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Kabazi II, Unit V, Lower Levels:
Lithics from the Pocket

Jiirgen Richter

LeveL V/4: Mixep EQuIiLIBRIUM AND PRIMARY BUTCHERING

he small assemblage contains only 40 artefacts,

27 of which can be attributed to 5 raw material
units (plus an unclassified unit RMU 6; - note: unit
RMU 3 has been omitted). Most of the artefacts were
recovered from the north-western part of the excavat-
ed area (Fig. 10-1). Compared with small assemblage
size, three of the workpieces were quite large (Fig.
10-2). Raw material procurement would appear to
have been quite random (Fig. 10-3; 10-4).

Raw material unit imported and discarded
as a single object (1)
Only one fragment of a large flake with some retouch

on the lower face was introduced as a single object and
then discarded (Fig. 10-5, RMU 7).

Workpiece used as a single object,

but modified on-site (1)

A large bifacial tool or a partially decorticated pre-
form was brought in to be broken into three parts.
One fragment was discarded, the other two fragments
were transformed into bifacial tools, one leaf-shaped
scraper and one bifacial knife. Both were used, re-
peatedly retouched and discarded (Fig. 10-5, RMU 1).

Thus, RMU 1 was completely consumed on site, and
within a very small area of less than one square metre
(Fig. 10-1, squares /16-/17 and K6-K7).

Workpieces imported as raw nodules (1)

One raw material unit (Fig. 10-5, RMU 2) displays a
complete transformational sequence. A thick slab was
imported and formatted by breakage. Whilst one of
the chunks was discarded, the other was used to pro-
duce a preform, as is indicated by some cortical flakes.
The preform received some surface shaping (as a bifa-
cial tool) and some retouch to its edges, probably dur-
ing on-site use. The bifacial tool was exported from
the site.

Workpieces imported as cores (2)

A preform (or a large bifacial tool?) was introduced
and received some surface shaping, probably because
some flakes were needed for cutting (Fig. 10-5, RMU 5).
The flakes were used and discarded. As the basal parts
of these flakes show no traces of any edge retouch,
it is more likely that they were taken from an (unre-
touched) bifacial preform rather than from a finished
bifacial tool. The preform was exported from the site.
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Fig. 10-1

A core was brought into the site (Fig. 10-5, RMU 4).
Some chips indicate preparation of a striking plat-
form. A preferential flake was taken from the core,
used for cutting (?) and discarded. Afterwards, the
exploitation surface was rejuvenated by an éclat
debordant which was discarded. The core was then
exported. Both examples of this class show “migrat-
ing cores”. In the first case, the bifacial preform is
regarded as being equivalent of a core.

Conclusion: equilibrium of functions

The level V/4 assemblage indicates one (or more?)
short stay(s), probably for primary butchering,
within a circulating land-use pattern consisting
of very similar, short stays. Raw material units fo-
cused on consumption (RMU 1, RMU 7, RMU 2),
on exportation (RMU 4, RMU 5) and on production
(RMU 2) display an equilibrium of functions which
neither decreased nor enlarged the lithic budget of
the small human group.
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Kabazi Il, level V/4: artefact distribution (pieces > 2cm).
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Fig. 10-2 Kabazi Il, level V/4: number of artefacts per
workpiece.
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Fig. 10-5 Kabazi Il, level V/4: transformation sections of workpieces. Bw = blank without debitage or modification;

TM = formal tool with debris of modification; Cw = core without debitage; Cb = blank production from a
core; Nb = blank production from a raw nodule; /f = bifacial production or surface shaping (steps of the
formal chaine opératoire after Geneste 1985; 1988; 1990).
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LeveL V/5: OnLy CONSUMPTION

The assemblage consists of 11 raw material units
(plus one unclassified unit of burnt pieces and one
unclassified unit of patinated pieces). A number of
69 artefacts was recovered from this level (Fig. 10-6),
22 of them classified by raw material (Fig. 10-7,
10-8), raw material procurement being quite ran-
dom (Fig. 10-9).

Raw material units imported and
discarded as single flake or tool (3)

Two flakes appear to have been imported as single
objects (Fig. 10-10, RMU 2, RMU 8), one of them is
however debatable, it being a cortex flake with no
sharp edges. On the other hand, the other might
have been imported for cutting activities. One side-
scraper was brought in, either as a fragment which
was then used and discarded, or as a whole piece

which broke during use, one piece to be discarded,
the other to be exported (RMU 13).

Workpieces imported as single flake/tool,
but modified on-site (3)

A double side-scraper was brought to the site and
experienced heavy usage leading to a fracture of

the distal part into several pieces. These pieces were
all discarded (Fig. 10-10, RMU 10), although some
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Fig. 10-6 Kabazi II, level V/5: artefact distribution

(pieces > 2cm).
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fragments are still unaccounted for. A bifacial scrap-
er was brought in, used, rejuvenated and discarded
(RMU 12). A large bifacial point was broken and the
tip discarded (RMU 9). The basal part was resharp-
ened for export.
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Fig. 10-7 Kabazi Il, level V/5: number of artefacts per

workpiece.

20 -

el 3

1 ]
round roundor  flat flator plaquette  not
flat plaquette recognizable

number of raw material units

Fig. 10-8 Kabazi Il, level V/5: shapes of nodules.
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Fig. 10-9 Kabazi Il, level V/5: nature of raw materials.
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Workpieces imported as raw nodules (3)

A large flint slab was collected, decorticated and
transformed into a preform which was immedi-
ately discarded (Fig. 10-10, RMU 11) together with
a number of cortex flakes. Additional flakes must
have been exported. From a similar slab (RMU 6),
a preform was produced to be exported. One of the
larger decortication flakes was secondarily trans-
formed into a small bifacial tool which was used
and discarded on the site.

A small nodule (RMU 3) was decorticated to
form a core in order to produce flakes which were
immediately used and discarded. The core was re-
moved from the site.

Kabazi ll, Unit V, Lower Levels: Lithics from the Pocket

Workpieces imported as cores (2)

Two bifacial tools or preforms were imported, and
a number of flakes removed from them. The result-
ing tools/preforms were again exported (Fig. 10-10,
RMU 1, RMU 4). Both pieces have to be regarded
as being equivalent of “migrating cores”, kept in
someone’s pocket for occasional flake production.

Conclusion: butchering of a single

Equus hydruntinus?

The assemblage is characteristic of many small activ-
ities. These would appear to have been mostly car-
ried out by work pieces imported from earlier short
stays elsewhere. These included either single tools
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Fig. 10-10  Kabazi Il, level V/5: transformation sections of workpieces. Bw = blank without debitage or modification;

Tw = tool without debitage or modification; TT = fragments of a formal tool, used as a single object; Np =
preparation of a raw nodule; Cb = blank production from a core; Nb = blank production from a raw nodule;
Cm = blank production from a core with modification of blanks; Nm = blank production from a nodule with
modification of blanks; /f = bifacial production or surface shaping (steps of the formal chaine opératoire after

Geneste 1985; 1988; 1990).
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Fig. 10-11

or blanks, or very small raw material pieces (ob-
viously “from someone’s pocket”). Scrapers rep-
resent the most often consumed tool type. The as-
semblage is suggestive of a site function connected
with one short stay within a circulating land-use
pattern. The occupation saw the final stage (6 out
of 11 cases) or the intermediate stage (3 out of 11)
of the transformational biographies of individual
workpieces. The production events which have
been identified (RMU 3, RMU 6, RMU 11) are of
limited scale and were devoted exclusively to the
demands encountered at the site. No later demand
was anticipated for future visits to other sites. Pro-
duction for export is totally lacking. By contrast,
the assemblage reflects a decrease in the lithic budg-
et at the peoples’ disposal, in favour of extraction or
maintenance activities. Might this assemblage rep-
resent butchering and hide preparation (scrapers!)
of a single Equus hydruntinus?
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Kabazi Il, level V/6: artefact distribution (pieces > 2cm).
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LeveL V/6: “Pocker” Toors aAND CORES

Level V/6 (Fig. 10-11) yielded 103 artefacts, of
which 36 are attributable to individual raw ma-
terial units. The assemblage contains a total 16
raw material units. The units RMU 11, RMU 12,
RMU 13 and RMU 16 have been omitted, these
being single objects which turned out to be not
clearly distinguishable from the other classified
groups. Unit RMU 17 contains unclassified pieces
only. The number of artefacts per unit is generally
very low (Fig. 10-12), raw material procurement,
however, being not always incidental, sometimes
focused on flat nodules from primary sources (Fig.
10-13, 10-14).

Raw material units imported and
discarded as single objects (5)

The imported single tools and blanks fulfilled scrap-
ing (Fig. 10-15, RMU 18, RMU 20, RMU 21) as well
as cutting functions (Fig. 10-15, RMU 10, RMU 14).
One of the scrapers received an additional, burin-
like treatment (Fig. 10-16, 11).

Raw material unit imported as single
object, but modified on-site (1)

One bifacial point was brought in, used and resharp-
ened by alateral sharpening spall (“Prondnik spall”),
this resulted in the production of the exported tool
(Fig. 10-15, RMU 19; see also Fig. 10-16, 10).

Workpieces imported as raw nodules (1)

A thick cortical flake was, as an exception to the
rule, classified within the “Preparation of a nod-
ule” category, as it is improbable that it was im-
ported as a single flake. It is more likely that a
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Fig. 10-13  Kabazi ll, level V/6: shapes of nodules.

nodule was initially corticated and only then ex-
ported (Fig. 10-15, RMU 15).

Workpieces imported as cores (9)

A preform (Fig. 10-15, RMU 22) was brought in and
immediately discarded, probably because of a prob-
lem in the distal part of the piece (Fig. 10-16, 12).
All the other raw material units of the assemblage
also belong to this class. In all these cases, cores
had been imported, some flakes had been removed
(Fig. 10-16, 1-9), and the cores exported. Thus, the
assemblage attests for eight “migrating cores”, one
of them being a bifacial preform, in this case used
as an equivalent of a core (RMU 5).

Conclusion: an executive inventory

The level 6 assemblage is indicative of short-term
consumption during one stay within a circulating
land-use pattern. All larger raw material units are
represented within an intermediate stage of their
biography as transformational sequences, and the
smaller units and single objects within a final stage.
There are no clues as to the nature of raw mate-
rial procurement or to the planned production for
future demands. With the exception of RMU 15, a
nodule which was not used, no raw nodules were
brought to the site. In this respect, the assemblage is
of a unique character. The activities on the site, at the
time of level 6, were all results of earlier planning.
The whole lithic assemblage might even derive from
the “pockets” of the occupants. The assemblage may
be labelled as an “executive inventory” without any
additional investment for future activities. The lithic
budget is decreased.
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Fig. 10-14  Kabazi ll, level V/6: nature of raw materials.
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REesuLts:
TRANSFORMATIONAL PROCESSES AS DOCUMENTED IN THE LOWER LEVELS oF UNIT V

The lower levels of unit V delivered very small as-
semblages documenting very short occupations
within a circular land use pattern without much
planning for future demands. Consumption of lith-
ics dominated over production. On the other hand,
much of the lithic material came from the pockets of
the people who were always prepared for certain ac-
tivities and for the specific demand of tools connect-
ed with it. Thus, planning was not missing entirely,
but, instead of anticipating a particular situation

of demand, it aimed at random and unpredictable
demands. A minimum of cores and tools was kept
available for a whole range of different purposes.
Although nodules were not acquired, with some
exceptions in level V/6, from particular primary
sources of raw materials, procurement was embed-
ded in the general mobility pattern of the group.
The unit V/4-6 occupations did not add much to the
lithic budget of the group, and consumption was at
the expense of earlier procurement.
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Fig. 10-16  Kabazi ll, level VI/6: selected workpieces.
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ABSTRACT

KABA3IN I,
KYABTYPHO-XPOHOAOTMYECKII
CAON V, HVDXKHIUE TOPM30OHTHI:
APTEDPAKTHI 13 KAPMAHA

1O0. PUXTEP

B HIKHIX rOpM3OHTaX MSTOrO KyAbBTYPHO-XPOHOJOTMYECKOIO CA0s1 OBLAO ODHapy>KeHO He-
3HAUMTEABHO KOAMYECKTBO apTedakToB, KOTOPBIE SBAAIOTCSI CBUAETEABCTBOM OYeHbL KpaT-
KOBPEMEHHOTO OOMTaHMsI B paMKaX I[UPKyAUPYIOIIell MOJAeAM OCBOeHUs Teppuropuu. B
Lle410M, JaHHas MOJeAb He IIpegycMaTpuBaia 0CcOOO0M IAyOUHBI IAaHMPOBAHNS OTHOCUTEABHO
obecrreuenust OyAymiux IoTpeOHOCTelN — yTuAmsalusa apredakToB mnpeoOaadaeT Haj UX
rpou3ssoactsom. C 4pyroit CTOPOHEI, OCHOBHAsI YacTh KPEMHEBOTO MaTepuaia Oblia IpUHeceHa
Ha CTOAHKY B “Kapmane”. CaejoBaTeabHO, OOMTaTeAN JaHHBIX TOPU3OHTOB KaXKABIl pa3 Oblau
IIOAIOTOBAEHHI AAs1 OIIpeAeAeHHOI AesATeAbHOCTU U UMeAl Ipu cede HeoOXOAMMEBIN 3ar1ac opy-
auit. Takum 06pa3om, aaHupoBaHye He ObLA0 M3HAYAAbHO YIYIIIEHO, HO BMECTO I11aHNPOBaHMS
IpeACKa3yeMol AesITeAbHOCTH, MMeJAO MeCTO ILAaHMPOBaHME CAy4YaliHBIX HelpeABUAeHHBIX
cutyanuii. MuHMMa/AbHOE KOAMYeCTBO HyKAeyCOB M OPYAUIl JAOAXKHO OBLAO 00ecrieuynTh Bech
CIIEKTp HellpeABUAeHHOrO. JK13He esATeAbHOCTh Ha I0CeAeHNsIX ropusontos V/4, V/5, V/6 He
yBeAudnaa, a HaoDOpOT, UCTOIIMAA 3aI1ackl apTedaKTOB U CHIPhs IPYIII TOoMUHNA. BMecTe ¢ Tem,
yTUAU3aus apTeakToB U CHIPhs Ha DTUX IIOCEAEHNSIX CTala BO3MOXHOI 61arojapst CO34aHNIO
U COXpaHeHUIO KpeMH: B IIpeAlIecTByommx nocemennio Kadasu Il x03s71CcTBeHHBIX 5II1304aX,
4TO CBUAETEABCTBYET O HAAMIUI I1AaHMPOBAHIL, KAK COCTABHOIO DAeMeHTa K13HeoOecIIedeHnu
AAQHHBIX TPYIIII HeaHAePTaAbLIeB.
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