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CIMMERIANS AND SCYTHIANS IN THE ARMENIAN

HIGHLAND
(ARCHAEOLOGICAL FORMULATION OF THE PROBLEM)

The fact of the presence of Cimmerian-Scythian tribes in the Armenian Highland has
been considered for a long time and has attracted archaeologists’ attention'. Not
unexpectedly, the period of social development in Transcaucasia for the second quarter
of the first millennium B.C. was named «Scythian»®. According to N. Marr, among
other nations, the «Scythian tribe» has got assimilated with the Armenians as well®.
The first chapter of the unfinished book by N. Adonts «The origin of Armenians» is
conventionally titled «Cimmerians and Scythians in the Asia Prior». The author
accepts the existence of population having Scythian origin in some areas of the
historical Armenia. Meanwhile, answering the question whether the barbarian hordes
of Cimmerians and Scythians left a mark in Armenia, N. Adonts certainly denies «the
ethnographical influence of a handful of Scythians opon Armenians»*. Later-on also
opinions were expressed that some Scythian tribes remaining in Armenian Highland
were assimilated with the Armenians®’. In his well-known exploration on the
ethnogenesis of the Armenians, G. Ghapantsyan wrote about the influence of
Cimmerian-Scythian tribes on the political situation of Asia Minor in the 7" century
B.C.%. Also, an assumption was made that none of the invasions of nomads from
Caucasia to Western Asia had made any substantial change in the ethnographical map
of the region’. Nevertheless, the presence of the Scythian element in Armenia in the
7" 6™ centuries B.C. is considered plausible®. No statistical analysis of the

' Uwdnitigub, 1931, 86-87: Uwhwbingyub, 1944, 23, 41:

2 Iuorposckuii, 1949, 115. The mentioned period was named as such by N. Marr. By the way, the
«Scythian age» term continues to be used in our contemporary scales of periodization of the ancient history
of Asia Minor: see James, 1987, 38-39. In Transcaucasia, the period between the end of 9™ and the beginning
of 6 century is more accepted to name Urartian or Van Kingdom Period: see Kygrun, 1941, 50;
ITnorposckuii, 1959, 26; Maprupocsii, 1964, 12 etc.

3 Uwn, 1989, 39:

4 Wnniig, 1972, 3039305:

S Gptdywb, 1968, 95, 114: Muotposekmii, 1959, 127; Abskonos, 1968, 127; Tep-MapTupocos,
1994, 82: Lnujwi, 1998, 57-58: <wipnipyniiyui, 1998, 58:
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paleoanthropological data conducted during recent years contradicts this assumption.
It reveals a «link» between the population of Armenia and the Scythians from the
Black Sea coastal area in the Urartian period’, and the similarity of Shirakavan and
Karchaghbyur anthropological groups with the Scythians from the middle course of
the Dnieper and the Dniester basin in the Hellenistic period'’.

Summarizing the available archaeological evidence, fundamentals can be
established for defining the place of the Cimmerian-Scythian cultural commonality
among the concurrent archaeological cultures on the Armenian Highland. This can
partially eliminate the contradiction between the information provided by ancient
written sources including the cuneiform, and the findings of archaeological research,
whereby diverse written sources attest to the presence of the Cimmerian and Scythian
tribes in different areas of the Armenian Highland, while archaeologists excavating the
relics of those periods almost never touch upon that issue.

On the other hand, the idea that the issue of origination and early history of
Scythians (and Cimmerians) cannot be elucidated based solely on the data from
Northern Black Sea or Northern Caucasus areas is of particular importance''. Indeed,
discussing only the historical-archaeological facts from the mentioned areas means
unreasonably and artificially narrowing the boundaries within which the phenomenon
of «Cimmerian-Scythian cultural commonality» took place. Supposedly, the
«Northern Caucasian Scythian Culture» was formed before the invasion of the
Scythians into Western Asia, as a nomadic culture of riding warriors useful with
bronze and iron weapons. According to A. Yessen, it is formed from two constituents
— eastern (Siberian and Middle Asian) and local (near-Cubanian and Cobanian)'?. But
for that very reason that it is a «nomadic culture of riding warriors»'?, the role of the
contemporary cultures of other near-Black Sea regions, as well as the Armenian
Highland cannot be ignored in its formation. Although the initial forms of weapons
that served as prototypes for some specimens of the archaic Scythian armory are
known in the Black Sea area from the 8" century B.C., nevertheless, the Scythian
armour complex with its main features was apparently formed in the 7 century B.C."%,
after the return of the Scythian troops from Western Asia to the Eurasian steppes.

Thus, although this problem has not yet been studied in the Armenian
archaeology, some questions have been indirectly touched upon. Already in 1924, S.
Ter-Avetisyan, when conducting research on the historical monuments of Artsakh,
came to the conclusion that some burial mounds there were built by the Scythians.
However, he did not carry out excavations". Yet, the lack of archaeological data

° Xynasepasin u ap., 2014, 273.

10 Xynasepasin, 2013, 309.

! TInorposekmii, 1940, 80; Mibunckas, 1983, 55.

12 Meccen, 1954, 129-131. There is an opinion that the Cimmerians are the carriers of the Cobanian
culture: see Enpuuukmii, 1949, 23.

13 According to another definition — «Pastoral-Nomadic Culture», which was spread over the area from
Hungary to Siberia: see Sher, 1988, 47.

14 MemokoBa, 1964, 79; Tananuna, 1994, 105; Kypoukun, 1994, 120.

15 Tep-ABerucsin, 2010, 189.
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concerning this issue served a basis for archaeologist E.H. Bayburdyan to notice that
«nothing is known about the Scythians of Armeniax»'®:

Boris Piotrovsky repeatedly referred to the presence of Cimmerian and Scythian
cultural elements in the Armenian Highland'’. The idea that the culture of the
Transcaucasia in the 7"-6™ centuries B.C. consisted of three elements — local, Urartian,
and Scythian, has been planted in his works for quite a while'®. Some of his followers
shared this opinion. According to B.B. Piotrovsky, the simultaneous presence of these
three cultural elements is evident, particularly, in the archaeological materials of
Karmir Blur'"®. Scythian artifacts were found throughout Transcaucasia®’. Corrob-
orating the existence of Scythian component in the Transcaucasian culture of the 7"-
6" centuries B.C.?!, B.B. Piotrovsky in the meantime noted that no specific complex
can be listed among the monuments of Western Asia, that would be associated with
the Cimmerians or Scythians?.

Archaeologist A.A. Yessen, in his turn, thought that the basic Cimmerian culture
had yet to be discovered®. The expedition he directed was not successful in «detecting
the basic Scythian component» in the monuments of the steppes around Artsakh.
Nevertheless, based on the excavations of Hrakot-Perodj (Paytakaran) Small Kurgan,
A.A. Yessen could demonstrate that the early dating (11"-9™ centuries BC) of the rich
kurgans of Mingechaur (Utik) lacked scientific basis, thus indirectly pointing out the
need of synchronizing the mentioned kurgans in Paytakaran and Utik**.

H.A. Martirosyan calls the period of the collection of Khrtanots «early Scythian»
and compares those archaeological finds with the artifacts known from the famous
Scythian sepulchers®. In his opinion, the Urartian and the local ceramic assemblages
are not linked typologically to the ceramic vessels of Khrtanots?. Later, he partly
revised this point of view, assuming that two main components appear in the culture
of Armenia in 7"—6" centuries B.C. — the local (Eastern Armenian) and the Urartian.
Meanwhile, close cultural connections are noticed with Scythian tribes?’.

Based on the findings of trappings specific for Scythian culture in Armavir,
Karmir Blur, Norshuntepe and elsewhere, G.A. Tiratsyan concludes that sometime in
the past Scythians were present in the Armenian Highland. He pays attention to the
connections Scythians had with the Armenian Highland, both during the first period

16 BaiiGyprsin, 2011, 14.

17 Concerning this issue see Tymansin, 2014.

18 TInoTposekuid, 1949, 115, 129; Mmorposekwuii, 1950, 12 etc.

1 Muorposckuii, 1949a, 187.

20 TIuorposckuii, 1954, 141.

2! Munorposekmii, 1949, 115, 129; Muorposckmii, 1949a, 187; IMuorposekmii, 1950, 12 etc. For
some period, H. A. Martirosyan also was a follower of this viewpoint (MapTupocsin, 1954, 56).

22 TIuorposckuii, 1940, 76; IInorposekmii, 1959, 237.

23 Peccen, 1954, 131.

24 Pleccen, 1965, 22, 30.

23 Maprupocsn, 1954, 20, 90-91.

26 Maprupocsu, 1954, 63.

27 Maprupocsin, 1964, 291. S. H. Devejian also touched the issue of contacts between the local and
Scythian cultures (JIeBemksn, 1981, 58).
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of the establishment of the superiority of the Van’s Kingdom and during the last
decades of the existence of this power’”®. The scientist is convinced that the
archaeological complex of Jrarat is a link connecting the Age of Broad Utilization of
Iron in Armenia with the Armenian Hellenistic Culture®’:

S.A. Yesayan and M.N. Pogrebova tried to separate the elements of Scythian
culture in the monuments of the Southern Caucasus. Although the Scythians,
according to the written sources and archaeological data, belonged to various
economic-cultural types — cattle-breeders and farmers®’, the concept of the so-called
«Scythian triad»’®' («Scythian weaponsy, certain types of trappings, and items made in
the «animal style») has been in circulation for a long time and the two authors followed
the accepted principles®”. They discussed specific items and facts typical for Scythian
culture — Scythian arrowheads, acinaces-type daggers, iron axes, items of horse
harness, decorations in the «animal style», personal belongings, burials with horses,
and other artifacts listed in a separate column. Thus, 44 of the historical monuments of
ancient Armenia were included in the summary table, of which 11 were represented
by only casual archaeological finds, while 21 were burial grounds or separate
sepulchers®.

With regard to the cultural connections between Transcaucasia and Prior Asia in
the 7"-6™ centuries B.C., M. Pogrebova used the term of «Scythian period».
According to her, during the mentioned period, the population of Transcaucasia was
not only in direct relations with the Scythians, but was part of them as well*.

I. Medvedskaya noted a clear delineation between the archaeological cultures of
Transcaucasia in 8" and 7" centuries B.C. While the culture in 8" century B.C. was
related to the prior era®®, the 7™ century B.C. was the beginning of a new period”’.

E. Chernenko and S. Makhortikh suppose that the early period of the Scythian
history (Heroic Age) is closely linked to Caucasia and Transcaucasia’®.

The Scythian-type weapons found in the north-west of the Republic of Armenia
became the subject of H. Msryan’s explorations. He studied 14 arrowheads, four axes
and one short acinaces-type dagger. The author concluded that neither in Shirak, nor
in Lori there is an indication of any long-term residence of Scythians in those areas®.

28 Tupausn, 1978, 111-112.

29 Muauaxansin, Tupausin, 1961, 79.

30 ApyTionos, Xazanos, 1979, 145.

31 Ipaxos, 1971, 60, 88.

32 Ecasin, Iorpe6osa, 1985, 19.

33 Ecasin, Iorpe6osa, 1985, 139-141.

34 Tlorpedosa, 1984, 1. The third period of the Early Iron Age of the Central Caucasia is called
«Scythiany. The widespread occurrence of the «Scythian» element in the culture of the tribes of this region
in that period serves as a foundation for this (TexoB, 1980a, 256).

35 Ecasn, ITorpedosa, 1980, 87.

36 Possibly, it would be justified here to separate the last two decades of the 8™ century B.C. and view
those together with the 7" century B.C.

37 Mensenckast, 1983, 63.

38 Yepuenro, Maxopreix, 1986, 225.

3 Uupyuii, 2003, 145.
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Among the recent foreign publications, the monograph by A. L. Ivantchik is of
particular interest, where the issues related to Cimmerians and Scythians are discussed
in the general context of the archaeology of Eastern European steppes and Caucasia.
According to the author, to answer the question about archaeological realities behind
the reports of written sources on the Cimmerians, it is necessary to refer not only and
not so much to the materials from the steppes, but primarily to the relevant complexes
in Asia Prior. Although the mentioned areas repeatedly assaulted by Cimmerians were
considered as marginal for their culture, yet, the priority belongs to them in solving the
problem of matching the data from written and archaeological sources*.

The voluminous publication by G. Me(h)nert is devoted to the Scythian culture.
However, in this extensive monograph there are almost no data on Scythian complexes
located in the territory of the Republic of Armenia*'.

These days, the role of archacology becomes more important in addressing the
Scythian problem. While valuing in particular the role of comparative linguistics and
antique historians’ reports on this issue, the primary place of archaeology among
various future explorations should be emphasized. Each newly found archaeological
relic can help to clarify the issue under discussion. Thus, considering nowadays
achievements of archaeology in exploring ancient cultures, it could be inferred that the
principle of selecting separate items can help to identify only various relations, while
the scientific discussion of any culture should begin from possibly complete
involvement and comprehensive investigation of the complexes making up that
culture. Being satisfied with identification and exploration of any single (even though
essential) feature of a culture is an example of «methodological helplessness». The
principle of dating archeological complexes based on a couple of imported items
should also be rejected, as those items can appear in the composition of any complex
after a long period of having been produced*’. Hereby, it is impossible to find a radical
solution to the problem we face while being limited in exploring only separate items
or facts. A new conceptual approach should be applied to the discussed issues
nowadays.

The thing is that in the era prior to the Cimmerian-Scythian invasions, populations
that had created state formations in the Armenian Highland were at higher stages of
cultural and social development than the Cimmerian and Scythian tribes were®.
Armenian Highland was one of the basic foci of the ancient eastern civilization. Urban
culture, monumental architecture and writing had been widespread here for a long
while. Particularly, the famous cities in the period of the Kingdom of Van included
Toushpa-Van-Tosp, Moutsatsir-Mahkert, Khuboushkia of Nairi, Erebuni, Teishebaini

40 Tvantchik, 2001, 12. It is noteworthy that only 13 years before the publication of his valuable
monograph, the author expressed an opinion that «we know very little» about the invasions of nomadic
Cimmerians and Scythians into Asia Prior during 8"-7" centuries B.C., although these have seriously
influenced the «destiny» of the mentioned regions (MBanunk, 1988, 38).

41 Mehnert, 2008.

42 PadunoBny, 1936, 79-80.

4> Mesmkumsniam, 1959, 230.
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(Karmir-Blur), Argishtikhinili-Armavir, Ardini-Artimed (Metsamor) of Etiuni,
Teishebaini-Odzaberd (Tsovinar), etc.

However, the Eurasian nomads in 8"-7™ centuries B.C. presented a different
economic-cultural type of society. Therefore, during the first periods of their invasion
into the Armenian Highland, there were not any Cimmerian or Scythian «cities», nor
even more or less attached settlements. Thus, when exploring Cimmerian-Scythian
cultural commonality while being limited in stratigraphical observations, the
comparative-typological method should be widely applied. It should be emphasized
that the Cimmerian and Scythian cultures of the Black Sea area and the manifestations
of these in Transcaucasia cannot be totally identical. The main reason for this is that
these mobile and warlike tribes would immediately use the powerful cultural and
particularly, production traditions existing in Armenian Highland**. The skill of
nomads to move rapidly gave them an opportunity to spread over broad, including
enemy territories in a short historic period. Hence, the discussion of the issue of
unicentral origination of Scythian culture does not appear to be reasonable from the
historic-archaeological point of view*’. Accordingly, the issues regarding Cimmerian-
Scythian monuments should be discussed in the scope of historic-cultural and
chronologic problems of archaeology of both Black sea area and Asia Prior.

In the system of monuments of the Armenian Highland, a number of funerary and
dwelling complexes can be identified that probably could be named Cimmerian or
Scythian. During scientific exploration, the data on structural elements of a funeral
complex, funerary rite, and sacrifices should be broadly considered. All of these
features were almost ignored in the previous explorations of the issue*®. In this regard,
it should be noted that when discussing the territorial or chronological breakdown of
the Scythian culture, limiting oneself to only talking about the «Scythian triad»

4 Typically, numerous jewelleries disclosed in early Scythian burial mounds of Southern-Russian
steppes have Prior Asian origin, while in later times such items were produced in Hellenistic cities of Northern
Black Sea area: See Illmos, 1961, 167.

45 Sher, 1988, 48.

46 If it is true that Cimmerians were moved out from their residency areas, most probably they would
move with their families (Phillips, 1972, 136). Hence, the columns of riding warriors should be accompanied
with carts, convenient for transporting women, children, and the minimal goods for living. While, perhaps,
there were no women and children in the Scythian detachments pursuing Cimmerians (Masunckas, 1983,
55). At its initial stage, the Scythian campaign was, more probably, an organized military action: see
Yepuenko, MaxopTsIx, 1986, 227, 229; UBanunk, 1988, 43. For now, we follow those authors who prefer
discussing the Cimmerian-Scythian cultural commonality as a single wholeness: see Boponos, 1980, 200;
Mengenckas, 1992; Ivantchik, 2001, 174. As to the discussions around the Cimmerian problem in the
Northern Black Sea area, some patterns in the funerary ritual were revealed (CmupHoB, 1966, 41-42;
JleckoB, 1971) and summarized (Tepenoxkun, 1976) after the attempts to assign some archaeological
monuments to the presumptive Cimmerian culture (I'opoanos, 1928) and to classify the steppe monuments
of 87" centuries B.C. based on metallic items of bridle (Meccen, 1953). These patterns are — the skeletons
positioned to the East and North-East are usually contracted and accompanied with complexes of goods of
«Chernogorovsk» type, while with stretched skeletons positioned to the West, «Novocherkassk» type of
artifacts are revealed. Based on these patterns, an attempt was made to classify the tombs of 87" centuries
B.C. (LlapagyTaunosa, /lydoBckas, 1982).
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becomes ineffective’’. For identification of a Cimmerian-Scythian funerary complex,
the following characteristics should be considered as primary: the presence of a
specific type of anthropomorphic funerary sculpture in the burial complex, the
skeleton’s stretched position on its back or side and, often, with the head westward,
and specific group burials, where one or several skeletons differ from the others in
terms of position, location, etc. With respect to inlet burials, a logical explanation for
choosing this way of burying their deceased is, perhaps, the lack of the mourners’
permanent residency place. It is also noteworthy that militant horsemen were buried
commonly in these complexes. Therefore, two additional important attributes should
be considered for Cimmerian-Scythian sepultures: burial of a horse and/or placement
of a horse tack in the burial chamber, as well as sacrifice of a dog. Besides, the set of
items (weapons, horse tacks, tools, equipment, luxury items, personal effect, and
ceramic vessels) characteristic for militant horsemen of Cimmerian-Scythian tribes
should be considered as completely as possible*®. The presence of numerous bronze
weapons in the Cimmerian-Scythian sepultures in other regions is a vast argument
supporting the point that the tribes invaded the Armenian Highland in the age of wide
adoption of iron were on a lower level of development than the natives were. A similar
conclusion can be made based on the presence of human sacrifices. The idea that a
cultural recession was observed in the Armenian Highland during the discussed period
has not been supported*’. Today, this negative attitude should be revised, because there
are new archaeological facts supporting the view suggested by the “Father of History”
Herodotus™ and expressed in the old Armenian legend®' stating that the cultural
decline was caused by Scythians’ violence and extensive robbery. Besides, in the
Cimmerian-Scythian archaeological complexes of Armenia, working tools for men
(thrashing boards, whetstones, awls, knifes, flat axes, etc.) are regularly present. It is
noteworthy that the arms disclosed during excavations of Urartian monuments of the
87" centuries B.C. are made exclusively from iron>2. This observation indicates that

47 Sher, 1988, 48.

48 Despite the common opinion that ceramic vessels cannot be viewed as significant feature of nomadic
tribes, since they mostly used vessels made by neighboring sedentary people (Ilerpenxo, 1983, 46), still, it
would be unreasonable to completely ignore the range of vessels typical for Cimmerian-Scythian
archaeological complexes. The type, form, ornamentation and other features of vessels can serve as important
sources of information.

4 Inorposeknii, 1949, 115.

30" «For eight-and-twenty years then the Scythians were rulers of Asia, and by their unruliness and
reckless behavior everything was ruined; for on the one hand they exacted that in tribute from each people
which they laid upon them, and apart from the tribute they rode about and carried off by force the possessions
of each tribe»: Herodotus, 1, 106.

31 «If'you have the throat of Sharay, they say, we do not have the barns of Shirak»: Moses Khorenats‘i,
I, 12.

32 Kydrrun, 1941, 53; Maprupocsin, 1956, 83. We need to underscore that in this work by B.A. Kuftin,
the mentioned age of dissemination of iron in Armenian Highland corresponds to the Cobanian period of
bronze flourishing. In another work (Kydrun, 1944, 68), the scientist notes that the end of the Colchisian
culture, for which flourishing of bronze was typical, corresponded to the age of Van Kingdom and the period
of replacement of bronze arms with iron arms in ancient eastern countries. These explorations actually reject

32



CIMMERIANS AND SCYTHIANS IN THE ARMENIAN HIGHLAND

the burial complexes of 8"-7" centuries in Armenia, where bronze arms were found,
as a rule, cannot be considered Urartian.

In this connection we would like to shortly discuss a study conducted by A.L
Terenozjkin, which is devoted to the issue of dating the Mingechaur bridles. The author
of'this article objectively criticizes the desire of the Azerbaijani archaeologists, through
ignoring the discovery of a number of artifacts, to reach the earliest possible dating of
the archaeological complexes™. However, one cannot agree with his opinion that the
boundary between Bronze and Iron Ages in Transcaucasia is the 7™ century B.C.*.
Interestingly, this conclusion is made based on studying some known artifacts from
Getabek’s N 48 tomb, Mingechaur burials and other archaeological monuments, all of
which, according to the same author, belong to Scythian culture, hence, were brought
to Southern Caucasia from outside. When reviewing the book by S.A. Yesayan and
M.N. Pogrebova «The Scythian Monuments in Transcaucasia», E.V. Chernenko and
S.V. Makhortikh repeat the same mistake, attributing the realities discussed in the book
to the «beginning of Early Iron Age»>*. Surprisingly, they have forgotten the important
fact that before the penetration of Scythian culture, the society in the Armenian
Highland had already passed to the stage of its development, which in historical
science is called the Age of State Formations, while in archaeology — the Age of Broad
Dissemination of Iron. The dating of Early Iron Age to the end of the 2™ millennium
and the first centuries of the 1* millennium B.C. is not an «archaeological legend about
the deep antiquity of the Iron Age in this region», as some researchers used to think>®,
but a valid scientific reality. During the 9"-8" centuries B.C. a stable transition to
production of iron was made in Armenia’’. This fact should be considered particularly
by those researchers who would try to ignore the existence of Cimmerian-Scythian
cultural commonality in the range of archeological cultures in Armenia during 76"
centuries B.C. Any researcher who will not consider the presence of a brought-in
Scythian cultural layer in our region, will face a contradiction, as he/she will have to
accept that during 7"—6™ centuries B.C., i.e. in the Age of State Formations or Broad
Dissemination of Iron, the Bronze Age continued its coexistence in the Armenian
Highland™®.

A comprehensive approach should be applied to clarify this complex issue. The
results of archaeological investigations should be combined with written testimonies,
onomastic data, folkloristic and ethnographic information. The investigation of the
Cimmerian-Scythian problem should begin from the review of written sources. Two

the opinion expressed before that the arms and tools of Cimmerians were qualitatively similar to that of the
most developed nations of Asia Prior: see I'opoamos, 1928, 50.

33 Tepeno:xkun, 1971, 80-81.

4 Tepeno:xkun, 1971, 83.

35 Yepuenxo, MaxopThix, 1986, 226.

36 Tepeno:xkun, 1971, 83; Boponos, 1980, 218.

57 MaptupocsiH, 1956, 83.

38 A similar situation was observed in the neighboring region. B.A. Kuftin noticed that a range of bronze
artifacts of Colchis-Cobanian type found in Georgia should be dated to 7" century B.C. He tried to explain
the fact of continuing the production of bronze arms in the presence of iron arms by the abundance of copper
resources in the region (Ky¢Tun, 1944, 68).
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types of written sources are available for an explorer — cuneiform inscriptions and
statements of historians. Each researcher must use all the available sources that provide
any information about the presence of Cimmerians and Scythians in the Armenian
Highland. These include Assyrian-Babylonian and Urartian cuneiform inscriptions,
Bible data, reports of Grecian-Romanic and Armenian historians. All the mentioned
sources provide valuable and very important data on the discussed issue.
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YhUGLLENL GI UG3NFELENL

<U34UUYUYL LENLUSIuULLNFU
(ULALh <LUQBSUYUTL ALIUTLL)

WUoNONFU

Withnthtiny huymtth hiughnwijub wigyuyditinp, Juptih £ hhdptp uintindt uwh-
dwbitnt jhdtpw-umpuub dulnipught pinhwipnigui mbnp <uguljui
Jtntuwhuwuphh hwdwdwdwbwlyuw hiwghnwjut ywlnyphtph yuppnid: Fpu-
tny Ywuwnip hiupunp | ypugiity wyb hwjuunignibip, np ju hignyd gpuw-
Unp winpnipitiph hwunnpnuo wmtintynienibbtiph L hiwghmujubt hnwgn-
mninLibitinh wpynibptiph dhele: Wa E wwpwplnye gpudnp wnpniptipn
hunnpnnid G <uyjujul jintuwphuwphh dh pupp mwpuowypewhiitipnid Yhib-
puub b ulmpuljub mupptip ginuhdpbiph weuynipyub dwuhb, hul) ngjuyg
duniwijuppewitth hnipwupawbitinp wtinnn himgtnbtpn hhpjuy utinpht gpbeb
sEO wlinpunuintind:

Wyuop wyth £ Juplinpynid htwughumnipyub tywtwniggniap ulpnipujut
hhdtwptinph uddwb Gwbwuyuiphhtt:: 3nipupwbynip Yyulnyph ghunwlwuib
phlnipniip hwpl t uuby dyulnipuljuquihs huniwhpbbtiph hwpuygnpho jhwp-
dtip ttipgpnuytinig b hwdwnniwbih httmwgnunitdhg: Uwnipuyght nplk gkl
hunjubthyh wnwbdbwgniing b nuntdbwuhpnipyudp pujupupytp «dtpn-
nupubmubt whoqmlumimipyuby ophtuy L <wgfulub jEntwyhownphh hni-
ywupdwtitiph huniwupgnid hmpuynp £ wnwbiaigily) th pupp nuidpubiught
L pbwytiih hwdwyhpiitp, npnbg, wdkbuwyt hwjuiwubnipyudp, Jupth L wb-
Yty jpdtipuub jud ulpnipuub: Ghunwuljub phbnipjub pbpugpnid wytnmp
E hupyh wintit) nudpuiught hudwhph Juinnigguwdpuyht muppbiph, hniquiplju-
Unpiw@t Shuwjuipgh b gnhwpbpnipynibititiph Ytpuptippuy wdjuiipp, npnbp
hatinphtt winbiyynn bwpinpn niunidwmuhpnienLbbbipnid gptipl whnbtuyty Gi: Yh-
dtipw-ulpnipuljui puipwbughtt hwduwghph tnybwgdwb gnpdnd, hwjwbw-
pwn, wnweliuyhl ywhwmp L hudwpyth npnpwjh wmhuh dwpnuytipy dwhwpawbh
wnljuynigniin nuipwbwdph ypu jud puipubupugnid, hidbwub pundiwb
Ydwiuph dtigph Yud Ynnph Ypu dqfwd nhppp” hwawu gituny ntiyh wplidninp
U wyjt: <pptitip Gwle, np phtupynn nuidpupubitipniy, hwtwha, htdjuy nwqihly-
titip GO unithnhtip: Nrump, Yhdtipu-ulpnipujub punnidbatiph hwdwp hwpy B w-
nwbabughl tphnt Juplinp pinipwignhy bu® ahnt W/jjud dhwuwpph mtinunpni-
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Un nuipwbiuupwhnid, htsytiu dwile pul gnhwipbipnipyniap: Wahpuwdtym E htw-
puynphin wdpnnewljutt jugqung nhunwupi wnwpuitttiph wyt hwuwpwodni, n-
np hwnniyy bp htdjuy nwqihyutipht (qhtp, hwuwpp, wphunwiph gnpdhpttin,
hwtimtipawbp, whpawbph wnwplubtp, wbabuub gnpéwdni pywd hptip, utigw-
tinphtin): W mwpudwypowdittiph Yhditpw-ulnipujut nuipwpubiitpnid ppni-
gt pwquuwphy qtiptph wniuynipmnibp dwbpwlphn thwumwpy £ hognim wyh
wmbtiuwtinh, np tpuph it mupuodwbh pupuypewinid <wyulub tntwy-
howph Gipputhubguwd ghinuhniptipp quiynid Ehtt qupqugiwt wiytith guodn dw-
Jupnuyh ypw, pwd mtinupbhlbtpp: Gu Ggpuhwbgnidp ppunid £ dwlb dwpn-
Juig gnhwpbipnipinibbbtiph wnjuynipjub yipwpbpuw nhunwpnidtbtphg:

<twghnwlui httmwgnunipyniibtiph wipnynibpitipp wtwp £ gniqujgly
gnuuynp Yyuynipgnibibiph, mtmuitduitupubtuut vfjuiitiph, putwughunwljui
I wggugpujult mtintynipnibbttiph htin: GUhdbpw-ulpn pujut hhitwpbnph
htimwgnunigniin 6hpn Yihtth ujuty gpuynp wnpynipbiph pbinieyniihg: Ni-
uniimuhpnnph ainoph mwl] b piduwhtt wnbynn Gpint mbuwlh gpuynp
uljqplunpmipbbipn’ ubyughp wipdwbwgpmipmiabtn b yundhsdiph hwnnp-
nnuittin: <pgjuy pnnp wnpniptitipp ghwhwnbph b phun juplinp wmtntynipe-
Jnibtitip G hwunmnpmnud phiupyynn hwingh wnbynipjunip:
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Kanouoam ucmopuueckux nayx
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KAMMEPHUHIIBI U CKU®bI HA

APMSHCKOM HAI'OPBE
(APXEOJIOI'HYECKAS IIOCTAHOBKA ITPOBJIEMBbI)

PE3IOME

00600111251 M3BECTHBIC APXEOJIOTHICCKHE TAHHBIE, MOYKHO CO31aTh OCHOBAHUS JUIS OTIpE-
JIeTIeHNs] MecTa KUMMEPO-CKU(PCKOH KyIbTypHOM OOIIHOCTH B pSAYy CHHXPOHHBIX ap-
XEOJIOTHYECKUX KyJIbTYp APMSIHCKOTO HArOpbsi. ITUM CIIOCOOOM MOKHO YaCTHYHO YCT-
pPaHHUTh MPOTHBOPEYHE, CYIICCTBYIOIICE MEXIY IAHHBIMU JPEBHUX MHCHMEHHBIX
HMCTOYHHKOB M Pe3yJIbTaTaMU apXCOJOTHUCCKUX HCCIeAOBaHui. [IMChbMEHHbBIE HCTOY-
HUKHU COOOIIAIOT O PUCYTCTBHN KUMMEPHHCKHUX U CKU(CKUX TUIEMEHHBIX TPYIIII B pa3-
HBIX PErHOHAX APMSIHCKOTO HATrOpbsi, @ apXEOJIOTH, OCYIIECTRIISIONME PACKONKH OJ-
HOBPEMEHHBIX ITAMATHHUKOB, TAaHHBIN BOIIPOC HE 3aTParuBaroT.

CeroHs poJjib apX€O0JIOTHU CTAHOBHUTCS €11ie 00JIee 3HAUNTEIBHON Ha [Ty TH PEIICHUS
ckudckoit mpodiiembl. HayuHoe 00CykaeHue KaXI0H KyJIbTyphI CIISTyeT HAYMHATD 10
BO3MOXXHOCTH € TIOJTHOTO TPHBJICUEHUS KYJIbTYpPOOOPA3YIOIUX KOMIUIEKCOB W HX
BCECTOPOHHETO UCCIIeI0BaHMs. JOBOJILCTBOBAHKE BBIJICIICHUEM U H3YUECHHEM JIUIIIb O]
HOTO KYJIBTYPHOTO TPU3HAKA SIBISETCS MPUMEPOM ‘METOJOJIOTHYECKOH OecroMOIIl-
HocTH . B cucTreMe maMsTHUKOB APMSIHCKOTO HAropbsi MOXKHO BBIZICTUTB PSIJi IOTPe-
OaJIbHBIX M JKHIIBIX KOMIUICKCOB, KOTOPBIE, 110 BCEH BEPOSTHOCTH, MOYKHO HA3bIBATh
KUMMEPHUHCKUMH WITH cKU(CKUMU. B X07ie Hay4qHOTO M3yYeHHsT Hy>KHO ITHPOKO MOJIb-
30BaThCs JIAHHBIMU O CTPYKTYPHBIX 3JIEMEHTaX MOrpe0aibHOr0 KOMILIEKCA, JKEPTBOII-
PHHOIIECHUSIX, pUTyale Orpe0eHus], KOTOPBIE B TIPEXKHUX UCCIIEIOBAHNSX, OTHOCSIIINX-
csl K JaHHOW TpobJeMe, TOYTH MOJHOCTHI0 UTHOPHPOBAIUCH. [1pn maeHTUQHKanKT
KAMMEPO-CKU(CKHUX TOrpeOabHBIX KOMILICKCOB, IEPBUYHBIM, BUAUMO, CICITYET CUM-
TaTh MPUCYTCTBUEC KAMEHHOTO aHTPONOMOP(GHOTO M3BAsIHUSI ONPENCIICHHOrO THA Ha
KypraHe Win B MorpedajibHOi Kamepe, BBITSIHYTOE MOJIOKEHHE CKeJIeTa Ha CIIMHE WK
Ha OOKy, 4aCTO HaIIpaBJICHHOTO TOJIOBOM Ha 3amaj u T.J. BcrmoMHUM Taxke, 9To B 00-
CY)KIaeMBIX MOrPEOCHHUSX HEPEKO MOKOMINCH TPYIhl BOMHOB-BCAJHHUKOB. [1oaTOMY
JUTS1 KAMMEPHHCKO-CKU(CKIX TIOrpeOeHM Hy>KHO BBIJIENTUTS €I1Ie JIBa BAXKHBIX MTPU3HA-
Ka — 3aXOPOHEHHE KOHS /UK pa3MEeIeHUe KOHCKOTO CHapsDKEHHUS B ITOrpeOaibHOM Ka-
Mepe, a TaKkKe JKePTBONPHUHOIIeHHE codaku. HeoOXoauMo 1o BO3MOXKHOCTH B IIEIIOCT-
HOCTH pacCMaTpHBAaTh BeCh HAOOP BewIel, KOTOPbIH OBLT MPHCYI BOMHAM-BCAJHUKAM
(opy»xue, KOHCKUH yOOop, OpyIust TPYAa, CHAPSHKEHUE, MPEMEThI POCKOIIIHN, BEIIH TN~
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HOro 00MX0/1a, KepaMuKa). Hajmudare MHOTOYHCIICHHOTO OPOH30BOTO OPYKHUSI B KUMME-
PO-CKU(CKIX MOTPEOCHHUSX MPYTHX PETHOHOB SBIIETCS BECOMBIM JIOBOJOM B ITOJIB3Y
TOM TOUKE 3pEHUS], UTO B AIIOXY LIMPOKOI0 PaCcIpOCTPAHEHUS JKeje3a, BTOprapiirecs Ha
APpMSIHCKOE Harophe IieMeHa HaXOJWJIKMCh Ha 00Jiee HMU3KOM YPOBHE Pa3BUTHS, YeM
abopurensl. K TakoMy BBEIBO/Ty MOKHO IIPHITH TaK)Ke HA OCHOBAHWH HAJIMUHSA B TIOTPE-
OCHMSX KOYEBHUKOB YEJIOBEUCCKUX KEPTBOIPHUHOIICHHH.

Pe3ynbTarel apXeonornyeckux MCCIEAOBAHUN HY)KHO COYETaTh C MHCbMEHHBIMU
CBHJIETEECTBAMH, OHOMACTUYECKIMH JTaHHBIMH, (DOIBKIOPHUCTHYECKAME U ITHOTPaA-
(hIecKUMU CBEACHUSAME. byleT pe30HHBIM HauWHATh UCCIIeIOBAaHNE KUMMEPO-CKU(C-
KO IpoOJIeMBI ¢ U3yYEeHHUS TMCEMEHHBIX UCTOYHUKOB. [1o1 pyKoli ucciemoBarens Ha-
XOJISATCS JIBA THIA MUCbMEHHBIX HICTOYHUKOB — KITMHOOOPAa3HBIC HAJIIUCH U COOOIICHHUS
ucroprorpadoB. Bce yoMsSHyTbIE UCTOUHUKH COOOIAIOT TICHHBIC W OYCHL BaYKHBIC
CBEJICHUS IT0 00CYKIAOIIEMYCS BOTIPOCY.
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