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RESEARCH OF ARCHAEOLOGICAL MONUMENTS
OF THE LATE NOMADS OF SOUTHERN UKRAINE
IN THE XIX-XX CENTURIES:

A NEW VIEW ON HISTORIOGRAPHY

The term ,,late nomads” in modern science refers to several nomadic
peoples who successively replaced each other in the steppes of the Northern
Black Sea coast during the X-XIV centuries. Usually, these include
Pechenegs, Torks (Guzovs), Polovtsians and Tatars (or Tatar-Mongols).

The problem of studying their political history, many important
elements of material and spiritual culture, continues to be quite relevant today.
Domestic archeology has made a significant contribution to the development
of this issue.

The first works in which an attempt was made to investigate the
history of these peoples appeared in the second half of the XIX century. They
belonged to the pen of domestic researchers N. Aristov, I. Berezin,
P. V. Golubovsky and others (Aristov, 1877; Berezin, 1864; Golubovsky,
1883). The basis of their work was a variety of written sources, including the
work of Constantine Porphyry ,,On the management of the empire” (mid-tenth
century). descriptions of the travels of the pope's envoys to the Mongol khan,
the Dominican monks Plano Carpini and Rubruk (mid-thirteenth century) and
numerous ancient Russian chronicles. Despite their relatively incomplete and
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fragmentary nature of these reports, they became an important element of the
overall historical picture of the political life of nomadic peoples in this period
(Makhnovets, 1989; Kostyantin Porphyrogenitus, 1989; Shastina, 1957).

At the end of the XIX — beginning of the XX century, domestic
archeology is actively involved in these researches. Thus, in particular,
M. E. Brandenburg excavated the Chernoklobutsk mounds in Poros (Right
Bank of the Dnieper), V. A. Gorodtsov studied nomadic burials in the
Seversky Donets basin, D. I. Yavornytsky — in the Lower Dnieper
(Brandenburg, 1908; Gorodtsov, 1907; Evarnitsky, 1907).

The researchers immediately tried to determine the ethnicity of the
monuments they discovered. The well-known Russian archaeologist
A. A. Spitsyn took an active part in this work, dividing all the burials
excavated in Poros into Pecheneg, Torche and Berendei (Spitsyn, 1899).

At the same time, in a number of works, researchers continued the
initiated by A. A. Spitsyn's scientific understanding of burial mounds, trying to
connect them with nomadic peoples, which are quite clearly localized in
written sources of the time. When dividing the materials into groups, they are
primarily due to the fact that each nation had its own special funeral rite,
which was unique to him (Baran et al., 1986, p. 17).

However, for a long time, these attempts were rather isolated and
fragmentary. Archaeological science came to the need to develop a fairly
effective methodology and typological — chronological processing of
monuments of late nomads only in the middle of the XX century, and until
now it was limited to the active accumulation of archaeological material.

Giving a general assessment of pre-revolutionary research, we can
determine that they were conducted by individual enthusiastic scientists and
therefore were often limited and superficial. Much of the archaeological
material accumulated during these years was later lost forever. Despite this,
such studies marked the beginning of the study of the cultures of nomadic
peoples of the tenth — fourteenth centuries. and the accumulation of scientific
knowledge about them.

Further work in this direction was continued during the Soviet era.
This was facilitated by certain steps taken by the Soviet government in this
direction. These include decrees and regulations on the protection of historical
and cultural monuments and the creation of an appropriate system of
archaeological institutions, which organized and managed the relevant
scientific research throughout the country.

A striking example of this was the construction of Dniproges. In
1927-1932, comprehensive research was conducted in the area of the
proposed works, during which, among other things, the burials of nomads of
the X-XIV centuries were discovered. In the late 1940s — early 1950s in
connection with the planned construction of hydraulic structures and the
creation of the Kakhovka reservoir, in areas that needed flooding, large-scale
archaeological work was carried out (Grakov, 1950, p. 4-5).
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Important for their continuation was the beginning of the
construction of a wide network of irrigation systems throughout the South
Ukraine in the mid-1960s. For scientific works in the area of their
construction, the Institute of the USSR Academy of Sciences organized
permanent archaeological expeditions (Pletneva, 1981, p. 34-35).

Thanks to the success of domestic archeology in the 1960s and 1970s,
the first generalizing works on this issue were published, which were based on
a huge accumulated archaeological material. Among them, it should be noted
the monograph of G.A. Fedorov-Davydov, in which the author, having studied
more than 1000 known at the time, burial complexes, divided all this very
significant material of the late nomads into certain dated blocks: X—XI
century; XI century; end of XII — beginning of XIII century.

In the fourth block the author included materials of the XIII-
XIV centuries, the time of domination and prosperity of the Golden Horde.

In addition to inventory analysis, G. A. Fedorov-Davidov developed a
typology of features of the funeral series, characteristic of each of the periods.
Using the distribution of monuments by chronological periods and comparing
the data with information from written sources, he tried to establish possible
types of burial structures that allow ethnic characteristics. It turned out that the
quantitative subtypes of the so-called ,,pure” complexes with reliable ethnic
characteristics are extremely small. The vast majority of them were
represented as if ,,mixed” types of burials, which were the result of
ethnocultural contacts of different nomadic peoples.

Typologically, such mixed features were traced in the borrowings of
certain features of the tomb structure, in particular the burial chamber; means
of laying the skeleton of the deceased and his horse, the orientation of the
burial, etc.

Examining the burial inventory of such burials, this researcher came
to the conclusion that changes in the burial complexes of nomads of the
Golden Horde were associated with other nomadic ethnic groups who came
with the Mongols from Siberia, which had new features, namely burials with a
northern orientation, lining graves, stone calculations over graves, etc.
(Fedorov-Davidov, 1966).

Research G.A. Fedorov-Davidov were continued in the works of
other scientists. Among them, it should be noted the famous researcher
S.A. Pletnev. which for the first time defined the main features of the funeral
rite and material culture of various ethnic groups of nomads of this time,
which became to some extent textbook in domestic archeology.

However, S. A. Pletnyova noted that the bulk of nomadic burials in
all periods, especially in Polovtsian (XII — early XIII centuries), were mixed:
Pecheneg-Torches-Polovtsian. According to her, as a result of constant
population movements and mixing of different hordes in the steppes, a new
funeral rite was formed, which reflected the features of the rites of all three
major nomadic ethnic groups. Thus, unlike other researchers, she believed that
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the meridional orientation of burials, which prevailed in the Golden Horde
times among the nomadic population of southern Ukraine, actually appeared
much earlier - in the Polovtsian period. Such an unusual orientation, according
to the researcher, has analogies not only in distant Asian burials, but also in
earlier times in the Eastern European steppes (Pletneva, 1975).

According to her, the ,classical” monuments of Pecheneg culture
were characterized by shallow inlet graves, with burials of the horse's head and
legs to the left of the man, the western orientation of the burial, the presence of
tombs-symbols (cenotaphs). Funeral equipment includes: stirrups with a
blindfold, ring bridles, short straight sabers, bows with heavy medium
overlays, pendants in the form of stylized birds and more (Pletneva, 1990,
p. 150).

At the same time, according to S. A. Pletneva, among the burials of
Pechenegs unaccompanied by a stuffed horse, more than half of the dead were
imprisoned without any belongings. Among them are sometimes skeletons
with a skull to the south. Most likely, the author concludes, these are burials
made according to the Muslim rite. In her opinion, this indicates that Islam
began to penetrate the nomadic European steppe long before the emergence of
the Golden Horde (Pletneva, 2003, p. 77).

Torches burials, in her opinion, were almost indistinguishable from
Pecheneg. The most characteristic feature of this group is the placement of the
remains of a horse not next to a person, but on a separate longitudinal step, on
the side of it, or on a special wooden ceiling of the grave. Their total number is
relatively small, they differ from similar Pecheneg monuments, mainly by
some features in the design of the burial chamber (the presence of a
longitudinal step, a wooden ceiling) (Garustovich&lvanov, 2001, p. 39).

They are united with the previous monuments by a whole series of
common features. These include: western orientation of burials; introduction
into the composition of the funeral set similar remains of a horse (head and
limbs); almost the same (by type) set of inventory. This allowed some
researchers to conclude that Torche burials are almost indistinguishable from
Pecheneg burials (Garustovich&Ilvanov, 2001, p. 41).

At the same time, in the works of S. O. Pletneva noted that such
differences still exist and they are manifested primarily in the features of the
funeral rite. In this case, only ,,pure” or ,.classic” torches are considered. The
most characteristic feature of this group, in her opinion, is the placement of the
remains of a horse not next to a person, but on a separate longitudinal step, on
the side of it, or on a special wooden ceiling of the grave (Baran et al., 1986,
p. 390).

In the ,classical” funeral rite of the Polovtsians, the researcher
singled out the presence of stones (crepes) in the construction of the tomb;
dominance of the eastern orientation of burials; placing in the grave, next to a
man, a whole skeleton of a horse or his stuffed animal. Funeral items are
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characterized by: very curved long sabers, oval armchairs, silver and iron
,,rods”, earrings with a fake biconical bead, etc. (Baran et al., 1986, p. 392).

Most Polovtsian burials took place in mounds of earlier epochs,
mounds of earth and stones were poured over especially wealthy Polovtsians,
and a stone sculpture was placed on top.

In addition to male burials, there are also female burials. They all
have a relatively rich funeral inventory: earrings, breast ornaments, pendants,
metal mirrors, rings, sometimes twisted hryvnias (symbols of power). All this
inventory testifies to the rather high position of women in Polovtsian society
(Pletneva, 1975, p. 116-122).

From household items in the graves of late nomads of the middle of
the 11-first half of the 13 century AD. there are armchairs, knives, scissors,
metal mirrors, boilers, bowls, earthenware, fishing hooks. Armchairs have an
open oval with curved ends, an oval or a rectangle. In some burials, including
women's, there are ancient russian elements.

The nomads of this time had the following main features of the
funeral rite:

- inlet graves in the mounds of earlier epochs in rectangular or oval
pits. The deceased lies elongated on his back, most often in a coffin, less often
in a log or wooden cemetery; often burial is accompanied by horse bones lying
in anatomical order;

- burial in a rectangular pit with a step on which, as a rule, the horse
was placed; the deceased was laid stretched out on his back in a coffin or on a
litter;

- similar burials previous with wooden flooring;

- similar burials to the previous ones in the tomb with lining.

Almost all burials are accompanied by a variety of inventory that
determines the social status of the buried (Baran et al., 1986, p. 509-511).

A special and unique element in the funeral rite is the presence of
stone ,,women” on the mound. These stone sculptures have undergone their
evolution from sculptures with a barely defined face without arms to statues
with clearly defined sexual characteristics, the presence of hands, a vessel at
the level of the abdomen. Sometimes the stone ,women” were almost
portraits. But somewhere at the end of the XII century, both among men's and
women's sculptures began to be observed a certain primitivization (Pletneva,
1975, p. 153-155).

In the middle of the XIII — XIV centuries. the south-eastern part of
the Lower Dnieper was captured by the Tatar-Mongols and became part of the
Golden Horde, but this circumstance did not have a significant impact on the
ethnic composition and cultural traditions of the region. The new conquerors
quickly dissolved into the total number of local nomads. Data from modern
archeology show that the nature of the funeral rite retains the main features of
the Polovtsian period. This indicates the acceptability of the population of the
region. At the same time, the ritual of erecting stone statues and shrines
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disappears. The only find in the territory of modern Ukraine of the burial of
the Polovtsian aristocracy — the Chingul mound (the middle of the XIII
century) belongs to the same period.

At the same time, new features can be traced in it. They are
expressed, in particular, in a wider range of orientation of graves, in a set of
inventories (bone plates, quivers with original ornaments, rings, tweezers,
ceramic necklaces and buttons covered with blue glaze, etc.). The number of
burials without a horse is sharply increasing. Part of such burials with an
orientation to the east, northeast and even north, usually with a large set of
inventories, can be (assuming) attributed to the Polovtsians, and dated to the
middle — the second half of the XIII century. Their emergence may be due to
the general deterioration of the social and economic situation of some nomads
who were under Mongol rule.

The other part of the burials, with an orientation to the west and
southwest, is typical of the XIV century. Among them there are very rich
burials, but in general the burials do not have a very large set of inventories or
it is absent at all. The appearance and gradual spread from the end of the
thirteenth century among the nomadic population of the Lower Dnieper
without inventory burials with a characteristic orientation to the east, can be
associated with the adoption of Islam in the nomadic environment.

Thus, the funeral rite of the late nomads of the mid-XI — first half of
the XIII century carries elements of various funeral rites. The available
inventory makes it possible to determine the ethnic and social affiliation of the
buried.

Orientation of the buried is known to be only part of the funeral ritual
and is observed not only within the ,.ethnic territory”, but also outside it. For
this reason, revealing, as far as possible, the ethnocultural features of the Turks
and Mongols, modern researchers have been able to justify and propose a
specific ethnocultural attribution of different groups of nomads in Eastern
Europe on archaeological evidence.

Among scholars, at that time there was some controversy about
certain features of the funeral rite of different groups of late nomads. In
particular, the work of domestic scientist A. G. Atavin, published in the 1980s,
is devoted to this issue.

She, in particular, touches on the problem of typology of the remains
of the legs of a stuffed horse in late nomadic burials. According to his
conclusions, the articulation of the legs on the first and second joints is a sign
of Pecheneg and Torche burials, and the articulation of the horse's skeleton on
the third joint, as well as the burial of an entire horse's skeleton, was
characteristic of Polovtsians. Thus, in his opinion, this funeral custom was a
certain ,,ethnochronological” feature (Atavin, 1984).

He was objected to by S. A. Pletnyova, who believed that the burial
with the third type of articulation of the horse's legs and the burial of his full
skeleton was not an ethnic but a social feature, and it could be used to bury
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any more or less wealthy nomad, regardless from his ethnicity (Pletneva,
2003).

Another controversial issue of that time was the problem of the origin
and attribution of a separate group of burials of nomads in graves with linings.
Many researchers, faced with the problem of determining the ethnicity of such
burial structures, pointed to very similar monuments in Central Asia, in the
early Middle Ages. The spread of these types of burials in the Golden Horde
was associated with the possible transfer and spread of this tradition, along
with its bearers, who came from the traditional habitats of the Genghisids. The
existence of a similar method of burial in the medieval Mongols indicate the
data of medieval sources (Garustovich, 2001).

The presence of non-inventory burials of the Golden Horde, some
experts have considered as evidence of the presence of foreign ethnic
components in a homogeneous nomadic environment, or the possibility of
their correlation with the burials of the Islamic population is not excluded
(Gening et al., 1990, p. 36-37).

The same type is widespread in early medieval Muslim necropolises.
Thus, the researcher E. A. Khalikova, describing the canons of the funeral rite
of Muslims, also pointed to this type of burial, as one of the main requirements
of Islam to the funeral rite (EInikov, 2004, p. 84-85).

The problem of correlation of different groups of burial monuments
of the nomadic population of the modern South of Ukraine is reflected in the
works of the domestic scientist O. O. Dobrolyubsky. Assessing the probable
causes of mixing different forms of funeral rites, he hypothesized the existence
of a certain ,transitional” stage at which medieval nomads began to lose their
characteristic features of the funeral rite since the ,,pre-Mongol” period. In his
opinion, during the history of the Golden Horde there was a change in the
traditional orientation of nomadic burials to one ,,common” — Western, which
is rightly associated by many contemporary researchers with the general
Islamization of the nomadic population of the Golden Horde.

Describing the attempts of predecessors to correlate the burial
monuments of medieval nomads with certain tribes and nationalities,
A. O. Dobrolyubsky noted that they were rarely successful. Most researchers
sought to identify and ,fix” a certain set of formal and typological
characteristics of the rite and inventory for different ethnic groups of nomads.
Expressing his attitude to a number of types of burial structures of nomads,
including those in which there is a predominantly western orientation,
A. O. Dobrolyubsky emphasized their inherent mixture of different features. In
his opinion, in the Golden Horde era, the process of ethnocultural assimilation
of many groups of nomads was determined, in particular, in the refusal to
preserve the orientations of graves around the world (Dobrolyubsky, 1988,
p. 221-222).

Developing this idea, another scientist, E. I. Narozhny noted that such
innovations in the system of funeral rites should be considered as a reflection
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of certain processes that took place in a nomadic environment. In other words,
we are talking about some very significant changes in the funeral rites, caused
by changes both within nomadic society and the corresponding influence of
external causes and conditions.

According to him, at the beginning of the history of the Golden
Horde, not the Mongols and their accompanying ethnic groups from the depths
of Central Asia, but their direct descendants, born and raised in Eastern
Europe, become participants in the processes of mutual influence of cultures.
The indisputable result of the latter was to be, at least, the spread of the same
signs of a ,,mixed” funeral rite, about which O. O. Dobrolyubsky wrote.
According to his conclusions, the Golden Horde burial complexes were the
result of interethnic synthesis between the descendants of the Polovtsian and
,Mongol” population of the XIV century. The process of ethnocultural mixing
of Polovtsians and Mongols was to promote the manifestation of a kind of
,.ethno-unifying” processes in the Golden Horde (Narozhny, 2005, p. 197).

Among other scientific works, we can note the work of Ukrainian
researcher M. V. Yelnikov, which provides a theoretical generalization of the
burial monuments of the late nomads of the Lower Dnieper during the Golden
Horde and reflects new views on the nature and extent of the tribes' influence
on the funeral rite, the dependence of ethnocultural manifestations on the
dynamics of development of the western wing of the state of Ulus Juchi is
determined.

In his opinion, the presence of the Lower Dnieper in the Golden
Horde caused a very difficult ethnocultural situation. Significant interaction
between settled locals with nomads were mostly features of cultural and trade
exchange and were not assimilative, the main reason for which was belonging
to different religious denominations and household (Elnikov, 2004, p. 84-110).

Concluding the general review on a particular topic, it should be
noted that despite the significant progress of domestic science in the XIX-—
XX centuries in this direction, many issues on this issue are still quite
controversial and need further and careful study. At the same time, analyzing
the general picture of the development of historiography in this period, it
should be noted that it created the preconditions for its further scientific
research today.
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3amypyiiueB O. B., KpuioBa A. M. IcTopiorpadisi nociinxenns
apxeoJIOriyHUX NamM’ATOK Mi3HiX kouiBHUKIB IliBana Ykpainm y XIX —
XX cr.

VY cTaTTi po3TIAIAETHCS MTUTAHHS JOCHTIHKEHHS y BITYUM3HSAHOT HAYIl
apXeoJIOTIYHUX TaM’ SITOK, TaK 3BaHMX, Mi3HIX KoudiBHUKHA y XIX—XX cr. Ha
OCHOBI ICHYIOYHMX JDKEpEN, aBTOPU BHW3HAYWJIM HOTO OCHOBHI e€Tamu Ta
HaWOUIBII XapaKTepH1 pHUCH. 30KpeMa, BH3HAYAETHCS MO TEpIn TMOoai0H1
cpobu Oynu 3poOJIeHI Ie y IOPEBOJIOIIMHUN Tepiol 1 BOHHM IOKJIAIH
MOYaTOK BUBYCHHIO KYJIbTYp KOYOBHX HaponiB X—XIV cT. Ta HaKONMWYEHHIO
HayKOBHUX 3HaHb MPO HUX. Y MOAANBIIOMY 11 JOCHIIKEHHS OTpUMaId HOBUMI
noaux. Tak, 3aBIASKH ycrixaMm BiT4u3HSHOI apxeosiorii y 60—70-x pp. XX cT.
BUHMIIUIM TIEPIII y3arajbHIOOYl pOOOTH, Cepel SKUX CIiI BiI3HAYUTH
moHorpadiro I'. A. denoposa-JlaBumoBa, kUil yrepiie po3aiUIUB TaM’ SITKH
M3HIX KOYIBHUKH HA TIEBHI JaTOBaH1 XPOHOJIOTT4H1 OJIOKH.

Knrouosi cnosa: mi3Hi KOYIBHUKH, 1AM’ SITKa, TIOXOBAIBHUN IHBEHTAp,
apXeoJIorisl.

3amypyiiues A. B., KpsuioBa A. H. HUcropuorpadus
HCCJIeIOBAHUS APXE0JI0rH4YeCKHX NAMATHUKOB MO3HUX KOYEeBHUKOB I0ra
Ykpaunbl B XIX-XX BB.

B crathe paccmaTpuBaercs BONPOC HUCCIAEAOBAHUS B OT€YECTBEHHOM
HayK€ apXeoJOTHMYECKUX MaMITHUKOB T.H. MO3AHMX KOUEBHMKOB B XIX—
XX BB. Ha ocHOBe CyllleCTBYIOIIMX HUCTOYHUKOB, aBTOPBI ONPEACIIUIN €ro
OCHOBHBIE JTambl U Hauboliee XapakTepHble 4YepThl. B yacTHOCTH, MepBbIE
MOA00HBIE TIOMBITKU OBLITH MPEANPUHSTSHI €1le B JOPEBOIIOIMOHHBIN MEPHO U
OHH TIOJIOXKHIIM HAYaJ0 M3YYEHHIO KYIbTYyp KoueBbIX HaponoB X—XIV B. u
HaKOIUICHUIO HAYYHBIX 3HAHUW O HUX. B panbpHeiiliem, 3T HCCIENOBaHUSA
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MOJIyYWIM HOBYKO kKM3Hb. Tak, Omaromapss ycrnexaM OTE4ECTBEHHOM
apxeosornd B 60—70-x rr. XX B. BeIIUIM TiepBbie 0OOOImIaronIfe padoThI,
CpeIu KOTOpPBIX CJIEAYyeT OTMETUTh MoHorpaduio A. Penopora-/laBbiioBa,
KOTOpbIM  BIEpBbIE pa3leiui NaMATHUKMA IIO3JHUX KOUYEBHHUKOB Ha
OTIpEe/IeNIEHHBIE JaTUPOBAHbl XPOHOJIOTHUECKHE OJIOKH.

Kniouesvie cnosa: MNO3JIHUE KOUYEBHUKH, OCTONPHUMEYATEIBHOCT,
norpebanbHbI HHBEHTAPh, ApPXEOJIOTHSI.

Zamuruitsev O. V., Krylova A. M. Research of archaeological
monuments of the late nomads of Southern Ukraine in the XIX-XX
centuries: a new view on historiography

The article considers the issue of research in domestic science of
archeological monuments, the so-called, late nomads in the XIX-
XX centuries. Based on existing sources, the authors identified its main stages
and most characteristic features. In particular, it is determined that the first
such attempts were made in the pre-revolutionary period and they marked the
beginning of the study of nomadic peoples of the tenth-fourteenth centuries
and the accumulation of scientific knowledge about them. Later, these studies
received a new lease of life. Thus, thanks to the success of domestic
archeology in the 1960s — 1970s, the first generalizing works were published,
among which the monograph of G. A. Fedorov-Davydov, who first divided the
monuments of the late nomads into certain dated chronological blocks. These
studies have been continued in the works of other scientists. Among them, it
should be noted the famous researcher S.A. Pletnev. which for the first time
defined the main features of the funeral rite and material culture of various
ethnic groups of nomads of this time, which became to some extent textbook
in domestic archeology. At the same time, the authors determine that despite
the significant successes of domestic science in the XIX—XX centuries in this
direction, many issues on the outlined issues still remain quite controversial
and need further study.

Keywords: late nomads, monument, funeral inventory, archeology.
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