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I ntroduction

This richly illustrated volume, which will add immensely to
the small, yet growing corpus, of Eurasian Archaeology pub-
lished in the English language. Comprised of thirty articles,
the authors have focused on the Bronze Age beginning in the
third millennium BC to ca., continuing to include the first mil-
lennium BC Early Iron Age, with a terminus of ca. AD 500.
The geographic range extends from the far western great Hun-
garian plains, north to Fennoscandia and its relationship with
Siberia, south to include northern Afghanistan and the Kalmyk
steppes, and east to the Altai Mountains in western Mongolia.
The volume has been divided into four parts. Part |, Eurasian
Archaeological Theory; Part 11, Archaeological Excavations,
Part 111, Interpretations of Eurasian Archaeology inthe Bronze
Age; and Part |V, Interpretations of Eurasian Archaeology in
the Early Iron Age.

Although the mgjority of the articlesresulted from papers pre-
sented at the European Archaeol ogical Association sessionson
Eurasian archaeology in 1998 (Goteborg, Sweden) and 1999
(Bournemouth, England), organized by LudmilaKoryakovaand
Leonid Yablonsky, other appropriate articles have been in-
cluded, some of which were presented at the Eurasian session,
Saciety for American Archaeology 2000 meetings (Philadel-
phia, U.S.A.), organized by Sandra Olsen. The arguments pre-
sented in these papers embrace awide stroke of topics: art and
“Animal Style;” Cultural Horizons; symbiotic rel ationships be-
tween forest-steppe and steppe folks as well as sedentary and
nomadic tribes; their anthropomorphic scul ptures, petroglyphs,
and trepanations realized for cultic, religious, and mortuary
beliefs; but weaponry, warriors, and chariots contrast with
sumptuary votive offerings, with similar iconographic motifs
from diverse regions, mundane textiles, and the practical and
luxury of metallurgical riches. The authors are as diverse in
their origins as their works are in content, penning their re-
search from England, Germany, Italy, Ireland, Russia, Swe-
den, and the United States.

Eurasian Archaeological Theory” (Part |) begins with two ar-
ticlesthat discusslongstanding terminology relating tothe Early
Nomads:. “Scytho-Siberian,” the Scythian World,” and the
“Scythian-Triad” and, further, the need to establish regional
classifications so that historical and scientific approaches can
be achieved. Asapartial answer to these problems, the second
paper proposes Cultural Horizons (after the Pre-Columbian
model) in order to rationally discuss the degree of similarity
and differences between regional Early Nomads. Asan adjunct
methodology for extracting specific cultural continuities (or
lack thereaf), the third article reviews the significances of ar-
chitecture and mortuary offerings in identifying nomadic so-
cial power and ideology. The last paper in this section anal yti-

cally explores the relationship between archaeological theory
and mortuary interpretations using excavated materials from
the southern Ural region.

Archaeological Excavations (Part I1), presents six recent expe-
ditions, emphasizing the Early Iron Age and adding signifi-
cantly to Eurasian data. Thefirst articletreats artifactsfrom an
ancient sanctuary, dated to the last half of the first millennium
BC and located in the Ustyurt Plateau between the Aral and
Caspian seas. There, the architecture relates to the Zoroastrian
dakhma; the popularization of a mythic hero is emphasized by
anthropomorphic sculptures that represent “warriors;” and
tamgas (brands) indicate the presence of Sarmatians nomads.
In the second report, several years excavationsin the steppes
between the Don and Volga (with hundreds of artifactsillus-
trated) are summarized. Although some kurgans show the pres-
ence of Bronze Age peoples, the mgjority of the burials were
Sarmatian with Early, Middle, and L ate Sarmatian periodsrep-
resented, and new interpretations on the elusive Middle
Sarmatian period are presented. Between the 7" century BC
and the 3¢ century AD, nomads and semi-nomadic herders,
now known as the Sargat Culture, occupied the forest, forest-
steppes, and steppes east of the Ural Mountains. Excavations
in thisregion revealed the symbiotic interaction of the diverse
populations, particularly during the Early Iron Age, that cre-
ated adistinctive architecture and practiced their specific mor-
tuary, economic, and the stylistic traditions. The following ar-
ticle, dso using materials from the excavations of the Sargat
kurgans, providesapal eoenvironmental and pal eoethnographical
sketch of the Sargat Culture through the identification of nu-
merous wood samples used in constructions.

Further to the east in southern Kazakstan, ongoing field sur-
veys conducted between 1997-1999 in the Talgar alluvial fan,
and in the upland valleys of the Turgen and Asi rivers in the
Tien Shan Mountains, disclosed 120 burial complexes and six
settlement sites dating to both the Bronze Age and the Early
IronAge. The Talgar site appearsto have had camps during the
first millennium BC to the middle of the second millennium
BC, while the uplands were utilized from the Bronze Age to
present times. The final article in Part |1 is the excavation re-
port of anisolated stone mound at the top of the Beiram Passin
the Altai Mountains, western Mongolia. More than 4,000 arti-
facts, deposited from ca. 5" century BC to present times, re-
veal an anthology of cultic convictions practiced by diverse
nomadic populations, including the Manchu whose artifacts
demonstrated strong lowland Chinaties.

Thefirst article in Interpretations of Eurasian Archaeology in
the BronzeAge (Part I11), studiestextiles constructed from plant
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and animal fibers and types of looms used during the third-
second millenniaBC inthe Kalmyk steppeswest of the Caspian
Sea. The next article discusses theories of horse domestication
in relation to the possible modification of Eurasian BronzeAge
dating based upon European, Anatolian, and Mycenaean chro-
nologies. Thefinal three articlesturn to the Sintashta-Petrovka
Culture east of the Ural Mountains for their inspirations. The
first discusses burial practices in this region in relation to the
Indo-Iranian customsrecounted in the Rig Veda and the Avesta.
In the next, theories advanced concerning the function of
Sintashta-Petrovka Culture chariots, designed either for com-
bat, ritual racing, or burials ceremonies are reviewed and tex-
tual evidence is brought to fore in the discussion. The final
article investigates metallurgical technology used in Sintashta
settlements, comparing it with similar technologiesin diverse
Eurasian regions to determine the origins of the Sintashta
people.

Interpretations of Eurasian Archaeology in the Iron Age (Part
1V), is comprised of fifteen articles. The first, employing both
historical and archaeological sources, discusses nomadic mi-
grations toward central and southern Europe during the early
centuriesAD. The next article considersthe question of Thraco-
Cimmerian migrations or assimilations on the great Hungarian
plains. In northern Fennoscandia, archaeol ogical findsindicate
long distance contacts between this region and Siberia, which
influenced the development of a reindeer domestication
economy; thus not only did new settlement patterns come to
fore, but nomadic contacts may have shaped some Saami
mythological themes.

Returning to the southern Ural steppes, the next article com-
pares Sauromeatian and Sarmatian funerary rituals and their most
diagnostic artifactsin the mortuary inventories, concluding that
the two regions did not entertain a singular culture during the
Early Iron Age. Decorative style and ornamental traditionsbased
upon a formal typology is the methodology employed in the
next article that studies ceramics from Transural excavations.
The Sargat Culture, east of the Ural Mountains, is the center-
piece of the subsequent article in which the cenotaph is intro-
duced as an additional buria category, contrasting with the
|ooted grave.

Northern Afghanistan is the locale of the next article, which
explores Tillya Tepe sumptuary mortuary offerings and their
iconographic motifs to define statuses of the deceased. The
Sargary Culture, the focus of the subsequent article, occupied
the interfluvia of the upper Ural and the lower Tobal rivers,
and is used as an example of a popul ation regrouping resulting
from changing climatic conditions leading to aridization. In
thefollowing article, cultural traditionsrevealed inthe Gordion
tumuli in Phrygia, and the Bashadar and Pazyryk kurgans in
the Altal Mountains are compared, leading to conclusion that
Cimmerian traditions were responsible for new buria rituals
in the eastern region.

“Animal Style” art of the Early Nomads is considered, in the
next article, as a derivative of shamanic art—or an “art of sur-

vival” and, moreover, as an expression of the warrior nobility
was paralleled by Bactrian Bronze Ageand L uristan art. Trepa-
nations, embalming, mummification, and body processing in
the ancient Mongolian, Tuvinian, Kazakstan, southern Sibe-
rian societies are focused upon from diverse points of view in
the next two articles. Moving to Hsiung nu geometric artwork
examined in the next article, the author reveals evolutionary
sequencesthat transformed the “ Scytho-Siberian” Animal Style
to one that appropriately conformed to new parameters de-
manded by the unique Hsiung nu ethnic, cultural, and possibly
linguistic traditions.

Disclosed by archaeological materias, the development inthree
chronological stages of horseriding harnesses is discussed in
the subsequent article, and illustrated by petroglyphic images
and theritual finds from the Arzhan and Pazyryk excavations.
Thefinal articlein thisvast corpus discusses sacred space—as
revealed by petroglyphsat Terekty Auliein central Kazakstan—
in which different societies encounter different experiences,
and theimages carved on stone were symbols of spirits’ power
and invisible realms.

Upon reading this corpus of material, oneisleft with little doubt
that each prehistoric Eurasian population, sedentary or nomadic,
had amany-faceted culture that requires many moreinvestiga-
tivestudies. Thearticlesasoillustrate the enthusiasmin which
archaeologists are internationally collaborating and contribut-
ing to the scrutiny of Eurasian archaeology.

Jeannine Davis-Kimball
Berkeley, California
August 2000



