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Abstract. The mountainous area of Aiyrtas is located in the Karkaraly district of the Karaganda region.
There, in previous years, the first sites of the early Iron Age were discovered and explored. Among them,
eight mounds from three burial grounds were excavated, and settlements of the early Iron Age, Kazakh
winterings were also found. In the summer of 2022, under the guidance of the author, a strip 2.6 km
long was identified on the upper slope of the mountain, where 8 settlements of the early Iron Age are
compactly located. Excavations of the Aiyrtas-3 settlement were carried out. On an area of 432 m?,
remains of stone foundations of dwellings and outbuildings were discovered, which, judging by the finds
of stone tools and ceramics, belong to two historical eras: the Late Bronze Age and the Saka period.
At the same time, questions of the chronology of the upper level of buildings (structures 1-3) will be
corrected in the course of obtaining the results of radiocarbon analyses. A few iron objects are associated
with the top layer of the site. In the course of research, old Kazakh winterings were discovered, among
which, as the author believes, there are earlier ones than those studied in previous years.
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Pestome. TopHas MecTHOCTD Aipiprac Haxomurcs B Kapkapanuuckowm paitone Kaparannusckoit 06-
JacTy. 37ech B IpeIbIAyIue Tofbl ObIIM OTKPBITHI M MCC/IEOBAHBI IlepBble MAMATHUKM PaHHETO JKe-
JIe3HOTO BeKa. B ToM umciie O6bUIM PaCKOIIaHbl BOCEMb KYPraHOB 13 TPeX MOTM/IbHUKOB, a TAKXKe Hali-
JleHbI TOCEeHNs PAHHETO YKee3HOTO BeKa, Kasaxckue 3MMOBKH. Jlerom 2022 T. o7, pyKOBOJICTBOM aB-
TOpa Ha BEPXHEM CKJIOHE TOPBI Obl/Ia BbIAB/IEHA IT0/10CA JIMHOI 2,6 KM, I7je KOMIIAKTHO PACIIO/IOKeHbI
BOCEMb IIOCETIEHNIT PaHHETO >Kene3Horo Beka. IIposenensl packonky nocenenns Aiibiprac-3. Ha mto-
may 432 KB. M OTKPBITHI OCTaTKM KaMEHHbBIX OCHOBaHMI YKVU/TUII X XO35AMICTBEHHBIX IIOCTPOEK, OTHO-
CAIIMXCA, CyZs M0 HaXOIKaM KaMEeHHBIX OPYIMI M KEPAMUKY, K IBYM MCTOPUYECKMM 3II0XaM: SMI0Xe
03/jHelT OPOH3BI M CAKCKOTO Iepuoza. BMecte ¢ TeM BOIIPOCHI XPOHOIOTHUIL BEPXHETO YPOBHsI CTpOe-
Huit (coopyxxeHns 1-3) 6yyT KOPPEKTHPOBATHCS B XOJIe IIOTYIeHIsI Pe3y/IbTaTOB Pa/IOYITIePOJHBIX
aHam30B. C BepXHNUM CI0€M IIaMATHMKA CBA3aHbl HEMHOTOUMC/IEHHBIE XKe/le3Hble IpeiMeThl. B xoze
MCCTIeoBaHMil OOHAPY>KEHBI CTapble Ka3aXCKue 3MIMOBKM, CPel KOTOPBIX, KaK I10/1araeT aBTop, MMe-
1oTcsl 6oJiee paHHMe, YeM Te, KOTOPbIe MCC/IeOBA/INCh B IIPEbIAYIIE TObL.

Knruesvie cnosa: Llentpanbublit Kasaxcran, ropa AibIpTac, paHHUIA XKe/Ie3Hblil BEK, TACMO/INH-
CKasA KYNIbTypa, HOCENIeHN, CTapble Ka3aXCKye 3MMOBKM

Bnazodapnocmu: uccnenoBaHye BHIIOTHEHO NTpU GMHAHCOBOI NOfilep)KKe MuHMCcTepcTBa 06pa-
30BaHMA U Haykn Pecrry6nuku Kasaxcran B pamkax rpanta AP08857177 «VccnefoBaHye X03:/iCTBa
U TpajuLuii JOMOCTPOUTENHCTBA HACE/IEHNA PaHHETO >Kele3Horo Beka IlenTpanpHoro Kasaxcranar.
ABTOp 671arofapuT y4acTHMKOB IpoekTa Vcmama Axuaposa, Hypnana Jxymanasaposa u JlapxaHa
IITamenoBa 3a MOMOIb B IIOATOTOBKE HACTOAILEN CTaTbM.

Hns yumupoeanus: beiicenos A.3. O630p IpefBapUTENTbHBIX PE3Y/IBTATOB APXEOTOTNIECKIX JC-
CIIefOBaHMII B paiioHe ropbl Atibiprac B 2022 1., Lentpanpubiit Kazaxcran // Teopust n mpakTuka apxe-
onormyeckux uccnegosanmit. 2022. T. 34, Ne3. C. 131-146. https://doi.org/: 10.14258/tpai(2022)34(3).-08

ntroduction
Mount Aiyrtas, in the area of which archaeological research was carried out, is lo-
cated on the territory of the Karkaraly district of the Karaganda region of the Republic
of Kazakhstan. It is located at a distance of 80 km in the east-southeast direction from the city
of Karkaraly.

“Aiyr” in the Kazakh language means something forked, for example, a pitchfork. For
the rocky landscape of the Kazakh upland, abounding in various uplifts in the relief, this ex-
pression often indicates a hill, which has a small saddle in the middle. If we take into account
that “tas” in the Kazakh language is a stone, then we can understand the following meaning
of the word Aiyrtas — “Forked stone’, that is, a mountain that has a saddle at the top when
viewed from the side. Even at the first glance at this area, it turned out that the name coin-
cides with the peculiarity of this mountain.
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The peak with a saddle is located in the northwestern part of the mountain range. Here
is the modern cattle breeding farm Aiyrtas, at a short distance from which to the southeast
there are two more — Japar and Yestek. It is with this part of the entire mountain range that
the main sites of the ancient era are associated.

Our scientific expeditions to Aiyrtas already have their history. In 2014, and 2019 here 8
burial mounds of the early Iron Age were investigated as a part of three burial grounds — Ai-
yrtas-1, Aiyrtas-2, and Yestek. The main part of the excavated sites belongs to the Tasmola
culture of the early Iron Age of Central Kazakhstan. Some burials that did not contain dat-
ing materials, except fragments of iron products, may also belong to later periods. Also, in an
article devoted to these materials, it was specifically indicated that it was necessary to search
for settlements of the early Iron Age at that place (Beisenov, Shashenov, 2020).

Two skulls from two kurgans from the burial grounds of Aiyrtas-1 and Yestek, belonging
to the Tasmola culture, were studied by anthropologists and published (Beisenov et al., 2015).

In 2021, the next trip took place, during which small settlements of the early Iron Age
were discovered near the Aiyrtas farm, located in gorges, among stone peaks and rocks. An-
other result of this exploration expedition was the discovery of old Kazakh winter quarters.

In the summer of 2022, research on the sites of Mount Aiyrtas was continued. The ar-
chaeological expedition worked in two groups. The main group was engaged in excavations
of the settlement of the early Iron Age Aiyrtas-3, the second group carried out reconnaissance
to search for and document the sites in the area of Mount Aiyrtas. The archaeological season
on Mount Aiyrtas took more than one month. During this time, one settlement was excavat-
ed, new burial grounds and single mounds of the early Iron Age and the Middle Ages were
found, as well as old Kazakh winters. During these searches, the distant outskirts of the Aiyr-
tas mountain range were also examined. Special work is required to process and comprehend
all this data. This report presents brief results of the studies.

Materials and Discussions

The Aiyrtas mountain area stretches from northwest to southeast, about 10 km long.
The highest points have an absolute height of more than 1000 m. The elevation is character-
ized, especially in high areas, by rather steep slopes, and densely indented beams. Numerous
bedrock outcrops are well recorded. The carbonaceous rocks that make up the mountains are
overlain by eluvial-deluvial deposits. Chestnut soils are covered with forb steppe vegetation,
where sagebrush-fescue communities predominate. There are many thickets of steppe acacia
(karagan) here.

Large plains are located on the northern, northeastern, and eastern sides of the moun-
tain. From the west and south, the relief is hillier. The whole area is bordered from the west,
north, and east by the channels and dried-up branches of two steppe rivers. This is the Tundik
River, quite well-known in the landscape of the eastern part of the Kazakh uplands, flowing
to the west of Mount Aiyrtas in a northeasterly direction. The second river Aigyrzhal flows
from the southeast and flows into the river Tundik, its right tributary. About the Tundik Riv-
er, the district under consideration is included in the area of its upper reaches.

Before our expeditions, archaeological research was not carried out in the area of Mount
Aiyrtas. The works of 2022 turned out to be the most ambitious when our first excavations
were carried out at the settlement and many distant corners of Aiyrtas were examined.
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Fig. 1. Main research area: 1-8 — settlements of the early Iron Age Aiyrtas-1 — Aiyrtas-8; 9, 10 —
kurgan Aiyrtas-1 and Aiyrtas-2; 11 — Early Iron Age burial ground Aiyrtas-4; 12—-14 — old Kazakh
winters Aiyrtas- 1, Aiyrtas-2, and Aiyrtas-3

Puc. 1. PaloH OCHOBHbIX UCCefoBaHu: 1—8 — noceneHns paHHero xenesHoro Beka Ambiptac-1 —
AnblpTac-8; 9, 10 — kypraHbl Arbiptac 1 1 AbipTac-2; 11 — MOTUAbHUK PaHHEro Xene3Horo Beka
AmblpTtac-4; 12—-14 — cTapble Kazaxckme 3uMoBku AnbipTac- 1, ArbipTac-2 1 AbipTac-3
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Fig. 2. Aiyrtas-4 burial ground

Puc. 2. MorunbHuk AnbipTac-4

When presenting an overview of the main results, the main research areas should be in-
dicated. This is the vicinity of the modern Aiyrtas farm, where one compact group of settle-
ments of the early Iron Age is located. The prepared map included precisely the monuments
of this small area (Fig. 1).

Here, along a 2.6 km long strip, eight settlements, two mounds, and one burial ground
of the early Iron Age were recorded. Three old Kazakh winters are marked separately on
the map. In addition, the areas of four settlements, Aiyrtas-2, Aiyrtas-4, Aiyrtas-5, and Aiyr-
tas-6, are almost completely occupied by old Kazakh winterings. On the territory of another
settlement, Aiyrtas-8 (Fig. 1.-8), there are small Kazakh graves. A survey of this area showed
that these graves are associated with the wintering of Aiyrtas-1 (Fig. 1.-12), which is located
not far from the settlement. Thus, out of seven old Kazakh winter quarters, four are located
on the territory of ancient settlements, and three are isolated. All settlements and old winters
are located high, at around 900-950 m.
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Several other sites are located outside the indicated range (Fig. 1).

Near the modern Asylbek farm, on the bank of a small spring, one settlement of the Bronze
Age was found. Not far from the Yestek farm there is one settlement of the early Iron Age,
the territory of which is also occupied by the ruins of an old Kazakh wintering. This site is lo-
cated 3.5 km from the settlement of Aiyrtas-7 to the southeast.

In the valley, located on the northern and northeastern sides of the mountain and where
a wide panorama opens from the peaks of Aiyrtas, there are funerary sites. These are buri-
al grounds and single kurgans. Most of them are undoubtedly associated with the Early Iron
Age, there are also burial mounds from the Middle Ages.

The Aiyrtas-4 burial ground (Fig. 2) is the closest to the Early Iron Age settlements. From
the settlement of Aiyrtas-3, where the excavations were carried out, to this burial ground is 360 m.

To the southeast of the Aiyrtas farm, numerous old Kazakh winters were found in gorges
and small narrow valleys. Upon closer inspection, sites of ancient settlements can be found
near them or under them.

In 2022, excavations were carried out at the Aiyrtas-3 settlement. This msite is located on
the northeastern high slope of the mountain (Fig. 3), in a natural niche resembling a founda-
tion pit, which is closed on the northern and eastern sides by two more ridges. Even during
the first inspection of the settlement, it was clear that its area has two sectors. In the southern
part, three buildings were compactly located (Fig. 3), in the northern part there were heavily
destroyed and weakly expressed other structures. Therefore, two excavations were made on
the site. The total excavation area is 432 m*

Fig. 3. Settlement Aiyrtas-3. Excavations | and |l

Puc. 3. MoceneHne AnbipTac-3. Packonbl | 1 I
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Fig. 4. Excavation I. A — view during the first cleaning of structures and surfaces. B — view after
dismantling the wall of structure 2 and final cleaning: 1, 2, 3 — the foundations of the walls
of structures 1-3; 4 — the base of the wall of the structure of the lower horizon; 5 — stones from
the walls of structures of the lower horizon; 6 — the edge of the housing pit of the lower horizon

Puc. 4. Packon |. A — B B Xxo4e NepBom 3a4MCTKM COOPYXKEHWNI 1 MOBEPXHOCTU. b — B1A
nocne pa3bopKu CTeHbl COOPYXKEHUS 2 1 OKOHYATENbHOM 3a4nCTKK: 1, 2, 3 — OCHOBaHMS CTeH
coopyxeHun 1-3; 4 — 0CHOBaHMe CTeHbl COOPYXKEHWS HUXHErO FOPU30HTA; 5 — KaMHM OT CTeH

COOPY>XXEHWI HUXXHETO FOPU30HTA; 6 — KPam XMUAMLLHOIO KOT/IOBaHa HUXXHErO rop130HTa

In the area of excavation I, which uncovered the main, southern, part of the settlement,
there are three structures (Fig. 4.-A, B), the foundations of which are made of stone. The base
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of structure 1, located on the western edge of this sector, is better preserved. Its shape is close

to an elongated oval. Dimensions — 8x5.4 m. To the east of it is structure 2, which has a rec-
tangular shape, dimensions — 6x4.8 m. Structure 3 is located to the south of them. It has sur-
vived much worse. It was probably a round or oval room with two internal sectors. The south-
ern and northern walls of the structure were completely dismantled in subsequent eras, and by
the time of the excavations, fragments of three walls had been preserved from the entire struc-
ture. If the first two buildings look like residential buildings, then the southern building was

intended for household purposes — they could keep livestock and store accessories here. This

is confirmed by the small number of finds in this sector.

Fig. 5. Stone tools from the settlements of Aiyrtas-3 (A) and Aiyrtas-8 (B). A: 1, 2, 5 — hoes; 3, 4 —
scrapers. B: Tools collected on the surface

Puc. 5. KameHHble opyams 13 nocenenmin Anbiptac-3 (A) n Abiptac-8 (b). A: 1, 2, 5 — MoTbIrK, 3,
4 — ckpebna. b: opyamsa, cobpaHHble Ha MOBEPXHOCTH

Of particular interest in this excavation is its northeastern part. Here, under the walls
of structure 2, as well as to the east and northeast of it, the lower horizon of construction was
opened. Under the walls of building 2 there is one strip of stones, which has an arcuate shape.
This remains of the ancient wall were discovered after the upper structure 2 was dismantled
(Fig. 4.-B) to clear the lower horizon. To the east of this wall are numerous stones, which are
also connected with the lower horizon. In addition to this fact, the edge of the housing pit was
cleared right at the northern edge of the excavation. The depth of the pit is 30 cm. Such housing
pits are typical for the house-building of the Bronze Age. Findings in this sector of ceramics
with traditional ornaments for the Late Bronze Age of Central Kazakhstan reinforce this idea.
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In the area of excavation II, which is located to the north of the first, only one horizon
of buildings was found. On the eastern edge of the excavation, an oval-rounded room meas-
uring m in size was better preserved. In the western part of the excavation, the remains
of two heavily destroyed buildings were unearthed. Here, there are no remains of the prem-
ises of the lower horizon.

132 stone tools and blanks were found in the area of the entire excavation. The main part
is made up of hoe-shaped tools (Fig. 5.-A: 1, 2, 5) of large and small sizes, 72 pieces in to-
tal. The nature of the stone tools found at the excavation firmly allows us to judge the layer
of the Early Iron Age. The fact is that at the site a large number of stone tools have been found
in the settlements of this era (Beisenov et al., 2018). Good results were obtained in the course
of trace analysis of these items. More than 350 tools from the Abylai settlement have now been
studied by traceological methods, and functions have been determined for 341 of them. Ac-
cording to I.V. Gorashchuk, a trace expert, stone tools were used in such industries as exca-
vation, processing of livestock products, processing of plant products, and wood processing.
A lot of them are hoes that were used in earthworks. They were probably used in agriculture.
Some of these results have been published (Beisenov, Gorashchuk, Duysenbay, 2021). Dur-
ing the early Iron Age of Central Kazakhstan, the traceological analysis of stone tools is car-
ried out for the first time. However, the main types and forms of these tools are already well
known. This gives grounds to analyze such artifacts with a great deal of confidence already dur-
ing the first inspection of the settlement, as soon as it is found, as well as during excavations.

In June 2022, the author discovered the settlement of Aiyrtas-8 (Fig. 1.-8), located near Ai-
yrtas-3. As it often happens, the ruins of ancient structures are poorly preserved due to the use
of stones for the construction of nearby old Kazakh winter quarters. At the first and brief in-
spection of the surface, three hoes were found, all with clear forms. The evening soon came
and the search was stopped. As a result of a search the next day, 24 more tools were found on
the surface of this settlement, as well as 5 small fragments of ceramics (Fig. 5.-B). All artifacts
lay on an area of 110 m?. Half of these 26 implements are hoes. Thus, when getting acquaint-
ed with the settlements of the Early Iron Age of Central Kazakhstan, often stone tools, includ-
ing hoes, are the first finds that indicate the chronology of the site.

All found 351 fragments of ceramics are divided into two groups. Most of them (329
fragments) are fragments of dishes, which have very few ornamented specimens. A few or-
namented fragments (Fig. 6.-A: 1-3) indicate materials from excavations of other settle-
ments of the Early Iron Age in Central Kazakhstan. As regards the ornament, the ceramics
of the settlements of the early Iron Age in Central Kazakhstan are mainly characterized by
small and rarely placed “pearls” and pits (Beisenov, Shulga, Loman, 2017). This pottery, by
the simplicity of its ornament, is well distinguished from the dishes of the synchronous sites
of the Mountain and Steppe Altai in the Russian Federation (Abdulganeev, Vladimirov, 1997;
Shulga, 2015; Stepanova, Frolov, 2017).

Now there are results of studying ceramics from the Saka burial sites of the time of Cen-
tral Kazakhstan. Studies show that pottery from settlements and kurgans is close to each oth-
er (Beisenov, Loman, Shashenov, 2021).

22 fragments with a characteristic pattern for the Bronze Age clearly differ from this mo-
notonous pottery (Fig. 6.-A: 4-6). Based on a comparison with the materials of the studied
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sites, this pottery can be associated with the culture of the Late Bronze Age of Central Kazakh-
stan (Varfolomeev, Loman, Yevdokimov, 2017). Among them, there is one fragment of roll ce-
ramics (Fig. 5.-A: 4). The roll, located below the rim, is smooth, and triangular in cross-sec-
tion. Such ridges are typical for Dongal ceramics of the period of Central Kazakhstan (Loman,
1987). But based on one fragment of ceramics, it is impossible to judge the presence of a Don-
gal layer on this site. The bulk of the Bronze Age pottery was found in the northeastern sector
of the excavation. The ceramics of both groups are mixed, but it is noticeable that fragments
of the early period lie lower.

In general, stone tools and ceramics, being the main finds from the excavation, reliably
indicate the presence of two main horizons — the Late Bronze Age and the Saka period. An-
other fact is interesting, which strengthens the position of the layer of the Saka time. We are
talking about two solitary kurgans about 10 m in diameter, which are located to the west
of the line of settlements, at a short distance from them (Fig. 1.-9, 10). The kurgans are made
of fragments of stone and are located on the mountain. Such stone kurgans were discovered
by the author near such settlements of the Saka period as Sarybuirat, Keregetas-2, Kyzylsuir,
Abylai. All of them are located at a close distance from the settlement, in high places. Excava-
tions of one kurgan near the settlement of Sarybuyrat showed a funeral rite, typical for the Saka
time. The author considers such burial mounds as burials of people who lived in the nearest
settlement. Their location on the mountain is associated with the winter nature of the settle-
ments. In winter, from the action of winds, there is no snow on the peaks and slopes of the hills,
and with the onset of early spring, such areas warm up earlier than the lower slopes and plains
covered with snow. Therefore, such tops and terraces were convenient for the burial of resi-
dents from the settlement. The graves in such kurgans have a shallow depth. The mound over
the burial was made up of fragments of stone, which are many on such hills.

Of the bronze artifacts at excavation I, two objects were found in the form of a punch
and an awl (Fig. 6.-B: 3, 4). Both objects may be associated with the Late Bronze Age, although
there is a possibility that they belong to the Early Iron Age as well

One more small group of finds should be mentioned. These are three iron artifacts found
in the area of excavation I. Two of them (Fig. 6.-B: 1, 2) are fragments in the form of flat plates.
Perhaps these are fragments of iron utensils with a wall 4 mm thick. The third artifact looks like
an arrowhead with a flat feather (Fig. 6.-B: 5). Its total length is 10 cm. The length of the feath-
er is 5 cm. All three items are associated with a later period. Two fragments of iron plates were
found on the territory of structure 1, at a depth of 10 and 30 cm. An arrowhead lay on the ter-
ritory of structure 3, at a depth of 10 cm. All three artifacts do not provide solid grounds for ar-
chaeological dating. Probably, these finds were left by the medieval population. It is now im-
possible to unequivocally judge the presence of a layer of this time at the Aiyrtas-3 settlement.

Our attention is drawn to the high location of buildings 1, 2, and 3, the walls of which are
not deepened into the ground. Structure 1, the best preserved among all sectors of the set-
tlement, has five pits from the pillars inside, which propped up the roof. In one pit, the re-
mains of a wooden post have been preserved (Fig. 7). The walls of structure 2 are built on top
of the remains of the ruins of an older structure. The question of the chronological relation-
ship between the upper horizon, represented by structures 1-3, and the lower building level
will be significantly corrected after receiving the results of radiocarbon analysis.
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Fig. 6. Ceramics (A) and metal objects (B) from the Aiyrtas-3 settlement. A: 1-3 — ceramics
of the early Iron Age; 4-6 — ceramics of the Bronze Age. B: 1, 2 — iron fragments in the form of flat
plates; 3, 4 — bronze punch and awl, 5 — iron object in the form of an arrowhead

Puc. 6. Kepamuka (A) n metannuyeckme npeametsl (5) 13 nocenexms Aibiptac-3. A: 1-3 —
Kepammka paHHero xenesHoro Beka; 4—6 — kepamMuka anoxum 6poHssl. b: 1, 2 — xenesHble
parMeHTbl B BUAE NNOCKMX NNACTUH; 3, 4 — OPOH30Bble MPOBOMHUK U WKNO; 5 — Xene3Hbin
npeaMeT B hOpMe HakoOHeYHMKa CTpesbl
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Fig. 7. Settlement Aiyrtas-3. A — Remains of a wooden post on the floor of structure 1. B — Housing
pit of the Late Bronze Age

Puc. 7. MoceneHuve Albiptac-3. A — oCTaTok AepeBsiHHOro cTonba Ha nony coopyxexuns 1. 6 —
SKUIMLLHbINA KOTNOBaH 3MOoXW No3aHen BpoH3bl

The situation with the dwelling pit in the northeastern corner of excavation I seems clearer.
This pit and the sector closest to it can be associated with the cultural layer of the Late Bronze
Age. It is unequivocal that the excavation revealed only a small edge of the housing horizon
of this era. The consequence of this is a small number of ceramic fragments. As can be seen,
the horizon of the Late Bronze Age is directed further to the north and east. An urgent task
for the near future is to expand the excavation in this sector.

In Central Kazakhstan, the old Kazakh winterings were discovered and studied by the au-
thor before. In 2022, new winterings were found on Aiyrtas. But an important result in this
direction lies in another observation.

The fact is that on the slopes and gorges of Mount Aiyrtas two types of winterings were
found. Winterings with houses and barnyards with straight walls are known to the author
in past studies. This are the winterings of the Karashoky type (Beisenov, Akhiyarov, Dzhu-
manazarov, 2020), Kyzylshilik (Beisenov, Shashenov, Duysenbay, 2020) and others. Such win-
terings are dated by the author to the period of the last third of the 19" century and the be-
ginning of the 20" century. These winter quarters are usually located separately (Fig. 2.-12-
14), in the form of small groups of houses where related families lived.

The old winterings, which are located on the area of the settlements of Aiyrtas-2, Aiyrtas-4,
Aiyrtas-5 and Aiyrtas-6, have a completely different look. They are characterized by structures
of round and oval shape, which are small in size. They completely or to a large extent cover
the territory of the ancient settlement. Perhaps the structures of the ancient horizon in such
cases can be destroyed. This type of Kazakh wintering must be dated to an earlier period than
the indicated first group. In July 2022, a small excavation was laid at one of these sites, at Aiyr-
tas-6. Earthworks were brought to a depth of 30 cm and opened one sector of the round house.
Work is planned to be continued in the near future, possibly in the fall of 2022. In the summer
of 2021, early Iron Age stone tools were found on the surface of this site.
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Modern studies of old Kazakh wintering areas are not limited to the relevance (Azhigali,
Turganbaeva, 2021; Beisenov, 2021a; Shagirbaev, Ganiyeva, Sakenov, 2022) of this direction.
In the conditions of the modern development of science, the complex and multicomponent
nature of archaeology is rapidly growing, which helps to solve a very wide range of problems,
from excavations of a single monument to extensive regional work, including cartographic
and landscape studies (Butzer, 1982; Bradley, 2000; Jacobson-Tepfer, Meacham, 2010; Soe-
nov, Konstantinov, Soyenov, 2011; Rogozhinsky, 2011; Bourgeois et al., 2014; Chang, 2018).

Conclusion

Most of the Saka settlements of Central Kazakhstan, where excavations were carried out,
are single-layered, except for those located on their areas or near their Kazakh winters. Only
at the settlement of Shidertinskoe-2 under the Saka horizon was a layer of the Bronze Age
discovered. Therefore, Aiyrtas-3 is currently the second case where we find an older layer un-
der the buildings of the early Iron Age. The expected data of radiocarbon analysis, and then
the continuation of excavations at Aiyrtas-3, will make it possible to more clearly present
the picture of the relationship between the upper and lower horizons. Now we can assume
that the settlement was inhabited twice: in the second half of the 2™ millennium BC and dur-
ing the 8" -5 centuries BC.

The main part of the mounds of the early Iron Age located in the valley in front of Mount
Aiyrtas are burial places for ordinary people. However, it is known that there are also large bur-
ial mounds here. At a distance of 14 km to the east of Mount Aiyrtas is Mount Borili (in Ka-
zakh, «wolf’s place»). In a wide valley in front of this mountain there is an elite burial ground
of the Tasmola culture. The core of this burial ground, discovered by A.Z. Beisenov in 2007, are
kurgans 3-4 m high. Searches have shown that there are no settlements around Mount Borili,
which is associated with the less convenient natural qualities of this small hill. The valley, where
the elite burial ground stands, passes into the Aiyrtas valley in the west, forming one whole with it.

The work with the early Iron Age sites of Central Kazakhstan showed that elite burial grounds or
large single mounds were built separately, separately from the burial places of the ordinary popula-
tion. It is possible that the Borili burial ground is associated with the settlements of Mount Aiyrtas.

The topography of the Saka and Kazakh settlements coincide and this has been noticed
for a long time. This feature suggests that the natural and climatic conditions on the territory
of the Kazakh upland for a long time were approximately similar. The question does not end
there. Much more important is the question that forms of adaptation of steppe pastoralists to
the natural conditions of their place of residence were found in ancient times.

Now we can say that the area chosen by us for research had important favorable condi-
tions for the ancient and late pastoralists. These conditions consisted of three main factors: 1)
the presence of a mountain necessary for the winter habitation of people and livestock (Bei-
senov, 2021b), 2) the close location of two steppe rivers, which, judging by the wide banks
and floodplains, were more abundant in the early periods, 3) the presence of a convenient
wide valley for the organization of pastures.
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