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The discoveries at Cape Beikush allow us to significantly expand and refine our
understanding of the nature and extent of local influence on the archaic cult of Achilles in the
Northern Black Sea region. The decisive factor in the formation of the archaic cult of Achilles in
the Northern Black Sea region at the initial stage was the meeting of the colonists with a
powerful ideological phenomenon - the veneration of the local tribes (relic Aryans) almost
continuously, since the IV millennium BCE, AXI-the Serpent - the first Ancestor and
personification of the Indo-European worldview born in the Northern Black Sea region.

The earliest archaeological evidence of the Achilles worship in the Northern Black Sea region
dates from the end of the VII - early VI centuries BC and is associated with a cult complex of
Achilles in the Lower Buh region (‘Lower Pobuzhzhia’), combining Berezan’, Beikush and Velyka
Chornomorka II. This allows us to distinguish a special and earliest stage in the development of
the cult of Achilles in the Northern Black Sea region: the end of the VII - early V centuries BCE,
when the sanctuary of Achilles on Beikush ceased to exist. After that, in other places of Achilles’
worship in the Northern Black Sea region, the «Serpent» features of the cult of Achilles on
Beikush were no longer repeated. In other words, the image and cult of Achilles was no longer
associated with serpents. This indicates a gradual loss of syncretism of these images and cults
due to the decline of local, «barbaric» influence on them after the 5t century BCE.

This is also due to the fact that AXI-the «Serpent-ancestor» was for the Greek colonists,
obviously, an alien deity. The subsequent transfer of the center of the veneration of Achilles to the
Island of Levke seems to be the realization of the need to bring the cult important for further
colonization (to completely abandon the cult of AXI-the Serpent - the «master» of the Northern
Black Sea Region to the colonists, surrounded by «barbarians», was clearly unprofitable) in
accordance with the already existing legends about the White Island and Homer’s Achilles, as
well as with the «norms» of the Delphic oracle, which clearly did not meet the «barbarian»
Beikush. The appearance in Roman times of the cult of Achilles Pontarchus - the «Lord of the
Black Sea» and God cannot be explained by anything other than the great importance of the
prototype of Achilles in the Northern Black Sea region in previous times, from the beginning of
the formation of the Indo-European community.

Keywords: the cult of Achilles, the Northern Black Sea region, the serpent, the Supreme God,
the Indo-European community

The cult of Achilles, which had unique features in the Northern Black Sea region, has
been studying for over two hundred years. Nevertheless, to this day, many of its issues
have not yet been finally resolved and are the subject of discussion. In recent years, it has
become possible to a considerable degree to shake the positions of supporters of a purely
Greek origin of the cult of Achilles in the Northern Black Sea region, and to show the
syncretic nature of this cult, with significant local influence. The general research
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guideline, that led to such results, was exhaustively defined by L.Yu. Shaub: «The problem
of reconstructing the religious beliefs of the northern Black Sea states population is
extremely complicated by a number of circumstances, primarily the heterogeneity of this
population, since it included not only multi-tribal barbarians but also ‘multi-tribal’
Greeks, the natives of different Asia Minor policies, very different from each other in their
culture, including pantheons... No need to strive at any cost to prove the presence of
barbarian origins or features in this or that phenomenon of the religious life of Greek
colonists of the Northern Black Sea region, but comparing what is known for certain
about these cults and rituals with what we know about the sacred sphere of the
population of the metropolises of the Black Sea colonies, special attention should be paid
not to points of similarity, but distinctive features. When trying to explain a series of facts
of the undoubted difference between the pantheons of the colonies and the pantheons of
their metropolises, it is natural to look for the reason of this phenomenon, first of all, in
the influence of the environment in which the Greeks found themselves in their new
homeland, that is, in the influence of the world of barbarians»!.

V.P. Yailenko who showed the local Indo-European origins of this cult and the
uniqueness of its connection with serpents, made a significant contribution to the study
of the cult of Achilles in the Northern Black Sea region. In general, this prominent scientist
quite deeply in linguistic sense analyzed the connection between the cult of Achilles and
serpents, and the most important conclusions of this can be summarized as follows:
1) the cult of serpents was widespread among the indigenous Indo-Aryan population of
the Lower Buh region and the Lower Dnipro region; 2) that cult was associated with
Achilles; 3) nowhere else in Greece the cult of Achilles was associated with serpents2.
However, at the same time, V.P.Yailenko, unfortunately, did not provide any
archaeological evidence for the first two conclusions, except for Beikush graffiti.
Moreover, without identifying the real origins of the Indo-European cult of serpents and
its ideological essence, V.P.Yailenko, unfortunately, came to trite explanation,
mismatching his standards of outstanding scholar, but rather popular in the second part
and among his principled opponents, the supporters of the pure Greek origin of the cult
of Achilles in the Northern Black Sea region: «The abundance of serpents gave rise to
their cult in India, and the same was the reason of their cult in the Lower Dnipro region
and the Lower Buh region»3.

V.G. Lazarenko, without reference to the works of V.P.Yailenko, had analyzed the
connection between the image of Achilles and serpents, initially basing on the works of
L.Yu.Shaub who insisted on the ‘serpent’ essence of Achilles much earlier than
V.P. Yailenko and till that time he had mostly completely substantiated the local influence
on the formation of the cult of Achilles in the Northern Black Sea region. The main
conclusion of his comprehensive study of the evidence of the ‘barbaric’ components of
the worshipping of Achilles here was that «in his origins Achilles was a god, most likely a

1llay6 U.10. O rpeko-BapBapCcKUX KOHTAKTax B pesiUrno3Hoil cdpepe B CeBepHoM [IpuuepHomopre (VII -
Havauio III BB. o H.3.) // Bectnuk CaskT-IleTep6yprckoro yHuBepcuteTta. Cepus 2. Uctopus. Boim. 1.
CaHnkT-IleTep6ypr: U3a-Bo C.-[leTepbyprckoro yHuBepcuTteTa, 2008. C. 116-117.

2 fliinenxo B.II. Ouepky 3THUYECKOH, MOJUTHYECKOH U KyJbTypHOU uctopuu Ckuduu VIII-V BB. 10 H.3.
Mocksa: Onebook.ru, 2013. C. 64-101.

3 Aitnenxo B.IL. Ckudckuii Axunn B CeBepHoM [IprndyepHomopre VIII-V BB. 710 H.3. U ero uHAo0apuiickye
nctoku. JlpeBHoctu Bocriopa / A.A. MacsieHHuKOB (rJaB. pen.). MockBa: UHcTUTYT apxeosioruu PAH,
2013.T.17.C.393.
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dying and resurrecting deity, and a companion of the Great Goddess»4. But the issue of
local influence on the formation of the cult of Achilles in the Northern Black Sea region
was considered by V.G. Lazarenko in a broader aspect, additionally basing on the findings
of archeology of the Northern Black Sea region dated to the Eneolithic and Bronze Age, in
terms of the cult of serpents and connection of its emergence and spreading with the
early Indo-European migrations. The scholar paid special attention to considering the
Indo-European aspects of the image of the Serpent. In addition, as V.G.Lazarenko
thought, it was also necessary to comprehensively and critically consider A.S.Rusiaeva’s
and S.B.Buiskich’s interpretation of archaeological sites associated with Achilles,
especially with Beikush sanctuary, as well as, of course, simultaneously conduct a
comprehensive analysis of the other point of view.

At the same time, V.G. Lazarenko considered the most important the study of the earliest
stage, that is, the very emergence of the cult of Achilles in the Northern Black Sea region,
since its further development here by the Greeks does not cause doubts. All this is the main
difference between the results gained by V.G.Lazarenko and the conclusions of
V.P. Yailenko), who absolutely correctly noted the starting point (source) of the proving of
local origins of the cult of Achilles in the Northern Black Sea region (indisputable similarity
of the name of Achilles and ancient Indian ahi - ‘serpent’), pointing out the uniqueness of
the connection of Achilles with serpents on Beikush in comparison with the rest of Greece
and even speaking about the Indo-European origins of the cult of Achilles, limited himself
only to the ancient period of the Northern Black Sea region and did not study the previous
periods of the development of the cult of serpents in this region, where, as is known, the
Indo-European community was formed and began to decay.

Therefore, in order to specify the genesis of the cult of Achilles in the Northern Black
Sea region, V.G.Lazarenko undertook the following: 1) study of the spreading and
ideological content of the cult of serpents in the period preceding the colonization of this
region by the Greeks; 2)a deeper than before, analysis of ancient records on the
connection of the image of Achilles with Cimmeria and Scythia; 3) demonstration of all
this in close connection with the Indo-European subject matter. As a result,
V.G. Lazarenko showed the uninterrupted existence of the cult of serpents in the
Northern Black Sea region in the 4t - 1st millennia BCE with its spreading at the time of
the early Indo-European migrations> (i.e. migrations of the bearers of the Aryan
haplogroup R1a) from the Danube-Carpathian region to the east and south, which served
as the basis for the formation here of the early Indo-European notions about Ahi-Serpent
(the Supreme Deity and the First Ancestor), as a possible prototype of Achilless. At the

4 llay6 W. 10. Mug, xysbT, putyan B CeBepHoM [Ipudyepromopse (VII-IV BB. 0 H.3.). CaHKT-[leTep6ypr:
U3 pa-Bo C.-TleTepbyprekoro yHuBepcuteta, 2007. C. 182-198.

5 Let’s recall that the term ‘Indo-European’ itself is linguistic, not archaeological. The Indo-European
languages in Eastern Europe, Iran, and India in ancient times are associated only with bearers of the
haplogroup R1a. Haplogroup R1b began to ‘associate’ with the Indo-European languages only starting
from the first millennium BC, even, possibly, from the second half of it, when representatives of R1a
began to repopulate Europe (Kiécos A.A. Famtorpynmna R1b. Yacte 2. lamtorpynmna R1b no ctpaHam u
peruoHaM // BectHuk Poccuiickoit akagemun JJHK-reneanorun. 2010. T. 3. Ne 3. C. 406-475). Therefore,
it is important to highlight the concept of the ‘early Indo-Europeans’ (and, accordingly, the ‘early Indo-
European migrations’) when we discuss migrations of the 4th — 2nd millennia BCE, and not talk about
‘Indo-Europeans’ and their migrations in general, for not to cause confusion of concepts.

6 Jlazapenko B.I. KysnbT Axw/ia Kak oOTpakeHHe NpolLeccoB (OpMUPOBAaHUS HHA0EBPONEHCKON
obuHocT B CeBepHoM IlpuuepHomopbe // Marepianu Il MixkHapoiHOI HayKOBO-IPaKTHUYHOI
koHQepeHIil «ApkaciBcbki yuTaHHsa» (26-27 kBiTHA 2013 p.) / Bign. 3a Bun. @.1. Kokomko. MukoJiais:
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same time, V.G. Lazarenko took into account that «a linguistically indisputable fact is the
existence of the Greco-Indo-Iranian community?, which makes the ancestors of the
ancient Greeks of the end of the 4th - the beginning of the 3rd millennium BCE to be placed
not at all in Central Europe, but rather in the west of the Black Sea region steppes»8. In
addition, linguistic studies have shown the proximity of Aryan and Greek languages in the
Northern Black Sea region by the beginning of the 2nd millennium BCE?.

Based on a critical analysis of a sufficient array of ancient literary sources,
archeological and linguistic data, V.G. Lazarenko presented a detailed substantiation of
the syncretic nature of the early stage of the cult of Achilles in this region and made the
following conclusions?0:

1) the opinion about the exclusively Miletus (Greek) origin of the cult of Achilles in the
Northern Black Sea region seems untenable because, in Miletus (as well as in Ionia as a
whole), the developed cult of Achilles is confirmed by neither ancient sources (the record
on the presence of Achilles spring in Miletus does not at all indicate the presence of his
cult here!?), nor archaeological data;

MHY im. B.O. CyxomauHcekoro, 2013. C.61-64; Jlasapenko B.I. O6pa3 3Mess U apxandecKUd KyJbT
Axunna B CeBepHoM [IpuuepHomopbe // HoBbili 'epMec. BeCTHHK aHTHUYHON UCTOPHH, apXEOJIOTUH U
kJaaccuyeckodt ¢uiosorun. Beim. VII / TnaB. pexn. AB. Eropos. Caskt-Iletep6ypr, 2015. C.30-54;
Jlazapenko B.I. CemaHTHKa H300pakeHUH 3Mel U C/eloB 4YesioBeyeCcKUX cTonm B CeBepHOM
[IpuyepHOMOpbe 3moxu 6poH3bl // MaTepiasn MixkHaposHoi HaykoBoi kKoHepeHuii «IIpo6semu
BUBYEHHS Ta OXOPOHU IaM'ITOK NepBiCHOTO MHUCTelTBa HiBAHA EBponu (KaM'siHUH BiK - eroxa
6ponsu)». 3anopixeka: [uke I[lone, 2015. C.59-70; Jlazapenko B.I. KysnbT 3meli B CeBepHOM
[IpuyepHomopbe IV-1 ThicayeneTui Ao H. 3. // BicHuk HanioHasbpHoro icropuko-apxeoJsioriyHoro
3anoBigHuKa «Kam’ssHa Moruna». Bun.1 / Bigm. pea. A.b. MuxaitioB. 3anopixoksa: [uke Ilose, 2016.
C. 37-48; JlazapeHnko B.I'. K guckyccuu o npouCXoXKeHUM apXaudecKoro KyJbTta Axuiia B CeBepHOM
[IpuyepHomopbe // Eminak: HaykoBu# wjokBapTajibHUK. 2016. Ne 2 (14). C.7-20; Jlazapenko B.I.
«CodueBckuii 3Mell» — yHUKaIbHbIN naMATHUK CeBepHoro [IpuuepHomopbs // Bicuuk HanjioHasbHOro
icTropuko-apxeosioriuHoro 3amoBifgHuKa «Kam'sina Moruna». Bun. Il / Bigm pea. f.B. Muxaiios.
3anopixoka: [uke Ilosne, 2017. C.53-61; Jlasapenko B.I. Kya1pT 3Melt 1 paHHUe HHJOeBpoIlleiickue
murpayuu // BicHuk HanionasnbHoro icropuko-apxeosioriuHoro samoBifHuka «Kam’'ssHa Morua».
Bun. I1I. 3anopixoxksa: Juke [Tose, 2018. C. 115-128.

7 In recent years, the works of A.K. Shaposhnikov and V.P. Yailenko have shown that Iranian lexemes in
the Northern Black Sea region are extremely rare while having at the same time a later origin. Thus,
today we should talk not about the Greco-Indo-Iranian, but about the Greco-Indo-Aryan community in
the Northern Black Sea region.

8 'mupun JI.A., LpmM6ypckuit B.JI. Ilparpekn B Tpoe (MexaucuuninHapHbiii acnexTt) // BecTHuk
ZpeBHel uctopuu. 1994. Ne 4. C. 29.

9 MMopuur B. UneHeHue UHA0eBpoMeicko A3bIkoBoM o06s1acTy / Ilep. ¢ HeM. U3a-e 2-e, ucnpassi. MockBa:
Eauropuan YPCC, 2003. C. 238.

10 JTazapenko B.I. PanHuil nepuos apxanyeckoro KysbTa Axuwiia B CeBepHoM [IpuyepHoMopre //
HoBrlil ['epMec. BecTHUK aHTUYHOH HCTOPUM, apXeosIOrMH M KJaccuyeckod ¢uutosnoruu. Bemm. VIII /
I'nas. pex. A.b. Eropos. CankT-IleTep6ypr, 2016. C. 59-60.

11 The only record that somehow links Achilles with Miletus was made by Greek writer of the 2nd — 3rd
century CE Athenaeus, who points out: «Aristobulus Cassandreus writes that in Miletus there is a spring
called Achilles, the flowing water of which is very fresh, but the stagnant water is very salty. The Milesians
say that Achilles bathed in this spring after the killing of Trambelus, the king of the Leleges» (A¢uneit. [Tup
myzpenos. Kauru I-VIII / Iep. ¢ ap.-rp. H.T. TonunkeBuya. MockBa: Hayka, 2003. C. 62). As you can see,
there is not a single word about the heroon of Achilles in Miletus in the work of Athenaeus, to whom the
supporters of the existence of the cult of Achilles in Miletus refer! But it is known that Achilles erected on
Lesbos a mound-heroon to Trambelus, who was killed by him (ITapdenuit. O so60BHbIX cTpacTsx / [lep. c
Zp.-rp. B.H. flpxo // BectHuk fpeBHel ncropun. 1992. Ne 2. C. 236-248). So, the attempts to substantiate
the presence of the cult of Achilles in Miletus seem to be nothing more than a random mixture of
information about Trambelus’s heroon, erected by his killer Achilles on Delos, with a spring in Miletus, in
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2) the decisive factor in the formation of the archaic cult of Achilles in the Northern
Black Sea region at the initial stage was the meeting of colonists with a powerful
ideological phenomenon - worship by local tribes (relict Aryans and, probably,
Thracians) almost uninterruptedly, starting from the 4t millennium BCE, Ahi-Serpent-
First Ancestor (and in its origins - the Supreme God) and the embodiment of the Indo-
European worldview appeared in the Northern Black Sea region;

3) the ceasing of the existence of the Beikush sanctuary at the beginning of the 5t
century BCE and the absence of ‘serpentine’ components of the cult of Achilles in other
places of the Northern Black Sea region can be explained by the fact that Ahi - ‘Serpent-
First-Ancestor’ was for the Greek colonists, obviously, already an alien deity;

4) the subsequent transfer of the center of worshiping of Achilles to the island of
Leuke seems to be the realization of the need to bring the cult, important for further
colonization, (it was clearly unprofitable for the colonists surrounded by the ‘barbarians’
to abandon completely the cult of the Ahi-Serpent - the ‘master’ of the Northern Black
Sea region) in accordance with the already existing legends about the White Island and
Homeric Achilles, as well as with the ‘norms’ of the Delphic oracle, which the ‘barbarian’
Beikush obviously did not meet;

5) the emergence then, already in Roman times, of the cult of Achilles Pontarches,
‘Lord of the Black Sea’ and God cannot be explained by anything other than the enormous
significance of the preimage of Achilles in the Northern Black Sea region in previous
times, from the beginning of the formation of the Indo-European community.

However, in addition to this, there is a need to solve two more important problems:
about the possibility of determining the chronological framework of the earliest stage of
the cult of Achilles in the Northern Black Sea region; about the possibility of the existence
at that time of a single cult center of Achilles in the Lower Buh region. But the adequacy of
the interpreting the results of archaeological studies of the ancient sites of Berezan and
the area around it will be significantly limited if the results of geomorphological studies of
this region are not taken into account. And the significance of these results is very high.
So, V.G. Zubarev points out that «Berezan Island, at least up to the 5% century CE, most
likely, did not exist. It was connected to the mainland, and the drowned part of the land is
located between the present time island and the Ochakiv coast»!2. M.A. Ahbunov, based
on the fact that here «in the first centuries of our era, the sea level was not less than 3 m
lower than the modern one», believes that «the available data convincingly show that in
the first centuries of our era, Berezan was still a peninsula»!3.

This makes it possible to consider differently the data on the cult places of Achilles in
the Lower Buh region. It will be recalled that these include Berezan, cape Beikush at
Berezan estuary, and the settlement of Chornomorka II. Despite their rather close
proximity to each other, they are usually considered as independent sites with purely
Greek evidence of the worship of Achilles there. However, the indicative finds on
Beikush!4, which showed the indisputable connection of the image of Achilles with

which Achilles washed himself after the killing in order to ‘wash away’ the grave sin of killing his distant
relative, which is clearly not a reason for organizing a cult place.

12 3y6apeB B.I.  Ucropuueckass reorpaduss CeBepHoro IIpuuepHOMOpbsi MO JAHHBIM aAHTHYHOU
NUCbMeHHOU Tpaguuuu. MockBa: SI3bIKH c1aBAHCKOHM KyabTyphl, 2005. C. 171.

13 Ar6yHoB M. B. AuTHuHas reorpadus CeBepHoro [IpuuepHoMopbsi. MockBa: Hayka, 1992. C. 164.

14 PycseBa A. C. KysibToBi npeaMeTH 3 nocesieHHs belikyi no6.1u3y o-Ba bepesans // ApxeoJiorist. 1971.
Ne2. C.22-29; by#ckuxCB. K wucropun otkpeiTusa bBelikyumickoro cBsatuauia. CeBepHoe
[IpudyepHoMopbe B aHTU4HOe BpeMsd. Kues: UHcTuTyT apxeosiornu HAH Ykpaunsl, 2002, C. 21-32.
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serpents, made it possible to expand considerably the understanding of the nature and
extent of local influence on the archaic cult of Achilles in the Northern Black Sea region.

V.G. Lazarenko previously emphasized the originality of the sanctuary of Achilles on
Beikush in terms of the undoubted presence of ‘barbarian’ elements of the cult, unique
for Greece, its connection with serpents, as well as the uninterrupted existence of the cult
of serpents in the Northern Black Sea region, starting from the 4th millennium BCE, and it
became the basis for the formation of the cult of Ahi-Serpent, the First Ancestor and
Supreme God of the early Indo-Europeans (Aryans)!5. The same process can be
considered as the formation of a pre-Greek image of pre-Achilles, the existence of which
was convincingly shown by V.N. Toporov?e.

Further research by V.G. Lazarenko intensified and expanded the conclusions of these
works?7. As a result, it became clear that we should not talk about the Milesian import!8 of
the cult of Achilles into the Northern Black Sea region, but about the merger at an early
stage of worship by the first Greek colonists of Achilles not in the image of the hero of the
Trojan War, but in the image of the folk (native) god - the Serpent-Ancestor, with the cult
of the Ahi-Serpent of the local population, relict Aryans, who worshiped the Supreme
Deity and the First Ancestor in the form of a Serpent.

Notions about that probably existed among the Greeks uninterruptedly since the time of
the Greek-Aryan community in the Northern Black Sea region and were preserved during
migrations, as evidenced by the example of Epirus with the cult of Achilles Aspet
(Unknowable, Everlasting)19. Let us emphasize that such epithets may be typical not just for
a hero, even a great one, but they are quite appropriate for a god, the personification of
notions of an almost cosmic scale, including the Serpent as the Supreme Deity. Then these
notions degraded to the idea of serpents as domestic gods but showed up on a larger scale
during colonization, when the Greeks, in fact, returned to the land of their distant ancestors,
the early Indo-Europeans, and met their distant relatives, the relict Aryans.

We are talking about those who remained here after the departure of the general body
of the Aryans to the southeast and east in the 3rd millennium BCE. They formed a fairly
extensive enclave in the Northern Black Sea region (the Dandarii, Taurus, Achaeans,
Sindi, Meots), which continue to exist in historical times from modern Odesa to
Krasnodar Krai, as well as in the Crimea. And, according to O.N. Trubachov, «0Old Scythia
in the North-Western Black Sea region could have been such a relict enclave. It was some
kind of the rest of the people that separated and left for the southeast. The name ‘Old
Scythia’ by Herodotus (IV, 5) is equivalent to the sea coast of Odesa and Karkinit bays»2°.

15 Jlazapenko B.I'. O6pa3 3Mes U apxandeckuil KysabT Axusia B CeBepHoM [IpudepHomopbe // HoBblit
Fepmec. BecTHMK aHTUYHOM HCTOPHUM, apXeoJIOTMM U KJaccudeckod ¢uuosnoruu. Beim. VII. CaHKT-
[TeTepbypr, 2015. C. 30-57.

16 Tonopos B.H. K pekoHcTpykuuu «npoTo-Axuina». bankanbl B KoHTekcTe CpeJH3eMHOMOpbS:
[Ipo6JieMbl PeKOHCTPYKLUH A3bIKA U KyJIbTYpbl. MockBa, 1986. C. 25-37; Tonopos B.H. 06 apxanueckom
coe B o6pase Axusia. 06pas-cMbIca B aHTUIHOU Ky ibType. MockBa: MUY, 1990. C. 64-95.

17 JTazapenko B.I'. Axusn - 6or CeBepHoro [IpuuepHomopss. Hukosaes: @OI1 'yaeim U.A,, 2018. 416 c.

18 Let us repeat that in Miletus (as well as in lonia as a whole) any developed cult of Achilles is not
confirmed either by ancient sources or by archaeological data.

19In A.D. Veisman’s dictionary, the word dometog is interpreted as «unspeakable, immeasurably large,
immeasurable, endless» (Beiicman A./Jl. 'peuecko-pycckuii cioBape. CaHkT-IleTep6ypr, 1899. C. 207).
Liddell-Scott’s authoritative dictionary gives an even broader interpretation of the word ‘aspet’:
«unspeakable, unutterable; in the main sense, it is unspeakably great, unspeakably large; less often it is
endless, countless» (Liddel H.G., Scott R. Greek-English Lexicon. Eighth edition, revised throughout. New
York, Chicago, Cincinati: American book company, 1901. P. 233).

20 Tpy6aues O.H. Indoarica B CeBepHoM [IpuuepHomopbe. MockBa: Hayka, 1999. C. 99-102.
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Those tribes of relict Aryans formed the basis of the ‘barbarian’ population of the
Northern Black Sea region, contemporary with the modern Greek colonists. The alleged
‘sudden’ emerge in Roman times of the cult of Achilles Pontarches, ‘Lord of the Black Sea’
(no longer a hero, but a god!), which so much surprised Western experts, centered on
Berezan (as evidenced by the overwhelming number of dedication to Achilles Pontarches
just at this site) cannot be explained by anything else than the enduring and most ancient
local notions about the Ahi-Serpent, the Supreme Deity and the First Ancestor. And it is
obvious that it was not «the Milesians who spiritualized Achilles to God», as Ulrich von
Wilamowitz-Moellendorff believed, but the Milesians, who knowing, of course, only the
Homeric hero Achilles, encountered in the Northern Black Sea region an important and
ancient local deity Ahi-Serpent. This also explains the stability of the cult of Achilles in the
Northern Black Sea region for almost a millennium.

S.B. Buiskykh wrote: «Now it has been reliably determined that the existence of all the
main sites of the settlements at Berezan estuary (Viktorivka-I, Kaborha-I, Velyka
Chornomorka-II, Beikush) have a single starting point of establishing here - the first
quarter of the 6t century BCE»21, At the same time, just in the earliest layers, the artifacts
were found that determine the uniqueness of the character of the worship of Achilles on
Beikush, including graffiti, with dedications to Achilles, some of them with images of
serpents22. AL Ivanchyk supposes: «Judging by the material, this sanctuary functioned
from the second quarter or even from the beginning of the 6t century BCE»23. This is
fundamentally important since very similar to Beikush'’s short graffiti with dedications to
Achilles (A, AX, and AXI) were also found not only in the settlement of Velyka
Chornomorka II, which is close to Beikush, where they are dated to the second half of the
6t century BCE24, but they are also found in sufficient quantities in the layers of the end
of the 7th - the end of the 6t century BCE on Berezan25.

At the same time, it is very essential that the island of Berezan, located just a few
kilometers from Beikush, was connected to the coast in archaic times, and until the first
centuries of CE was part of the peninsula. This, in turn, allows us to assume the existence
of a single, and the earliest in the Northern Black Sea region, the cult complex of Achilles
(Berezan - Beikush - Velyka Chornomorka II). V.V. Krutilov back in 2016, in a personal
conversation, not only fully supported this idea of ours, but also suggested adding the
settlement of Viktorivkal, located on the opposite to Beikush cape bank of Berezan
estuary, to the supposed archaic time cult complex of Achilles. The reason for this, as
V.V.Krutilov said, was a graffito depicting the letter A, found in the ash pit of this

21 Byiicekux C.b. OsbBis Ta Bepe3aHb B KOHTEKCTi 3acCHYBaHHS i0HIHCbKOro KOJIOHiaJbHOrO moJica B
Hmwxubomy [Mo6yxoki // My3eliHU BiCHUK: HAYKOBO-TeOpeTUYHUH mopivyHuK. 2012. Ne 12. C. 53-55.

22 PycsaeBa A.C. KysibToBi mpemeTu 3 nocesieHHs Beliky no6su3sy o-Ba bepesans // Apxeosiorist. 1971.
Ne 2. C. 22-29.

23 iBaHuuk A. HakanyHe kosionusauuu. CeBepHoe [IpuyepHoMopbe U cTenHble KoyeBHUKHU VIII-VII BB.
Jl0 H.3. B @aHTUYHOM JIUTEpPAaTypHOU Tpagunuu: GoJbKIop, JuTepaTypa U ucropus. bepaun, Mocksa:
[Taneorpad, 2005. C. 73.

24 Otpewko B.M. 'padduty, HaimeHHbIe Ha noceseHuH bosbiuass Yepromopka I B 1973 r. HekoTopele
BOINPOCHI apxeosioruu YKkpaunbl. Kues: Buia mkoua, 1977. C. 41-42.

25 This V.V.Krutilov’'s message, Head of the Berezan archaeological expedition of the Institute of
Archeology National Academy of Sciences of Ukraine in 2004-2019. Together with him, we planned to
conduct a detailed study of the unpublished Berezan graffiti stored at the Institute of Archeology
National Academy of Sciences of Ukraine, in terms of their connection with the cult of Achilles, but the
untimely death of V.V. Krutilov did not allow this to be done.
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settlement26. However, we think that at the current stage of the study of this settlement,
this is still not enough for its unconditional inclusion in the discussed cult complex.
Although this is rather possible since the researchers of Viktorivkal quite reasonably
consider Beikush ash pit, located in latitude less than 1 km to the south, to be the closest
analogy to Viktorivka ash pit. In addition, they emphasize: «Their similarity with each
other seems quite possible. It is noteworthy that both sanctuaries were clearly visible
from Berezan settlement and were at approximately the same distance from it»27.

All of the above allows us to draw the following conclusions:

1) the earliest archaeological evidence of the worship of Achilles in the Northern Black
Sea region dates back to the end of the 7t - beginning of the 6th century BCE; they are
associated with a rather probable cult complex of Achilles in the Lower Bug region, which
unites very close geographically Berezan, Beikush, and Velyka Chornomorka II;

2) this makes it possible to single out a special and earliest stage in the development of
the cult of Achilles in the Northern Black Sea region: the end of the 7th — the beginning of
the 5t century BCE; it is emphasized by the uniqueness of the ‘serpentine’ features of the
worship of Achilles on Beikush comparing to other places of the region later on.
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IIpo MOXK/IUBICTh €EAUHOTO KY/IbTOBOT0 KOMIUIEKCY Axinia y Hmxkabomy [lo6yxoxi
apxaiuHoro 4acy (bepe3ans - Beiikym - Bea1uka YopHomopka II)

Jlo 1boro yacy 3aJIMIIWJIMCA HEBUPIIIEHWMM JBa BaXKJIMBHUX 3aBJaHHA LIOJ0 KYJbTY
Axinna y IliBHiyHoMy IlpudopHoMop’i. Tlo-nepiue, 41 MOXJIMBO BU3HAYHUTH XPOHOJOTiYHI
paMK{ PaHHBOIO eTaly LbOro KyJbTy B JaHoMy perioi. I[lo-Apyre, nmokasaTh MOXJIUBICTb
iCHyBaHHSI Ha TOH 4Yac €IMHOrO KyJbTOBOro LeHTpPy Axissa y Hwwxkubomy IloGyxoki.
AnexBaTHICTD iHTepnpeTalii pe3y/abTaTiB apXeoJIOTIYHUX JOCJiXKEHb aHTUYHUX MaM'sITOK
Bepesani Ta ii okpyru Oyze CyTTEBO OOMeXXeHa, SIKIO He BPAXOBYBAaTH pe3yJIbTaTH
reoMop}oJIOTiYHUX JOCJIiKEHb AAHOTO paloHy, 10 MOKa3yloTb HOro CTaH y JaBHUHY.
HunimHi# octpiB Bepe3sanb B apxaiuHH# 4ac i 0 MepuIyx CTOJITh HAlOl epy 6YB YaCTHHOIO
MiBOCTpPOBa.

lle nae MOXK/IMBICTB MO-IHIIOMY PO3TJ/IAAATH JaHi PO KyJbTOBi Micd Axiyia y HukaboMy
[To6yxoki. Haragaemo, mo g0 Hboro HasexaTb bepesanb, muc belikym Ha BepesaHcbkomy
JiuMaHi Ta nocesieHHs1 YopHoMopka 1I. He3Baxkarouu Ha JOCUTDb 6JIM3bKY CXUJIBHICTD OJHH /0
OJIHOTO, BOHU 3a3BUYaM PO3TJIAAAJIUCSA IK CAMOCTIMHI MaM'ATHUKY, 110 MAIOTh CyTO I'PelbKi
CBijlMeHHA Npo BifgNpaBJieHHd TaM KyJabTy Axisia. OfHak 3HaKOBI BIJAKPUTTA Ha MMCI
Belikymi y Bepe3aHcbkoMy JiMMaHi, 1[0 NMoKa3ajd 6e3yMOBHHU 3B'A30K 06pasy Axiia 3i
3MiIMH, [J03BOJIMJIM 3HAYHO PO3LUIMPUTU YABJIEHHA PO XapakKTep i po3Mipd MicL,eBoro
BIIMBY Ha apxaiyHu# KysbT Axisna y [liBHivHOMY [IpryopHOMOD'i.

HamumMm pocaifpkeHHAM MOKa3aHo, 1110 paHHI apXeoJIoriyHi CBifdeHHS NOKJIOHIHHA AXity
B [liBHiunomy [IpuyopHomop’i maTtyroTbcs kKinuem VII - modatkom VIcr. mo H.e. Bonu
noB’si3adi 3 iIMOBIpHMM KyJIbTOBUM KOMILJIEKCOM Axisia, mo o6’€eAHye ayxe O6JIM3bKi
TepuTopiasbHO bepesann, Beiikym i Bennky Yopnomopky Il. € MOXJIMBICTE BUAIIUTH Y
PO3BUTKY KyJibTy Axisna y IliBHiuHOMy [IprdopHOMOpP’T 0co6/1MBUH | paHHIN eTanu: KiHelb
VII - moyatok V cT. 0 H.e., KoK BelKylICbKe CBATUJIMILE NPUIMHUJIO CBOE icHyBaHHA. Lle
MiKPECJETLCA HENOBTOPHICTIO HajaJli B IHIIMX Micuax «3MiiHUX» pHUC BiAlpaBJIeHHA
Ky/abTy Axinia Ha Belkyui.

Kawouosi caoea: xynbt Axinna, IliBrHiune [IpudyopHomop’ss, 3miH, BepxoBuuii bor,
iHJ0EBpOIENChbKA CHiJIbHOTA
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