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THE WEAPONRY OF THE PASTORAL SOCIETIES IN THE
CONTEXT OF THE WEAPONRY OF THE STEPPE —
FOREST-STEPPE COMMUNITIES: 5000-2350 BC

Considering the current level of knowledge, it is hardly possible to define ac-
curately enough the period when warfare emerged as a social life phenomenon in
Ukraine. The history of weaponry proves it originated form the Palaeolithic and the
Mesolithic hunting implements which had been the oldest tools used by the man and
had determined principle directions of human productive activities at early stages
of development of the society. Although those implements could have been used
against human beings as well, it is inappropriate to speak about warfare of that
historically remote period.

Most probably, this social phenomenon emerged on the territory of Ukraine
during the Neolithic in the course of development of productive activities, together
with emergence of cropping and cattle-breeding accompanied by mass migration
of population from Asia Minor and the Balkans, and struggle for fertile lands and
pastures. Mesolithic hunter tribes had been forced out to Northern forests and
swamps. Various archaeological monuments discovered on the territory of Ukraine,
which belong to this period revealed articles which could be interpreted as the oldest
special-purpose weaponry — maces and different types of axe-hammers made of
firm kinds of stone, often of complex, and sometimes even of sophisticated forms,
polished, with a drilled aperture for fastening to a haft. These weapons are often
regarded as insignia of power which, however, does not exclude, but rather confirms
their war fighting function. Remarkably, all those articles point out to emergence
of a developed tradition of processing firm kinds of stone previously known only in
the Middle East.

In the following characteristics of the weaponry, the implements from the Neo-
lithic and Eneolithic periods are discussed together because it appears impossible
to distinguish between them.
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1. NEOLITHIC: 5000-3150 BC

1.1. STEPPE TRIBES

Weaponry of the steppe population of that period is best represented by ma-
terials of the Dnieper-Donets and the Sredny Stog cultures [Telegin 1985a, 1985d].

Arrow-heads. Triangular flint articles ground from both sides. Existed in two
versions: with a level base: Vovnigi, Strilcha Skela, the Mariupol cemetery (Fig. 1:
11; 2: 4) and with a slightly concave base Vovnigi, Dereivka (Fig. 1: 3,12,13).

Dart-heads. Flint articles polished from two sides:

a) triangular level-base (Dereivka; Fig. 1: 9);

b) triangular short-tanged (the Nikolsk cemetery, Alexandria; Fig. 1: 8). These
dart-heads can be regarded as prototypes for the Seyma arrow-heads of the
Bronze Age.

c¢) Leaf-like long-tanged dart-heads: Petro-Svistunovo, prototypes of the Yamnaya
and the Catacomb culture dart-heads.

Flat axes. Flint articles represented by a polished double-faced axe which was
found in settlement Studenok 2 (Fig. 1: 1); a polished-bladed axe was found in the
Mariupol cemetery (Fig. 2: 5,6); axes with polished blades and facets (Yama, the
Mariupol grave, Fig. 1: 10). Flat polished axes made of firm kinds of stone were
discovered in the Nikolsk and the Yama graves (Fig. 1: 7).

Hammers. The so-called ”boats” can be considered as prototypes for fighting
hammers. These were articles made of firm polished stone with a bored diametrical
gutter, for instance, found in Vovnigi (Fig. 1: 4).

A developed, though a rather peculiar type of a fighting axe was discovered
in the Mariupol cemetery (Fig. 2: 2). The sophisticated-shaped article was made of
firm stone, was polished and had drilled haft hole in the middle part.

Maces. A round flattened artifact with a ”collar” at the lower aperture was fo-
und in the Nikolsk cemetery (Fig. 1: 5). Cruciform maces displaying four knobs fo-
und in the Mariupol cemetery (Fig. 2: 1; 2: 3) represent the oldest finds of cruciform
maces which are regarded as prototypes for the Bronze-Age Borodino-type maces.

Defensive armour. 1t is represented by finds in the Mariupol cemetery. Most
probably, it was made of leather with plates made of polished boar fangs. The
defensive armour included helmets of two types: dome-like helmets found in graves
6, 30, 74, and 83, and soft helmets represented only by broad bone “diadems”, found
in graves 50, 56, 86. Graves 6 and 30 revealed brest-plates — pectorals made of
broad plates [Makarenko 1933].
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Fig. 1. The Dnieper-Donets culture: 1 — Studenok-2; 2 — Oskol; 3-4 — Vovnigi; 5-7 — the Nikolsk
cemetery. The Sredny Stog culture: 8 — Alexandria; 9,12,13 — Dereivka; 10 — Yama; 11 — Strilcha
Skela.
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Fig. 2. The Mariupol cemetery: 1 — grave VIII; 2 — grave XXIV; 3 — grave XXXI; 4 — grave XXI;
5,6 — grave LI

1.2. TRIPOLYE CULTURE

The Tripolye culture is on of major Late Neolithic cultures of Europe which
covered vast territories of present-day Romania, Moldova and the forest-steppe
zone of the right-bank Ukraine. Periods A and B are dated back to Late Neoli-
thic/Eneolithic [Bibikov, Zbenovich 1985; Movsha 1985].

Arrow-heads are represented by triangular flint double-faced level-based articles
(Fig. 3: 9-10).

Dart-heads are represented by flint double-faced level-based articles, usually
triangular or leaf-shaped [Zbenovich 1975: 34] (Fig. 3: 4-5).

Flat axes were polished shale, or more seldom, flint weapons (Fig. 3: 7-8).

Axe-hammers include beak-hammers and rounded-butted axes. Beak-hammers
are artifacts which feature elongated proportions with a long narrow face made of
firm kinds of stone and furnished with a drilled hole (Karbuna hoard, settlement
Okopy; Fig. 3: 11). Axe-hammers are also represented in the Karbuna hoard and in
Luka Vrublevetskaya (Fig. 3: 6). A copper axe-hammer was found in the Karbuna
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Fig. 3. The early and middle Tripolye culture: 1-5 — Floresti; 6 — Luka Vrublevetskaya; 7-8 —
Bernashevka; 9 — Nezvisko; 10 — Vladimirovka; 11 — Okopy.

hoard. This artifacts is a replica of respective stone weapons. V.G. Zbenovich classed
some bone and stone articles among weapons [Zbenovich 1975]. Beak-hammers
represent the most authentic articles among them [Zbenovich 1989: Fig. 43].

The Tripolye culture is the most ancient among Eastern European cultures
which feature early stages of fortifications [Zbenovich 1975]. Local relief, in par-
ticular, plateau capes and terraces over river basins, surrounded by precipices and
ravines, was used in combination with smaller man-made trenches and walls on the
floor-side (Trusheshty, Khabasheshty, Polivanov Yar, etc.) [Zbenovich 1975]. V.A.
Kruts offered a radically different approach to fortifications found in major Late Tri-
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servations made by N.V. Ryndina and A.V. Engovatova at the Tripolye settlement
Drutsy 1 present a special interest: the settlement displayed about 100 flint arrow-
-heads. The settlement was located on a high cape. Major finds of arrow-heads
were discovered on the edges of all huts which suggested attacks from the floor
side. The attackers were people acquainted with the Tripolye arrow-making tradi-
tion [Ryndina, Engovatova 1990: 110]. Therefore one may suggest that bow was
a common weapon used for storming fortifications. Relatively wide usage of flat-
-faced beat weapons (for instance, maces and axe-hammers) allows to argue that
during the Eneolithic military action was aimed not only at physical extermination
of the enemy, but also at stunning, presumably for taking him prisoner (Fig. 3: 6;
3: 11).

Materials of armaments revealed in the course of excavations do not allow to
distinguish professional warriors of that period. The bulk of weapons of the period
is rather simple: a bow and arrows, spear-darts, axe-hammers or beak-hammers.
Eventually, the army was formed of community men. Single, often unique weapons
like scepters, maces or hammers made of firm kinds of stone, perfectly polished,
often of sophisticated shape, point out to emergence of chiefdoms. There are no
obvious substantial differences in weaponry of major Late Neolithic cultures on
the Ukrainian territory, while there are some versions of technological and cultural
traditions with regard to stone processing. Military power of an individual society
of that period depended more on a number of warriors than on quality of weapons
and army organization.

Special niche was occupied by the Pit- and Comb Pottery cultures mostly of
the forest zone [Neprina 1985]. These tribes were mostly involved in hunting and
possessed only hunting weapons.

2. THE EARLY BRONZE AGE: 3150-2350 BC

At first, discovery of metallurgy did not have substantial impact on the rate
of development of the historic process. However, representing an element of the
technological process, this feature reflected qualitative changes which had occurred
in the contemporary society.








































































