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H. Martirosyan’s contribution in the development of archaeology in Armenia

is enormous.! Thanks to his efforts, the archaeology in Armenia reached a new level.

As for our article, it is important to mention that the excavations at the necropolis of

Lori Berd were initiated and supported by H. Martirosyan, who was the head of the

Department of Prehistoric Archaeology at the Institute of Archaeology and

Ethnography of the Soviet Armenia back then. Moreover, he supervised the PhD

thesis of S. Devedjyan (one of the contributors of this article).

Introduction: Burial rites of prehistoric Armenia were of particular interest for H.
Martirosyan. In this regard, our article refers to ferrules, special category of burial goods, found at
the Iron Age tombs of Lori Berd and other sites of the Caucasus. The aim of this article is the
presentation of their types, context and discussion on the possible functions of the mentioned
objects.Thirteen ferrules were detected at eight tombs numbered 2, 29, 30, 62, 100-2, 114, 115, 117,
dating from 12%" to the 7™/6™ centuries BC (Tab. 1).

Types of FerrulesType 1 (nos. 1-4): Four ferrules with cylindrical bodies and rounded
heads come from tombs 29 and 30. They date back from 12 to 10" cent. BC?. The diameter of each
is between 3 and 4 cm, the length is 9.5 cm. There are round perforations on the rims and longitudinal
lines on the bodies (PI. 1.1-2). In contrast to types 3-5, which have similar body shapes, knobbed tips
are missing for ferrules of type 1.

! For a comprehensive look on H. Martirosyan’s academic legacy as well as personal information see
Kalantaryan, Bobokhyan-2005. pp.172-179; Devedjyan-2018. pp. 280-284.
2 Devedjyan-1983. pp. 5-6.
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Ferrule 1 from tomb 29 (l.: 2.5 x w.: 2.4 x h.: 3.6) was found together with a bronze dagger,
knives, chisel, belt fragments, torcs and bone beads.

Ferrules 2-4 come from tomb 30 (I.: 2.25 x w.: 1.65 x h.: 3.35): from a context of a bronze
bident and a horse tack.

Stylistically, this group of ferrules is related to groups 1 and 2 constituted by Yesayan and
find its parallels in Gyumri, Kirovakan, Kalakent and other sites of South Caucasus.®

Type 2 (no. 5): A single conical object from iron with a hole at the bottom is 12.5 in length
and 2.6 in diameter. It was found in tomb 2, presumably in the context of the upper burial. The
excavations of a relatively big chamber (I.: 5.8 x w.: 2.35 x h.: 2.45 m) resulted in the discovery of
a poorly preserved human skull and two horses accompanied by numerous grave goods, such as
golden diadems, torcs, bracelets, beads, seals, as well as knives, daggers and pottery.

Related conical objects for N. 5 come from other sites of Armenia. They were found in
Golovino®, tomb 10a of Sisian, and tomb 2 at Harjis in Syunik®. Both in Golovino and Syunik the
pointy ferrules were found in tombs with spears or lances.

Type 3 (nos. 6-9): Ferrules belonging to this type are represented by socketed hemispheres
having a tiny knob at the top. Tubular sockets are flared at the bottom and marked by side
perforations enabling to insert a wooden pole into the ferrule. They are characterised by relief lines
around the sockets and the vertical lozenges at the top.

All examples of this type come from tombs 114, 115 and 117, arranged on one line in the
southern part of the necropolis. The chambers are 1 x 1 m in length and width. Ferrule 6 from
tomb 114 is marked with an elongated socket (PI. 1.3). It was placed in the west of the chamber, with
a socket-side directed to the wall stone. Except the ferrule, a bronze dagger, toggle, pendants, other
bronze objects and pottery vessels were revealed in tomb 114. Ferrule 7 from tomb 115 was
discovered close to a female skeleton with ankylosing spondylitis, close to an iron spear, arrowhead,
knife, pick axe, dagger, chisel and pottery vessels (PI. 1.4).”

Quite a remarkable situation was documented in tomb 117: three relatively big jugs were
lying on the eastern part, whereas bronze arrowheads and two ferrules were lying in the southwestern
part of the chamber. Nos. 8 and 9 were diagonally oriented upwards (PI. 11.1-2).

This group of ferrules correspond to types 2 and 4 of S. Yesayan’s typology.® Close
parallels for ferrules from 115 and 117 come from Karmir Berd®, Gavar®, Avranlo!!, Ghachaghan'?,
Cinckaro and Tak-Kilise!®. Similar form but with longer socket (such as the ferrule from 114) finds
its comparison in Musieri*4, Paradiesfestung®® and in tomb 51 at Samtavro?S,

8 Summarized in Yesayan-1989. pp. 29- 30.

4 Devedjyan-1981. p. 34, pl. VII1.21.

5 Martirosyan-1956. p. 21, pl. 3.4-5, pl. 13.13, 16.
6 Xnkikyan-2002: pl. 51.5, 72.26.

" For anthropological investigations of the skeleton see: Khudaverdyan et al.- 2021. pp. 85-100.
8 Yesayan-1989. pp. 30-32.

% Yesayan-1969: pl. 26.6.

10| alayan-1931: fig. 116

1 Narimanishvili et al.-2010: pl. 16.6.

2 Martirosyan-1969: pl. 24. 17.

13 Kuftin-1941: PI: 34.

14 Morgan-1889. p. 96, fig. 49.

15 Nagel, Strommenger-1985. pp. 78-79, fig. 49.
16 Picchelauri-1997: PI. 114. 23.
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Type 4 (nos. 10-12): Two ferrules from 100-2 are similar to each other in regard of their
knobbed tips and are conical in section, however the sockets show differences: no. 10 has a tubular-
shaped socket (PI. 11.4), whereas no. 11 is marked with three triangular extensions with holes (PI.
11.3).Both were found in a plundered chamber (I: 6.9 x w: 2 x h: 2.8), in a spot, where a bronze mace
head and several golden beads were uncovered. Similar to them, N. 12 from tomb 62 has a
sharpening tip with a knob, but, instead, is octagonal in section. It was found in a relatively large
chamber (l.: 11.2 x w.: 4.8 x w.: 3.1 m), close to two iron spears. A similar sample can be found at
Karmir Berd.Y’

Type 5 (no. 13): 21 cm in length, the ferrule from tomb 62 is the longest at Lori Berd. It
has a slightly waisted body, is flared at the bottom. Circular in section, it possesses cast ledges in
the form of rhombi and perforations for fixing a wooden pole (PI. 11.5). On the surface, there are
three rows of triple perforations arranged longitudinally. A fourth hole is made secondary. As in the
case of the previous two variations, the top is knobbed. With its shape, this ferrule is related to the
ones belonging to type 1, but is longer and more elaborated.

Related objects also belong to type 4, variation 2 according to S. Yesayan’s classification®®,
which contains ferrules from Haghartsin, Akner?®, Shirakavan®, Gogdaya?!, Mingechaur?? and
Ballukaya®. Two objects of this kind are kept in the Regional Museum of Vanadzor.?

Interpretation of the Ferrules Found in South Caucasus

So far, published objects of this type are interpreted in two ways: either as spear shoes or
butts or as sceptres. In B. Piotrovskiy’s opinion, these were inserted at the bottom of the lances.?
His argument is based on ferrules from Kirkizhan treasure close to Stepanakert?® and from
Mingechaur.?” B. Piotrovksy and K. Kushnareva mentioned the animal images which are supposed
to be inserted at the bottom of a pole (the socket adjusted upwards), otherwise the animal image
would have been upside down.?® B. Piotrovskiy argued that these lance shoes and lance heads were
probably taken off the spear and put into the chamber as a symbol of the entire lance, since the
ancient Caucasian spears were often too long for tomb chambers?. This statement is supported by
H. Martirosyan who mentioned that these objects were mainly found with lances or spears.

Some other scholars interpret these objects as sceptres. V. Belck called the ferrules from
Paradiesfestung as “commander truncheon”.3! Also, the ones from Shirakavan are considered as
sceptre heads.%? After summarising different opinions, S. Yesayan concluded that both versions can
be correct. Principally, he agreed that it is evident that the object has served as a spear butt, but

17 Yesayan-1969: pl. 26.6.

18 Yesayan-1989. p. 30.

19 Martirosyan-1969: PI. 14.6; 14. 9.
2 Torosyan et al.-2002: fig. 16.

21 Nagel, Strommenge-1985: pl. 69. 4.
22 Aslanov et al.-1959: pl. 16.9,11,13.
2 Kushanreva-1957: fig. 8.7.

24 Martirosyan-1964: fig. 59: 5-6.

% Piotrovskiy- 1949. p. 83.

% Kushnareva-1957: fig. 19.1, 3.

27 Aslanov et al-1959: pl. 16. 4, 6.

28 Kushnareva-1957. p. 164.

29 Piotrovskiy-1949. p. 83.

30 Martirosyan-1969. p. 30.

31 Nagel, Strommenger-1985. p. 79.
3 Torosyan et al.-2002. pp. 99-100, fig. 16.
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excludes the ones which end in an animal shape and thus are not applicable for that purpose® and
should be considered as sceptres. He also pointed out a staff head from Mingechaur,3* which is
marked by an ornament of a relief arrow head. In case of using it as a spear butt, the arrow head is
directed downward.®

Overview on Spear Butts from the Near East

Spear butts (also called as spear shoes) are seldomly found in archaeological context in the
Near East, but they were certainly known in the warfare. The earliest spear shoe with a flat surface
comes from the well-known PG 789 at Ur which dates back to mid-3" millennium BC.%

Their amount is being increased from the mid 2" millennium BC. Double-pronged spear
butts are known from Hasanlu®, as well as from Palestine and Egypt®. Sharp ferrules, described as
spear butts, are known from excavations at Toprakkale3®, Bogazkdy“, Zincirli*t, Nimrud*?, several
tombs in Lachish® and other necropolises in Palestine*4. Most of them correspond to type 1 ferrule
from Lori Berd. Nevertheless, other ferrule shapes from Lori Berd and South Caucasus are not
pointy. They have, instead, round and knobbed tips. In this regard, they match in some extend to the
depictions from Neo-Assyrian reliefs, e.g. images of spear butts come from Nimrud and
Khorsabad.*

Images of spear butts are well documented for the Achaemenid period. According to
Herodotus, the spears of the soldiers in the army of Xerxes are marked with round butts in the forms
of pomegranates and apples, made from gold and silver.*¢ His records are very well illustrated on
images of the lance bearers on the palace reliefs in Susa and Persepolis, as well as on the seals*’. In
this sense, the ferrule with triangular extensions from Lori Berd matches with those depicted in Susa.

Ferrules of Lori Berd contribute largely to the interpretation of the ferrules overall, since
the context is relatively good documented.

A sharp ferrule from tomb 2 was found in a secondary burial, which, to some extent,
disturbed the context in the chamber.

The ferrules no. 7 and no. 12 were found close to spear heads.

Somewhat problematic is also the context of two ferrules from the heavily looted tomb 100-
2. However, the comparisons with Achaemenid iconography enable their identification as spear
butts.

33 Yesayan-1989. p. 33.

3 Aslanov et al.-1959: tab. 16.3.

3% Yesayan-1989. p. 33. S. Yesayan also mentions a staff head with cast fleur-de-lis motifs and argues that it
also would be directed downwards in case of usage as a lance shoe. Indeed, a similar object from Kalakent
(Nagel, Strommener-1985: fig. 49) shows the same motif seems to be directed in form of fleur-de-lis.
However, since it is not a figurative image, a fixed direction cannot be insisted on.

36 Woolley-1934: pl. 153, U.10411, U.10472.

37 Muscarella- 1988. p. 56, no. 67.

38 Dothan-1976. pp.20-34.

39 Wartke-1990. p. 123, fig. 31a.

40 Boehmer-1972. pp.143-144, pl. XLV. Nos. 1276-1284.

41 Luschan-1943. p.86, Abb. 99: five specimens with an average length of 23 cm.

42 Curtis-2013. pp.38-39, pl. 10.

43 Rothenberg-1975. p. 79, n. 17.

4 Yadin-1963. p. 62.

4 Madhloom-1970: PI. 26.1, 5, 10-12.

46 Herodotus, VII, 41, 2.

47 Lloyd-1964: fig. 206, 247; Merrillees-2005: fig. 5, 6a, 6d, 7a, 7d, 10a etc.
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The situations at tombs 114 and 117 are worth to pay a special attention to. As mentioned
before, the ferrule from tomb 114 was directed to the wall. Regarding the fact that the chamber did
not show any traces of looting, no wooden stick extension should be assumed: i.e. it was merely a
votive item. Also, four ferrules from tombs 29 and 30 can be considered as such, which were placed
in the chamber with pars pro toto principle®. In tomb 117 they were lying not far from two
arrowheads with longish stems with diagonally directed sockets.

Should one assume that the described ferrules were used as sceptre heads, they must be
considered as a symbol of power and/or items of prestige. Nevertheless, in the case of Lori Berd, it
is hard to prove that tombs 114, 115 and 117, tombs with one of the smallest and, to some extent,
also poorest chambers in Lori Berd, contain sceptres, whereas these objects are missing in the rich
contemptuous tombs such as 56, 63 or 64.4 This surely does not mean that the ferrules did not have
any representative meaning or devote a certain group, like it has been suggested for Persian army.
Alternatively, the spear butts in the form they appear in the South Caucasus can be simply a result
of the fashion of that time.

Conclusion: By stating the above, we argue that the observed ferrules were most probably
used as spear butts and had a practical application. The conical ferrules of type 2 enabled the weapon
to be stuck in the ground when not in use. They could also be used as an offensive weapon.°

Types 1 and 3-4, instead, provided the necessary weight to balance the javelin in the flight,
on one hand. The longish ferrule of type 5 with its length of more than 20 cm can be only used as a
spear butt for a relatively long pole. Alternately, it can be implemented as a staff head.

The elaborate ornamentations suggested that they were a “popular” part of the weaponry,
those with animal depictions can be even classified as a work of art.

Concerning the long-term tradition of spear butts in the South Caucasus, their influence on
the shapes and design of Persian spears is very likely.

Table 1
Ferrule ] ) ] .
o Tomb no. Dating Accompanying Objects Length Diameter Type
bronze dagger, knives,
12th-10th
1 29 ¢ BC chisel, belt fragments, 6.3 4 1
cent.
torcs and bone beads
12th-10th bronze bident and horse
2 30 cent. BC tack, ferrules 3-4. 9.5 3 1
12th-10th
3 30 cent. BC - 6.5 3.3 1
12th-10th
4 30 cent. BC ) 3 3 1
horse and human bones
th_ath y
5 2 8 GBCcent. golden diadems, torcs, 125 2.6 2
bracelets, beads, seal, as

48 Tombs 29 and 30 included horse tack without horse skeletons, which were put in the chamber also with the
same principle: Devedjyan-1983. pp. 5-6.

4% Devedjyan-2007. pp.135-150.

50Y. Yadin refers to the Biblical story where Asahel is being killed by Abner: “But Asahel refused to give up
the pursuit; so Abner thrust the butt of his spear into Asahel’s stomach...”(Yidal-1973. pp. 62; translation by
Biblica 1973: Samuel I, 2: 23).
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well as knives, dagger and
pottery
7th-6™ cent. bronze dagger, toggle,
6 114 BC pendants, pottery vessels 183 2
th_ath iron spear, arrowhead,
7 115 77-67 cent. knife, pick axe, dagger, 7.2 2
BC ;
chisel, and pottery
7th-6th cent. two arrow heads and
8 117 BC ferrule 9 6.69 3.09
7th-6t cent.
9 117 BC - 6.67 3.12
76t cent bronze mace head, several
10 100-2 " | golden beads and ferrule 7.06 1,89
BC 11
7t"-6t cent.
11 100-2 BC - 9.61 3.32
th_gth
12 62 ! GB(? ent. iron spears 1.43 1.6
7th-6t cent.
13 62 BC - 21 2.3

[
.
—
|
r E 4 = 1 4 =2
— p—
2. Ferrules no. 2 3. Ferrules no. 6 4. Ferrules no. 7
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UhQUUP OUSLUMULUULE D, #6 QUJUQULP ALARLEL. LAND
PGP QGIUYN GNEUNULED TNRCR
Yajboqub U. 2., tupjub 2. 2.

Puwibwih puntn' Lorp Phpg, Bphuwph nup, qkip, bhqulh Suypuupumbug, quyjuqui:

Unyt hnpdwép whpdws E Lonh Fhpgh Epjuphnupu sujpuwywbwlubph ni-
untdbwuhpnipjubp: Byny nmwutbpbp swjpwwwiwlubpp pudwt) Bup hhtq fudph.

1-ht mhyh (pudpupui 29 b 30) snpu suypuywbwlubpp pdugpynud G d.p.w.
12-10-py n-ny b hpkug junnigquspny npuiip nhy 3-5-h twppwnhybpb E:

2-nn (qudpwpuib 2), 3-py (qudpwpubibp 114, 115 b 117) whyh Swjpuyutul-
ukpp hwinhynd ki Gigpynywuh wyp hntpwpdwbitkphg b jupng Ehb oquugnpsity pb’
npuhu qkip wipugws thquljh Untu Suypht, ph” hwpdwpuip thquljukpp honh dke
Jubqukgubint hwdwp:

Shy 4-p (pudpwputikp 62 b 100-2) bu ogurnuugnnpéyty b npuytiu thqujubnh dwy-
puwwbtwly: Shy 2-h b 3-h tdwl, wju wnupluttpp hwjwtwpwnp dwpwbwljut wqpk-
gnipnit B nitikgh] wpbdkiywb thquljubph swypuwywtwlubph pu:

dhpoht' 5-pyy (puipupuil 62) whwh Suypuyubulp hudubupwp oqunugnps-
b1 E nputiu dwhwl:

BTOKH KOIIUM WJIN IT'OJIOBBI )KE3JIOB? O ®UT'YPHBIX BTOKAX
13 JIOPUBEPJICKUX NOTPEBEHUI

eeedrcan C., /lasman P.

Karwuesbie cnoBa: Jlopu bepo, JKenesnviii 6ex, opyoicue, 6moK, CKUnemp.

JlanHast cTaThs MOCBSILICHA U3yYEHUIO BTOKOB JKEJIE3HOTO BEKA M3 MOrpeOeHUH MOTHIIb-
Huka Jlopu bepn. Tpunaanats BTOKOB ObUTH CIPYNIMPOBAHBI B IIATH THUIIOB.

Tun 1 (uetbipe BTOKOB U3 morpebennii 29 u 30) matupyrores 12-10 BB. 10 H. 3., IO UX
(hopmMe IpeaCcTaBISIOT OO0 MPOTOTHITHI TS BAapHAHTOB 3-5.

Tuns! 2 (morpebenus 2) u 3 (morpebenue 114, 115 u 117) Takxke BCTpedaroTcs B compe-
JenpHBIX namMsaTHUKax FOxxHoro KaBkasza u MOTTIH OBITH HCIIOJIB30BAHBI KaK OPY>KHE B BHJIE BTOKOB
KOTIbSI MJIM 7K€ KaK yCTPOHCTBO AT YIIOPa KOTbS B 3€MITIO.

Tun 4 (morpe6enune 62 u 100-2) Takke ynoTpeOsuiu B BUAE BTOKOB Konuil. Kak BTOKHM 2-
oro u 3-0ro THUIOB, 3TH HPEAMETHI MO0 BCEH BEPOSITHOCTH MOBIISLIN Ha (POPMBI MMO3THUX BTOKOB
KONWH aXeMEHHUICKOTO NepUoa.

Tun 5 (morpedenne 62) ckopee BCero, MpecTaBIIsyl co00i OPOH30BBIH KOHEIl 1yOHHKH.
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