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The article gives a description of the lithic industry of the 14 cultural level studied at the archaeological
site ‘Ust’-Menza I’. Usage of a technological analysis of the stone toolkit allows revealing specificity of
the biface technology, which is absent in monuments of the final Palaeolithic age of the West Transbaikalia.
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The complementary principle is considered as a general scientific and philosophical method in the
article, whose aim is to reveal those aspects of the principle that also help to analyse humanitarian
objects. Among these aspects are the categories that have not been used previously, such as contingence,
noncommutativity of operators, operator and representation, regarded as presentations of one thing in
another and by means of another thing. The author analyses the plot of the film «Spring on Zarechnaya
Street» as an example and the concept «incomprehension» in particular in order to derive a possible
complementary principle for the main characters of the film.




