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Editor's ForewordThis volume 
ontains the majority of the papers presented during a 
onfe-ren
e that took pla
e on 16th-21st May, 1997 in �ód¹, Poland. The 
onferen
e wasorganized by the Institute of Ar
haeology, University of �ód¹ and Departementd'anthropologie, Universite de Montreal (Canada). The 
onferen
e was funded bythe University of �ód¹ and by IREX (International Resear
h & Ex
hanges Board),whi
h also supported this publi
ation. The publi
ation was partly founded by theUniversity of �ód¹ and by the Foundation of Adam Mi
kiewi
z University, too.The major questions of the 
onferen
e were, 1) what is the 
urrent eviden
efor eastern or southern in
uen
es in the development of eastern European Meso-lithi
 and Neolithi
 populations, and 2) to what extent are 
urrent politi
al trends,espe
ially the reassertion or, in some 
ases, the 
reation of ethni
 and nationalidentities, in
uen
ing our interpretations of the prehistori
 data.The idea for su
h a 
onferen
e 
ame into being through the 
o-organizers'long-term studies of the development of those prehistori
 human populations whi
hinhabited the vast region stret
hing north and east from the Oder river and Carpa-thian Mountains to the foothills of the Urals. In a tradition established in moderntimes by Gordon Childe, virtually all of the transformations of Eastern Europe'sNeolithi
 Age human lands
ape have been assumed to be responses to prior de-velopments in the Balkan peninsula and Danube basin. We think that a body ofnew eviden
e requires a renewed analysis of the distributions of 
ultural produ
ts,peoples, and ideas a
ross Eastern Europe during the Mesolithi
 through the EarlyMetal Age within a mu
h wider geographi
 
ontext than previously has been the
ase. This in
ludes giving adequate attention to the far-ranging intera
tions of 
om-munities between the Ponti
 and Balti
 area with those lo
ated in both the Cau
asusand the Aralo-Caspian regions.We hope that this volume will 
ontribute to su
h a redire
tion of future ana-lyses. Lu
yna Doma«skaKen Ja
obs



Editorial 
omment1. All dates in the B-PS are 
alibrated [see: Radio
arbon vol.28, 1986, and thenext volumes℄ (other versions are 
ited for the wish of authors). Deviations fromthis rule will be point out in notes.2. The names of the ar
haeologi
al 
ultures (espe
ially from the territory ofthe Ukraine) are standarized a

ording to the English literature on the subje
t (e.g.Mallory 1989). In the 
ase of a new term, the author's original name has beenretained.



Balti
-Ponti
 Studiesvol. 5: 1998, 34-43PL ISSN 1231-0344Philip L. KohlNATIONAL IDENTITY AND THE USE OF THE REMOTEPAST IN THE CAUCASUS11. INTRODUCTION: NATIONALITY, ETHNICITY, AND ETHNOGENESIS |THE STICKY WICKET OF UNQUESTIONED CONCEPTSBefore the 
ollapse of the Soviet Union in 1991, I used to refer to the USSRas the world's most ethni
ally heterogeneous nation-state and to the Cau
asus, inparti
ular, as the most ethni
ally heterogeneous region of the world's most ethni-
ally heterogeneous nation-state. Stri
tly speaking, however, there were some otherviable 
ontenders: India, Indonesia, and the Philippines, for example, with all theirtribal/indigenous peoples. Or what about the highland peoples of Papuan New Gu-inea? Redu
ed drasti
ally, of 
ourse, from the more than 700 peoples �rst en
oun-tered by whites more than sixty years ago, the peoples of New Guinea still numbera few hundred and, as su
h, 
ould lay legitimate 
laim to 
omprising the most eth-ni
ally heterogeneous state. Upon whom should this honor have been bestowed?The answer depends upon one's de�nition of an ethni
 group, or ethnos inthe Soviet parlan
e, a problem sometimes asso
iated with the pra
ti
al tasks ofgoverning peoples by 
lassifying or subdividing them into groups, based on langu-age, territory, religion, 
ulture, \ra
e" or some other presumably obje
tive 
riteria;
lassi�ers or typologists, as we know, 
an either be lumpers or splitters, a fa
twhi
h 
ompli
ates our problem. Also, the 
on
ept of ethnos is obviously relatedto an extremely important and overworked 
on
ept in Soviet ar
haeology and thestudy of remote antiquity: ethnogenesis or the 
oming into being, the formation ofan ethnos. This arti
le will reexamine this 
on
ept of ethnogenesis and expose itsabuse/misuse in re
onstru
tions of the remote Cau
asian past. Before doing so, we
an expediently distinguish nationality from ethni
ity on the basis of the asso
ia-tion of the former with a politi
al unit, the modern nation-state, and rephrase ourformer assertion: the Soviet Union the most heterogeneous state in terms of itsnationalities, some of whom have sin
e re
eived international re
ognition in the1 An earlier version of this paper will appear in Russian in the pro
eedings of the symposium Sovremennoesostoyanie i perspektivi razvitiya istori
heskoy nauki Daghestana i Severnogo Kavkaza, Institute of History, DaghestanS
ienti�
 Center, Russian A
ademy of S
ien
es, Makha
hkala, Daghestan.



35United Nations and others of whom aspire to this status. Thus, also the title of thispaper \National Identity and the Use of the Remote Past in the Cau
asus"; seeminglyinevitably and, in terms of the violent 
onsequen
es to date, sadly, many ethni
groups in the Cau
asus (ethnoi) are now more appropriately termed nationalities.The most egregious abuses of the remote past in the Cau
asus have been asso
iatedwith the politi
al imperative to be sovereign, to rule over in
reasingly homogene-ous, well-demar
ated areas that have been ethni
ally 
leansed of other 
laimants tothese lands.Ethni
ity and nationality should be distinguished for at least three reasons.First, they are not synonymous, a fa
t whi
h should be immediately 
omprehensibleto 
itizens of multi-ethni
 nations, like the United States. Se
ondly, asso
iating the
on
ept of nationality with 
ontemporary nation-states histori
izes the 
on
ept tothe time of the existen
e of nation-states; i.e., to the modern histori
al era or, ro-ughly, to the late 18th 
entury on. This point may seem trivial or pedanti
, but it isimportant in dis
ussions of the misuse of the remote past: nationalities should not,stri
tly speaking, be a

orded time immemorial status. They are relatively re
entforms of group identity. Moreover | and this is our third reason for distinguishingnationality from ethni
ity: the 
on
ept of nationality has bene�tted from a thoro-ugh 
ritique or de
onstru
tion by modern historians. One 
an 
hoose one's favoriteauthor and opt for one's favorite de�nition of a nation (e.g. B. Anderson's famous\imagined 
ommunity" [Anderson 1991℄ or, as some wit on
e observed, \a groupunited around a 
ommon dislike for its neighbors and a 
ommon mistake about itsan
estry"), but E.J. Hobsbawm's basi
 verdi
t [1992:3-6℄ is, I belive, in
ontroverti-ble: 
ontemporary historians have su

eeded in elu
idating the 
on
epts of nationand nationality by disasso
iating them so-
alled obje
tive 
riteria (language, blood,territory, et
.) and insisting on their so
ially 
onstru
ted 
hara
ter. It is far less
lear that this Enlightenment is happening as nation-states and national identitiesare de
lining in importan
e, that | to quote E.J. Hobsbawm [1992:192℄: \the owlof Minerva 
ies out at dusk". The re
ent history of the Cau
asus, whi
h, obviously,is �lled with nationalist tensions and 
on
i
ts, hardly 
orresponds with this wishfuldes
ription.The 
on
ept of ethni
ity, whi
h a
tually is more relevant to our 
onsiderationof the remote past, has not bene�tted to the same extent from su
h a rigorousre-appraisal, although it is obviously the de�ning 
on
ept of ethnology and has longbeen studied by ethnologists and so
ial/
ultural anthropologists both in the Westand in the former Soviet Union. Here, a division must be noted: the Soviet studyof the ethnos, long 
hampioned among others by Yu.V. Bromlei [1973, 1983℄, theformer Dire
tor of the Institute of Ethnology of the Soviet A
ademy of S
ien
es inMos
ow, 
an be 
hara
terized as \primordialist" or essentialist; i.e., atta
hment toan ethni
 group is based on obje
tive 
riteria that are durable and long-lasting, su
has language, ra
ial group, 
ultural traditions or time-honored ways of doing things,et
. [Shnirelman 1996:8-9; 
f. also Tishkov 1997:1-114 for an extended 
ritique ofSoviet \ethni
 engineering" and the entren
hed a
ademi
 and popular dogma ofviewing ethni
ities as primordial essen
es℄; while Western anthropologists have de-



36�ned ethni
ity in more dynami
, even psy
hologi
al terms, as something situationaland relational; i.e., de�ned in a spe
i�
 situation in relationship to a per
eivedOther, as an \emi
 
ateogory of as
ription" [
f. Erikson 1993:10-12℄. From this per-spe
tive quite simply, a group is a distin
t ethnos that 
onsiders itself su
h and, tosome extent, is 
onsidered su
h by other groups. The attribute of self-
ategorizationis most important, and, sin
e our dis
ussion is 
on
erned with the identi�
ation ofan
ient ethnoi, it must be emphasized that from this Western perspe
tive there isno ne
essary material 
ulture 
orrelate asso
iated with the formation of an ethnos.There may be, but there need not be. Another 
onsequen
e of this latter fo
us isthat ethni
 groups are malleable and 
onstantly 
hanging as the histori
al situationin whi
h they exist unfolds; ethni
ity, like 
ulture, is never made, but is always \inthe making" or, perhaps, if times are tough \in the unmaking" or \in the disap-pearing". From the latter perspe
tive, the 
oales
en
e, as well as disappearan
e,of some of those highland peoples of New Guinea is not surprising. The very exi-sten
e of indigenous rights' advo
a
y groups in the West, like Cultural Survival,both presupposes and opposes the real possibility of 
ultural extin
tion. From thisperspe
tive, ethni
ity and nationality are 
on
eived similarly in that they are so
ially
onstru
ted phenomena in whi
h traditions are invented and 
ons
iously manipu-lated for politi
al, e
onomi
, and so
ial reasons. Ethni
ity is just a more universalform of group identity with a past that may extend ba
k to earlier histori
 times,indeed, perhaps, into the mists of prehistory.Finally, we arrive at the 
on
ept of ethnogenesis, one that was 
entral from themid-1930s on to the pra
ti
e of many Soviet so
ial s
ien
es, in
luding ethnology,ar
haeology, physi
al anthropology, histori
al linguisti
s, folklore and other relatedsubje
ts [Tishkov 1997:1-15, 21-22℄. Why ethnogenesis be
ame su
h a pivotal 
on-
ept in Soviet so
ial s
ien
e is a fas
inating question, requiring its own histori
alinvestigation. It 
annot be adequately dis
ussed here; instead we simply refer youto the seminal studies of V.A. Shnirelman [e.g. 1993a; 1995℄ who is engaged in themonumental and important task of distentangling the 
omplex history of its use andrelation to Soviet di
tates of state. In short, V.A. Shnirelman argues that the de-termination of ethnogenesis be
ame one of the 
entral tasks of Soviet ar
haeologyfrom 1934 on when the dis
ipline swit
hed from a Marxist-inspired internationalism(or, perhaps, politi
ally-motivated universalism) to one 
on
erned prin
ipally withthe ethnogeneti
 history of the early Slavs; i.e., when Great Russian 
hauvinismand the build-up to the Great Patrioti
 War repla
ed this internationalism. Ironi-
ally, the e�e
t of this transformation was to have every ethni
ity/nationality alike,Russian and non-Russian, engaged in this ethnogeneti
 mandate or sear
h for itsorigins. Peoples wanted to determine when they 
ame into being and what they
ould authenti
ally 
laim was ther original homeland. Competition over the remotepast was fueled by the ethnogeneti
 imperative2. This task was intimately tied tothe very stru
ture of the Soviet multi-etni
 federal state.2 The intensity of the sear
h for sear
h for ethni
 origins varied, of 
ourse, depending upon lo
al politi
al
onditions and the per
eived se
urity/viability of the ethni
 group in question. Mu
h of the ar
haeology 
ondu
ted duringlate Soviet times was deadeningly des
riptive and apoliti
al. This 
ondition parti
ularly 
hara
terized its pra
ti
e in theRussian heartland after the patrioti
 politi
ization of the dis
ipline during the 1930s and 1940s. The situation, however,



37Theoreti
ally the use of the 
on
ept of ethnogenesis is tied dire
tly to one's
on
ept of the ethnos: something durable and well-nigh permanent, as in the Sovietperspe
tive, or something 
onstantly 
hanging, as favored by most Western s
ho-lars. For the former, the determination of origins is the 
riti
al question. Whendid the ethni
 group, 
on
eived as a little preformed homun
ulus already posses-sing all the essentially de�ned 
hara
teristi
s of the given ethnos, 
ome into be-ing: during the Bronze Age, the Iron Age, with the 
ollapse of Classi
al Antiquityand the ensuing Great Migrations, or after the 
onquests of Timur or ChingghisKhan? It is per
eived as a straightforward histori
al question with an as
ertainableanswer to be provided by the ar
haeologist's spade or by some long-overlookedhistori
al do
ument. For the Western s
holar, the problem is mu
h more 
opm-plex, indeed pra
ti
ally unsolvable. Ethnogenesis is only a relatively minor mat-ter asso
iatied with the beginnings or initial formation of a given ethni
 group;more signi�
ant and more 
omplex are the 
hanges that group will experien
eover time or its ethnomorphosis, if you will [Kohl 1992:172℄; these 
hanges may| though not ne
essarily | lead to the appearna
e of new ethni
 groups thro-ugh pro
esses of assimilation and/or fundamental 
hange or disappearan
e thro-ugh various natural or human-indu
ed pro
esses, su
h as ethno
ide. Even an eth-ni
 group that exhibits 
onsiderable 
ontinuity and stability over long periods ofhistori
al time will nevertheless 
hange in fundamental ways; thus, for example,pre-Christian Armenia of the Iron Age di�ers from Christian Armenia of theMiddle Ages and from the newly formed Republi
 of Armenia today [
f. Kohl1996℄.Obviously, both perspe
tives have some degree of merit: 
ontinuities, as wellas 
hanges, 
an be do
umented for this Armenian experien
e or for many, relati-vely long-lived ethni
 groups. Cultural traditions 
annot be fabri
ated out of whole
loth; there are real limits to the inventions of tradition. As E.J. Hobsbawm argues,states or nationalist politi
ians may, in fa
t, make nations, but they 
annot totallymake them up. The Italian politi
ian Massimo d'Azeglio's shrewd exhortation atthe �rst meeting of the parliament of the newly united Italian kingdom illustratesthis prin
iple graphi
ally: \We have made Italy, now we have to make Italians [
itedin Hobsbawm 1992:44℄." But it is also or should be obvious that one 
ould not have
onstru
ted mid-to-late 19th 
entury Italians out of the Chinese or New Guinean
ultural traditions. Here it is useful to distinguish between stri
t and 
ontextual
onstru
tionism [
f. Ben-Yehuda 1995:20-22℄. The former denies any 
onstraintsimposed by past or 
urrent realities and qui
kly devolves into the hopelessly re-lativist morass of some post-modern or, in ar
haeology, post-pro
essual 
riti
isms.Contextual 
onstru
tivism, the theory advo
ated here, on the other hand, a

eptsthe fa
t that so
ial phenomena are 
ontinuously 
onstru
ted and manipulated forhistori
ally as
ertainable reasons, but it does not deny an external world, a partiallyapprehensible obje
tive reality, that 
annot totally be redu
ed to invention or so-was far di�erent for non-Russian Soviet ar
haeology. Indeed, the lega
y of the ethnogeneti
 mandate is still 
uorishingthroughout the former Soviet Union. To 
ite just one example, an up
oming 
onferen
e in Nukus, Karakalpakstan(O
tober 1998) is entitled \The Aral Root of the Ethnogeneti
 Pro
ess" and is devoted to a \
onsideration of theproblems of the ethnogenesis of the Karakalpak people"
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ial 
onstru
tion. Representations or 
onstru
ted 
ultural per
eptions are real, butreality en
ompasses more than representations and exists independently from them.The 
ontextual 
onstru
tivist 
on
eption of ethni
ity or nationality is prefera-ble to the stati
, essentialist, neo-Platoni
, and typologi
al/
lassi�
atory perspe
tive,whi
h was so widely adopted by Soviet ethnographers and ar
haeologists. Its fo
uson 
hange and development is more histori
al and more a

urately des
ribes thetransformations that ethni
 groups 
onstantly undergo. The ar
haeologi
al impli-
ations of the 
ontextual 
onstru
tivist perspe
tive are profound: ethnogenesis, astraditionally 
on
eived in Soviet ar
haeology, is a false problem. Ethni
ities are notlittle perfe
tly formed homun
uli or 
rystallized essen
es 
ontaining within themall the 
hara
teristi
s of their future development; rather, they are 
aught up in,even bu�eted by, large histori
al pro
esses 
apable of altering and destroying them.The identi�
ation of some ar
haeologi
al 
ulture as an
estral to a given ethni
group represents a hopeless will`-o`-the-wisp`, a 
himera in
apable of satisfa
torydetermination. Moreover, the quest for su
h identi�
ations is not only misleading,but dangerous, as an examination of 
urrent identi�
ations shows in attempts tore
onstru
t the remote Cau
asian past.2. THE CURRENT ABUSE OF THE REMOTE PAST IN THE CAUCASUSThe de�ning physi
al feature of the Cau
asus as a 
ultlure area is, of 
ourse,the perpetually snow-
apped Great Cau
asian mountain range stret
hing 
. 1200km northwest to southeast between the Bla
k and Caspian Seas. Mountainous areastypi
ally are 
hara
terized by 
onsiderable ethni
 diversity, a feature for whi
h theCau
asus is renowned. Ethni
 diversity in the Cau
asus is not only the produ
t ofphysi
al geography, but of history and of the 
onstant movements of peoples fromthe south or the an
ient Near East and from the north o� the Eurasian steppes intothis beautiful land. The histori
al re
ord extends ba
k for nearly three millennia,and many ethni
 groups maintain a plausible histori
al 
ons
iousness | sometimesreinfor
ed by early litera
y | that stret
hes ba
k for 
enturies, if not millennia.While the exa
t borders of the Cau
asus area are hard to de�ne, parti
ularly asthey imper
eptibly merge with the ranges of the Little Cau
asus mountains andthe Anatolian plateau to the south, there is no debate that the Cau
asus 
ontainthe greatest ethni
 and today national diversity in the former Soviet Union. Mostsigni�
antly all these peoples are squeezed into a relatively restri
ted area. The fa
tthat so many peoples live 
heek-by-jowl next to one another goes a long way inexpllaining the re
ent rise of ethni
 tensions and 
on
i
ts throughout the region.Cau
asian peoples have both 
o-existed pea
efully and fought with ea
h other overthe millennia. Ethni
 enmities too should not be naturalized or essentialized buthistori
ally explained, and a partial explanation for the re
ent outbreak in ethni




39tensions will attribute them to the 
ons
ious manipulation of the remote past bypoliti
ians, journalists, and even reputable s
holars, in
luding ar
haeologists. Theremainder of this paper explores some of these misuses.K.Said's fas
inating histori
al novel Ali and Nino 
ontains a revealing, and todaysadly ironi
, s
ene [1970:44℄ that epitomizes one of the problems 
hara
teristi
 ofCau
asian histori
al 
ons
iousness: it is 1914; the Great War to end all Wars is aboutto begin; and the a
tion takes pla
e in Karabagh. An Azeri properly reproa
hesan Armenian for 
laiming that the Christian Chu
h in Shusha was �ve thousandyears old. Nonplussed, the Armenian replies: \The Christian faith may be only twothousand years old in other 
ountries. But to us, the people of Karabagh, the Saviourshowed the light three thousand years before the others." Claims to the remotepast beget other 
laims to the remote past, engendering ever more hyperboli
 andimplausible 
laims to land or to the 
ultural a

omplishments of one's own people.One 
an refer to ethni
 
ompetition over antiquity in the Cau
asus, but one shouldnot trivialize it, sin
e these exaggerated 
laims often motivate people in their bloody
on
i
ts with their neighbors.Numerous re
ent examples of grossly implausible assertions about the past 
anbe 
ited for both the northern and southern Cau
asus [
f. Markovin 1990, Kohl,Tstetskhladze 1995℄. Very brie
y, let me summarize some re
ent 
ases, whi
 havebeen 
olle
ted and devastatingly 
ritiqued by V.I. Markovin [1994; all referen
esto other studies 
an be found here℄: a Che
hen journalist, A.Izmailov, attemptsto link the Che
hen/Vainakh people with an
ient Pharaoni
 Egypt, while another,Yu. Khadzhiev, sees the Che
hens as histori
ally related to the an
ient Etrus
ansof Italy and the Basques of norhern Spain. More plausibly but still problemati
ally,is Kh. Bakaev's geneti
 
onne
tion between the Che
hens and Hurrians/Urartiansor Bronze and Iron Age peoples of Cau
asian or east Anatolian origin, who areknown both ar
haeologi
ally and from an
ient 
uneiform sour
es. Here the dire
tlink 
annot be established, but the more generi
 relationship with peoples speakinga language of the northeast Nakh-Daghestani Cau
asian group of languages is ge-nerally a

epted. For northern Ossetia, whi
h has now signi�
antly been renamedAlaniya after the Alans, V.I. Markovin 
ites the work of V.L. Khamitsev who 
laimsthat Jesus Christ was an Ossetian or, at least spoke, Ossetian, and that this langu-age spread throughout Europe all the way to the British Isles and 
ontinued to bespoken into the late Middle Ages, as it was the mother tongue of Frederi
k Barba-rossa! A

ording to Khamitsev, the area of Bibli
al Galilee was populated by ethni
S
ythians, who are per
eived unproblemati
ally as an
estors of the Ossetians, andthe Virgin Mary was a S
ythian. V.I. Markovin [
f. also Chernykh 1995:143℄ also
riti
ally s
rutinizes the more \s
holarly" writings of I.M. Miziev who attempts tolink the ar
haeologi
ally de�ned late 4th | early 3rd millennium B.C. Maikop 
ul-ture of the northern Cau
asus with the an
ient Sumerians of Mesopotamia and thenshows how the Sumerian language is histori
ally related to his own Kara
hai-BalkarTurki
 diale
t.Su
h 
laims appear to be so preposterous as not to require serious rebuttal, buteasy dismissal is the wrong and irresponsible rea
tion. The past is both 
ompeted



40and fought over in the Cau
asus. As this is the 
ase, pasts are 
onstru
ted that oftendeviate sharply from more obje
tive e�orts at understanding an always in
ompleteand de�
ient early histori
al or ar
haeologi
al re
ord. Tendentious, 
hauvinist pastsmust not be embra
ed as alternative a

ounts of an in�nitely malleable past; rather,they should be resisted, sin
e they are one of the important ingredients stoking the
urrent 
ames of ethni
 
on
i
t in the Cau
asus. The very widespread popularityof some of these problemati
 readings unders
ores the depth of the problem. Letme 
ite just one additional example of whi
h I be
ame aware when I visited Daghe-stan last summer: G.A. Abduragimow's Kavkazkaya Albaniya | Lezgistan [1995℄(this volume has re
eived an appropriately 
riti
al review by Davudov (personal
ommuni
ation). This volume purportedly demonstrates that the ethni
 an
estors(ethnogenesis) of the Lezgin peoples 
an be tra
ed ba
k in an unbroken, 
ontinu-ous line to Chal
olithi
 and Bronze Age times; the story, embellished by the Lezgintranslation of hitherto unpublished and published Albanian texts, do
uments, inshort, the histori
al basis for Lezgistan, an aspirant Cau
asian nationality/nation--state. What was remarkable to me was how handsomely this book was published;set in St. Petersburg, it was oÆ
ially published by the Daghestan State Pedagogi
alUniversity (i.e., not pulp literature), having re
eived what must have been a sub-stantial subvention from the \Mavel" private �rm. No 
urrent publi
ation of theInstitute of History of the Daghestan S
ienti�
 Center, whi
h is sorely strapped forfounds in the wake of the �nan
ial 
ollapse of the Russian A
ademy of S
ien
es,is so profusely illustrated or attra
tively produ
ed. Obviously, there are both mar-kets for su
h tendentious publi
ations and individuals with suÆ
ient resour
es tounderwrite them.3. THE MATERIAL REMAINS OF DJAVAKHETI: ANCESTRAL CLAIMS AND STATEPOLICIES | THE SHORTNESS OF HUMAN MEMORYEthni
 
ompetition in the Cau
asus over the remote past takes 
ertain pre-di
table forms: preposterous land 
laims; dubious geneti
 links to famous an
ientpeoples; and a litany of 
ultural a
hievements that 
on�rm the superiority of thegiven ethni
 group over others. Needless to say, this 
ompetition seems all the moreludi
rous when one adopts the more dynami
, histori
ally sensitive 
on
eption ofethni
ity argued for above. Another observation, 
onsistent with the \
ontextual
onstru
tionist", non-essentialist 
on
eption of ethni
ity, is the fa
t that time toois relative and the remote, an
estral past 
an be fairly re
ent | even in the Cau-
asus. This point 
an be do
umented by 
onsideration of the material remains ofDjavakheti or southern Georgia, a 
ontested area whi
h today is populated over-whelmingly (up to 80%) by ethni
 Armenians.Travelling a
ross the open vol
ani
 lands
ape of Djavakheti, one observes dila-pidated Georgian 
hur
hes with Georgian ins
riptions, some of whi
h date ba
k tothe �rst milllennium A.D., standing alongside fun
tioning Armenian 
hur
hes whi
h



41date to the 19th 
entury. The famous Wardzhia 
ave monastery 
omplex is lo
atedhere. It 
ontains one of the only surviving portraits of Queen Tamar, who ruled atthe height of the Georgian medieval kingdom, and it is su
h an important symbol ofGeorgian nationality that it �gures prominently on their new state 
urren
y | thelari. Despite the 
lear markers of an earlier Georgian Christian presen
e in the area,histori
al priority is still debated between the lo
al minority Georgians and majorityArmenians. The latter, who 
ame into this depopulated area after 1828 or after thesigning of the Treaty of Turkmen
hai whi
h established the international bordesbetween the Persian Qajar, Ottoman, and Russian empires, 
an still 
laim that theregion was part of greater Armenia during the 1st 
entury B.C. reign of Tigran theGreat. Possibly so, though Tigran ruled over a multi-ethni
 kingdom, and it is not
lear what ethni
ity o

upied Djavakheti in 
lassi
al times or, even earlier, duringthe Iron and Bronze Ages. We are only really 
ertain of proper ethni
 attributionwhen we �nd those Georgian 
hur
hes with their Georgian ins
riptions. Moreoveras argued earlier [Kohl, Tsetskhladze 1995:161℄:The ethni
ity of the people who dominantly o

upied this territory during Iron Age andClassi
al times. . . is unknown, and even the hypotheti
al (and improbable) dis
overysomeday of ins
riptions proving that most peoples in the area then spoke an Indo-Eu-ropean, Proto-Armenian or Armenian-related language would not erase the Georgianhistori
al 
laim to the area. This 
on
lusion follows dire
tly from the . . . ever-develo-ping nature of 
ultures and the fa
t that Christianity has been an integral 
omponent ofboth Georgian and Armenian 
ultures for 
enturies; one simply 
annot ignore those be-autiful monastery 
omplexes and 
hur
hes with their Georgian ins
riptions. Admittingthis, however, does not provide an ex
use for the 
urrent Georgian state poli
y of de-liberately underdeveloping the area and hindering 
ommuni
ations and transportationbetween the lo
al Armenian populations and their ethni
 relatives to the south. Surelymany generations of Armenians have lived and died on this soil sin
e arriving en masseafter 1828, and this fa
t alone is obviously relevant to their just treatment and the rightsthat they deserve. The Bible or even Bibli
al ar
haeology may be invoked to legitimizean histori
al 
laim to the West Bank, but su
h a 
laim (however problemati
 in itself)
annot be used to justify an Israeli state poli
y of uprooting Palestinian or
hards andolive groves or demolishing their homes. These issues must be kept separate, and anyhonest ar
haeologist should be 
apable of distinguishing between them.Human memories are also 
onstrained ultimately by human lifetimes and thelength of human generations, and these latter, relative to antiquity and to the depthof histori
al 
ons
iousness throughout the Cau
asus, are remarkably short, thoughnonetheless real. In 1991 I and Georgian 
olleague of mine were pla
ed e�e
tivelyunder house for taking pi
tures of stone statues in a 
emetery in a little Armenianvillage in southern Georgia not far from the Turkish border. We were suspe
tedof being agents of the Georgian state (still then a nominal Soviet Republi
 of the
ollapsing Soviet state), possibly intriguing against the lo
al Armenians and tryingto resettle ethni
 Georgians on this 
ontested land. While our ar
haeologi
al 
overwas 
he
ked out, we be
ame friends | over several bottles of vodka| with our Ar-menian jailer/host, who was a member of a lo
al vigilante group, minimally engaged



42in prote
ting Armenian rights in the area. He was a sensitive artist/s
upltor, whohad been living in Leninakan (now Gyumri), Armenia's se
ond largest 
ity whi
h islo
ated in northwestern Armenia almost dire
tly 
ontiguous with Djavakheti, untilDe
ember 1988 when the 
ity was devastated by a massive earthquake. His familyhad survived, but his apartment had been destroyed and his sister and her familyhad been killed in this traumati
 event. He de
ided to return to his an
estral homewhere his mother still lived and s
ulpt a monument over the grave of his sisterwhose remains had also been transported to their an
estral 
emetery in this littlevillage in southern Georgia where their forebearers had been living sin
e arrivingin 1828.The point should be obvious. One of the tragedies about the 
onfusion of the\remote" past with the present is that people live in the present and their atta
h-ment to their land, their 
ulture and the like is 
onditioned by their own lifetimeexperien
es. An an
estral village may be only a few hundred years old, but that ismore than suÆ
ient time for the people who live there, and it is only uns
rupu-lous politi
ians or nationalist fanati
s who would argue otherwise. Ar
haeologistsand other s
holars of antiquity should not provide always-problemati
 and dubiouseviden
e for the latter to utilize.4. CONCLUSION: THROWING OUT THE BABY WITH THE BATHWATERThis paper began by examining some basi
, even overworked 
on
epts for di-s
ussing identity formation and the use/abuse of the remote past: nationality; eth-ni
ity; and ethnogenesis. It then brie
y summarized some egregious misuses ofar
haeologi
al and an
ient histori
al sour
es that appeal to 
ontemporary ethni
i-ties or aspirant nationalities in the Cau
asus. As noted, many of these studies havebeen devastatingly 
ritiqued by V.I.Markovin [
f. Markovin 1990; 1994℄. While theonly 
omment to V.I. Markovin's 
riti
al remarks is an emphati
 \right on", aheartfelt exhortation to 
ontinue this good and ne
essary work, one very impor-tant 
aveat must be mentioned in response to his dire
tions for future responsibleethnogeneti
 investigations [1994:61-63℄. And that is, in spite of his very frequentobservations about the inability of making 
ertain ethni
 identi�
ations or aboutthe highly subje
tive 
hara
ter of ethnogeneti
 results, he refuses to draw what se-ems | to this Western investigator | the ines
apeable 
on
lusion: abandan theexer
ise. The sear
h for long past moments of ethni
 formation that are dire
tlyan
estral to 
ontemporary ethni
 groups is futile. They 
an almost never be made |even utilizing, as V.I. Markovin re
ommends, di�erent types of eviden
e: histori
allinguisti
s, ar
haeology, ethnology, do
umentary, et
. The task is next to impossiblebe
ause ethni
ity or the ethnos, whi
h has been mistakenly theorized at length byY.V. Bromley and his dis
iples, represents a far more 
uid and dynami
 reality



43than ar
haeologists, parti
ularly in the absen
e of ins
riptional eviden
e, 
an everreasonably hope to de�ne.Prehistori
 re
onstru
tions 
annot pro
eed without identifying and do
umen-ting ar
haeologi
al 
ultures. The problem does not lie with the oft-dis
ussed ar-
haeologi
al 
ultlure 
on
ept but with the assumption that one 
an move from thedetermination of ar
haeologi
al 
ultures to the identi�
ation of past ethnoi, an
e-stral to modern self-as
ribed ethni
 groups. They are not equivalent | either as
on
epts or as exer
ises, and neither ethnogenesis nor ethni
ity are amenable to ar-
haeologi
al analysis. As V.I. Markovin has so eloquently demonstrated, the attemptto do so is worse than misleading; it is often dangerous, providing fuel for ethni
extremists. It is time to 
ut the umbili
al 
ord and abandan the 
on
ept of ethnoge-nesis that has saddled Soviet and now post-Soviet ar
haeology sin
e the mid-1930s.The pre- and perfe
tly formed ethnos, whi
h is inherent in the Soviet 
on
ept ofethnogenesis, simply does not exist. To 
ontinue the metaphor, this imaginary babyor better | homun
ulus, should be thrown out with its very dirty nationalist bathwater.
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