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Preface : o
‘ of Slavic
*HE BIRTH O} this book dates back to 1958 whf.‘l] Pl'ofessor aurhor- Il o

I Roman |akobson of Harvard University invited me to talk

on the |m'l=:\m[y of the Slavs mn the course entitled 'S]avic

Peoples and Cultures’. This volume covers the period of the !
prehistoric) and Early Slavs before the formation of the - Nitra, Z. Vinski
] vets in Kiev, L.
Ju. V. Kukhare
Moscow, M. A. Tik
Insticutes of Arcl
and Nitra and the I
preparation of the m

!.[t‘h‘
Slavic States in the ninth and tenth centuries AD. Now that it is

finished, I dedicate The Slavs to Roman Jakobson in commemor.
ation of his seventy-fifth birthday in October, 1971.

['he story of how the onginal Slavs erupted from a small
nuclear territory to spread over large tracts of Europe is one of the
most remarkable in the early history of peoples, and provides a
particularly challenging topic for the JrCII:]CL)l()giSI. Our know.
ledge of the Slavic migration is based on a combination of
historic record and archacological and linguistic evidence.

his provides good indirect proof for many other prehistoric
Indo-European migrations for which no written records exist.
['he challenge of evaluating the tremendous amount of litera.
ture in the numerous Slavic languages, containing conflicting
views on the problem of the Slavic homeland, was akin to 2
long trip through a jungle. Whether or not I have succeeded in
locating 1t with the aid of the available archaeological and

linguistic data, future scholars will judge.
[t was a further challenge to attempt to trace Slavic cultural

elements throughout the Iron Age when their lands were
disturbed or occupied by Iranian-speaking peoples and Goths
and to 1denufy the formation of Slavic material culture after
their widespread migrations.

For comments on the text of the unpublished manuseript I
wish to express my most sincere thanks to professors Henrik

Birnbaum, Pavel Ivic and Roman Jakobson. For assisting |




Introduction

—y=1e story of the Slavs as deciphered from archacological,
I historical, linguistic and folkloristic sources reveals the vital

ngredient of tenacity as the attribute that kindled the Slavie
pfmwmnnn [nitially an insignificant, repeatedly sub]uga,ted
Indo-European group living north of the Carpathian mountains

and the middle Dnieper river area, the Slavic farmers through
their persistence managed to survive and ultimately succeeded in
ccupying a vast territory in Central and Eastern Europe and the

Peninsula. Their expansion was not episodic like that of

Balkan Pe
‘he Huns and Avars, it was a colonization. Scholars have bril.

liantly deduced the existence of a Proto-Slavic parent language

from the linguistic evidence.
I'oday there are about 200 million Slavonicfspeaking peoples

n the world. Their thirteen separate languages, grouped into
western, southern and eastern blocs, emerged from what appears
to have been a single language unul the ninth century Ap, The
ges within the respective blocs show close affinities and
eransitional dialects connecting them can be observed; but there
are also countless differences, just as there are between those of one
bloc and another. The contemporary Poles, Kashubians, Sorbs
[usatians), Czechs, Slovaks, Slovenes, Croats, Serbs, Macedo-
nians, Bulgarians, Ukrainians, Russians and Byelorussians
possess individual languages and diverse cultural patterns which
evolved during the last ten centuries. The Slavs are not a blood
group; there is no Slavic race, as there is no Germanic or Romance

]J.I“:;:U

race.
The Slavic dispersion from a small nuclear area into lar ge

tracts of Europe and Asia provides a convenient basis for evaluatr
ing Slavic chronology. The period of their residence i
nuclear area fits into a framework of their prehistory; thei




An enormous amount of literature has been
medieval Slavs, but the Slavic mm
century formaton of the Slavie states, ear
records of the Slavie introduction to Che
carlier than the accounts of the ‘Sclavini® w
century historians, Procopius and Jm-dm Tk
sututing a branch of the Indo-European peoples,
to have needed as long a period of time for the devel
language and culture as did the Greeks, Balts,
[llyrians, Thracians and other lndOrEuropeanm

This book will endeavour to construct a prehisto
history of the Slavs from their beginnings in the seco;
nium BC to the ninth and tenth centuries Ap Whmtﬁe
Empire, and the Kievan and other Slavic states wete.ﬁg




The ‘Proto’-Indo-Europeans were semi-nomadic p:
having a patrilinear and patriarchal social system. They were
breeders and possibly used horses as mounts and posses
vehicles as early as the third millennium se. This explains their
mobility. It took them less than a millennium to conquer and/or
assimilate a number of Balkan and Central European food-
producing cultures as well as convert some North European
hunters and fishers to their way of life. Wherever the Indo-
European groups spread, Central or Northern Europe, the Balkan
Peninsula or the Near East, they brought with them specifically
Indo-European elements recognizable archacologically in dif
ferent social, economic and habitation patterns, religious symbols,
burial rites and art traditions.

The infiltration of Europe by the Indo-Europeans initiated a
new era. Great civilizations of the fifth and fourth millennia in the
Balkan Peninsula, the Black Sea coasts and the Aegean area dis-
integrated. The North Pontic culture was the first to be assimi-
lated by the husbandmen from the east. Next, the highly civilized
cultures of the Balkans and eastern Central Europe succumbed:
Cucuteni-Tripolye in the western Ukraine and Moldavia,
Gumelnitsa in southern Romania, Bulgaria and eastern Macedo-
nia, Vinca in the central Balkans, Butmir in Bosnia, Bodrog-
keresztur in the Tisza region and Lengyel in the Middle Danube
basin. All of these great Neolithic-Chalcolithic and Copper Age
cultures gradually disintegrated. The Funnel-necked Beaker cul-
ture of north-western Europe, with its collective burials in
passage graves, suffered the same fate. Even the east Baltic area and
southern Scandinavia underwent thorough cultural change.

The cultural groups of Indo-European character which formed
during the course of several centuries usually occupied territories
whose limits of distribution no longer coincided with those of th
pre-Indo-European groups. The environmental conditions
Indo-European tribes sought differed from those of the g
farmers of the pre-Indo-European era. They needed |




Al |

In the area north of the Carpathian mo
Dhnieper region, where the Slavic people:
lived, cultural continuity can be traced from
Indo-European tumuli (kurgans) to the time of
East Germanic migrations. Typical Indo-Euro
elements that derived from the steppes include: pas
some agriculture, hill-forts, small villages with small
houses, specific burial rites including burial in house-lik
cures usually built of timber covered by a low mound (m
and simple unpainted pottery decorated with cord impj-”
stabbing or incisions. Their economy, habitation paftern; 4
structure, architecture, and lack of interest in art were in shary
contrast to the local Cucuteni-Tripolye and Funnel‘neé"
Beaker cultural elements. =
Tumuli with very similar artifacts are found in eastern Slovakia
as far west as the Ondava and Laborets river valleys, in lhe
<outh-eastern corner of Poland, in Galicia and Podolia in thc.
north-western Ukraine, in Bucovina and Moldavia and in the
Middle Dnieper area south of Kiev.? Most of this area belongs to
the eastern Beskid and Volyno-Podolian uplands. The region is
naturally delineated by the steppe belt on the south-east, the
Carpathians on the south-west and the Pripet lowlands’and
forests on the north. A variant of the Kurgan culture in this
North Carpathian region was closely related to the Kurgan or
‘Corded Pottery’ groups existing in Central and Northern
Europe during the latter part of the third and the beginning of the
second millennium BC. Because a Bronze Age culture of the
second millennium BC continued in the same geographical area
we may regard the North Carpathian Kurgan region as 3';
nuclear zone of the Proto-Slavic culture.
A n unquestionable cultural continuity throughout the Brorji'k—
and Early Iron Ages in this area is indicated by archacol'gsi A
research, and this is supported by the linguistic evidence. A. pe
as 1837 the Slovak philologist, Safaiik, placed the origin,




eper basin as a Slavie homelmd‘ﬂi‘
both river-name studies and archaeolugml
support to a long continuous development of he
here.® Max Vasmer, another distinguished Sh
similar conclusions through independent rese
names in Russia: he located the early Slavs in Gali
Podolia and the Middle Dnieper region.? '

Srudies of river-names have shown that Slavie examples are
be found along the Middle Dnieper and among the solities
cributaries of the Pripet. They are located in the triangle :
the River Pripet, the southern course of the Middle Dmc .
the area east of the Middle Dnieper.® The area of old Slavu:ﬂw
names ap proximi l((.l\ coincides with the spread ofthc Bronzeand

Early Iron Age cultures to the north and north-east of the Car,
pathian mountains and the Middle Dnieper region. The studyof"

these river names 1S most SIL,nthJnt hccausc they consumte
permanent evidence of ethnic conditions. However, the names
Dnieper and Dniester are not of Slavic origin. Linguists Judge
them to be borrowed from Thracian (Dacian). Don and Donets
are unanimously accepted by linguists as Iranian names, We
find 2 number of other river names of Iranian origin north of the
Black Sea.® This is not surprising since Iranian tribes, Seythians
and Sarmatians, in the North Pontic region were present from
round 700 BC to the fourth century AD. '

Common Indo-European names for trees such as birch, oak,
ash, alder, aspen, elm, maple and hornbeam, were retained in
Proto-Slavic: all Slavic languages share them. This supports the

view that the Slavic homeland must have been located in 2

limatic zone where natural conditions did not differ much from

L |

those of the Indo-European homeland. The above-mentioned"
deciduous trees grow in the forest steppe and steppe belts The

ancient or Common Slavic plant terminology is in agreeme
with the archaeological reconstruction of the environment |
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Fig. 4 Diagram to show the place of Proto-Slavic I,-E:l‘_
European language families .

Sarmatians; 4) the middle Danube basin and Wi-f
and Oder basins which belonged to the Proto-lllvriane 20
other groups of Indo-European speakers during the Bronzs
Early Iron Ages; and §) a Proto-Germanic tcrritor,:
western Europe including Denmark, Holland, southern o
and north-western Germany. The North Carpathian repion
not incorporated in any of these Indo-European territo b

The Carpathian mountains separated the Slavs fror
Dacians, yet close relationships were maintained throne
the Bronze Age and the Early Iron Age. Slavic neighb
the east were constantly changing. If the Cimn
inhabited the northern shores of the Black Sea belos
Iranian group of Indo-European languages, as
names tend to show, then the earliest Iraniansspes
Slav’s southeastern borders were Cimmerians. At th '
eighth century BC, the Cimmerians were cong
Scythians, who in turn, some five hun




N Lk
Judging from archaeological evidence, the peri
must have ended in the first half of the sec g
and in the long history of relationships between th
Slavic languages there were periods of complete j
and parallelism. Baluc lands covered an enormous
forested Europe. Whilst there is evidence of early are
and linguistic differentiation in the Baltic area, the |
settled more compactly and the pace of their cultural
guistic differentiation was considerably slower. The S
languages remained much closer to each other than did th

the Baltic, in spite of vast migrations during the Sixthfs-- '
(- El .-.j‘

centuries AbD.
Early historic sources are in agreement with linguistic

archaeological data in placing the Slavic homeland territm-'y_l

between the upper Vistula and the Middle Dnieper basins,
Unfortunately, 1t is just in this region that archaeological resear-cl':
lags behind that of most areas of Europe. Nineteenth- and early
twentieth-century archaeologists were interested either in thz
glamorous Scythian animal art objects, sometimes made of gold
and found north of the Black Sea, or in central European Lusatian
urnfields thought to bL_‘ proto-Slavic. The drab al’Chaeological
remains of migrating farmers and stock-breeders who did neg
build houses or temples of stone or clay and did not create any out-
standing and individualistic art style have not attracted the
interest of archacologists and have not stimulated national pride
['he scientific reconstruction of the prehistoric Slavie culture stili
awaits a meticulous modern archaeologist. The general picture
of the North Carpathian culture during the Bronze and Earl

Iron Ages as outlined in the next chapter is a patchwork based ofyl
meagre archaeological data. Nevertheless, it is necessary to utilize
every scrap of evidence in order to draw all possible conelusions:

Without the archaeological materials the ancient Slavie material

culture, its developmental phases, chronology and cultur:
l'(’ld[[ﬂl]‘i cannot b": l'CCOI'IS[rUC[ed-

For almost

By

evident in their b
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y ¢ 12000 C. 750 BC— Late Bronze A

The Proto-Slav element is known as ‘Bilo
scttlement on the Upper Ingulets river; it is also ea
of ash accumulations’, the large accumulation o

indicating the settled nature of the population. Central Eu
influences have now diminished. ’

4 ¢ 750 toc. s00 BC Early Iron Age

This culture, known as ‘Chernoles’, is contemporary iy
Early Scythian period. Scythian sites of the seventh and
centuries BC are found east of the Middle Dnieper, in thes 5

Psél and Vorksla basins.

S0 10 C. 200 B(‘

came culture, contemporary with and influenced by th

continued until the arrival of the Sarmau';ms!;} -
from

b L
[he
Scythians,
bevond the Volga.

[hese phases, relation to the Table, will now be examined
ne

in greater detail:

(  Early second millennium to ¢. 1500 BC — Early Bronze Age
Barrows and isolated finds provide the only information abou
this group during the first half of the second millennium Bc.t
Large scale excavation of settlement sites has not yet been Cal'rie-d
out. From preliminary surveys of Early Bronze Age villages it i
known that they were small, occupying no more than 3,000—3 S':Js
square metres, and usually were located on a bank of a :;Ve:,
[races of houses indicate that they measured about 4 X s m. In th'
Upper Dniester basin a number of well-preserved barrows we:
wvated fifty or more years ago. The tumuli of Kochanovka anj
Ostapie near Skalat in the district of Tarnopol are of interest.2
[he barrows were 1-2 m. high and over 20 m. in diameter suf:
rounded by stone rings. The dead were buried in a contra;cté& .
position, lying on their sides, within a cist-like structure ofstoheﬁ

EXCq




imilus, plan and cross-section, from the area north of the Carpathian
Farnapol

[n each grave there was either a pot, a battle-axe or a fling celt o
scraper. L\'L‘.t'\'h‘ll.l”}-’ copper ornaments, usually spiral Cal"rings.
were found. The grave goods resembled those found during the
carlier period of the Kurgan (‘Corded Pottery’) culture.

>ome ume Eu‘fbrc thc mlddlt" Ofﬁthc sec:)nd mil]cnniUm BC, a
cultural variant developed. It was named the 'Bilopotok Clllture"
ifter a cemetery discovered near Chortkiv in the district of Tar,
nopol, inthe Upper Dniester valley.3 The artifacts associated with

his culture complex come from about twenty barrow cemeteries
Podolia and northern Moldavia. To this group belongs the
rge hill-fort of Costisa located on the bank of the River Bis.
(r Inhumation burials in stone cists were equipped with
corded pots, usually double-handled, stone battle-axes, fling
knives and other items typical of a culture of Kurgan derivation.
From the middle of the second millennium Be the Biloputok
group in Moldavia was replaced by another Indo-European
| Kurgan) enclave, Monteoru of north-eastern Romania. In the
Upper Dniester region this cultural group continued into the
Middle Bronze Age.
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WIENS from the Kﬂmdrmr Pha,—(

2 ( See foc. 1200 BC Middle Bronze 4‘1‘@:‘
rom around 1500-1400 BC the Upper Dhnjest
looded with Central European ‘Tumulys cult
Material culture became nmrkedl‘\' enriched. Bro

11

€r baSin Was
ure’ bronges.

; f
s and weapons increased Around 1400 Bcbtl}?enzé;r;:l
Europeans from the region of present-day western Slovakia'
Moravia and perhaps Bavaria moved south-eastward B
Hungary to northern Yugoslavia and western Romapj,. T(::

Central Europeans were apparently not interested j
steppe and forested region; it remained beyond the

.00-1300 BC, from Komarov and other sites in the Upper Dniester basin

Ligrations. Except for a number of bronz_c hoards of Central
}zle;cwpfdﬂ ‘Tumulus’ type in the Upper Dniester basin, there are
no traces of penetration of Central Europeans norfh of the Car.
\[hlan mountains. However, Ccptral Euro!:ean influences can
E; discerned through the marked intensification of metallurgical
civities and trade. A series of bronzc. ornaments that are typical Plates 1, 2
it'rhc North Carpathian-Middle Dnieper region appeared. We Fig. 6
;—nd pins with rthomboid-plate heads aqd several variants of long
ins with circular convex'plat.e or conical heads. A numbc.r of
Epual armerings and neckerings and arm. and_ lnkle:nngs
ending in spiral plates were probably locally produced. Gold

33




spiral ear-rings occur occas! -
the Early Bronze Age along with bre
with a midrib. .

Traces of settlements have been discovered on
banks or promontories. Pits containing habii
that most houses had been of a small subterrar
by 5 m.,* but that some houses were above groun
agriculture and animal domestication comes from
barley and two types of wheat ( Triticum monococcum a
fint sickles, grind- and quern-stones, bones of cattle, h
and pig.

One of the largest cemeteries, containing 56 barrows, was
cavated at Komarov, in the district of Stanislav on the &7
Dniester. The cemetery of low barrows, usually about 1 m.
and about 20 m. in diameter, extended over a disn i
some 2-5 km. along the ridge of a Carpathian foothill.7 Gﬁﬁ
in this cemetery date from various periods of the Bronze and Eail
[ron Age, but the richest ones belong to the Middle Bronze.Agé;.
synchronous with the ‘“Tumulus’ period of Central Europe,
Therefore, we apply the name ‘Komarov’ to the North Ca:: o
pathian complex which existed between the fifteenth and twel&& |
centuries BC. Burials in Komarov and other cemeteries Were g
lying in a contracted or an extended position in timberamoféd:bf; £
stone-covered graves. Occasionally flat and cremation gtav& '
appeared. -

Komarov pottery was in no way outstanding: rough caling
shaped pots, sometimes with a ridge decoration around the n
There were also barrel-shaped or globular pots, bowls, dmhg
fine ware. The finer ware, made for funeral purposes, m
double-handled vases some of which were decorated with
sings, closely resembling those on Central European “T

IAF
g

and Transylvanian ‘Otomani’ vases, though the Carg
mountains separated these people from the “Tumulus’

mani’ peoples. Decoration by cord impressions dis:




The Slavs

possessed individual ceramic styles and
their burial rites were somewhat differene. The Trzcini

- w .
inhabited flatlands and forested areas while the Komaroy le
lived in the plateau area. In both regions parallel lines of develo
ment can be observed throughout the Bronze and Early Iron 1
\'.'.'-“

1200 to c. 750 BC—Late Bronze Age
Sites with remarkably uniform material from the Lage Bronzu\ge
n Podolia 3 culture

known from all over the llwrcsr»ﬂeppe belt. I
ch existed towards the l\cgnming of the first mille

_ nnium B s
called *Bilogrudivka’ after a settlement on the Uppcr Ingulcts

r west of the Dnieper.® “Vysotskoe” is the name given to 5
culture which existed at the end of the Bronze Age and the be.

ginning of the Iron Age in the Upper Dniester basin. I
derived from a cemetery near Brody in Volynia whe
humation and cremation graves were found.9

[he largest number of habitation sites has been reported from
e Ingulets, Tjasmin and Uman river basins west

_ of the Middle
nieper in Podolia. Here low mounds Ito2m., in height and
m. in diameter made up of ashes, animal bones, potsherds

tools are found. The mounds are usually disposed in 3 line, 2
ese ash mounds thay

ture its name of “the
in Russian (from 20la,

IS name js
re 141 iﬂf

Late Bronze Age ornaments from the habitation site at Sobkivka near Uman, western
; b, bracelets ; c, spiral ornament worn at the temples

Fig.
Ukraine. a,

l Y

filled with millet grain. Sickles were still

Zo?:i?éi;tp;ﬁh‘:ih bronze sickles of the Central European
ma
tYF; zglz):a;)g;:i(:?r?:;ﬁcathm Western contacts, includ;d tlhc

re:nt types of South Carpathian metallurgy: sockete ::]1 ts,
e sickles, bracelets, neck-rings, and fibulae. Occs.lsxo Y,
o ith lu:’mlatc blades and ring handles appeared in graves.
raz{}::rsl wet probably of Villanovan origin, was found in Podo-
IA : : I[-?o\;rever, the majority of metal types were of local chara;)m.
& Imost every grave of the Vysotskoe and 'other cemeteries there
s t more bronze ornaments; it might be a straight pin
i< oa rolled-up head, an earring, a bracc!et w1.th overs :
mdu.lg - ds, a finger-ring, or a head ornament with spu'al ends Fig. g
lappmgt :t[:e t;mples. It is interesting that the graves contained no
:z‘:;;:ns- indeed, this characterizes the whole cultural complex,

ircle or a semi-circle on a river terrace. It s th

the Late Bronze and Early Iron Age cul
y yidy T L 5
of ash«pits’, *kultura zol’nikov

[he basis of the economy was agriculture and stockzbrecding,
Bones of cattle, sheep, goats, pigs, and dogs have been identified,
Horse meat and pork were evidently used for funeral feasts and a5
fferings to the dead, for in pots from the cemetery of Vysotskoe
traces of fat and the bones of horses and pigs were found. In ad.

dition to pots of meat, there were loaves of bread, some of which
were charred. There was no salt in the bread, and the kind of
grain used 1s unidentifiable. In one of the graves

of the cemetery at




’-\"\‘\ weapons l*-:lng known from the SUCCCCdiﬂ | .
either. It tllustrates the contrast bc:wcen thc gm;?n AECPh;m
European tribes of Central Europe, the Proto-Se ll:t_al'lz:d Indo.
of the Pontic steppe and the peaceful fa yan Mot
Podolia. mers of Volynia ang
- ‘eramic forms became only a little more elabor:
been 1:‘1 the Middle Bronze A.gt?. Kitchen ware :mtban thCYhad
tulip-shaped pots ornamented around the shouldoensm?d Oflarge
:;1\ impressions or with an applied ridge havin rst‘tlth ﬁnger.w
-\.-.r.r}m .w:d_.nmmng‘c:?ds. The latter decoration ﬁngds o Parall'el
he Proto-Secythian Innbcpgrave culture’ in the | _—
of southern Russia. There were also large dish ower Valus
. ._‘er[‘.L\i ims. The better pottery high’hand]e;and bowls
q at biconical vessels—were grey, black atid yello g bcup§ and
['heir ornamental mfmi% were 1ncised, impresscd\; e
stamp, o l_.~u_\:?m_i of white incrusted triangles ¥ 4 CEl
A series of fortified hill settlements alohg .th Tiasms
Upper ingu‘h‘rs‘. rivers in the district of Kirovocr ci]a}'lsmm o
;;;-k.‘.la]\.(.xcu-i. | I h;;rl carliest materials can be attribugteil to :}‘:’3 5
Bronze Age ‘B ogrudivka phase’ but most of th ¢ LS
later afhiliations. o the findsiEve
About 1200-1100 BC the Proto-Scythian culture of th .
steppe became a dominant power north of the Bc;a CRQSSI;@H.

ck Sea. Is

4 C.750
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gradual
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The Slavs

Small hillforts sitvated 1n naturally P""*""c.th FPoth, ou'g
banks, usually within the bend of a small ""’ﬂ.or_“ l.ht b
Huence of two nvers, charactenize the eastern dlllnbuuon llld
expansion of the € 'hcmnlcs._ at th‘_-‘ expense of the P"’"”Smh"".‘“
culture. A concentration of hillforts "f"‘“ found in the Tjumm
river valley. Most of these were round forts about 40 to 100 m. in
diameter encire led l‘\' an k‘.lrl}“'ln rampart IOPPCd by . d.ercn“.ve
timber wall and surrounded Irnf‘[_v1 the outside by A dischy -
.'.!“‘h | example is the hillfort _Ul Tjasmin. Its rfampart, 12 m,
vide and 1 m. high, was built of earth and clay. Wooden fortifi,

r e were found to have been burnt; remains of beams and
it the foot of the rampart. From these remains jt js
hat they originally formed square boxes between ver,

1 Ihe ditch was 9 m. wide and 3°75 m. deep. On the

‘ : n part ot EEM‘ \]-‘PL’ f;li.‘“]g ‘1“."1)' ﬂ-om (hC TiVCl’ [hC approach

rrified by another rampart and ditch, Originally the hill

f Chernoles was a small round fort within an area of about

70 m., but gradually it was enlarged and might have

| as a tribal centre. A few semisubterranean rectangular
- about 6> 10 m. in size with clay floors and hearths In
“ were discovered. On the hillfort of Subbotoy near
. : seven semi-subterranean dwellings came to light, A
; villages in the vicinity, the hill-forts must haye been
te L“'.m:]\' muilitary purpose ofpmtccring these and sery

1n
| refuges for the whole population in time of danger from enem?
| ]ﬁ as well as seats for the chieftains.
' ! 1 ition sites and hillforts have revealed good evidence for
cultural occupation: saddle-querns, grindfstones, hoes of

e, antler and iron, and flint sickles. Though plough-shares
.Ji\ used, none have been found. Wheat, barley and

.? were cultivated. The great quantities of domestic animal
3 mainly pig but also cattle, sheep and goat, collected at hill,
ts and other sites emphasize the importance of stockzraising.
[hat the horse was used for riding is shown by a considerable
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i “LUSATIAN.. [
ILAUSITZ)«Col

CRACOW ]

-~

) (THRACO-SCYTHIAN

s

Complex )

—~N ] =

. o W e ' |Is|r }.B LACK
g

o Danube ‘e JTomis SEA

| &Callans

0 B0 100 150 200 250 Miles

; 0 100 200 300 400 Kilometres
""" Westward extension of Early Scythians
; — Boundary between forest and forest-

steppe zone
Boundary between forest-steppe and Sleppe zone
‘ * Greek colonies

sssessss  Southward spread of the Balts (Mil
i and the Baltic river names
| 8 k|

| /' 200-500 metres above sea level

ograd and Jukhnovo complexes)

Fig. 11 Distribution of the ‘Chernoles" and neighbouring cultural complexes
during the Early Iron Age, c. 750-500 BC




ull-fort at Tiasmin, South of Kiev. Chernoles
ntury BC. Ramparts are shown by hatching,




Fig. 14 a, .r'.:‘} figurine of a horse. Chernoles hi!lzforr. b, brarrlrrfrom the Kiev are 'I.";- }

complex ,'l;"z'h'\ same Size b

placed in graves. The bracelet illustrated on this page
frequent ornament during the seventh century BC, and tog
with spiral-headed pins and ear-rings or ornaments for the ter
it constituted the jewellery of a Chernoles woman,

[n addition to metal products adhering to clearly local traditio :'
the Middle Dnieper and Upper Dniester areas contain bridle
parts and bronze vessels of Kobanian (Caucasian) and Assynzﬁ.l,l l
type dating from around the end of the eighth century Bc, These
must have been brought by the Scythians, after they had con,
quered the Cimmerians on the Black Sea coasts, established
themselves as overlords of the whole Pontic steppe region, and s
expanded westward to eastern Central Europe. Scythian elements
definitively entered parts of the forest-steppe zone; their remains
are found east of the Middle Dnieper in the Sula, Psél, Sejm and
Northern Donets basins*s in the same region where river names
of Iranian origin are encountered. It is believed by linguists tha
these date from Scythian times. 5 Contacts between the Baltic
Iranian languages, for which there is firm linguistic evidence,
also date from the period when Seythians occupied the e
corner of the Chernoles territory and became imme
bours of the eastern Baltic Jukhnovo group.'7

Pottery was the most conservative element: the
biconical pots with an attached ridge between nec

the dishes and the handled cups did not differ s




the Bronze Age. Kitchen ware was roughly made, unburnish
and tempered with crushed quarez, However, occasional wel
made pear-shaped vases with high neck and narrow base,
burnished and decorated by channclling. incrustation. l'ﬂCl'.lion‘-ﬁ: i
mammiform bosses, were found. These were reminiscent of
[hracian Basarabi ware. Burnished pots were black, yellow or
red in colour. When compared to the pottery of the preceding
ase, the Chernoles ware was more varied in shape and decora-
Fragments of Greek vases of the Rhodes-Miletus type dating
seventh and sixth centuries BC were discovered in a
of sites; they serve to establish the chronology of the

' e

CIis

['here were sharp distinctions between the culture of the forest-
ind steppe regions throughout the seventh, sixth and later
ries 8C. What Herodotus has to say about the people north
vthia and their culture 1s instructive. In Book IV of his
. he describes an expedition which the Persian king Darius
took against the Scythians in the year §15 BC. In his day, foreststeppe
"was a large country and ethnically heterogeneous. Out of nomadic S

lotus” list of Scythian subject peoples, the only ones I would ‘ medieval eastern
as Slavic are the so-called ‘Scythian husbandmen or .
[hese he locates along the River Dnieper:

¢
\

ghmen

Beginning from the part of the Borysthenites [at the mouth of
Dnieper |, which is in the middle of the whole sea coast of
the Callipidae, who are half Greek and half Scythian,

- the first inhabitants. Beyond them dwell another people,
who are called Alizones. . . . But beyond the Alizones dwell
the Seythian husbandmen, who sow corn not for food but for

sale. And above them dwell the Neuri. . . . (IV, 17)

Across the Borysthenes [the Dnieper], starting from the sea:
[Black Sea], the first place is Hylae; and above this dwell the
Scythian farmers. These Scythian farmers inhabit the land for




The Slavs

Fig. 17 I'om'r} Jrom the Scythian period, c. 500-300 BC. Ornamented pot
{ fc_h‘f from the settlement at Novotroits

koe, district of Sumy near Lebedin ; the
others from the hill-fort of Basovka in the Sula river valley

and Severnyj Donets rivers were systematically excavated.?° Some
hillforts yielded good stratigraphy where layers dating from the
seventh and sixth centuries were overlaid by those of the fifth to the
third century Bc. One such stratified hill-fort is that of Belsk in the
district of Poltava, excavated by Gorodtsov in 1906,

large hill-fort could have served as a tribal centre for
turies. Both stratigrapl

continuum with signs

This very
many cen.
1y and typology indicate a single cultural
of gradual impoverishmentastime went o,
Now the forest-steppe people seem to be just ‘Scythian farmers’
overshadowed by Scythians and fourishing Greek colonies along
the northern coasts of the Black Sea. From archaceological remains
it can be seen that Scythians and Proto.Slavs did not mix. Their
respective ways of life were worlds apart: the semi-nomadic horse.
riding lords of the Pontic steppes enjoyed their mounting strength
and influence over large portions of Europe, and their renowned
style of animal art vividly reflects their dynamic character, while

5 cm.

the carthzbound‘P oto-Sk
and breeding fml.ﬂﬂl"-
their northern nclghb‘ou
ducts; their attention sd _
r.:;on, the Thracian WM‘ .
ria. | .
BU,}%‘C conservativism of tl':seh“ ming culu
“r some Scythian mirrors, eads, so-
er,sr?ngs, a¥1td a consideralgle.numi?g:.
amphorae made on a potter’s whul,-- e : aﬂ
signs of foreign inﬂucnce..Pottery bmmg more cru; . N
and techniques of decoration, such.:_ts mm:m -
of a ridge around the shoulders, dlnppufgd_. Beaker-st “m;i
Jlobular vessels and bowls decorat'ed-thh ﬁnguanp or nail in : - N
g ssions, rows of incisions or pit impressions p!edommmd. Fig. 17
Ef’en]boli; signs, such as incised snakr:s,_ can befound.oec?nona_uy_.
) ng the decorative motifs. In spite of the fact Fhat in many
. -g:cd settlements Greek vases are found dating from t!:le
e.x_c;‘ E‘ from Olvia) to the fourth—third (from Bosporus) centuries
Z:Zt they have not influenced either the shape or the finish of
loﬁlilrl):gneir{;f open-settlement type are -foun.d on hxgh and flat
river terraces. An increase of population is indicated by the
ber and size of villages. These often comprised as many as
e ‘zol'niki’ in an area of about 90,000 square metres. Exal'nplcs
Sl;"{ i h settlements are Peresechnoe and Ostroverkhovka in the
4 Su'ct of Kharkov.?* The remains of dwellings fou:?d ln.the
d'llslmcf: of Ostroverkhovka showed that they were div:d_ed nto
;l agmups cach comprising more than ten dwellings which may
re\;fe%t a sys;cm of large patriarchal families. So far b!mer preserved
houses have not been discovered but traces of scmusubtelzranean
c;:.)vellings sunk from 30 to 70 cm. into the ground, with one
hearth inside and another outside, have been found. Houses on
ground level with clay floors also occur.?3

49




The Slavs
Many more hillforts date from this phase than fro

one. Their basic requirements of a strategic location

overlooking a niver and offering a good bird's-eye vie

the same. Some hillforts were now situated at the for

in the forest. Their sizes ranged from one to fifty he

( 21 acres), but there were some exceptionally large hill.

1s those of Belsk in the Vorksla rver valley (4400 he:

$q. miles), Matronin 1n the Tjasmin river Vauey (206

or Basovka in the Sula river valley (119 hei

or 204 acres). Apparently the seat of power was concentrated

these large hillforts: smaller hillforts probably belonged to sub,

ordinate chieftains. Whole complexes of archaeological m‘mm

ments dating from the same period are usually found around large

hillforts. In the Upper Donets basin, on the bank of the river

Odrinka, the huge hillfort of Gorodishche has been excavated.

[es fortified area was about half a kilometre across, and on the sidg

facing away from the river it was protected by a triple ring of ram-

sares. Three to four km. away there was a much smaller hill.fort

17
or 494 4cCres Jy

occupying only 4'S hectares. Three open settlements were dis-
covered in the vicinity of these two hillforts.?¢ At Karavan in the
district of Kharkov there were three villages and a large barrow

cemetery near the hill-fort, all dating from the fifth and fourth

centuries BC.=°
Fortifications consisted of impressive ramparts, some cxtending

for several kilometres and as much as 1o m. high. Ditches border
ing the ramparts were often 4 m. deep. Since the terrain used for
hillforts varied considerably, their shapes and defensive syst
differed. No two hill-forts were alike. Houses within thefe i
Jrea were small, rectangular, above ground or slightly sun_k:- i

d. In many hill-forts clay daub with impressions of branch

]

gmun
has been discovered.

Of the large amount of animal bone found in both ope
ments and fortresses, more than 9o per cent belonged to'c
cated animals. Those of pig and cattle predominateﬁ




Fig. 19 Votive miniature loaves and a mi

crucible from an offering place in the hill-fort.
district of Kharkou

of grains. They were so well made that botanists
identify the species, namely: wheat, barley, rye, ¢
cow pea, and millet.2” A find of 2 similar nature was
hill-fort of Pasterskoe in the district of K_irovogmlm.
ture loaves made of real millet grains and Alour w,
number of large hill-forts baked clayaltars with b
acorns nearby were discovered. A
More information on agricultural tools now become
Fig. 204 A wooden plough was found in a peat b

‘ Tokari, district of Sumy, in 1921.3° § eis
dating from this period near the peat bog ar d since th
parallels from Early Iron Age peat bogs in N

oy -
=




forest-steppe region so-called iron ‘knives” are reported,
which had hooks or holes in the handles. Shramkg e
them to be coulters. A fter ploughing with a primitive'pﬂi
was necessary to go over the ground with a hoe, Ironh&u
already used during this period in addition ro hoes of 2
bone. The same method was used in Gereece, as depicfg&

scenes of husbandry on black-figure vases. .

The forest-steppe belt yielded very good conditions for agricul,

ture. In many areas there were still large patches of forest whi

prevented the land from becoming too dry, and there was mOﬁgii
unforested land for ploughing. Climatic conditions were 31!@
favourable. e

Fig. 22 Iron hoes used by
All found in graves: a, b,

can be used t
chronological
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cases dwellings inside the fortification:

several habitation villages are situated in the
hill-fort. This suggests that hill-forts were use
military purposes and as tribal headquarters. R
dwellings indicate that these were ed in grox
patriarchal family structure. The fact that the Proge
primarily an agricultural society suggests one reason w
here a culture of conservative nature and slow technole
velopment. There was a marked population increase at th

the Bronze Age and the beginning of the Early Iron Age,
Proto-Slavs moved east and settled in the Sula, Upp

Psél and Vorksla basins shortly before the invasion of th
Scythians around 700 BC. For many centuries, Proto-Slays liv
under Scythian influence and perhaps under thei rule, an,

became the ‘Scythian ploughmen’ to which Herodotus efers.

Y

During the Early Bronze Age, metallurgy did not develop on 3
local level and was subject to Central European
especially as a result of the increasing trade. The slow cemen
of stone and bone and a proliferation of ornamental Ohjﬁ o
metal started around the middle of the second millennium g,

1s interesting to note that the Proto-Slayvs throughout the e
period of their metallurgical advances made very few we;

this fact differentiates them from their Indo-European n

in Central Europe and in South Russia. Iron was not ing

to Proto-Slav metallurgy until the arrival and dominanee
Scythians.

Changes in metal artifact types provide a basis for a
tural developments during the period in question, but h
pottery styles furnish the clearest indication of cultural




CHAPTER 111 B

Slavic Tribal Names in Historic
Records of the First Centuries AD

P{]\l\vkll' RECORDS do not mention names '
ongin or of Slavic tribes prior to the first cen Sl p

When names idenufiable with the Slavs firse appeared S ;
lands had already been invaded by Sarmatians and C ,,
tribes. None of the records locate the Slavic tribes precisely o
Prolemy (¢. AD 100-178) in his Geagraphy, is the first to mention
the Slavic name Slovéne, which he wrote ‘Soubénoi’. Mogzyw :
explains that the /, being hard, would have sounded much like 18
t short w, while 1n Greek ow stood for u and b was pr°"°unced' :
Prolemy says very little about the Slovéne, but the fact that he
mentions them at all is of importance. According to him, the
whole northern part of Scythia near the unknown lands'and
before the Imaos (Ural) mountains, was inhabited by Scythian
_\'er.auku.n ) Alans, Souveni and Alanorsi.2 This is a vagué
location, for the Scythia of ancient times was the region north
of the Black Sea. '

[he name Slovéne disappears from historical records for almost
four hundred years after Ptolemy. Then, in the sixth century jt
reappears in the form Sklavenoi, used by the Byzantine historian
Procopius (d. §62) in his account of the Gothic wars ofs;s__ﬁ_."‘

[t 1s now applied to Slavs in the Lower Danube region, wh—-j?f
they were not autochthonous but invaders. This makes
Sklavenoi1 the earliest South Slavs known to history. Pm_.m
contemporary, the Roman historian Jordanes, discuss
Sclavini in his opus De Origine Actibusque Getarum (A1 |
located them between the Carpathian mountains and the Vistul

s




The Slavs

Indo-European root is *k lews, *k'lou, ‘to be clean, pun"-

is a river Slavura, one of the ributanies of the Lower
there are Ukrainian songs which tell of the Slavut, Slavt 2,
Slavuryéa, as the punfying, holy rivers. Similar names are
,qum among place names of the Dnieper area, Podolia and

ve Ukraine. T he tribes living along such rivers in the homeland

Id have adopted the name and thcy would have applied it to

would

IVETS 45 \.\Ll[ as to an enure l'fglﬂn “'hcn d,cy mlgrated

v have known another branch of the Slavs, whose
undoubrtedly related to that of the present-day Serbs,
Sarmatia (Geography V, 8), Ptolemy enumerates
es, among them the :s(rt'-a:, as follows: *. . . between
.n mountains [identified with the north-eastern foot-
he Caucasus] and the river Ra [Volga] live Orineoi,
' Moszynski sees the name derived from the
*sers, *serv., ‘guard, protect’, making it

ropean ro sere,
. with Latin servus; the v being interchangeable with b
¢ The original meaning of Serboi was probably
ardians of animals’.
cact with Slavic peoples the Sarmatians probably
name to refer to Slavs. Iranian lmguxsuc changes
Slavic *serv- would become *xarv- in Sarma.
addition of the suffix -at, it appears to be very
rvat, the name of the prcsentzday Croatians. This
s north-east of the Black Sea and in the Lower Don
d it is also cited as ‘Xoroathos’ and ‘Xorouathos™ in two
Iphabet inscriptions at Tanais from the second and third
s aD. They were deciphered by Pogodin in 1901.5

\"\.‘L ol . «

the Elder, in his Natural History (V1, 35), mentions the
among peoples living between the Sea of Azov and the
. At that time the area was ruled by Sarmatians. Ptolquy
 the second century and Greek inscriptions (such as “an 1

name Vjctkn-. Th
land of Vent/, ar
Arabicand Persian
Gerdezi b
though the




The Slavs
nadsky and Rybakov, speak of the Antes as the direc

of the Russians.

VENEDI, Jordanes recounts that a populous race of Venethi livir
VENETI northern slopes of the Carpathian mountains, at the &
the Vistula, were defeated by the Gothic King E
(Ermenrich). In another passage the name of Veneti appears
together with those of Sclavini and Antes.” He says that all of
them are related, ‘of one blood’. The Veneti can be rcgnrdﬁa:
Slavs on this evidence; yet, not all Veneti mentioned by th :
carlier historic records (Herodotus, Tacitus, Pliny the Elder and -
Ptolemy) can be easily identified with the Slavs.®
Tacitus’ Venedi (first century AD) were robber-like vagabandjq r
who carried out raids (‘latrociniis pererrant’) in the forests and
mountains located between Peucini (Germanic Bastarnae) in
the area of the East Carpathians and Fenni in present-day eastern
Russia. He says that, in contrast to nomadic horse-riding Sar, -
matian tribes, the Veneti built houses and fought on foot, equipped ﬁoldaé" i
with shields (Tacitus: Germania, 46). : :
[n spite of the fragmentary nature of the earliest historic records P
on Slavic tribes, their value is fundamental for a period concern,
ing which there is not much archaeological data available for

reconstructing a Slavic culture.




ire known on both sides of this river. Pliny (V1 15)
{ many Sarmatan tribes west of the Don, and in
Agrippa's map shows Sarmatians and not
of the Black Sea and east of the Dniepcr,
emains indicate that they must have reached the
Dnieper around 200 BC. Their early sites are con-
region of the Dnieper rapids, north of the Sea of
pper Donets basin, where they left more than

oure trans \'.‘Ig‘l (ypc.
matian archaeological evidence pertains to the
first century BC to the first century AD. In the
y tribes appeared west of the Dnieper, south
rivers Ros’, Rosava, Tjasmin, Turja and
ac—AD 23) knew of a number of Sarmatian
Roxolani, Aorsians, Siraces and Alans,
econd century AD they reached Moldavia, the lands
Danube, the Hungarian grasslands and even

“ rrr i

Most of the Sarmatian sites in Romania and eastern
yoe date from the third century AD.

ypposite page shows the extent of the Sar.

f \ ic tet m.orf.‘, particularly west of the Middle

physical presence of the Sarmatians naturally

Slavic culture. Linguists and mythologists speak of

influences and similarities in the Slavic religious

[t was during this era that Slavs borrowed from the
rds bogyl ';;.\d'. raji ‘paradise’ and svetd “holy’.

f the Sarmatians put an entirely different com.

==t

‘-:.‘L\;_‘\,\.‘,\,-\- north of the Black Sea, including the

e belt. They had close relations with the cities on the

I Sea coasts and with the Lower Danube region. The cone

n oal

the

h the Greek cities resulted in considerable Greek influence

—vian culture and art; Sarmatian elements can be traced
Bosporus kingdom, and Sarmatian names are known

from Bosporan inscriptions. It is believed that a part of the
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Sarmatian nation settled pcrmancntly in Greek Citiee |
element might have been a factor in the process of their bagh
ton.! In time, Sarmatian civilization lose its distinctive tra

and the whole North Pontic rcgion became uniform n'
material culture. >

IINETS COMPLEX, 200 BC AD 100

The name ‘Zarubinets” comes from the site of that name near
Perejeslav Khmelnitskij. It represents a new cultural complex

that appeared in the Pripet and Middle and Upper Dnieper
basins around 200 Bc. Zarubinets sites are recognizable by the
custom of cremating the dead and by the Presence of bropge

fibulae of late La Téne style. Their articulated and predominantly
polished pottery differed from the local Volyno-Podolian variety,
[heir sites spread as far north as the Upper Dnieper and the
Lower Desna basin.

he Zarubinets complex is related to the Pomeranian “Be]l,
wped Grave’ (also called ‘Pot-covered Urn’) complex of the

' century BC. This Pomeranian group, probably of western

Baltic stock, dispersed over almost all of Poland and along the
Western Bug river during the fourth century BC.,

2 ok M) »
N

lands but for"r__ﬁ.', {j,_ L

Balts and hardly
Dnieper. The maj

migration after
reached the no
Olvia, Tyras and
reached the Don.




Romans at the Dacian frontier and soon th
Dacia. The Gothic state Aourished for nearly 200
Huns invaded in AD 375.
Archaeological studies have shown that the G
culture spread from the Lower Vistula basin south
eastern Poland up the Western Bug valley 1o v,
Podolia in the second century Ap. The direction of
indicated by a chain of cemeteries, isolated graves and £
type known as ‘Tri§in’ after a cemetery near Brese,
containing finds of undoubtedly Germanic character s
Gepids forced their way through an area between the sg
Baluc tribes and the Przewor (Vandal:) group in Poland.
south they met Dacians and Sarmatians, Jordanes tells u.‘
before the Goths reached the Black Sea they conqueréﬂ.
Spali, probably a Sarmatian tribe, with w e s
must have been in close contact. *Spolin

meaning ‘giant’. After about AD 200, Sarmatian monyme
disappeared and gave way to a hybrid cultural compl,

(=

‘Chernjakhovo’.

Chernjakhovo sites of the third and fourth centuries
found between the Lower Danube in the south, the forestec
in the north and the River Don in the east.

These sites show much uniformity over a large area
cannot be ascribed to Gothic domination alone. It is
that the north-western invaders would have
inhabitants on their arrival, or that they wc
assimilated them. The density of Chernj;
constant increase in population. In the
castern Romania and western and ez
Sarmauans, Hellenized remnants o
Greeks, Dacians, and Getae mu
Germanic occupants. A copy of
map known as T
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Danube. The Dacians and Getae were native inhal
Venedi (*Venadi Sarmatae’), living north oflhé Yees
have been Slavs. Judging from cemeteries in 1¢
Sarmatans were merged with the local Getan po
had by this ime made the transition from a nomac
of agriculture. These ethnically diverse peoples wei
by the Goths, who instituted a centralized gove
could have provided the impetus for the unificat
culture over a large territory.

Historical sources provide some clues to the
sites and their inhabitants. However, during the last de
the basis of the wide distribution of highly uniform w

pottery and the fact that the northern limits of Cherniz

steppe zones, some archaeologists have proclaimed Che _
sites as Slavic (more precisely, eastern Slavic). It was the
the Gothic invasion could not be traced archaeolog
date, more than 1,000 Chernjakhovo sites are know
enormous bibliography on excavated sites exists.?

accumulation of systematically explored settlements much

has been thrown on the basic features and relation

complex. '
Scarcely any of the cultural elements we asso¢

first millennium BC can be observed during the

period: no habitation pattern of open settles

or barrow cemeteries could be found in an

east of the Dnieper) on the slopes of the f
or on sandy terraces far away fro

the Early Iron Age with its hur
provided no evxdence-afa _

not even from the region

expmthe 2

Slavic tradit ns
able for th -"-’
river terrace a
n Volynia
from two or
¢conomic purposes: .
The rectangular he
built walls of wat

floors and some had

of the houses consis
a hearth (sc
Germanic Stallh
or more.'® In the
area, forufied s

tures occurred i
by ‘S 1z
affinities either

with that near




Sarmatian crd \\hccl—-lhmwn PO!'.'CI'Y entercd thg
zone as an import, but now the craft itself penetr
Europe as far as the nnrlhcrn forcsrs. g
For the most part, the pots were grey in colour, being ma
clay [\‘lHPcchi with crude sand, and had sllshdy _!- ¥
bodes, plunuunu‘d shoulders, shallow necks, and out.
ims. Pithos-type pots Were made of a cleaner, finer Ch-y;. .
better pottery, red, orange or yellow in colour, occurred ir |
great variet) of shapes: profiled dishes, bowls without h ndles had no grave g o
howls with three handles, cups, beakers and t'legam jugs, > a Aﬁ S :
wvere also amphorae of Roman type. The most Sophisti‘ Pl{:- i th
ypes have analogies 10 the products of the coastal cities and the :ccjvators ;’Yu{!— ak

Roman provinces. In Volynia, the Upper Dniester basin and the «ocial or ethnic b

rea of the Dnieper rapids, the globular types sometimes had

slip of clay tempered with rough sand. This technique 2

points to orth-western influence since it was wide-spread

Vistula area. The Chernjakhovo ceramic art was 2l

merger of elements from many sources. The wheel-made :

can no lnngm serve the K\.rchacologist as a kcy artfact ha

{lagnostic value in helping to establish tribal limuts.
[he 1y entories of grave goods show a uniform ch

most of the large cemeteries excavated. In rich women’

there were usually no ear-rings or pins, but the graves

one or two fibulae, glass, amber or precious stone.

comb. In men’s graves the items might include a belt

or two fibulae and a knife. There was an enormol

pots in richer graves. An exceptionally well

which was probably that of a Gothic chie '

century AD, Was discovered in 193 5 at Ruc 2

in the Tarnopol district of the Upper Dniestet

more than two metres deep lay an extended

with two silver spurs, a silver k

Roman type, 2 silver bow
dishes and vases and d




wealthy man's grave from the cemetery of Chernjakhovo. The grave goods inelie
: 4 i o i b

heads. bronze fibulae, a bone comb and several vases. Not to scale
1

contai

During Roman tumes, in many parts of Europc, |
cemeteries are known. In Chcrnjakhovo cemeteries
was more common in the earlier, than in the later ph:
300 both rites were observed to the same extent, .j
century, inhumation predominated in the Cher

eteries of Romania and ﬁnally superseded crer

no continuity of burial rites during powC

Early Slavic cemeteries of the sixth and sevei

cremation cemeteries and the cmnmd

Plts. s
Towards the end of th& “i

scttlcmcnu and

Asia. Inm
Danube, and pus!
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i the forest-steppe area may have saved themselves by hidir
forests. From the end of the fourth and [thUghOl" d,.:-‘.“

CEnil
changed. It was after this turmoil that Slavs appeared in o
tformer \ "Eu'|n|.1khm'u terruory, introducing their own |.|*1L"—' ,
lements which continued into later centuries and spread to the
west, south and north.
['he contrast in topography, settlement pattern, archit ure
nd bural rites was too greatto allow of a continuity Ofc.hemj
» culture proper during the period of Slavie migrau'om.ﬁ )
he Chernjakhovo culture was a phenomenon per se, a result of
ad cultural relationships, flourishing trade, increase of Pl’ﬂr
ferulization by elements coming from the Roman
fusion of southern, western, northern and eastern

ury AD the ethnic picture north of the Black Sea entirs

modest Slavic cultural remains which emerged out of the ru
cannot have been dcrl\'c‘d ﬂ'om the classical Chemjakh 7
complex. We see in these remains a persistence of Early Iron Age
traditions which apparently lingered on in isolated areas throug
out the Sarmatian, ‘Zarubinets’ (West Baltic) and G
occupations, There are a few habitation sites and cemeter
datng from the period between the third and fifth centy
which may prove, as the amount of available material

to have belonged to the true predecessors of the Slavi

the fifth to the seventh centuries AD.?° Only a meti

of habitation pattern, economy and burial rites, |

study of the micro-evolution of physical types,

light on the problem of what happened to the Pro

the Gothic domination. That Slavic tribes did not

the Goths 1s evidenced by historical records. Je

that the Goth King Vinitar, soon after

upon the Antes and crucified thei

The earliest con
date from Chern
Chernjakhovo
as the earliest G
words. Those in_

fifth centuries (r
in the second g

centuries.*?
The early Gothie g

xy:.‘r—'house-" !

subterranean




Fhe Slavs

I
&l

from German "prnnmgsm'plccc of metal used as
with English “penny'; and myto—"duty, ribute, t¢

| &'l

"
ot

Germanic mita. Military words: vitgdzi—"knight, hero®

{ '.clm.ung viking or hvétingr; and trpba— ."““‘Pﬂ'.'rw
words, of Greek origin, seem to have entered Shviciﬁ hi
via early contacts with German missionaries: "drﬁr—. ‘h
via Old Bavarian kirkd from Greek kyrialkon; and -
probably via Old High German pfaffo from Greek m
According to Bernitejn, Gothic contributed another”' ou '
loan words to Slavic in the sixth and seventh ccnturies- . v |
was the language of the Moesian Goths, living along the'D o,
in what 1s now Bulgana, while their Slavic neighbours were .
arrivals in the Balkan area. This group includes: uino——'wing":;: i
vinogradii ‘\‘,-mcy.lrd'; smoky—"fig’, from Gothic smakka; usergdzi— e I|
‘car-ring’, from Gothic, *austhriggs; skuti—"lap® from Ga o
skauts—'hem of garment’; and buky—"‘letter, wridngs o
Gothic boka—"book’. The first Gothic bishop, Ulfila,
invented the Gothic alphabet and made their first trans
the Bible in the middle of the fourth century. So itis po; |
‘writing’, ‘priest’, ‘church’ and other religious terms cou
entered Slavic from the fourth and fifth centuries from th
as well as from the Western Germanic peoples. n
Other early Germanic loan words in Slavie, w

have come from east or west, are: * pilki—"military

To summarise: histol
sprak of a Sll'vi.ﬁ_‘.'__ |
mrrcspondl In ume w
maximal power. How
\nfluences from the south.
§lavic culture to grow an
.nd their dormant power
centuries, the period of t

‘fine, penalty’, corresponding to Gothic gild—
Germanic *yeldan—"to pay tax’; kupiti—‘to buy’
kaupan; skoti—‘horned cattle, property, moi
Germanic *skattaz—‘property, possession, w
horned cattle’ from Common Germa

Germanic loan words in Slavic a
of Slavic lands acted as donor
of Slavic loan words in G

-



CHAPTER V

The Recovery. Early Slavic Settl
the Ukraine and Russta

subterranean square

!
’:-'-'.'"': L ‘Iir“'“ )

"ROM AROUND AD 500 we are free to use the term S lave Fig 29 Plan of an Ea
1"\‘ vic settlement’ and ‘Slavic cemetery’. Archaeols . rerrace of the River Teterev
ible to demonstrate an incontestable continuity of Skivie
settlement from the end of the fifth century AD to the time when
he historical records mention names and locations of Shyie

tribes. Sites which contain small square semi-subterranean hous

-y

h centuries AD are labelled ‘Early Slavic’, The distribui
Early Slavic sites 1s limited to the foresustcp"pe zone in the
western Ukraine. The steppe area was clearly avoided™
Slavs settled lands which could be cultivated by a plough
for hight soil. The steppe and black soil region was notsg
for them. Their sites usually lie in formerly forested areas,
Ihe carliest Slavic materials have been subdivided
western and eastern groups, the *Zhitomir” and the *Pen’
['he Zhitomir sites are located west of the Dnieper in th
the River Teterev around the town of Zhitomir in '
they extend westwards to south-eastern Poland.
sites cluster in the area of the Dnieper rapids and
between the Dnieper and the Middle Prut in M
these nuclear territories the Slavs spread non
THE The Zhitomir group is known from
suitomin  terraces or slopes of sandy dunes s

GROUP Villages are associated with
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cavated. They were placed 10 to 15 m. apart and bad b 3
one metre or more into the ground. An oven built of heer
stood in the north-eastern corner of each hut. Inls d‘.'
‘here were traces of post holes forming two o forn;)e- J~

of a pitched roof (see plan). Other dwellings had post holes

‘he corners or along the walls. Some huts had a stepped ent
iy s = . ntra
Cemeteries W ith cremation graves were located near sml
sites. Among them were fat cemeteries which are Pmu 0
1m

se earlier than the barrow cemeteries extending along the rives

up to 20 €M

«7 hitomit’,

‘. o

Villages of the

Upper Dniester and Wes
castern Poland. Good ex3

)

ol

villages of Ripnev in the
and Nezvisko on the Uppe

.ubterranean square dwellings ¥ :

containinghandamadg, Sottery, W
in Moldavia, Czeche -
will be seen 1n the next :
Several dwellings in the
on a cultural Jayer of late €
belonging to the fourth

Hence, the
part of the

Slavic cem

6fth and mos




The Slavs

better dated monuments in the Early Slavic series is
hill.fort at Zimno in the district of Volyn. In it a Byzan
from the reign of Justin 1 (18-527) or Justinian i
appeared along with round bronze plates, belt clasps, br
and other finds.* /N

A shightly later complex dated in the eighth and ninth
curies, is named ‘Luka Rajkovctska' (after several open
ments and a hill-fort in the Zhitomir district).s In the eigh
cury heavily fortified hills made their appearance and
into the historic tmes of the Slavic states. The same se
developments can be followed in the Balkans and central k
(*hillfort period”). This phase is marked by the appearance of
wheel.turned pottery, which was used alongside the hand-made
ware. Pottery was ornamented with incised parallel or .
lines through the use of a comb-like instrument. Hand-made
pots were usually taller. Either pinching on the rim or a row of
pits impressed 10 the neck area was the sole decoration of the
hand-made pots. The rims of eighth- and ninth-century P“E

were more outturned than those of the sixth and seventh

centuries.
Hill forts were situated on high river banks in relatively in-
accessible places, and covered an area of from 1,000 to 3,00¢
1. These were probably seats of tribal leaders and were
1ssociated with open settlements. One of the richest and
excavated hill-forts is that of Khotomel” in the valley of the Ris
Goryn’ in the Brest district.s It was circular and fortified wait
double ramparts and ditches on the side facing away from t}
I1VEIL.
From its nuclear area the Zhitomir complex spre
west and north, allowing us to consider this as orign
cerritory. After some groups had branched off, there
gathered together 1n this area the Poljane, Drevlj
govichi tribes known to history. The latter pusk e
River Pripet in the ninth—tenth centuries

aspects of the
Sclavini can be




The Slavs

THE
PEN'KOVKA

GROUP

ranean howses = Jformer Tijasmin river

35 Two early Slavic villages at Pen’kovka, called Lug I and [1

animals and the many rivers. Villages were situated mostly along
rivers and not far from one another. Houses were poor, being
little more than scattered huts, the location of which was often
changed. In times of attack everyone fled to forests and swamps,
thus luring the enemy into the treacherous forest as into a trap.
From the Strategicon of Pseudo-Mauricius we know that the
Sclavini possessed large numbers of cattle and that their houses
were full of grain, particularly wheat and millet. Various authors
remark that the Sclavini were sturdy people: they were not
bothered by heat, cold weather or rain, and were able to with,
stand the various insufficiencies of life better than Franks,
Langobards and other blond peoples. o

The sites of the Pen’kovka group are well documented in the
Dnieper region: around Cherkassy north-west of Kremenchy
between Dnepropetrovsk and Zaporozh'e,” and aro
middle course of the Southern Bug.® The name is tak

the village of Pen’kovka in the district of Kirovograd; v




Fig. 37 1 an of Early Slavic semi-subterranean dwelling. Lug 1 site at wooden Planks which h
Pen'kovka, house 22 (2 §x28m.) Vertital posts were alk
study of Early Slavic ser
Fig. 38 1 lan and cross-section of a semi-subterranean house in the ui"agr of those still being built in the U!
Semenki. on the bank of the Southern Bug, south of Vinnitsa last long. Berezovets hasden
of Early Slavic dwellings
years without major repair;
more than fifteen to twen!

.

or seven people; as fami ; v one.

There are only a few
these Pen’kovka village
and cremated remains were
by pots. The largest ceme
of 37 urns and 14 Ppits.%
graves.
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P].lu“i 3—9

sickles, chisels, axes, spear-heads, and handle:
buckers, it tells us something of the werydhi
farmers in the eighth-ninth centurjes AD. This site
later than the others near the village in Pen’kovka.
being confirmed by the a
forms of some of the too
shares, continued into th

B
¥

n and western Slayie
The Pen’kovka sites may represent the core of the eastern
perhaps Antes. In this territory history records ghe Ulichi
Tvertsi tribes. i

ovens. Ira

villages
A cemetery o

was located

-

Grave goods in
knives and rings

vo An extension of the Pen’kovka cultural Pattern in the areq cast
of the Dnieper is evidenced by sites of the Volyntseyo Wpc-oftﬁ:eﬁ‘ |

The cemetery of S
crematoria with

sixth-seventh centuries and by the Romny hill.for group of the

eighth-ninth centuries in the territory ascribed in carly historje
times to the Severjane tribe, '

The Volyntsevo site in the valley of the River Sejm near
Putivl’ in the district of Sumy' has produced the basic informa,
tion relating to the Early Slavic culture in this area. The habijta,
tion site was in the valley, located on a sloping bank of the river,

The village was naturally protected by almost impenetrable bogs

surrounding it on three sides. Semissubterranean houses, some

s1X metres square, stood in three rows. There was 2 large structure

with three ovens in the centre of the area, probably a workshgly;.
The houses were of two kinds: either built of horizontal logs, or

constructed of vertical posts interspersed with wattle,and,d;zﬁ[ﬁ;
walls. One house of this village was burnt and, therefore, p: -
of it were quite well preserved, Log walls were stil] standing ar
fragments of a pitched roof built of round beams were fo

As a first step in its construction a pit considerably Iaggﬂ_

the log cabin itself had been dug, though digging had stop

as soon as sand was reached. The floor was ofclay-. In

eastern corner stood an oven built of porous loca

was fenced with th
posts in the corr
interspersed with frag
The early ninth
communal villages |
with ditches and
Volyntsevo phase
rivers Desna, Se
‘Romny’ type afte
excavated in |
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|"lHu 15

Plates 11-14

Plates 16-21

92

Honey and wax were obtained from wild bees. In one of th
fortified villages, Vishneva Gora, a large beaker containing
wooden cup filled with a yellowish substance was found in
of the houses. Chemical .ln.llyus has shown !hat it was honey

and wax.

Crafts improved. Iron production did not differ much &ollll

e

that of Kievan Russia, but copper, silver and gold were als

worked. Hoards included jewellery of remarkable WOl’kmlnship
and vartety. A number of hoards discovered in the tcrritof!f of :
the eastern Slavs contained jewellery and other objects Which
have their onigin In ('}n(hu/(}c[.‘ld art, in the Caucasus, in Iran
art), or in Byzanuum. Some types became widely

Sdsanian

diffused owing to the influence of the neighbouring Saltovo
ulture and the movements l_)t. Bulgar hordcs. SUC}‘I famou5
sures as those from Martinovka, Khatski and Malyj Rzhavets
tained silver fibulae having prototypes in Gotho-Gepid are,
ere were massive bracelets with thickened ends: anthropo.
yrphic and zoomorphic figurines; ornamental plaques for belt

n, having analogies in the south-east; star. or bean.
r-rings; diadems; pendants made of silver wire for

which prototypes can be found in Byzantine art; Byzantine
lishes and silver spoons;'+ and other exquisite objects. Gold
ewellery, silver vessels, harness and weapons were found in a
cremated chieftain’s burial on the bank of the Sukhoj Tashlyk,
a tributary of the Southern Bug.’s Most of the finds from this
grave are widely disseminated international types and cannor be
regarded as Slavic. However, certain objects were imitated and
reshaped locally by the Severjane and other tribes. For Instance,
a hoard from Kharivka near Putvl’ in the district of Sumy,
found in an urn of Volyntsevo type, contained gold and silver
articles, fibulae, bracelets, ear-rings, pendants, necklaces, bele ™
ornaments, and other things made by hand. They differ from"
imported jewellery, which was cast. Ear-rings imitating Byzan,
tine types became extremely popular ornaments in the

»

west, lﬂ“ rt
pendants, an
Central
The marke
mainly the re
composed of Kh
north of the Black Sea in
northern Caucasus, wa
Aourishing trade and an e
the constant aggressi
to fortify their vill:
know that eastern
Therefore, it is not
Slavic territory. Hi
administrative unit
from the Severjane
contained large am
which have analog
The interference
push northward ir
records locate the Rz

is no Slavic a
AD and an a
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Fig. 4o Eastward extension of Slavic tribes during the seventh-ninth centuries AD
the Saltove culture 4
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= OFAZOV ALANAS)S'

O BLACK SEA
100 200 300 400 500 Mile
S

200 400
600 aooK"omethS

———
ADDroxlmat
e bound )
Baltic area ary of Slavig area

Flnno- Ugn‘c area

Area occupied by Slavic tribes in Russia c. AD goo

ot

<ometimes 60-80 m. in length,
dated somewhere between the
district of Smolensk, where la

of Slavic character can be ident I
decisive role was played b‘y ﬂhi‘ e
scratum in the formation of the Kr

Modern Byclorussia, an area w

languages 18 being spokcn wday-_‘_ \

Balts (ancestors of Lithuanians and L
century AD and the Baltie ethnic co

the Slavic expansion was established.
C.alindians), mentioned in the Primary

in the Upper Oka basin south-west of
century. Archaeological and physical

11 that the Bales did not retreat but wer

reve

by the infiltrating Slavic tribes. Baltic bu

f2shions and jewellery persisted in the |
the tenth or even early eleventh cent
physical type is similar to that of the Bal
medium-high facial structure,* unlik
mesocephalic broad-faced types o
Ukraine.* Assimilation of the |
occurred here. The distribution of
and the physical type coincide witl
russia. :

How the Slavic tribes diffi
clarified. Linguistic studi
castern Poland and the
language of the Pskov :




CHAPTER VI

Slavic Migrations to Central Europe
and the Balkan Peninsula

l*-«e DEVASTATION of Europe by Huns, By 5
Avars prepared the ground for a2 wide Slavic disse _._
n. But the 1‘:1\_.1dcn, having camped wherever thmwzsgoﬂ.-'
y ground for horses, returned to their plains after "ﬂf- .
, N0 marter how successful. Thus neither Bu[gmﬁ i
_‘,,‘:ja:sa the Balkan Peninsula in the fifth and Sl k
uries; after storming Thrace, Illyria and Greece they went
-k to their territory north of the Danube. It was the Slavs who
he colonizing; travelling on foot in vast numbers, m 4
rilies or e cln W ’:n:lc tribes infiltrated the devastated lands A! ..
cultural people, they constantly sought an outl theic 8
on surplus. Suppressed for over § millcnnin’jnmfot d:: |
rule of Scythians, Sarmanans, and Got.hs,lhcyhad bcm I

ricted to a small territory; now the barriers were down md

they poured oul.

Scholars

the Huns in the first half of the fifth century, although the
firm historic or archaeological support for this hypothesi
also possible that some Slavs arrived in the Hungarian

pressed auxiharies to the Sarmatians a century earlier.® Alfte
devastation of the Pontic region, Hunnic hordes kept

they found ideal conditions for their nomac
where, in the words of the rhetor Priscus,
tree’ Attila had his residence, a v

Slavs must have made up
another allusion to the pos
passed through the Banata
delegation to the court

‘Scythians’, 2 naml:hc'-.;

in villages, used monox
trunks), drank medos (
They spoke their own
Gothic, or Laun.? Some
Slavs. Sources from the's
to the Slavs using mon
kamon, drinks made of
Slavs throughout thﬁ!'
Slavs puticiprm;_ljg e
pressed auxiliaries.
After the death of Asmila

\l’ith ’gﬂm'.n A




The Slavs

the northern borders could no longer be secured against the ever
increasing pressure of the invaders.* -
[he Sclavini poured westward and southward from Slavini
as their lands north of the Danube were called. They canil:'d
heavy shields, spears, bows and poisoned arrows, but aceordi
to Procopius they had no armour. Several sources mention tha
the Sclavini did not like to fight in the open plain but prcftme;
undulating forest land and narrow passes near rocks and trees
[hey specialized in surprise attacks especially ar night, Th ‘
were good swimmers and were able to hide under water .
breathing through long reeds. From their homeland they brought
a knowledge of river navigation.® During the earlier pttiodgof
invasions the Sclavini, like the Bulgars and Avars, were not able
to conquer fortified towns. Soon, however, they learned how o
storm castles and to attack city walls by using ladders and
machines. Procopius describes the cruelty of the Sclavinians
during their campaigns in Roman lands. lfthcy did not want to
be saddled with prisoners of war they burnt them together with
oxen and sheep. Some Romans were impaled with sharp stakes
or fastened between four posts and killed with maces. In
and Thrace, after one of their incursions, the roads were
unburied bodies.” In Byzantine sources the Sclavini
usually categorized as ‘barbars’ and ‘wild people’,

Ilyria
full of

Wwere

Thrace, Illyria, and Greece continued to be pillaged by .

Bulgars and Sclavini almost incessantly through most of
Justinian’s reign. They appeared in Thrace in 528 and in the
following years continued their pressure; yet Chilbudius, o
magister militum of Thrace, was able to contain them suceess
until 33, when he was killed. From 540 onwards, Buleas
Sclavini were constantly raiding Thrace, Illyria and T

For the best part of a year from §50 to 551, the Sclay

the Balkans, menacing Constantinople and Th

in §58—59 there was a great invasion of K

Sclavini. They crossed the Danube

[ Rt =

J =
cedOnNid 4

directions: ACTOss sdonih S04

mw.trd Chcrwnc_mu in tl-' -‘ ks,

Varous fortficatons throughout -

period; and it is assum

this menace.” All these campay ot v

PlHngg, destruction and the M : w:-_ |

lands north of the Danut‘)c. : -
The Byzanun€ world lived Enfat- nd 1t

Vearly campaigns resulted in the img

population of the country. There was 110 € ik

Glayic inCursions. The Avars, a _.

group of nomad horsemen, .?nlvedl.l__ |

century. Their advent mm'atzd. the am

Glavic migration and colonization. |
Around §50 the Avars appmgd_ m du-

. contact with the Romans. Before long

was inciting them against the.barb;nm

Sea and in the Caucasus. First the,,f.

next the Slavic Antes. We learn &o\m

defeat the Antes sent envoys x:n:he Av

of their war prisoners. The mission wa

[darizi and brother of Kehm'




The Slavs

the same time the Slavs occupied a part of Gepid
between Orsova on the Danube and the River

The departure of the Langobards for ltaly permitted the A yare

spread along the Middle Danube plain into Pannonia

Bohemia and Germany as far as the Elbe basin. g i
By the time the Persian War commenced,

was being threatened from all sides, Mena

emperor Tiberius (578-582)

Oltin Romania

the Byzantine Empige
nder recounts that the
persuaded Khagan B

2 21an to wage
war against the Sclavini in order to push them out of Ro .
lands. Avar troops travelled through Roman s
the Danube by boat. About 600,000 heavily
men were transported from Illyria to Scythia (
manner. There they crossed the Danube and Ba;
entire settlements of Sclavini, pillaging and de
on the way. The Sclavini escaped to
Menander notes that Baian had good
At one uume he had sent ENVoys to
to come willingly under Avar \
The Sclavini reply was: ‘Can there be 2 man in this whole world A
under the sun who could dare to subdue and yoke so powetﬁ"lla”-'

people as we are2 We are accustomed to con

uer Al
but not to be overcome by them. We shall nit a]l(:;te:l?:;i_lg" 0
to be touched as long as there are wars and swords in this wor;[a"g'i' 3
They ended this boast by killing Baian’s envoys. The Sclgwlr
had grown rich by frequent plundering of Roman lands, and ﬁlﬁ :
territory had never previously been sacked. Baian hoped ther
both to avenge this insult and to enrich himself by ]ogti_ng; =
settlements. : *

The above episode illustrates how self-confident the Scl:

had become by the second half of the sixth century, In sp

‘quipped cavalry,

stroying everything
the dense and Eill;?i’mg .
reason to hate the Sclavinj,
them and had advised them
rule and to pay tribute go him,

the severe blow dealt them by the Avars, their mer
grew. Menander mentions that Slavs, independe
pillaged ‘Hellas’. It was only a matter of tim
Sclavini became allies in their many B

territory and dowp s A

Dobrudja) in this

sources even id ntify <
Avari’, ‘Slaven: calie@
Baian capturefl.‘ irmiu
the River Sava) in ';.; .,
whole of the Balkan ‘enins
Greece. John of Ephe
records that thg Slavs at a
from Constantinople through &
remained there for four years E f

was the longest sojourn of the

Devastation in the area of the ancient

«jgnable to the end of the s _
fhegmvaders, although A
under Byzantinc cionn'ol.l_in.. he
602 ) won the Persian War in 5 g
.ﬁtcrluion on the AvamuShw
continued to be the northem..- _
creaties and maintained by l-ngﬁ
was assassinated in 602 and soor
run by the invaders, Macec!el X
In Book IT of MimulaIS. D

Thessaloniki was sack'cd an
islands were attacked in :hz
\mmense number of :

dates, Velegezites, V.

in these campaigns, W

whole of Thess"a_ly a

Greek islands, in¢

almost all of Illyr
deserted citie
because |
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ton with Sclaving, Bulgars, Cepads and Persiang -
side) were the losers in the bartle for Constang Ve 5 6

the Avars’ power weakened -

» the autonomy of the Sela.
increased and their infiltration into the Balkan Penmh Pk
steady progress. In the west, the Bohemian, Moravian .n‘ P
Slavic tribes, led by a Frank named Samo, revolted : e,

against the Avars in 623. Samo was recognized a5 e d,-, y
liberated rterritories. However, their mdcpcndmcc was of =

duration, for after Samo’s death in 658 the ki e
' ingdom disinge,

‘.;r.m'd_
According to Bishop Isidore of Seville, the
from the Romans’ (Sclavi Graeciam R omanis
years of Heraclius' reign (610- 641) atthe u
occupied Syria and Egypt (611-619),15
Monemvasia describes how the Byzantine population
before the incoming Slavs, 6 The inhabitanes of the
retreated into the mountain fastness of Taygetus, ¢
r sailed away. Some refugees from the Sparta

!u!rmnr) in the
me when the Pq:ld,m

ast of Spam,
region founded

Monemvasia ona roc:l-;)' promontory on the €ast coast OfLiconia_
The island sites in the bays of Pera and Porto R

and the site of Pilos in Navarino Bay on the w
Peloponnese, have shown traces of occupation
seventh centuries. That these sites we
Greeks has been confirmed by excavated Byzantine

estern side of the
n the sixth and
re occupied by Byunm. =
a4
sources record the Sclavinjan and A i
invasions in the southern and eastern part of the Balkan Penin,
sula. There is no evidence of the Adriatic coast havmg i
seriously affected during the time when the Sclavini were destrov,
ing towns and devastating lands while infiltrating the penins
almost to the end of the sixth century the people ther
relatively peacefully. Nomadic hordes did not attempt to ¢
the mountains separating the Adriatic Sea from the Dang}
plain. However, a mass of Slavs from P i ;
the eastern Alpine area of Istria and thence to

Most historical

Slavs “took Greece

afti near Athens

ihe end of the

of P gory |

AV.T and Sclavin

Maximus of Salona ro

de Sclavorum gente.'* Fron

Avars sent Slavs fr

Langobardian King . lull

towns of laaly in 603."%

in Istria and severely de

they were alread.y at lllt y v

largest Romanc:qron‘ \driat

destroyed, never to be ebu

Scardona, Narona, '

left in rums. After this destry ction 1

by the refugees; among them

Cataro ( Kotot).“" -
The Slavic invasions endec

century. A brief oomml .

found in an Armenian

assigned to Moses of | -.

tribes lived in Dacia (i.e.

crossed the Danube, ¢

and spread south to . anc

Theophanes and Ni orus  me

between the Danube and the Ba
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The Slavs o .
by the pressure of Khazars,

moved south-westward to the Balkagy
lingered in Bessarabia, then coanmue. 3

.l

L;
. e

i

reached the area of Varna in Bulgarh Yol
met the Bulgars south of Odessa in the dis rict of
castern Romania and Bulgaria, In Moesia bef.
penetration, there had existed an alliance of s
the germ of a Balkan Slavie state. The binh o
culture occurred at this time as a result of the cone 1651 of
by Bulgars and a merging of their cultures, With the .
Byzantium they artacked towns and villa
gning a weaty with Constantine [V In 681 after whe.
Byzantines paid them an annual tribuyge. Fusthe s
independence was recognized within the limjeg of the |
From these beginnings the Bulgar-Slav staee o
Between 803 and 814 it conquered Slayj
Danube as far as the Hungarian lowlan
of Macedonia to Lake Ohrid in the west, Py
century Byzantine sources made distinction between Sla: .‘
Bulgars but thereafter Bulgaria was recognized a5 5 Counm A
Slavonic culture built on Byzantine foundations, L.
The main stream of Slavic colonization traversed northern
central Yugoslavia and Macedonia on jts way to er
Laconia. Constantin Porphyrogenitus in his De Admipics
Imperio (mid-tenth century) mentions rwo Slavic tribes
southern part of the Peloponnese, Milingi and Ezerites
and ‘Ezerci” in Bulgarian sources).
Another vigorous stream of Slavie colonization travelle.
the Danube from western Slovakia, lower Austri
Bohemia to the Elbe-Saale region in Germany.
of the seventh century A the Slavs had already
western coast of the Baltic Sea. In the first
century, Theophilactus Simokattes ma
Sclavini wandering in Roman territory
re
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v
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Instruments common to Slav
o 1on or weapons. When
were from, they said they w

u'nmly 1 o r—-'
asked by the Emmpe.

‘I ‘l e V.

ere Sclavini fram

Western Ocean M the
[he third Sl

Sava and Drava toward ¢

heir soy
lhcnt‘c to (ht‘ f\dﬁ.ltic coast,

LINGUISTIC EVIDENCE

Early Slavic place and rIVer names
of the Slavic infiltration of the Balka
linguist V. Georgiev produced 2 distributiop Map of the i
Slavie toponyms using names mentioned by Pmcopiliil: .
first half of the sixth century.* The namssass to be found lll o
in the region of the rivers Timok and Morava and in lhei linly
of Nii-Sofia. They appear less frequcntly n nonh-e. .t
Bulgaria, including Dobrudja. : m o
names in these regions and i p!“‘l-
Greece are both indicative of ' oIt i
Vardar and Struma,

There are very few Slavic names in the eastern Part of Thra e
all along the coastal area Greek and Romap Names \Wr :
served. The distribution pattern of Slavic riyey names in Bylox
1s similar to that Slavic river ,:,,, ”
frequent in western and north-western Bulgaria. but almogt e
existent in the eastern and south-eastern sections of the e

A statistical count has demonstrated that where the lar,
are concerned 70 per cent of the names are Thracjay

7 per cent Slavic, but that 56 per cent of the medjyn
have Slavic names and only ‘

In ninth., tenth-, and eleventhacemury source

ethnic names of Croatian character are kn
Galicia, the Upper Vistula area around Kral
Croatia), Saxony, the Saale river valley, the °

of the place names:

CoUntry

Moesian, T r
did not 5“!.'"-"
being spokcg. by
the Alps and the
linguistic eviden
arrived at by c
diffusion thgj& |
entiated thm or
¢the ninth
common la

for missio!
differentiats A
must have




The Slavs o

mented the presence of Slavs sinee
The earliest Slavic materia] Nanifestation
homeland area, between the Elbe and the.
the Black Sea in the south-east, are rel.
uniformity, which led archacolng_im' tgl :
cultural unity’,*4 continued with little ch.
successive centuries, Early Slavie serle
Peninsula and Central Europe are rgegm
Cremation graves in pits or urns, small semi.is
dwellings, villages situated On river terraces ,
made pottery. The pottery, brown or grey et
surface and was undecorated. The vessels meg
shoulders and slightly out-turned HMSs or 3 w.
Archaeological material deriving from Slavs ¢
Germanic, Illyrian, Greek, Thracian and Da‘_"-
shows that they went on leading their own way u{%ﬁ'
Borkovsky published a monograph (1940 on
in sites in the city and vicinity of Pragy e
Plates 22-27  unornamented pots from cremation

i

This term is still bein
wherever 1t ; '

periods. However, its temper of rough :

identify it as typically Slavic, Most Important |

with cremation and with semizsubterranean,

houses having a stone or clay oven or a heart

stones 1n one corner. The term ‘Prague type’ s

to the whole cultural complex. =
Small villages consisting of semi-subterran,

and cremation cemeteries containing crer

in urns have been discovered in the I

Bulgaria, Yugoslavia, Hungary, C

et
L
|.-. E




Plate 30

Plate 31

teory
Carpathian Mountains, |
Braves) excavared by I.

‘I{nm.l|1wSl.n'|c', Le., ni‘m!xcd

an pits, Measuning 5
staves contained ppe Or more fyn

urn graves with pits beside them, Potter
but some vessels had been made op ,
“Quipment, which Was meagre
mask-foor, glass beads and b,

with granulation found ip

bucklcs, iron knives

for a few three-barbe

0 the graves. The CXCavators dated
the sixth and the early seve
Jewellery and thirteen
radiate-headed fibulae

Were 1n pl

the m

nth century gp
bowfﬁbulae Wit

are adorned
derived from Cotho:Cepid fibulae ¢

turies. They SPread over a wide area ip Eu"—‘*?%
Ukraine, the Peloponnese and the Balyje Sea.1s M
fibulae were found in the castern Ukrajne bety
and the River Oka and in the western Ukpaj
valley west of the Dnieper. In Roman
Moldavia, Muntenia, Oltenia and Trane
came from finds in northern Yyg

have come to light in Sparta 3

Greece. Grave finds and a

who wore them.




In Yugoslavia, early Slavic finds are
Roman and Byzantine towns, : . docu
series of isolated finds now hou | 3 m-, Sand these areas W
the ruins of the fifth : . A

Jain an@ ~
P umentation of the
ill now &

in the Neretva v: ' " ™ “r LCapl
was discovered.3i?

come i'l't'.)l'l'i_the I LS ad &
first centuries mégltie
showing Many = o
clements or the LJack

inland

evidence supports the historic

Roman cities along the Adriatie, UnfOl'tunately: X8

paucity of systematic research, Slayie colonizaﬁg:;

cannot be properly feconstructed by archaeo

Macedonia, where finds of the same Period and chapse..

be expected, is as yet a blank. South of Macedo, e

in the western Peloponnese, German excays

closed a cemetery with 12 to IS cremation gy il

to seventh-century Slavie graves in Romg

Europe.38 b
A habitation site consisdng of 6

scattered over an area of 3,700 sq

containing urn graves, were |

Danube in north-eastern Byl
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17 Earliest Slavi
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In the third century, probably as 3 resule of Movements o '_'I 8
Vandals and Goths through the territory of present-day Polas it
northern cultural elements of ‘Przeworsk type’ haVing clm
analogies in southern Poland appeared in eastern Slovakia, Th;,
archaeological complex apparently covers several ethnic sty
both Germanic (Vandal) and Slavic, East of Kosice, at Pre
settlements from the third to fifth centuries Ap, which Po _
represent the earliest Slavie occupation in this area were ex,
cavated.*® The main body of material obtained from thece o
is related to the Polish Przeworsk type, but it charac
includes a rough hand-made pottery similar to that k
the Ukraine and Romanian Moldavia and they
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&:’ stones
@ clay

Fig. 48 Semi-subterranean dwelli i,

0. 48  Semi-, elling from Nitrignsh 1
! Y Hradok peqy
ar

site at Sidalice on the River Vih four houses were
They had similar dimensions, and the stone heanf,rg un
in the north-eastern or north-western el 43-- 1S
small cemeteries from the same valleys have yi;[d-
pottery which demonstrates the whole rangéi g '
development up to the phase when whﬁel-,m:a&'
porttery appeared. Bialekova (1962) dates th

graves in western Slovakia to the end of the g6l
century AD.*3 A new wave of Slavs could h:

E
L]

area in the wake of the Avar advance, Ea
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5 A
plates of nomadie character iy
spicuous. Among burial ¢ Stoms ey
dating from the seventh to ningh o i s
the dead with food. Sheep, goar, l'ﬁol'lc. i
bones as well as egg shells were Quite fge ]
In some cases there were ﬁ'om five to ey " P, ',

i

e

P i

and eggs were laid in graves by the Slavs th, i

Ages and later historie periods, indeed almog;

tme. Very pmbably thcy indicare the

the *Avaro-Slavic’ cemeteries. In sum

evidence speaking for the presence of Sl

region between the sixth and ninth ¢

in fact buried in these cemeteries,

have been highly Avarized; j

exposed to Byzantine and

elements moulded the Slavie material ¢y

to become that of the Moravian Empire,
A similar picture emerges from arc

Slavic settlement in Moravia¢s angd in

uncovered in Bohemia at Bfezno, nort

special mention.+6 The excavated are

contrast to other early Slavic villag

subterranean houses were all of the

houses in Bfezno were typically Slavic, the others Wetaile
rectangular, having three post holes at each end (the :
most hut in the plan on this Page is of the lagter type). P,
also of two types, Slavic and Germanic, The Majorie
yielded Prague type pottery, possibly Covering severa] n

last of these continued into the hill-fort periog

tunguished by decoration and thclztun]jng. Cre
of biconical pots decorated with a row of incisip
Migration period type were found in Slavic hy

with the Prague type pottery. The settlement is

had a separate Germanic phase during which e S|

n

ye

C] houses

pits
? post holes

Fig. 50 Schemefel

By

suchn

district of Lowny, CZedostovd
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Square, semi-subterranean houses wi

th a hearth in one
continued to be |

d hill fore areas of the eighely

watlt within tortifie

s IMLIST il._l\l_‘
l’l\i ‘rlln!n“:'! Hx \

500, 1n the firse half

into the Elbe.S,
ctermined by more dac,
cemeteries consisting of

the Avar inc ursion

y ICNains to [‘L' l_{

le Materialg.
atlon graves in

Pottery of the
ery at 1)1 _-\J!l’_‘p!o\“ﬂ\-

hum:; coarse,

lﬂ..mdzmade

10 m.
0 s _g

L . 0 ﬁ rem "' m“u I m al
Coarse, hand-made pottery ‘!{ Pragee frpe o e

Fig. 5 t ;.:QL'J“- central Germany
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e have been excavated in the Middle ElbeJ...ower

Prague t)]flP 5.4 The largest cemetery, at Dcssau-Mon‘gkau,
— raves.*9 Other sites were concentrated in the
com;mcd{ -;5/ i(%enbﬁf g, Zerbst, Bitterfeld, K‘dthcn. an.d Tapgcvf
districts © tral Germany. The excavated habitation site o
gt kau, located on a diluvial terrace of the E‘lbc.
DcSS_aUzMofilg sq;,are houses of early Slavic type granged ina
consisted 0 4{: d a hearth surrounded by stones in the no_rthr
circle. Each Ezmd an entrance in front of the hquse. Analysis of
western cornﬂm le from this settlement supplied the date ap
one carboz E;hepnonhcmmost point in ccntr}l Gcm?arfy wh;r;
s90E 2 ite having small square houses in association wit :
s haloRRE ottery was found is at Grieben in the district o
Praguehtiyift)tce En the River Ell?e.s' S T
Tanger ly Slavic complex in central Getmany_ app e

i n element; it cannot be copfuscd with, nor does ld
ol late Merovingian materials. ThF Chnspamzc
derive from, ed their dead and their grave inventories wetei
Fr;nks m’;'];::c are no prototypes for Prague type ware in centra
difterent.
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Germany. Historical sources mention Sorb (this

inseparable from Serb) colonization of the Elbe vall
area between the Elbe and Saale rivers. In 630,
entioned by Fredegar as living east of the Thurin
the Elbe-Mulde region. Einhard in Annales
mentioned ‘Sorabi” in the years 782 and 806: ‘q
Albim et Salam interiacentes incolunt’, or

super Albim Auvium . . .”s* The study of S
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Farly

apen s ttlements and hilldores in lhc I-DWCI' E.")t W

Meck len

cultural deposits of the eighth century. 54 The arrival of the Slavs

cribes settled 1n Lusatia and southern

. number of small lowland hill-forts were reco

Slavic pottery related to ll‘u pl’asue 'VPC “ P

d

burg. In several mmstances it was found unc a2 N

estern Germany may date back o lhc !ixt
n the Middle Elbe basin. s

Javie settlement

h i
During :h:Ti:‘h?}:
ineastern  Holstein, western
Spree-Havel river area was ty pified by the
‘Menkendorf pottery” derived from the Prague type.s6
roup of Slavic settlements, known by large high,lyi;.l
Dre d 1n eastern and middle I\-lccklcnburg. A featurs
is its ‘Feldberg type” pottery. Typological study thhi:
relationship to late Migration period Pottery of
! ghth and ninth
ssible to identify the Feldberg roup with
[_ower Elbe sertlements with the Obodriy

" R
111 1Nda N

rea.s7 Written sources of the ej

I C 1

oup ot colonists made up of ;'viilzanc, Lusizi and

Brandcnbmg_ -
: rded. A

[ornow in the district of Calau, after which th
e
eological complex is named the “Tornow group’

ry from these hill-forts and open settlements is related to thy,

. Vilz1 (Fe jkié"k'l':;_\ group ) and to c.ll‘l)' Slavie sites n POland

| ites have their origins 1n the sixth-seventh centuries anci

ontinuity of habitation to the eleventh century is doey,

mented.*® The Tornow group pottery included wheel-made

pes which derive probably from late Roman ceramie Production
centres in southern Poland. Thatthe Slavs bcgan tosettle b

the Elbe and the Oder during the course of the fifth-six

riiries Al

archaeolog
h

€tween
th cen-

\D 1n this area may well be the reason why correspondin

ical material of Germanic character drastically dim,
In western Poland, some early Slavic sites may datge

ne same pcrmd." ' Tht‘y contain crude hand,made and

Y
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Plom L~ Oder group W

Raver : < Lus
’md]uding sUCh'“_‘b“d;‘ -
et St T
. u no .. ey -'r. !
P““cziog:),, Centuries Of 511:’:-‘3 g .
B.rl;no[- an area Clgh;_ é‘l::f:cexia - n LS 3
£10 iy ic expansion was s e
The Phcnom:;oin Slavic history. The Slavs were no longer

m[irclyﬁ::r": group of farmers, but a continually i
g[‘ll

on spreading their language mdm;“m, .tht':_i 1gh
POPLI]:monmigration nd assimilation of native elements.

1nsit

aggressive TUB | placed various Slavic groups in diiﬁ:tem
I%Their wide dUERAY P?i cultural milieux which led to the

jronments an . it _
qatural env o of languages, new tribal groupings and states, and
ar1o

' f the Slavic people. Today, the
5 csscntlall Cha::i:?a DCroa_t, Slovcx?ian and Czech are
e om those onI{Jktainian and Russian. The former were
Jistinct from he Adriatic and Alpine environment and the
moulded byct nral European culture; the latter by the steppes
Tealian %nd £ ;{ussia and Asiatic influences. A Croat from the
and plains © + Dubrovnik on the Adriatic coast preff:t.s to be
area of‘Sth o to ‘Slav’ since his many cultural raditions go
Callid Itll:yc"ﬁ{; rians who lived in western Yugoslavia during the
bac to

Crystauiz
formed th .
psyche and physica
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Bronze Age and Early lron A

occupatnion. A Slovenian in
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. l‘IS hlm : kol
1\!_”«'\] (o non L‘]‘l\ll L \‘[\“"ll l--ul-n}‘c ‘

ans than ¢ "h o

dontans and Bulgarians. 1 hese last Sttuated 1y tln ’ + My
\ : - ‘ -‘- ---
irea of the Slavi H'.l||n. fepresent -ll\ﬂlht‘l’ Cumbina:h‘l '
theiy Natonal ¢l

was highly imnmHuenc ed l\\ the lll”-ll‘l.ln
L]
!
ol

1thstratum with an .nitnl\tlllt'nt the Mo

her separation of Bulgarans,
their northern neighl
fo

tradintons and mHuenc 4+ N

1gol
Macedoni
YOLIES Was t.ltl\(‘\{ l“
ur hundred years of Turkish culture.

-{.1\ 18 n]!\h{-\'\i 1Hnto |h||t|] western

areas E.\ []!I\ ]]I1i\1\l1 ||1”l|l'l‘\(‘.

\lthough 1n the early post-expansion

widely dupvlwd Sl-i\'ic
fual process “f'[ .
Skeletal analvses are known from

physical tes berween the

was subsequently a grac
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it Bled and dated berween the end of (]“'Cl‘u.‘.hll

200 Blaves 5

of the eleventh centuries, for Instance, \h‘:;‘\f:“jd:]:bcgilm.il'lg
Slovenes who hived at least 1,000 years QRO Were urm:‘;'anclﬂ“
and had large heads and strong bones and lnllkt‘h‘g.mt*-;;um Size
imposed their language in the Balkan Pcn'“-‘ml-.'l 1nd1CSlaV
and north-western | urope through i't"lﬂlliz.lmm dl‘;d _ CFN.I‘;[[
tnon. The Slavonic language survives to this d-‘y i I';ssl'mllla-
Yugoslavia, Czechoslovakia and Poland, 14 Greece ST E?IH..
1s stall spoken 1n some \1”.4‘\(‘\ of f\'l'“-"dl““J_ In Rm.'n "'}Vomc
Romance element proved to be stronger than ghe Slav?ma' th
fter the Slavic migration in the sixth Ct‘lltllfy. the |0('1l . EVCI\
ton i Romania persisted and the ‘Dridy’ culture of“thpop_ula-
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istribution & ken Slavic languages i Ewrope; 1+ Kashubian ;
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Fig. 5§
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semi-circle; they are not actually houlq_ but s,
Among the Serbs, Croats, and Slovenes the ogmiid
kuca, kaj2a, izba, or hiza (12a); the others are :in
komora, which mean ‘room’ or ‘cabin’, In old G 1 *
communal oven was located in the ognjiste, whlch b
account called istopka (from the a v
etymological reinterpretation of the

a Germanic loan word; of; Germ, g wthe

The Slavs

the Arkhangel’sk area until not long ago the ,. _
families would assign each nuclear famil e
called otde/—"share’, as opposed to razdel—
upon separating from the zadruga. In 1897, DOVnar,z-
reported that in the Minsk area of Byelorussia’ . ‘
builds his sons separate huts in his yard, one foreach- - the &
but the land, stock, tools—all js owned collcqfve;kw '3'
together, work together. Each family owng sgpa!- 1 'y
clothes and other small items, money earned privage] ate Y on

The whole zadruga has one patronymic name, Whi{-’he?‘?‘
to each new member at baptism. This js the name of i ;‘5 Slven
of the zadruga. If the zadruga becomes to0 large, it is divid:u?ag'l;
several parts, but all retain the same patronymic, A single » dmm;_. 2
scarcely ever forms more than part of 2 village, -

The zadruga is an extended nuclear family. The Eathypn s
head, but he cannot administer the family bdongings Fis
the counsel and consent of the adule members of thew

Usually he must discuss the more importang problems w]tl;

sons.

The father or grandfather is at the top of this hierarek.
counterpart among the women is the *house mothe
supervises the women’s work. She has charge of the k

food, the cows and pigs, clothing, weaving and s
designates tasks for the other women in the famil
good relations among the women. Although th,
Serbia where the women elect the woman of thei,
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Od Church Slavons

{  onsanguines leco atheriise .’.,-”h'.l}

4Nt

Indo- European fop
and ety mology

mati, Csen. matere

sesira

déte
doiti—to suckle,

milk
synu

dasa, Gen. distere

14 vanoku

netiji (Old Russian)
nécak (Serb)

o
child’s (daughter's) son
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Slavic INNovatong
Both from nu

‘chald’,
Slavic INnovation from
nursery speech area frarg
pHtrwos, related to
‘father’

maHte: r

nan-/nana/less forma]
.]\\'y()‘

bhraHte:r, prob, orig.
inally “clan brothes® like
Hom. phra: te - » and
Osset. eervad

SWe-so:r ‘own Woman'
like Osset. xo Xwerg j
‘woman of my clap’
dheH- to suckle, be
capable of bcaring
children

swH-/ sew-[sw.

birth

dhwgHte:r

(h)an/en grandchild o
grandparent; or
(Kurylowicz) Slay
viin-+ -gfuki

down+ link

nepo:tz

babble wordm:[. % ".

hus
husband’s sister
wifc
suri
wife’s brother "
brother’s wife

s1
daughter s husband




Old Church Slavonic  Indo- By ly,
unless otherwise specified  and "y":z:h

stepmother maltexa (madexa) from mati
(father’s wite) |
father's sister stryja/strynja from seryji h was &
brother’s son braniéi bratana ' . fore 1
brother’s daughter bratdina from bratra Ger ?‘amilici ;I
cousin brat(r)anu man cessin:
iater’s a0l sestricisel from sestra Kings$ T:‘councill- ,‘ ‘
lister's husband SVOJRE from sug) ‘one’s own® on B (raditio Ofl.’w:
for 2 woman, as against ¢t for a man) wn The ovonC(oh'.la in so
nephew \I\u.»\uls'\\_,lm\‘rp.: from Symii ‘md([:(‘)o;mon awW O |
: disteris from diisti the st @ which dates i
'l -~ innovation; babble w - ]t;ulcss fOfmUhted VCI.'Y g _or
o ord oo ¢ the death of his own son, or o
C r o . x : INnovati 1 LH'SS son. .
viie § 11 tista, tisca J i sl‘tel]r Slavs’ over-all social
wil svEsti/svistl } [_wu[ub] ] T 'lcfflosc o A outlil'lCd y
R Wi s aster e r"’ﬁ“x‘ivey all from he ea | o Thracians and by Taclr,.h" .
ither of husband with svatu Pronoun for © e Germanic pcoplcs' q
espect to 1 ither of w ife, AD for e ﬁec'bom’ ﬁ'CCdmen. aﬁ&
o 110bles,earliest historical record of ™
bridegroom, fiance xenixn from Zeniti, to o) ; e ount of Jordanes (sixth century,
corresponding (o Hevesta €2 wife the 2588 p the king of the Antes was exi
in its new meaning century ij[h bis sons and seventy ‘Pﬂ:_w 3
[ngit: e:ources on the Slavs Eetween
cOCIAL ORGANIZATION ccnllll'ics use tth:FOl'ds r:cx J 1:;1&
hrader (1901) 1 mores, Priores— l?romlncn_ P .
Otto Schrader (1901) identified the Proto-Indo-Eurg 2 . rin -  Gelle orklng—"knfz‘ (Sa@
cructure with that of his own time in Hcrccgovinaf;n; social Wofd Oﬁom Germanic kuningﬁ;hﬂtz‘
tenegro.’ The basic element of this structure is the zadry a M‘?IL derives il Setlsian
was kept to a small size in these mountainous I'Cgl'ogns, which for a n'lfht; Polabianaﬂd Pom
stock-breeding was the main occupation; zadrugas combi:;getre Mﬂﬁ::()j. o e wobiit
0 ca




Irstocracy, ;\l‘l'fulllllng lh(‘lr m;h
vord viti has been \.']u\.\,-'n to h

vord 'V IL\HIL'.’ o1 'I"\,|[||'|K|-'. "[‘hc rldl

(rappings represents an nnovation mtrod
rlords, and as such is

ylavic society ['he Slavic drus
wrly history « \'II‘HIH‘!_. goes back o Scy[h
bronze Age. Warriors' Braves contair
do not appear in the Slavie
armatian and Balue, |

r::.f rif‘.‘l "wrjlllr}". WEre |1|(rnd[|(cd In thc A

;|.~1!||\.}i\ Ol fun\.c lle(.‘r‘i .ll]d [:llCllllt‘rs fmm

: th .
). 4 cmpire show very rich horse “-lPPlngs. (;l]dcd Orl\’lan
Mikul¢ice have human masks as decoration Men sfpllrs from
o O
41, 44 were sometimes buried with a sword, sub““"tt

AN Insignja of
Among the Polabian Slavs and the E fank,

ast S] 1vs§ th
e © 3 IS fr »

t
\‘.

the soil were called smerdy,

which is cognate with Lithuanian smirdas arljl;:i; *m"."“{z.
[ranian mard—‘man’. After the bindjng of Peasans APs with
to the soil, the word survived in the sense of ‘serf h £ Russia
not at all the original meaning,. * DUt thig Was

[n addition to free-born common people primjg; SI
R uss, Xolop) at
ctymology, and *orba (Old Church §]

nate with German Arb-eit (in Slayi
were chiefly members of some con
war. Historical records indicate
treated, and were regarded as members of the f3

certain restrictions on their rights. Arab sources
tenth centuries mention that slaves a
with the dead man.

Distinctions based on property are indicated bY the
Slavic adjectives *bogatii “wealthy’, *ttho gii—
‘unfortunate’ (cf. also Polish nieba.rzczyk

society also had its slaves: *,\'nlp;‘, ( ¢
s O unclc‘_“_

nd wive

< Y Common
Poor’, and *m’bo i

and niebaz’czyk'\
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. a belt, a w .
l::a??bracclﬂ of & THAS- LR
According to Fi¢ democracy. Sla
dividual, but enjoyed 2 of nia RE
in Indo-European system ol rule a4

- y
.mClCl‘l - : .
suncil 15 lndlcated here

CcC

gome scholars believe that the Shw"'l A al

armatians from Wh"mthq iy 1 hﬂﬁ nd 7'
the re.7 The necessity to comohdm mﬂl : nds of _l
sructy culer arose already during Scythian times (700-200 BC),
S(mncghacological excavations indicate, but the primitive clan and
as ar

bal system continued into the eighth or even the ninth century
(r1ba

AD. ment studies of the early Slavs in Germany,

Hillfort 3“;3::?: have shown that small agricultural conyv
¢ a:lvitho ut a system of territorial organization existed up
munities art of the eighth century. These early settlements of
to the latlgr 5 dings were either unfortified, fortified with earthen
scattered bu d ditches, or located in naturally protected areas
ramqil;tso ;“ promontories having steep slopes surrounded by
usuad

poland

rivers.

: illage at Novotroitskoe east of the Middle
The hll{l‘:lc;)l: ;;:B:Eatﬁd by I. I. Ljapushkin in the fifties
]:)nu&'Pl:}'Ei the naturally protected type. The fortification of
exemplifies bled these communities to consolidate. The late
villages egi arly ninth century saw not only stronger fortification
cigh‘hhagm alsg the appearance of the heavily fortified settlement
as suc

Plates 42, 45,
46

Figs 56, 57
Plate 49
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<. ox developed whenever efficient, strong chieftains subdyeq
leaders, consolidated power over many tejbeg aed
ukes’ of large territories, called ‘Zcmlja’ (‘l&nd?
betweern the seventh and ninth Cf.‘ﬂtlll'l')‘
‘here was a trend towards greater concentration of Population jes
chet this led to intense specialization, and to jner 3

hal
1er (ripddl

hecame grand d

During the pc:md

11 ‘NIres,;
g \L‘Ltf lim elaboration of administrative machinery tg ¢
‘ \”[]L'\\ elements. kjl't"\'m“hmg’ il‘Ol‘l/\\_'Ol‘]\'ing and blaCk
s were practised. Large pottery kilns were regular]
 bout AD 800. Jewellers made spectacular progress b
I \L_.\LKE,[;\, and ninth centuries. This is especially eyj
\-It\l.l\ .. Moravia and western Slovakia_enjoyled the Breatest
\-.\:u-mu\m.m ot'popu].mun. As a result ofmt‘enswe post,World
War 11 archaeological research hundrcl.'ds of sites in the basing of
the Morava, Hran, Ipel’ and other rivets north of thesViiga
‘[‘)‘”mlw were identified. .The. hill-fort s_ettlcmems of Staré Mesto
Pohansko and Mikulcice 1n Moravia had as many g5 ﬁv::
inhabitants in the ninth century. Staré Mesto

spec Cased
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Fie. 57 Semi-subterranean house from the village
- _L" 57

Ree onstruction

. area of 250 hectares (620 acrc‘s)!- The large Russian towns of
Kiev, Staraja Ladoga, Pskov and Novgorod, comparable in
cture to those of Moravia, arose at this time.
S“;J;hhough tribal life continued in most Slavic territories
‘hroughout the ninth century AD, a.pw‘verful Sl:_wonic state called
Creat Moravia oF Great Moravian Empire arose in the early ninth
Moravia and parts of Slovakia. It was the first Slavic
1te to come into existence. Th? arc!'naeological evidence points
5 gy cultural enrichment in this area during the post- A var
t(-)mcgs which inevitably led to the strengthening of the power of
:;-.c individual tribal princes' and to int.e-ratribal wars during the
cighth century- The Mon'wl_;arge, who lived on the banks of the
River Morava emerged victorious. Ip the year 822 envoys from
united Moravia attended the Imperial Assembly at Frankfurt.
a. M. Thcrcaﬁcr_ the state stc;:adlly- exPanded, first to the Nitra
region in Slovakia and later, in the period 874884, to Bohemia,
Silesia, Lusatia, the Cl:ac‘ow area of present Poland and the area
f Lake Balaton (Slavic ‘Blatno’) in western Hungary.

century 10
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ivations from 1954 to the presens in lhlalﬂﬂfd‘ .
Ily detail the early I'“'“"Y of Mlkukm .“%
VYioravian state 1n (ilt‘ \t’\ﬂ"h “““"‘Yol “
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Main excavated hill-forts
Other hill-forts
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Hoards of iron objects
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Fig. §

8 Distribution of archeological sites of the seventh to ninth centuries AD (the time of the
Great Moravian Empire) in present-day Moravia and western Slovakia
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hand accounts of a Wendish paganism gl ::med by first.
Fonqucrgd by Chrl:r::lanity, are the most 3::; b;n nominally
information concerning the religion of the.wcs:s]e sources of
The most precise description of a Slavic tem 1‘\{3. .
Saxo Grammaticus in his Gesta Danorum Xlse 15 given by
castl.c of Arkona was situated on the islan’d o R"(I 208). The
bastflczlr: of West Sla}vm paganism against the fOtccsungght}?c 'last
“}- ¢ C:iﬂ!le. Wh%ch stood inside a rampart on th: ¢ gy
o e el e o o)
i . upled a sunken base in an in ;tov“)' Fig. 59
sisting of a roof supported by four columns and hu:: ‘:’zt;‘m conl,
purple
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emple of Arkona at the northern end of the island
angular temple is at the summit t}f' the farriﬁrd hill. The

of Riigen. The

area m"'krd

hatching was occupied by houses, the blank area i
g : 15 where festiviti
vittes took

m 'h A“..'-:I,..,i.r y ‘1\ ( . |
prospects- One of the effigies of the famous - P

Zbrucz near Husiatyn in Gdhﬁ. 4! .;,_i._ e

also holds a drinking horn.* | |

After conquering die Danich amatios wok Gars
(Karcntia), also on the island of Riigen, 'M. h Saxo « b
45 a castle hill with swamps on all sides. Of its three temples
‘he largest had an inner room consisting of roof, posts, and pus
hangings- In the middle of ghn S ikt i purple of
Rugievit—whose name, according to Saxo, meant ‘God” of
Rugen (Rugia)’ _.‘havmg seven heads, with seven swords
hanging from his girdle and an eighth sword in his hand. Saxo
says that the other temples belonged to Porevit and Porenut
rcspcctively. .

The earliest source, Thietmar (1014) describes a similar

" temple on the castle hill of Riedegost (Rethra). It was made of

(jmber, and the outside was adorned with sculptures to which
animal-horns were attached. It contained flags and several hand-
carved idols dressed in helmets and armour and each dedicated
to a god, the most important being that of Zuarasici (Svarozhich).
Schuchhardt, who excavated Rethra in 1922, concluded that
the temple, presumablv built around AD 1000, was destroyed by
fire about 1068, but that its floor plan had been square. Thietmar




| "l'. N
L. was the most lmp()l'llﬂl of l“ |h

{ '1‘ 1L ti\_‘-l_"\l - _

les. People paird homage there before gomng to war, and mad,

mppics L - I
F I'he priests determined what form the

Herings 01 their return

1d take by means ol dice and horse oracles, Iy ik
seruary for the entire Lyunci conf&dmim n-'.
" 1

1ril f-\!-l:l}_'_tl*

+f Bamberg went twice to Stettin, where there
remples, the most important of which stood Upon
hills, and was dedicated to Triglav, the theees
Bt yeus'.+ It had rich ~;L~11|Plllr\‘.‘5 both insidc and

y LI
1O Wads \_'ii_'kt‘ll'.llk'l.'] W I(h wWar bOO(y, On hli ﬁnt

NICLA

rhres

e 1124) Otto cut off the idol’s three heads angd

- to Pope Callixtus [I. Stettin also had a horse oracle

K\.‘ oo ‘dol was dc%[rnypd n andcnburg, PTObab];y

\ |brecht the Bear sometime l*cl\\'cc‘n IT50 and I11§7. SIAEUes

v cephalic gods are also known from southern and easterp

< eas. A sculpture of a Tuglav, called “Troglay’, was
” ] of Sibenik at Skradin near the Adriatic coase

- ~ow housed in the Slavic Antiquities Museum in Spljy,

: \ Wollin, Otto found a temple with a sacred spear, There

’ - 21so an outdoo! cult place with i1dols, which became the site
i "[ —ow Adalbert church. Outo’s mission of 1128 destroyed

I When his men entered it in search of
v found only a gigantic shield which hung on the wall

o ot { that had gathered outside, they carried the

the crowc
them for protection, whereupon the crowd fell

le at Wolgast.

‘1\1\ out w ff[‘, ; . ;
~round before them, thinking that it was the war god
( 6o The Zbrucz ( Zbruch) idol, Galicia, south-eastern Poland

[arovit) who had appeared. One of Otto’s biographcrs Fig.
M s - - . 2
Herbord, describes the shield as covered with gold leaf; and ke

~uates Gerovit with Mars.

G

oak tree in a court fenced with stakes; it was dedicated to the god

T 1almold, writing of the pagan revival among the Wends | Proven (perhaps a dist :

Sy >eave deus Aldenburgensis terrae’. And o of that land, : CPRelapS 4 °“.ed name of Perun, the
' 134, refers to ‘Prove deus e 4 c’. And on his Thunder god), of whom there was no idol present. The monk
erip with bishop Cerald to Oldenburg and to the interior between Herbertus’ describes a sacred grove where a large tar.covered
‘hat city and Liibeck 1n 1156, he saw a grove containing an idol stood leaning against a tree.
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ca, the only Slavie pantheon to find ity
s 1s the one set up about 980 by [l“m
cars later cast down those same gods and
oulattion of Kiev in the River Dllltpﬂ_
" hranicle, lnmpllnl about trnn, “)’i:
Crule Kiev alone, and he set up idols
lace COUrt—a umn.iu:ll. hgure of p"“"'
¢ and his mouth was of gold; Khu,,,. and
A Simarel, and Mokosh—and he and his
he idols.” Simultaneously, '\,"l‘ldl‘mir
i« uncle, in Noy \l.',nluﬂ], and aftey Dob.
; d. he set up an idol of Perun above the
seople of Noy gorod revered him a5 a
-‘;||~ le goes on to tell how the people of
Limit used the 1dol of Perun to be cast
esumably that of Perun, was discovered
alled Peryn, 4 km. south of Novgorod, It
ded by the River Volkhov, its tributar
«wamp. The wooden structure had de,
. 11n showed an octagonal rosette shape, In
. mound enc losed l‘)' a ditch Cnnujning
| ' e foran l\it‘l .Ilh{ | PLIL‘L‘“H'[I]L‘ CL‘[’(_‘n]onial
. 1 field-stone hearth, and beneath these
'« probably part of an altar.
tion of Staraja I adoga 1n 1958, a wooden
. small timber structure considered ¢
' the lower cultural horizon dating o
enturies; 23 CIlk. [H_Lgll .llh'l 2'$ Cl‘n.lwide, it was
-”-1 with moustache and beard, wearing a conical
' lacking, and it had only one lcg_ﬁ
Fhe Primar C hronicle gives the texts n‘f' the peace treaties
b i . made by Igor (945) and Svjatoslav (971). The

,-“-‘-__:];F“:I” ‘ ; P
. catified by the Byzantines in the Cathedral of

1 A

1(1 n\"‘jH!

1 L TrDOSCS,
L t I

! lharnds were
l vy o1 [ ‘ | -;!|1\

F
ia; 1

St 8 -p
O‘ m S

v ladimir o it is an
Jaying down their
The 971 treaty ¥
the treaty should be
fAocks; and that he

ornaments and be d

=

i

b |
.

\
1RL%

ol documented. Even i ter Christi >
:c;icfs portraying the figure of Christ, or a ne

Stone idols from Stavchany in the Upper Duiester basin

Fig. 61
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ian stylistie wraditions

Woere thcy cpigoney

L 4
ime the Zbrucz idol was held 1o be lhton]y
1 umber of statues (some of them undaged
| sites) has by now considerably mﬂtaled,
' . , | 1mages of gods prndll(“cd (hu)

tone stelae of the third and t‘.ll"y second ITIl”cl]nja

1¢ later Slayie

]e’i thl’ct: Dt
ds, usually holding a dlml\mg horn, Wearing 5
1 b

bearing 1ncised horse Aigures or sun meols,

ed 1n the upper Dniester region; t]‘tt‘y dre datcd

ation with the Chernjakhovo pottery to aboyy the

‘ ‘ \D. Such stone idoll g clearly located within

: \ of a cult precinet, surrounded by he
Sl [n most Slavic areas 1dols were built

kineglv ssmilar in style to those of ¢}

I\ ries Ol stone statues u‘pu‘wlltlllg 01

arths and
of Wood:
ound clay

~bear thjs out,
h have been attested 1n the River I}J‘m‘m basin n
SLUCh nave Llill a4

ive posts standing in the centre of 3 ¢
Ol IMASSIvVA P C

the floor of a wooden temple-
slastered areéa 11K i\

AssOcClatipp
AD and jp

h Pen’kovka finds of the sixth-seventh centuries
\,‘\‘x..r.-[ \. l 1‘:‘;\1[1 in the hill-fort of Borshevo type be
!-‘k_ S ey L.}-IH:L‘(I![‘L | : .
et ften found at the topmost poins ofa hillfor, 5

P ‘Hikx L. h early- and proto-Slavic periods, and showin
evidenced 11“. [lr‘idu;\‘“‘ up to the early second millenniym AD
‘ .(“\I‘H“fit.m[:;npl],;\ were destroyed. Aroupd cult places in ‘the

h ‘Jr I,E\' of Scythian and later times o.Ff'e.rmgs of;coms, grains,

0 I L)

I'I!l:\ imitations of grains and bread,‘mmliture l:;n nf?rma(.ilfs:Tzed

: iron ornaments and other gbjects ave e;n olun : he

P ffering-up grain continued among the Slavs in the

practice of ¢ ) ind is not unknown in the twentieth,

”;;;;m-n]rh}t‘f:‘zt:q} 1Lnd of horses’ skulls together with leg bones

urials of dOgS «

f from various prehistoric and early historic periods are
daung L

of pre.
v and 1dols or a phenomenan of the lat

Fig. 02 The 'Chernaja MM“

4 timber mortuary hosre; %, SCSUSE rings ; 3, barrow of ol ’?H- ll" '

ere remains of a funerary feast and grave
u'

d in association with tem -f.hmﬂinMdﬁ

- discovered for , oty thve busik of dve Rives
burials Balka in the district of Poltava on iy e
hamaji‘ dating back to the seventh-sixth m. of birds
Yor;‘iilﬁcd extremely imﬂe?;nf;em'hm“'mh: Ihull' been l;nde b,’
e : ‘ X v > o
:waps. ﬂ:t::;m;% f::::‘hx a:o:;ﬂ d. ;‘he t4.':ullinel. leaving them in

tung with ashes. "
(r::;icf ; they h;dut::'c ::1 cl?f"::c:ter death is indicated by the burial

A strong De al tombs are as clo.quct.u as other I.ndofE.uropun
rites. Slavic I’Oze they Hittite, Phrygian, Thracian, Greek or
royal tol_nbsA classic example is the magnificent burial kn_own
Germanic. Mogila discovered in the town of Chernigov,
as Chernaja from the mid tenth century. Three members of a
which dat'tl:s f]:usbmd’ wife and son, had been placed in a
royal famuly, house and equipped with everything—horses,
timber m‘?’:::‘ﬁg buckets, pots—that was believed to be necessary
wcaPDﬂS. S -

for the after-life.

Figs 62, 63

GODS AND THEIR FUNCTIONS

' ' ic Kn tlingasaga all
Helm and the Old Icc‘la. ndic Kny
i u;}J{t::ﬁ' the patron god of Riigen; Saxo, Helmold, and
mention Svetovit,
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Fhe Slavs

Herbord also ment

island, and Helmol
or even more heads.

significance: Jaro

I.i\.}“

» €

I am your god
‘-\\'1[]2 I(.'.l\'Ci.
cattle and al
R uenii

newly matured anin
‘September’: Czech

ber’. Pora

\\'h\

| rhmgs

means ‘m

encompass the spring
the maturing season f

['he root svet-, ]II\L
S
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means ‘spring

The produce of field

vetovit was both war-god
harvest festival, He had hj
high priest might ride, an

! Iy fll'

Cherngg M.;(;‘Ig'_ I
me’p within the m!anznlar u'm‘;*.
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15, an \Hit’hrll})
animals, ep.

lon Jarovit, l’ur.wrr, .

d says that some of t}

. t on
1ese 1do] had bos

' P 0
At least two of these Names hoq Cale.t ree,
onnected with ; ; ndal'lal

» and Jaropie’ ims hf bnght,
: ; . 15
> covers the pl; ? §
Clo
s and woods, the rests

: ung of
'S needs, are 4, o the
al month named for

that serve m

: r
the ma Ing ¢
alls 0
1als: Old Church Slavonje ruing ?ugfvth
rjen—*October’: : "

idsummer’.
-to-autumn

or animals,

Jar-, has an orj

ginal meapjp of ¢ ,
and protector of field : Sangs

3 1if he did so without
Ik down 2 row of crossed ’mu‘tfnl:: ‘:‘uguud well.
made hooves on "t SEEENER hetic horse’, which
catching his ssian phrase veshchij kon —dpr;?ong e Bier, The
Hence ‘?:aiupa;allcl in th::t i.:l.:'es;av :;;' itpaiak s
h(?; nil;lonf Slavic lzz::l::;, This,word was ap_l’lf;“iilyc‘:::::‘:;i
rack (Ol 1nd1c.0t races (vartanna, known 1: ; ting that both
¢h ritual Cbari | from 1380 BC). It IO SR lag s
W ltong che Muanﬂ;‘ e Kirghizians imagined t.he Polar i
a}?‘ Russians aﬂ‘?l 1: an ox, reindeer or horse is forever waWihtge;
| t :st around Whlc:he wheel of the seasons. W:l}cn xircz;t i
The horse d'rawihat is the time for_ prophcc:{‘. Io; oo
. 21I_-,pr.oachu’lg- ndless Time. Seeing that t ‘:: c; e
lhorse ot il Borhmg”“ Gt iy S dt ities fhere is
e Be Vr' and Sfeebled &5 i s S"-‘Pam{ffk mise éoexistcd.
‘virile’, “MATHE hat their Slavic eqmvalenfs ikew e
v (ot believe t ¢ know Triglav and his fc?ur aspects, e
;;a the northfwcslt(;: pear, gave their own pamcula;] namc0 ;c; :
OfWhidl:’ ;i:’ ?i:ity For which “Triglav® was perhaps only
polyceph?
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! > !
being quite |

cuaroe’s son), the early Russians’ personiﬁcation of the solar

:
Nnc

hills and towns along the Slavic-German borderline in Poland.

name. We Jlsu know SIMNZhl'(h 's ]

i
1 (4 DO

ey

{ | Wi jdrie
_ 7 adonski), an c:,_;h:ccmh:ccmury Orthodox
nezh, proscribed the pagan festivals and “satanie
| on an old idol called Jarilo, which tradi:jona"y
. m Wednesday of Friday untl Sunday in the week
o A hicsuntide. | aul 1673 the Voronezh ‘games
! 2 man ad ned with Howers and carrying jingle-bells
~ainted red nd white.'* Byelorussian folklor;
. age of Jarilo riding upon a white horse: he wears
owned with wild-flowers, carries a bunch of

< left hand, and goes bare-foot.

 though not included 1n Vladimir's pantheon, is
| i the Russian ranslation of the Malalas Chronicle
(, ek met ;f\imzit E_"\\Li HL;‘J’!-HM‘L :\CCOI’dlng to Old
2 ussian records, Svarog 18 <1id to have generated the sun, Khoys
- e and tradition called both the celestial and the hearth
: ' .on. The worship of the hearth fire, preserved among
.nd Byelorussians, must once have been as

~o the Slavs as among the Balts: gu.lrded by priests

canctuaries and by mothers in the home, the fire never went
. except on the eve of the summer solstice festival, when it was

' td and then rekindled. Th
\\.'!‘i_‘ln!L.i“\ extinguished and then ndled. e north-west
clavic ‘Zuarasic’ [ atin transliterations of Slavic at the time

haphazard—may have been identical with Svarozhich

ViU

name 18 pmbably related to the Indic svargas

~ ’
\ 78 ]%
SVAIOH S

«.adiant sky’ and svaraft ‘gleams, shines’. The suffix -og¢ shows
his name to be of Scythian, 1.¢. Iranian, origin.’3 He survives in

- ‘ : : » <
R omanian adjective sfareg ‘torrid, sunburnt’, and in names of

A generator of the sun, Sparog rates COmparison with Vedic

Indra and Iranian Vrtragna. Indra’s great feat is the slaying of the

e ol SNparog ), J“Li in Rlﬂil& we havt ‘h -
: "
| ﬂ z

plicated by borrowings from the tradition tragna. '+ caeli
From Lusatia to the Utals it was customary to toss a knife or
other sharp instrument into the whirlwind for protection..O |

1 few decades ago in Pomerania, the West B Bﬁi‘dl.‘-. and B '.l' . ﬂ' :
people would cast themselves face down before a whirlwind, ©
ward off the misfortune and illness which it brought. Russians,
while doing so, would ery, ‘A belt around your neck!’, so that
the whirlwind should be strangled. A whirlwind was feared
because 1t contained a demon, who was often called rarog. It
appears likely that Svarog once was the shining hero who stirred
upa whirlwind by fighting with the evil serpent. St George, who
was primarily a dragon-killer in Christian mythology, became
a popular Slavic folklore figure, perhaps by identification with
some dragon-killing Slavic god; if such a god did exist, it was
surely Svarog. This George was also thought to be ruler of the
wolves. There is a very ancient Slavic belief that the white wolf 1s
2 divine being; in Byelorussia he is called the king of all animals.
So possibly George hasa wolfsincarnation like the bogatyr Volkh,
which would certainly reflect his connection with Swvarog.
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’ !h '\I/.H'n .
Associated with Svarog's functions are maidens ..
known among the S}uvaks (‘IOJIS S alk [
. b » Serbs, and B v
ulsl'hm‘ - b

laid ofterings for them under trees, at s
as attested in records since the thirteen

th century, They “h

torm of lit.'.lltl‘lflll, very strong, “chd girls cqui
heads, but can also appear as swans or snakes, a5 well
horses, wolves, and whirlwinds. In these las; foure' S
they parallel the incarnations of Svarog. They are bamlcal'ng. i
like the Germanic Valkyries, and friends of heroes t:;;}:naldm
_ulr danc Ing on mountain tops or mc‘ddows they shc;ot - -
who approaches, or blind him or pull him inte 1R At anyone
dance him to death. ¢ ring and
Simargl, mentioned as a separate god in Vlad;
1s best explained, as Roman Jakobson has sugges
a winged griffin, a divine bird of the P

mir’s

Panth
ted, as NG

_ . ersians.TheSlavsslmourg.
borrowed him in the last centuries BC from N Spmbably
overlords, whose name for him was Simarg, He sk harmatian
connected with the warrior-god’s {UIlCtions‘; arid Pfrhy ave beep
in Slavic folklore with the eagle. In Bulgaria ;/[ps Merged
Bosnia, and Serbia, the eagle was believed to r:llc 2cedonig,
storms, and to cause fire, illness, or other misfortune ,?‘Ler hail,
Khors 1s an obvious borrowing of the Iranian " Narmed,

- L P =39 - nélm
personified sun— Khursid’. Dazhbog’ means ; e for the

- : ¢ 5 o, n Tannk¥
Giver (< dati—"to give’) of Wealth® (&og‘f——‘wealth’-sal;sw? tcllle
] o go 2

Le., the source of wealth). One of the clues to Stripgp : :
the Igor Tale it is stated that the winds are his grandc};gjlls that jn
name is probably connected with the Slavic root *spei ¢ ren; hyg
or to Iranian ,-‘)'f'f‘La—‘beautifu]’, a4 common Cpithet for thto HPW’
which also suggests the sublimity of the sun. Another e w_,w.n.d,
1s that Stribog 1s the relic of an old Father God: *pat,i?nblhty
There 1s no doubt that the Slavs were sun-worshj agos,

indeed the tenth-century Arab traveller Al,MasudilpPers' e
them to be. According to him, they even had 2 temple t?:)[:ted
opening 1in the dome and special architectural arran an
gements er

PTings, caves, and e

PPed with aprgu

lcons,

entering a church, to trn around a
Perun is the god M;' preserved in p
toponymy. 'I"he :umn ropean
*perg- meaning to strike’ links
language families to a common ¢
He is definitely a very old god and common to ;

Perun’s anthropomorphic features were presumab
those of Lithuanian Perkiinas—a vigorous man with
beard, riding in a chariot drawn by a he-goat and

, holding in
one hand an axe or hammer, which he throws at bad people and
evil spirits, and which afterwards returns to his hand. The axe,

1 fetish known among the European peoples since Neolithic
times, was subsequently identified with the thunderbolt. The
Slavs in their Common Period called axes by the name *stréla
(‘arrow’ ie., ‘bolt’). It was widely believed that Perun’s bolts
pass through the earth, penetrate it to a certain depth, and after
2 certain period (usually 7 years and 40 days) gradually return
to the surface. The strély were used to protect a house from an
oncoming storm, to restore milk to cows who were without, to
protect crops, to ease a difficult labour, and guarantee good
fortune to new-born babies and newlyweds. Perun’s fiery
purifications chastise the forces of death and barrenness. There 1s
a widespread belief among the Slavs and Balts that the first
thunder in spring moves the earth to action: the grass begins to
grow rapidly, trees turn green, the land is safe for sowing and
planting. A person or tree struck by lightning was regarded as
being filled with health-giving powers.
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Big trees, especially the oak, were.
all over Europe, In
vich issued a regulation forbidding peaple & .
the oak tree’. The Vita of Ag, Adrian Pagh..
in 1612, tells of a deacon who wouhim s}
(the Christianized Perun) which : o

y , was fastened o
groves of Proven, mentoned b il

_ ¢ Oy Helmold, whepe
oak was fenced abour, llustrate an impom okl
tortes of such awful Power as thar -y

thunderbolt must be shielded. ’ h .

It 1s no mere coincidence thae ¢

and mountains—which the thunder.god selects fop po
are almost universal symbols for the centre of the wets
navel from which it dcvclopcd OUtWard, Thls R a.',: .
sequence of the belief that all life i Benerated by che 28

male and female principles—of earch and
at some ‘high '

As

hOSC same 'h"h‘ .' o

1 .
3

Yy on great occasion
order to be eaten, for he is filled with the

god, made manifest in his whole livin
caten communally so

ened. As late as 1907,
in north-east Russia, combined wit
blessings. It took place on St Eljag’
meat, prepared entirely by men,
divided among the villagers. 8

After the Conversion, Perun became fus,
white-bearded St Elias, who travels |
chariot. But he also lived on in _
cycle, as the bogatyr (‘hero”) Il’ja (Elias) of
on his horse ‘above the motionless forest

clouds scudding across the sky’, bﬁ-'.;
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sresent (1me
\

en believed that if Mokosh was plms'c_d with their offerin
vould he ]}‘ them with their l.llllltit‘y. Il!t‘ (:Zt‘chs ptayed o
Viokosh in time of drought. In northern Russia she survived as 4
- I? ."-I.'l\’- 'FI”” ( ]fiL‘ni ‘t!"A'H\hd Or .‘vlrl'kj}r&}’(f. [l] [l]c NOVgOfDd

<he is indentifiable by her large head and long arms, and she
Hax at 1\!___‘_]:( In [E]L' L ”UHL‘[\ drcd \ll{' SPHTS W()Ol or Walks

‘I | 2t night, and if the sheep lose hair, the proverb says
‘Mokosh has sheared the sheep.’® Place names of the fifteenth
eneury include Makushi, Makushina, Makushovo, ete., from
Pskov. Novgorod, Kostroma, Chernigov areas.

In Iranian mythology Ardvi Sura Anahita, lltergll]y the ‘wet
one. spotless one’, is the source of the celestial waters, gOddcs;
f prosperity and fertlity. Mokosh, whose name brings to mind
Slavie mokru—‘wet’, might be an analogous figure. Unquestion.

bly ancient is the worship of ‘female” stones—the kamennye baby.
Some of them had female breasts. Paralytics, the deaf and the
blind came from great distances to offer grain, flax, wool, pigs,
calves, sheep, and money to such stones. When in the nineteenth
century archaeologists in the Ukraine removed stones from the
Scevthian barrow where they stood, the people blamed this action
for the start of a drought.?’
['he god Rod, known from medieval Orthodox denUﬂCiations,
‘< connected with the Slavic word roditi—‘to give birth’, In a
Russian translation of a fifteenth-century saint’s life, rodii stands
for the Latin fatum (fate). Birth fairies (Russian rozhenitsa or
Slovenian rojenica) or ‘determiners’ (Czech sudica, Serbo.
Croatian sudjenica), analogous to Scandinavian Norns and
Cireek Moirae exist in the folklore to this day.

ed by the Byzanune Sant Blasius ( Vlas or Viah in
who continued to be the guardian of caule until the

I'he last figure in Vladimir's pantheon is the goddess Mokosh
enth-century hurch LIII'()“IL‘It‘\ contain thc qu“"'on
: . L
1ddressed to womer, ‘Did you not go to Mokosh?' Pciiam

.

tre Eanb's pardon. * For centuries, §
over landed property by calling the E
of their claims. Marriages were cc ed by swallowi
of earth (nineteenth century, Pskov area). Oaths were
swallowing a lump of earth (¢. 1870, Orel area), or

on one's head. Crop predictions were made ir
Russia by digging a small hole in the

el |

what the Earth said: a sound like a full sleigh meant a good crop;
that of an empty sleigh, a poor one.

The festival of Moist Mother Earth was Kupala; it took its name
from the mass bathing (kupati “to bathe”) which, along with
prayers at springs, marked the observance. But it was primarily a
celebration of the summer solstice, and featured great bonfires.
The straw idol of Kupala was attired like 2 woman. During the
festival, it was placed under a tree which had been cut down and
stuck into the ground. Among the Baluc Slavs the sacred tree
was the birch, cut and prepared by women only, with all the
branches stripped off; the crown alone was left, and that was hung
with garlands and flowers. Sacrifices took place by it. This was a
representation of the Tree linking Heaven and Earth.

Christianity, introduced in the ninth century in Czechoslovakia
and in the tenth century in Poland and Russia, determined
the trend of Slavic culture for centuries. This would not have
been decisive in the rapid development of Slavonic culture and
its Byzantinization but for an event which caused an epochal
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> M. Gimbutas, ‘The Proto-Indo European culture. The Kurgan
culture in the fifth and fourth millenma BC'. in Indo-European and
Indo-Europeans, Proceedings of the Conference in Philadelphia, Penn.,
Avpril 1966, Philadelphia 1970.
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4 D.]. Safaiik, Slovanské staroZitnosti, Prague 1837.

L. Niederle, Slovanské staroZitnosti, Vol. I, Prague (1902-24).

6 V. N. Toporov and O. N. Trubachev, Lingvisticheskij analiz gidronimov
verkhnego Podneprovja, Moscow 1962.
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Carave goods of Komarov type, mld’“co’ﬂd mnlﬂiﬂiﬂl‘ﬂ. BC: m

dagger, length 26 em.; Hint \rrow-head: bronze hairnng; pots, ¥
'8 cm. high. Cemetery of lvanie near Dubno, district of Rovno,

Volyma. Kurgan 11, grave nos. 4 and 5

\rmlets, spiral armering, pin and pot from grave no. 1 in the same
cemetery. Maximum diameter of armlets 13.5 and 11.§ €M tpiﬂl
irmering 7 €m. ac TOSS, IL'ngl'h niqpln 20 cm.; p('l 28 cm. hlgh.

[ron axe, ploughsshare and coulter from a hoard ol agrlcullural ools
made 1 an won tool pnnhunnn centre at Z.lbnlttll.y m lhc Uppﬂ' Nitra
Valley, western Slovakia, €. AD 800,

[ools and weapons from the hillfort of Novotroitskoe, district of
Sumy. Russia. Ninth century AD. 4, iron arrow-heads, maximum
length 10 em.; §, 1won knives, maximum length 16 em.; 6, sickles
maximum |Ln3;lh 34 cMLg 7s \L‘ytht‘. 20 cm. Inllg; 8, hOCS, 13 cm.

|.\|1:L'\, 0, p‘ullglh\]l.nc, 13.§ C€m.

Early Slavic urns during the excavation of the cemetery at Volyntsevo
near Putivl’ in the valley of the River Seym.

.
Silver oraments from the hoard of Kharivka. 11, part of a neck-ring,
length 19 em.; 12, neck-ring, diameter 20 cm.; and bracelets, diameter
8 cm.: 11, fibula, length 16 cm.; 14, ear-rings, approx. § cm. long,.

Dart of 2 metal-beater’s silver hoard from Zemiansky Vibovok, Slovakia.

Seventh century.

Gold car-rings and a tongue-piece of the sixth—seventh century AD
from the cemetery of Hohare, district of Komarno, Slovakia.




rsc's head, 4 cm. lnng, and
Sertlement of Scmmln. dlﬂl’iﬂ d' \

cventh century AD.
irom a ( A0a0Ean p""lcn" gl’l\fc dd‘ h :7 K
»in), Dalmatia. 18, bead necklace, 258
r-1ings; 19, TINg with 2 P""Pk m..
from the reign of Constantine V (741599

century AD from mulhwﬂ!ﬂn Y.

¢ and large beads from the ce

Ninth century.

. 22, showing repair holes, and 23,
estern Slovakia; 24, from Vyé;” Q -. g

Slovakia; 25-27, from an -l

emetery of Piuluky, somhtmm

~ fibula from an Early Slavic M
\L,la..» 1. Sixth century AD.

5 Bow fibulae with 2 mask ﬁxx,mmhﬁ
buckles, from r!'tc:niclﬂyd's:lm
Romania. S:xth—arlywvnlllm!_:
largest buckle 5.5 cm. '

30 Two bow fbulac, and 2 por
serlement of Crucea lui Ferenez




[ill-for of Novotrouskoe. 45, before excavation, view
est. 46, alter excavation, seen from the north.

Vomen's ornaments: 47, bronze rings for the lﬂnph.
lm bead necklaces. Barrow cemetery of al
eNINgEr:; 1d; 48, head- “gear and glass bﬁdi. ﬁbﬂ

IChi "I"(

"|"_'I, urui

Mrict Of

riificavions of Staraja Ladoga (reconstruction), ninth-twelfth ceny
wooden oar, fragment of a buat, an iron anchu.'

tront

i wit 1 nts

vooden buckets from Stare Mesto, Moravia. -

[ &
Foundatons of the palace at Mikuléice, Moravia. Ninth c'ﬂm

' rnaments from a hoard found in the settlement of Nove t

YUVET Of']
Maximum diameter of |1u'k/rlng, I7 ¢m. .
Gold ear rings with ﬁ]!grt‘t‘ ormament .!I'ld d chain ﬁ'om ‘.‘

Bosnia

i\ €I ltld

gold ear-rings from ninth-century ‘pw
Cereat Moravia. 54 from Stare Mesto, Na Valach cem 3
59 from Pohansko, Bteclav.

Mikuléice.
Stlver ear-rings fmm Pohansko.

Silver car-ring surmounted by a lamb. A
piece of the ninth-tenth century AD.

Gile buttons or pendants with fi
Moravia. Ninth century. P

64 Detail of a ':'::.n wury |
in sitw. g
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Medieval Slav 130; Mongoloid 121; Retharii, Slavxc tribe 154
Scythian period 130

Pilos, Navarino Bay 104

Pleinerova 123

Phiny the Elder 60, 64

Ploni, tribe 129
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Tacutus 141, 167

Taifals, east Germanic people 63

Tanais, inscriptions at 60

temples 151-159

textiles, Early Iron Age 55

Theophanes 105

Theophilactus Simokattes 106

Thermopylae 101

Thessaloniki, city 100, 103

Thietmar, Bishop of Merseburg 151, 153

‘Thrako-Cimmerian’ 39

Tiberius, emperor 102

Tikhon Zadonskij, bishop 162

Tivertsi, tribe 9o

Tokar site, Sumy district 52, §3

toponyms, Early Slavic 108, 109

Tornow pottery group 128
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Turk, Turkish influences 130
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Ulichi, tribe 90
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Vladimir, prince 156,
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Wollin, Early Slavie
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