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COLIMAJIBHBIN JAHIIIA®T

LIEHTPAJIbHON EBPA3UU B 3IIOXY BPOH3bI
N PAHHETI'O XEJIE3A: TEHAEHIIUH, ®AKTOPbDI
N NMPEJEJBI TPAHC®OPMALIMU

Hosele oTkpeiTHS B 7100011 Hayke, HE UCKJIIOYas apXeoJIoTHIo,
CTUMYJIUPYIOT TOUCK HOBBIX T€OPUH U OOBACHUTENbHBIX uael. [1pu
3TOM 4eM 0oJiee OTKPBHITO U LIMPOKO BEAETCS TAKOH MOMCK, TEM OH
pesynbTaTuBHee. CpaBHUTENbHO HEJABHEE MOSABIEHUE HA apXeoJo-
TMYECKON KapTe MaMSATHUKOB CMHTAIUTHHCKOIO THIIA 3aCTaBUJIO HUC-
cliefoBaTtesyiell He TOJbKO aKTyaJu3UpOBaTh TPAAULMOHHBIE U CTaB-
LIME YK€ «BEYHBIMM» MPOOJIEMBbI, TAKHUE KaK: XpPOHOJIOTUS U MEPHO-
Au3anus 3Moxyu OpOH3bI, colepKaHUE U CMBICT KyJIbTYPHBIX 00pa3o-
BaHMH, 00bEeIUHEHHBIX Ha3BaHHUEM aHAPOHOBCKOW KYJIbTYpPbl MU
OOLIHOCTH, M HAaKOHEl, TaK Ha3bplBaeMas apuiickas mpobiema, HO U
00paTuThCa K BOMpocaM 6oJiee IMPOKOro IJIaHa, KACAIOIKMXCS TeH-
AEHIMIA 1 POpM COLIMATIBHOTO PA3BUTHS HAa €BPAa3UIICKOM MPOCTpaH-
CTBe B 30Xy OpOH3BI M paHHero xene3a. MccnenoBarenu yxe oT™Me-
TUJIM BHELIHee CXOICTBO B apXEOJIOTMYECKOM MPOSIBIEHUU peaiuii
Hauvana II-I TeicsueneTuit 10 H.9, Halleallee OTPaXXCHUE B MAMSATHH-
KaX CMHTAIUTHHCKOTO THNA, C OJHOH CTOPOHBI, U IUTHBIX Kypra-
Hax ckudcekoit sanoxu — ¢ apyroii. [Ipennaraemsie 0ObACHEHHUS J1e-
KaT 60 B 06JaCTH FEHETHUYECKON CBSI3M JAHHBIX sIBJICHUH, TMOO B
PaMkax teopuu COUMalIbHBIX HUKIOB, Oa3UpYIOLIENHCs HAa MPHU3HA-
HHM HeNMUHENHOCTH COLMAIBHOM CJIOXKHOCTH U B3aUMOJIEACTBHS THITA
“UeHTp — nepudepus».
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B pesynbTaTte uccienoBaHU, 0OyCIOBIEHHbIX NEPUOANYECKH
BO3PACTAIOLLMM MHTEPECOM apXeosioroB K MpobjeMaM COLMOJIOrU-
YeCKOTO aHaJu3a apXeoJOTMYECKMX MaMsATHUKOB, COBPEMEHHON Ha-
YKOI MpeU1oXkeH Lenblid psaa Moaened HHTEpNpeTaluy O0IIECTB 3M0-
XU Mo374HeH nepBOOBITHOCTH MJIM KjlaccooOpa3oBaHUs (B pycCKOM
TpaduLMHK) UM TAK HAa3blBAEMbIX CJIIOXKHBIX OOLUECTB pa3/IMYHOIrO
ypOBHS (B 3anaaHoi Tpaauunu). KoHUenuus cioxHOCTH — LEHTpallb-
HbII MYHKT MHOTMX COLMAJIbHBIX TEOPUH 3anaJHOW aHTPOIOJIOTHUH.
CII0)KHOCTB OMNpeaensieTcss pa3MepaMu oblecTBa, KOJUYECTBOM U
BbIPAXKEHHOCTBIO €r0 KOMIIOHEHTOB, a TaKXe pa3HooOpa3ueM crie-
LMAJM3UPOBAHHBIX COLIMAJIbHBIX poJsiel. BaxkHyl0 posib B TOHUMAaHUH
XapaKTepa CJI0XHOCTU WIPalOT MOHATHUS HEPABEHCTBA U HEOOHOPOI-
HOCTH.

HecmoTps Ha cyllecTByOUIME pa3idyusg B NOAXOAAX, MOXHO 3a-
METHUTb OJIM3KHE NMO3ULIMH POCCUHCKUX U 3aMaHbIX apXeOoJI0roB, KOr-
Jla OHU BBIIENAIOT MPU3HAKH COLMAIILHOTO YPOBHS MEPEXOAHOro 00-
miectBa. OAHAKO TEPMHHOJOTMUYECKUI pa3HOOO, MaTOUUCIEHHOCTh
LieJIEHAMpPAaBJIEHHbIX COMOCTABUTEIBHBIX PA0OT B pocCHiickOl apxe-
OJIOTMH U COXPAHEHHE MHOIMX CTEPEOTHUIOB, HAIPUMEDP B OLIEHKE
COLIMAJIBHOTO YPOBHSI CKMGOB (B TEpMHHAX IOCyl1apcTBa) M capMa-
TOB ( B TEPMHMHAX COI03a IJIEMEH), 3a4acTylO MPUBOAUT K CUTYaLUH
HEXBATKU WJIM HEYIOBJIIETBOPUTENbHOCTH UMEIOLLUXCS MOJENEH.

B Hacroswem goknane 6yayT pacCMOTpPEHbI B CPABHUTEIbHOM
acrekTe U B paMKaX pas3jM4HbIX MOAXOAOB TEHIAEHLMH, (HaKTOPBI
($hopMHUpOBaHHS U U3MEHEHHUsl coLManbHOro naHaumadTa LleHTpanb-
Hoil EBpasuu Bo II-1 ThicaueneTusix no H.3. [Ipu 3toM npeanosnara-
€TCs UCCIIEN0BaTh BONPOC O MPUPOAE CXOACTBA (MM pa3auyus ) ap-
X€OJIOTMYECKUX ABJICHHI 31I0OXHM OPOH3bI U )KENEe3HOro Beka.

L.N. Koryakova (Russia)

SOCIAL LANDSCAPE OF CENTRAL EURASIA
IN THE BRONZE AND IRON AGES: TENDENCIES,
FACTORS AND LIMITS OF TRANSFORMATION

1. New discoveries in any science, including an archaeology, stim-
ulate a search of new theories and explanation ideas. The more open
and wide is this search, the more successfully it is resulted. Relative-
ly recent archaeological mapping of the Sintashta sites had not only
forced scholars to actualize the traditional and becoming «perpetu-
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al» problems, such as: chronology and periodization of the Bronze
Age, content and meaning of cultural variants united by the name of
the Andronovo culture, and finally the so-called ‘Aryan problem’.
But it made them to address to the problems of wider significance,
relating to the tendency and form of social development occurring in
Eurasian space in the Bronze and Iron Age. Some scholars already
paid an attention to some similarity in archaeological expression of
the formations of the second and first millennia BC, which are re-
flected in the Sinatashta-Arkaim sites, on the one hand, and in the
elite kurgans of the Scythian time, on the other. Proposed explana-
tions lay either in the field of genetic connection between these or in
the framework of social cyclisity theory, based on principle of social
complexity and «core/periphery» interactions.

2. As a result of research stimulated by periodically rising inter-
est to the problem of sociological interpretation of archaeological
sites, some number of theoretic models relating to the societies of
class formation period (in Russian tradition) or to the complex soci-
eties of different level (in Western tradition) have currently been pro-
duced. The concept of social complexity is the central point of many
Western anthropological social theories. A complexity is determined
by size of a society, number and expressiveness of its components,
and variability of specialized social roles. Rather important to un-
derstand a character of complexity are the concepts of heterogene-
ity and inequality.

Despite different approaches used by Russian and Western ar-
chaeologists one can note some close positions in revealing specific
characteristics of transitional pre-state societies. However, a great
terminological diversity, a small number of special comparative re-
search works and many popular explanations such as, for example,
In assessment of social level of the Scythians (in terms of state) and
the Sarmatians (in terms of tribal unions) very often lead to a lack of
available models.

3. Present paper aims to regard in comparative aspect and in frame
of different approaches some factors and limitations affected a so-
cial landscape of central Eurasia and tendencies of its transforma-
tion during the first and second millennia BC. It is also supposed to
investigate a problem of similarity (or difference) between archaeo-
logical occurrences of the Bronze and Iron Age.
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