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ABOUT SO-CALLED PRE-SCYTHIAN TRACES
IN THE AREA OF LUSATIAN CULTURE

ZBIGNIEW BUKOWSKI

The inhabitants of Central Europe were subjected to a sequence
of essential changes during the turn of subperiods Hallstatt B and C
that fell to the end of the 8th and beginning of the 7th centuries
B.C. The role of the so-called Transylvanian circle, understood to
have included an important part of the Carpathian Basin, had certainly
diminished then, while the Alpine culture began to assume the essential
significance. Alterations of the culture aspekt spread over a large part
of Middle Europe, should be inquired in view of strong southern and
western ascendancies and, independently of these, of influences coming
from the east. This process was accompanied in both cases, besides

culture influences, also by the displacement of strange ethnic groups.

The consequence of these factors was the substitution of the local
groups of “Urnfield” Culture in the middle Danube Basin, by Barrow-
grave cultures, having a clear western (or West-Alpine stamp) and
proto-Celtic character. Also the southern East-Alpine circle displayed
distinct culture and ethnic bonds with an early-Illyrian environment.
These alterations cannot be exclusively viewed as the result of internal
changes. The role of a strange ethnic-and-culture factor becomes ever
more clear, although the very mechanism of that process is still a sub-
ject of discussion. In the nearest neighbourhood of Lusatian Culture,
over the area of South Moravia and West Bohemia, two cultures, well
formed since HaB/C: Bylany and Horakov, display clear connections
with the early Celtic “milieu,” and in their carriers, should certainlv
be perceptible ethnic elements of that character. In South Moravia
and South-West Slovakia appears XKalenderberg Culture (called also
Statzendorf-Gemeinlebarn), certainly of a North-Illyrian character.
Eastwards from these, particularly in the Great Hungarian Plain, in
Transylvania and the regions adjacent from the east and north-east,
there rise groups of a distinctly north-Thracian Culture, although their
Thracian ethnic character fails so far to be proved. It is just in their
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compass, that we notice the strongest eastern influence, which is the
subject of this article. The border between western and eastern groups
over the area of Central Europe generally follows the lower course
of the river Vah and the Meridian Danube, which steps over that line

westwards only to a slight distance.

Whereas, the whole area of Lusatian Culture in its western and
southern zones i.e. the territories lying closest to the Central European
territory submitted to the above-mentioned changes, has certainly re-
sisted them. This fact may be reckoned as the specific development
of groups determined by the name of “Lusatian Culfture groups” in
distinction to the circle of “Urnfield” groups. Substantiating this more
in detail, I claimed in my book the necessity to distinguish this
culture as an independent group, displaying a different genetic and
development process during all the time of its existence, i.e. from
the 14th to the 4th centuries, B.C.1

I wish to devote the following remarks to the problem of eastern
influence, acting between the 8th and the end of the 7th centuries, B.C.
(that is HaB 3 — HaC 1), determined in older literature by the name
of “Thraco-Cirmmerian” and more recently “Pre-Scythian.” It is to
be noticed that the above terms used formerlvy to be identified with
the mentioned ethnoses. The definition “Pre-Scythian” is understood
in this article not in the sense of ethnic status of their creators and
producers, but in order to determine a standing out chronological
phase of finds appearing in the area of Lusatian Culture and in other
parts of Middle Europe (particularly the Carpathian Basin), objects
of eastern origin, or their local (especially “Carpathian’) imitations.
On the further pages of this article I endeavour to substantiate my
opinion on the impossibility of connecting so-called Pre-Scythian findings
with historical peoples inhabiting South-Eastern Europe, particularly
with the Cimmerians.

I accept the range of Lusatian Culture for the turn of HaB and C,
according to the map elaborated for this phase and which is completed
by V. Podborsky’s recent corrections, for the borderline of Moravia
Culture touching the Podolia * Culture.?

"Polish archaeological literature has not given much attention to
the character and the importance of the eastern influences, due to
the knowledge only of single finds of that type in the range of
Lusatian Culture. T. Sulimirski®¢ connected them with the so-called
Thraco-Cimmerian phase (“thrako-kimmerische Periode’), treating them

* In the article Russian geographical names have been transcribed phoneti-
cally while the names of the authors and their works have been transliterated.



Map. The range of the so-called Pre-Scythian and other “eastern” finds in the

the 8th to the 7th/6th centuries B.C. (after Z. Bukowski)

Brno-Obrany, South Moravia, CSSR; 2. Czermno (?), Plock Voivodship, Poland; 3. Cernotin, Dist. of Prferov, Moravia, CSSR; 4. Gamow,
Katowice Voivodship, Poland; 5. Karmin, Watbrzych Voivodship, Poland; 6. Klein Neundorf, Kr. GOrlitz, GDR; 7. Klein Runderstedt (?), Kr.
Erfurt, GDR; 8. KotouC-Stramberk, Dist. of Novy Ji¢in, Moravia, CSSR; 9. Liptov region, North Slovakia, CSSR; 10. Miecznikowo, Wat-
brzych Voivodship, Poland; 11. Pfeméfice, Dist. of Hradec Kralové,East Bohemia, CSSR; 12. Podrybmice, Sieradz Voivodship, Ponad; 13.

area of the Lusatian Culture, from

1

Quellendorf, Kr. Kothen, Anhalt, GDR; 14. Strzegom, Wroctaw Voivodship, Poland; 15. Smielow (?), Kalisz Voivodship, Poland; 16. Turiec-
the neigbourhood, Middle Slovdkia, CSSR; 17. Wojciechowice, Kielce Voivodship, Poland; 18. Wroclaw-Wojszyce, Poland; 19. Vysotskoye,
reg. Zabolotov, dist, of Lvov, U.S.S.R.

Gloss to the Legend:

a — border of Lusatian Culture in HaC e — dagger i — part of the horse harness
b — hoard f — spear-head j — golden bracelet
¢c -— grave g — bone arrow-head k — Siberian type knife

d — settlement h — ¢“gkipetar” battle-axe
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as the result of culture acting and exchange, and judging the infiltra-
tion of Cimmerians as to have played only an ulterior role. Therefore
other investigators determined those objects to be “Thracian,” ex-
cluding here the possibility of Cimmerians’ influence.*

Quite differently sprang up the situation in the range of the Car-
pathian area, starting, it is true, from a larger material basis. Attention
was drawn already in the thirties of our century to assemblages and
loose findings, determined as Thraco-Cimmerian. I. Nestor was one
of the first to declare their connection with the Cimmerians and with
the raids of their tribes over the Carpathian Dale (“durch die grosse
Erschiitterung, welche die Kimmerier-Bewegung mit sich brachte”).
This point of view was then supported by many archaeologists (e.g.
L. Franz, K. Willvonseder) specially in the “Wiener Prahistorische
Zeltschrift” (1932—1934), mostly in connection with the discovery of
the bronze hoard at Stillfried a. March (Lower Austria), and also with
other findings, among them the set of Kiskoszeg (Hungary). A con-
siderable amount of finds being no doubt of eastern origin, including
especlally grave inventories and hoards, allowed S. Gallus and T. Hor-
~vath to elaborate their large monograph.® The authors in a convincing
way presented the indisputable fact of infiltration of strange ethnic
elements from the east in the.8th and second half of the 7th centuries
B.C. (i.e. HaB 3 and the beginning of HaC). They were said to have
been most probably groups of historical Cimmerians, moving into the
Carpathian Basin. Both these investigators have also drawn attention
to the necessity of seeking analogies for many findings of this group
in the area of Kuban and North Subcaucasus, as well as in Central
Asia.

Findings (sets) and relics then determined as Thraco-Cimmerian,
in the area of Central Europe, appeared mostly in the basin of the
upper Dniester, in the Carpathian Basin (especially the Great Hungarian
Plain), in large amounts over the Balkans (Bulgaria, Yugoslavia), and
sporadically also in the Alpine region. They mostly included parts of
the horse harness (knobs, so-called Phalere, etc.), less frequently weap-
ons and only seldom clothes ornaments. At this stage of.research it
was accepted, that owing to Cimmerians shifting westward in the 8th
and 7th centuries B.C., has been formed here a specific mixed culture,
which was also given the name of “Thraco-Cimmerian,” described
by the chronological terms “period” or “horizon.” This culture was
understood to have been the consequence of mixing of the inflowing
“Cimmerian’ population with the local (mostly Thracian) tribes.

However, already then attention was drawn to the necessity of
distinguishing exactly “Cimmerian” findings from others that were
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undoubtedly of local, Middle-Danubian origin, placed till now in the
category of the so-called Thraco-Cimmerian relics. This concerned first
of all parts of horse harnesses, especially elements of bits (therein the
so-called tourniquets and harness ornaments, among others Phalere).
The first to question the possibility of associating these finds with
Cimmerians was F. Holste,’ who indicated that at the time when that
type of objects had appeared in Central Europe (8th cent. B.C.), there
had occurred a certain cultural turn as well as the beginning of Hallstatt
period — understood as the early iron age. He therefore decided that
those findings are an important chronological determinant for the
transitory phase from HaB to HaC: “Die bekannte kimmerische Fund-
gruppe, namentlich charakterisiert durch Pferdegeschirrbronzen, trifft
noch mit unserem B-Horizont zusammen, und es ist die Annahme wver-
lockend, dass der Einbruch dieser Gruppe der Anlass fiir die Nieder-
legung der B-Depots war.” He next further adds that: [...] “die B-Kultur
in einem fortgeschrittenen Stadium wvon der kimmerischen Welle ge-
troffen wird.” 8

It is, however only A. A. lessen’s? detailed elaboration concerning
the northern coast of the Black Sea (“North Pontic””) and the Causasus,
as well as G. Kossack’s paper,!® dealing with Europe’s Danubian area,
that have proved a different origin of parts of a disclosed horse harness,
particularly the cheek-pieces of bronze (“Seitenstangen der Pferde-
trensen’’). It was possible to distinguish here relics of undoubtedly
eastern origin and determined to be Pre-Scythian, from those found
in the Danube area and named “Thraco-Cimmerian.”

We shall come back to the hypothetical Cimmerians’ raid onto the
area of the Carpathian Basin in the further part of the present article.
Whereas here we shall emphasize the fact, that in spite of both the
mentioned authors having distinguished the two different groups of
findings, hypotheses supporting the connection of “Thraco-Cimmerian”
finds with Cimmerians, continued to be frequent. We should partic-
ularly mention S. Foltiny’s remarks, who judged them to be traces
of nomad Pre-Scythian horsemen, shifting in from the east in the
second half of the 8th century B. C. in two directions: 1 — through
the Carpathian Dale and Serbia up to Macedonia, and 2 — through
Western Hungary and the Eastern Alps as far as North Italy.!l! This
point of view is still repeated in quite recent literature,’* though in
a less categorical form. '

In the light of the hitherto research and the knowledge of Pre-
Scythian or Thraco-Cimmerian materials from the range of Lusatian
culture, there appears the necessity of distinguishing among them
scarce, but very characteristic relics calling for a far earlier dating.
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dated to the 13th-12th centuries B.C. and thus crossed out from the
reglster of “Pre-Scythian” findings.!?

- The cheek-piece of Belz has close analogies in the culture set of
Noua, while its ornament indicates the necessity of analizing it in
the context of materials connected with the Mycenaean influence on
the Carpathian Basin in the 1500—1250 B.C. period, although it 1is
rather a local Carpathian product. In relation to the origin of this
object, T. Sulimirski !* expressed the following opinion: “[...] they seem
to reflect rather close; connection with the Danubian area, than a direct
impact of the Mycenaean culture.” Notwithstanding strong, “Mycenaean”
elements, particularly in Mad’arovce and Otomani Cultures in Slovakia
and the type Veterov in Moravia,'® the local Carpathian origin of
the Belz specimen should be accepted, together with some ties with
the forms of the Borias type, although certain analogies can be found
in Moldavia, too.

All three daggers of Sosnova Maza type, dated by their analogies
to the 13th-12th centuries B.C., have been revealed in the same
region, over the middle course of the river San. This fact, as well
as. some differences in ornamentation of the hilts, not observed in
other specimens of the type mentioned, or in the related Krasniy
Mayak type, require some completion. They indicate the possibility
of Srubna Culture, or of Noua Culture related to the former, acting
to the west. As far as the specimen from Rozubowice is a close
imitation of eastern models, the other two (from Jarostaw and Prze-
mysSl) show differences in respect to their prototypes. At the same
time they allow for a hypothesis that in this region there must have
been a casting house, connected with the population of the Sabatinovka-
Noua phase, or that from that circle came to the middle San valley
wandering specialists-founders.

The dating back of the daggers of Sosnova Maza type from over
the San to the 8th-7th centuries B.C., (Byelogrudovka Culture), as was
recently accepted by J. Dabrowski,!® ought to be corrected: we should
rather connect them with the complex of Srubna-Noua Culture, re-
ceding to the far earlier period (13th-12th centuries B.C.), joining them
rather to the Srubna Culture.

If hitherto stage of research into the culture sets and therewith
connected settlements along the middle rivers Dniester, Dnieper and
Prut in the 13th-12th centuries B.C. (i.e. about BD — HaA 1) can be
reckoned to be a sufficient base for conclusions, the presence of all
the four finds should be considered in the context of the Noua Culture
settlement effect on the middle San basin, in the Przemysl-Rzeszow
region, which seems to be very probable. The penetration of settlers
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there seems to be confirmed by recent discoveries within a Lusatian
Culture cemetery at Paluchy, Przemysl Voivodeship. Among the graves
of its oldest phase, dated to the Bronze Age III—IV, have been disclosed
materials related to findings of Noua Culture BD or perhaps HaA 1.17
The fact of the existence of graves containing mixed types of — Noua
and early Lusatian — pottery, seems to confirm the possibility of
a mixed settlement here, all the more so since it was the phase of
distinct infiltration of Lusatian settlement just into this region. In
the light of this, the presence of the three daggers of Sosnova Maza
type in the region of Przemysl, becomes clear and their connection
with the set Noua-Sabatinovka seems to raise no doubts.

M. Gedl!® pronounces for the influx of a Transcarpathian origin
on population to the San basin area at the end of Bronze Age Il
and III. Moreover he draws attention to utensils from Grodzisko Dolne,
Rzeszow Voivodeship, to which we add some others from the middle
Dniester course, that have analogies among finds of the Noua type.

The findings we have mentioned show indeed connections with the
south, i.e. Transcarpathia (the cheek-piece from Belz) as well as with
the Dniester basin (all the three daggers), which was occupied, starting
from its middle part, by Noua Culture settlement. Considering however
the fact that similar horn cheek-pieces have also been found in
Moldavia, also in Noua assemblages, I should deem connections with
the Dniester area to have more probability, all the more so because
we still know very little about the character of settlement in BD —
HaA 1 period in Eastern Slovakia, therefore in the territory which
could in this case have played the role of mediator. The character of
settlement and culture determined by the name Felsoszocs-Stanove over
Transcarpathia and its continuation since BD — HaA 1 in Gava culture
is still not very clear. Till we arrive at a more detailed elaboration of
materials concerning these cultures, the question of the so-called
Transcarpathian influence on the San basin will remain uncertain.

At the present stage of research it is impossible to determine the
participation also of the remainders of Komarow settlement with which
we still have to do in the upper Dniester basin,!® either. All the four
specimens mentioned have been revealed in territories, where since
Bronze Age III (i.e. BD) we have met settlement of Lusatian Culture:
(Tarnobrzeg and Ulwéwek group)¥® Whereas there is no evidence for
the possibility of an infiltration of representatives of the strictly Srubna
Culture (Sabatinovka group) from the steppe zone of the northern
coast of the Black Sea, along the Dniester and westwards,”! although
this is just the origin of those hypothetical bronze-founders that points
to this zone where many finds reveal the presence of local casting
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workshops (e.g. Krasniy Mayak). Should we indeed accept the share
of representatives of the Noua Culture to have been carriers of these
~objects, then prototypes of swords and daggers of the Sosnova Maza
type should be sought in the steppe zone and the area of Sabatinovka
group, Srubna culture. The finding of another bronze dagger from
Orelets, Ivano-Frankovsk region (U.S.S.R.)?2 seems to confirm the
above. This type appears only sporadically in the very Noua Culture,
but it belongs to the most characteristic objects in the steppe zone
from the north of the Black Sea coast, and appears somewhat later
in a modified form also in the compass of the Byelogrudovka Culture.

The above mentioned finds of the Noua Culture in the Dniester
and San basins confirm the chance of this culture’s influence having
reached much further west in BD-HaA 1, than was so far accepted
in the literature,”® but also admit the fact of its settlement having
infiltrated here. :

The cheek-piece of Belz and the dagger of Rozubowice, connected
by T. Sulimirski®™ with the group of the so-called Thraco-Cimmerian
relics, as well as the two further daggers from Jaroslaw and Przemys$l,
should therefore be crossed out from the register of this group of
relics. They prove the Sabatinovka-Noua Culture circle to have acted
here since the 13th-12th centuries B.C.

No less complicated is the question of findings disclosed in the
compass of Lusatian Culture, generally determined as eastern or the
so-called Pre-Scythian ones and considered so far to be “Cimmerian”
(map). They are dated back to the period from the 8th to the second
half of the 7th centuries B.C. and differ clearly from findings ranged
among Scythian ones, characteristic from the end of the 6th century
B.C? For large territories of Eastern and Central Europe both groups
of findings and relics are determined by two well dated phases of
eastern influence: the Pre-Scythian phase in HaB 3 — HaC 1 and
the Scythian one — for the Lusatian Culture in HaD 1—2, — yet
for the Carpathian Basin and the Dniester basin in HaD 1—3.

Findings and loose, the so-called Pre-Scythian (or generally labelled
“eastern’) objects in the area of the Lusatian Culture, include mostly
war equipment or elements of horse harness, while body and clothes
ornaments occur only sporadically. We shall further acquaint the
reader with these finds, stressing at the same time that in comparison
with the character of sets with similar objects, particularly in the
Carpathian Basin, these show a considerable specificity,® which will
be discussed below. | '

Two variants of daggers of the Kabardino-Piatigorsk type in the
discovered sets of armament are remarkable. From Gamoéow (Katowice
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The analysis concerning the occurrence of daggers of both variants
indicated their origin to be the North Caucasus and the middle Volga
basin,’® where they had appeared already at the beginning of the
8th century B.C. Similar finds scattered in many a locality over the
middle Danube basin are dated back to the period of mid-8th —
mid-7th centuries B.C.

To the next all-bronze daggers, considered or suspected to be of
eastern origin and perhaps connected with the “Pre-Scythian” phase,
belongs the specimen No. 2 from the Klein Neundorf hoard (fig. 8),
dated back to the same period,’® and also another from the hoard
from Podrybnice, (Central Poland) generally dated back to the Bronze
Age V (fig. 9). The latter has distant analogies in Eastern Kuban and
particularly in the North Caucasus (Koban culture) on the river Kama
and in South-West Siberia, — they can, however, not be a sufficient
base to state the origin of this dagger. Specimen No. 2 from Klein
Neundorf, besides distant analogies from the range of Koban Culture
and 'Ananino on the river Kama, shows closer connections with similar
finds from south-western Iran, from Luristan and the compass of
Marlik Culture (Amlash) dated back to the 12th-9th centuries B.C.3"
A small bronze figurine of a goddess comes from the same region of
Luristan, Pusht-i-Kuh locality (fig. 12), dated back to the beginning
of the first millennium B.C. The goddess wears a belt with a dagger
much like the specimen No. 2 from Klein Neundorit.?s

Whereas the eastern origin of another, loosely found dagger ifrom
Czermno, Plock Voivodship (Mazovia, Poland) (fig. 10), with a hilt
ornamented by the imitation of a few rows of rivets cast in a’ mould;**
should be treated with serious reservations, although it is somewhat
related to the specimen from Podrybnice. A similar doubtful eastern
origin can be ascribed to the bronze dagger from the hoard from Woj-
ciechowice, Kielce Voivodship (Central Poland),”> found together with
three swords (some of them from Western Europe) and generally dated
back to Bronze Age V (fig. 11). Both daggers fail to have analogies
in accessible materials from South-Eastern Europe; very distant anal-
ogles from Siberia might perhaps indicate their eastern origin, partic-
ularly if we notice that closely related analogies are to be found
just in those areas. *

It is equally difficult to determine the origin of the bronze spearhead,
sald to come from Klein Runderstedt, Kr. Erfurt (GDR), with ornament-
ed leaf-like surface (fig. 13), judged by T. Sulimirski3® to be of
eastern origin. It has no, even distant, analogies in accessible East-
European material of this phase, or in West Siberian material of the
Karasuk and Tagar phases. Whereas we have an iron dart with narrow
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Analogies from Hungary and the North Subcaucasus indicate the
clear eastern origin of such objects and their dating in Central Europe
to the second half of the 8th — beginning of the 7th centuries B.C.
It 1s to be stressed, that skipetar battle-axes were no element of
armament, but sings of authority. They find their later continuation
in similari Scythian relics from the 6th-5th centuries B.C.#

- Defence settlements of Lusatian Culture of South Moravia in
Brno-Obrany (fig. 18)%* and probably at Krepice, reg. Znojmo
(C.S.S.R.)#® furnished bone arrow-heads, typical of the so-called Pre-
Scythian phase in Ukraine, but quite absent over Central Europe. It
is worth while to note here, that similar arrow-heads occurred in the
Vysokaja Mogila cemetery, near the village of Balki, region Vasiliev
(Zaporozhe, U.S.S.R.) recognized to be Cimmerian; the arrow-heads are
dated there to the 8th—7th centuries B.C.#* Due to the fact, that the
arrow-heads of Brno-Obrany have been found in a destroyed defence
settlement of HaB 3, and that they can be connected with Cimmerians,
it is not unlikely that this find can state one of the objects of the
hypothetical track of groups of Cirnmerians moving within the Carpa-
thian Basin or may have been an object destroyed by some Cimmerian

group.

Fig. 18. Brno-Obrany, South Moravia, CSSR. Bone arrow-heads of the so-called
Pre-Scythian type, after Z. Bukowski

-~ We have two bronze knives of the Siberian type, one found at
Strzegom, Wroclaw Voivodship (Silesia, Poland), the other supposedly
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from Smieléw, Kalisz Voivodship (Central Poland) (figs. 19 and 20).%
' Many analogies for them are known from south-western Siberia
(Karasuk Culture and particularly the Minusinsk Basin), they are dated
to the 8th—7th centuries B.C.#% They may, however, be connected with
groups of the so-called Pre-Scythian finds, as well as with Scythian
ones, although it should be stressed, that in the Scythian environment,
'in the area of the northern Black Sea coast, or in the forest-steppe
zone over the Dnieper, such knives are practically unknown.4?
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Figs. 19—20. Bronze, Siberian type knives:

19. Strzegom, Wroclaw Voivodship, after M. Jahm; 20. Smielow (?), Kalisz Voivodship,
after Z. Bukowskli

V. Podborsky?® connects numerous whetstones made in sandstone
with the so-called Thraco-Cimmerian horizon. They have apertures to
be hung and are known only from the' mixed border zone along South
Moravia. They have been disclosed however in many assemblages of
North Caucasus and the Carpathian Basin, dated to the 8th and half
of the 7th centuries B.C., together with objects typical of that phase,
among the others, pieces of armament and parts of horse harness, in
types already discussed. Therefore I am inclined to place the whetstones
mentioned among the so-called Pre-Scythian finds and not “Thraco-
Cimmerian” ones, as Podborsky does, for their prototypes seem to be
of eastern and not local origin, as it is accepted for the so-called
Thraco-Cimmerian category of relics, which will be dealt with further
on.

Another supposition of the author mentioned does not seem well
grounded. He also accepts the eastern origin of iron flat axes with
protuberance, connecting them with the “Cimmerian” influence. They
are to be found in Central Europe only in HaC, and have come most
probably from Italy. At any rate the lack of similar finds from the
north of the Black Sea coast and from the {forest-steppe zone of
Ukraine (Byelogrudovka and Chernoles cultures), seems to exclude
their having been brought here from the east, just from this direction.
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Kiskoszeg (Hungary). But S. Foltiny in a convincing way stated its
actual place of discovery in North Slovakia. I shall for my part add
that it is certainly a strange assemblage for Lusatian Culture settlement
in this territory, it might therefore indicate the penetration into this
zone, being after all the border of Lusatian settlement, of an ethnically
strange group even in the scale of the Carpathian Basin. The detailed
analysis of particular objects composing the inventory of that grave
elaborated by the present author,’? revealed here the presence of the
so-called “Thraco-Cimmerian” elements from the Carpathian Basin,
as well as others, having analogies in Kuban, in North Subcaucasus
and In Cimmerian finds from the northern Black Sea coast. The whole
of them is dated back to the turn of HaB and C, and generally to
half the 8th—half the 7th centuries B.C. In the context of similar
finds from the Carpathian Basin, the grave mentioned may be counted
among the group of finds connected with the infiltration of ethnically
strange groups from the east.

Finally from Wroclaw-Wojszyce (Silesia, Poland) comes a loosely
found (?) cross-like part of a horse harness,®® similar to the one
discovered in Liptov. It is probably dated back to the same time, but
the circumstances of discovering it are not clear; it may have come
from a destroyed “Lusatian” grave out of a cemetery in this locality,
the youngest phase of which might fall to the decline of the Bronze
Age >4

The last find of a loose character is the gold bracelet from Mieczni-
kowo (known also as coming from Vogelgesang) Watbrzych Voivodship
(fig. 23), considered so far as a relic related to the Scythian phase.?
Already L. Franz°® drew attention to the possibility of connecting it
with the relics of a similar type from Armenia, the Caucasus and
Luristan, quoting analogous bracelets with tips in the shape of stylized
heads of prey birds. Similar was the recent attitude of B. Brentjes,?7
quoting analogies for the bracelet of Miecznikowo in the Hettite-Syrian
circle of the 9th—8th centuries B.C. This object should be crossed out
from the register of the so-called Scythian relics and transferred to
the group of the so-called Pre-Scythian ones, of an undoubtful Middle-
Eastern origin.

In order to clear the origin and character of eastern assemblages
and relics disclosed in the range of the Carpathian Basin and the
southern part of the area of the Lusatian culture, it will be right
to draw a short characteristics of their particular categories and pay
attention to which of them occur also in the area of the northern Black
Sea coast. This is necessary for further settling whether there are
bases to recognize their “Cimmerian” origin, or in accordance with
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Whereas the sides, of particularly types I and III according to
Essen, belonged to the so-called Pre-Scythian relics occurring in great
quantities and characteristic of both the North Caucasus and Kuban as
well as of the Carpathian Basin on the one hand, and of the Dnieper
area and the northern Black Sea coast on the other. They are much
scarcer in the Volga Basin.®® The fact of their so vast and general
outreach, from the Caucasus to the Danube, can be linked not so much
with the spreading among the Cimmerians of that element of the
harness, as with the reverse process: the widespread use among the
steppe population of the northern Black Sea coast of the saddle-horse,
to the Sub-Caucasian origin in the steppe zone to which attention 1Is
drawn by A. A. Essen.%!

Moreover essential seem to be here the remarks of E.N.Cernyh,
based on the results of metallographic examination of bhronze articles,
the so-called Pre-Scythian articles from the northern Black Sea coast
and the Sub-Caucasus.®? Notwithstanding the great similarity of their
forms, a decidedly different composition of the bronze raw material
has here been stated; this would seem to indicate the possibility of
their independent production in both the mentioned areas up to the
moment, however, of a publication of these results, we shall do no
more than draw attention to this observation.

The whole typology of “eastern” finds and relics accessible in the
area of Lusatian Culture, reaching back to the 8th—T7th centuries B.C.
makes it clear that a large part of that type of objects shows close
connections with similar findings coming from the Carpathian DBasin
and particularly the Great Hungarian Plain,®® and dated back to the
turn of the 9th to half or the end of the 7th centuries B.C.

The phase contemporary to HaB 3 and the beginning of HaC is
represented in the area of Lusatian Culture by the following finds:
daggers of both the variations of the Kabardino-Piatigorsk type, spear-
heads with little holes at the base of wings, skipetar battle-axes and
some elements of the horse harness (especially cheek-pieces of Cherno-
gorovka type). The objects mentioned have been found only in the
south and south-western parts of the Lusatian Culture and almost

exclusively in assemblages related to the local population such as
graves, hoards or settlements, sometimes loose finds. The decided
majority of these findings does not allow linking them with a supposed
infiltration or assaults of strange populations, with the exception of
the grave assemblage of Liptov, from the border zone, or the arrow-
heads from the destroyed settlement of the Lusatian Culture in Brno-
Obrany and perhaps in Krepice too. The remaining objects of “astern’”
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