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UNUSUAL FAUNISTIC COLLECTION
FROM THE SCIENTIFIC FUNDS OF THE NATIONAL KYIV-PECHERSK RESERVE

Animal bones were discovered in Scientific founds in National Kyiv-Pechersk Reserve. There are 17 pieces. We
present here their identification and the description of taphonomic observations. These bones belong to Mammuthus
primigenius, Ursus sp. and Cervus sp. They come from various sites from Ukraine. Probably, this collection was formed
in the National Kyiv-Pechersk Reserve as a result of the return of materials from Ukrainian museums after the Second
World War.
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INTRODUCTION immediately arose. Upon initial examination of this
In 2017, a faunal collection based on mammoth Material, itimmediately became clear that the bones
bones was accidentally discovered in the Scientific came from different locations or sites.
Funds of the National Kyiv-Pechersk Reserve. Of In September 2017, the collection was analyzed
course, the question of the origin of this collection by Laétitia Demay (table 1).

Table 1. Inventary. / Tabn. 1. Cknag dayHicTMuHOI 36ipKn.

N° Notes N°bis | TAXON ELEMENT Lat.
Tand2 Mammuthus tusk /
3and 12 Mammuthus humerus dext
4 Mammuthus humerus dext
5 Mammuthus mandible

6 3139 Mammuthus ulna sin
7 Ursus sp. femur dext
8 Mammuthus humerus dext
9 Cervidae (Cervus sp.) skull and antler sin
10 llinka 73 Ursus sp. humerus sin
11 C. elaphus antler dext
13 3169 Mammuthus ulna sin
14 C. elaphus skull and antler. slaughter antler ; median antler ; part of palms dext
15 Ursus sp. mandible + root fragments of 3 molars dext
16 Mammuthus upper molar sin
17 Mammuthus upper molar sin
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METHODS

We processed to the paleontological identifica-
tion (species and anatomical elements) and tapho-
nomical analyses (Efremov 1940; Behrensmeyer
1978; Denys, Patou-Mathis 2014).

The measurements of bones were made accor-
ding to the methods applied on mammals and par-
ticularly Elephantids developed by Von den Driesch
(1976), Agenbroad (1994) and Averianov (1996). The
material used is a flexible tape measure, a rigid tape
measure and a 150 mm caliper.

Concerning Ursus sp., we used Weinstock (2009)
for determination of ages and Petronio, di Can-
zio and di Stefano (2003) to distinct species by
morphometry.

Concerning mammoth, age classes were esti-
mated from the growth stages of long bones (Laws
1966; Krumrey, Buss 1968; Hanks 1972; Haynes 1991;
Lister 1999) and teeth (Osborn 1942; Vaufrey 1955;
Coppens 1965; Shoshaniand, Tassy 1996).

Toidentify if these bones belong to M. primigenius,
and determine the sex, we used data obtained about
other known specimens (table 2).

Table 2. Specimens of Mammuthus primigenius used for osteometric comparisons.

Tabn. 2. 3pa3kn Mammuthus primigenius, WO BUKOPUCTOBYIOTLCSA AJ1A OCTEOMETPUYHNX MOPIBHAHD.

Heightat
A Year of . 4 Chronology and
Individual discovery Locality Age Sex thg withers dates References
(incm)
Germany,
Rottweil 1967 Bade- >25y.0. F 250 End ofUPPEr | Ziegier, 2001
Wurtemberg
Kastykhtakh 2008 $:;;'\?r 38-45 y.0. F 224 32070-30565BP | Kirillova etal, 2012
. 1988- Russia, . .
Oyesh river 1991 Siberia adults.l. F 215 (240) 14000 BP Averianov, 1994
Russia, Vollosovich, 1909
Sanga-Yuryakh 1908 Yakoutia 54-60y.o. F / 39000-37 000 BP Garrut, 1964
F .
Aa France, ) . Middle-Upper .
= Arques 1908 Pas-de-Calais 40-50y.0. blétff\'/'ze 301 Pleistocene Pontier, 1913
Germany,
Ahlen 1910 North Rhine- | 31-34y.0. M 320 41000 BP Siegfried, 1959
Westphalia
1908- Germany, } : .
Borna 1909 Saxony 25-30y.0. M 320 Upper Pleistocene | Felix, 1912
Germany,
Polch 1936 Rhineland- 60-70y.0. M 320 Upper Pleistocene | Koenigswald, 1989
Palatinate
. Germany, N i
Pfannerhall 1953 Saxony-Anhalt 60 y.o. M 300 Saalian Toepfer, 1957
; Germany, g :
Siegsdorf 1975 Upper Bavaria 49->52yo0. M 360 47 000 BP Ziegler, 1994
Condover 1986 | CreatBritain, 5005 M / 14000 BP Lister, 2009
Shropshire y:0: !
Lena Russia, Adams, 1808
(= Adams) 1799 Siberia 43-50y.0. M 320 34450+ 2 500 BP Pfitzenmayer, 1907
Russia, . End of Upper
Berezovka 1900 Siberia 30-35y.0. M 265 Pleistocene Pfizenmayer, 1926
Lyakhov Russia Coppens, 1958
(= Atrikanova 1914 Lvakhov isI'amds ~30y.0. M / 49000 BP Vollossovich, 1914
ouVollossovitch) Y Viola, 2014
Taimyr 1948 Russia, Taimyr | 50-55y.0. M 265 11450 + 250 BP Garrut et Dubinin, 1951
1988- e Vereshagin, Tikhonov, 1986
Sevsk 1991 Russia, Siberia adults.l. M 235 ~14.000 Maschenko et al, 2006
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DESCRIPTION AND RESULTS genius. Moreover, according to the measurements

n°1 and n°2 this tusk belongs to a male (fig. 2).

It is a tusk (fig. 1), that we can not lateralized for This tusk is relatively well preserved. The surface
sure. is covered by manganese and ferric deposits relied

This tusk seems to belong to Mammuthus primi-  to post-depositional water percolation.

Diameter

Fig. 1. Tusk of mammoth.
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n°3 and n°12

It is a distal end and a diaphysis of a right hume-
rus (fig. 3).

According to measurements (fig. 4) this humerus
could belong to a female. The distal end is fused, so
this individual was more that stage XVla (> 18-26
years old).

The coloration is white. The surface is exfoliated
and presents plant root marks. So these bone could
stay in open air, then buried in subsurface.

n°4

It is a diaphysis of a right humerus (fig. 5).

Extremities are not fused, so this individual is
a young adult less than stage XVla (< 18-26 years
old). Moreover, this humerus is characterized by a
pathology.

The surface is covered by manganese deposits
and plant root marks.

Fig. 4. Osteometry of humerus of mammoths.
Puc. 4. OcteomeTpia NneyoBOi KiCTKU MaMOHTIB.

A

Fig. 3. Right humerus of mammoth in anterior view.
Puc. 3. lpaBa nneyosa KicTKa mamoHTa. Burnag cnepepy.

Measurements of distal end
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n°5 if it is a female and more than stage XXII-XXX (> 36

It is a fragment of mandible of mammoth (fig. 6).

This mandible could belong to a male (fig. 7).

The surface is covered by manganese deposits
and plant root marks.

n°6
It is a left ulna of mammoth (fig. 8).
The bone is too damaged for reliable measure-

ments. The distal end is fused so this individual is an
adult more than stage XVllla-XX (> 25-35 years old)

years old) if it is a male.

The surface is very damaged, with exfoliation,
removal of cortical bone and fissurations due to
weathering. So this bone stayed in open air and then
was recovered by sediments containing manganese
deposits.

The proximal part of diaphysis was burned.

An indistinct inscription is visible on the surface,
probably in pencil —“N23139"
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Fig. 5. Right humerus of mammoth in lateral view.
Puc. 5. MpaBa nneyosa KicTka MaMoHTa. Burnag 360ky.

Fig. 6. Mandible of mammoth in occlusal view.
Puc. 6. H/xHA wenena mamoHTa. Burnag 3 BHYTPiLWHbOI CTOPOHM.

90
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50
Fig. 7. Internal widths of the mandibular symphysis of 40
mammoths. >

Puc. 7. BHYTpiWHA WrpUHa MiX CMdizaMm HMKHBOT 30
Leneny MaMoHTIB. 20

10

(in mm)

Kastykhtakh ~ Condover n°4 (Lavra)

Fig. 8. Left ulna of mammoth in anterior view.

Puc. 8. JliBa nikTboBa KicTKa MaMOHTa. Burnsp
cnepegy.

5cm

Fig. 9. Right femur of Ursus sp. in posterior

view. >

Puc. 9. MpaBa cterHoBsa Kictka Ursus sp.
Burnag 3 TnbHOI CTOPOHN.
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n°7

It is a right femur of an adult bear (fig. 9).

The distal end is fused so this individual is an
adult more than 6 years old. The surface presents
plant root marks, also as marks due to charriage-a-
sec and/or trampling and manganese and ferric de-
posits. So this bone was altered by soil movements.
Moreover, a red chemical product was applied to
consolidate this bone and several recent tool marks
were observed.

n°8
It is a right humerus of mammoth (fig. 10).

The proximal part is fused so this individual is an
adult more than stage XVla (> 18-26 years old) if it

is a female and more than stage XVllla-XX (> 25-35
years old) if it is a male.

The surface is covered by manganese deposits
and plant root marks. Moreover, the proximal part is
covered by red color deposits.

n°9
Itis a part of a right antler with a fragment of skull
of Cervidae (Cervus sp.) (fig. 11).

The surface is a little bit exfoliated and presents a
little bit of manganese and ferric deposits.

n°10
It is a left humerus of an adult bear (fig. 12). The

note “c. nnuka” and “N273” is mentioned on this
bone.

\¢

CTOPOHMN.

Fig. 10. Right humerus of mammoth in
anterior view.

Puc. 10. MpaBa nneyoBa KiCTka MaMOHTa.
Burnag cnepegy.

Fig. 11. Right antler with part of skull of Cervidae. >
Puc. 11. MNpaBswii pir 3 yacTnHoto Yepena Cervidae.

Fig. 12. Left humerus of Ursus sp. in posterior view.
Puc. 12. Jlisa nneyvosa Kictka Ursus sp. Burnag 3 tunsHoi
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The distal end is fused so this individual is an
adult more than 4 years old. Concerning the distal
end, the medio-lateral diameter is 110 mm. So it is
situated in the confusion zone between U. spelaeus
and U. arctos (fig. 13).

According to the morphology it looks more like
U. spelaeus (fig. 14).

The surface presents plant root marks, also as
marks due to charriage-a-sec and/or trampling and
manganese and ferric deposits. So this bone was al-
tered by soil movements.

Moreover, a red chemical product was applied to
consolidate this bone.

n°11

It is a fragment of a right antler of Cervus sp.
(fig. 15).

The surface is a little bit exfoliated and presents a
little bit of manganese and ferric deposits. There are
many marks of modern tools.

n°13

Itis a left ulna of mammoth (fig. 16).

Transversal diameter of distal end

U, spelaeus  e——l) arctos == |avran"10

According to the dimensions of this ulna, it could
belong to a female (fig. 17). Whether it isa male or a
female, this individual was an adult more than stage
XVllla-XX (> 25-35 years old).

The surface is exfoliated and presents marks due
to charriage-a-sec and/or trampling. So this bone
was altered by soil movements. Moreover, the proxi-
mal part is covered by red color deposits.

On the bone there is a postage stamp with an ink
number —“3169" (fig. 16b). At the end of the 19"" —
beginning of the 20™ century, during the docu-
mentation process of museum collections, it was
a common practice to stick a stamp with an inven-
tory number according to the inventory book on a
collectible item. According to the inventory book
(catalog) of the Archaeological Museum of Kyiv Uni-
versity, which is preserved in the fund “Museum of
Antiquities of the University of St. Vladimir” (NA IA
NAS of Ukraine, f. 13, d. 94) numbers “3103-3187"
were given to “bone objects found in pit-dwelling
on Kirillovskaya street, No. 61” (on Russian) (sheets
49 verso — 50). It is reasonable to assume that bone
No. 13 comes from the collection of the Kyrylivska
Paleolithic site.

Fig. 13. Measurements of the distal end of humerus between
U. spelaeus and U. arctos, compared with bone of bear n°10.

Puc. 13. MeTpuyHi NOKa3HUKM ANCTaNbHOrO KiHUA N1eYoBoi
kictku U. spelaeus Ta U. arctos, nopiBHAHO 3 KicTkoto Beameaa N210.

Fig. 14. Distal end of humerus in posterior view (Petronio, di
Canzio and di Stefano 2003). A : U. spelaeus; B : U. arctos.
Puc. 14. JuctanbHuUm KiHeLb Ni1evyoBoi KiCTKK. Burnag 3 TunbHoi

ctopoHum (Petronio, di Canzio and di Stefano 2003).
A: U. spelaeus; B : U. arctos.

Fig. 15. Fragment of right antler of Cervus sp.
Puc. 15. OparmeHT npasoro pory Cervus sp.

Fig. 16. Left ulna of mammoth in anterior view (a);
postage stamp with an ink number (b).

Puc. 16. JliBa nikTbOBa KicTKa MaMOHTa, BUA cnepegy (a); >
MapkKa 3 Homepom (b).
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Measurements of proximal end
Fig. 17. Osteometry of ulna of mammoths.
Puc. 17. OcteomeTpisa NiKTbOBOI KiCTK MAaMOHTIB.
500
400
E 300
£
£ 200
100
o ]
n°13 (Lavra) RUttwei1‘ Pfannerhall Ahlen Steinheim  Siedsdorf Condover J
female male
O medio-lateral diameter H antero-posterior diameter
n°14 n°15
It is a right antler with a fragment of skull of an It is a right hemi-mandible of bear with roots of
adult Cervus elaphus (fig. 18). three molars (fig. 19).
The surface is exfoliated and presents deposits of The surface is exfoliated due to weathering and
manganese. presents plant root marks.

Fig. 18. Right antler with part of skull of
Cervus elaphus in lateral view.

Puc. 18. [MpaBuii pir 3 YacTnHOO Yepena
Cervus elaphus. Burnsag 360ky.

Fig. 19. Right hemi-mandible of Ursus sp. in lingual view.

Puc. 19. NpaBa nonoBmHa HWXHbLOI Wenenun Ursus sp.
JliHrBanbHa CTopoHa. v
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n°16

Itis a left upper molar (fig. 20).

According to the laminar frequency and the
width of enamel it is a Mammuthus primigenius.
According to the dimensions and the number of
plates it is a M3 wich belongs to a matured adult
(stages XXI-XXIl — 35-45 years old) (table 3).

n°17

Itis a left upper molar (fig. 21).

According to the laminar frequency and the
width of enamel it is a Mammuthus primigenius.
According to the dimensions and the number of

plates it is a M? or a M®wich belongs to an adult
(table 3).

Fig. 20. Left upper molar of Mammuthus primigenius.
Puc. 20. NiBnin BepxHin monap Mammuthus primigenius.

Table 3. Data about molars of mammoth.
Tabn. 3. XapaKTepucTUKn MossipiB MamMoOHTa.

Fig. 21. Left upper molar of Mammuthus primigenius.
Puc. 21. Nisuin BepxHin monap Mammuthus primigenius.

. Number | Eruption and Laminar | Width of enamel Mesio-distal Vestibulo-lingual | Mesio-distal
N Lat. of plates wear stages frequenc Tt diameter occ. diameter occ. diameter
P 9 q y (in mm) (in mm) tot. (in mm)
16 G 19 X, 8E, 4D, 7C* 8 1,8 171 88 260
17 G 14 / 8 1 173 76 232

“(E: used; D : few used; C: erupting).
* (E : cnpauboBaHwuii; D : neab cnpauboBaHuid; C : ToiA, o Npopi3yeTbcs).

SYNTHESIS

This assemblage is composed of at least six
individuals:
1 bear (adult s.l.)
2 Cervus sp. (male adult s.1.)
3 mammoths (1 female adult s.. ; 1 male
adult s./, 1 young adult)

According to the taphonomic observations, it
seems to have at least three different assemblages.

DISCUSSION

We are certain of the presence of elements from
lllinka (fig. 22).

Concerning some other bones, they could come
from Kyrylivska site (fig. 22), according to the tapho-
nomic observations on bones which are similar with
those of the material preserved in the National Mu-
seum of History of Ukraine and archival research.

Odesa region is characterized by the presence of
natural karst cavities. In 1938 T. Grytsai discovered
and excavated the lllinka Cave (Migonniuko 1949)
(fig. 23). A large number of animal bones and flint

fragments were found (Powwin 1939; 1941). T. Grytsai
and O. Dobrovolskyi (1950) led excavations between
1939 and 1945. Stone material is not abundant and
is represented by processed flints and quartzite. The
collection is subdivided into three complexes of dif-
ferent times, among which the earliest is the most
numerous. Most often, researchers considered it
most likely that it belongs to the Middle Paleolithic,
but there were other assumptions (3amaTHiH 1950;
EdmmeHko 1953; 1954; CanoxkHMKoB, CanoXXHMKOBA
1989). The geological position of this site was de-
scribed by K.K. Pronin (1999). Besides stone tools
some bone polishers and drilled bear canines
were found. One of the bone tools was 14C dated
to 27.500 £ 210 BP (Ki-11681) (CanoxHikos 2005).
Another date was furnished about bear bone to
41.700 = 1200 (VERA-2195) (Kavcik-Graumann et al.
2016). This cave was probably alternated between
humans and bears. The fauna of lllinka cave (MNI: 468;
NR: 29971) (Migonniuko 1956; Ridush, 2009) includes
mainly cave bear remains (MNI: 374; NR: 29336), then
cave hyaena, wolf, red fox, corsac fox, badger, cave
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lion, naked mole-rat, european hamster, porcupine,
hare, pika, horse, woolly rhinoceros, bison, saiga an-
telope, roe deer and red deer (fig. 24).

In the beginning of 2000, a cooperation be-
tween the university of Vienna and the Museum
of Odesa permitted to study cave bear remains
(Kavcik-Graumann et al. 2016). The authors conclude
that the cave bears of the lllinka cave belong to Ursus

ingressus. 1t was a massive herbivorous (Bocherens
et al. 2011) cave bear larger than U. spelaeus which
weight was estimated around 350 kg to 600 kg; it
lived in Central and Eastern Europe within continen-
tal environments with cold and arid climate (Rabe-
der et al. 2004). Some researchers still question them
to be different species, but rather subspecies (Baca
etal.2012).

Fig. 22. Localisation of the potential origins of the bones
from know assemblages, in Ukraine.

1: Odessa region (lllinka); 2: Kyiv (Kyrylivska).

Puc. 22, BiporigHi micua noxoa»eHHaA KiCTOK i3 BifoMnx
36ipoK B YKpaiHi.

1: Opecbka 06nacTb (InniHka); 2: Kuis (Knpuniscbka).

} 1
B Belka \ T TN\

N
\“a “

\

100

m U, speloeus
m . crocuta
B C lupus
m V. vidpes
W V. corso
B M. meles
mP ko
W Spalo sp
W C cricetus
m Hystrix sp.
B L europacus
W . pusilla
E. ferus
C. antiquitatis
B priscus
5. totarico
® L. copreolus

C. elaphus

MNI NR

Fig. 23. Geographic position of the site of lllinka (Ukraine)
(Kavcik-Graumann et al. 2016 after Nagel et al. 2005).

Puc. 23. TeorpadiuHe po3TallyBaHHA CTOAHKM InniHKa (YkpaiHa)
(Kavcik-Graumann et al. 2016 3a Nagel et al. 2005).

Fig. 24. Faunal spectrum of lllinka (Ukraine) in percentage
(after data from Migonniuko 1956; Ridush 2009).

Puc. 24. GayHicTyHMin cnekTp InniHkn (YKpaiHa) y BifjcoTKkax
(3a maHumu Migonniuko 1956; Ridush 2009).
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Concerning the site of Kyrylivska, it is situated
in Kyiv (fig. 25) on a promontory, on the right bank
of the Dnieper (LLnanoscbknin, Mpsgko 2011). This
site was discovered and excavated in 1893 to 1900
by V. Khvoika. He highlighted that lithic remains are
anthropogenic product and that these tools were
associated with mammoth bones (1913, re-edited
in 2008). Some of these tusks presented also anthro-
pogenic modifications (benawescknin 1900; Bonkos
1903; AbpamoBa 1962; Oununnos 1983). The ar-
chaeological remains were in clayey sand (fpomos
1948). It could have one cultural layer (Mugonnnyko
1969) or, more likely, two (XBowka 1913 (2008);
Bopuckosckun 1953) (fig. 26).

A 14C date from mammoth teeth was obtained
to 19 200 + 250 BP (OxA-718) (Abramova, Grigorieva
and Zaitsev, 2001; PagieBcbKa, bineHko 2010).

The lithic industry has been studied repea-
tedly (BoBk 1899a; 18996; Xsowka 1913(2008);
BopuckoBckun 1941; 1953; EbmmeHko 1953; aakux
1971;1991; Wuanoscbkunm 2012). The upper layer is
the richest with 3000 lithic remains and burned
bones. The lower layer furnished 250 lithic remains.
Both correspond to characteristics of Upper Palaeo-
lithic industries. P.S. Shydlovskyi and D.V. Stupak re-
vised the material in 2015, based on lithic material
kept at the National Museum of Ukrainian History
and the Museum of Saint-Germain-en-Laye (France)
and on analysis of the work of predecessors. For
them, the lithic productions in the two layers are
similar to the processes of debiting and shaping.
However, the composition of the tools differs. The
industry could correspond to later Gravettian (Shyd-
lovskyi, Stupak 2015).

Unfortunately, the distribution of remains is
poorly known because there were no recorded du-
ring excavations. The fauna of Kyrylivska (MNI: 79;
NR: 454) (XBownka 1913 (2008); NMuagonnuuko 1969)
includes mainly woolly mammoth remains (MNI: 70;
NR: 440), then woolly rhinoceros, wolf, brown bear,
cave lion, cave hyaena, wolverine and the presence
of hare was mentionned (fig. 27).

We had access to only a few pieces still kept at
the National Museum of Ukrainian History. The ta-
phonomic observations are similar with some bones
of this collection, especially concerning bones n°6
and n°13.

Fig. 26. Excavations and geology in Kyrylivska
(XBorka 1893; XBowika 1913), with two cultural
layers.

Puc.26.Po3konku TareonoriyHa cutyauia Knpum-
NiBCbKOI cTOAHKM (XBOMKa 1893; XBowKa 1913),
3 ABOMa KyNbTYPH/MM LIapamu.

Fig. 25. Localisation of Kyrylivska in Kyiv (after Pidoplichko 1

Puc. 25. Jlokanizauia Kupuniscbkoi cToAHKM y Knesi
(3a Pidoplichko 1998).
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Fig. 27. Faunal spectrum of Kyrylivska (Ukraine) in percentage
(after data from XBowka 1913; MNuaonnuuko 1969).

Puc. 27. QayHicTnuHui cnektp Knpuniscbkoi ctosaHKu (YkpaiHa)
y BigcoTKax (3a gaHnmu XBowka 1913; NMugonnnuko 1969).
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Fig. 28. Bone n°13 (mammoth ulna) with colored deposits.

Puic. 28. KicTka N2 13 (nikTboBa KiCTKa MaMOHTa) 3 KONIbOPOBMM 3ab6apBieHHAM.
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The colored deposits were not
previously described in literature.
They are orange-red-brown (fig. 28).
They are present on both cortical
bone and spongy bone, so they were
deposited when the bones were al-
ready dry. They could have varied
composition (alumino-silicates, fer-
ruginous sandstone, hematite, cri-
noidal limestone, manganese oxides,
iron oxide crystals, ocher sands such
as kaolin and bauxite, goethite...)
and have different origins (meteo-
rological, biological and pedosedi-
mentary impacts/anthropic impli-
cation) (Delamare, 1987; Salomon,
2009; Ardouin, 2012).

Thanks to the study of archival
data, it became possible to trace the
likely path that these bones took
to the National Kyiv-Pechersk Re-
serve. As a result of the institutional
restructuring of the museum net-
work in the late 1920s — during the
1930s, the archaeological collections
of Kyiv, including paleontological
finds, were concentrated in the Kyiv-
Pechersk Lavra. In particular, in the
early 1930’s there was an Archaeo-
logical Museum of the Ukrainian
Academy of Sciences, in 1934-1935
the All-Ukrainian Historical Museum
was moved here (from September
11,1935 — the Central Historical Mu-
seum). As of 1936, the archeological
complexes of the Central Historical
Museum contained the collections
of the former All-Ukrainian Historical
Museum named after T. Shevchenko
in Kyiv, the Archaeological Museum
of Kyiv University, the Archaeologi-
cal Cabinet of the Kyiv Institute of
Public Education, the Archaeological
Museum of Higher Women'’s Courses
in Kyiv and the Archaeological Mu-
seum of the Ukrainian Academy of
Sciences.

Paleolithic materials were pre-
sented in the Central Historical
Museum by collections of sites:
Kyrylivska (excavations by V. Khvoika
in  1893-1900), Iskorost (excava-
tions by V. Khvoika in 1911), Mizyn
(excavations by Kh. Vovk in 1908,
M. Rudynskyi in the 1930s), Zhurav-
ka (excavations by M. Rudynskyi in
1929). In addition, the outskirts of dif-
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ferent villages were presented: Kostyonki (research
by O.Kelsiev), Karacharov (research of V. Antonovych,
I. Polyakov and V. Dokuchaev in 1878), Vrublevtsi,
complexes of materials from locations near the vil-
lages Studenytsia (research by V. Antonovych in the
1880s, M. Rudynskyi and M. Musket in 1927-28), Stara
Ushytsia (research by M. Rudynskyi and M. Mushket
1927-28) and near Novhorod-Siverskyi (research by
M. Rudynskyi in 1925-26).

At the beginning of the Second World War, a part
of the collections of the Central Historical Museum
were evacuated, but some pieces were left on the
territory of the Kyiv-Pechersk Lavra. Later, a part of
the remaining collection was transferred to the Na-
tional Museum of Prehistory and Early History in
Kyiv, and in 1943 — taken to Germany.

After the Second World War, some displaced col-
lections returned in Kyiv. The distribution of these ar-
tifacts between museum institutions of the country
partly took place on the territory of the Kyiv-Pechersk
Reserve. Most of the archaeological collections were
transferred to the State Historical Museum, which
was restored in 1944. Today, they are part of the Sci-
entific founds of the National Museum of History of
Ukraine.

Probably the found collection got to the territory
of the National Kyiv-Pechersk Reserve in the postwar
period due to the return of materials of Ukrainian
museums.

CONCLUSIONS

The collection contains bones of at least six
individuals:

— 1 bear (adult s.1.)

— 2 Cervus sp. (male adult s.1.)

— 3 mammoths (1 female adult s./; 1 male
adult s.l, 1 young adult).

This collection contains bones from different
places of origin. According to the taphonomic ob-
servations, it seems belong at least three different
assemblages. There is no doubt about the origin
from the lllinka Cave, with a very high degree of
probability — from the Kyrylivska site, this probabi-
lity is especially high for bones No. 13 and 6.

The red coloration deposits (ochre?) observed of
some bones would require the advice of a specialist.

Most likely, this collection was formed in the Sci-
entific founds of the National Kyiv-Pechersk Reserve
because of the return of materials from Ukrainian
museums after the Second World War.
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HE3BUYANHA OAYHICTUYHA KOJIEKLUIA
3 HAYKOBUX ®OHAIB HALIOHAJIbHOIO KUEBO-NMEYEPCbKOIo 3ANOBIAHUKA

Y 2017 p. y HaykoBux ¢oHgax HauioHanbHoro Kneeo-lNeuepcbKkoro 3anoBigHMKa BUNagKkoBoO BUABNEHO dayHic-
TUYHY Konekuito 3 17 KicTok. OcHoBolo ii 6ynKn KiCTKM MamMoHTa. 3BiCHO, ofpa3y MoCTano MUTAHHA MNPO MOXOAMEHHSA
ui€i 36ipku. MNicna nepBMHHOro ornagy Lboro matepiany cTano 3p03yMifiiM, WO KiCTKN NOXOAATb 3 Pi3HUX MicLie3Haxo-
IXeHb. Y BepecHi 2017 poKy Konekuito npoaHanisysana Jleticia Jemei (tabnuus 1).

Lli kKicTkn HanexaTb, AK MiHiMyM WecTn ocobuHam — 1 Ursus sp.; 2 — Cervus sp.; 3 — Mammuthus primigenius. 3rigHo
3 TabOHOMIUHMMU CNOCTePEXEHHAMM, 3AAETHCA, WO BOHM HaneXaTb NPUHaNMHI A0 TPbOX Pi3HMX CYKYMHOCTEN.

Hemae »kogH1x CYMHIBIB OO0 NOXOOXKEHHSA KICTKM BeaMeaA 3 neyepu InniHka, Npo wo ceigunTb Wwindp, AKil Ha Hin
36epircsa. 3 gy»ke BUCOKMM CTyrneHemM NMOBIPHOCTI NOXOMKEHHA AeAKNX KiCTOK 3 KnpuniBcbKoi ctosiHKK. Lia moBip-
HiCTb 0co6nMBO BMCOKa AnA Kictok No 13 Ta 6.

YepBoHi 3ab6apBrieHHs (Boxpa?), AKi CNOCTepiraloTbCsa Ha AeAKMX KiCTKax, NOTPebyoTb KOHCY bTaLii paxiBus.

3aBAAKN BMBYEHHIO apXiBHUX JAHNX CTaI0 MOXKITMBUM MPOCTEXKNTN MMOBIPHUN LWAAX, AKWUM Ui KICTKW NOTpanuim go
HauioHanbHoro Kneso-lNeuepcbkoro 3anosigHuka. Micna pyroi CBiTOBOI BiNHN OQHMM i3 LLEHTPIB MOBEPHEHHSA My3el-
HUX eKCMOHATIB, NepeMilleHux nifg Yyac BiliHK, 6yB KniB. Po3nodineHHsA umx KoneKLi Mix My3eiHUMN yCTaHOBaMU Kpa-
THM YacTKoBO BiibyBanoca Ha TepuTopii Kneso-MNMeuepcbkoro 3anoBigHuKa. binblicte apxeonoriyHmx Konekuin 6yno
nepepnaHo fo [lep>kaBHOro iCTOPMUYHOro My3eto, AKMiA 6yB BigHOBNeHUN y 1944 p. CborofHi BOHM € YacTnHoO HaykoBux
¢donpais HauioHanbHoro myseto ictopii YkpaiHu.

MmoBipHO, 3HalzeHa KonekLuis chopmyBanacb Ha Teputopii HalioHanbHoro Kneso-Meuepcbkoro 3anoBigHuKa i 3a-
nuwwmnace y Haykosux doHgax y NOBOEHHUI nepiog, y NpoLeci NoBepHEHHA MaTepianiB YKpaiHCbKUX My3e€iB.

Knoyoei cnosa: HauioHanbHun Kneso-lNeuepcbkuin 3anoBigHuK, nevepa Innidka, Knpuniscbka cTtosHKa, nosep-
HEeHi KonekLui.
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