Originalveréffentlichung in: Bulletin / The Museum of Far Eastern Antiquities, 23, 1951, S. 135-223; Online-Veréffentlichung auf Propylaeum-DOK (2024),
DOI: https://doi.org/10.11588/propylaesumdok.00006479

THEALTAL'BEFORE THE-TURKS

BY

KARL JETTHAR

The excavations which were undertaken in the Altai towards the end of the nineteen-
twenties, threw a strong light on ancient times in Central Asia. They provided us suddenly
with an unexpectedly detailed survey of the life, culture, and even the world of thought
of those human beings whose descendants were to change the face of Europe a few centuries
later.

These excavations were peculiarly favoured by fortune. As was the case some sixty
vears earlier, a kurgan from the last centuries B. C. was discovered near Pazyryk, in
which, thanks to its extremely high and rough situation, even perishable substances were
found preserved as if in a refrigerator. Certainly it had been robbed, but the horses,
complete with harness and saddles, had remained unimpaired, and could be examined
and compared down to the last detail, even to the contents of the stomach. A second
piece of good luck was helpful in this case. It is probable that, during the work on the
last wall which protected the horses, the axe broke, and the grave-robbers had no time
to make the attempt again with a new tool.

The West could take only an indirect, yet unlimited part in these discoveries. The
most important publications appeared outside Russia, and were illustrated with far
better reproductions than parallel Russian works. The authors were the excavators
themselves, and this fact warranted an exhausting report. When the Russians attached
special importance to a discovery (e. g., the very similar Noin Ula finds), the Russian
publication immediately appeared in French or English.

Since 1947, new treasures have been being brought to light out of the Pazyryk
refrigerator. The situation has, however, fundamentally changed. The news that a
»tatooed Scythian» had been found in Altai was made public by the press of the whole
world. (That is, all the more, misleading, because it is based on the idea of a »Scythian
Stage», which in Russian terminology embraces all cultures in the Steppes between 700—
200 B. C.}') a conception which is not generally accepted in the West). Exact reports
are to be found in Russian works only. Their scientific value is conspicuous, but they
are difficult to get at. The illustrations are rather poor and the articles lack a resumé
in any foreign language. There is little hope of a rapid alteration of these circumstances.
There is also little prospect — as far as I can see — of an authorized Russian scientist
publishing an official report for the rest of the world.

These circumstances give me a certain right to attempt a short summary of these new
excavations. It is also clear that I am limited to Russian printed publications.

Since the nineteen-thirties, however, further important progress has been made. We
know, today, not only of the great kurgans, but also of:

1. Monuments which mark the long and complicated road to the origin of this fascinat-
ing culture and show the local roots of its development. They put a limit to speculation

1) See the excellent summary by Hancar 1950, pp. 69—70.

135



BULLETIN OF THE MUSEUM OF FAR EASTERN ANTIQUITIES

which warns us against trying to explain the Pazyryk Kurgans by far-fetched migration
theories only.

2. Further, we know now of the graves of the »little man» of the same time. In this
we are in the same happy position as in Transbaikalia. Just as Noin Ula does not stand
alone, but rears up out of poorer burial-sites, so is the situation in Altai.

3. Today we know the various neighbouring cultures essentially better than we did
in 1929. (In the Pamirs and in the Alai district, through the excavations of Bernshtam,
in the northern and western anterior of Altai, through Griaznov’s excavations, in Mongolia
and Tuva through the only recently published results of Teploukhov’s work, and in the
further eastern districts, through the explorations of Sosnovskii and Kiselev’s »Mongolian
Journey»).

4. Thanks to the works of Debets, we can survey today the skull types which cor-
respond to each phase of culture.

I believe it would not be fair to present-day research if I attempted, without this
framework, a summary of the publications which are to hand, up to date, on the subject
of the new Pazyryk Kurgans. Therefore, I have had to take it upon myself to present
the whole development of Altai — more or less from the first appearance of the Europoids
in Central Asia, up till the time of the erection of the last great kurgans.!)

As we shall see, this is a continuous story, namely the story of the fate of the Europoids
of Altai up to their highest cultural blooming, and also up to their great crisis caused by
the invasion of those groups whose final establishment leads to a new era in the history
of Central Asia, which culminates in the Khaganate of the Turks.

I. PRE-AFANASIEVO PERIOD.

I omit the Palaeolithic and Epipalaeolithic sites as they neither allow themselves to
be torn away from the unity of the Siberian culture-province, nor are there any concrete
relations traceable in the later cultures of Altai. As will become clear in the process of
examination, the existence of such relations is, owing to other considerations, extreme]y
problematic.?)

Therefore I begin with the Neolithic phase, and here I should like to make an advance
survey of the neighbouring findgroups, so as to gain, at least, a few »solid pomts» in the
surroundings.

In Cisbaikalia and the Angara district the excavation work was carried out already in
the 19t" century. But before the excellent excavations and summaries of Okladnikov
we had neither clarity nor chronological system.?) He provided, here, proof of a continu-
ally developing culture of Taiga hunters, which, in its inventory shows living connections
with the local Epipalaeolithic. The skulls discovered belong to a long-headed, broadfaced
and clearly Mongoloid type, which perhaps can be rated as a result of heritage, as the
few Late Palaeolithic skull remains found in Siberia, seem to belong also to the Mongoloid

1) I have had to restrict myself very much, owing to the wide choice of material. With a few
exceptions, I have included only photos which have not already appeared in western publications.
The same restriction applies to the description of the great kurgans. A further restriction is given
by the Russian frontier. The Mongolian Altai is archaeologically unknown.

2) The material up till 1940 is contained, listed, in MIA SSSR Nr. 2 (Paleolit i Neolit SSSR). Supp-
lementory statements in Kiselev 1949, pp. 9—13. Levin offers an appreciation 1950b. The previous
summary of Merhart (1928) includes many important observations — also for today. The critique
of Kiselev (1951, p. 17) is not fair to a work written in 1928.

3) Most important and most easily available works of Okladnikov are 1935, 1936a, 1937, 1938,
1939, 1949¢, and 1949d.
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division of race. Economic development makes its way slowly from the hunting of large
animals to ever-increasingly intensive fishing. Stock-breeding, except of the dog, is not
found. Reindeer-breeding, claimed for this culture by some students, is highly disputable.?)
It is an important fact, that an age-old tradition of woodcarving exists here. We can
discern an Isakovo and a Serovo stage.

The cultures of the steppe-belt stand opposite this Taiga province, to which others
may be joined of which we cannot yet quite get hold, In Kazakhstan there is that complex
which we, following Tolstov and Formozov, call »Early Kelteminar».?) The people were
rambling hunters in the great steppe districts, and fishermen by the rivers and in the
oases. The stone tools show signs of certain microlithic traditions, but the geometrical
silices, which are characteristic of large parts of Kurope and the Near East, are completely
lacking. The pottery yields pointed and round bottomed vessels, and shows a superficial
relationship to Pit-Comb Ware. Domestic animals are missing.

In the Gobi some other complexes have been pointed out by Teilhard de Chardin.?)
Maringer has made valuable contributions and has, above all, shown that a certain
similarity of form can be confirmed between the more eastern finds and the Baikal culture.4)
Besides this, a certain amount of borrowing from the Painted Pottery of the South has
taken place.

Between the steppes and the northern forests we find an intermediate zone, from
which the Krasnoiarsk region and the Minusinsk district are best known.5)

What is the situation of Allai in relation to these surroundings, now?

We know of the following finds from there:

1. A site near the village of Kuium on the Katun river, which Sosnovskii (1936)
discovered during the excavation of Afanasievo kurgans.®) The great age of the find is
proved by stratigraphy: Under the mound of the kurgan was found an Afanasievo layer,
with arrow-heads and remains of bones. Under them, separated by twenty sterile centi-
metres, a layer of Neolithic character. It contained scrapers, nucleus-like tools, knife-
like blades with lateral retouche, and finally fragments of bone-tools, into chinks of
which were sticking flint blades. The pottery remains came mostly from a large vessel
ornamented with herring-bone designs, which corresponded in form with the ovally
elongated pots of the following Afanasievo Period. The technique, however, was essenti-
ally different. The characteristic roughening of the walls which was brought about by
rubbing with a tuft of grass, and which calls to mind certain forms of Chinese Neolithic
pottery, was entirely missing.

Kiselev compares this material with the pottery which we know from the Kelteminaric

1) Most of the Russian specialists have now taken up this point of view. (See Vasilevich and Levin,
1951, pp. 86—87). The contrary position is once more presented by P. W. Schmidt 1951. The author
is surely a great figure in the history of Ethnology but does not survey the archaeological material.
He cites the important excavations of Okladnikov, not directly, as he quotes Myrov, who quotes
Sosnovskii, who heard it from Gerasimov and he, in turn, from Okladnikov — so that not much is
preserved, not even the correct name of the excavator nor the deciding fact that related sites had metal
inventory and domesticated cattle and horses. All further discussion on this subject is omitted. (Cf.
Flerov, the many works of Sosnovskii and Okladnikov himself). So the author has not even all the
facts at his disposal which might support his theory. (Cf. the facts quoted in the above article). Thus
I will not say he is wrong, but we cannot solve such an important question with such a scanty material.

2) Tolstov 1946, 1948a, 1948b. Formozov 1949 and 1950.

3) Teilhard de Chardin 1944.

1) Maringer 1950, pp. 167—200, and especially p. 206.

5) Kiselev 1949, pp. 11-—13. Here further literature. Okladnikov 1949a.

6) Kiselev 1949, p. 13.
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Culture of Kazakhstan. He also finds a corresponding resemblance in flint material.
Here, as there, the same knife-like blades with lateral retouche, nucleus-like tools, and
similar scrapers. Kiselev believes he is also able to assign certain stray finds from the
same district to this complex.

2. Perhaps still more archaic is a grave, which was brought to light under the culture
layer of the Chudatskaia Gora site near Barnaul!) In a 75 cm. deep trench without a
mound was found the skeleton of a grown-up man, stretched out and lying on his back.
As gifts, four horn angling-hooks joined together, were confirmed which are very like
the Kitoi hooks of the Angara-Cisbaikal district, also a horn harpoon and some twenty
stone objects, among these the usual series of knife-like blades with lateral retouche,
parallel with Kuium and the Kelteminaric Culture. The complete lack of pottery is
noticeable, and this, together with the outstretched position of the skeleton, gives the
grave its peculiarly antique stamp.

3. Two graves, which Rudenko?) brought to light by the IAn-Ulagan river in High
Altai, are, as regards the stone inventory and the position of the skeletons, very similar.
Here, also, pottery is missing, but intensively scattered ochre and the first appearance
of a mound betray the transition into the Afanasievo Period. Debets includes these graves
also, on account of the one skull which could be examined in detail, in the Afanasievo
material.3)

In comparison with the situation previously described, the finds have the following
significance:

a) They allow Altai to be included in the intermediate zone. It stands, however,
much nearer to the Steppe culture than to the Minusinsk and Krasnoiarsk district.

b) Out of the whole steppe-belt we have no burials belonging to this period. Later,
however, we find here only pure Europoid groups.

The skull of TAn Ulagan points out to us, that Europoids, also, were bearers of the
Neolithic cultures of the steppes.

When we now imagine that the Baikal-Angara cultures, with their Palacomongoloid
skeletons, carry on the tradition of the Siberian Palaeolithic,?) we are inclined to assume
that the deviating Steppe cultures, with their Europoids, do not go back to the Siberian
Palaeolithic, but immigrated from somewhere else. We could even produce reasons for
this. The Siberian Palaeolithic apparently took the step towards the Mesolithic very
slowly. Thus, other more highly organized complexes were given the chance to gain
possession of wide districts of Central Asia.5)

These are, however, speculations, made the more difficult by a number of very divergent
madtters.

a) We know of no complex, from which we can, without objection, derive the Kelte-
minaric Culture and those related to it. Perhaps, as Maringer assumed, connections with
Eastern European complexes really exist.) A fact which speaks for this, is that the
typically geometrical forms belong to a late wave in Eastern Europe also.

1) Described in Griaznov 1930b, p. 4 Figs. 1—3, and 6—9. Kiselev 1949, p. 14.

2) Rudenko 1926, Griaznov 1930b, pp. 4—5 Fig. 10. Debets 1948, p. 14. Kiselev 1949, p. 14.

3) This skull is published among the Afanasievo skulls in Jettmar 1950, Pl. 10 Fig. 2. It resembles
a Cromagnon skull. Cf. Debets 1948, p. 68.

%) The Siberian Palaeolithic begins with forms which yet show resemblance to Europoid ones. In
the latest layers this resemblance completely disappears. The parallels to hand point to China. This
probably explains the connection of Sinides and Tungoids in one racial division.

%) This would be a parallel to the occurrences in South-East Asia.

) Above all the Desna group would come into the question. Cf. Voevodskii 1950. Voevodskii and
Formozov 1950,
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