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Abstract

This article concerns the distribution of LBK adzes and post LBK Rossen Keile in the Lower Rhine Basin.
In the Rossen stage contacts are more intensive and Keile are distributed over a wide area. Two distinct
spheres of influence can be distinguished. In the south of the Lower Rhine Basin no Keile are found,
indicating no eastern contact with the Rossen communities in the Rhineland. In the middle and north
there is an eastern, Rossen sphere of influence, visible by the distribution of Keile north of the line
Amsterdam-Liege.

The function of Keile in Mesolithic territory is hard to specify. Based on wear traces an identical use
as in Rossen territory can be proposed in which working wood was the main activity. They may have had
a complementary role as club heads for hunting and warfare or as prestigious symbols. Repairs of shaft
holes in a Mesolithic pecking technique and the presence of possible imitations in the form of Spitzhauen
are indications that contacts between the hunter-gatherers and agrarian communities were limited and
not direct.

Keywords: Mesolithic, Neolithic, Bandkeramik, Rossen culture, neolithisation, adzes, hohe
durchlochte Schuhleistenkeil, Breitkeil, Keile, Spitzhaue, Lower Rhine Basin

1 Introduction

An intriguing aspect of the neolithisation process of Mesolithic communities north of the loess
is their contact with Bandkeramik farmers and their successors. The distribution of the polished
stone implements of these last communities all over the north-western European Plain can be
regarded as one of the most prominent expressions of contact between these communities. This
renewed overview of the ‘danubian” stone implements in the Lower Rhine Area concentrates
on their dimensions and repairs in relation to the distribution. It aims to specify in more detail
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6 Leo Verhart

the role these implements have played in the interaction between the last hunter-gatherers and
early farmers and their contribution to our understanding of the neolithisation process. I pro-
posed that interaction between (ethnographic-historical) societies with a different social, cultur-
al and economic background could provide valuable information for understanding different
stages of contacts between farmers and hunter-gatherers (Verhart 2000). Some of the observed
phenomena will be tested with archaeological information.

This inventory of adzes, hohe durchlochte Schuhleistenkeile and Breitkeile in the Lower Rhine
Basin is based on publications and national databases: the Centrale Archeologische Inventarisatie
(CAI) for Belgian Flanders and Archis for the Netherlands. The German territory is outside the
scope of this inventory. The artefacts have been studied and described using publications and
the data available in the central databases. Only a small number of unpublished items have
been seen and studied in person, mainly for practical reasons.

While finishing this article a study of Breitkeile was published by Raemaekers (Raemaekers et
al. 2011). Apparently contact between modern archaeological researchers in the Lower Rhine
Basin seems to be less than between farmers and hunter-gatherer 7500 years ago. Several
topics, which I wanted to present in this article are now available in print. I decided to reduce
the documentary character of the duplicated topics, add remarks if necessary and concentrate
on subjects not treated by Raemaekers.

2 Adzes

The hafted polished stone adze was introduced in the Lower Rhine Basin by the Bandkeramik
farmers, who around 5300 cal BC settled the loess zone of the German Rhineland, southern
Limburg and the Belgian Haspengouw. Stone adzes were not known in the preceding Late
Mesolithic, in which period all heavy chopping equipment was made of bone and antler, as
attested by the assemblage from Hardinxveld-Polderweg, phase 1 (Louwe Kooijmans 2001a).
Preserved massive wooden planks, as those of the Kiickhoven well, show that the LBK adzes
were used to finish off the products of cleaving oak trees (Weiner 1998). The trees themselves
must have been chopped down with these adzes as well, in view of the absence of stone axe
blades. This option has been proven by experiments (Weiner 1986). So, adzes will have been
essential tools in LBK society for chopping trees, woodland reclamation, building the large
houses and modelling wood.

LBK adzes are the first implements, which found their way to the non-agrarian communities
in the north, and which can be identified now as final or ‘terminal’ Mesolithic, and initial Swif-
terbant in the Lower Rhine Basin, Ertebolle in southern Scandinavia, as pointed out among
others by Lomborg (1962) for Scandinavia and Brandt (1967) for Lower Saxony. The process
behind their distribution in the Lower Rhine Basin and the meaning to be attached to it has
however received limited attention, and mostly in not widely accessible publications (Brounen
& de Jong 1988; Van der Graaf 1987; Louwe Kooijmans 1993b). It is this aspect this section will
concentrate on.

2.1 LBK adzes in general
Typology and chronology
The adzes have been subject to several typological and typo-chronological studies. Initially two
types were distinguished (fig. 1). When width exceeds thickness they were named flat adzes
(Flachhacke), when thickness exceeds width shoe-last adzes (Schuhleistenkeile), or high adzes.

Within the latter group a distinction is sometimes made between intermediate Flomborn adzes
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Figure 1 Adzes can be divided in two main groups: when width exceeds thickness they are named flat adzes
(Flachhacke) (left); when thickness exceeds width they are called shoe-last adzes (Schuhleistenkeile), or high adzes
(right). Scale 1:1 (after Bakels 1987, Figure 1. Photo Faculty of Archaeology, Leiden).

and the higher Hinkelstein adzes (Buttler 1938; Bakels 1987; Merkel 1999). Later, subdivisions
were made on the basis of metric characteristics into two groups (Schietzel 1965), six groups
(Modderman 1970, 184) and finally two groups again (Dohrn-Ihmig 1983). All typologies were
based on the width-height ratio, while Modderman added the absolute dimension. The wide
variation, from small to large and from flat to high adzes, certainly reflects a functional differ-
entiation, but the various types do not appear to be of chronological significance. All types
occur in all phases, but it is suggested that thick adzes became more popular in the final stage
of the LBK (Bakels 1987, 60; Merkel 1999). For this reason all adzes have been treated in this
study as one group.

The earliest stone shaft hole implements®

The technique of drilling stone to make a shaft hole was already known as early as in the dlteste
Bandkeramik, as demonstrated by a broken Scheibenkeule out of serpentinite at the settlement of
Schwanfeld (Hessen; Gronenborn 1997, Tafel 5.9) and a single small fragment in Langweiler 8,4
dated to the beginning of the Rhineland LBK (Bakels 1987, 62). It however appears that the
technique was only rarely applied on adzes, an early example being known from Langweiler 8
as well.” In this way the perforated flat adze — in German formerly named Plittbolzen — was
created, with a shaft hole at right angles to the edge. The perforated flat adzes became more
common in the post-LBK culture groups, Rossen included (Raetzel-Fabian 1986). So their oc-
currence in the north will be dealt with in the next section.
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Raw materials

The study of the LBK adzes has especially focussed on the origins of the exotic raw materials
used for these implements (Bakels 1987; Jadin & Hauzeur 2003). These are amphibolite, basalt
and fine, high-silica rocks: quartzite and lydite. The amphibolite used is a dark greenish meta-
morphic rock with foliated structure, a stone type, which is very resistant to blows and as such
very suited for wood cutting implements. No local source could be identified for it and a pro-
venance of these adzes to the east of the Lower Rhine Basin seems the most likely (Bakels 1987,
67). Petrographical analysis of adzes from the German Harz area proved most of these factually
to have been made from actinolite-hornblende schist, which is a more precise term than the
more general “amphibolite” (Schwartz-Mackensen & Schneider 1983, 174-175; 1986). The source
of this raw material should be found in the western Carpathians (Slovakia) and/or the High
Balkan (Bulgaria). Quite recently mining areas and workshops have been discovered more to
the west at Jistebsko in the Jizera Mountains, Bohemia, northeast of Prague (Prostfednik et al.
2005; Christensen et al. 2006).

In Bavaria local sources for the appropriate rocks have been demonstrated, such as river
deposits (Endlicher 1995). Altogether the amphibolite adzes originate from outside the Lower
Rhine Area, with at the moment a most likely source in the Carpathians.

The other raw materials mentioned will have been quarried in or close to the region itself.
The basalt adzes were made of rock from the Siebengebirge and/or Eifel. Quite a number of
adzes, particularly from the later LBK stage, are made of phtanite and lydite, both black sili-
cious quartzites. The phtanite comes from Horion-Hozémont, to the southwest of Liege, the
lydite from Céroux-Mousty, south of Brussels (Caspar 1984; Bakels 1987, 68). Blanks for adzes
and production debris of Céroux-Mousty lydite in the LBK settlement of Wange prove their
production close to the source (Lodewijckx 1984). These adzes found their way to the east as
well, as to the settlement of Darion in Hesbaye, to the South Limburg Graetheide cluster and
are rare on the Aldenhovener Platte.

The contribution of non-amphibolites as raw material increases in the later stage of the LBK,
especially at sites in the periphery of the LBK distribution (Bakels 1987, 63; Ramminger 2009,
fig. 8).

To the north, where adzes are rare, none of the raw materials mentioned above, like actino-
lite-hornblende schist and lydite, are found (Beuker et al. 1992).

Meaning

Being an essential implement in the male domain and being made of selected and exotic stone,
adzes will have been highly prized artefacts, the possession of which added prestige to their
owners. So they are not only found as fragments in settlements, in the final stage of their ‘bio-
graphy’, but in larger numbers as grave gift and in hoards.

Burial gifts in south German and Slovakian cemeteries, in which skeletal remains had been
preserved, demonstrate that adzes in general were associated with men (Kahlke 1954; Miiller et
al. 1996; Richter 1968-69; Pavuk 1972; Reinecke 1978). But skeletal remains have decomposed in
the Lower Rhine Basin and so analysis has to be based solely on the gift associations. Dohrn-
Ihmig (1983) came, however, to the same conclusion in her analysis of the Niedermerz ceme-
tery. Van de Velde (1979) assumed, in contrast, that high adzes in the Elsloo cemetery are male
grave gifts indeed, and an indicator for prestige and status, while women received adzes as
well, but especially flat ones.
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Use and secondary working

Adzes have been used, worn and repaired like many other prehistoric artefacts. There are,
however, not many traces of secondary working, except for sharpening of the edge by grinding
and polishing. This usually resulted in a shorter length and different lengthwise section, while
the cross-section presumably remained unchanged (cf. Bakels 1987, 70).

Some quite rare broken specimens from settlement contexts show, apart from traces of re-
hafting, the scars of working in a flaking technique in an attempt to obtain a functional edge
again. To that purpose the fragment was treated like flint. Judging from the unfinished pieces
this flaking was not always successful (fig. 2).

Figure 2 LBK adzes with traces of of secondary working and repair. Scale 1:1 (after Bakels 1987, Fiqure 21, 22,
photo Faculty of Archaeology, Leiden). left) rehafted broken adze, Elsoo. right) two broken adzes with traces of
flaking, Rosmeer.

2.2 Adzes outside the LBK culture area

Typical LBK adzes occur as stray finds all over the sandy plain to the north of the LBK settle-
ment clusters of the loess belt (Brandt 1967, Karte 1, 3, 4). In the Netherlands 40 and Belgium 77
adzes are found outside the loess belt (fig. 3). Two zones can be made out in the distribution of
these adzes and other typical LBK artefacts: a narrow c. 25 km wide inner zone, adjacent to the
northern loess border, and a wide outer zone beyond up to 100 km (Van der Graaf 198y7; De
Grooth & Van der Velde 2005, fig. 11.3; Louwe Kooijmans 1993b; Verhart 2000, fig. 1.15). This
bipartition is most obvious in the west.

Inner zone

The adzes from this zone are exclusively surface finds, without any archaeological context, but
they have been found in the vicinity of mixed flint scatters from various periods at some loca-
tions in the inner zone.

The Middle Limburg Roer micro region stands out in the inner zone thanks to intensive
surveys by an active amateur group. So far 13 adzes have been collected there, some have been
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10 Leo Verhart

Figure 3 The distribution of adzes in the Lower Rhine Basin outside the loess and LBK settlement zone. German
data after Brandt 1967; Belgian data after Jadin & Hauzeur 2003, with additions. Legend: Yellow: loess; red: LBK
settlement areas; blue dots: adzes; dotted lines: distance to LBK settlement zone.

found at sites where Late Mesolithic flint has been collected, be it always together with artefacts
from other periods (Verhart in prep.) There are also surface associations of LBK and Limburg
pottery sherds and characteristic LBK flint artefacts in different combinations documented in
this region as well. Montfort I and II, well-known alleged key sites in this region, with a com-
plete LBK flint inventory, pottery sherds and several small adzes must however be considered
as unreliable (Newell 1970, figs 14, 15).°

One of the most informative sites, be it not associated with adze finds, is Echt-Annendaal,
overviewing a wide brook valley and partly excavated in 1984 (Brounen 1985). No recognisable
soil traces have been preserved due to soil processes, but the documented small-scale find scat-
ters have been interpreted as resulting from a sequence of various short-term activities during
the LBK and Rossen stages.

Outer zone
In the Netherlands adzes have been found all along the river Meuse as far north as Nijmegen
(Bakels 1987, 78). The northernmost are two (not fully reliable) adzes from the Veluwe district,

c. 150 km from the loess (Schut 1991, 59). No LBK adzes are known from the well-documented
province of Drenthe farther north (Beuker et al. 1992).” In Belgium only a single specimen has

Journal of Archaeology in the Low Countries 4-1 (October 2012) © Verhart and AUP



Contact in stone: adzes, Keile and Spitzhauen in the Lower Rhine Basin 11

been reported at a comparable distance (75 km), found in the 19th century during construction
work at Antwerp-Fort St. Marie (Jadin & Hauzeur 2003, 88-89, locus 6).

One adze provides a little more information. A sand dredging location near the village of
Gassel yielded a flat adze and some Early Neolithic sherds (so-called Begleitkeramik) among
tens of thousands of pieces of flint, ranging in age from Early Mesolithic through to Late Neo-
lithic (Brounen & De Jong 1988; Verhart 2000, 33). Artefacts considered characteristic for LBK
are, however, completely absent and it must be questioned whether adze and sherds relate to a
single activity, as is suggested.

The only other LBK artefacts in this outer zone are some 30 flint arrow-heads, all isolated
surface finds, in distribution overlapping with the adzes (De Graaf 1987; Louwe Kooijmans
1993b, fig. 11). An exceptional find is a typical LBK arrow-head of Rijckholt type flint excavated
from the oldest level of Hardinxveld-Giessendam Polderweg, dated to 5500-5300 cal. BC. The
contact must have occurred at an extremely early moment in time, since this arrow-head found
its way to the west almost immediately after LBK colonists had settled in South-Limburg in
5300 cal. BC.

Outside the study area

A small number of adzes has been found in northern Germany, but it is hard to ascertain
whether all these adzes are actually of LBK origin (Klassen 2004; Terberger et al. 2009). They
date probably from the late LBK period, but some adzes may be dated to the Rossen period
(Klassen 2004, 56).

It is however obvious that there have been contacts between the western part of the Baltic
and the LBK, judging from the pottery. In the LBK period this concerns some small sherds that
might originate from the more southerly LBK settlement centres, such as the upper reaches of
the Elbe in the Altmark, at a distance of c. 150 km (Klassen 2004).” There may also have been
contacts over a similar distance with the LBK in the Uckermark region in the Oder estuary, also
at a distance of c. 150 km (Klassen 2004, 72). These relations become stronger in the Rdssen
period, as can be deduced from the larger number of sites with imported pottery (Klassen
2004, 75-83).

The finds of Bandkeramik material in the western Baltic span a slightly larger distance to the
LBK settlement areas than in the Lower Rhine Basin. Pottery and adzes are distributed almost
equally in the western Baltic, whereas adzes are found over larger distances than pottery in the
Lower Rhine Basin.

Interpretation

Several options have been considered as an explanation for the finds in both these zones: ex-
change with or theft by Mesolithic groups, expeditions or wanderings of LBK people to the
north (for hunting, prospecting, cattle herding) or even an extension of formal LBK settlement
area (Amkreutz 2010; Louwe Kooijmans 1993b, 125; Verhart 2000, 37). A more precise attribu-
tion of these options to sites and artefacts is not possible. The wider zone reflects at any rate a
more extensive relation to the LBK settlements.

The sites and their find composition in the inner zone seem to be explained best as the reflec-
tion of small-scale camps of the people from the Bandkeramik settlements themselves in com-
bination of course with exchange, theft and scavenging of left camping areas. For the first inter-
pretation a study of the settlement pattern and land use in the LBK settlement cluster of the
Graetheide plateau has made it likely that there was a shortage of pasture in the LBK habitation
area on the loess (Bakels 1978, 1982), especially in the later stages when population had grown.
A solution may have been the exploitation of the adjacent sand region in a form of transhumant
cattle herding. Especially the site Echt-Annendaal, mentioned above, would fit this model, but
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not in connection with the Graetheide LBK cluster. The pattern and composition in the Roer
region continue into the Rossen stage, while there is no succession of occupation at the
Graetheide plateau (Zimmermann 2009). Some rough-outs of lydite adzes found in the Roer
area and in the vicinity of Neer, northwest of Roermond, support this option of small-scale
camps of the LBK people (Brounen & Peeters 2009).

3 Perforated Rossen Keile

3.1 Introduction: heavy duty implements

The successors of the Bandkeramik people extended the already known but not widely prac-
tised technique of stone perforation to high adzes of large dimensions and so developed the
heavy ‘perforated high shoe last adze” and the slightly less sophisticated durchlochte Breitkeil or
‘perforated broad wedge’. These implements have a wide distribution over the Dutch and
North German plain, outside the known distribution area of the Rossen culture.

It is first of all remarkable that the receiving Swifterbant and Ertebelle communities man-
aged to obtain these implements, which were highly valued by their producers, and that in
considerable numbers, and not only the ‘left-overs’, but also first rate quality implements.
However the extreme long ones, in the Rdssen area probably used in a more social/ceremonial
manner, are totally absent. The producers derived prestige from the exotic material and for the
receivers the new forms and technology may in this perspective be added, apart from utili-
tarian use. How were they obtained? What may have been given as counter value? To what
extent may we consider the transaction as a reciprocal exchange relation? To what counter
values? May the wider distribution indeed be viewed as a down-the-line exchange or should
we consider alternatives? A major drawback in answering such questions is the lack of find
contexts. Most information has to be distracted from the artefacts themselves, from their di-
mensions, traces of use, secondary working, find locations and distribution patterns.

3.2 The Keile in general

Typology

Generally in the Hinkelstein-Grofigartach-Rossen complex two main types of heavy perforated
implements are distinguished: the hohe durchlochte Schuhleistenkeil or “perforated high shoe last
adze’ and the durchlochte Breitkeil or ‘perforated broad wedge” (Brandt 1967; Klassen 2004; Rae-
maekers et al. 2011; Van der Waals 1972). (fig. 4). Both are characterized by a conical shaft hole
near the butt end and parallel to the cutting edge. The butt varies in shape and may display
modest to severe use damage.

The hohe durchlochte Schuhleistenkeil has a D-shaped cross-section and one symmetry axis at a
right angle to the cutting edge and the shaft hole. The thickness/width ratio exceeds 1:1.
‘Width’ is defined at right angles to the axis; ‘thickness’ or “height’ is parallel to it, as with LBK
adzes.

The Breitkeil has a more or less rectangular cross-section and a symmetry axis parallel to the
shaft hole and the cutting edge. The width — in this case defined as the dimension at a right
angle to the axis (!) — exceeds thickness. The symmetry is, however, rarely perfect, probably as a
result of use wear, damage and repair.

There have been several attempts to create finer subdivisions. The Keile have been subdi-
vided into triangular and biigeleisenformige (flat-iron) specimens (Brandt 1967, 1995; Lonne
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Figure 4 From left to right: hohe durchlochte Schuhleistenkeil from Emmen-Bargererfscheidenveen and Breitkeile
from Oud-Schoonebeek and Spijk. Scale 1:3 (after Van der Waals 1972, Tafel 42, 43).

2003). The latest contributions in this field are the studies by Merkel (Merkel 1999) with 6 types
and Klassen with 15 types (Klassen 2004). Major drawbacks of these detailed typologies are the
low numbers per type and the fact that the present shape of the artefact is the end of its ‘bio-
graphy’. Most of them have been used, reworked and finally discarded as worn implements.
Especially the hohe durchlochte Schuhleistenkeile changed in appearance by these processes. Often
it is not possible to secure whether the implement originally was a hohe durchlochte Schuhleisten-
keil. The longer the Breitkeil has been used, the shorter it will be and the more the length:width
ratio will increase.” The cross-section is, however, much less affected by use, and so the distinc-
tion between the “perforated high shoe-last adze” and the ‘broad wedge’ certainly has sense
(Raemaekers et al. 2011, 3-5).

In this paper both main types have been taken together under the collective term Rdssen Keile
or ‘Keile’ for short, and are considered to represent the period between the LBK and the Mi-
chelsberg culture, 4950-4300 cal BC.

Dating

The hohe durchlochte Schuhleistenkeile are well dated to the post-Bandkeramik period from c.
4950 onward, since they are regularly found as grave gifts in Hinkelstein and Grossgartach
cemeteries and are fully absent in LBK contexts (Farrugia 1992; Goller 1972; Lichardus-Itten
1980; Lonne 2003; Meier-Arendt 1975; Spatz 1999). The same applies to the durchlochte Breitkeile.
This type gradually replaced the earlier one, but both seem to have been in use side by side for
a long period and are generally considered to get out of use before the development of the
Michelsberg culture (Lonne 2003; Raetzel-Fabian 1986). Keile seem however to continue for
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some centuries in the northern Swifterbant communities, as for instance demonstrated by frag-
ments originating from one Keil at Swifterbant S3, dated c. 4300-4000 cal BC (Raemaekers 1999,
27)."° Also in northern Germany and southern Scandinavia the use of Keile continues until ca.
4000 cal BC (Klassen 2004, Abb. 32). In eastern Holstein they were deposited in a restricted time
span at the end of the fifth millennium BC (Hartz et al. 2011).

Raw material

The majority of Keile is made out of the same actinolite-hornblende schist as the LBK adzes,
with possible primary sources in the western Carpathians (Slovakia) and the High Balkan (Bul-
garia), as revealed in the research by Schwartz-Mackensen and Schneider (1986, 29, 33; 1983,
174-175) mentioned earlier. The workshops, as mentioned before in the section on raw materi-
als for the LBK adzes, have been discovered more to the west at Jistebsko in the Jizera Moun-
tains, Bohemia, northeast of Prague (Prostfednik et al. 2005; Christensen et al. 2006).

Besides these imports more local rocks were used as well. The majority of Breitkeile in south-
eastern Lower Saxony are made of amphibolite, but greywacke, diabase, granite and basalt
occur as well (Lonne 2003, 166, 173)."" In the Dutch province of Drenthe 2 out of 15 of the Keile
found had been made from gneiss, possibly derived from the local boulder clay deposits, all
others are made of amphibolite and amphibolite-like rocks (Beuker et al. 1992).

Production and acquisition

Hoards are wide-spread over Central Europe and may comprise various implements in differ-
ent stages of working, from roughly worked blocks with and without shaft hole to completely
finished specimens. Well-known examples are the Cistéves hoard in Bohemia (Venél 1975) and
the Schladen hoard in Lower Saxony (Lonne 2003, Abb. 80). They demonstrate that the Keile
have not been distributed ready-made, but as raw material and rough-outs, at least into Cen-
tral Europe. The rough-outs usually received further working in the settlements. An excep-
tional find in the Lower Rhine Basin is a fully pecked rough-out with traces of sawing in a
Rossen settlement at Maastricht-Randwijck. It is a clear indication of in situ working, but simi-
lar examples from abroad are not known or have not been published (Louwe Kooijmans 1988,
2005, fig. 12.7). On the other hand part of the Keile could have been made out of already shaped
and finished artefacts to adapt to local traditions. The basic form was obtained by occasional
sawing, by pecking and grinding, but the final finish quite often was incomplete. Traces of the
original pecked surface and traces of working, such as saw cuts, are either only partially
ground off or still clearly visible.

At last the conical shaft hole was made with the aid of a hollow drill. A hollow was made
first by pecking, where the wood or bone drill head was placed. This preliminary treatment can
be deduced from the pecked surface at the rounded edge of the shaft hole that is still visible on
some specimens. Experiments, too, have demonstrated the importance of this preliminary
treatment (Lessig 1999; Vosgerau 1983-84). Subsequently the drilling was executed, probably
with the aid of a drill bow in order to obtain a high speed. By adding water and sand a shaft
hole was drilled. Experiments have demonstrated that in a hard type of rock like diabase a drill
depth of 8 mm could be reached in 8o minutes. A shaft hole in a Breitkeil with a depth of 40 mm
could be made in a single day (Vosgerau 1983-84). Drilling with a hollow bone drill on location
is illustrated by the large numbers of drill cores in the settlement waste at the Rossen settlement
sites (Lonne 2000). The perforation was, however, not always successful to judge from the num-
ber of discontinued perforations.
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Hafting

The dimensions of the conical shaft holes range from 11-15 mm to a maximum (and quite nor-
mal) of 32-35 mm (Lonne 2000; Merkel 1999).

Recovered remnants of handles provide information about the hafting technique. A Breitkeil
with a wooden handle is known from the excavations at Hiide I (Deichmiiller 1965). The han-
dle was made of hazelwood. The renewed investigation in 2000 and 2001 at Rosenhof site LA
58 yielded a Breitkeil with a remnant of the handle in the shaft hole, made of rosewood (Hartz
2004, 70, Abb. 4).

A striking aspect is the relatively narrow shaft hole in relation to the weight of a Breitkeil. The
types of wood recovered (hazel and rose) are not particularly known for their application in
handles. Usually a type of wood is selected for its particular favourable qualities. Hence (Neo-
lithic) axe handles have preferably been made of ash (Louwe Kooijmans & Kooistra 2006, 234).
The handles of Keile differ in this respect.

Function and use

Many functions for the Breitkeile have been suggested in the course of time, ranging from
plough coulter or ard share, to battle axe, hack, axe and wedge (e.g. Buttler 1937, Marién 1948,
Raemaekers et al. 2011; Van der Waals 1972). Most have been refuted and need no further dis-
cussion. As the main options the various forms of woodworking are left. Being the successors
of the LBK adzes, in stone type used, in morphology and in social prestige one is inclined to
consider a similar function, but then in a different execution.

A major condition for the effectiveness of an artefact as a cutting or chopping tool is symme-
try. In general this condition is fulfilled, be it that both types have a different symmetry: that of
adze and axe. The shaft hole is, however, rather narrow and so the haft not suited to swing the
hafted Keil as a normal axe or adze. This has been demonstrated by experiments, in which
Breitkeile were used as a wedge to cleave wood and as an axe. In most instances the tools turned
out to be quite ineffective (Lessig 1999; Meier 1990; Raemaekers et al. 2011; Vosgerau 1983-84).
It was demonstrated that a 260 mm long Breitkeil could be used for cutting into a chopped
down tree, but precision proved to be quite low (Meier 1990). This was attributed to the large
weight of the axe blade. Additional problems were swinging the blade and securing the handle
in the shaft hole and consequently chopping down a tree was almost impossible. It is perfectly
clear that these experiments did not copy the real use. In the experiments undertaken by Rae-
maekers two Breitkeile were broken while felling a tree (Raemaekers et al. 2011, 9).

This brings us finally by a frequently suggested interpretation that Breitkeile have been used
as wedges for cleaving wood. There are however not so many experiments carried out to test
several options (Bohm & Pleyer 1990; Meier 1990; Raemaekers et al. 2011), but the damage,
especially at the butt end, may be a clue for its utilitarian function, but as far as known, no
(microscopic) use wear study has been executed. The wedge could be placed and held in the
proper position by means of the handle.

The length of Breitkeile will have decreased due to use. Most damage has been found at the
cutting edge and butt (Raemaekers et al. 2011, 9-10; Van der Waals 1972, 159-160). The damage,
especially of the cutting edge, has mostly been counteracted by grinding. The butt however
very often has not been reworked, as a consequence of which damage caused by heavy strokes
has remained visible. This implies that the location of the shaft hole in relation to the butt, and
the distance between shaft hole and butt, are original and not changed by later repair activities.

Traces on the butts show that a large number of the Breitkeile are used. These wear traces
varies from incidental impacts to severe ones caused by hammering. The last are however rare.
This implies that cutting and cleaving wood seems to be the main activities employed with
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these implements. The stone wedge could in this last option be placed in the proper position by
means of the handle.

Within the group of Keile some perforated axes are standing out because of their exceptional
length, often in combination with a rather narrow shaft hole. Some are over 40 cm long. They
are only found in the Rdssen occupation area, mainly in hoards (Raemaekers et al. 2011, 18, fig.
8 and 9). This raises the question whether Keile had also a non-utilitarian function. In other
words did they play a role in the social domain as ceremonial axes? A clay figurine from Szeg-
var-Tlizkoves, Hungary (Tisza Culture) of a man with a large perforated axe over the right
shoulder may be a illustration of this (Trogmayer 1990).

In the Rossen culture area Keile are also found in graves. They are frequently recovered from
male graves which indicate that they can be regarded as personal items of the diseased (Rae-
maekers et al. 2011, 16). In that respect a social connotation can also play a role.

3.3 The Keile outside the Rossen culture area
Distribution

Van der Waals (1972) was the first to make an overview of the finds in the Lower Rhine Basin,
inspired by the publications on southern Scandinavia (Lomborg 1962) and Lower Saxony
(Brandt 1967) and by the discovery of the first Swifterbant sites in the Dutch central polder
district. The rather dense distribution offered for the first time a view on the widespread occu-
pation by communities now known as ‘Swifterbant’, at that time only known from the site
Hiide I at the Diimmer and the Swifterbant discoveries themselves. Van der Waals observed
that 22 out of 28 specimens with reliable find circumstances had been found in or close to low-
lying areas or rivers.”* He saw this correlation as reflecting a preference for the occupation of
these zones, which could be understood in view of the supposed coverage of the upland with a
dense forest in these times.

The distribution map of Van der Waals was supplemented by Raemaekers (1999, 104, App.
4) and expanded with the Lower Saxony and Rhineland data (Louwe Kooijmans 1993b; Ver-
hart 2000). The most recent detailed distribution map is provided by Raemaekers et al., but
with the exception for the Netherlands of the province of Limburg (Raemaekers et al. 2011, fig.
10). The number of Keile in Netherlands is much higher than in Belgium and the complete
implements dominate (Table 1).

Belgium Netherlands total
Fragments 0 20 20
Complete (no dimensions 6 10 16
Complete 10 83 93
Total 16 113 129

Table 1 The number of Breitkeile by country divided in fragments and complete artefacts with and without known
dimensions

Two patterns can be made out in the overall distribution of the Keile (fig. 5). First there is a
rather even spread all over the northern part of the Lower Rhine Basin, continuing in western
part of northern Germany (Brandt 1967, Karte 2, 6; Klassen 2004, Abb. 31). In the central part of
northern Germany, Denmark and southern Sweden the find density also decreases to the north,
but more zones with concentrations are visible in contrast to areas with hardly any finds (Klas-
sen 2004, Abb. 31). Exceptional is the concentration around Hamburg, which is probably the
result of purchasing from antique dealers who claimed that the finds were originating from
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Figure 5 Distribution of Rissen Keile in the Lower Rhine Basin. German data (blue) after Brandt 1967. Dutch
data and Belgian (red) after Van der Waals 1972, Raemaekers 1999, Verhart 2000, with additions. Legend: Yellow:
loess, Red: Rossen Culture settlement areas.

the river Elbe. The concentration in the province of Limburg may relate to the short distance to
the Rossen settlement zone.

The distribution shows secondly a sharp boundary to the west, with only a few finds west of
an imaginary line Amsterdam-Liege. The unfavourable recovery conditions for stray axes in
the Holocene wetlands of the western Netherlands will play a part in the north. The quasi
absence all over Belgium to the west of the Limburg Meuse zone may relate to the different
culture sphere: Blicquy in the west and Rdssen in the east, each with northern contact spheres
of their own. Long lasting north-south relations have been demonstrated in the western (Blic-
quy and its successors) sphere for the period 5500-3500 cal BC for settlement sites in the Rhine/
Meuse delta, in the form of raw material acquisition and artefact typology (Louwe Kooijmans
1993a). They cannot be visualized on the map, since no implements comparable to the Keile had
been involved. But it remains intriguing that (prestigious?) implements, which found their way
so far north in the eastern sphere, were apparently not appreciated as such at a relative short
distance to the west.
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Find conditions, context

The divergent ratios between complete and fragmented Keile in different regions are to some
extent determined by settlement research, but seem to reflect for a great deal different ways of
use and handling Keile.

In the Lower Rhine Basin Keile have been found almost exclusively isolated and as surface
finds (Raemaekers et al. 2011). Fragments are relatively rare, partly because these are less easily
recognized by a layman. In contrast to the other areas considered, hardly any evidence for their
use has come to light in the large-scale excavation of Late Mesolithic/Early Neolithic sites con-
ducted in recent years. Both in Hardinxveld-Giessendam-De Bruin and Hoge Vaart these arte-
facts have not been found (Louwe Kooijmans 2001a, 2001b; Hogestijn & Peeters 2001). Of
course the low number of excavated sites in the Lower Rhine Basin compared to the higher
number in Scandinavia can also be of relevance in this conclusion. There is only one distinct
fragment from Swifterbant-S3"> and two complete specimens have been recovered earlier at
Hiide (Deichmdiller 1965, 10). The quasi absence of fragments in the Dutch sites may be related
to their marginal western position in the Rossen sphere, mentioned above. We may, however,
conclude that Keile were treated in a different way than in the other regions, and perhaps were
used more off site.

In Denmark many more settlements have been excavated and almost half of all broken speci-
mens derive from these sites (Klassen 2004, Fundliste 1). The fragments are relatively large
pieces (>5.5 cm).

The find conditions in the Rossen culture area itself are quite different, as has been well
documented for the south-eastern part of Lower Saxony by Lonne (2003). Keile are found in
settlements in worn condition and as fragments, demonstrating their intensive use at the settle-
ment location itself. They are found off-site mainly as stray finds in Lower Saxony. Others have
been grave gifts or were found in hoards. These last categories reflect, apart from their utili-
tarian function, also their symbolic importance.

Dimensions

Judging from hoard finds and seemingly unused specimens pristine Keile may have reached a
length of 350-400 mm, but a length of c. 300 mm seems more normal practice.”* However the
width of Keile in the Lower Rhine Basin shows quite some variation (fig. 9). There is tendency of
increasing width in relation to the length, but the variation in width suggests that the original
length could vary also.

In the hoard of Schladen (Landkreis Wolfenbiittel) a semi-manufactured Breitkeil has been
found with a length of 370 mm (Schwarz-Mackensen & Schneider 1983). In the Mockern hoard
the longest item is 345 mm (Hoffmann 1955). An extremely long specimen from Euskirchen,
without any additional find data, has a length of 421 mm." Their length, heavy weight and
pristine condition raise the question whether these long Keile were still utilitarian tools.

In the course of their use Breitkeile were worn, damaged, broken and repaired, resulting in
ever shorter specimens and a wide range in length, as reflected in the metric diagrams. The
shortest, in the final stage of a long process of use, appear to consist in some cases almost
entirely of a shaft hole surrounded by a tiny bit of stone, as exemplified by a specimen from
Spijk (Van der Waals 1972, G.8).™

The complete Keile found in the Netherlands and Belgium — all isolated finds — range from go
to 327 mm, for specimens from Gennep and Echt respectively, with an average of 154 mm.
Their dimensions have been displayed in a series of graphs (figs 6-9). The largest number lies
in the length category 120-140 mm. The values of width are close together and do not show any
extremes (fig. 7). The width of the axes (30-go mm) could be the result of the original length or
prolonged use and wear. Especially the wider variation of the smaller implements seems to be
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Figure 7 Length/width ratio of Rossen Keile in the Lower Rhine Basin.

the result of prolonged use, with retouching, pecking and grinding, hardly affecting the cross
section.

Interregional comparison of these data may inform us on the eventual selection of axes dis-
tributed to the north and so on the processes of their distribution.

The detailed study by Lonne (2003) in the Gottingen region (south-eastern part of Lower
Saxony) provides information on the dimensions of Breitkeile within a Rossen territory and its
immediate vicinity. All Breitkeile have been described, both isolated finds and those from settle-
ment context. The length of the complete implements — in different stages of use — ranges from
to 8o to 315 mm with an average of 145 mm, very similar to the Lower Rhine Basin data. (fig. 8)
There is hardly any difference in dimensions between Breitkeile recovered as isolated finds and
those from settlements.

A statistical analysis of the data with a kernel density method, displayed in smoothed histo-
grams, visualizes the slight difference between both regions (fig. 9).”” Both graphs display sin-
gle-peak distributions that differ at most four centimetres. The length of Lower Saxony Breit-
keile displays a normal distribution with a peak between 135-175 mm; for Dutch specimens this
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Figure 8 Length/width ratio of Rossen Keile in Lower Saxony.
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Fiqure 9 Smoothed histograms of the length/width ratio of Rossen Keile in the Lower Rhine Basin (yellow) and
south-eastern Lower Saxony (blue) showing that the Dutch Breitkeile are on average slightly shorter than those
from Lower Saxony.

is 95-135 mm. So the Dutch Breitkeile are on average slightly shorter than those from Lower
Saxony, most probably slightly more worn out.

The 30 complete Breitkeile found in Denmark and southern Sweden vary in length between
115 and 219 mm, with an average of 161 mm (Klassen 2004, Fundliste 1). In this case south-
eastern Lower Saxony is a very plausible source. From northern Germany 70 Keile are known,
93 to 385 mm in length, with an average of 167 mm (Klassen 2004, Fundliste 1)."®> The North
German implements show rather identical ratios as those in Lower Rhine Basin area with a
large variation in length and some small worn-out Keile. In Denmark and southern Sweden
there is less variation in length. The large Keile apparently did not reach these regions. Very
small and worn ones are missing as well.

The comparison of two districts within the research area of the Lower Rhine Basin at increas-
ing distance to the Rossen culture area may inform us on eventual down-the-line distribution.
So two southern provinces, Belgian and Dutch Limburg (at 20-75 km) are compared to the
northern provinces of Friesland and Drenthe (at 150-200 km). The Keile have nearly identical
dimensions in both regions. Their lengths range between 100 and 250 mm, but in Limburg
there is one longer specimen (fig. 10). Shorter specimens have been found in both regions. So
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Figure 10 Length/width ratio of Rossen Keile in the Lower Rhine Basin.
above: in the northern provinces of Friesland and Drenthe,
below: in the southern provinces of Belgian and Dutch Limburg.

there appears to be no loss in quality with increasing distance on this scale and no indications
for down-the-line exchange in the Lower Rhine Basin.

3.4 Changing patterns in distribution and contact

The distribution of LBK adzes and Keile illustrate the contacts between farmers and hunter/
gatherers. The find of an amber pendant in the well of Kiickhoven is an illustration of connec-
tions with the Baltic region (Gronenborn 2005, 2010). The wider distribution of Keile as com-
pared to that of the adzes is an indicator for a wider range of these contacts. The higher inten-
sity is the result of a longer time span presumably in combination with increasing contact.
There are however additional other contact indicators as well.

Long lasting relations between south and north can be deduced from the distribution of
Wommersom quartzite, originating from an outcrop between Tienen and Sint Truiden in Bel-
gium, and exploited from the early Mesolithic onward, especially in the middle and late Meso-
lithic. Its most northern expansion was just to the north of the rivers Meuse and Rhine (Arora
1979; Van Oorsouw 1993).

We owe other indicators to the closed stratigraphical context and the conditions at the ear-
liest sites in the wetlands of the Rhine/Meuse delta. Long-term relations with the south from
the late Mesolithic onwards are revealed there in the acquisition of raw materials, like flint,
pyrite, haematite and rock from distant regions far to the south (Louwe Kooijmans 2005, 2006).

Other evidence from the same contexts is, first, a LBK arrow-head at the river dune Polder-
weg in Hardinxveld-Giessendam, already mentioned in the former paragraph, indicating an
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very early contact shortly after LBK colonists had settled in South-Limburg in 5300 cal. BC. A
second southern link is documented by a relative small number of bone-tempered pottery
sherds in phase 2 at the river dune De Bruin in Hardinxveld-Giessendam, dated to the early
5th millennium (Raemaekers 2001). Of these sherds 27 are decorated in techniques and motives
characteristic for Blicquy pottery of southern Belgium. They probably belong to a restricted
number of vessels. One, undecorated pot with double perforated lugs has no Blicquy but
Grossgartach affinities.

The lack of evidence of north-south contacts in the intermediate space will be strictly due to
bad preservation.

Rossen Pottery

Pottery has also been retrieved outside the Rossen culture area, but only in small numbers and
its distribution is very limited. Some isolated Rossen pottery finds have been published from
Middle Limburg (Bloemers 1972, Brounen 1985), and documentation of amateur collections
resulted in more sites, but their number is still very low.” Some alleged Rossen pottery sherds
found at Aalten, north of the river Rhine, c. 50 km to the west of the Rossen habitation near
Duisburg (Schut 1987), appear factually to be Late Bronze Age.*”

Farther east some imported Rossen vessels have been retrieved at Hiide (Germany), at a dis-
tance of c. 40 km to the north of another Rssen habitation centre (Kampffmeyer 1983).

In view of the scarcity of pottery outside Rossen territory we have no alternative than to
evaluate the distribution of Keile to find out more about the nature of the contacts between
hunter-gatherer communities and early farmers in the Lower Rhine Basin.

Distribution analysis

The occurrence over a wide area of Keile and the distribution pattern indicate that theft and
scavenging at abandoned Rossen sites can be excluded as the major process behind the distri-
bution of these artefacts. This leads to the conclusion that farmers must have exchanged their
Keile with local groups around the agrarian settlements. We can think of ‘forest products’, raw
materials, labour and women as valuable commodities in return. From these groups in close
contact with the Rossen farmers the Keile found their way to their hinterland.

The spatial distribution and characteristics of the Keile in the Lower Rhine Basin have been
opposed to the model of down-the-line-exchange. In that case there should be an absence of
production debris, artefacts should decrease in number and size with distance from the source,
the objects should be more fragmented and could have gained a different meaning (Appadurai
1986; Renfrew 1982; Verhart 2000, 2009). The distribution of Keile in the Lower Rhine Basin
however, shows none of these aspects. The only trend to be observed is that the Keile outside
the Rdssen occupation area are a little smaller and more worn.

There is another aspect, which informs us about the background of acquisition. The Keile with
secondary hour-glass shaped shaft hole, found outside the Rossen habitation area, in the terri-
tory of the hunter-gatherers, show that the Mesolithic hunter-gatherers, who had acquired a
Keil (or fragment), were not acquainted with the way the primary shaft holes had been made,
or maintained their traditional practise of making shaft hole by pecking. This last option is
plausible explanation for secondary hourglass-shaped shaft holes made by people living close
to the Rossen habitation centres, as demonstrated by the Colmont specimen in southern Lim-
burg (Brounen 1997). They could have had direct access to the farming communities living at a
distance of 25 km and could have observed the Rossen technique of drilling with a hollow drill.

The majority of the Mesolithic hunter-gatherers were not in immediate direct contact with
the producers of the Keile. These artefacts were distributed from hand to hand over the area
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occupied by them. Important information how Keile were made was not transferred by the
Rossen communities or by groups living close in their neighbourhood.

It is not possible to determine whether the breakage of the artefacts had taken place origin-
ally in the RGssen area or at the location were the Keile were found. The new shaft holes were
not made in the Rossen technique, with a hollow drill, but with the traditional Mesolithic peck-
ing technique. This implies that Mesolithic hunter-gatherers, who had a Keil in their possession,
and were living more to the north, were unaware of how shaft holes had to be made.

3.5 Use and meaning of Keile in hunter-gatherer territory

Keile are quite rare regarding the total number and time span in which they were used, so these
artefacts do not belong to the standard tool range of Mesolithic hunter-gatherers. The Meso-
lithic tool range comprises moreover good functional equivalents in bone and antler. Wear
traces on

Keile in the Lower Rhine Basin are identical with the ones, which can be seen on Keile found
in the Rossen occupation area. It is not possible to determine of these wear traces originate from
the Rossen region itself or are the result of activities exploited in the Lower Rhine Basin.

These artefacts could have a similar function in both regions: cutting and cleaving wood. The
Keile in the Lower Rhine Basin however, are with one exception not recovered in settlements
and are also not known from graves or hoards. Most specimens are stray finds and often found
in the low lying - wet - areas of the landscape suggesting deliberate deposition. Raemaekers et
al. (2010, 21-24) made clear that complete Keile were often deposited in the low lying areas of
the landscape, despite the low number of finds with detailed information about find circum-
stances in their study area. A quarter of all Keile was found in low lying locations, while c. 30%
was found on higher land, the supposed area for settlements (Ramaekers et al. 2011, table 7).

This raises the question whether these artefacts, apart from being utilitarian implements,
played also a role in the social domain. Exotic objects and materials have always exerted a
major attraction, often also associated with a higher appreciation (Taffinder 1998). As such the
possession of exotic objects, or control over their distribution, may cause an increase in pres-
tige. Keile belong in this category because of their appearance and raw material, despite the fact
that they are worn. In this respect Keile may have been given an additional meaning in hunter-
gatherer society, as compared to the Rossen culture, especially in graves and hoards.

Secondary shaft holes

It appears that Keile, robust as they may be, were rather frequently broken across the shaft hole.
In those cases a new shaft hole may have been made. Within the Rdssen culture area the new
shaft hole was executed in the traditional way with a hollow drill, in no respect different from
primary shaft holes (see Lichardus 1976, Taf. 10c). Parts of the original shaft hole remained still
visible at the (new) butt in some cases. That such items, “in their second life’, found their way to
the west/north is demonstrated by specimens from Helmond-Stiphoutsbroek (Arts 1994, fig.
11), Montfort and Elsloo (Brounen 1997).

In the northern regions, outside the Rssen zone, in contrast, hourglass-shaped shaft holes
were (attempted to be) made by means of a pecking technique in a number of cases. This prac-
tice is unknown in the area investigated by Lonne in Lower Saxony (Lonne 2003). Examples of
hourglass-shaped shaft holes have been published from Denmark, among others from Skala-
gerbanke and Gabense-Faergegard (Fischer 2002, fig. 22.17). In the Netherlands a specimen
was found at Colmont, southern Limburg (Brounen 1997). A remarkable large fragment of a
high bandkeramik adze from Voerendaal-Vrakelberg, showing an attempt to make an hour-
glass-shaped shaft hole by means of pecking, may be interpreted as a reworked scavenged
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Figure 11 Examples of Rdossen Keile with secondary shaft holes. From left to right: Stiphoutsbroek, with conical
shaft hole (after Arts 1994); Elsloo, with conical shaft hole (after Brounen 1997); Colmont, with hourglass-shaped
shaft hole from Colmont (after Brounen 1997).

artefact (Brounen 1997). Both sites are at a distance of only 30 km from the Rdssen settlement
cluster at the Aldenhovener Platte.

Meaning, alternatives and ritual deposition

Assuming that the Keile in the Rhineland loess zone (the main source area for the Lower Rhine
Basin), have similar specifications as those in south-eastern Lower Saxony then it is apparent
that no positive or negative selection had taken place and that the indigenous people had a
regular access to these highly valued tools. Three options for the background of this exchange
can be distinguished. However, a preference for one of these options cannot be given.

The first option is that the axes were exchanged in a better condition, that part of the wear
and damage results from use after exchange, and that the axes were valued for their functional
qualities as well. Indications for their use are the secondary hourglass-shaped perforations and
the recovery of — be it scarce — fragments. Apparently such shaft holes had a purpose and did
suffice, as they did for the Gerdllkeulen and Spitzhauen (see below). As such they are an indica-
tion for a prolonged use. But in order to use Keile for wood working, they should be fixed
firmly to the handle and that seems hardly feasible in the case of Keile with this type of perfora-
tion. The second option is that the axe spectrum as available in Rossen settlements, from pris-
tine to heavily worn, was exchanged, that they were not or hardly used by the indigenous
recipients, and deposited in the same condition as received. This implies that the axes had first
and for all a symbolic and no functional value for the new owners and could play a role as
prestige object, as can be supported by ethnographic analogies (Appadurai 1986; Renfrew
1982; Taffinder 1998; Verhart 2000), parallel and in accordance to the ideas developed in south-
ern Scandinavia and adjacent Germany (Lomborg 1962; Berlekamp 1969; Gramsch 1973;
Fischer 1982, 2002; Merkel 1999; Liibke et al. 2000; Klassen 2002, 2004). The exotic character of
the items, alternatives in the Mesolithic tool kit, the restricted numbers in hunter-gatherer terri-
tory and the long distance of exchange, are in favour for this option. The third option is an
alternative functional explanation that the Keile were used as the head of a clubs. As such they
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Figure 12 Distribution of Spitzhauen in the Lower Rhine Basin. German data (blue) after Brandt 1976; Dutch
data (red) after Hulst & Verlinde 1979, with additions.

could have been objects with a symbolic value or used in warfare. Violence is a well-documen-
ted element of Mesolithic society, but evidence that club heads were involved in these activities
is lacking up till now. Only in hunting activities the use of clubs is well documented (Noe-

Nygaard 1974).

4 Spitzhauen

4.1 Introduction

In the Lower Rhine Basin artefacts have been found, which show some resemblance in outline
with the Breitkeile, the so-called Spitzhauen (Brandt 1976; Hulst & Verlinde 1979). Their distribu-
tion is in the Lower Rhine Basin restricted to the northern regions, where as now 32 specimens
are known. They do not occur in the south (fig. 12). It is a typical North European implement,
found all over the North German plain and southern Scandinavia, the Dutch examples repre-
senting the westernmost extension. The northwestern group of Spitzhauen represents a less
slender group of artefacts. The slender type with a widening of the width at the location of the
shaft hole is nearly absent in this region (Brandt 1976, Abb. 1, Form B.)
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Detailed studies of Dutch Spitzhauen have been presented by Hulst & Verlinde (1979) and by
Drenth & Niekus (2008; 2010).*"

4.2 Description

A Spitzhaue is an axe-like artefact with a stocky oval shape, an hourglass-shaped shaft hole,
located towards the butt, and a blunt pointed tip. (fig. 13).>* They are made of natural pebbles
that have been pecked into the right shape, particularly at the edge. Many specimens still dis-
play (parts of) the original pebble surface. In some instances traces of grinding have been found
as well. The characteristic double-conical shaft hole has also been made by pecking, in the same
technique as the identical perforations of the so-called Gerdllkeulen. Rock types selected are pre-
dominantly quarzite and (quartzitic) sandstone, with a significant shift towards the softer sand-
stones in comparison to the raw material of Gerdllkeulen (Hulst & Verlinde 1979, 200). In the
province of Drenthe five out of eight specimens had been made of quartzitic sandstone (Beuker
et al., 1992).>> These stone types were commonly available in pebble deposits.

Fiqure 13 Two examples of Dutch Spitzhauen. Left: Deldenerbroek, Ambt Delden; right: Boekelo, Enschede. Scale
1: 2 (after Hulst & Verlinde 1979, Abb. 5, 6).

The 16 Dutch Spitzhauen listed by Hulst & Verlinde (1979) range in length from 100 to 202 mm.
The majority however have a length around 130-140 mm. The width ranges from 50 to 92 mm;
the thickness from 30 to 55 mm (fig. 14-15).
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Figure 14 Length of Spitzhauen in the Lower Rhine Basin.

Journal of Archaeology in the Low Countries 4-1 (October 2012) © Verhart and AUP



Contact in stone: adzes, Keile and Spitzhauen in the Lower Rhine Basin 27

100

80 *—s
70 i,

60

50 -
40

30

20

10

Width in mm

0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400
Length in mm

100
90
80
70
60

40 . -2 *
30 .

20

10

Thickness in mm

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
Width in mm

Figure 15 Length/width ratio (above) and width/height ratio (below) of Spitzhauen in the Lower Rhine Basin.

4.3 Dating

There is no reliable dating evidence for the Spitzhauen in the Lower Rhine Basin. Most artefacts
are isolated finds without any context (Hulst & Verlinde 1979). The few alleged associations are
unreliable. There is for instance a specimen from Deldenerbroek, reported to have been found
with an unspecified axe, but unfortunately the axe has been lost. Two specimens, supposed to
have been found beneath a thick layer of peat, lack exact find locations.

Half a Spitzhaue from Den Ham (Hulst & Verlinde 1979, O1), with an exceptional broadening
at the shaft hole, is a type known from Sweden and Germany and is supposed to have been
used there from the Early Mesolithic onward (Degn Johansson 2000; Gramsch 1973). The date
is based on a find in Sandarna, which however appears not to originate from the Early Meso-
lithic level, but from a younger, Late Mesolithic layer containing Neolithic admixture as well
(Alin & Niklassson 1934; Nordqvist 2000). Some German specimens too appear to have a
younger (Late Mesolithic) date (Gramsch 1973, 28). The number of finds in Denmark is re-
stricted.**

Special attention has to be given to the alleged Spitzhauen from Hohe Viecheln, Germany
(Schuldt 1961, 103, Taf. 39, 40a, 9gg9b-c). These implements have been found in a peat layer dated
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to the Late Boreal (c. 7200 cal BC), which mean that they would be the oldest known. It con-
cerns however merely two natural pieces of rock, showing unfinished hourglass-shaped per-
forations, and both lacking traces of pecking. The third fragment shows a complete hourglass-
shaped perforation, but has an irregular pointed outline without traces of pecking. These frag-
ments are regarded as rough outs, broken during production. It is however questionable
whether these fragment are rough outs.> Any fragments of Spitzhauen with pecking traces are
lacking at other Boreal sites. The occurrence of stones with an irregular outline and hourglass-
shaped perforation at other Mesolithic sites, like St. Oedenrode (Heesters 1971), are in favour to
classify the Hohen Viecheln finds into this category.

The technique of making an hourglass-shaped hole in a natural pebble by means of pecking
has been developed in early stage of the Mesolithic. Early, well-dated examples are three frag-
ments of Gerdllkeule (‘'mace heads’) from Friesack, one of a finished and two of unfinished speci-
mens, from early Boreal layers, c. 8ooo cal BC. From a younger layer, dating from the Early
Atlantic, c. 7000 cal BC, comes a complete one with preserved wooden haft (Gramsch 1987, 85;
2000). The lower limit for this technique seems therefore to be near this time. There are some
open Mesolithic associations in the Netherlands, and recently a specimen has been found in a
pit with human cremation remains on the submerged dune of Beverwaard-Tramremise near
Rotterdam, well dated to c. 7100 cal BC (Zijl et al. 2010, 24, 32). An upper limit is given by
several fragments from Swifterbant site S3 (c. 4000 cal BC).*®

The south-eastern part of the province of Groningen consists of large scale peat bog reclama-
tion. The area had been covered with peat from the Middle Atlantic onward. On the now re-
covered old coversand surface a large number of Early and Middle Mesolithic sites have been
traced and excavated. The period of human activity has reliably been dated to the period 7500-
6300 cal BC on the basis of 34 "*C dates. Four Gerdllkeulen have been found in this district, but
no Spitzhauen at all (Groenendijk 1993, 47). Their absence may be viewed as significant in spite
of the low numbers and to imply an origin of the specific artefact type after 6300 cal BC.*”

The development of the Spitzhaue seems altogether to be rather late in the development of stone
artefacts with hourglass-shaped shaft holes, probably to be dated after the Middle Atlantic, i.e.
after c. 6000 cal BC.

4.4 Function

The question concerning the function of Spitzhauen is equally hard to answer. The tip is so blunt
as to preclude the use as a working wood implement. The double-conical shaft hole, which
hardly allows a firm fixation of a handle, contradicts a function as an axe. The choice of raw
material is an argument against the use on hard material. There are however macroscopic
traces of wear in some shaft holes, showing that they have been hafted. Many of the Spitzhauen
display traces of use, in the form of battered parts of the surface. These occur in particular at the
butt and, to a lesser extent, at the tip. Only three specimens show use damage at both ends.
They are, however, absent at almost half of all artefacts (Hulst & Verlinde 1979, 195). Micro-
scopic use wear study has not been performed on either Spitzhauen or Gerdllkeulen up till now.>®

It is, however, beyond discussion that the Spitzhaue was an implement used on a relatively
soft material, modestly damaged and worn, and occasionally broken (see also Drenth & Niekus
2010). It was left or deposited in the field, rarely at a settlement site. It could even have been
used as weapon. So a functional interpretation is difficult, due to lacking evidence in relation to
find circumstances and absence of wear studies.
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4.5 An alternative perspective

Based on the available data, especially the scarce dating evidence, the introduction of Spitz-
hauen has to be regarded as an indigenous development in Late Mesolithic society. The distri-
bution of these rather rare implements covers the northern part of the northwest European
plain and southern Scandinavia, with the exclusion of Denmark.

I would like to give some arguments in favour of the development of Spitzhauen as possible
imitations of Rossener Keile in Mesolithic territory, especially in the northern part of the Lower
Rhine Basin. These are the morphological similarity to Rossener Keile, the restricted distribution
in the northern part of the Lower Rhine Basin and the similarities in the execution of the shaft
holes of the Spitzhauen itself and the locally, in Mesolithic territory, repaired broken Keile. The
occurrence of Spitzhauen particularly in the northern part of the Lower Rhine Basin, their form
and dimensions opens the possibility that Keile in circulation there may have been the source of
inspiration. A drawback for this option is of course the impossibility to secure their introduc-
tion after c. 5000 cal BC, the supposed start of the arrival of Keile in Mesolithic territory.

5 Concluding remarks

The possible imitation of Keile and the locally made shaft holes in broken ones provide clues for
the type of contact. The term contact is widely used in archaeology, but the actual meaning,
tenor and implications are rarely pursued in any depth. How often have Breitkeile not been
considered expressions of contact reflecting the adoption of cultural elements and transmission
of information which would result in the shift to a new, read agrarian, economy? The distribu-
tion of Keile and a number of connected observations demonstrate that this needs some elucida-
tion.

The use of a new and foreign artefact does not necessarily imply that in cases of direct or
indirect contact there is also a flow of information allowing transfer of knowledge in other
domains. Several ethnographical examples are known that demonstrate the exact opposite
(Verhart 2000). Repair of shaft holes in broken Keile in a Mesolithic technology is an archaeolo-
gical example.

Keile with secondary hourglass-shaped shaft holes found close the Rossen habitation area
could be the result of maintenance of traditional practises by local groups of hunter-gatherers,
which indicates a rather closed and restricted attitude towards new ideas and developments.

The Keile with secondary hourglass-shaped shaft holes found farther away can be the result
of limited and indirect contact between hunter-gatherers and farmers of the Rossen culture.

In both cases this has implications for the conceptualisation of the transition from hunting
and gathering to an agrarian lifestyle. Hunter-gatherers may have been familiar with agrarian
communities in the direct or more distant vicinity. This does however not mean that they
adopted and familiarised themselves immediately with the knowledge on agriculture and ani-
mal husbandry. Growing new and unknown crops requires knowledge and experience, even at
a small scale. The soil used for crops needs to be suitable, the sowing seeds need to be planted
at the right time and in the right way, the growing crop needs care and attention and needs to
be harvested at the right moment. Livestock, too, needs to be handled with knowledge and
experience, albeit probably to a somewhat lesser degree. Familiarising that knowledge in the
beginning assumes a very direct contact in order to gain experience.

Gender aspects will be an issue here as well. Whereas in the first contact situations the men
will play a prominent part, women will be increasingly integrated in a continuation of those
contacts (Louwe Kooijmans 2010; Price & Brown 1985; Price & Gebauer 1995; Verhart 2000). In
general they will be the ones mastering pottery production and crop cultivation. The experi-
ence in gathering wild edible plants and roots they have gained in their traditional hunter-
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gatherer society will have been a major advantage in obtaining that new knowledge and trans-
fer to regions farther away.

The acquisition of LBK adzes and Rossen Keile is only the beginning of a lengthy transforma-
tion process from hunter-gatherer to farmer, being step by step documented in the Holocene
sedimentation districts in the west and north of the Netherlands.

Leo Verhart
Limburgs Museum, Venlo
l.verhart@limburgsmuseum.nl
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Notes

1. This research forms part of the project “From Hardinxveld to Noordhorn - from forager to farmer”
within the framework of the “Malta Harvest Programme’ financed by the Netherlands Organisation
for Scientific Research.

Adzes were also in use in the earlier stages of the Rossen Culture (Raetzel-Fabian 1986).

I owe Marjorie de Grooth the detailed references to the Langweiler 8 finds.

No. 5033, related to house 101, ‘house generation’ IV, meaning Modderman’s stage 1c.

No. 3021, related to house 52, ‘house generation” VI, meaning Modderman’s stage 1d or late Flom-

born.

These sites have been discovered by the amateur archaeologist A.M. Wouters. Many of his sites and

site reports are considered unreliable.

7. However, no research has been done into the origin of the flat adzes found more to the north. High
adzes do not occur in the north.

8. Klassen presumes for the Parow sherd (Klassen 2004, Abb. 53:A) an origin in the Rhineland. This
would mean a contact distance of approx. 600 km. However, the type of decoration referred to by
him as characteristic for this region also occurs, albeit rarely, in the more northern LBK habitation
areas in the vicinity of Wolfsburg, in which case a distance of 150 km appears more likely. The Parow
find is problematic in more respects, as the authenticity of the find site is in doubt. The sherd was
found when dredging a yacht basin without archaeological supervision (Terberger & Seiler 2004).

9. For similar, but Late Neolithic issues, see Lekberg 2004.

10. Pers. comm. Izabel Devriendt.

11.It is however unclear whether this is also true for the group of Breitkeile as Lonne’s study involves
other tools as well, such as adzes and axes and she did not published a table of the relation between
tool type and raw material.

12. Some caution is needed with alleged river finds, if purchased from antique dealers. This regards for
instance finds from the Elbe at Hamburg (Klassen 2004, Fundliste 1; Laux 1993), from the Waal near
Nijmegen and from the Scheldt near Ghent. (Van der Waals 1972, G.4 and O.1).

13. Pers. comm. Izabel Devriendt.

14. See also Raemaekers et al. 2001, 18, Fig. 8 and 9.

15. Collection Rijksmuseum van Oudheden, inv. nr. M 1892/11.22.

16. Collection Rijksmuseum van Oudheden, inv. nr. e 1970/2.1.

17. This statistical analysis was performed by Milco Wansleeben.

18. These results are in sharp contrast with measurements published by M. Merkel (1999) for the region
northern Germany and southern Scandinavia. For the hohe durchlochte Schuhleistenkeile (type E) the
lengths varies between 15,3 and 37 cm and most artefacts measures 25-30 cm. For the Breitkeile of
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type F the lengths are 32-49 cm, an average of 30 cm for type G and type H has lengths between 10
and 30 cm.

19. The total will not exceed 20 sites, the published sites included.

20. Personal information prof. dr. D.C.M. Raemaekers.

21. The northwestern group of Spitzhauen represents a less slender group of artefacts. The slender type
with a widening of the width at the location of the shaft hole is nearly absent in this region (Brandt
1976, Abb. 1, Form B.)

22. A Mesolithic grave in Nadelwitz (Germany) has yielded a pebble hammer with a straight conical
perforation, however, comparable to that of the Breitkeil (Geupel 1988). This is however rare.

23.In the older study by Hulst & Verlinde (1979) sandstone is also mentioned as a major source.

24. Approximately five examples are known, all unpublished single finds (Pers.comm.. Lutz Klassen).

25. See also Brandt 1976, 273-274.

26. Pers.comm. Izabel Devriendt.

27. Gerdllkeule occur twice as frequent as Spitzhauen in the provinces of Overijssel and Gelderland (Hulst
& Verlinde 1976, 1979.

28. A use wear study of a Gerdllkeule from Hattemerbroek is in progress (Drenth & Niekus 2010, 755).

References

Alin, J., N. Niklasson & H. Thomasson 1934, Stendlderboplatsen pd Sandarna vid Goteborg, Goteborg (Gote-
borgs Kungliga Vetenskap- och Vitterhets-samhéles Handlingar, Femte foljden, Ser. A, Band 3, No.
6).

Ambkreutz, L. 2010, All quiet on the northwestern front? An overview and preliminary analysis of the
past decade of LBK-research in the Netherlands. In: D. Gronenborn & J. Petrasch (eds), Die Neolithi-
siering Mitteleuropas, Internationale Tagung, Mainz 24- 26. Juni 2005, Mainz, 535-550.

Appadurai, A. 1986, Introduction: commodities and the politics of value. In: A. Appadurai (ed.), The
social life of things. Commodities in cultural perpective, Cambridge, 3-63.

Arora, S.K. 1979, Mesolithische Rohstoffversorgung im westlichen Deutschland, Rheinische Ausgrabun-
gen 19, 1-51.

Arts, N. 1994, Laat-mesolithische nederzettingssporen en een Rossener Breitkeil in het Stiphouts Broek te
Helmond, Nederland, Notae Praehistoricae 13, 79-94.

Bakels, C.C. 1978, Four Linearbandkeramik settlements and their environment: a palaeoecological study of Sit-
tard, Stein, Elsloo and Hienheim, PhD thesis Leiden.

Bakels, C.C. 1982, The settlement system of the Dutch Linearbandkeramik, Analecta Praehistorica Leiden-
514 15, 31-43.

Bakels, C.C. 1987, On the adzes of the northwestern Linearbandkeramik, Analecta Praehistorica Leidensia
20, 53-87.

Berlekamp, H.D. 1969, Die Einfliisse des donaulandischen Kulturkreises der jiingeren Steinzeit auf das
Odermiindingsgebiet, Ethnografisch-Archiologisch Zeitschrift 10, 213-216.

Beuker, ].R., E. Drenth, A.E. Lanting & A.P. Schuddebeurs 1992, De stenen bijlen en hamerbijlen van het
Drents Museum, een onderzoek naar de gebruikte steensoorten, Nieuwe Drentse Volksalmanak 109,
111-139.

Bloemers, ].H.F. 1972, Drie Rossenscherven uit Nederlands-Limburg, Helinium 12, 47-52.

Bohm, K. & R. Pleyer 1990, Geschliffenen Geréte aus Felsgestein des alteren und mittleren Neolithikums
aus Altbayeren: Herstellung, Schéftung, praktische Anwendung. In: M. Fansa (ed.), Experimentelle
Archiologie in Deutschland, Oldenburg (Archdologische Mitteilungen aus Nordwestdeutschland, Bei-
heft 4), 257-262.

Brandt, K.-H. 1967, Studien iiber steinerne Axte und Beile der fiingeren Steinzeit und der Stein-Kiipferzeit Nord-
westdeutschlands, Hildesheim (Miinstersche Beitrdage zur Vorgeschichtsforschung 2).

Brandt, K.H., 1976, Derivate neolithischer Streitaxte im nordwestdeutschen Raum, Jahresschrift fiir mittel-
deutsche Vorgeschichte 60, 263-284.

Brandt, K.H. 1995, Donauldndische Geréte aus dem Siidkreis Soltau-Fallingbostel, Die Kunde 46, 1-27.

Brounen, F.T.S., 1985, HVR 183: Vroeg-, midden- en laat-neolithis~che vondsten te Echt-Annendaal,
Ar-cheologie in Limburg 24, 66-71.

Brounen, F.T.S. 1997, Een verlate vondstmelding van enkele Rossener Keile, Archeologie in Limburg 71,
21-23.

Brounen, F.T.S. & J.P.M. de Jong 1988, Opmerkelijke vroegneolithische vondsten bij Gassel, Westerheem
37, 183-192.

Journal of Archaeology in the Low Countries 4-1 (October 2012) © Verhart and AUP



32 Leo Verhart

Brounen, E.T.S. & H. Peeters 2009, Halffabrikaten van vroeg-neolithische dissels: enkele ‘nieuwe” vond-
sten uit het Limburgse dekzandgebied, de 16sszone en het Maasdal, Archeologie 13, 5-16.

Buttler, W. 1938, Der donaulindische und der westische Kulturkreis der jiingeren Steinzeit, Berlin & Leipzig
(Handbuch der Urgeschichte Deutschlands, Band 2).

Caspar, J.-P. 1984, Matériaux lithiques de la préhistoire. In: D. Cahen & P. Haesaerts (eds), Peuples chas-
seur de la Belgique préhistorique dans leur cadre naturel, Bruxelles, 107-114.

Christensen, A.-M., P.M. Holm, U. Schuessler & J. Petrach 2006, Indications of a major Neolithic trade
route? An archaeometric, geochemical and Sr, Pb isotope study on amphibolitic raw material from
present day Europe, Applied Geochemistry 21, 1635-1655.

Degn Johansson, A. 2000, Zldre Stenalder i Norden, Farum.

De Grooth, M.E.Th. 2008, A southern view on north-south interaction during the Mesolithic-Neolithic
transition in the Lower Rhine Area, Analecta Praehistorica Leidensia 40, 85-97.

De Grooth, M.E.Th. & P. Van der Velde, 2005, Kolonisten op de 16ss? Vroeg-Neolithicum A: de bandker-
amische cultuur. In: Louwe Kooijmans et al. (red.), 219-241.

Deichmiiller, J., 1965, Die neolithische Moorsiedlung Hiide I am Diimmer, Kreis Grafschaft Diepholz.
Vorlaufiger Bericht tiber die Grabungen 1962-1964, Neue Ausgrabungen und Forschungen in Niedersach-
sen 2, 1-18.

Dohrn-Thmig, M. 1983, Neolithische Siedlungen der Rossener Kultur in der Niederrheinischen Bucht, Miinchen
(Materialien zur Algemeinen und Vergeleichenden Archédologie 21).

Drenth, E. & M.].L.Th. Niekus 2008, Gerdllkeulen en Spitzhauen uit Nederland, in het bijzonder de provin-
cie Drenthe, Paleoaktueel 19, 46-55.

Drenth, E. & M. Niekus 2010, Stone mace-heads and picks: a case study from the Netherlands. In: Ph.
Crombé, M. Van Strydonck, J. Sergant, M. Boudin & M. Bats (eds), Chronology and Evolution within the
Mesolithic of North-West Europe. Proceedings of an International Meeting, Brussels, May 30th-June 1st 2007,
747-766.

Endlicher, G. 1995, Mineralogisch-petrologische Untersuchungen an Steinbeilen aus linearbandkera-
mischen Graberfeldern in Bayern: Charakterisierung und mogliche Herkunft. In: N. Nierszery (ed.),
Linearbandkeramische Graberfelder in Bayern, 218-234.

Farrugia, J.-P. 1992, Les outils et les armes en pierre dans le rituel funéraire du Néolithique Danubien, Oxford
(British Archaeological Reports, Int. Ser. 58).

Fischer, A. 1982, Trade in Danubian shaft-hole axes and the introduction of Neolithic economy in Den-
mark, Journal of Danish Archaeology 1, 7-12.

Fischer, A. 2002, Food for feasting? An evaluation of explanations of the neolithisation of Denmark and
southern Sweden. In: A. Fischer & K. Kristansen (eds), The Neolithisation of Denmark. 150 years of de-
bate, Sheffield, 343-393.

Geupel, V. 1988, Mesolithisches Grab von Nadelwitz bei Bautzen, Archdologische Feldforschungen in Sach-
sen, Beiheft 18, 48-51.

Goller, K. 1972, Die Rossener Kultur in ihrem sudwestlichen Verbreitungsgebiet. In: J. Liining, (ed.), Die
Anfiinge des Neolithikums vom Orient bis Nordeuropa, Teil 5a: westliches Mitteleuropa, Koln (Fundamenta
Reihe A, Band 3), 231-269.

Gramsch, B. 1973, Das Mesolithikum im Flachland zwischen Elbe und Oder, Berlin.

Gramsch, B. 1987, Ausgrabungen auf dem Mesolithischen Moorfundplatz bei Friesack, Bezirk Potsdam,
Verdffentlichungen des Museums fiir Ur- und Friihgeschichte Potsdam 21, 75-100.

Gramsch, B. 2000, Friesack, letzte Jager und Sammler in Brandenburg, Jahrbuch des Romisch-Germanischen
Zentralmuseums 47, 51-96.

Groenendijk, H. 1993, Landschapontwikkeling en bewoning in het herinrichtingsgebied Oost-Groningen 8000
BC-1000 AD. Ph.D. Thesis. Groningen.

Gronenborn, D. 1997, Silexartefakte der dltestbandkeramischen Kultur, Bonn (Universitdtsforschungen zur
Prahistorischen Archdologie 37) .

Gronenborn, D. 2005, Eine Pfeilschneide aus Siidskandinavien vom altestbandkeramischen Fundplatz
Friedberg-Bruchenbriicken in der Wetterau, Archiologisches Korrespondenzblatt 35, 159-168.

Gronenborn, D. 2010, Fernkontakte aus dem nordlichen Europa wahrend der Bandkeramischen Kultur.
In: J. Sutekova, P. Pavuk, P/ Kalabkova & B. Kovar (eds.), Panta rhei. Studeis in chronology and cultural
development of south-eastern and central Europe in earlier prehistory presented to Juraj Paviik on the occasion
of his 75. birthday, Bratislava (Comenius University), 561-574.

Hartz, S. 2004, Aktuelle Forschungen zur Chronologie und Siedlungsweise der Ertebelle- und frithesten
Trichterbecherkultur in Schleswig-Holstein, Bodendenkmalpflege in Mecklenburg-Vorpommern 52, 61-81.

Hartz, S., A.J. Kalis, L. Klassen & ]J. Meures-Balke 2011, Neue Ausgrabungen zur Ertebellekultur in
Ostholstein und der Fund von vier stratifizierten durchlochten donaulandische Axten. In: J.

Journal of Archaeology in the Low Countries 4-1 (October 2012) © Verhart and AUP



Contact in stone: adzes, Keile and Spitzhauen in the Lower Rhine Basin 33

Meurers-Balke & W. Schon (eds.), Vergangene Zeite. Gedenkschrift fiir [iirgen Hoika, Koln (Archdolo-
gische Berichte 22), 25-61.

Heesters, P.W. 1971, Een mesolithische nederzetting te Sint-Oedenrode, Brabants Heem 23, 94-115.

Hoffmann, W. 1955, Verwahrfunde der jiingeren Steinzeit, Jahresschrift fiir Mitteldeutsche Vorgeschichte 39,
245-247.

Hogestijn, ].W.H. & J.H.M. Peeters (eds) 2001, De mesolithische en vroeg-neolithische vindplaats Hoge Vaart-
A2y (Flevoland), Amersfoort (Rapportage Archeologische Monumentenzorg 68).

Hulst, R.S., & A.D. Verlinde 1976, Ger6llkeulen aus Overijssel und Gelderland, Berichten van de Rijks-
dienst voor het Oudheidkundig Bodemonderzoek 26, 93-126.

Hulst, R.S., & A.D. Verlinde 1979, Spitzhauen aus den Niederlanden, Berichten van de Rijksdienst voor het
Oudheidkundig Bodemonderzoek 29, 185-207.

Jadin, I. & A. Hauzeur 2003, Des découvertes isolées qui parsement le territoire. In: I. Jadin, Trois petits
tours et puis s’en vont... La fin de la présence danubienne en Moyenne Belgique, Liege (ERAUL 109),
81-113.

Kahlke, H-D. 1954, Die Bestattungen des donaulindischen Kulturkreises des jiingeren Steinzeit, Berlin.

Kampffmeyer, U. 1983, Die neolithische Siedlungsplatz Hiide I am Diimmer. In: G. Wegner (ed.), Friihe
Bauernkulturen in Niedersachsen, Oldenburg, 119-134.

Klassen, L. 2002, The Ertebglle culture and Neolithic continental Europe: traces of contact and interac-
tion. In: A. Fischer & K. Kristansen (eds), The neolithisation of Denmark. 150 years of debate, Sheffield,
305-317.

Klassen, L. 2004, Jade und Kupfer. Untersuchungen zum Neolithisierungsprozes im westlichen Ostseeraum un-
ter besonderer Beriicksichtigung der Kulturentwicklung Europas 5500-3500 BC, Aarhus (Jutland Archae-
ological Society Publications 47).

Laux, F. 1993, Frithneolithische Axte aus der Elbe bei Hamburg. Ein Beitrag zum Beginn des Neolithi-
kums an der Niederelbe, Hammaburg NF 10, 83-98.

Lekberg, P. 2004, Lives of axes - landscapes of men. On hammer axes, landscapes and society of the Late
Neolithic in eastern central Sweden. In: H. Knutsson (ed.), Coast to Coast - Arrival. Results and Reflec-
tions, Uppsala, 259-293.

Lessig, T. 1999, Eine Steinaxt aus Hemmingen-Westerfeld, Ldkr. Hannover. Einige Uberlegungen zur
angewandten Steinbohrtechnik, Die Kunde NF 50, 231-234.

Lichardus, J. 1976. Rdssen-Gatersleben-Baalberg. Ein Beitrag zur Chronologie des mitteldeutschen Neolithikum
und zur Entstehung der Trichterbecher-Kulturen. (Saarbriicker Beitrdge zur Alterthumskunde Band 17,
Bonn).

Lichardus-Itten, M. 1980, Die Griberfelder der Grossgartacher Gruppe im Elsafs, Bonn (Saarbriicker Beitrage
zur Altertumskunde 25).

Lodewijckx, M. 1984, Les deux sites rubanés de Landen-Wange et de Linter-Overhespen apres la cam-
pagne de fouilles de 1983, Notae Praehistoricae 4, 97-107.

Lonne, P. 2000, Das Mittelneolithikum in siidlichen Niedersachsen. Untersuchungen zum Kulturenkomplex
Grofigartach, Planig-Friedberg, Rissen. Dissertationsdruck Gottingen.

Lonne, P. 2003, Das Mittelneolithikum in siidlichen Niedersachsen. Untersuchungen zum Kulturenkomplex
Grofigartach - Planig-Friedberg - Rossen und zur Stichbandkeramik, Rhaden (Materialhefte ziir Ur- und
Fruhgeschichte Niedersachsens 31).

Lomborg, E. 1962, Zur Frage der bandkeramischen Einfliisse in Siidskandinavien, Acta Archaeologia 33,
1-38.

Louwe Kooijmans, L.P. 1988, Een Rdssen-nederzetting te Maastricht-Randwyck, Notae Prachistoricae 8,
67-71.

Louwe Kooijmans, L.P. 1993a, Wetland exploitation and upland relations of prehistoric communities in
the Netherlands. In: J. Gardiner (ed.), Flatlands and wetlands: Current themes in East Anglian archaeology,
Norwich (East Anglian Archaeology 50), 71-116.

Louwe Kooijmans, L.P. 1993b, The Mesolithic-Neolithic transformation in the Lower Rhine Basin. In: P.
Bogucki (ed.), Case Studies in European Prehistory, Boca Raton, 95-145.

Louwe Kooijmans, L.P. (ed.) 2001a, Hardinxveld-Giessendam Polderweg. Een mesolithisch jachtkamp in het
rivierengebied (5500-5000 v. Chr.), Amersfoort (Rapportage Archeologische Monumentenzorg 83).

Louwe Kooijmans, L.P. (ed.) 2001b, Hardinxveld-Giessendam De Bruin. Een kampplaats uit het Laat-Meso-
lithicum en het begin van de Swifterbant-cultuur (5500-4450 v. Chr., Amersfoort (Rapportage Archeolo-
gische Monumentenzorg 88).

Louwe Kooijmans, L.P. 2005, Ook jagers worden boer. Vroeg-neolithicum B en midden-neolithicum A.
In: Louwe Kooijmans et al (red.), 249-271.

Journal of Archaeology in the Low Countries 4-1 (October 2012) © Verhart and AUP



34 Leo Verhart

Louwe Kooijmans, L.P. 2006, Schipluiden: a synthetic view. In: L.P. Louwe Kooijmans & P.F.B. Jongste
(ed.), Schipluiden. A Neolithic settlement on the Dutch North Sea coast c. 3500 cal. BC., Leiden (Analecta
Praehistorica Leidensia 37-38), 485-516.

Louwe Kooijmans, L.P. 2010, The ceramisation of the Low Countries, seen as result of gender-specific
processes of communication. In: B. Vanmontfort, L. Louwe Kooijmans, L. Amkreutz & L. Verhart
(eds.), 2010. Pots, Farmers and Foragers. Pottery traditions and social interaction in the earliest Neolithic of
the Lower Rhine Area, Leiden (Archaeological Studies Leiden University 20), 27-39.

Louwe Kooijmans, L.P., P.W. van den Broeke, H. Fokkens & A. van Gijn (eds), 2005, Nederland in de
prehistorie, Amsterdam.

Louwe Kooijmans, L.P. & L. Kooistra 2006, Wooden artefacts. In: L.P. Louwe Kooijmans & P.F.B. Jongste
(ed.), Schipluiden. A Neolithic settlement on the Dutch North Sea coast c. 3500 cal. BC. , Leiden (Analecta
Praehistorica Leidensia 37-38), 225-251.

Liibke, H., S. Schacht & T. Terberger 2000, Final Mesolithic and Early Neolithic coastal settlements on
the island of Riigen and in northern Vorpommern, Beitrige zur Ur- und Friihgeschichte Mecklenburg-
Vorpommerns 35, 439-449.

Marién, ML.E. 1948, La civilisation des ‘gobelets’ en Belgique, Bulletin van de Koninklijke Musea voor Kunst
en Geschiedenis 4, 16-48.

Meier, M. 1990, Das Arbeiten mit neolithischen Felsgesteinbijlen. In: M. Fansa (ed.), Experimentelle Arch-
dologie in Deutschland, Oldenburg (Archdologische Mitteilungen aus Nordwestdeutschland, Beiheft
4), 273-278.

Meier-Arendt, W. 1975, Die Hinkelstein-Gruppe, Berlin (Romisch-Germanische Forschungen 35).

Merkel, M., 1999, Uberlegungen zur Typologie frithneolithischer Felssteingerite. Ein Beitrag zur Neo-
lithisierung Norddeutschlands und Siidskandinaviens, Offa 56, 223-238.

Modderman, P.J.R. 1970, Linearbandkeramik aus Elsloo und Stein, Leiden (Analecta Praehistorica Leidensia
3)-

Miiller, J., A. Herrera & N. Knossalla 1996, Spondylus und Dechsel, zwei gegensatzliche Hinweise auf
Prestige in der mitteleuropdischen Linienbandkeramik. In: J. Miiller & R. Bernbeck (eds.), Prestige —
Prestigegiiter — Sozialstruktur. Beispiele aus dem europdischen und vorderasiatischen Neolithikum,
Bonn (Archaologische Berichte 6), 81-96.

Newell, R.R. 1970, The flint industry of the Dutch Linearbandkeramik. In: P.J.R. Modderman, Linear-
bandkeramik aus Elsloo und Stein, Leiden (Analaecta Praehistorica Leidensia 3), 144-183.

Noe-Nygaard, N. 1974, Mesolithic hunting in Denmark illustrated by bone injuries caused by human
weapons, Journal of Archaeological Science 1, 217-248.

Nordqvist, B. 2000, Coastal adaptions in the Mesolithic. A study of coastal sites with organic remains from the
Boreal and Atlantic periods in western Sweden, Gothenburg (Gothenburg Archaeological Theses 13).

Pavuk, J. 1972, Neolithisches Graberfeld in Nitra, Slovenskd Archeoldgia 20, 5-106.

Price, T.D. & J.A. Brown 1985, Prehistoric hunter-gatherers. The emergence of cultural complexity, New York.

Price, T.D. & A.B. Gebauer (eds) 1995, Last hunters - first farmers. New perspectives on the prehistoric transi-
tion to agriculture, Santa Fe.

Prostrednik, J., P. Sida, V. Srein, B. Sreinova & M. ét’asn}'/ 2005, Neolithic quarrying in the foothills of the
Jizera mountains and the dating thereof, Archeologické Rozhledy 57, 477-492.

Raemaekers, D.C.M. 1999, The articulation of a ‘new Neolithic’. The meaning of the Swifterbant culture for the
process of neolithisation in the western part of the North European plain (4900-3400 BC), Leiden (Archae-
ological Studies Leiden University 3).

Raemaekers, D.C.M. 2001, Aardewerk en verbrande klei. In: L.P Louwe Kooijmans (red.) 2001b, 117-152.

Raemaekers, D.C.M., J. Geuverink, M. Schepers, B.P. Tuin, E. van der Lagemaat & M. van der Wal 2011,
A biography in stone. Typology, age, function and meaning of Early Neolithic perforated wedges in the Nether-
lands, Groningen (Groninger Archaeological Studies 14).

Raetzel-Fabian, D. 1986, Phasenkartierung des mitteleuropdischen Neolithikums: Chronologie und Chorologie,
(B.A.R. International Series 316).

Ramminger, B. 2009, The exchange of LBK adze blades in central Europe. In: D. Hofmann & P. Bickle
(eds), Creating communities, new advances in Central European Neolithic research, Oxford, 80-94.

Reinecke, K. 1978, Die Linearbandkeramik in Niederbayern. In: I. Burger, P.J.R. Modderman & K. Rein-
ecke (eds), Beitrige zur Geschichte Niederbayerns wihrend der Jungsteinzeit I, Landshut, 4-20.

Renfrew, C. 1982, Polity and power. Interaction, intensification and exploitation. In: C. Renfrew & M.
Wagstaff (eds), An island polity: the archaeology of exploitation in Melos, Cambridge, 264-290.

Richter, I. 1968-69, Die bandkeramischer Graber von Flomborn, Kreis Alzey, und vom Adlerberg bei
Worms, Mainzer Zeitschrift 63-64, 158-179.

Journal of Archaeology in the Low Countries 4-1 (October 2012) © Verhart and AUP



Contact in stone: adzes, Keile and Spitzhauen in the Lower Rhine Basin 35

Schietzel, K. 1965, Miiddersheim, eine Ansiedlung der jiingeren Bandkeramik im Rheinland. Koéln (Fundamen-
ta A1).

Schuldt, E. 1961, Hohen Viecheln, ein mittelsteinzeitlicher Wohnplatz in Mecklenburg, Berlin (Schriften der
Sektion fiir Vor- und Frithgeschichte 10).

Schut, P. 1987, Een inventarisatie van Neolithische vondsten in de Achterhoek, Gelderland, Amersfoort (Neder-
landse Archeologische Rapporten 4).

Schut, P. 1991, Een inventarisatie van neolithische bijlen uit Gelderland, ten noorden van de Rijn, Amersfoort (
Nederlandse Archeologische Rapporten 11).

Schwartz-Mackensen, G. & W. Schneider 1983, Wo liegen die Hauptliefergebiete fiir das Rohmaterial
donauldndischer Steinbeile und Axte in Mitteleuropa?, Archiologisches Korrespondenzblatt 13, 305-314.

Schwartz-Mackensen, G. & W. Schneider 1986, Petrographie und Herkunft des Rohmaterials neo-
lithischer Steinbeile und Axte im nordlichen Harzvorland, Archiologisches Korrespondenzblatt 16, 29-44.

Spatz, H. 1999, Das mittelneolithischer Griberfeld von Trebur, Kreis Grof-Gerau, Wiesbaden (Materialien zur
Vor und Friithgeschichte von Hessen 19).

Taffinder, J. 1998, The allure of the exotic. The social use of non-local raw materials during the Stone Age in
Sweden, Uppsala (Aun 25).

Terberger, T. & M. Seiler 2004, Flintschldager und Fischer. Neue interdisziplindre Forschungen zu stein-
zeitlichen Siedlungspldtzen auf Riigen und dem angrenzenden Festland, Bodendenkmalpflege in Meck-
lenburg-Vorpommern 52, 155-183.

Terberger, T. S. Hartz & J. Kabacinski 2009, Late hunter-gatherer and early farmer contacts in the south-
ern Baltic, a discussion. In: H. Glorstad & Ch. Prescott (eds.), Neolithisation as if history matters. Work-
shop EAA-conference Cracow September 2006, Cracow, 257-298.

Trogmayer, O. 1990, Der Gott mit Axt. Gedanken zu einem neuen Statuettenfund (Statuette V). In: W.
Meier-Arendt (ed.), Alltag und Religion. Jungsteinzeit in Ostungarn, Frankfurt, 66-69.

Van der Graaf, K. 1987, Inventarisatie en interpretatie van vondsten uit de eerste fase van het vroeg-neolithicum
ten noorden van de Nederlandse ldssgebieden, unpublished MA thesis, Leiden.

Van der Waals, ].D. 1972, Die durchlochten Rossener Keile und das frithe Neolithikum in Belgien und
den Niederlanden. In: J. Liining, (ed.), Die Anfinge des Neolithikums vom Orient bis Nordeuropa, Tiel 5a:
westliches Mitteleuropa, Koln (Fundamenta Reihe A, Band 3), 153-184.

Van de Velde, P. 1979, On Bandkeramik social structure, PhD thesis Leiden.

Van Oorsouw, M.F. 1993, Wommersom revisited, unpublished MA thesis Leiden.

Vendl, S. 1975, Hromadné nélezy neolitické brousené industrie z Cech - Die Hortfunde neolitischen ges-
chliffenen Steingerats, Pamitky Archeologické 66, 12-73.

Verhart, L.B.M. 2000, Times fade away. The neolithization of the southern Netherlands in an anthropological and
geographical perspective, Leiden (Archaeological Studies Leiden University 6).

Verhart, L.B.M. 2009, Interaction, exchange and imitation. Some short and preliminary notes on the dis-
tribution of Breitkeile in Belgium and the Netherlands and its implications for the transition from
Mesolithic to Neolithic. In: S. McCartan, R. Schulting, G. Warren & P. Woodman (eds), Mesolithic
horizons. Papers presented at the seventh international conference on the Mesolithic in Europe, Belfast 2005,
Oxford, 570-575.

Verhart, L.B.M., in prep., De verspreiding van LBK-artefacten in Midden-Limburg en zijn betekenis.Vosgerau,
H,-G. 1983-84, Erfahrungen beim Rekonstruktionsversuch von Bohrvorrichtungen, Die Kunde NF 34-
35, 187-190.

Weiner, J. 1986, Beile und Dechsel aus der Jungsteinzeit. Orginalgetreue Nachbildungen steinzeitlichen
Gerétschaften. In: J. Liining & J. Meures Balke, Archdologie in Deutschland Archaeologie in Experiment,
Bonn, 38-42.

Weiner, J. 1998, Drei Brunnenkasten, aber nur zwei Brunnen: Eine neue Hypothese zur Baugeschichte
des Brunnens von Erkelenz-Kiickhoven. In: H. Koschik (ed.), Brunnen der Jungsteinzeit. Internationales
Symposium in Erkelenz 27. Bis 29. Oktober 1997, Kéln/Bonn, 95-112.

Zimmermann, A. 2009, Studien zum Alt- und Mittelneolithikum im rheinischen Braunkohlenrevier. Beitrige
zur neolithischen Besiedlung der Aldenhovener Platte 7, Koln (Kolner Studien zur Préhistorischen Arch-
dologie 1).

Zijl, W., J. Moree, M. Niekus & P. Ploegaert 2010, Rotterdam-Beverwaard-Tramremise. De opgraving van een
top van een donk met sporen uit het Mesolithicum en Neolithicum (vindplaats 13-83), Rotterdam (BOOR-

rapporten 439).

Journal of Archaeology in the Low Countries 4-1 (October 2012) © Verhart and AUP



