one. This dilemma was surprisingly easily
solved. When I inquired which wine they preferred, California or Bulgarian, the Polish
archaeologists were unanimous. They all preferred the California wines, especially Rosta-
nowski. The lunch was a success. The Ambassador’s wife suggested to the son that he could
arrange such a lunch for his friends at the Poznan University where he was a student.

The Bronocice village at that time was very traditional; most people were not trying
to replace their old houses with brick buildings (Fig. 8). Many farmers in other villages
were building new brick houses that symbolized progress and higher prestige. Thus the
Ambassador had a chance to see a more traditional Polish village. Machnik (2014, 313)
describes Bronocice village as a “terrible hole” (straszliwa dziura). In the 1990s I received
an email from an American woman working in international finance asking me to recom-
mend a hotel in Bronocice. Her grandfather came from Bronocice and she wanted to visit
Poland including his birthplace. I do not know if she ever visited Poland, perhaps she was
shocked that there were no hotels in Bronocice.

One reason for our quarrel was that Machnik did not realize how my knowledge of
Polish archaeology and archaeologists increased over time. When I arrived in Poland in
1965 I knew a little about Polish archaeology, but by 1970 I knew a lot and formed my own
opinions about archaeologists and the strategy for the cooperative archaeological pro-
ject. In 1970 I became the Principal American Investigator and did not always agree with
Machnik about strategy of the project, especially about personnel. Probably he still felt
that his knowledge of Polish archaeology was still much greater than mine. I will not de-
bate the point. However, I was confident in my evaluation of archaeologists, and espe-
cially of their competence in the field.

I presented here my recollections of the events mentioned in Machnik’s memoirs. I did
not point out every case where my recollections were different from his. I assume that he
will not change his published recollections. Perhaps when some archaeologist thirty or
forty years from now will show an interest in our cooperative project, he/she will have two
versions to read, Machnik’s and mine. I agree with him when he gave to me his published
book about Iwanowice (1987) with a note “in memory of long and fruitful cooperative
work” (August 12, 1987). It was memorable times as we excavated great sites (Fig. 9).



Myth Making by Jan Machnik: The American and Polish Cooperative... 323

Acknowledgments
I am grateful to Joshua Howard, Janusz Kruk, Vita Milisauskas and Peter Reid for
their help with this article.

References

Bakker J. A., Kruk J., Lanting A. E., and Milisauskas S. 1999. The earliest evidence of wheeled vehicles
in Europe and the Near East. Antiquity 73, 778—790.

Binford L. 1972. An Archaeological Perspective. New York: Seminar Press.

Bintliff J. 1995. Whither Archaeology? Revisited. In M. Kuna and N, Venclova (eds.), Whither Ar-
chaeology? Papers in Honour of EvZzen Neustupny, Praha: Institute of Archaeology, 24—35.

Burchard B. 1969. Neolityczna budowla trapezowate z NiedZwiedzia, pow. Miechow. Sprawozdania
z posiedzen Komisji Naukowych Oddziatu w Krakowie. Lipiec-grudzieri 1968. Krakow: PAN,
423—-426.

Burchard B. 1973. Z badan neolitycznej budowli trapezowatej w NiedZwiedziu, pow. Miech6w (Stan.
1). Sprawozdania Archeologiczne 25, 39—48.

Burchard B. 1977. Wyniki badan wykopaliskowych na osadzie kultury pucharéw lejkowatych na stan.
1w NiedZwiedziu, gm. Stomniki, woj. Krakéw, w latach 1965—1973. Sprawozdania Archeolo-
giczne 29, 59—81.

Burchard B. and Litynska-Zajac M. 2002. Plant remains from a Funel Beaker culture site at NiedZwiedz,
Stomniki commune, Matopolska province. Acta Paleobotanica 42(2), 171-176.

Czekaj-Zastawny A. and Milisauskas S. 1997. Neolityczne materiaty z wielkokulturowego stan. 27(I)
Michatowicach, woj. krakowskie. Sprawozdania Archeologiczne 48, 39—94.

Czekaj-Zastawny and Milisauskas S. 1998. Osadnictwo z epoki brazu na wielokulturowym stanowisku
27 w Michatowicach, woj. krakowskie. Sprawozdania Archeologiczne 50, 169—204.

Dzieduczycka-Machnik A. and Machnik J. 1973. Wezesnobrazowy zespét osadniczy na “Babiej Gorze”
w Iwanowicach, pow. Miechéw w $wietle dotychczasowych badan wykopaliskowych, In
J. Machnik (ed.), Z badar nad neolitem 1 wczesnq epoki brgzu. Wroclaw: Ossolineum, 141-158.

Dzieduczycka-Machnik A. and Machnik J. 1974. Frithbronzezeitlicher Siedlung-Komplex in Iwnowi-
cach (Kleinpolen) und seine Verbindungen mit dem Karpatbechen. Preistoria Alpina 10,
57—66.

Griffin J. B. 1976. Some Suggested Alterations of Certain Portions of ‘An Archaeological Perspective’.
American Antiquity 41(1), 114—119.

Haduch E. 2004. Neolityczny grob zbiorowy z Bronocic woj. $wietokrzyskie — szkielety dzieci. In
W. Dzieduszycki and J. Wrzesinski (eds.),— Dusza maluczka a strata ogromna (= Funeralna
Lednickie 6). Poznan: SNAP, 353—360.

Hensel W. and Milisauskas S. 1985. Excavations of Neolithic and Early Bronze Sites in South-Eastern
Poland. Wroclaw: Ossolineum.

Jaskowiak P. and Milisauskas S. 2001 Wielkokulturowe stan. 1 w Dziekanowicach woj. $wietorzyskie.

Sprawozdania Archeologiczne 53, 111-150.



324 Sarunas Milisauskas

Kadrow S. 1991a. Iwanowice. stanowisko Babia Géra cz. I. Rozwdj prestrzenny osady z wczesnego
okresu epoki brqzu. Krakow: IHKM PAN.

Kadrow S. 1991b. Iwanowice. Babia Gora site: spatial evolution of an Early Bronze Age Mierzanowice
Culture settlement (2300-1600 BC). Antiquity 65(248), 640—650.

Kadrow S. 1991c. Chronologia wezesnej epoki brazu. Stanowisko Babia Gora w Iwanowicach. Lubel-
skie Materialy Archeologiczne 6, 91-101.

Kadrow S. and Machnik J. 1993. Die Chronologie der Frithbronzezeit. Iwanowice Fundstelle ,Babia
Gora”. Praehistorische Zeitschrift 68, 201—241.

Kadrow S. and Machnikowie A. and J. 1992. Iwanowice. Stanowisko Babia Géra czes$é II. Cmenta-
rzysko z wczesnego okresu epoki brqzu. Krakow: IAE PAN.

Kadrow S., Machnik A. and Machnik J. 1995. Early Bronze Age settlement on ‘Babia Gora’ site at
Iwanowice against the background of the contemporary settlement network in anupper Vis-
tula River basin (SE Poland). Memorie de Museo Civico di Storia Naturale di Verona Sez.
Science dell’'Uomo 4, 203—220.

Kadrow S. and Makowicz-Poliszot D. 2000. Tiergriber der Mierzanowice Kultur auf der Fundstelle
~Babia Gora” in Iwanowice, Gm. Loco, Wojewodschaft Malopolska. In S. Kadrow (ed.), A Tur-
ning of Ages, Im Wandel der Zeiten, Krakow: IAE PAN, 257—-300.

Kruk J. 1969a. Sondazowe badania wykopaliskowe w rejonie widel Nidzicy i Sancygniowki. Sprawoz-
dania Archeologiczne 21, 57—65.

Kruk J. 1969b. Grob szkieletowy kultury ceramiki wstegowej rytej w Michalowicach, pow. Krakow.
Sprawozdania Archeologiczne 21, 399—403.

Kruk J. 2000. Badania nad neolitem Polski poludniowo-wschodniej — glos w dyskusji. In M. Kobu-
siewicz and S. Kurnatowski (eds.), Archeologia i prahistoria Polska w ostatnim péhvieczu.
Poznan: Poznanskie Towarzystwo Przyjaciol Nauk, 139—142.

Kruk J. and Milisauskas S. 1977. Radiocarbon-Datierung aus Bronocice und ihre Bedeutung fiir die
Zeitbestimmung der Trichterbecher-Kultur in Siidost Polen. Archdologisches Korrespon-
denzblatt 7(4), 249—256.

Kruk J. and Milisauskas S. 1979. Befestigungen der spéten Polgéar-Kultur bei Bronocice (Polen).
Archdologisches Korrespondenzblatt 9(1), 9—13.

Kruk J. and Milisauskas S. 1981a, Chronology of Funnel Beaker, Baden-like, and Lublin-Volhynian
settlements at Bronocice, Poland. Germania 59, 1—19.

Kruk J. and Milisauskas, S. 1981b. Wyzynne osiedle neolityczne w Bronocicach. Archeologia Polski
26(1), 65—113.

Kruk J. and Milisauskas S. 1981c. Chronology of Funnel Beaker, Baden-like, and Lublin-Volynian
Settlements at Bronocice, Poland. Germania 59(1), 1—19.

Kruk J. and Milisauskas, S. 1982. A multiple Neolithic burial at Bronocice, Poland. Germania. 60,
211-216.

Kruk J. and Milisauskas S. 1983. Chronologia absolutna osadnictwa neolitycznego z Bronocic, woj.
Kieleckie. Archeologia Polski. 28(2), 257—320.

Kruk J. and Milisauskas S. 1985. Bronocice, Osiedle obronne ludnosci kultury lubelsko-wolynskiej
(2800-2700 lat p.n.e.). Wroctaw: Ossolineum.



Myth Making by Jan Machnik: The American and Polish Cooperative... 325

Kruk J. and Milisauskas S. 1989. Das System des Austausches und die Entwicklung der Sozial-
strukturen im Aneolithikum des FluBgebietes der oberen Weichsel. Praehistorica 1415,
151-156.

Kruk J. and Milisauskas S. 1990. Radiocarbon Dating of Neolithic Assemblages from Bronocice. Prze-
glad Archeologiczny 37, 195—228.

Kruk J. and Milisauskas, S. 1999. Rozkwit i upadek spoleczeristw neolitu. Krakow: IAE PAN.

Kruk J., Alexandrowicz S.W., Milisauskas S. and Snieszko, Z. 1996. Osadnictwo i zmiany $rodowiska
naturalnego wyzyn lessowych. Studium archeologiczne i paleogeografiiczne. Krakow: IAE
PAN.

Kulczycka-Leciejewiczowa A. 2000. Neolit Polski mijajacego potwiecza. In M. Kobusiewicz and S. Kur-
natowski (eds.), Archeologia i prahistoria Polska w ostatnim péhwieczu. Poznan: Poznanskie
Towarzystwo Przyjaciol Nauk, 109—126.

Machnik J. 2000. Badania nad przetomem neolitu i epoki brazu. In M. Kobusiewicz and S. Kurnatow-
ski (eds.), Archeologia 1 prahistoria Polska w ostatnim péhuvieczu. Poznan: Poznanskie To-
warzystwo Przyjaci6él Nauk, 5-93.

Machnik J. 2014. Miedzy pokoleniami, Jak Jasko miast utanem archeologiem zostal. Wywiad rzeka.
Rzeszoéw: Wydawnictwo Uniwersytetu Rzeszowskiego.

Machnikowie A. and J. and Kaczanowski, K. 1987. Osada i cmentarzysko z wczesnego okresu epoki
brqzu na “Gérze Klin” w Iwanowicach. Wroclaw: Ossolineum.

Milisauskas S. 1969. Domy stlupowe ceramiki wstegowej rytej w Olszanicy, pow. Krakow. Sprawozda-
nia Archeologiczne 21, 41—45.

Milisauskas S. 1970. Observations on Chronology of the Music Note Linear Ceramics in Little Poland.
Archaeologia Polona 12, 217—222.

Milisauskas S. 1972. An analysis of Linear culture longhouses at Olszanica B1, Poland. World Archaeo-
logy 4(1), 57-74.

Milisauskas S. 1973. Investigations of an Early Neolithic Community in Poland. Current Anthropolo-
gy 14(3), 287-290.

Milisauskas S. 1976a. Olszanica, an early farming village in Poland. Archaeology 29(1), 30—41.

Milisauskas S. 1976b Archaeological Investigations on the Linear Culture Village at Olszanica.
Wroclaw: Ossolineum.

Milisauskas S. 1982. Stylistic change in Linear Pottery ceramics and distribution of obsidian at Olsza-
nica. In J. Paviik (ed.), Siedlungen der Kultur mit Linearkeramik in Europa. Nitra: Slovakian
Academy of Sciences, 167-176.

Milisauskas S. 1986. Early Neolithic Settlement and Society at Olszanica (= Memoirs of the Museum
of Anthropology 19). Ann Arbor: University of Michigan.

Milisauskas S. 1989a. Specialized Activity Areas at Olszanica. In J. Rulf (ed.), Bylany Seminar 198.
Praha: Czechoslovak Academy of Sciences, 233—242.

Milisauskas S. 2000. Malice Burial at Olszanica. In S. Kadrow (ed.), A Turning of Ages. Im Wandel
der Zeiten, 408—413. Krakéw, IAE PAN, 408—413.

Milisauskas S. and Kruk J. 1977. Archaeological excavations at the Funnel Beaker (TRB) site of Brono-

cice. Archaeologia Polona 8, 205—228.



326 Sarunas Milisauskas

Milisauskas S. and Kruk J. 1978. Bronocice, a Neolithic settlement in south-eastern Poland. Archaeo-
logy 31(6), 44-52.

Milisauskas S. and Kruk J. 1982. Die Wagendarstellung auf einem Trichterbecher aus Bronocice in
Polen. Archdologisches Korrespondenzblatt 12, 141-144.

Milisauskas S. and Kruk J. 1984a. Settlement Organization and the Appearance of Low Level Hierar-
chical Societies during the Neolithic in the Bronocice Microregion, Southeastern Poland. Ger-
mania 62(1), 1-30.

Milisauskas S. and Kruk J. 1984b. Gréb niszowy kultury ceramiki sznurowej z Bronocic, woj. kielec-
kie. Sprawozdania Archeologiczne 36, 29—38.

Milisauskas S. and Kruk J. 1989b. Economy, Migration, Settlement Organization, and Warfare during
the Late Neolithic in Southeastern Poland. Germania 67(1), 77-96.

Milisauskas S. and Kruk J. 1990. Neolithische Befestigungen und die Einfriedung von Bronocice.
Jahresschrift fiir Mitteldeutsche Vorgeschichte 73, 231—236.

Milisauskas S. and Kruk J. 1991. Utilization of Cattle for Traction during the Later Neolithic in South-
eastern Poland. Antiquity 65(248), 561-566.

Milisauskas, S. and J. Kruk, 2007. Reflections on the Olszanica and Bronocice Archaeological Pro-
jects. In Z. Sulgostowska and A. J. Tomaszewski (eds.), Man-Millennia-Environment. War-
szawa: IAE PAN, 335—-343.

Milisauskas S., Kruk J. and Makowicz-Poliszot D. 1993. Observations on the utilization of domestic
animals by the Funnel Beaker and Baden populations at Bronocice, southeastern Poland. In
J. Pavik (ed.), Actes du XIIe Congres International des Sciences Préhistoriques et Protohis-
toriques. Bratislava: SAV, 457—460.

Milisauskas S., Kruk J., Ford R., Lityfiska-Zajac M. and Tomczyniska Z. 2004. Neolithic Forest Com-
position as Reflected by Charcoal Remains from Bronocice Poland. Sprawozdania Archeolo-
giczne 56, 271—-288.

Milisauskas S., Kruk J. and Makowicz-Poliszot D. 2006. Neolithic Horses at Bronocice. Sprawozda-
nia Archeologiczne 58, 307—-323.

Milisauskas S., Kruk J., Pipes M-L. and Makowicz-Poliszot D. 2012a. Butchering and Meat Consump-
tion in the Neolithic: The Exploitation of Animals at Bronocice. Krakow: IAE PAN.

Milisauskas S., Kruk J., Ford R. and Litynska-Zajac 2012b. Neolithic Plant Exploitation at Bronocice.
Sprawozdania Archeologiczne 64, 77—-112.

Pipes M.-L. 2014. Trade, Exchange, and Social Relationships in Southeastern Poland: X-Ray Fluo-
rescence and Mitochondrial Dna Analyses of Neolithic Sheep. Doctoral dissertation, Univer-
sity at Buffalo, SUNY. ProQuest Dissertations & Theses.

Pipes M. L., Kruk J., Makowicz-Poliszot D. and Milisauskas S. 2009. Funnel Beaker Animal Hus-
bandry at Bronocice. Archaeologia Baltica 12, 31—45.

Pipes M.-L., Kruk J., Makowicz-Poliszot D and Milisauskas S. 2010. Neolithic Human and Animal
Remains from Shared Depositional Contexts at Bronocice, In S. Czopek and S. Kadrow (eds.),

Mente et rutro. Rzeszow: Instytut Archeologii Uniwersytetu Rzeszowskiego, 41-59.



Myth Making by Jan Machnik: The American and Polish Cooperative... 327

Pipes M. L., Kruk J., Makowicz-Poliszot D. and Milisauskas S. 2014. Assessing the archaeological
data for wool-bearing sheep during the middle to late Neolithic at Bronocice, Poland. In
H. Greenfield (ed.), Animal Secondary Products: Domestic Animal Exploitation in Prehistoric
Europe, the Near East and the Far East. Oxford: Oxbow, 82—-102.

Pipes M.-L, Kruk J. and Milisauskas S. 2015. Threads of Neolithic Household Cloth Production at
Bronocice. In K. Kristiansen, L. Smejda and J. Turek (eds.), Paradigm Found. Archaeological
Theory — Present, Past and Future, Essays in Honour of EvZen Neustupny, Oxford &
Philadelphia: Oxbow Books, 215—-233.






	00_strony_red_tyt_okladka.pdf
	18a_Milisauskas_Machnik.pdf

