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Abstract:  

In the Bronze Age flint was still being used throughout Europe. In the early periods of that age 
flint continued to play an important role in the economy in many areas, as evidenced by the numerous 
flint mines in use at the time as well as flint tools. In the Late Bronze and Early Iron Ages, flint still 
had an important place in the economies of communities living in East Central Europe. At the same 
time, analysis of late flint industries suggests that some of those had no utilitarian significance. The 
presence of flint, especially in inhumation graves from the cemetery at Weklice (used by communities 
of the Wielbark culture during the Roman Period) potentially adds to the debate about its significance. 
The cemetery at Weklice is the one of the best-known sites from the Roman Period in Poland. The 
graves are mostly equipped with local finds of metals: gold, silver, copper alloys, iron and amber as 
well as Roman imports (glass beads, vessels: glass, copper alloys). The collections comprise over of 
4000 finds, however this number may change, as excavations in 2012 and 2013 revealed 22 flint 
artefacts. The presence of flint materials in a Roman Period cemetery admits several possible 
interpretations: 1) Those may be remnants of older settlements, with graves being dug into older strata 
and thus some of the specimens of flint could be in their secondary filling on the site; 2) Those may be 
remains of flint knapping activity by the Wielbark culture community; 3) Those may have been placed 
in the graves deliberately by the Wielbark culture community as an instance of an older custom 
involving the placing of flint in graves. 
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1. Introduction 
As discussed in the literature on numerous occasions, the necropolis at Weklice (see 

Figure 1) - for further literature confer Natuniewicz-Sekuła & Okulicz-Kozaryn (2011) - may 
be considered a canon archaeological site from the Roman Period - mainly due to the 
diversity of materials discovered at the site, not all of which come from the Wielbark culture, 
as shown by researches in recent years. 
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Figure 1. Reconstruction of the Vistula delta during the Roman Period with main sites of the Wielbark culture on 
the Elbląg Heights: a. location of Weklice cemetery, b. today’s extent of the Vistula Lagoon and Drużno Lake. 
(Prepared by M. Natuniewicz-Sekuła.) 

 
This article presents a collection of 22 flint artefacts (see Table 1 and Figures 2 to 4). The 

finds were discovered during the 2012 and 2013 seasons. All of the finds were uncovered in 
the context of inhumation graves from the Wielbark culture. The first flint materials were 
discovered during the 2012 season in grave 579, which was located on the southwestern edge 
of the then excavation trench. The elements of inventory included: a wooden staves bucket 
with copper alloy fittings (yew-tree; as defined by Maria Michniewicz from the Bio- and 
Archaeometry Laboratory, Institute of Archaeology and Ethnology Polish Academy of 
Sciences - further: IAE PAN), three clay vessels (two wheel-made); an amber necklace with 
amber eight-shape beads made on a lathe, and a spinning set consisting of a silver needle, a 
silver hook pin with twisted shaft as well as amber spindle whorl. Flints were found in the 
concentration of items connected with a distaff, and were thus initially interpreted as a 
collection of tools associated with this manufacture. It has to be noted that only teeth laminae 
had been preserved of the skeletal bones, but the character of the objects found in the grave 
suggests that the buried individual was female. The remaining ones were discovered in 2013 
west of the 2012 excavation trench. Flint assemblages were also found in graves and features 
(nos. 586, 587, 588, 590, and feature 590A - an ancient robbery trench in grave 590) as well 
as below the bottom of grave pits (see Table 1, where the absolute position of the flint 
assemblages and grave features is stated in meters above sea level). 
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Figure 2. Weklice, Elbląg county. Flint artefacts: 1. flake with negative flake scars on the dorsal surface; 2. 
fragment of a blade with scars on the dorsal surface; 3. flake with negative flake scars on the dorsal surface; 4. 
blade with scars on the dorsal surface; 5. secondary crested blade; 6. flake with negative flake scars on the dorsal 
surface; 7. initial flake; 8. endscraper. (Drawing by E. Gumińska, E. Pazyna and D. H. Werra. Photo by M. 
Natuniewicz-Sekuła.) 
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Table 1. Inventory of flint artefacts from the cemetery at Weklice, Elbląg County. Numbers correspond to Figures 2 to 4. Abbreviations: Dp - depth (m A.S.L.); GD - Grave, 
feature depth below ground level (m); Wt - weight (g); L - length (mm); Wd - width (mm); T - thickness (mm); Dm - diameter (mm); Fig. - figure. (Elaborated by D. H. 
Werra.) 

No. 
Inv. 
no. 

Trench/layer; 
Ar/square 

D  
(m) 

Grave, 
feature 

GD 
(m) Raw material Description 

W  
(g) 

L  
(mm) 

W  
(mm) 

T  
(mm) 

D  
(mm) Fig. 

1 3300 II/[194A]; 17-
20/B 

29.29 579 2 Baltic flint Flake with negative flake scars on the dorsal 
surface; prepared butt - single strike  

6.4 30 26 9 32 2.1 

2 Baltic flint Blade with scars on the entire dorsal surface; 
with broken platform part 

0.8 27 11 3 28 2.2 

3 Pomeranian flint Flake with negative flake scars on the dorsal 
surface; prepared butt - single strike 

0.2 16 11 1 16 2.3 

4 Pomeranian flint Blade with scars on the entire dorsal surface, 
punctuated butt 

0.3 22 6 2 22 2.4 

5 3362 II/[100B]; 17-
20/D 

29.05 586 
(under) 

2.2 Pomeranian flint Secondary crested blade with, broken 
platform part 

2.6 52 9 5 52 2.5 

6 3363 II/[100B]; 17-
20/D 

29.06 586 
(under) 

2.2 Baltic flint Flake with negative flake scars on the dorsal 
surface, natural butt 

0.5 17 9 4 18 2.6 

7 3364 II/[100B]; 17-
20/D 

28,91 586 
(under) 

2.2 Pomeranian flint Initial flake, bipolar technique  6 28 31 6 34 2.7 

8 3365 II/[100B]; 17-
20/D 

28.85 586 
(under) 

2.2 Baltic flint Endscraper 2.3 19 20 5 22 2.8 

9 3366 II/[100B]; 17-
20/D 

28.80 586 
(under) 

2.2 Baltic flint Flake with negative flake scars on the dorsal 
surface, prepared butt 

0.5 12 18 3 20 3.9 

10 3367 II/[100B]; 17-
20/D 

28.80 586 
(under) 

2.2 Baltic flint Middle part of blade with scars on the entire 
dorsal surface, with retouched platform part  

0.8 27 14 2 29 3.10 

11 3368 II/[100B]; 17-
20/D 

28.77 586 2.2 Baltic flint Partly initial microflake 0.4 16 8 4 16 3.11 

12 3369 II/[217A]; 17-
20/C 

29.49 588 2.3 Cretaceous flint 
(possibly Volhynian 
flint)  

Retouched blade; prepared striking platform; 
pressure technique  

23 118 17 9 118 3.12 

13 3374 II/[100B]; 17-
20/D 

28.85 587 
(under) 

2.2 Baltic flint Blade with scars on the entire dorsal surface, 
prepared butt, platform edge trimming; visible 
“lip”; pressure technique  

0.4 29 8 2 29 3.13 

14 3378 II/[219B]; 17-
20/D 

29.04 590A 2.35 Baltic flint flake fragment  5.8 - - - 38 4.14 
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No. 
Inv. 
no. 

Trench/layer; 
Ar/square 

D  
(m) 

Grave, 
feature 

GD 
(m) Raw material Description 

W  
(g) 

L  
(mm) 

W  
(mm) 

T  
(mm) 

D  
(mm) Fig. 

15 3379 II/[219B]; 17-
20/D 

29.11 590A 2.35 Pomeranian flint initial flake  2.4 16 26 6 26 4.15 

16 3380 II/[100B]; 17-
20/D 

28.97 590A 
(under) 

2.35 Baltic flint partially initial blade; prepared butt  1.4 30 9 4 30 4.16 

17 3381 II/[100B]; 17-
20/D 

28.94 590A 
(under) 

2.35 Pomeranian flint blade with scars on the entire dorsal surface; 
punctuated butt; crested blade  

1.9 36 13 4 36 4.17 

18 3382 II/[100B]; 17-
20/D 

28.91 590A 
(under) 

2.35 Baltic flint blade with scars on the entire dorsal surface; 
with broken platform part and tip  

0.8 29 10 3 29 4.18 

19 3383 II/[100B]; 17-
20/D 

28.76 586 
(under) 

2.2 Baltic flint Partially initial flake, prepared butt  0.9 23 12 3 23 4.19 

20 3384 II/[100B]; 17-
20/D 

28.75 586 
(under) 

2.2 Baltic flint? Microflake with negative flake scars on the 
dorsal surface; prepared butt 

0.4 12 11 3 14 4.20 

21 3385 II/[100B]; 17-
20/D 

28.74 586 
(under) 

2.2 Baltic flint Flake with negative flake scars on the dorsal 
surface, prepared butt; fire-strike? 

0.8 12 19 4 19 4.21 

22 3386 II/[100B]; 17-
20/D 

28.72 586 
(under) 

2.2 Baltic flint Flake with negative flake scars on the dorsal 
surface, punctuated butt 

1.7 24 20 4 24 4.22 
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Figure 3. Weklice, Elbląg county. Flint artefacts: 9. flake with negative flake scars on the dorsal surface; 10. 
mesial fragment of blade with scars on the dorsal surface; 11. partially initial microflake; 12. retouched blade; 
13. blade with scars on the entire dorsal surface. (Drawing by E. Gumińska, E. Pazyna and D. H. Werra. Photo 
by M. Natuniewicz-Sekuła.) 
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Figure 4. Weklice, Elbląg County. Flint artefacts: 14. flake fragment; 15. initial flake; 16. partially initial blade; 
17. crested blade; 18. blade with scars on the dorsal surface; 19. partially initial flake; 20. microflake with 
negative flake scars on the dorsal surface; 21. flake with negative flake scars on the dorsal surface; 22. flake with 
negative flake scars on the dorsal surface. (Drawing by E. Gumińska, E. Pazyna and D. H. Werra. Photo by M. 
Natuniewicz-Sekuła.) 
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Figure 5. Weklice, Elbląg County. 1. the excavated fragment of the site; the locations of flint artefacts found on 
the site are marked: a. gravel mine face; b. geodesic benchmarks; 2. flint artefacts scatter within graves and 
features of the Wielbark culture and the conjectured boundary of the occupation layer [100A-B ]: a. Wielbark 
culture inhumation graves; b. Wielbark culture urn cremation graves; c. feature 590A (ancient robbery trench 
leading to grave 590); d. flints found in the grave fill; e. flints found in layer [100B] below the grave-pit bottom; 
f. conjectured boundary of the occupation layer [100A-B ]. (Drawing by M. Natuniewicz-Sekuła.) 
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It should be noted that the area where the discoveries were made is situated on the 
southernmost edge of the cemetery (in the southern part of the cemetery there are primarily 
graves from the younger stage of Late Roman Period with a predominance of grave 
inventories well-dated to phase C2 of Late Roman Period), at the bottom of an esker hill on 
which the cemetery was created. At present, the elevation difference between the top and the 
bottom of the hill exceeds four meters (see Figure 5(1)). This is reflected in the depth of the 
graves at the foot of the excavated area, which are discovered approximately 2 to 3 meters 
down from ground level and were covered by a layer of solifluction (no. [100]; according to 
the adopted research methods the layer numbers, as opposed to feature numbers, are given in 
square brackets. This system is used consistently throughout the paper), which defines the 
original level at which the cemetery was used during the Roman Period, then layer no. [80] (a 
layer from the Early Middle Ages), and layers of plough soil, respectively nos. [75] and [77] 
(modern until the 19th and the beginning of the 20th centuries, and contemporary until the 
1960s) as well as no. [72] - top soil. 

A stratigraphic method of exploration was used at the site; the layers were studied 
according to their natural or anthropogenic layout. Features at the level of detection were 
negatively explored. Prior to the excavations under discussion all graves from the Wielbark 
culture had been dug into natural geological layers, however on numerous occasions the top 
part of the graves was reached a slightly higher level in layer no. [100], i.e. the solifluction 
layer containing fine powdery dark yellow sand, with spots of pale yellow and greyish sand. 
That layer contains numerous bands of reddish hardpan, clayed in places, consisting of dense 
coarse-grained sand. Also, contained in that layer are single stones (these stones have mostly 
natural characteristics associated with their geology, however, they may also be intentional 
markings of the destroyed urn cremation and inhumation graves. In several cases when graves 
were undamaged, similar stones were found as urn covers, as single ones or small pavements, 
or marked the pits of inhumation graves) and numerous small pieces of charcoal, cremated 
and non-cremated human bones, as well as artefacts from the Wielbark culture coming from 
destroyed graves, found without their context. In the top part of this layer there are brownish 
precipitations mixed with inclusions belonging to an occupation level from the Early Middle 
Ages (no. [80]) situated directly over layer no. [100]. 

While uncovering the outlines of the inhumation graves in 2013, a slightly different 
stratigraphic situation was noted. The esker where the cemetery is located is composed of 
heterogeneous glacial drift from the Baltic glaciations. The esker is mostly built of layers and 
lenses of different grades of sands and gravels, stones and boulders, but also clay and 
numerous bands of hardpan inclusions, usually in an irregular arrangement. This non-uniform 
substratum results in major differences in interpretations making it difficult to capture patterns 
in the features and layers in the field, as well as state of preservation of the human bones and 
other discovered artefacts (more on the geomorphology position cf. Natuniewicz-Sekuła & 
Okulicz-Kozaryn 2011: 13-15). A portion of the features were dug into layer no. [100A] 
consisting of loose and medium dense dark yellow sand, heavily mixed with reddish sand and 
very dense hardpan inclusions. There were numerous concentrations of brownish decaying 
organic material and charcoal. This layer was not found on the entire surface of the trench, 
and was captured on the plan only around some of the graves (see Figures 5(2) and 6(1)). 
Given the high saturation levels of organic matter and charcoal it was initially assumed to be 
evidence of archaeologically intangible remains of funeral rites from Wielbark culture 
communities. However, exploration of various graves revealed that the layer continued below 
the bottom of the grave pits, changing its structure to pale, fine yellow sand mixed with small 
grained greyish sand with numerous small pieces of charcoal and hardpanband inclusions 
along the west-east axis. This may be clearly seen in the hardpan found between the stratified 
layers, nos. [100A] and [100B] (see Figure 6(2,3)). Complete examination of this layer in the 



588 M. Natuniewicz-Sekuła & D.H. Werra 

 
Journal of Lithic Studies (2016) vol. 3, nr. 2, p. 579-596 doi:10.2218/jls.v3i2.1399 

space between the graves was impossible due to poor weather conditions. While the graves 
and the discussed layer were being unearthed a severe hailstorm flooded the trench 
completely, and destroyed the over 2.5 meters-high profiles, resulting in landslides of several 
tons of soil. Once the water and the mud had been removed, part of the landslide was 
removed manually under the tallest profiles (which were still standing) in order to protect the 
site from further damage. With the deadline of the excavation season approaching, the 
inhumation graves of the Wielbark culture became the priority for exploration. The remaining 
parts of the trench were secured (including the layers in the space between the graves) for 
future excavation. During the exploration of graves, aside from the artefacts associated with 
the Wielbark culture discovered in the grave fills as well as directly underneath (in described 
layers nos. [100A] and [100B]), a collection of flint specimens discussed in this article was 
found. 

 

 
Figure 6. Weklice, Elbląg County. 1. level of detection of graves and features in the exposed area of the trench; 
a. conjectured boundary of the occupation layer [100A]; 2. cross-section of feature 590A with visible layers 
[100A] and [100B]; 3. cross-section of grave 586 with visible layers [100A] and [100B]. (Photo by G. 
Czopowicz and M. Natuniewicz-Sekuła.) 
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2. Analysis of flint materials 
Flint materials have no clear typological cultural context. Therefore, all the flint materials 

were analysed together. Table 1 shows the overall characteristics of the typological raw 
materials. 

The analysed flint material is characterized by a broad variety of colour, translucence and 
lustre in the raw material. Besides the retouched blade, made most likely from Cretaceous 
flint - Volhynian flint (see Figure 3(12)) - the other specimens were made from local raw 
materials (Baltic Erratic flint, Pomeranian flint). It is worth to noting that three specimens 
were made from raw material characterised by a significant lack of transparency and opacity, 
which resembles Turonian flint (See Figures 3(9) and 4(20,22)). Full identification requires 
petrographic analysis. 

No cores were found in the analysed material and only two specimens can be connected 
with the stages of core preparation: a secondary crested blade (see Figure 2(5)) and a crested 
blade (see Figure 4(17)). A set classified as semi-raw material contained flakes (12 
specimens, see Figures 2(1,3,6,7), 3(9,11), and 4(14,15,19-22)), and blades (six specimens, 
see Figures 2(2,4), 3(10,13), and 4(16,18)). A set classified as tools contained an endscraper 
made from Baltic Erratic flint, discovered in layer [100B] under grave 586 (Figure 2(8)), and 
a retouched blade - found in grave 588 (Figure 3(12)). 

The overall typology and material types as shown in Table 1 suggests the presence of the 
blade technique (see Figures 2(2,4,5), 3(10,12,13), and 4(16-18)) and the flaking technique 
(see Figures 2(1,3,6,8), 3(9,11), and 4(14,15,19-22)). Elements of a double striking platform 
(see Figure 3(13)) and the bipolar techniques (see Figure 2(7)) were observed. Most 
specimens are damaged or have missing platforms (see Figures 2(2,5), 3(10), and 4(18)). The 
ones that have been preserved vary widely. Among the specimens we noted platform edge 
trimming (see Figure 3(13)), the “bird’s eye” type - l'oeil d'oiseau (see Figure 2(1)), and with 
a visible “lip” (see Figure 3(13)). The blades are straight (see Figures 3(10), and 4(16,18)) as 
well as curled (see Figures 2(2), and 3(13)). It is difficult to observe the regularities 
concerning the maximum width of the blades, which range from 6 to 14 mm (6 specimens). 

Those characteristics make it impossible to identify any shared principles in terms of flint 
reflection technique. One specimen illustrates the presence of a bipolar technique (see Figure 
2(7)), another suggests so-called direct percussion (see Figure 2(1)). The endscraper from the 
described collection bears signs suggesting that edge trimming was used (see Figure 2(8)). 
One of the blades and the retouched blade (see Figure 3(12,13)) bear characteristics produced 
by the use of the pressure technique. 

The retouched blade (see Figure 3(12)), the most distinctive tool in the presented 
collection, deserves to be discussed separately. The specimen has the following dimensions: 
length 118 mm, width 17 mm, thickness 9 mm, with multi-step retouching; the blade was 
created from Cretaceous flint, probably reflected from a single striking platform core using 
the pressure technique (Migal 2002: 261; Libera & Zakościelna 2006: 136). 

The dimensions, the raw material and the presence of retouching (which imitates in parts 
laminar retouch) makes it possible to link the specimen with production by Eneolithic 
communities (Zakościelna 1996: 105). Blades made from this type of Cretaceous flint 
showing evidence of multi-retouching and partly laminar retouch are known from the Lublin-
Volhynian culture (Kaczanowska & Lech 1977: 20; Kulczycka-Leciejewiczowa 1979: 138, 
142, fig. 70:1; Zakościelna 1996: 103; Libera & Zakościelna 2013: 218-220). Instances of 
laminar and pseudo-laminar retouch are also known from flint materials of communities of 
the Funnel Beaker culture (Młynarczyk 1982: table IX.3), the Corded Ware culture and the 
Mierzanowice culture (Libera & Zakościelna 2013: 220-227). 
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In the flint materials from the Funnel Beaker culture found in the Polish Lowlands we 
find - among others - retouched blades and endscrapers made from Volhynian Flint (Małecka-
Kukawka 2001: 75-77, tables 24.8, 25.10, 26.4, 25.8; Papiernik & Rybicka 2002: 108-115, 
fig. 86-88). The closest analogies in terms of raw materials in retouched blades - which 
correspond in shape and size to the specimens from Weklice - are known from site 3 at 
Rożental, Tczew district (Felczak 1984: 33-34; personal communications with Olgierd 
Felczak in November 2014). It is worth noting that on the site, five blades attributed to the 
Funnel Beaker Culture (16 cm long) made from Volhynian Flints were found, among other 
flint finds. 

A direct analogy for this type of retouched blade made of Volhynian Flint with laminar 
retouch can exist in materials from a cemetery at Złota, Sandomierz district. It was found in a 
grave connected with the activities of the Lublin-Volhynian culture communities 
(Kaczanowska & Lech 1977: 20; Kulczycka-Leciejewiczowa 1979: 142). 

Macrolithic retouched blades (endscrapers and perforators on a retouched blade) made 
mainly from Volhynian and Świeciechów (grey-white spotted) flint are known from graves of 
the Funnel Beaker culture (the southeastern group; Libera & Zakościelna 2006: 138-149). The 
specimen from Weklice meets the standard metrics designated for retouched blades as 
proposed by Libera & Zakościelna (2006: 142). 

The closest analogies for the retouched blades from the Funnel Beaker culture graves, 
observed further in the north-east, are known from Krzywośnity, Łosice district, site 1 and 
Żerocin, Biała Podlaska district, site 3 (Bienia 2003: 36-37; Libera & Zakościelna 2006: table 
1, fig. 15). 

Given the current state of knowledge, it would be impossible at this point to identify the 
exact prehistoric culture of origin for the finds with any degree of certainty. However, it is 
possible to indicate a general affiliation for the individual specimens. The secondary crested 
blades and other blades can be connected to Mesolithic inventories (see Figures 2(5), and 
3(10,13)). The endscraper (see Figure 2(8)) is characteristic of Final Palaeolithic and 
Mesolithic inventories. The retouched blade (see Figure 3(12)) can be most likely linked with 
Neolithic inventories (possibly the Lublin-Volhynian culture). 

It should be noted that the chronology of the presented material ranges from the Final 
Palaeolithic to the Early Bronze Age. 

 
3. Conclusions 

The stratigraphic situation mentioned in the introduction made it difficult to draw clear 
conclusions concerning the character, the chronology of the layer beneath the graves, and the 
collected flint materials from the discussed layer and the Wielbark culture graves. At this 
stage it is difficult to recognize clearly whether the analysed material should be linked to the 
Wielbark culture or if the material is a remnant of older cultures. 

The presence of the flint artefacts at the Roman Period cemetery gives rise to several 
possible interpretations. 1. The flints might be residual artefacts, introduced into the fill of the 
Wielbark culture graves when those were cut into an older stratum; 2. the flints may come 
from an earlier period, and may have been deliberately inserted into the graves during the 
Roman Period; 3. the flints may be remains of flint knapping activity of a Wielbark culture 
community (Bogucka-Slaska 1975: 211, 215; Libera & Florek 2014: 49). 

It is worth noting that while the cemetery remained in use, and probably much earlier as 
well, the landscape of the area was quite different from today. The esker on which the 
necropolis was founded was much higher and steeper, meaning that the place would have 
been a convenient spot for seasonal settlement at its foot. The coastline of the Vistula Lagoon 
(now the Drużno Lake) extended almost to the edge of the Elbąg Upland at the time 
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(Kasprzycka 1998: 44-45; 1999). In addition, it must be mentioned that several settlements 
were recorded during the surveys to the south of the cemetery (within the then shoreline of 
Drużno lake). They are dated on the basis of the pottery to be not earlier than the early Iron 
Age (Natuniewicz-Sekuła & Okulicz-Kozaryn 2011: 11). None of them has so far been 
excavated. According to other sources, discoveries have been made at Weklice (at an 
unidentified location) of a bronze axe from the III Bronze Age and a necklace from the early 
Iron Age (Kleemann 1938: table VIA). 

This said, it cannot be ruled out that individual specimens may have been products of 
activities of Wielbark culture communities, especially with regard to the flint flakes and flint 
waste, which do not have any obvious scratches, retouching marks or other kinds of damage 
to identify them as fire-stones. The exceptions is one artefact with this type of marks (See 
Figure 3(21)), which could have been caused by this kind of treatment. This problem cannot 
be resolved without use-wear analysis (see Table 1(1-4), Figure 2(1-4)). The presence of flint 
among the finds dated from the pre-Roman and Roman Period was observed, among others, 
on the multicultural cemetery at Nowy Targ, site 6, Sztum district. The 66 specimens 
collected there were made from Baltic Erratic or Pomeranian flint, mainly natural concretions 
and their fragments and splintered pieces (Gawrońska 2013: 295-296). Similar situations 
showing the presence of flints dating to the Late Roman Period were recorded at cemeteries at 
Mil’ne, site 5 (Мильне, Тернопільська обл.) in Western Ukraine (Stroceń & Stroceń 2014), 
and at Neizats (Нейзац, today: Красногірське) in Crimea (Mączyński 2014). 

The interpretation that flint specimens from an earlier period were placed in the graves is 
the most likely one in the case of the retouched blade made from Cretaceous Flint in grave 
588 (see Figure 3(12)). This specimen differs from typical lithic flint materials from the 
Polish lowlands in terms of raw materials, dimensions, and morphology. In that area flint 
artefacts are known for being made from imported raw materials. Flint finds made from 
Volhynian flint have been made in the area of Gostyń Lake District (Papiernik & Rybicka 
2002: 108-115, fig. 86-88), on Chełmno land (Małecka-Kukawka 2001: 75-77, tables 24.8, 
25.10, 26.4, 25.8) and the Eastern Pomerania (see Felczak 1984: 34). 

It cannot be ruled out that the presence of the retouched blade found in the Wielbark 
culture grave was the result of intentional activities the Wielbark community. It is likely to 
have been the result of exchange and distribution during the Roman Period, imported into the 
Polish northeastern area and then deliberately placed in the grave. Isolated instances of flint 
tools and flakes from earlier periods being inserted into graves during the Roman Period are 
known in the Przeworsk culture (eastern zone), and among others at Nadkole, site 2, Węgrów 
district, grave 88, and also in Scandinavia (Andrzejowski 1998: 37, 86, table LIV.9). 
Numerous similar cases have been recorded in the regions of the Czerniachov and Sarmatian 
cultures in the geological regions of origin for the material from which the specimen from 
grave 588 was made (see for example, Kropotkin 1988; Hrapunov 2002). In this grave, a 
buckle close to type AB9 according to Madyda-Legutko (1987) and an eight-shape amber 
bead were found, which makes it possible to date the find in general terms to phases C1b-C2 
of the Late Roman Period. It should also be emphasized that all the graves discovered at this 
part of the cemetery may be dated to the Late Roman Period, and the finds from their 
inventories reflect a south-east connection, and are therefore contemporaneous with the 
already developed Czerniachov culture. 

In the Bronze and Iron Ages, the long-standing tradition of placing flints into graves as 
grave goods was continued (Bogucka-Slaska 1975: 215-219; Balcer 1997; Lech & Piotrowska 
1997; Mogielnicka-Urban 1997; Piotrowska 1997; 2000; Kłosińska 2012: 135, 150-151; 
Gawrońska 2013: 295-296; Lech et al. 2015). 

Prehistoric societies were most likely aware of a connection between flint products and 
their ancestors (Piotrowska 2000: 303). In the graves, we find tools as well as unworked 
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specimens (Balcer 1997: 314). It cannot be ruled out that the presence of flint in some graves 
at Weklice may be accidental, but in some cases we can be almost certain that some of the 
flint finds were placed in the graves intentionally, and those who did it were aware of their 
uniqueness. This applies especially to the retouched blade discovered in grave 588. It is an 
exceptional find in this region, and we are inclined to accept that it held some special 
significance in the ceremonial rituals held during that particular burial (see Piotrowska 2000: 
315). 

A comprehensive interpretation of the circumstances of intentional depositions of flint 
material in the cemetery will only be possible following further comprehensive analysis of the 
area between the graves and an examination of layer [100A-B]. It is worth noting that no 
other signs of settlements from the Stone Age to the early Bronze Age have been found so far 
in the immediate vicinity of Weklice. However, prehistoric settlement in the Elbląg Upland 
from the Final Palaeolithic until Early Bronze Ages is confirmed by materials from Suchacz, 
site 1 (Januszek 2012), Janów, site 1 (Wąs 2012) or Elbląg-Modrzewina (Janek 2003), all in 
the Elbląg district. 
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