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2008-2006 ( fig-2 & 2.1) (Adikari and Thantilage 2000, b). It can be shown that this
situation has been dircetly and indireetly reported from other prehistoric excavations

foa.

It has been mentioned that along with artifacts found in the prehistorie excavalions
#t Bellanbendipelessa potsherds also have been found. (Deraniyagala 1958) Here
has been reported that potsherd were found abiout four inches sbove the bed rock

e [ Potand cdve excavalfon (s Diedieg  progress
i g prog

Asa result of the above data n very
ymportant idea has been presented
about a separate period and Cullure,
having directed the attention
towards the potsherds among the
remains from the prehistoric
excavations in  Sm Lanka
(Deranivagala 1958), Soil sirata
contammng  stone  impléments
along with potsherds have been
reporied from  the

at Asmadala in the Awvissawella

exuavalions .

and about three and hall feet lroin theé surfhce

(fiz 3) Alsopot sherds have been found inthe
excavations in the Alugalge cave Telulla in the
Uwva provinee: (Deramyagala 1958). Further 1t
has been reported that with the stone implements

and bone implements in the prelstorie
excavations in the Mamyamgama Belilena Atuln
(inner cave of Belilens st Manivampgama in
Kegalle Distriety potsherds also were found
{Gunuraine 1971 ).
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area (PGIAR) and the Potana and Aligala caves in Sigiriya (Adikari 1998). In the
prehistoric excavations in Dorawakakanda (in Kegalle District ) potshends have been
found alotig with stone implements (Wijayapala 1992).
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How should we interpret this existence of soil strata contaiming potsherds and stone
b in prehistoric excavalions? There are two possibilities

I, Is it a soil layer mixed due to a physical oecurrence?

2. If not 1 it a special cultural period?

mwu&rm this stratumn as a mixed layer, have we scientifically proven that it
bﬂﬂiﬂ mim:d ? If not, is it based on any model because of the confused state
m 10 the existence of stone mmplements along with potsherds. In the
excuvalions we came across soil strifg
where potsherds and stone implements
were mixed. But i any of these ¢ises
we did nol get any evidence to believe
that these were mixed due (o any physical
reason. But according to the models that
existed at that time we were inelined to
refer to them s mixed strata.

fig. 2: mﬂr f N prog oo

Bﬁ'mmﬁmhﬁcurmhneulnyml evidence Lo support it. But in the second
te more carcful. During excavations we could not see any evidence to

mﬂt&mﬂ stratum contaiming stone implements and potsherds have been

=ik

1 any way.

e - L

fig2.1: Novth.South profile drawing of Varana excavation

It ﬁ«iﬁﬁmm potsherds sre found along with stone implements: But at present
W egir 'w ng of this speeial cultural age is not clear, But time has da wiied to amive

mluinnnbnumamd.
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The theory presented by the archaenlogists according to research done so far is that
the-Mesolithic ASge ended, and the potsherds and ron technology along with the
Megalithic Age which came from outside (Deranivagala 1972, Senaviratne 1985
1990). But it 1s necessary to consider whether the downing of the Tron age wis a
sufficient canse for the abrupl disappearance of the stone implements. Our opinton
15 that for & new technology o emerge above an existing technology several [actars
are necessary. They are;

I, Thenew technology should be more sufficient than the exssting technology
2. I should be easy to handle

3. It should be more economic

4. lvshould be easily avatlable/ wide spread

According to what we know stone implements-are very eflicient in every day use,
But this would not have been so efficient in
agriculture. Further ron produce from a

ol Ve el D6 bloomery extraction process is not hardened
b e Ty e P o iron. To harden this iron, so that it could he
> [ aig :
s ?::1- <> .77!.—""' used, ' more developed technology s needed.
— i a'.- ;-: m' L When this 1s taken into consideration 11/1s seen
' ";:-5- P [ 5 o, that stone implements are more efficient for
?i“‘ c.«F - ;".. H__,: "" Certain purposes. To make eflicien tron
1" Eer ([ implements they should know the technology
!_ I‘h“ bl s e | Rl 7" of making steel. Along with the progress and
" L wh -
*; .p.‘ S :l.m. :r:pn:nd :sr li!t'!‘lillflll‘..'lg:f anyone will have
o ) Lk = Ihe facility of obtaming items of high quality
: E : 4.‘ 1 { 1 1 But this needed time. Qur opinion 1s that the
e 0 | ; - emergenceof the use of tron 15 not the reason
Ml R B e 0 d 2 i Er :
el ; for the abrupt cessation of the use of the stone
e it D e T M P

Sl Dlevmipdrimimidi  mplements. This means that the technology

fig.3: Prehistaric chironclogy of of stone implements wouald have coexisted
Sri Lanka by P.EP. Deraniyagala  with the use of metal some time. For this
purpose several examples can be given, One

isthe urn burial of Pomparippu where stone implementsare found with metal. Begly
whodiscusses the proto-historic finds of Pomparippu reports that there were copper
items and 1ron, quartz and chert wols in the urm burial (Bealy 1974). This Protwhistoric
burial cist can be shown as a good example of the trend of the How of technology.
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“small stone implements and potsherds along with the human
g the deposit of shell midden at Pallemalala m Hambantota
le of a mixed technology of the Mesolithic Age (Deraniyagala
stones (mirisgula) at present in 8tf Lanka households even
mrived is the best example from present dity for the ides of
nological treads. When considering the development of tool
‘an unusual situation ut all. According to the Gordon Childe,
ta further encouraged the speotalization of tools the general spread.
limited by cost, thus Mint sickles were in use until the late Rronze:
“These cultures existed fora long ime togethier with technological
n that stone implements of the Stone Age have been continued

tie age while being subjected to progress:

dove evidence it is seen that the Mesolithic Age of Sr1 Lanka was
for a long time but did not end abruptly.

Mesolithic Age of Sri Lanka i thie above manner can be
hal ﬁg-ﬁﬁdhtgs;ﬁum the excavations in Sri Lanka fit into this
shown that people enfered ages of new technology without
‘previous one, Thus the people who used fine microliths
d to metal and cluy technology gradually. Taking these into
elt it is reasonable to interpret this particular period us the
of Sri Lanka . According to the excavations done at Varana
ds confirm that stone implements existed with some intensity
wously some time.
e have about the beginning of this era is fmeager, more
in future. If we re-examine the above sites with thorough
| O poﬂﬂ:ymdmm ﬂatin‘g. we should be able to get some
ithic age, the beginning of the Proto-historic age and the
It s seen that pottery was used i S Lanka about
ained from the execavations of Dorawakkanda in the
apila 1992), Begly who expresses her opirion about the stone
excavation of Pomparippu mentions that this situation is
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Conclusion

What we ore trving to show in this paper is thal the use of stone implements existed
it Sri Lanka o certain degree until the ustoric age. The ending of this particular
age would have oceurred with the development and the expansion of iron technology.
Our feeling is that it is too early to state dates obout this period. Fot this purpose il
is necessary to do a scientific study of this soil stratum where stone implements and
potsherds exist m parallel as mentioned above.

MESOLITHIC

_» Geometric
Microlithic implements /

Non geometnic

Microlithic implements + Bone implements
Microlithic implements + Bone implements + Grinding stones + Pitted pebbles

I‘US; MESOLITHIC PHASE—— Microlithic implements + Bone implements
l Grinding stones + Pitted pebbles + Pottery

PROTOHISTORY ——Bunal grounds + Copper + Stoné implements

Burial grounds + Copper + tron + Stone implements

Table | Sugzested sub-technological phases of the Si Linkin Mesolithic faccording
o muterial cultuve)

25




LATE STONE AGE

-.--HUNTER GATHERERS
INTRODUC TION AND
STICATION O
HIGHLAND CEREALS
AN PULSES Fre

h &> :
WET e

: CULTIVATION

Ell EMENT -‘ — ITENGATICN

Tha EAHLY METALS
UM COEPER a8l
e = _ BOCIAL
NS —— MFFERE HOATION
. Fﬂlﬂlﬂ"'l'
IR AR K Y Ry
- ALy sia
e TURIATION,
VISTIES =l siiblshal
s i BUDDHIgM
Tl WHITING

h ALL ISLAND

’BENTRA LIZED STATE

T MAIOR MONUMENTAL AND
IRRIGATION chPLE xea

=

z
.'-53

3
2

-

il Chart of Sri Lanka by ﬂﬂﬂr&wﬂnqwku 2000

scts of the prckmﬂry af  Sigiriya-Dambulla
t il thesis, Postgraduate Institute of Archacalogy, Colombe,

A 2006 {*ﬁ Pﬂmpﬁﬂfﬂ analyyis of Potana cave (MO14),
;Hm&mlﬂ,ﬁﬂlumhn 25-30pp.

A 2006 (b) Sri Lankave Mesolithika ugaya pilibanda
:_},. Nalional J’imhmluglcal Congress vol. 3,

ettlement patterns of the Protolstaric - Eur}_p.‘mwﬂr-
‘Mmﬁm on' a Herftage, Gunawardhana. R ALH
adeera (eds), Central Cultural Fund, Colomba, 2p.

29



The new chronolosy for Set Lanka: the wentification of new cultyralphase “Pasimesolithic

Begly, W. 1974 The Excavation in Irom Age burtal sine at Pomparippu, Anient
Ceylan, Vol. V. Department of Archacalogy, Colomba. 1-#8pp..

Deraniyagalo, PLEP 1943 Some Aspect of the Prehistory of Cexlon part | .
Spolia Zeylanica Vol 23 pairt 1 National Museum, Colombio, 93-115pp,

Deraniyagala, PEF. 1955 Some Aspect of the Prelistory of Ceylon, part IV (some
<koletal remains, Implements and Tool of Balangoda Man) Spolia Zeylanica Viol.27
part 11 National Muscum, Colambe, 1 23-131pp.

Deraniyagala, PEP. 1958 An Open Air Hahitation Site af Howe:  Sapiens
Bulungodensis, Spolia Zeylanica Vol 28 part 11 National Museum, Colombo.223-
261pp.

| Deranivagala, SU. 1990 The Prota and Early Historic Radio Carbon Chranalogy
of Sri Lanka, Ancienl Cevlon No.12; Department of Archaeology, Sti Lanka, 251-
292pp.

| Deraniyagala, S, U 1972 The Citadel of Anuradhapura 1969, Excavitions i the
| Gedige orea, Angient Ceylon No02, Department of Archacology, Sri Lanka, 48-
167pp.

| Deramyagala: 8:U; 1997 ASCAR, Department of Archaeology, Colombao, 8-9pp.

Forbes, R.J. 1971 Stdies in Ancrent Technology, Vol. VIIL, Leiden, Netherlands,
133p.

Gutiasratne, 11.S. 1971 Belilena Athula ~Anvther Stone Age Habitation i Ceylon

Spolia Zeylamea, Yol.32 part 1, National Museum, Colombo, I-<pp.

Wigayapala, W.H, 1992 “Doravakin labena nawa sadhaka " (in Sinhala), Svasthi
Sri, Department of Archacology, Colombo, 9-16pp,

0



