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MEDITERRANEAN AND NORTH PONTIC GREEK IMPORTS
IN THE NOMADIC BURIALS OF THE LOWER VOLGA REGION
AND FOOTHILLS OF SOUTH URALS OF THE 4* —
FIRST THIRD OF THE 3¢ CENTURY BC

The analysis of archaeological sources shows that
in the second half of the 4 century BC imported beads
and pendants made of glass, frit and amber reach the
nomads of the Lower Volga and South Urals, and a lit-
tle later, at the turn of the 4 and in the first third of the
3 century BC — in addition, Greek pottery and possib-
ly vessels made of precious metals, alabaster and onyx.
Olbian bronze «borystheni» of the late 4"—3¢ centuries
BC also were found into the Lower Volga region.

If for the 5" and most part of the 4" century BC im-
ports that entered the South Urals were mainly repre-
sented by products of the Achaemenid circle, then af-
ter the fall of the Achaemenid state and the resulting
geopolitical changes in the Lower Volga region and the
South Urals imports began to be distributed from (via)
the North Pontic region.

Keywords: Lower Volga region, South Urals, Early
Sarmatian culture, Mediterranean and Pontic imports,
amphoras, black-glazed pottery, beads, pendants.

1. Introduction. In the Archaic period, Mediter-
ranean and Greek North Pontic imports, rather well
represented in Early Scythian burials on the Lower
Don (Komwumos 2003, c. 131—140; Pycaxos 2019,
c¢. 604), are practically unknown in the burials of the
nomads in the Lower Volga and South Urals regions.
An exception is a table amphora of the first half of the
6 century BC, found in the burial 3 of the Burial-
mound 3 of Aksai I necropolis in the Volga-Don in-
terfluve (Ipsuenxo u mp. 1999, c. 96, 108, puc. 5: 1;
Komsunos 2003, c. 135; I'peuxo 2016, c. 34, 47). In the
territory of the Lower Volga region proper and the
South Urals in the complexes of the 6®"—5" centu-
ries BC the finds of such imports are unknown. Of
course, before categorically asserting the absence of
other imported items of «truly Greek antique origin»,
one should pay attention to the distribution of glass
beads among the nomadic population of the regions
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in question. Some types of beads, including eye-
beads !, are widely represented in the assemblages
of the 6*—5™ centuries BC, although special studies
of this category of finds do not exist, just as there is
still no database of the finds of the glass beads in the
European Scythia, and the ways of their penetration
here are not specially examined. In elite burials of
the late 5% — third quarter of the 4" century BC in
the South Urals, there is a significant number of im-
ports of the Achaemenid circle originating from Asia
Minor, Iran, Central Asia (Chorazmia, Bactria), as
well as from India (eds. Treister, Yablonsky 2013;
Yablonsky, Treister 2019, p. 79—161). There are
no evident finds of Mediterranean and Greek North
Pontic objects in these burials.

2. Imports in the burials of the second half
of the 4** — first half of the 3" century BC.

2.1. Beads and pendants of glass, frit and
amber. A certain number of glass and frit beads,
the origin of which was not specially studied by
anyone (in the publications by O. V. Anikeeva, the
only source for attribution of beads is the article by
G. Eisen publishedin 1916; Eisen 1916, p. 1—27; cf.
Annreesa 2015, ¢. 37—47; 2016, ¢. 24—25, Tadu. I:
25—39; 2017, ¢. 21—22, puc. 2; 2019, c. 2568—260,
puc. 1: 13—20), could and certainly did get to the
South Urals from the North Pontic area, which is
not surprising, also considering the finds of items
of horse-harness of the Kuban type in the Filip-
povka I necropolis (Kauroposuu, fA6momckmiz 2009,
c. 81—83). From this burial ground originate a

1. K. F. Smirnov (Cmupuos 1964, c. 151) suggested,
that such beads could reach the Sauromatians
from the North Black Sea region. Eye-beads are
found already in the assemblages dating to the
late 6 — early 5% century BC, for example, in the
Burial-mound 6/2012 of the Taksai I Burial-ground
(Copiros, JIykmanosa 2013, ¢. 141, 203, Ne 3.2.5).
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fairly significant number of glass beads, includ-
ing eye-beads (A6smomckmit 2013, c. 97, No 359—
360; c. 103, Neo 423; c. 146, No 1708—1712; c. 163,
No 1979, 1982; c. 167, Ne 2005—2008 etc.; ed.
MyxamerasaoBa-Jlyrram 2018, ¢. 98, Neo 72; ¢. 115,
No 146; c. 116, No 154), the parallels to which com-
ing from the Scythian funerary contexts, as well as
from the Balkan Peninsula and from the Eastern
Black Sea region, I have already listed (Tpeiicrep,
Abmonckmit 2012, c. 282—284).

Glass and frit beads, which may originate from
the North Pontic area or reach the Lower Volga
region and the South Urals via it, come mainly
from burials which can be dated to the mid — se-
cond half of the 4" century BC. We have already
pointed attention to such beads: from black opaque
glass of biconical shape, flared at the ends (cf.
AnureeBa 2016, c. 25, type 26, with reference to
the origin from the Mediterranean area, here and
hereinafter without any arguments), of rounded or
almost parallelepiped-shaped made of frit, covered
with black glaze with zigzag yellow stripes (cf.
Anureena 2016, c. 25, type 32, with reference to
the origin from Slovenia and Croatia) !, of rounded
shape of opaque blue glass with blue-white «eyes»
(cf. Aamreena 2016, c. 25, type 28, with reference
to the origin from Italy) ? from the following tu-
mular burial-grounds: Novyi Kumak, Nikol’skii I,
Mechetsai, Pokrovka 2, Perevolochan I, as well as
a separate Burial-mound Yakovlevka Il (PaBuu u
op. 2012, ¢. 75—76; Tpeiicrep 2012b, c. 268—269,
npuMm. 4). Eye-beads became widespread in the
Early Sarmatian burials of the Lower Volga region
(Knemmmros 2002, c. 92, group 1, puc. 31: 6—13;
Moimreesa 2008, c. 23—33).

Eye-beads were in general widespread in the
ancient world and in particular, were manufac-
tured and used in Egypt (Lightfoot 2017, p. 311,
fig. 18; Thomas, Acosta 2018, p. 18—19, figs. 41—
42), in the Near East (Moorey 1980, p. 118; Rehm
1992, S. 94—95, 108: D.13, Abb. 67) 3, in Cyprus

1. Such beads originate also from Burial no. 1 in Bu-
rial-mound 14/1989 of Filippovka 1 necropolis (ed.
MyxamerastroBa-Jlyrran 2018, c. 350—351, No 957,
964), from Burial2 in Burial-mound 6/1969 of
Chelkar IIT Burial-ground in Western Kazakhstan,
dated to the 4th century BC (Morkosa, Kymaes 1973,
c. 263, puc. 4: 9; c. 265). Comparaneous beads were
also found in Burial 5 in Burial-mound 3 of Kichigino
cemetery (Aumkeesa 2017, c. 21, puc. 2: 3, 7, 10; c. 22,
with the reference to the finds of similar beads in
Pokrovka 2, Novoorskii, Lebedevka V burial-grounds).
Similar beads are reported to be found at least in six
Early Sarmatian burials of the Lower Volga region
(Kermxos 2002, ¢. 92, group 2, puc. 31: 15).

2. Similar bead comes also from Burial 5 in Burial-
mound 3 of Kichigino cemetery (Amukeesa 2017,
c. 21, puc. 2: 11).

3. See, for example, such finds from the burials of
Kamid el-Loz necropolis in Lebanon, dated to the
6t—4" centuries BC (Poppa 1978, S. 40—41, 65—66;
Rehm 1992, S. D.13: a—d, Abb. 67; Hachmann, Pen-
ner 1999, S. 162—163, Taf. 36: 3: 5—7; 15: 17. 20)
and from Ur (Woolley 1962, p. 103, 130, U.18268).
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(Lightfoot 2017, p. 311, 324—325, nos. 508—509)
and Asia Minor (Hogarth 1908, p.203—204,
pl. XLV: 8—18; ed. von Seipel 2008, S. 194—198,
Nr. 203—206), where from they could theoreti-
cally easily reach Iran (although they were not
found in Pasargadae, they originate from Perse-
polis (Schmidt 1957, p. 76, pl. 43: 11—12; Rehm
1992, S. D.13.b, Abb. 67) and in more substantial
quantities — from the grave 5/1964, dated to the
5th—4% century BC of Galekuti I Burial-ground
in the Gilyan province in the south-eastern coast
of the Caspian Sea (Sono, Fukai 1968, p. 48, 55,
pl. L: 3, 6a) or Chorasmia (they were not found
in Kalaly-Gyr 2 fortified settlement, cf. BaituGepr
2004, c. 163) to the nomads of South Urals, and
this way may be not excluded for the frit beads
with black glaze and yellow zigzag pattern, which
were in use in Asia Minor already in the 7' cen-
tury BC: Ephesos (ed. Seipel 2008, S. 193—194,
Nr. 201—202), Sardis (Van Ham-Meert et al.
2019, p. 23, fig. 1) and are also represented by
the finds from Naucratis (Thomas, Acosta 2018,
p. 19—20, figs. 43—44).

A different distribution pattern is demonstra-
ted by amphora-shaped pendants of blue, green-
ish and colorless glass (fig. 1), single finds of
which, as noted by O. V. Anikeeva, come from the
Novyi Kumak, Pobeda and Filippovka 2 burial-
grounds (Arukeena 2016, c. 24, tabu. I: 25; 2019,
c. 259, puc. 1: 1). The same group should include
similar pendants made of transparent glass that
remained unknown to O. V. Anikeeva: from buri-
als 1 and 2 in Burial-mound 8/1961 of the Mechet-
sai Burial-ground (Cmwmpmos 1975, c. 131—133,
puc. 31B: 1—2 — three pendants of blue / yellow
glass in each burial; Horvath 2017, p. 54—55),
Burial-mound 3 near Matveevskii (Momxosa
1963, c. 45, Tabs. 30: 30—31; Cmupuos, Ilerperxo
1963, Tabu. 27: 30 — a white glass pendant),
Burial 7 in Burial-mound 20/1988 of the Chernyi
Yar necropolis (Mermepsikos 1996, c. 52, puc. 13:
12 — two pendants of white glass), Burial 1 in
Burial-mound 6/1969 of the Chelkar III Burial-
ground (Mommrora, Kymraes 1973, c. 263, puc. 4:
5; c. 265 — three pendants), and from Burial 2
in Burial-mound 4/1995 of Pokrovka 10 cemetery
(A6monrCcKMit u mp. 1996, c. 48, puc. 70: 7 — three
pendants), as well as from the Lower Volga
and Trans-Volga regions: Burial 10 in Burial-
mound 5 near the village of Lyatoshinka, Buri-
al 3 in Burial-mound 3 near Moshkov Farmstead
and Burial 2 in Burial-mound 85 of the Berezh-
novka II Burial-ground (Kesesunkos, @asanees
1995, pwmc. 16: 5—6; Knenurkos 2002, c. 92—93,
group 3a, puc. 31: 17—20; 2007, c. 40, puc. 8: 1).

These pendants, most likely arriving in the
Lower Volga region and the Southern Urals from
(or via) the North Pontic region, were rather
widespread from the late 5%, at least to the early
of the 3" century BC in the Balkans and in the
Carpathian basin and were made presumably
in Mediterranean or Black Sea workshops. Al-
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though they were occasionally found in the East-
ern Mediterranean and Cyprus (Tatton-Brown
1990, p. 113—114, pl. XXII: d—f), they were es-
pecially widespread in the north-western part of
the Balkan peninsula, in the Carpathian basin
and in the Danube region (Popovié¢ 1997, p. 165—
171; Schonfelder 2007, S. 307—309, Abb. 1—2;
S. 318—321; ed. Adam-Veleni 2010, p. 409—410,
nos. 504—506; Rustoiu 2015, p. 365—377; Hor-
vath 2017, p. 54—55, fig. 3: 1; Blec¢i¢ Kavur, Ka-
vur 2017, p. 98—109, with distribution map fig. 4
on p. 107), as well as in the Greek settlements
and necropoleis of the North (Asexceea 1978,
c. 74, tum 193, tabma. 34: 40; Crosba 2009, c. 123;
Stolba 2012, p. 348, 351, no. N3.E, pl. 78; Pukli-
na 2010, p. 487, 493, nos. Re-49—52, pl. 370) and
East (Turmanidze 2007, pl. I. 6—8) Pontic area,
and in Scythian burials of the Dniester, Dnieper
and Don basins !, where they were found, as the
study done by V. F. Stolba shows (Cros6a 2009,
c. 125; Stolba 2012, p. 350), in the contexts dat-
ing «to the second quarter of the 4" century BC or
somewhat later».

The dating by O. V. Anikeeva (Auuxeesa 2019,
c. 259) of such pendants, found in the South Urals,
to the late 5™ — early 4™ century BC raises there-
fore serious doubts. Much closer to the truth was,
in our opinion, V. M. Klepikov, who, on the basis
of an analysis of the complexes from the Lower
Don, the Lower Volga and South Urals regions
proposed their dating within the frames of the
4% — early 3" centuries BC (Knemmxos 2002,
c. 94—95). Recent finds of such pendants from
the Scythian burials in Lower Transnistria origi-
nate from the complexes of the second half of the
4% century BC (Cmmmra, Tenpmos 2017, c. 290,
No 6, puc. 2: 8; Cunnka u np. 2019, ¢. 829, No 14—
15, puc. 4: 8; 6: 2). The Burial-mound 1/1977
near Kashcheevka Farmstead on the Lower Don,
in which such pendants were found, dates no
later than the second half of the 4% century BC
(Maxcumenro 1983, c. 93.; Cmupuos 1984, c. 154,
156). Obviously, the finds of such pendants in the
South Urals can hardly date back to an earlier
period, and most likely such beads begin to be dis-
tributed in this region around the middle — third
quarter of the 4% century BC (it is worth noting
that there are no such pendants in the burials of
Filippovka I Burial-ground). The fact that they
could have been in use in the 3'%—2" centuries
BC is evidenced by their finds in the Maiotian
burial-grounds of Psenafa (Opsmx 2014, c. 89,
No 146—147; 2015, c. 5, puc. 1: 8—9) and Tengin-
skaya (Bermosa, Opmux 2018, c. 164, puc. 190: 22.
25) in the Trans-Kuban area.

In Burial 5 in Burial-mound 8/1961 of the
Mechetsai cemetery, which most likely dates from

1. CronGa 2009, c.120—125 with detailed analy-
sis of similar finds from Scythia and their chrono-
logy; Stolba 2012, p. 349—350. See also: Boarpuk,
Duainko 2010, c. 231, puc. 11: 10; 236, No 4.
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the last quarter or the end of the 4 century BC, a
wide variety of beads have been found (CmupnoB
1975, c¢. 139, pwumc. 31b: 3—12; @upcos 2012,
c. 47—48, No A8.1.1.9: 12—13, 15, 1. Taba. I11.11:
3—6; puc. I1.32: 2—10) (here, as mentioned by
A. M. Horvath (2017, p. 54), «almost the whole
repertoire of the glass beads from the Central- and
Southeast European Celtic graves can be found»),
among them the co-called beads with masks
(CvmuprOB 1975, c¢. 139, puc. 31B: 3. 7; @upcos
2012, c. 47, No A8.1.1.9, 12.B, uB. Ta6m. I1.11: 6;
puc. I1.32: 7—S8), including a complete cylindrical
blue glazed bead with two masks, which are usu-
ally attributed as Punic (fig. 2: 1—2).

There are known several variants of such
beads, to one of which the find from Mechetsai
belongs (Haevernick 1977, S.161, 200—207,
Nr. 378—462, Abb. 3. Taf. 42: group 6; Seefried
1982, p. 11, 32, 145—150, pl. 4 —type F1; Sceglov
2002, p.217—220; Teleaga 2008, S.286—289,
461—462, Nr. 1100—1110, Taf. 202: 3—12; Dan
2011, p. 220—221). I have already dwelled on the
discussion of this find (Tpeticrep 2012b, c. 269,
mpumM. 4), therefore I will stress here only the fol-
lowing observations. Noteworthy is the fact that
the beads under consideration are practically un-
known in Asia Minor and in the Eastern Mediter-
ranean and prevail in the Western and Northern
Black Sea regions (see Sceglov 2002, p. 217—218,
tables 1—2; see also the distribution map: Telea-
ga 2008, S. 287, Karte 54), which gives ground to
assume that the Mechetsai find, most likely, came
to the South Urals via the North Pontic area in
the second half of the 4 century BC.

Beads, very similar in decoration to the piece
from Mechetsai, were found in the main burial
in Burial-mound 133/2002 of the Elizavetovskoe
Burial-ground in the Lower Don region, together
with imported Greek pottery of the second half
of the 4™ century BC (fig. 2: 5) (Komsrios 2006,
c. 710—71, 73, puc. 1: 4). A similar bead, but
with bulges of turquoise color and white faces
on a dark blue background, was found in Burial-
mound 1/1910 of the Chastye group in the Mid-
dle Don region (fig. 2: 6) (Bamsarun 1946, c. 14, 15,
puc. 2: 5; 16, Ne B; JIubepos 1965, tabur. IX; 37: 31;
I'ynsies 2010, c. 283) 2.

Glass mask pendants of the «Punic» type in
the form of a bearded male head (see in general:
Seefried 1979, p. 17—26; 1982, p. 15—19, 25—

2. It is worth noting that also in the burial in the Mid-
dle Don region, but in an earlier one, dating to the
late 5* — first half of the 4" century BC in a Burial-
mound 6/1993 near the village of Ternovoe a pendant
was found, probably also of Punic workmanship, in
the shape of a ram’s head: I'yinses, CaBuenxo 1995,
c. 87, 90, puc. 3: 20; I'yiszer 2010, c. 98, 109, puc. 10:
13; ¢. 112, puc. 16. On such pendants in detail, see
Egg 2010, S. 525—543 with note 41 on p. 540. Simi-
lar pendants in the North Pontic are represented
by the finds from Olbia and Phanagoria: AmerceeBa
1982, c. 42, types 469—470; Taba. 57: 31, 33.
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Fig. 2. Beads with masks and pendants with male faces from the Don region and the foothills of South Urals: 1, 2 —
Mechetsai, Burial-mound 8/1961, Burial 5; 3 — Elizavetovskoe fortified settlement; 4 — Popov Farmstead, Burial-
mound 58/26/1951, Burial 14; 5 — Necropolis of Elizavetovskoe fortified settlement, Burial-mound 133/2002;
6 — Chastye group, Burial-mound 1/1911 (1, 2 — Moscow, State Historical Museum, inv. no. 99564: 1 —
list B 1421/95, 2 — B 1421/93, photos M. Yu. Treister, 2010; 3, 5 — after Komsrios 2006; 4, 6 — Saint Petersburg,
State Hermitage: 4 — after Momkosa 1963, 6 — after Samsrun 1946)

29, 100—118; Tatton-Brown 1981, p. 143—151,
figs. 11—15), represented by various variants in
the North (Anexceesa 1982, 41, tuier 462—463,
Tabm. 47: 10—23. 29; T'opoxoBckasi, I[lsiprun
1982, c¢. 209—210; Kynauua 1997, 63, puc. 23—24;
252 (min.), 254, Ne 41—44; Dan 2011, p. 221—
222) and Eastern (Turmanidze 2007, pl. I: 1; II:
1) Pontic area, were found in particular in the
complex of the 4% century BC at the Elizave-
tovskoe fortified settlement, the so-called jewel-

ler’s shop (fig. 2: 3) (AxoBenro 1987, 85, puc. 2: 2;
Mapuenko u ap. 2000, 112, 226, Tabda. 24, puc. 48:
2; Komsuios 2006, 70, puc. 1: 3a—0). A pendant
of this type, albeit difference in the details of
the hairstyle (curls, cf. Amexceesa 1982, c. 41,
type 463 dating to the 4 century BC, Ta6. 47:
20, 29, and not intertwined threads), which
M. G. Moshkova, in my opinion, without grounds
dates the 3'%—2" centuries BC (Momxkosa 1963,
c. 45, tabu. 31: 17) originates from Burial 14 in
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Burial-mound 58/26 (excavated by A. I Iessen
in 1951) near the Popov Farmstead in the Vol-
ga-Don interfluve (fig. 2: 4) (Meccen 1954, c. 78;
Mommrosa 1963, c. 15, Ne 3). Such pendants, alleg-
edly manufactured in the workshops of the Near
East and Cyprus (Seefried 1979, p. 18, fig. 1; 8;
1982, p. 18, 28, Tun C.I/II, pl. 1, figs. 8, 10, 15, 19;
Tatton-Brown 1981, p. 147—148, type A.IL.f, no.
421, fig. 14) ', in the 4" century BC became wide-
spread both as well in Italy, in the Balkans and
the Eastern Mediterranean, as in the West and
North Pontic regions (Teleaga 2008, S. 284—287,
Nr. 6.2, Karte 54; 461, Nr. 1095—1099, Taf. 202:
13—18).

Glass amphora-shaped pendants (AxoBenko
1987, c. 85, puc. 2: 1), which we discussed above,
were also found in above mentioned jeweler’s
shop at the Elizavetovskoe settlement. E. V. Yako-
venko noted that none of the amphora stamps
found in this complex goes beyond the middle
of the 4% century BC, V. F. Stolba, who briefly
examined the finds, suggests the beginning of
the second quarter of the 4% century BC as the
time when the complex was destroyed (Cromxba
2009, c. 124—125; Stolba 2012, p. 350). Similar
pendants originate from the burials, dated to the
431 centuries BC in the Lower Don region
(Maxcumenro 1983, c. 93, puc. 17: 13a; 31: 10).

It is very likely that rare finds of coral adorn-
ments in the burials of the Lower Don nomads,
primarily pendants in gold frames from the
«Royal» 8" Five Brothers Burial-mound, dated to
ca. mid-4* century BC (ed. Schiltz 2001, p. 127,
nos. 95, 97—98; ed. Wamers, Stutzinger 2003,
S. 81, Nr. 38) could have come from the Mediter-
ranean via the trading post of the Elizavetovskoe
settlement. However, the earliest complexes,
in which beads and pendants, made from coral
sprigs, were found in the South Urals and the
Lower Volga region date back to the 3'%—2" cen-
turies BC (Tpeiicrep 2021, c. 340—393). Some-
what earlier, already in the 4% century BC the
earliest items of amber jewelry arrive in the South
Urals (Filippovka). In the burials dating back to a
somewhat later period, to the late 4™ — first half
of the 3" century BC, in the burial-mounds near
the village of Prokhorovka there are more amber
beads, and at least some of them are made of the
Baltic amber. Our study has shown that most
likely it was distributed via the North and East
Black Sea regions, further through the Caucasus,
the Caspian Sea and along the old channel of the
Uzboy (see Tpeiicrep 2020, c. 148—123).

2.2. Transport amphoras and table pot-
tery. If for the complexes of the 5"—4% centuries
BC. we do not know of a single find of Greek pot-

1. See the finds of pendants in the West Pontic region:
Yauesa 2015, c. 49—61. See the pendants with
hairdo with scrolls and in a similar combination of
colours: Grose 1989, p. 71, ill; 89, no. 44; 399 (fig.);
Stern, Schlick-Nolte 1994, S. 186—187, Nr. 33.
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tery in the Lower Volga region and in the South
Urals, the situation certainly changes in the last
third of the 4" century BC (fig. 1) due to the gene-
ral geopolitical changes after the fall of the Ach-
aemenid state in 331 BC. In the nomadic burials
of the Lower Volga region, Southern Urals and
Western Kazakhstan at the turn of the 4% and
the first third of the 3" century BC Greek pottery
is present, albeit rare.

The scholars have already paid attention to the
finds in the Lower Volga region of an amphoriskos
and an ariballic lekythos — in the Suslovskii Bu-
rial-ground, as well as a fragmented ariballic le-
kythos —in the Kalinovskiy Burial-ground (3eect
1960, c. 59—60; Bpammuackuit 1980, c. 105). Un-
fortunately, only a photograph without the scale
of an amphoriskos (Peixos 1925, 18, 19, puc. 45;
IIposoropora, Py6iios 2016, c. 52, w1, BHU3y) and
a drawing of a lekythos from Kalinovka (Illmos
1959, c. 469, No 3; c. 479, puc. 53: 2, considered by
the publisher as Late Hellenistic) have been pub-
lished. I. B. Zeest, dated the lekythos and ampho-
riskos from the Suslovskii Burial-ground to the
late 4" and 3' centuries BC, respectively (Beect
1960, c.59). The pointed amphoriskos (mini-
ature amphora) from Suslovskili Burial-mound
no. 44/1924 2 was found in a male burial together
with 45 ¢m long iron sword (Peikor 1925, ¢. 42—
43) — according to P.S. Rykov (Peixos 1925, c. 23)
the grave dates to the 2"—3" centuries AD, and
taking into account that the sword was most
probably of the type with ring-shaped pommel
(PeixoB 1925, c. 9), there are hardly grounds to
date the burial earlier than the 1% century BC.
The shape of the miniature amphora, to my mind,
is comparable with the finds from Athenian Ago-
ra from the context, which is dated by S. Rotroff
to ca. 110—50 BC (Rotroff 2006, p. 160—161,
300, nos. 530—531, pl. 68; especially similar is
no. 530), and not with the earlier pointed ampho-
riskoi of the late 4**—3 century BC from Rhodes
(see about them: Rotroff 2006, p. 160, note 135;
see, e. g.: Filimonos, Giannikouri 1999, p. 208—
209, pl. 29; p. 209, pl. 32; p. 211, pl. 49).

In contrast to the nomadic burials of the late
4% — early 3" centuries BC in the Lower Don
region, where finds of Greek pottery, especially
amphoras, are quite common (JIyxpsmxo 2000,
c. 167—180; Becmasterit, JIykpamko 2018, ¢. 7—9,
puc. 1: 3, 4; 2: 1—3, 6, 7, 10, 48, 50; 28: 2), the
finds of Greek pottery in burials in the Volga and
Don interfluve, as well as in the Lower Volga and
Southern Urals regions are very rare.

There are known finds of black-glazed bowls
with stamped ornamentation in the form of
concentric circles composed of oblique notches

2. Saratov, Regional Local Lore Museum, inv.
no. 58408. Ht. 20 cm, dm. of the rim 4.0 cm, of the
body max. 10.5 cm. My sincere gratitude to the cu-
rator of the collection, K. Yu. Morzherin. The where-
abouts of the lekythos unknown, not in the collec-
tion of Saratov Museum.
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Fig. 3. Greek pottery of the late 4" — first quarter of the 3" century BC from the Manych, Lower Volga basins
and the foothills of South Urals: 1, 2 — Novo-Musinskii cemetery, Burial-mound 3/1999, Burial 1; 3, 4 — Krivaya
Luka VI, Burial-mound 1/1973, Burial 14; 5, 6 — Koldyri Group, Burial-mound 25/1983, Burial 1; 7 — Zhaiyk I,
Burial-mound 1/2019, Burial 1. 1, 3, 5 — Amphorae; 2 — the view of the burial; 4, 6, 7 — Black-glazed bowl. 1 —
Sterlitamak, The Branch of the Bashkirian State University. Repository of the Educational and methodological
Cabinet of Archeology of the Department of World; 3, 4 — Astrakhan’ State Joint Historical-Architectural
Museum-Reserve: 3 — acq. no. 19358, A-9999, 4 — acq. no. 22694, A-10334; 5—7 — Ural’'sk, West-Kazakhstan
Regional Center of History and Archaeology. Photos: 1 — V. N. Vasil'ev, 1999; 2 — S. V. Sirotin, 2016; Drawings:
3, 4 — after: JIsopumuenko u ap. 1977; 5, 6 — after: Jlykbsamxo 2000; 7 — after: Jlyknamosa 2020

and with four palmettes in the center: Krivaya
Luka VI, Burial-mound 1/1973, Burial 14 (fig. 3:
4) (JIsopumuenro wm nap. 1977, c.67, puc. 71;
Bpammuckniz 1980, c. 105; Knemmmkos 2007, c. 41,
puc. 15; lMuukaps 2012, c. 194, puc. 2: 2; c. 195);
Zhaiyk I, Burial-mound 1/2019, Burial 1, with
holes along ancient cracks — traces of ancient re-
pairs (not mentioned by the author of the publica-
tion, but clearly visible in the drawing published
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and the photograph (figs. 3: 7; 4) ! (JIlyknamosa
2020, c. 113, 115, puc. 4: 1)). It is worth noting,
that a similar black-glazed bowl also with four
embossed palmettes in the center and also with
traces of ancient repair (fig. 3: 6) (JIyxpsamrko 2000,
c. 177—178, puc. 9: 5) was found in Burial 1 in

1. My sincere gratitude to Ya. A. Lukpanova for the
photographs of the bowl from Zhaiyk I cemetery.
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Fig. 4. Zhaiyk I. Burial-mound 1/2019, Burial 1, Black-
glazed bowl (Ural’sk, West-Kazakhstan Regional Cen-
ter of History and Archaeology, photo Ya. A. Lukpa-
nova)

Burial-mound 25/1983 of the Koldyri group near
the village of Krasnoe Znamya on the left bank of
the Manych river together with the Chersonesian
amphora of type IB, according to S. Yu. Mona-
khov’s classification, dating to the last quarter
of the 4" century BC (fig. 3: 5) (JIyxsamxo 2000,
c. 177, puc. 9: 4).

In the Burial no. 14 in Burial-mound 1/1973 of
the Krivaya Luka VI Burial-ground, along with a
black-glazed bowl (fig. 3: 4), a Heraclean ampho-
ra with the stamp of the manufacturer Dionysios
was found, which was dated to the first half of
the 3" century BC by I.V. Yatsenko (fig. 3: 3)
(Ameuro 1977, c. 78; Bpammuckuir 1980, c. 105;
Kuemmrxos 2007, c. 41, puc. 15; [Muukaps 2012,
c. 194, puc. 2: 2; ¢. 195). As noted by S. Yu. Mon-
akhov (Mouaxos 2002, c. 175; 2003, c. 139), who
attributes the amphora to the variant II-A-3,
several such amphoras were found in the layer of
destruction of the 70s years of the 3" century BC
of the complex U7 of the Panskoe I settlement.
Accordingly, there is every reason for dating the
amphora from Krivaya Luka VI to the first third
of the 3" century BC (Monaxos 2006, c. 91—92).

The black-glazed bowl from the complex (fig. 3:
4), which M. A Ochir-Goryaeva dated to 380—
350 BC (Lukpanova 2020, p. 122 with the refer-
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ence to the of Ph D thesis by Ochir-Goryaeva),
was attributed by I. B. Brashinskiy; a specialist
in Greek pottery in contrast to Ochir-Goryaeva,
to the late 4 century BC (Bpammuckmiz 1980,
c. 105). O. A. Shinkar (Illuakaps 2012, c. 195),
compares it with the finds from Chersonesos and
Scythian burial-mounds of the Dnieper and Lower
Don regions, dating from the second half of the 4%
to the early 3" century BC .

Both bowls from the Lower Volga region (dm.
14.7 cm) and Western Kazakhstan (dm. 15.5 cm)
belong to the type of small medium-sized echinus
bowls. The peculiarities of the profile of the foot-
ring, the decoration of the floor of the bowls with
four stamped palmettes, the center, highlighted
with a circle and the framing in the form of con-
centric rows of oblique notches allow, basing on
the parallels with the finds from the Athenian
agora, to date the bowl from Krivaya Luka VI
(fig. 3: 4) to the time after 325 BC, most likely the
last decade of the 4% century BC, because a cir-
cle at the center of the floor was abandoned after

1. Itis hardly correct, as O. A. Shinkar does (Illuakaps
2012, c. 195), to cite as a parallel a find from Burial-
mound 492 near the village Ositnyazhki with five
stamped palmettes without a circle in the center of
the floor. Cf. 'anarmraa 1977, Tabma. XV: 1.
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about 300 BC (Rotroff 1997, p. 161—162, 339—
340, fig. 62, nos. 965—984, especially, 966—967,;
cf. a seven-petal palmette with volutes at the
basement — no. 973, pl. 146). To the same period
is dated a comparable bowl from the monumen-
tal building U6 of Panskoe I settlement (Han-
nestad et al. 2002, p. 129, 140, no. B121; pls. 65;
72). Also a similar bowl from the excavations of
Pantikapaion is dated to the end of this century
(Eroposa 2015, c. 66, puc. 6: 5). Comparable bowls
are recorded also among the finds on the settle-
ments of the North-Western Crimea (Eroposa
2009, c. 35—36, 115—120, puc. 20, 21; especially
No 290—298). T. V. Egorova suggests that most
probably the bowl from the Lower Volga region is
of Attic workmanship *.

N. E. Berlizov dates the burial from the Krivaya
Luka VI Burial-ground basing on the glass beads
of various types to the early 3" century BC
(Bepamsos 2011, c. 188), the scholars from Volgo-
grad researchers — to c. 270 BC, linking it even
with the Sauromatian burial practice (Kimenukos
2007, c. 41; Knemukos u ap. 2008, c. 51). I can
only note the proximity of one of the types of the
beads found in the burial — those with black
glaze with yellow zigzag pattern (IBopuHmueHKO
u ap. 1977, c. 66, puc. 100) — to the above dis-
cussed beads from the South Urals, originating
from complexes dated no later than the turn of
the 4% century BC, thus rather supporting the
dating by N. E. Berlizov.

Given the profile, the shape of the stand-ring
and the metallic luster of the glaze, the bowl from
the Zhaiyk-I Burial-ground (figs. 3: 7; 4) is clearly
later than the find from Krivaya Luka VI (fig. 3:
4) and cannot be dated earlier than the first
quarter of the 3' century BC. Rounded relief em-
bossed «palmettes», rather circles are decorated
inside with bulged-in element composed of a tri-
angle with a circle on top and separate circles. 1
was unable to find parallels to such stamps nei-
ther among the finds from the Athenian Agora,
nor from the North Pontic region.

In Burial 1 in Burial-mound 1/2019 of the
Zhaiyk I Burial-ground, which is dated by the
excavator to the late 4 — early 3" century BC
(JIygkmanmosa 2020, c. 121—122), along with a
black-glazed bowl, there were found flat jet beads
in form of rhombuses (JIykmamosa 2020, c. 113,
114, puc. 3: 2) of type 37, after the classification
by E. M. Anerceesoii, especially characteristic to
the 2" century BC, which appeared already in
the 3" century BC (Amerceesa 1978, c. 9, puc. 7,
15—16, tum 37, Taba. 22: 30—31). Flat rhomboid
jet beads decorated incised concentric circles
formed part of a necklace from Burial 10 in Bur-
ial-mound 3/1995 of Nizhnepavlovsk I Burial-
ground (Bormamos 2018, c. 115, 117, puc. 8: I: 3,
6). Similar beads (but without decoration) from

1. My sincere gratitude to T. V. Egorova for the consul-
tation.
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burial D in a Burial-mound in the vicinity of Gor-
gippia, excavated in 1881, formed a necklace with
gold shields and small biconical beads (OAK 3a
1882—1888 rr., c. 39—40, Tabs. II: 5; Kamamuank
2014, c. 240—241, with 3" century BC dating).
A similar bead originates from the Early Sarma-
tian burial 1 in Burial-mound 5 near the village
of Grushevka on the right bank of the Dnieper,
which, according to K. F. Smirnov, dates no later
than the 3" century BC (Cmupuos 1984, c. 62,
63, puc. 25: 7m1). Beads comparable in shape with
and without decoration were found in Burial 1 in
Burial-mound 1/2012 of the Staroizobilnenskii 2
Burial-ground in the Stavropol region, dated to
the 2" century BC (Kammbixos, IIporomenko
2018, c. 60, 61, puc. 10: 3).

Taking into account the above proposed dat-
ing of the black-glazed bowl, as well as the traces
of repairs on it (figs. 3: 7; 4), the burial from the
Zhaiyk I Burial-ground cannot be dated earlier
than the second quarter — the middle of the
3" century BC.

One more Heraclean amphora, but belong-
ing to the variant II-A-1 or II-A-2 (Momuaxos
2003, c. 138), originates from Burial no. 1 in
Burial-mound 3/1999 of the Novomusinskii
Burial-ground in Bashkiria (fig. 3: 1) (Bacuibes
2001, c. 169—179; Bacuawes, Cuporun 2004,
c. 175, No 3; 176, puc. 2: 3; c. 179—180; Momaxos
2006, c. 91—92; Kunemmxos 2007, c. 41, pwmc. 13;
Banaxsaumes 2016, c. 123, pwmc. 1; 3yes 2020,
c. 385—388, puc. 1:5)andisdated by S. Yu. Mona-
khov to the late 4™ — first decades of the 3" cen-
tury BC (Monaxog 2006, c. 91—92).

I will deliberately not consider the base of
the Heraclean amphora of the third quarter of
the 4% century BC, not listed in the field inven-
tory and unknown to the head of the expedition
L. T. Yablonskii, which, according to the publi-
sher, was found during the survey of the territory
of the Filippovka 2 Burial-ground (Bamnaxsauiies
2016, c. 123—124, pwuc. 2; cp. 3yes 2020, c. 385,
386, puc. 1: 3). The reliability of the find in the
Novomusinskii Burial-ground is also put under
the question (Byes 2020, c. 385—388) 2, although
there is simply no grounds for this. The amphora
was found in the course of regular excavations;
the find was photographically recorded in situ
with a photograph included in the report (fig. 3:
2), which is held in state custody in the Archive
of the Institute of Archeology of the Russian
Academy of Sciences in Moscow (Bacunres 1999,
puc. 17—18). It is worth noting that in all cases
these are exclusively the amphoras (almost intact
or fragmentary) of Heraclea.

2.3. Stone and silver vessels. Most likely to the
post-Achaemenid period belongs a series of alabas-

2. The «history» of the find of the amphora described /
constructed by V. Yu. Zuev is, in my opinion, wor-
thy of publication in the «yellow press», but not in a
scientific study.
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ter and onyx alabasters found in burial 3 in Buri-
al-mound B/2003 in Prokhorovka, dating no later
than the first half of the 3" century BC and two lat-
er burials in the Volga-Don interfluve (burial 3 in
Burial-mound 34/1965 in Zhutovo in the Volga-Don
interfluve and in Burial 1 Burial-mound 3/1983 of
the Chkalovskiy Burial-ground in the South Urals;
Tpeiicrep 2012a, c. 102—104 with bibliography,
puc. 1.47—48; 1B. Tabm. .14). Since there are no
grounds for localizing their workshops, it can be as-
sumed that there are different ways of their distri-
bution, including that via the North Pontic region.

Also, one cannot exclude the possibility of the
same way of distribution of a silver cup with
gilding and chased decoration found along with
alabaster and amber beads in Burial 3 in Burial-
mound B/2003 in Prokhorovka. As we have al-
ready shown, despite the similarity in shape and
proportions of the cup from Prokhorovka to the
so-called Achaemenid cups of the Macedonian
type, the size and decoration of the vessel under
discussion probably testify to its manufacture in
another center. We do not have data for a more
accurate localization of the place of manufacture
of the cup from Prokhorovka, given the specifics
of its decoration. It cannot be ruled out that it
was made in one of the workshops located in the
territory of the Seleucid state, in Asia Minor or in
Syria, in the late 4" — first half of the 3" century
BC (Tpeticrep 2012¢c, c. 81—84 with bibliogra-
phy, 1B. Tadm. 1.8—10; 1.12: 3; I1.16: 3; Tab. 1.42;
puc. 1.30; I1.48: 2). A find in the necropolis of Tan-
ais of a cup, similar in shape (Banaxeauries u nip.
2019, c. 38—45), the dimensions of which indicate
that it occupies an intermediate position between
the find in Prokhorovka and Achaemenid cups of
the Macedonian type (but the decoration of the
bottom of which corresponds to that of the Mac-
edonian cups; Bamaxsaumes u ap. 2019, c. 44—
45, puc. 5; 10) is peculiar. The cup was reworked,
probably in the Bosporan workshop, in the 3" or
early 2" century BC in a kantharos (Tpeiicrep
2016, c. 218—219). On the one hand, inspite of a
strong desire of one of the authors of the publica-
tion (cf. Banaxsanies u ap. 2019, c. 40), the piece
from Tanais yields no proof of the groundlessness
of the difference I have expressed between the
cup from Prokhorovka and the Achaemenid cups
of the Macedonian type, and on the other hand,
makes it possible to assume that the cup found
in Prokhorovka reached the South Urals via the
North Pontic region (Cimmerian Bosporus).

3. Conclusion. The analysis of archaeologi-
cal sources shows that in the second half of the
4™ century BC imported beads and pendants
made of glass, frit (fig. 2) and amber reach the no-
mads of the Lower Volga and South Urals (fig. 1),
and a little later, at the turn of the 4™ and in the
first third of the 3" century BC — in addition,
Greek pottery (figs. 3—4) and possibly vessels
made of precious metals, alabaster and onyx. Ol-
bian bronze «borystheni» of the late 4"—3 cen-
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turies BC also were found into the Lower Volga
region (IlesoB 1969, c. 296—299).

If for the 5™ and most part of the 4% century BC
imports that entered the South Urals were mainly
represented by products of the Achaemenid circle,
then after the fall of the Achaemenid state and the
resulting geopolitical changes in the Lower Volga
region and the South Urals imports began to be
distributed from (via) the North Pontic region. It is
worth noting that in the burials on the Manych riv-
er and in the Lower Volga region, finds of transport
amphorae were combined with similar, though not
identical, black-glazed echinus bowls (fig. 3), and
the find of another such bowl in the South Urals
(fig. 4) suggests that they enjoyed particular popu-
larity among the nomads, even if they did not pene-
trate Sarmatia within the same batch.

The above discussed observations rather con-
vincingly support the hypothesis put forward
by D. B. Shelov (IlleoB 1969, c. 298—299) and
I. B. Brashinskii (Bpamusackuit 1980, c. 105—
106). There are grounds reason to suggest that
beads and pendants, as well as amphoras, black-
glazed pottery and coins could have reached the
nomads of the Lower Volga and South Urals
precisely via the Elizavetovskoe settlement at
the mouth of the Don: probably, beads and pen-
dants — even through the Scythian settlement,
on which various industrial complexes and shops
existed, allegedly destroyed in the 340s BC
(Komsutos, Kosamenko 2020, c. 196—197), where-
as amphoras, black-glazed pottery and coins —
already through the so-called Bosporan colony,
founded on the site of a settlement in the last
quarter of the 4 century BC, which existed un-
til the mid-70s of the 3" century BC (Kombuios,
Kosasenxo 2016, c. 37; 2020, c. 200—202).
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M. Yu. Treister

MEDITERRANEAN AND NORTH
PONTIC GREEK IMPORTS IN THE
NOMADIC BURIALS OF THE LOWER
VOLGA REGION AND FOOTHILLS OF
SOUTH URALS OF THE 4% — FIRST
THIRD OF THE 3¢ CENTURY BC

In the Archaic period, Mediterranean and Greek
North Pontic imports, rather well represented in Early
Scythian burials on the Lower Don, are practically un-
known in the burials of the nomads in the Lower Volga
and South Urals regions.

The analysis of archaeological sources shows that in
the second half of the 4 century BC imported beads
and pendants made of glass, frit and amber reach the
nomads of the Lower Volga and South Urals, and a lit-
tle later, at the turn of the 4 and in the first third of
the 3" century BC — in addition, Greek pottery and
possibly vessels made of precious metals, alabaster
and onyx. Olbian bronze «borystheni» of the late 4t"—
3" centuries BC also were found into the Lower Volga
region.

If for the 5™ and most part of the 4" century BC.
imports that entered the South Urals were mainly rep-
resented by products of the Achaemenid circle, then
after the fall of the Achaemenid state and the result-
ing geopolitical changes in the Lower Volga region and
the South Urals imports began to be distributed from
(via) the North Pontic region. It is worth noting that
in the burials on the Manych river and in the Lower
Volga region, finds of transport amphorae were com-
bined with similar black-glazed echinus bowls, and the
find of another such bowl in the South Urals suggests
that they enjoyed particular popularity among the no-
mads, even if they did not penetrate Sarmatia within
the same batch.

The above discussed observations rather convincing-
ly support the hypothesis put forward by D. B. Shelov
and I. B. Brashinskii. There are grounds reason to sug-
gest that beads and pendants, as well as amphoras,
black-glazed pottery and coins could have reached the
nomads of the Lower Volga and South Urals precisely
via the Elizavetovskoe settlement at the mouth of the
Don: probably, beads and pendants — even through
the Scythian settlement, on which various industrial
complexes and shops existed, allegedly destroyed in
the 340s BC, whereas amphoras, black-glazed pottery
and coins — already through the so-called Bosporan
colony, founded on the site of a settlement in the last
quarter of the 4% century BC, which existed until the
mid-70s of the 3" century BC.

Keywords: Lower Volga region, South Urals, Early
Sarmatian culture, Mediterranean and Pontic imports,
amphoras, black-glazed pottery, beads, pendants.
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M. IO. Tpeticmep

AHTHUYHI IMIIOPTH
YV KOYIBHUITbKUX IOXOBAHHIX
HUXKHBOT'O ITOBOJIKA
TA HIBOIEHHOI'O IIPUYPAJLIIA
KIHIIA IV — [IEPIIOI TPETUHU
III ct. mo H. e.

B apxaiuny emmoxy aHTHYHI IMIIOPTH, TOCUTH HEIIora-
HO IIpeJCTaBJIeHl B PAHHLOCKI(PCHKUX IIOXOBAHHIX Ha
Husmuromy ony, a y moxoBaHHsIX kK040BUKIB HukHBO-
ro IloBosksa ta IliBmenmoro I[lpmypasuis mpaxTudso
HEeB1JIOMI.

Amnasiz apxeosIoriyHUX JpKepes IIOKasye, 1o Y
npyriit mososuHl IV er. 10 H. e. 10 KouyoBuKiB HuskHBO-
ro IloBomskss Ta IliBmennoro Ilpmypasisa Hamgxommm
IMITOPTHI HAMUCTUHU Ta IIJABICKH 31 CKJIA, (PPUTTH Ta
OypurTuHy, a Tpoxu misHimnre, Ha pyoesxi [V—III ct. mo
H. e. Ta y mepun# Tperuni III cr. mo H. e. HagXOMMIN
AHTUYHUN KepaMIdHUI IMIIOPT, 4 MOKJIMBO 1 OKpemi
TOCYTUHU 3 KOIIITOBHUX METAJIIB, a1ebacTpy Ta OHIKCY.
Jlo Husxunoro IToBosmssa moTparyigiin Takox 0JIbBIACE-
Ki 6pon30Bi «6opuchenm» kinmg IV — III er. mo H. e.

Axrmro y V i 6l vacruni IV er. 1o H. e. iIMmopTHi
BupoOw, 1110 norparistau B [liBnenne [lpuypasiis, Oyu
IpeACTaBJIeH], TOJIOBHUM YMHOM BUPOOAMH axeMeHiJI-
CBKOI'0 KO0JIa, TO MICJIS MaIiHHA Jep:KaBu AXeMeHIIiB 1
TeOIIOITUYHUX 3MiH, 10 BIIOYJIUCS B Pe3yJIbTaTi ITiel
moyii, B Huskre [loBosmks 1 wa IliBmennuit Ypau moun-
HAIOTh HAIXOIUTHU IMIIOPTHI Bupobu 3 (uepes) [liBHIuHE
ITpuuopromop’st. [likaso, mo y moxoBauusx Ha p. Ma-
aud 1 B Huwskuapomy [loBosmki, 3HAXIIKY TPAHCIIOPTHUX
amMdop MMoeTHYBAJIHCS 3 OMHOTHITHUMU YOPHOJIAKOBUMU
MHUCKAMHM, a 3Haxigka e onHiel Takol mucku B IliB-
nernomy Ilpmypasm [mo3BoJisse IIPUIIyCKATH, 10 BOHN
KOPUCTYBAJIUCS 0COOJIUBOIO TIOIYJIPHICTIO cepes KOuo-
BUKIB, HABITh AKIIO BOHU He poHukaau B Capmario y
MesKax OHIET mapTii.

Hapemeni wmamm crmocTepeskeHHS JIOCUTH —IIepe-
KOHJIMBO minTBepKyorh rimore3u JI. B. lesoBa Ta
1. B. Bpamuschkoro — Ta ga0Th IIICTABU IIPUILYCKA-
TH, 110 HAMUCTO Ta ITIBICKH, a TAKOK aMQOpPH, YOPHO-
JIAKOBUM IIOCYJT TA MOHETH MOTJIM HAIXOIUTH J0 KOUO-
BukiB Huxunoro [loBosxksa Ta Ilisgersoro [lpuypasna
came uepe3 €imsaseriBebke ropopguiine y rupsi Jloxy,
MMOBIPHO, HAMMCTO Ta IIJBICKH — IIe Yepes CKidchke
ropoauie, Ha AKOMY (DYHKILIOHYBAJIU Pi3HI BUPOOHU-
vl Ta TOPrOBlI KOMILJIEKCH, 3pYWHOBAHE IIPUOJIMU3HO B
340-x pp. 10 H. €., KepaMiKka Ta MOHETH — BiKe depes
Tak 3B. OOCIIOPCHKY KOJIOHII0, 3aCHOBAHY HA MICITl TOPO-
nuia B ocraHHIM uBepTi IV ¢T. 110 H. e. siKa mpoicHyBAa-
na go cepeauum 70-x pp. III cr. mo . e.
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