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When working researchers are touching upon such topics as the economy of
one or the another primitive tribe and settling down only on the given facts of
archaeological excavations, then, when referring to the Black Sea steppe zones, in
particular, the question is one of shepherds or nomads. Such a position acquired an
almost axiomatic character due to written works and ethnological facts about the
steppe tribes of the Middle Ages and the people of the 18-19th century. Also coming
from elementary logical thought is the idea that development of different forms of
cattle breeding had no advantageous alternative on steppe expanses. And we have
to agree with the fairness of a very simplified approach — that of a growing farm
production — despite the fact that the present steppe expanses, especially in the
Ukraine, have been used for a long time. However, this is the result of brutal and
uneducated interference from human beings, especially in the Soviet era. It wasn’t
excused either economically or ecologically. Even in the last decade of the 19th
century, after the severe drought of 1891-1892, the famous Russian scientists, V.V.
Docuchayev, A.A. Izmailski, and others, were giving warnings about the downfall
of the steppes due to thoughtless economic activities. The problem of survival of
the steppes is presently becoming even worse. It is now getting very difficult to
find areas of natural virgin steppe. Even the reserve areas can not fill this loss
completely. Therefore, we can not have the ”visual aids” that would enable us to
see those ecological conditions in which not only the Middle Ages, but primarily,
the primitive societies of the first cattle breeders formed and existed.

In the history of developed specialized cattle breeding and its different forms,
the first stages of this process have a special place, which, on the territory of the
steppe zone from the Volga to the Dnieper, may be dated as a period starting
from the end of the Neolithic, Eneolithic, and Bronze Age (corresponding with ca
4500-2500 BC). Most important is the end of the Neolithic and the Eneolithic in
particular. This exact time is referred to the period when the first groups of mobile
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people appeared; for whom the economy base became specialized cattle raising. In
the Ukraine, such early cattle breeders are considered to be the tribes of a particular
culture, well-known as the Sredny Stog, according to terminology by D.J. Telegin
[1971, 1973]. The period of the Early Bronze Age, which coincides with the spread
of people of the so-called "classical Yamnaya” culture, is already regarded by many
researchers as a time of nomads or semi-nomads. This was written, for example,
by researchers of Mikhailovka [Lagodovskaya, Shaposhnikova, Makarevich 1962:
173] and by N.J. Merpert, who considered such forms of cattle breeding to be an
early trend in the development of an economic state between primitive Yamnaya
tribes [Merpert 1974: 115]. However there are hypotheses about the presence of
another trend: the existence of a settled way of life among those cattle breeders in
conjunction with the semi-nomads [Merpert 1974: 115], or the existence of groups of
people with a fully settled way of life, who pursued cattle breeding along with other
kinds of economic activities [Lagodovskaya, Shaposhnikova, Makarevich 1962: 176-
-178]. The findings of several research projects initiated a more differential approach
to solving the problem of developed forms of cattle breeding among the people of
steppe cultures. This approach is best accomplished in the works of V.P. Shilov
[1975a, 1975b], who highlighted three types of cattle breeding: 1 — settled horse
breeders in the northern part of the steppes and forest-steppe; 2 — settled cattle
breeders in the flood plains of river territories (Dnieper, Don), raising large horned
livestock; 3 — sheep breeders — nomads in the open areas of southern zones.
Shilov proposed to look at the Volga-Ural model as the first stage of nomadic cattle
breeding, based on the raising of small horned livestock, i.e. on sheep breeding. In
the opinion of V.P. Shilov, the Northern Caucasian model, on the other hand, is not
considered to have a nomadic style of life and is characterized as a settled model,
based on containment of large horned livestock and breeding of pigs. However, the
researcher does not reject the idea of seasonal driving on the summer pastures.
On the whole, the works of V.P. Shilov still remain the fullest and most fun-
damental studies of problems of development and forms of cattle breeding in the
steppe tribes. We can use them as a foundation for further research; modernizing
and making them more precise on the basis of new osteological, palacoecological,
palaeoclimatical and other facts. The works of this researcher have some disadvan-
tages, however, relative to the territory of the Ukraine, which may concern chrono-
logical disparity types of cattle breeding in the Black Sea model. The settled horse
breeders of the northern zone (for example, the residents of Dereivka) are older
than the so-called Yamnaya culture inhabitants of the Dnieper banks and southern
zone of the steppe. But, in this case, it is not Shilov’s fault, since the cultural diffe-
rences, in the steppe territory and to the south of the combined forest and steppe
zones of the Ukraine during the Eneolithic period, are a very difficult problem
and have not yet been solved. There are two problems in addition to this one: the
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presence of qualitative osteological facts for the given periods and the use of facts
for reconstruction of palacoecology of the Eneolithic and Early Bronze Age in the
steppes of the Black Sea shores and the shores of Azov. We may consider these
three problems to be a basis for study of the character of the steppe inhabitants’
cattle breeding economy. They are interrelated and can be expanded upon with the
facts of osteological research, which look for instruments of labour, planigraphical
and topographical features of settlements, burial places, etc.

Therefore, we first set a task of critical analysis of resolved issues pointed out
earlier in order to construct an image about excising abilities of objecting recon-
struction in the character of cattle breeding during the Eneolithic and Early Bronze
Age. The models of type and form of cattle breeding, and also the way of life among
the first cattle breeders, are in many cases similarly modified by the achievements
of ethnology.

1. CULTURAL AND CHRONOLOGICAL DEVELOPMENT OF EARLY
CATTLE BREEDERS

For the majority of specialists, who have never studied the materials of the
Eneolithic and Early Bronze Ages and are not familiar with the steppe Ukraine di-
scoveries of the last decades — unpublished or insufficiently presented in published
works (thesis, short incomplete publication, etc.) — it is becoming very difficult to
familiarize oneself with general interpretations. This is especially true for the Ene-
olithic, which differs from the others with its abundance of archaeological facts and
tangled system of terminology. The most famous cultures are the Sredny Stog and
Yamnaya, which have been representative of one era of the Eneolithic for a long
time. At the present time, they are used more out of habit and without clarification
of these meanings. Right now, the Eneolithic era of the steppe and southern zones
of the forest-steppe is represented by many monuments due to archaeological rese-
arch in the land reclamation zones. These are mainly the burial mounds, which are
divided into different cultures, cultural groups, types and variants. Along with the
famous Sredny Stog and Yamnaya cultures studied at the beginning of 70’s, and the
monuments of the Nizhnemikhailovka type, there are distinguished the monuments
of the Novodanilovka type, post-Mariupol culture, Suvorovo, Utkonosovka, Khad-
gider groups, etc., which were studied at the end of the 60’s. Some of the terms are
simply repeated and do not clarify the situation. Even Yamnaya culture is now open
to some doubts in connection with the highlighting of Repin culture on the Don,
Yamnaya-Berezhnovsky burials in the steppe area of the Volga (which created some
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difficulties in the understanding of an early period) and also a row of independent
cultures (Novotitarevskaya, Kuban, Budghak in the northwestern Black Sea area).
Yamnaya culture has ceased to be an occurrence of the Eneolithic and the basic
period of its existence now characterizes the Early Bronze Age.

Grasping the full picture of cultural development is getting more difficult, espe-
cially if we add all that has been said to those groups and types of burial monuments
which never received a concrete name and have only numeral indication. They are
known in the Dnieper area, near the Azov, Kuban, and Don. We should agree, that
the full picture of development in the culture of early cattle breeders does not exist
between habitually used old meanings and numerous new terms. For example, very
few people can explain the differences between the Novodanilovka type of burial
monuments and well-known Sredny Stog culture burials. Because of the relatively
rich inventory, which included prestigious objects, we can not estimate the indepen-
dence of a culture. Nor can we single out the post-Mariupol culture with its so-called
“outstretched” burial mounds and not touch the basis of allocation in Sredny Stog
culture? The fact is, that for the first culture the ceramics of the Kvitanska type are
significant (according to D.J. Telegin, the ceramics of the Sredny Stog culture). The
question of correlation between burial mounds of Eneolithic burials and synchronic
settlements of Dnieper and Azov areas is not well-developed. The term ”Yamnaya”
is a contradiction in itself, because only the ”Yamnaya” culture can be referred to
on the territory of the Ukraine with the so-called ”late Yamnaya” monuments. It
was preceded by Eneolithic cultures completely different in time and appearance.

This way, the most important task is to order all existing materials and to
create a full picture of development in different cultures. They are presented as a
community of original cattle breeder tribes after the disintegration of the Mariupol
cultural and historical unity (in our understanding still Neolithic). This will give the
opportunity, depending on the representation and quality of the sources, to get a
better idea about the dynamics of development of cattle breeding among different
groups of inhabitants.

First of all, we should refuse a common meaning for the ”Sredny Stog culture”.
This is dictated by three objective factors.

1. The settlements, Sredny Stog II (which gave its name to the culture) and
Dereivka (which has become an example of this culture) are valuable because of the
different monuments on their territories (steppe and border of steppe and forest-
-steppe zones), because of the time of existence (Sredny Stog II is a bit older than
others) and because of the appearance of a material culture (ceramics, flint, etc.).
Therefore, when researchers use the term ”Sredny Stog” culture, it is unclear and
difficult to understand what it is all about.

2. The second factor is the appearance, in the Dnieper area, of a special group
of burial monuments, which is accompanied by ceramics of the ”Kvitanska”-type



VIOUSIY DElleved. All ODJECTS WIICH acCOmpanied tne outsirercned  puriais (pousnea
stone hammers, statuettes of the Serezlievka type, figured bone piercing etc.) are da-
ted according to the Tripolye scale as the period of C-II, because they correspond to
the materials of Sofievka, Usatovo and Southern Bug variations of the late Tripolye.

3. The last factor is the allocation of monuments of the "Novodanilovka” or
”Kasimcha-Petro-Svistunovo” types [Zbenovich 1973; Telegin 1985d] into an inde-
pendent culture. This is generally unclear if we consider the two previous factors.
In the end a legitimate question arises — what is ”Sredny Stog culture”? Is it myth
or reality?

N.S. Kotova, together with the author, made an analysis of available burial
monuments and settlements. We came to a conclusion about the possibility of al-
location in the Ukraine territory, instead of one united Sredny Stog culture, four
groups of monuments. These four groups have even more specific groups of ancient
cattle breeders and we would be able to classify them as independent archaeological
cultures. But to give tribute to tradition and to consider the expansion of the term
”Sredny Stog” culture, we decided that it is possible to unite the four given cultures
within the framework of the Sredny Stog region.

The Skelanska culture (Fig. 1) is so named because of distinctive features in the
complex of ceramics found near the settlement of Strilcha Skela, which is located


















































































































