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Introduction to the Study of Prehistoric Ethnogenic Processes in Eastern Europe

About the Roots of the Scythian Culture
The Scythian times were one of the most mysterious periods in the history of Eastern Europe and attracted long since attention of many historians. The recalcitrant question of the origin of Scythians seems to be a sure key for the ethnogenic studies. However, the hypotheses scientists have a number of significant differences in such moments, "as the location of the original habitat area of ​​the Scythians and the time of their appearance in the northern Black Sea region, the essence of ethnic and cultural relations between the Scythians and Cimmerians, paths and nature of penetration of both peoples in the Near East, etc."
 In general, considering the genesis of the Scythian culture, scholars have been shared on supporters of its European and Asian origin.  But even have being accepted the Asian origin of the Scythian culture, many scholars agree that this culture has experienced some local influences, and Scythian ethnos has been arisen as a blend both local European population and people which arrived from the eastxe "Дністер р."
. How much the opinion about the Asian ancestral home of the Scythians is controversial is said by serious attempts to locate it in different parts of Europe. Among the many works of this direction the monograph of M. Pogrebova and D. Rajewski is really noteworthy. Reasoned criticizing the theory of Asian homeland of the Scythians, the authors suggest the following solution to the problem of early ethno-history of the Scythians:

“The scene of the most ancient of any well-known events of this history is not North Pontic  Scythia of the Herodotus to the west of the Tanais but the triangle bounded by the lower reaches of the Volga and the Don and the Caucasus range”
 

In fairness it should also be noted that some the supporters of autochthonous origin of the Scythians can express quite extreme views, if the Scythians were the direct ancestors of the Slavs, and even just the Ukrainians
. However the Scythians themselves asserted that the first man who settled in the Black Sea, when they appeared in this before desert country, was Targitay. And a thousand years have passed from that time to time to the campaign of Darius on the Scythians
. 

A considerable role in forming of the sight about the Asiatic sources of Scythian culture was played by the reasons of certain likeness of relics of Scythian culture with the artifacts of Central Asia. The certain similarity of Scythian artifacts and cultural relics of the Central Asia is the significant argument of the adherents of Central-Asian origin of Scythian culture. Specifically, studying the barrow (kurgan) Arzhan in Tuva, scholars have found out that the samples of the material culture of this barrow can be referred to the Scythian type for they are manufactured in the spirit of the Scythian “animal style”. Since these findings were supposedly chronologically preceded the Scythian culture in the Black Sea, it was confirmed the assumption of its origin in Central Asia, on the advice of M. Gryaznov:

“In our opinion the eights - seventh centuries BC were not the end of the Bronze Age and not a transitional or independent ethno-cultural period, but the initial stage of the so-called Scythian epoch of early nomads. This is clearly evidenced by the presence of already well established the Scythian triad in materials of Arzhan”
. 

Meanwhile, the very method of dating of samples from Arzhan focused on similar findings in the Black Sea, under the assumption of their more recent origin a priori. However, recent discoveries of Ukrainian archaeologists in Early-Scythian burials, similar patterns of Arzhan, specifically relate to an earlier time 
. For quite some time many archaeologists came to the conclusion that the sites of the Eurasian steppe belt can not be regarded as a monocultural:

“… it is practically not disputed now that the existing  similarity between them still can not allow to consider them as belonging to one culture and left by one people”
. 


We shall return to this question, but there are other facts contradicting the idea of ​​Central Asian origin of the Scythians and their culture. The known anthropologist V. Alekseev stated the following:

“… Scythians failed to appear in South-Russian steppes from a south-east, how one can think in accordance with the archaeological and linguistic observations, they failed to appear and from a south-west, as compels to think the legend over brought at Herodotus about their origin, but  they arose on that place, where they are found by history. Anthropological material does not eliminate the foreign ethnic particulates in the complement of Scythians, however gives primary significance to the local sources of their ethnogenesis.”xe "Дністер р."

Archaeological evidences also could confirm the cultural continuity Pre-Scythian and Scythian times, but archaeologists have no consensus whether the change of cultures  in the steppe part of Ukraine was mechanical in nature or monuments of the Novocherkassk-Chhernogorov type were the link between the preceding Cimmerian and subsequent  Scythian cultures. For example:

“where A Terenozhkin finds clear and one-time change of cultures, M Gryaznov sees a direct cultural continuity”

Ambiguity of the question about cultural continuity in the steppes of northern Black Sea region leads to the fact that even the supporters of the Asian origin of the Scythian culture there have no consensus on the issue when the aliens brought it from Asia. Here's one of the views:

“Archaeology does not know about any invasion of the nomadic population in the northern Black Sea region, which could correspond to the appearance of the Scythians and the expulsion Cimmerians, after…  the spread of the Zrubna culture to the west of the Volga and the displacement of the preceding Catacomb culture, however it does not refer to the 8th -7th  centuries BC but to a much earlier time - the last third of the 2nd  millennium BC. In view of this, the base of the event referred by Aristaeus and Herodotus may have just change of the Catacomb culture by the Zrubna one, corresponding to the replacement of one people by another, namely, the Cimmerians by the Scythians”
.
Clearly, M. Artamonov saw continuity between the Cimmerian and Scythian cultures, assuming both of them belonged to the Scythians. The same opinion except the aforementioned M. Gryaznov had also A. Jensen and, obviously, other archeologists
.  A. Terenozhkin same, denying such succession, believed that the Novocherkassk-Chernogorov relics belonged to the Cimmerians, and the creators of the Scythian culture were "people who came from the depths of Asia, who succeeded in the 7th  cen BC their predecessors - the Cimmerians, aboriginal native of southern European part of the  USSR" and that "the Scythian culture was introduced from the outside in a well-established appearance and  if  mechanically replaced the old local culture"
. Artamonov’ theory is contradicted by historical facts, since the conflict between the Scythians and Cimmerians was recorded by ancient and east historians and its reason was associated with the invasion of the Scythians, and the dating of these events was separated from the change of the Catacomb culture by Zrubna one on about 500 years later. By the way, given historians did not know anything about the Scythians in the depths of Asia, they considered them immigrants from Eastern Europe, which is also not in favor of the Terenozhkin’s theory.
If disputing about the genesis of Scythian culture, scientists are divided into supporters of its autochthonous and Asian origin, the vast majority of them are unanimous on language of not only the Scythians, but the entire population of the Northern Black Sea coast of the Scythian-Sarmatian time. And the Scythians, and Sauromats, and later Sarmats implicitly considered as belonging to the Iranian group of languages​​. This view has some justification, but it should be more careful listened also to the opinion of those thinking otherwise, to avoid errors in the key issue of the Scythian-Sarmatian problem.
The cultural continuity from the Pre-Scythian till Scythian periods in the Ukrainian forest-steppe is not debating, what has been already noted by B. Rybakov.  He claimed that all the forest-steppe farming culture of the Scythian period derived from local agricultural cultures of the Pre-Scythian time
. In this case it seems strange that the relics of the Early-Scythian time are found in forest-steppe, whereas in the steppes, they have not yet discovered. In this regard, the Pre-Scythian culture of the Ukraine required careful consideration.

Anticipating somewhat, we note that we will have good reasons to speak about the Bulgar ethnic origin of the Scythians, so let's keep in mind the available reliable data on the Bulgar.

After the collapse of the Western Turkic Khaganate in the second half of the 1st millennium two large states were formed in Azov and Caspian steppes. They were created by the related tribes of the Bulgar and the Khazars related. In the 6th century Bulgar which lived near the Sea of ​​Azov were divided into two parts, one of which went to Pannonia. The remaining tribes were merged into the Great Bulgaria by  one of the tribal leaders Kubrat (Kuvrat) in 635, and about the same time the Khazar Khanate began to take shape too. Shortly after the death of Kubrat strained relations between the two states resulted the collapse of the Great Bulgaria. The Khazars in alliance with the Hungarians defeated the Bulgar, in consequence one Bulgar horde migrated to the Danube and occupied Southern Transnistria. Their leader, Khan Asparukh created here a new state - Danube Bulgaria. The second horde became a member of the Khazar Khaganate. In 680, after the unsuccessful campaign of Emperor Constantine IV on the Danube Bulgaria the army of Khan Asparukh took Moesia and Dobrudja, inhabited by scattered Slavic tribes. By combining the Slavs in one state, Asparukh became the founder of the Slavic Bulgaria.
By the early 8th century the Khazar Khaganate already possessed a large territory that included the foothills of Dagestan, the steppes of the Kuban, Azov and partly Black Sea region, most deal of the Crimea. The young state had to wage a hard struggle for existence with the Arabs, and so most of the Bulgar gradually moved north to the river Kama, where they eventually formed their own state of the Volga Bulgaria
. Obviously, this state included also the local Turkic population descended the carriers of the Balanov culture, as well as neighboring Finno-Ugric population. All this compel to suppose that  the Bulgar had to be very numerous people, whose history can be traced by the ways of its migration from western Ukraine through the Pontic and Azov steppes to the banks of the Kama. Consequently this great people which stayed in steppes of the Ukraine at Herodotus’ time could not to remain without attention of this historian. One could assume that the Bulgar, at least, were among the foks mentioned by Herodotus in his "History." Logic dictates that just the Bulgar should be the Scythians. This assumption is contradicted only avowed Iranian ethnicity of the Scythians, so we must prove that the Scythians (or a substantial part of them) were not Iranian-speakers. Let us begin with that the Scythians  called themselves Scoloti (Σκολοτουσ). The Iranian languages don’t give satisfactory explanation of this word, it is difficult to find the explanation also in other languages. Chuv salat "to scatter, disperse” is the closest in meaning and sound to this name.  A slight phonetic mismatch can be easily explained by inserting epenthetic sound k, and the meaning "to diffuse, disseminated" fits to the names of a people very well. Recall that the Slavs called themselves so too:

“In ancient times, these two tribes (the Slavs and the Antes – V.S.) called themselves spores [scattering], I think, because they lived, occupying the country "sporadic",  "scattered," by individual settlements”
.
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