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The monographic study “Nemirov Hillfort on the 
Southern Bug River” consists of: Prologue, Introduction, 
six chapters, conclusions, nine annexes, bibliography 
and archival materials, abbreviations and a short English 
summary.

The volume examines the remains collected in the first 
half of the 20th century at one of the most prestigious, but 
not well studied sites in the forest steppe of the Black Sea. 
The fortified settlement, Nnown since 1862, is located 4 Nm 
southeast of the town of Nemirov, in the Vinnic’ka region, 
and 10 km southeast of the Southern Bug River. Although 
it was known from the second half of the 19th century, 
the first archaeological reconnaissance accompanied 
by field survey at this site were made only in 1909 by 
S.S. GamþenNo, and later in 1910-1911 followed by the 
well-known professor of the Saint Petersburg University, 
A.A. Spicyn. Thirty years later, the Nemirov Fortress was 
visually researched by the Moscow University Professor, 

B.N. GraNov, assisted by G.D. Smirnov, the scientific 
secretary of the Kiev Institute of Archaeology. The war 
ended the research planned by the Moscow professor. 
Extensive investigations in the fortified settlement of 
Nemirov were undertaNen in 1946-1948 by the Leningrad 
State University team under the leadership of Professor 
M.I. Artamonov. As a result, the following were studied: 
the internal and external fortification system, the remains 
of some surface dwellings and household constructions 
and of three huts. There was found a valuable and diverse 
archaeological material including stone artifacts, ornaments 
and bronze utensils, and a great amount of pottery.

Pottery consists of three categories of vessels from 
two chronological periods. There are the “amphoroid” and 
bitronconical vessels with ribbed or painted decoration 
characteristic of the Cucuteni – Trypillia culture; handmade 
vessels of various shapes, with or without relief ornament, 
belonging to the Iron Age; fragments of various types of 
vessels imported from the pottery workshops of East 
Ionia. The remains discovered were published in a series 
of studies and informative materials, some accompanied 
by illustrations, but most of the materials remain in the 
collections of the Institute of History of Material Culture 
and the Hermitage of Saint Petersburg.

Since the 1960s, the fortified settlement of Nemirov 
has been in the attention of Ukrainian specialists. The 
investigations carried out, not being extensive, did not 
radically change the knowledge about this site.

The authors of the monograph “Nemirov Hillfort on 
the Southern Bug River” aimed to study in detail the site 
documentation kept in the archives of state institutions and 
persons who, at various stages, were involved in the field 
investigation process.

Without intending to praise the results of those who 
took responsibility for processing all the materials scattered 
in various collections, as well as archive documentation, 
it should be noted that the authors did a great job that 
culminated in the development of an exceptional 
monograph, through which the vast majority of artifacts 
and field notes of specialists who researched the fortified 
settlement of Nemirov in the first half of the last century 
are put into circulation.

† G.I. Smirnova, M.Ju. Vahtina, M.T. Kašuba, E.T. Starkova, Nemirov Hillfort on the Southern Bug 
River. According to the excavation materials of the 20th century from collections of the State 
Hermitage Museum and documents kept in IHMC RAS (Gorodište Nemirov na reke Južnyj Bug. 
Po materialam raskopok v XX veke iz kollekcij Gosudarstvennogo Ermitaža i Naučnogo arhiva 
IIMK RAN). Annexes by ..B. .alinina, A. ZaNoĞcielna, M. .erschner and H. Mommsen,  
S.V. Havrin. SanNt Petersburg, 2018, 327 p., 9 annexes, 6 tables

C O M P T E S  R E N D U S
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The work, as conceived by the authors, represents 
a monographic study in which the relics of one of the 
most important archaeological sites in the Ukrainian 
forest steppe are exhaustively described, analyzed and 
properly interpreted. Analyzing the available materials, 
the researchers established that near the village of SaåNi, 
Nemirov District, Vinnic’ka Region of Ukraine, sites from 
several cultural-chronological periods have alternated: 
Eneolithic – Trypillia culture C I; Late Bronze Age – late 
2nd millennium BC; Early Iron Age – second half of the 8th 
century - 6th century BC; La Tène; 3rd-4th centuries AD – 
Chernyakhov culture; Middle Ages – 10th-11th centuries – 
Old Russian culture; Modern and Contemporary.

Although the monograph is the result of collective 
labor, in fact only the first chapter describing the history 
of research and the formation of collections was developed 
jointly, the other five were written by one, two or three 
authors. The same is observed in the case of the annexes.
- Annex 1, more precisely the examination of  

materials and painting technique of the Trypillia 
culture pottery from Nemirov was developed by 
C.B. .alinina, from the Scientific Restoration and 
Conservation Department of this institution. 

- Annexes 2-4, dedicated to the analysis of 
anthropomorphic and zoomorphic statuettes, and 
clay items from the excavations at Nemirov were 
written by E.G. Starkova, from the Department of 
Archaeology of Eastern Europe and Siberia at the 
State Hermitage Museum. 

- Annex 5, encompassing the analysis of Àint and 
stone items of the Trypillia culture found at Nemirov 
was written by A. ZaNoĞcielna from the Institute of 
Archeology of Maria Curie-SNáodowsNa University 
in Lublin, Poland. 

- GreeN archaic pottery from Nemirov (Annex 6), 
analyzed in detail by the prominent specialist of 
the Institute of History of Material Culture M.Ju. 
Vahtina, is inextricably linked to Chapter 5 of the 
monograph, which was entirely written by her. 

- Annex 7 is dedicated to the results of archaeometric 
analyses of imports of East Greek archaic pottery 
from Nemirov, and was written by M. Kershner and 
H. Mommsen, from the Austrian Archaeological 
Institute in Vienna. 

- The results of X-ray Àuorescence analysis of the 
bronze handle from Nemirov (Annex 8) were 
presented by S.V. Havrina, from the Technical-
Scientific Expertise Department at the Hermitage 
Museum in Saint Petersburg. 

- Annex 9, about the burials found in the territory of 
Nemirov, was entirely written by G.I. Smirnova, the 
late researcher of the Hermitage’s Department of 
Archeology of Eastern Europe and Siberia. 

Chapter 1 of the study is dedicated to the history of 
archaeological research at the fortified site of Nemirov 
and its reÀection in the worNs of specialists during the 
20th-21st centuries. The evolution of the investigations 

during this period and, in particular, those undertaken 
by S.S. GamþenNo in 1909, A.A. Spicyn in 1910-1911, 
M.I. Artamonov in 1946-1948, as well as the system of 
formation and preservation of museum collections is 
presented in great detail.

Chapter 2, about the archaeological site from Nemirov, 
written by G.I. Smirnova and M.T. Kašuba contains general 
information about the site and its fortification systems, 
and provides a detailed description of the informative 
materials and field documentation performed during the 
excavation: site plans and field notes, as well as some 
ideas expressed by the research leaders S.S. GamþenNo and  
M.I. Artamonov. There are briefly characterized the 
cultural-chronological horizons that alternated at the 
archeological site near SaåNi village, Nemirov District, 
Vinnic’ka Region of Ukraine.

Chapter 3, regarding the discoveries of the Eneolithic 
period (Trypillia culture) at Nemirov, was written by E.T. 
Starkova. Studying the Trypillia materials selected by S.S. 
GamþenNo, A.A. Spicyn, and M.I. Artamonov, Nept in the 
Hermitage’s collections, the author concludes that all the 
artifacts in number of over 1500 pottery fragments, 54 
anthropomorphic figurines, 31 ]oomorphic representations, 
28 clay items and 51 Àint pieces were discovered in the 
same settlement. Although a relatively small section of 
the Trypillia horizon was subjected to archaeological 
exploration, according to brief information, remains such 
as of burnt clay platforms, fragments of pottery and items 
made of stone, the remains of surface constructions and 
traces of huts were discovered there.

According to the manufacturing technique, the 
consistency of the clay, the ingredients used, the baking 
and the decoration, the Trypillian pottery consists of two 
categories. The first one is represented by the rudimentary 
ceramic vessels, the so-called kitchenware, with ribbed 
decoration, stamped patterns, or without ornament. The 
second category consists of fine pottery specimens with 
invisible ingredients, baked at a temperature of 900º- 
950º. Usually the vessels are painted with monochrome 
decoration, which covers 2/3 of the surface. Despite 
the fact that the pottery is mostly fragmentary, it is still 
possible to determine the standard forms characteristic of 
Trypillia culture: “amphoroidal”, bitronconical, binocular 
vessels, cups, tronconical bowls, and others types specific 
to the Cucuteni – Trypillia C I stage. The analysis of 
anthropomorphic and ]oomorphic figurines, as well as 
several clay items, perfectly illustrated on the pages of 
this study, is of great interest. A special place is occupied 
by the study of Àint items, which proves that they were 
made of Volhynian and Dniester Àint. Among them are the 
long blades processed by the oblique retouching technique.  
The origin of such artifacts belongs to the regions of 
Western Asia and Anatolia where they are known in the 
Hacilar Aceramic Neolithic horizons and the Çatalhöyük 
Neolithic horizons. In the Eastern Balkan regions, they are 
noticed in the Eneolithic cultures of Gumelni܊a – Karanovo 
VI, Varna, etc.
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Chapter 4, dedicated to the discoveries belonging to the 
Early Iron Age at Nemirov, written by G.I. Smirnova and 
M.T. .aãuba, explores all the finds from the Hallstattian 
layer of the Nemirov Hillfort. A special attention is paid 
to the local pottery and, in particular, to the origin of the 
types of vessels with polished black slip.

Chapter 5, about the Greek pottery found at Nemirov, 
entirely written by the well-known specialist M.Ju. 
Vahtina, represents a valuable study, which shows the 
general characteristics of imported pottery, indicating 
the chronology and topography of Greek discoveries, 
and focuses on the analysis of the categories of pottery 
observed at the fortified site of Nemirov. The author pays 
more attention highlighting the collections of imported 
pottery from this archaeological site in the context of 
contemporary discoveries, found fortuitously or during 
archaeological excavations in the Northern and North-
Western Black Sea region. Analyzing the imported 
material, the researcher highlights two categories of 
pottery: wares for transportation of foodstuffs and fine 
wares for everyday use. The first category, represented 
by packaging vessels – amphorae – was produced in 
various workshops in mainland Greece and islands, such 
as Lesbos, Chios, Clazomenae; two fragments come 
from vessels made in unidentified manufacturing centers. 
The fine wares are represented by fragments of a cup, a 
painted amphora made in a workshop of southern Ionia 
and some fragments of the rim of an oinochoe. Based on 
a detailed analysis, using many analogies from different 
sites, a possible distribution period for such goods has 
been established: from the 2nd half of the 8th century to 
the middle of the 6th century BC (p. 212-214, fig. 166). 

In chapter 6, regarding the periodi]ation and chronology 
of the Early Iron Age site of Nemirov, written by G.I. 
Smirnova, M.T. Kašuba, and M.Ju. Vahtina, an attempt 
was made to clarify the evolution of the site in a particular 
chronological segment. Based on the study of chronological 
indicators, such as the local pottery, imports, but also on 
stratigraphic observations, the authors proposed certain 
variants of periodization of the Hallstattian horizon, 
simultaneously determining the significance and place of 
the Nemirov Hillfort in that period.

The structure of the study and the wording of the 
chapters, being largely conditioned by the available 
material, do not raise any doubts. The style, elegant and 
accessible to the general public, deserves all praise.

The ideas and assumptions presented are interesting 
and unquestionable, although some of them still remain 
under the inÀuence of the historiography of the last century. 
Impressive is the design of the monograph, the graphic 
representations and the wonderful photos of the artifacts. 
It is an excellent volume that provides an interesting and 
diverse set of informative materials that were known about, 
but their true value has not been determined. Thanks to the 
authors, archaeological and archival materials that remained 

unpublished for more than a century are available for the 
scientific use. The authors of this worN certainly deserve 
gratitude of the scientists studying the history of the Iron 
Age of Southeastern Europe.

After reading the whole text, it can be easily seen that 
the last three chapters, which analyze the structures from 
the first period of the Iron Age, represent the quintessence 
of the entire volume. Studying archaeological finds and 
archival materials, the authors try to elucidate the evolution 
of the site during a certain chronological segment. Highly 
appreciating the value of the work, it seems appropriate 
to point out inaccuracies and ambiguous formulations 
regarding stratigraphy, periodization and chronology, 
ethnical and cultural attributions, but also the overall 
characterization of the forest-steppe region of the Early 
Iron Age.

Regarding the stratigraphy problems, it is easy to 
understand that recreating an adequate stratigraphy using 
the information of several researchers who explored the 
settlement in different periods of the 20th century involves 
great difficulties. Despite these realities, the authors, as far 
as possible, made serious efforts to reconstruct a more or 
less real stratigraphic situation. In some cases, the authors’ 
attempts were successful, in others, such as in the case of 
the hut no. 2, there is still need for reÀection.

Thus, from the analysis of the 1947-1948 field 
notes, according to the authors, it seems that one hut 
overlapped another. They believe that two habitation 
layers can be distinguished there – an assumption that 
deserves all attention and cannot be ignored. But the 
stratigraphic situation of this construction could have 
another explanation. Hut no. 2 could have undergone a 
major improvement. To reduce the level of humidity, the 
Àoor with all the remains was covered with a layer of 
dry, well-compacted soil, on which a new heating system 
was arranged. The wooden structure was the ditch that 
surrounded hut no. 2. Such repairs could be made in a 
short period of time. The authors themselves admit that 
archaeological finds from the filling of the hut no. 2 cannot 
be divided into layers.

Particular attention is paid to periodization and 
chronology, proposing two variants. One of them, proposed 
by G.I. Smirnova as far back as in 2002, suggests a period 
of time from the middle of the 8th century to the first half 
of the 6th century BC; the second variant, proposed by 
M.T. Kašuba and M.Ju. Vahtina, suggests a period from 
the second half or the end of the 8th century to the first third 
of the 6th century BC. This is welcome, since the authors 
show that they are aware that the credibility coefficient 
of both variants is relative and indicate only certain 
chronological characteristics of the Early Iron Age of the 
region in discussion. The division of the period into three 
stages indicating the chronological parameters is welcome, 
but, being based on chronological indicators, primarily on 
the imported goods, it can only be conventional. It is clear 
that the moment when fine pottery vessels were produced 
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and the period of their distribution in the Northern Black 
Sea region were different. It is difficult to determine 
when and how the imported goods entered the Nemirov 
Hillfort: by direct trade or by cultural dissemination. Thus, 
the monographic study, providing concrete materials, 
mostly unpublished, original ideas and assumptions, also 
determines new reÀections.

The cultural and chronological attribution of the 
Nemirov discoveries can be a special topic for all the 
researchers of this site. As far back as in 1911, A.A. Spycin 
remarked that “... Russia was not widowed by... the so-called 
Hallstattian culture”. In the late 1940s, M.I. Artamonov 
pointed out “... the essential contribution of the Holigrady 
culture...” to the creation of the pottery types discovered at 
Nemirov. Analy]ing in detail the archaeological findings, 
the authors consider that two components of cultural 
evolution are clearly highlighted: one is represented by 
the artifacts of local tradition, such as the archaic vessels 
characteristic of the Chernoles culture, and the second is 
represented by the categories of items with wide similarities 
in the Carpatho-Danubian pottery repertoire, especially 
in the Basarabi group (p. 184-191). Taking into account 
such statements, the final conclusion is surprising: the 
fortified site belonged to the Scythians. It seems that the 
authors were not able to overcome the captivity of the 
idea of “pushing back in time” the history of the archaic 
Scythia, in which one of the authors fell in the early 1990s1, 
when some publications tried to reinforce the idea of the 
autochthonous nature of the Scythians, “...whose material 
culture was formed in the Eurasian steppes by the middle of 
the 8th century BC after contacts of nomads with different 
autochthonous communities”2. The scheme of the evolution 
of the archaic Scythia, divided into three stages: 750-700; 
700-650; 650-600 BC, did not cause much enthusiasm, 
being regarded only as a welcome attempt. But, according 
to some well-known experts, “... conclusions based on the 
analysis of ancient texts do not correspond to archaeological 
realities”3, and ³the proposed version is just an insufficiently 
reasoned hypothesis, and it would be premature to consider 
such a chronological framework for the archaic Scythia 
indisputable”4. If we accept the proposed statement, then 
the early Scythian period 1 does not make sense, since in 
the middle of the 8th century BC the supposed process of 
symbiosis was in its initial state and, therefore, the Scythians 
did not exist yet. Perplexities are caused by the very nature 
of the symbiosis between the settled population of the 
Eurasian steppes, belonging to different ethnic groups, and 
nomads from the east, who also did not represent a unitary 
community, eventually making up the Scythian Iranian 
ethnos. This idea, liNe other inconsistencies, reÀects the 
imposition of an ethno-chronological periodization called 

1 Smirnova 1993, p. 101-118. 
2 Medvedskaja 1992, N3, p. 86-107.
3 Raevskij 1993, p. 83. 
4 Pogrebova 1993, p. 88.

to demonstrate the autochthonism of the Scythians in the 
Northern and North-Western Black Sea region, which is an 
outdated idea. 

It is a pity that the results of the analysis of narrative 
and epigraphic sources, as well as huge amount of 
archaeological material introduced into scientific use 
through several monographies and syntheses, studies or 
academic treatises, which stipulate that “... the question 
of origin of the Scythians and their material culture 
remains at the level of discussion”5, were not taken into 
account. There was overlooked the fact that the sites of 
the Novocherkassk group of the 8th-7th centuries BC6 
differ from Scythian sites as far as concerns weapons, 
horse equipment, and art representations7; archaeological 
realities are neglected, indicating that 39 early burial 
mounds belonging to the Scythians are known today in 
the Northern or North-Western Black Sea region, of which 
only six belong to the period from the 7th century to the 
turn of the 7th/6th centuries BC8; there was also ignored 
the idea that the massive invasion of Scythian nomads in 
this region occurred no earlier than the second half of the 
6th century BC9. An archaeological argument supporting 
this last statement can be the time of the destruction of 
some cities, such as Trahtemiriv10, by the Scythians or 
the abandonment of several open or fortified settlements, 
such as Motronino11 and others.

The replacement of cultural-chronological 
periodization with an ethnic and chronological one, as in 
this work, is estimated by some researchers as a banality, 
which actually pays tribute to a long-rooted tradition. Going 
along this path, one can go too far. Why, then, should we not 
respect another tradition, according to which the Scythians 
were the ancestors of the Slavs? We believe that respecting 
traditions is not always appropriate.

The assumptions made by the author of this 
observations regarding some sections of the study in 
question are just reÀections that may or may not be taNen 
into account by both its authors and readers.

Thanks to the diligent work of the authors, an important 
study was carried out that saved what seemed impossible 
to save, introducing valuable information into scientific 
circulation, which earned them the gratitude of specialists 
and everyone who may be interested in this topic.

Ion Niculiţă
Moldova State 8niversity� Chiúinău

ion.niculitsa@gmail.com

5 Arheologija SSSR 1989, p. 48.
6 TerenoåNin 1976, p. 22.
7 Arheologija USSR 1986, p. 50.
8 Ol’hovskij 1991, p. 56.
9 Il’inskaja, Terenoåkin 1983, p. 88-107.
10 Fialko, Boltrik 2003, p. 142-143.
11 Bessonova, Skoryj 2001, p. 125.
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