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Abstract. The article deals with the issues related to the problem of the existence of urban-type
settlements in the Early Middle Ages in the Volga-Kama. On the example of the materials of Tetiushi-
IT hillfort located on the right bank of the Volga, the author gives arguments confirming this thesis.
Having been studied for six seasons since 2007, Tetiushi-II hillfort has a unique stratigraphy which
made it possible to identify the chronological stages of its existence, as well as to determine the peak
of its functioning — the second half of the 6™ — first half of the 7 centuries. The hillfort, as well as
the settlement adjacent to it from the side facing the enemy, belongs to the Imen’kovo culture. A clear
layout of the hillfort was recorded: an industrial site with furnaces and melting pits in the northern part
of this settlement, an area of craft workshops and residential estates in the southern part of the site near
the rampart. The population of the hillfort was engaged in crafts, trade, and had a developed system
of cults and was multi-ethnic.
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TETIOLUCKOE-II TOPOAULLE — NOCEAEHUE TOPOACKOIo
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Pestome. B craTbe paccMaTpMBAIOTCS BOIPOCHL, CBsI3aHHBIE C IIPOOIEMOII CYIIIeCTBOBAHIS TTOCeTIe-
HUJ TOPOJICKOTO TUIIA B PaHHEM cpefiHeBeKoBbe B Bonro-Kambe. Ha npumepe marepuanos TeTromicko-
ro-1I ropopiIa, pacIonoXeHHOTo B IpaBobepe)xbe Boiry, aBTop IpMBOAKUT apryMeHTbI, IOATBEPIK-
matomye 3ToT Te3uc. TeTromckoe-II roponmine, nccnenosapueecs ¢ 2007 I. B TedeHVe LIECTI CE30HOB,
MMeeT YHUKA/IbHYIO CTPaTUTPaduIo, HO3BO/IMBILYIO BHIIEINTD XPOHOTIOTMYECKIE STAIIBI €T0 CYIeCTBO-
BaHIA, a TAKXKe OIPENe/INTD MUK ero QYHKIMOHUPOBAHY: 2-5 monoBuHa VI — 1-1 nonosuna VII B.
H.3. Jopoauie, KaK 1 Ipueramiee K HEMY C HallOJIbHON CTOPOHBI CeNIIe, OTHOCUTCA K MMEHBKOB-
CKoif KynbType. 3adyKCcHpOBaHa YeTKas IJIAaHMPOBKA OPOAMIIA: IPOU3BOICTBEHHbIN PailoH ¢ TOp-
HaMU ¥ TTABU/ILHBIMU AMaMU B CEBEPHOI YaCTH 3TOTO MOCENIEHNsA, PaliOH peMeC/IeHHbIX MaCTePCKUX
¥ KIJIbIe ycaabObl B I0XKHOI YaCTH IUIOaAKN y Bama. HacemeHne ropoamina 3aHMManoch peMeciiom,
TOPTOBJICIA, UMETIO Pa3BUTYIO CUCTEMY KY/IbTOB U OBIIO TIOMMITHIYHBIM.
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ntroduction
The question of the nature of the settlements of the Early Middle Ages of the Kazan Volga
region in the context of socio-economic history has not been raised until now. There are
several reasons for this. The main one can be considered a methodological approach, according
to which the urbanization processes reflect a certain stage of historical development —
the feudal period. The beginning of this period in the Volga-Kama is traditionally associated
with the formation of Volga Bulgaria, that is, the 10" century. For the pre-Bulgar period,
the possibility of the emergence of complex developed socio-political and economically
arranged structures seemed unlikely. As, in fact, the possibilities of social organization and
stratification of the societies with the emerging necessity for special forms of economic
life — centers of craft and trade, i.e., urban centers or preceding forms. The second reason
is the archaeological materials needed for the analysis. Also among the complex issues are
the specifics of the Imen’kovo archaeological culture, the existence of which belongs to this
period.

Currently, the hypothesis of exclusively evolutionary development of socio-economic and
state institutions in Eurasian communities is examined differently. It is assumed that the types
of politogenesis could develop in alternative versions that did not imply a classical system
both in form and content (Bondarenko, Grinin, Korotaev, 2006, p. 21, 22). Thus, in principle,
the question of the possibility of the emergence and functioning of socio-economic units with
the character of early urban centers in the pre-Bulgar period in the Volga region is permissible.
It should be noted that at the beginning of the 21 century, the hypothesis of a stateless
civilization became widespread (Kradin, 2021, p. 124). Taking into account these theories, it is
necessary to search for other explanations for the available data that do not fit the scheme of the
communal-patriarchal structure of the society of the population of the Imen’kovo culture.

These theoretical calculations make sense when empirical material for analysis is available.
In this instance, the monuments of the Imen'’kovo culture of the Kazan Volga region of the
6"-7" centuries are under discussion. Its territory, as well as the chronological framework
of existence, is wider than the above-mentioned region (Starostin, 1967; Matveeva, 2003).
The understanding of the specifics and ethno-cultural interpretation of the Imen’kovo culture
has changed significantly over the past decades. It became obvious that its population was multi-
component, as evidenced by the biritaul funeral rite, as well as the peculiarities of the material
culture of individual territories (Kazakov, 2020; Valiev, 2019, pp. 109-116; Stepanov, 1967).

Object of Study and Methods

The unevenness of the study of various categories of Imen’kovo monuments makes it
difficult to examine a number of issues, in particular, the nature of the Imen’kovo settlements,
which were the centers of settlement agglomerations. There are few of them studied in the
Kazan Volga region. Only Imen’kovo hillfort in Tatarstan has been completely excavated, but
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its materials were published only in a review (Kalinin, Khalikov, 1960). Kirbi hillfort in the
Cis-Kama region was investigated quite fully (Ostanina, 2002). Hillforts in the lower reaches
of the Kama River have been studied in small areas: Maklasheevo-II and Troitsko-Uraisk I,
as well as the settlement ‘Kurgan’ (Starostin, 1968; 1977; 1983).

The excavations of several hillforts on the right bank of the Volga can be considered as
the most significant of the recent studies. Those are: near the village of Novaia Bedenga in the
Ul'ianovsk region and Tetiushi-II hillfort in Tatarstan (Viazov, Semykin, 2016; Rudenko, 2010;
Rudenko, 2011). The distance between them is not very large, but the material culture and
the archaeological situation on the monuments differ significantly.

Tetiushi-II settlement, located on the narrow promontory of the rock terrace of the right
bank of the Volga, was formed by two deep ravines (Fig. 1). Currently, its area is 2903 m”.
On the side facing the enemy, the settlement was protected by an arc -shaped rampart with
the width about 6 m at the base. The preserved part of the embankment is up to 1.5 m high.
There was a moat dug in front of the rampart. Because an edge of one of the ravines was used,
the depth of the moat reached 10 m. Behind the moat, there was a vast settlement extended
from west to east for more than 1000 m, to another ravine, and from north to south — up to
500 m. This area is now occupied by an urban development.

Fig. 1. Tetiushi-Il hillfort. General view

Puc. 1. Tertowuckoe- Il ropogumie. ObLmvi Bug

Results

The excavations carried out by the author from 2007 to 2013 on the site and fortifications
of the settlement (Fig. 2), with a total area of 444 m? enabled to discover the history of this
monument. Unlike most of the Imen’kovo hillforts, Tetiushi-II hillfort has not only a solid
cultural layer with an average thickness of 50-100 cm (in objects up to 3.5 m), but also a clear

© K. A. Rudenko Journal homepage: http://journal.asu.ru/tpai/index



82

TEOPWSA N MPAKTUKA APXEOJTOTMYECKUX UCCNEQOBAHUA 2023  T. 35, Ne3

stratigraphy (Rudenko, 2018). Together with the planography, this makes it possible to
reconstruct the history of the cultural layer and the development of this territory.
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Fig. 2. Tetiushi-Il hillfort. Plan with the excavations

Puc. 2. TetoLuckoe-Il ropoauLye. naH ¢ HAaHeCeHHbIMW packornamm

© K. A. PyoeHko

Cant xxypHana: http://journal.asu.ru/tpai/index



THEORY AND PRACTICE OF ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESEARCH 2023 ¢ 35 (3) 83

Initially, this place was developed in the Late Bronze Age — the beginning of the Early
Iron Age, when a small settlement appeared here, occupying the northern part of the cape,
separated from the rest of the territory by a moat about 5-6 m wide, at a depth of 4-5 m.
Traces of life of that time were revealed both on the site of the hillfort and behind the moat.
Basically, these are fragments of ceramics (Fig. 4). This settlement probably corresponds to
part of the burials of the Tetiushi-I burial ground dated to the 9*-7" centuries BC, located
a few kilometers to the west, also on one of the capes of the high rock terrace (Khalikov, 1977,
pp- 50-75; Patrushev, 2011, pp. 205-260).

In the 34" centuries, a small group of people of the Azelin culture settled on the site
of the above- mentioned settlement. They buried their dead at the Tetiushi-II burial ground,
which occupied part of the territory of the earlier Tetiushi-I burial ground. They were located
in a compact group at the very edge of the terrace (Kazakov, 2009, p. 33; Bugrov, 2004).

After them, no later than the 4" century A.D., the settlement of the Imen’kovo culture began
to function there. Its heyday was in the second half of the 6™ — first half of the 7* centuries.

In the middle of the 6" century, the settlement of the Imen'kovo culture was not fortified.
Moreover, initially, the western and southern parts of the site began to be built up, and
the ancient moat began to be used for household purposes. It also became the boundary
of the industrial site of iron smelting (Fig. 3). The cape part of the promontory was aligned.
At the turn of the 6"-7" centuries or a little earlier, the settlement was destroyed, some of the
inhabitants died. Soon after that, restoration work began: the pits of the destroyed outbuildings
were filled in, the site was aligned. At the highest point of the promontory, a rampart was built
and a moat was dug. The construction of the territory of the hillfort at the beginning of the
7" century was carried out according to a certain plan, although to some extent repeating
the location of the previous time and taking into account the natural downgrade of the site to
the Volga (the height difference was about 3 m).

Fig. 3. Tetiushi-II hillfort. Stratigraphy. Excavation IX. Western wall of the excavation

Puc. 3. Ctpaturpacgus TetioLuckoro-1l ropoamiya. Packor IX. 3anafgHasi CTeHka packona
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Fig. 4. Tetiushi-II hillfort. Ceramics of the 9""—8" centuries BC

Puc. 4. Tetouckoe-1l ropoguLie. Kepamuka IX=VIII BB. 4o H.3.

The southern part of the hillfort, immediately behind the rampart erected in the 6 century
AD, was occupied by residential estates. In the middle there were workshops with the related
dwellings and outbuildings. Behind the moat of the Bronze Age, which had already became
less steep by that time, there were furnaces and melting pits in the western part of the site; to
the east there were auxiliary structures. That was the lowest part of the cape which ensured
the relative safety of wooden buildings in the higher southern part of the hillfort in case
of fire danger. This triple layout was preserved until the end of the functioning of the hillfort
in the 7 century. It should be added that handicraft production at the monument began with
the smelting of iron ore, then, the melting of non-ferrous metal became predominant.
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Fig. 5. Tetiushi-Il hillfort. Crucibles and ladles. 6"—7" centuries

Puc. 5. TetoLuckoe-1l ropoguLye. Turm v nibsidku. VI=VII BB. H.3.

The material culture of Tetiushi-II hillfort has its own specifics. With a fairly typical
assortment of household ware found in many settlements of the Imen’kovo culture, there is
a group of small (about 12-15 cm high) chamotte vessels with a bent upper part with pinches.
Fragments of vessels of the Kushnarenkovo culture were recorded in the stratigraphic layer III.
In addition to them, other artifacts related to that culture were met (Rudenko, 2013). In the
III and IV layers of cultural deposits, there were found more than 50 fragments and whole
forms of technical utensils, such as crucibles and ladles (Fig. 5) used for casting jewelry, and
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parts of costumes (Rudenko, 2020). In the same layers in the central and northern parts of the
hillfort site, slag, pieces of vitreous mass, slag fragments of ceramics, bronze splashes, stone
grating plates for ore preparation were recorded (Fig. 6); collectively they reflect the intensity
of industrial activity (Rudenko, 2020a).
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Fig. 6. Tetiushi-II hillfort. Traces of metallurgical production and related processes

Puc. 6. Tettorckoe-II ropogumLe.
Creabl MeTannyprnyeckoro npov3BOLCTBA M COMyTCTBYIOLLMX MY MPOLIECCOB

The industrial site, with the revealed bases of two iron-smelting furnaces and pits for
melting non-ferrous metals and their alloys in crucibles (Fig. 7) is of particular interest
(Rudenko, 2019). Details of the furnaces, nozzles and melting devices were found in two
pits outside this site. Also, with metallurgical production, as well as with metal proceeding
in general, certain rituals where miniature clay items played a role were associated (Fig. 8).
More than 120 such specimens, including animal figurines, were found in the hillfort (Rudenko,
2021). During excavations, 182 specimens of fragments of the clay spindle whorls were found,
and they could also have a ritual function associated with some kind of production or trade.
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Fig. 7. Tetiushi-Il hillfort. Part of the industrial site. Excavation IX.
General view in the process of research

Puc. 7. Teriorckoe-1l ropoauLye. Yacts npov3BoACTBEHHOM MIOLLaaKM.
Packon IX. ObLymii BUA B NpoLecce NCcieqoBaHus

Fig. 8. Tetiushi-Il hillfort. Clay products:
spindle whorls, miniature figurines made of clay. 67" centuries

Puc. 8. Terowuckoe-Il ropoaumLLe. V3nenuvs v3 rmvHsbl:
npscia, MUHUATIOPHbIE PUTypKu 13 mnHbl. VI=VII BB. H.3.
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Discussion

The various crafts of the inhabitants of Tetiushi-II hillfort, as well as the proximity of the
largest trade artery — the Volga, determined the intensive trade exchange of goods of their
own production, and the resale of foreign imports, which included not only artifacts char-
acteristic of this time, for example, glass beads, mainly from Asia Minor (Fig. 9.-1-8, 10, 11)
(Stolyarova, 2009, p. 73; Stolyarova, 2016, p. 220) or beads from clam shells from the Indian
Ocean (Fig. 9.-13, 14), but also some other products. The latter include the trade in iron axes
(Fig. 10), the hoard of which was discovered in the hillfort (Rudenko, 2014). It is worth notic-
ing that the axes were not in use and were not even sharpened. Most likely, they were intend-
ed for further sale in the nearest area. In the cultural layer and in the structures were found
pieces of boxwood, cast bronze rod, amber and carnelian products, cowry shells, as well as
bronze and silver belt mounts.

0 1cm

Fig. 9. Tetiushi-Il hillfort. Beads made of glass and shells. 6t"—7" centuries

Puc. 9. TetioLuckoe-Il ropoauLe. bycel n3 crekna v pakosuH. VI-VII BB.
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Fig. 10. Tetiushi-Il hillfort. Iron axes. 7% century A.D.

Puc. 10. Teriowickoe-Il ropoauie. XXenesHsie Toriopsl VI B. H.53.

Iron blanks, fragments of products used as raw materials and other such artifacts should
be noted. At the same time, the tools of artisans are not numerous. In this regard, it can be as-
sumed that not only their own craftsmen worked in Tetiushi-II hillfort, but also ‘wandering’
artisans, which is indirectly confirmed by the materials of the Kuzebaevo hoard of the 7 cen-
tury (Ostanina and the others, 2011).

Conclusion

Thus, a combination of a number of factors determines the special status of Tetiushi-II hill-
fort. These are the presence of a fortified hillfort (the core) and a suburb (posad), the popula-
tion of which was engaged in crafts and agriculture. The presence of settlements (or a settle-
ment) near the hillfort is not uncommon for the Imen’kovo culture. However, their location as
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in this very case is not frequent. The population of the hillfort was multi-ethnic; at least the pres-
ence of Ugric people is obvious. There were professional craftsmen and merchants among them.
There is a clear layout of residential and industrial facilities with regard to the natural terrain
and its artificial changes for the needs of residents. The location of the Tetiushi settlement near
the Volga contributed to the consolidation of these advantages. In addition, the connection
of the inhabitants of this settlement with a number of other Imen'’kovo monuments was re-
vealed, in particular, the Komintern-II burial ground (Rudenko, 2022, p. 475).

Comparison with the monuments of the Kazan-Ul'ianovsk Volga region that are close ge-
ographically and by time of existence shows that similar conditions did not become the basis
for similar development. Tetiushi-II hillfort has signs of an urban-type settlement, which are,
in aggregate, absent from other Imen’kovo monuments of the Kazan Volga region, archaeo-
logically studied to date. Meanwhile, many elements of the material culture of this settlement
are found on synchronous settlements of the type of Osh Pando or Ufa-II (Stepanov, 1967;
Ruslanov, Shamsutdinov, Romanov, 2016). It should not be excluded that these phenomena
are not only of a stage order, but also social.
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