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Crnucok cokpaieHun

'MM — Tocyaapcrennbiit Micropuueckuii mysen
MA MI'Y — Myseit autponororun Mockosckoro ro-
CyAapCTBEHHOTIO YHHBEPCHTETA

CMA3 — Cé6opuux Myses anrponororuu H 3THO-
rpaguu

TITIK  — Tomckuit rocyaapcrsenHbiii neaaroruye-
CKHMH MHCTHTYT

THS — Tpyant Mucturyra stHorpaguu



Cunucok narocrpanun

1. Kapra [Toasproro Ypana u cesepa 3anaanoi Cu-
6upu. Ha Bpeske — paiion paboTbl apxeororo-aTHorpa-
¢puueckoro orpsaaa sxcreauuun 1909 r.: a — usyuennnie
namaTauky; 6 — mapmpyT skcneauunn. 1 — [lam-Tly-
xon; 2 — Xanac-Ilyrop; 3 — Eman-Haa Xanac;
4-10 — Ilypu-Canre; Boae-Hsar Xanrac; Tap-Banyiir
Xanaiit; kraabuie poaa faomyen Ha o-se Xoan; Hra-
Hsay Xaromasp; kraabume [ Taxpymxosckux ropr, Cap-
man-Bany#; [ lajixara-Xanaiir; 11 — FOm6apasa-Xann-
M33p

2. ABrorpad nepBoro AMCTa JAOKAAZHOH 3alHCKH
J.T. fluosuya o pesyabraTax paboTbl STHOrpadHIECKO-
ro orpaaa sxcneauuuu 1909 r. na [oaspusiit Ypar (Ha-
yunbiit apxus HUH u Myses aurponororun MIY)

3. Asrorpa¢ nepsoro aucra mucbma O.0O. Bakayn-
aa k JI.H. Auyuuny no nosoay KoH(pAMKTa, BOSHHKIIIE-
ro B skcneauuuu 1909 r. (Hayuubii apxus HUH u
Myszes autponororun MIY)

4. Asrorpag nepsoro aucra nucbma b.M. Aarepa k
M.T. Aepuny (Hayunniit apxus HUU u Myses antpo-
noxoruu MIY)

5. I'lpogurb Bepxue yacTn obHazkenus Aesoro Ge-
pera Maxoit O6u 8 150 m k ceBepy or 20MOB noceAka
Xanac-Ilyrop: 1 — aepuosbii TOpPoO6pasHbIi CAOH,
2 — cBetro-6ypbiH necok, 3 — TeMHO-Cepast Cymech
(kyAbTypHbIH cAoE), 4 — cBeTAo-Oypbii mecok, ) —
TeMHO-cepasi cynecb, 6 — necuaHble aAAIOBHAAbHBIE OT-
Aoxenusi. Buusy — kepammuka M MeaHas npskka, Ha-
AeHHbIEe Y MOAHOkKbA 06Haxkenus B 1992 r.

6. Bua O6a0pcka ¢ kouyromumu camoesamu U 06-
aopckon apmapku (no Kymeaesckomy, 1868)

7. Myackue nosica ¢ METAAAMYECKHMH TPSAKKaMH,
o6LIMTbIE MYTOBHLIAMH, NpUHAAAEKawue cembe Csaza-
eB, coBpeMeHHbIX xkuTeAer noc. Xarac-I Iyrop (cuumox
1991r.)

8. INps:xxka or nosca [".Zl. Murunnosa, ypoxenua
Xanac-Ilyropa, noaapennroro emy oruom (1). [lpsxku
ars “onenenozos” (2), kynaennnie B marasune B Care-
xapae B 1991 r., usrorosaennnie koonepatusom U3 Ho-
Bocaoboackoro (?)

9. Asucr u3 noaesoro auesuuka /1. T. fnosuua c sa-
pucoBanHbiM norpebennem Ne 27 B moruabHuke Xarac-
[yrop. Pacmmdposka naamuceii: cnpaBa — “aauna 2 m
40 cm, Boicora rpoba 0,35 m, xoAbmep paspymen, norpe-
GeHuHe B MOAyAOAKE , “cepo-MeaHas MPSKKa ,  POMOK C
OAOBSHHOH HMHKPYCTAlHeH ; CAeBa — ' MYXKCKOH HOX ,
“KO2KaHbIH NMOAC C OAOBAHHBIMH GAMIIKaMH , “pokOK”

10. I'Tran noceaka u ypounua Xanac-I lyrop no raa-
somepHon coemke H.A. Kpenxe 1991, 1992 rr.

11. Bua na Xanrac-Ilyrop ¢ Maxoit O6u (cHumox
1991 +.)

12. Bua na noceaoxk Xanrac-I Iyrop ot craporo xaaa-
6uma (cuumok 1991 r1.)

13. Bua na aoma cospemennoro nmoceaka Xanac-
[Tyrop c ceBepa or craporo mecra noceaka. Ha nepea-
HEM [LAQHE CAEBa OT MauTbl BETPAKA — CKaMeeyKa CeMbH
Caanaes (cuumok 1992 1.)

14. Bua c 1ora Ha crapoe kraabume B Xanrac-I Iyro-
pe, C3aJH BHJHEIOTCS KPbILH AOMOB moceika (CHHMOK
1991 +1.)

15. Bpomennbie zoma (6ans u capait) craporo mo-
ceaka Xanac-I Iyrop (cuumox 1991 r.)

16. Crapoe kraabue Xarac-I Iyrop. Haamoruan-
Hoe coopyxxenue B Buae suka (cuumox 1991 r.)

17. Crapoe xraa6ume Xarac-Ilyrop. [po6-r0aka ¢
o6pe3aHHOH KOPMOH B JepeBSHHOM siuke (CHMMOK
1991 +.)

18. Crapoe xrazbume B Xarac-Ilyrope. Bua c
I0r0-3anaja, Ha 3aJjHeM MAaHe — TMOCTPOMKH MOCEAKa
(cuumoxk 1992 r.)

19. Crapoe krap6ume B Xanrac-IIyrope. “Mono-
Aas” rpynna HaseMHbIX MorpeGeHHH B AIUMKAX, CKOAO-
YeHHbIX TAHYTbIMH reo3zsMu (cuumok 1992 r.)

20. Crapoe kraabume 8 Xarac-ITyrope. [Torpe6e-
HHE B AOZKe ¢ 06pe3saHHbIMH HOCOM M KopMoH (CHHMOK
1992 r.)

21. Crapoe xraabume B Xanrac-Iyrope. [Torpe6e-
HHe B AoAKe ¢ o6pesannoi kopmoi (cuumok 1992 r.)

22. Crapoe xraabmue Xanrac-ITyrop. Korea B uer-
AeBuieM HasemHoM norpebennn (cuumok 1992 r.)
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23. Oano u3 HaseMHbIX norpe6GeHHH CTAPOro KAAZ-
6uma B Xanrac-Ilyrope B aBoiinom smumke (cuumok
1992+.)

24. T'locerox Xarac-Ilyrop. Com /.C. Capzas B
sumHel oaexzae (cuumox 1991 r.)

25. Tlocerok Xapcaum. MecTHbiii kuTeAp Ha
KpblAble ceabckoro cosera (cuumok 1991r.)

26. Hosoe xraabue B Xarac-ITyrope. [lepe-
BEpHYTasi AOAKA Ha HaJMOTMAbHOM XoAMe (CHHMMOK
1992r.)

27. Kraa6uie ab0opHUreHHOrO HaCEAEHHS B MOCEAKE
Xapcaum (cuumok 1992 r.)

28. Morurbuux Xanac-Ilyrop. Ueprexu u xomn-
Aekcbl Beweit norpebenni 27, 34, 44

29. Moruabuux Xanrac-Ilyrop. Yeprexn u xomn-
Aekchbl Bewer norpe6enni 48, 58, 59

30. Moruabuuk Xanac-Ilyrop. Yeprexu u xomn-
Aexchl Beme# norpebenuit 68 u 76

31. Moruabuux Xarac-I Iyrop. Yeprexu u xommrex-
cbi Beme# norpebennit 69 a, b, ¢

32. Moruabuuk Xanac-ITyrop. Yeprexn n xomn-
Aekchbi Bemer norpe6ennnt 73, 80, 89

33. Moruabuux Xanrac-I Iyrop. Ueprexu u xommaex-
cbi1 Bewert norpebennnt 103 a, b

34. Moruabuuk Xanac-IIyrop. Yeprexu u xomn-
Aekchi Bewei norpe6enuit 106 a, b

35. Moruabuux Xanac-ITyrop. Yeprexu u xomn-
Aekc Bemei norpebenns 133

36. Moruabuuk Xanac-IIyrop. Yeprexu u xom-
naekc Bemed norpebenus 141; mormabuuk Boae-Hsa
Xanaac, norpe6enne 193

37. Moruabuuk Capman-Banyii. Yeprexu u xomn-
AeKchl Beme norpebenuit 264, 266, 267

38. Moruabuux [ laiixara-Xanair. Yepre:xu u kom-
naexcol norpebennit 270, 278, 281

39. Morurbuux [ laiixara- Xanair. Yeprexu u kom-
naekcol norpebennit 284, 287, 288

40. Moruabuuk FOm6apaaa-Xarbmasp. Yeprexu
1 kommnaekcnl norpebennit 299, 300, 301

41. Moruabuuk FOm6apasa-Xaromasp. Heprexu u
xomnaexcol norpebenni 302, 303, 305

42. Morurbuuk HFOm6apaza-Xaromasp. Yeprexu
u kommnaexcol norpebenun 307, 308, 310

43. Moruabuuk FOm6apaaa-Xaromaap. Yeprexu u
komnaekcoi norpe6ennit 311, 313, 316

44. Morurbuuk HOm6apaza-Xaromasp. Yeprexu
u Komnaekcol norpebenni 312, 317, 318

45. Moruabuux FOm6apana-Xaromasp. Heprexu u
komnaekcol norpebennit 320, 323

46. Moruabunk HOm6apasa-Xaromasp. Yeprexu
u KoMmnaekchi norpebenuit 324, 331, 332

47. Moruasuuk FOm6apaza-Xaromasp. Heprexsu u
KomnAekchl norpe6ennit 336, 337, 339

48. Moruabuuk HOm6apaga-Xaromasp. Yepreusn
u Komnaekch norpebenni 340, 342, 358

49. Moruabuuk [lajixara-Xanraiir. [lorpe6enne

270. INpopucoska gotorpaguu 1909 r.

119. Mypauxo O.A., Kpenxe H.A.

50. Moruabuuk FOm6apaga-Xaromasp. Heprexn u
komriaekcni norpebenni 350—355 (koarexkTuBHas ycbi-
NaAbHHLIA )

51. Cuernbie xeTOHbI, MOHETHI H MOHETOBHJHbIE
NOABECKH

52. My:xckue nosica

53. I'lpsku My»KCKHX NOACOB M MPAXKKH HEU3BECT-
HOrO HasHa4eHHs

54. My:xckoii Mosic ¢ HOXKOM B HO2KHAX

55. Pykostu Hoxeit

56. Hoxn
57. Hoxu

58. Hoxubt ars voxen

59. Yacru “py:zxeitnoro npubopa”

60. Tabakepku us pora

61. Tabakepku us pora

62. Hakoneunuku cTpeA u 2peBKO CTpeAbl

63. Ouku ars 3amuThI rAa3 oT 6AecKa CHera M rnaa-
CTHHbI A NPEeJOXPaHEHHA PYKH NPH CTpeAbOe H3 AyKa

64. Usneaus us aepesa

65. Usaeaus us koctu u aepesa

66. 3amoxk u 60Taro

67. Koxanas AAMKa OAeHbeH yrpsiKH

68. Meanbie aetarn oreHbeit ynpsiku

69. ifSeresnbie neTaru orenbedt ynpsku

70. Koctsnbie u MeaHbIe eTaAu OAeHbEH YTIPSKH

71. Kpiok ars pacryTbiBaHHs y3A0B H A€TaAu y3Abl

72. BArokn ars KpenaeHMsi OAeHbeH YIIPSKH K
HapTam

73. Llenu ot orenbeit ynpsixu

74. Hakoneunuxu xopees u nemms

75. Tonopn

76. AyuxoBoe cBepAo, py6aHOK M IIHAO

77. Crpyr u ckobean

78. MyTasp ars HanepcTKa, HANEPCTKH M CYMOYKH
AAS LIHTDS

79. Bépao (npucrnocobaenne AAs NAETEHHA MOACKOB)

80. Kpiokn ara aocraBanus Msica H3 KOTAA H YILIKO
KOTAQ

81. Aoxku 6ponsosbie

82. Aoxxu aepessHHbIE

83. Uepnaxku aepepsiuubie

84. Kosumku xeresubie

85. Kosumku u mucku meaubie

86. Yamxa gapgoposas 3aBoaa I'. Mapkosa u
6a10aue 3aBoga M.C. Kysneuosa

87. Hamka gpappoposas 3asoaa Jynamosa u 6a104-
LIe T?KEeAbCKOE

88. Hamka gpappoposas rkeabckas, ParMeHT rAH-
HAHOTrO 6Al04a H YEPHHAbHHLIA

89. Yama u3 yepena u rAMHAHDBIH ropiok

90. Piomku, Kybok U (AAKOH U3 CTEKAA

91. ByTburku ¥ wTO CTEKASHHDIE

92. Yamku u KopbiTUa NS €Abl AEPEBAHHDIE

93. Yamm u piomka aepessHHbIe

94. KoBmmHku 1 H3leAHe HEH3BECTHOrO Ha3HAYeHHH
AepeBAHHbDIE
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95. Kyabroas nocyaa

96. Bepecranbie kopobouku

97. [pebuu

98. Tabakepku 6epectsiHbie U MeaHbIE

99. IMoacBeunuk u Tabakepkn 6pOH3OBbIE

100. Tpy6ku kypuTeabHble H MeaHbIE IPOHU3KH

101. Kpecara xeresnbie

102. I'Tarku ars BoIGHMBaHHSA CHeTa H BIIEH H3 0K bl

103. Kozxa u Tkanb ¢ opuamenTOM

104. DparmenTsb TKaHH, CyKHa H TeCbMbI

105. Tkanb ¢ mmTsem

106. Yxkpawmenus us 6ucepa

107. TTosicok u kokaHbIH NMpeAMeT AN NPUKPBITHS
»KEHCKHX NOAOBbIX opraHos (Boporn)

108. O6a0pckue octaxu (no Sommier, 1887)

109. I'psikka ot 2xenckoro nosica U3 xeresa

110. [Npsxka or xeHckoro nosica us meau

111. T'lpsizxka ot xenckoro nosica U3 meau

112. I'lpszxka oT keHckoro nosica U3 MeaH

113. [psxka ot eHckoro nosica us Meau

114. [pszkka ot xeHckoro nosica us meau

115. ['psxku ot xenckoro nosica U3 Meau

116. I'lpszxku ot xenckoro nosica us meau

117. I'lpsxka ot xenckoro nosica us meau

118. OroBsinnbie oTAMBKH

119. ['epethu u koabua

120. I'lyrosuus: u c6pyinoe ykpamenue (16)

121. I'lyrosuup: u HammsHbIe ykpamenns

122. Bycoi, 6ybenunkn 1 KOAOKOABLIbI

123. Ykpamenue manku (?) B BUAE AyHHHLIBI C NOA-
BeCKaMH

124. Yxpamenus wanku (?) B BUAE AYHHHUDI C IOA-
BeCKaMH

125. Axypubie Meanble 6AAXH-TIOABECKH

126. Axyphbie MeaHbIe GAAXH-TIOABECKH

127. Axxypubie MeaHble GASXH-TIOABECKH

128. Axypubie meaHble GASXH-TIOABECKH

129. AxypHbie Meanble GASXH-TIOABECKH

130. Axypuble Meaubie 6AsXU-TI0ABECKH ¢ H306pa-
KEHUSIMH KOHbKOB

131. Meanbie u oroBsHHbIE GASAXH-TIOABECKH C H30-
6paKeHHsAMH ITTHLL

132. Asxypubie MeaHble HAAXH-TIOABECKH

133. Meaubie 6asxu-noasecku

134. Meaubie 6AsXxH-NIOABECKH C M306parKEHUIMH
KEHTaBPOB

135. Measbie 6Asxu-nogBecku ¢ H306pazKeHUAMH
KaMAaHHA B YyMe, OXOTHHKa, OAeHs, 60pbbbl cemMHraaBo-
ro 3eps H AbBa, AbBOB Y MHPOBOTO ApeBa

136. A:xypuan Meanas 6isixa-noasecka ¢ H3obpa-
’KeHHeM ceMH AbBOB y Muposoro apesa (Kpaeseaueckuit
my3eii B Carexapze)

137. Basxa konosara. Meap, autbe. Poccus, Bro-
pas norosuHa XIX B. (Myseit stHorpaguu Hapozos
Poccun)

138. Komusa XIX s. ¢ uspasua XVII 8., Boinoanen-
Has Ha 3aBoze B.A. AkcenoBa ars pecTaBpauum Tpares-
Ho# naratel Bopucoraebekoro monacToips Bosaae Pocro-
Ba (Hpocaasckuit Myseii-3anoseAHHK)

139. Meanble 6Aaxu-noaBeckH ¢ H306pazKeHHAMH
BCaZIHUKOB

140. Meaubie 6asxu-noasecku

141. Meaubie 6asaxu-noasecku u aHarorus Hsobpa-
2KEHHIO AMYHMHbI Ha 3aMKe-MacKapoHe

142. Bycni

143. Meanbie usaeAnsi, HaTeAbHbIH KPECT, CBHHLO-
Basi 1eYarhb

144. /lepessinubie 1 0AOBSHHAA HIPYIIKH

145. Kyxaa — usobpazkenne ymepmero

146. Kyxabl — nsobpakenns ymepimx

147. Kykabt — usobpaxcenus ymepumx

148. Kyxabt — usobpaxenus ymepumx

149. Kyxan — usobpaxenus ymepumx

150. Uaor-canait u kykabt — usobpaxkenus ymep-
HIMX

151. Haamoruabhubie kpectni

152. Meannie semu [—II Toic. H.3., BTOpHUHO HC-
noAb3oBanHbie B XI1X B.

153. Ponocrosras gpavurun Haomuy, cocraBaennas

A.T. fnosuuem



Summary

“The Ostyak’ collection (N 281) from the
Museum of Anthropology Moscow State
University, collected by D.T. Yanovich in 1909, is
probably the most extensive assemblage of skeletal
remains and material culture of the indigenous peo-
ples of the Lower Ob region in the nineteenth and
early twentieth centuries. The collection numbers
5159 items.

Most of the materials are from the large Khalas-
Pugor cemetery. Additionally, there are items from a
number of cemeteries along the Bolshaya and
Malaya Ob Rivers and the Longot-Yugan River
(Fig. 1). A part of the collection was acquired from
local people. D.T. Yanovich condacted archaeologi-
cal and anthropological work within the frame of
Russian Royal Academy of Science expedition 1909
to Polar Urals that was sponsored by the Kuznetsov
brothers (an industrialist family) under the liadership
of O.0. Baklund.

The materials collected by D.T. Yanovich pre-
sent an opportunity to compare a typical archaeolog-
ical collection with textual data from the same period.
Allmost all decades of the nineteenth centure have
been marked by expeditions to the Lower Ob region.
Some individuals buried at the cemeteries investigat-
ed in 1909 were indeed among those observed and
described in the 1844 ethnographic studies by
Alexander Castren (Castren, 1853), and also by
Finsch and Brehm in 1876 (Finsch, 1879), by
Stephan Sommier in 1880 (Sommier, 1885), etc.

The Lower Ob region holds much current interest
for the history of material culture. The region around
Obdorsk (now the city of Salekhard) used to be a
remote border zone that attracted southern and west-
ern cultures. This cultures left behind abundant
archaeological records characterized by extensive scale
of movement of material objects. The Scandinavian-
made oval-shaped brooch of the tenth century stored in
Salekhard Museum and English-made tin plates of the

nineteenth century discovered by Finsch in the Yondyr
settlement clearly attest to this fact.

In relatively recent historic times, the Nenets
and Khanty peoples and then Russian and Komi
advanced into the lower reaches of Ob River basin.

From the descriptions of nineteenth century
travelers and scientists, we know that the most sig-
nificant event at the time — the climax, so to speak,
of the annual cycle — was the Obdorsk Fair. The
Yanovich collection is a reflection of that fair.
Looking into this reflection, we can imagine ourself
in the sledges of the Osyak (Khanty) or Samoyed
(Nenets) returning home from Obdorsk in the later
days of January.

It is important to emphasize that the study of cul-
tural heritage of the nineteenth centure is valuable not
only as a retrospective view of the past, but also for
modern material culture processes. Many of the craft
items of the late nineteenth centure continue to be
used today an remain as objects for making copies
(metal ornaments for belts, buckles, knives and their
sheaths, and decorations for women'’s hats are exam-
ples of craft continuity).

“Ethnographic exotica” and juxtaposition of two
cultures — “European civilazation” and the tradition-
al way of life of the indigenous people — had been
explicitly perceived in Obdorsk of the nineteenth
century. Local cemeteries with surface burials sur-
rounded by abandoned sledges and with remains of
ceremonial sacrificial feasts and complete sets of bur-
ial utensils, played a signicant part in the “ethno-
graphic exotica” perception of the region.

From the beginning of the seventeenth centure,
when Russian settlers penetrated the Lower Ob area,
mass cemetery robberies came into play (the local
populations had also been involved), which resulted
in the Czar's Decree of 1610 that prohibited dese-
cration of Ostyak graves (Russian Historical Library
1875. P. 216).
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Nineteenth centure scientists were understand-
ably tempted to delve into the above-ground caskets
(miniature ethnographical and anthropological muse-
ums) that were at everyone's view — wooden boxes
with remains of the Ostyaks and the Samoyeds
buried in them. They found that many of the things
discovered in the graves were imported; however
European scientists did not think of this objects as
“their own”, but saw them as ethnographic objects
that were worth collecting. The collection compiled
by Yanovich was no exception, as confirmed by
numerous examples, since a considerable number of
the objects were items that had recently crossed the
Ural ridge.

Transportation of the same objects back and forth
across the Urals — first as trade items and later as
scientific specimens — attested to a more complex
interaction between the “central” and “provincial”
culture than it first apparent. It is reasonable to sug-
gest that one cannot completely comprehend the cul-
ture of the “center” without the study of what seems
at first to be a strictly “ethnographic province”.

Description and Dating of the Sites.

The 1909 studies reported in Yanovich’s diary!
indicate that 11 sites were investigated. A total of
358 burials were studied.

The works in the vicinity of Khalas-Pugor (in
Khanty it means the “island of the dead”) in the
Malaya Ob region were conducted on the most sub-
stantial scale. 154 burials (N 20—173) were studied
there. Burials of this site were first described by a
participant of Bremen expedition to West Siberia,
O. Finsch who investigated four of them (Finsch,
1879. S. 499, 546). Craniological studies were con-
ducted by Rudolf Virchow. The total number of
burials was about 50, as estimated by Finsch. This
number included both well-pronounced surface buri-
als in wooden caskets and below-ground burials in
shallow pits with walls or coverts made of wooden

! The fate of the Ostyak collection of the Museum of
Anthropology was a reflection of controversary in the history of
twentieth centure Russia. The study of museum materials and
preparation for publication was began by D.T. Yanovich, with
Professor D.N. Anuchin as scientific advisor, but had not
been finished by 1914 and was interapted by the war and rev-
olution. In 1930s Yanovich was subject to political repression
and died in exile. B. Vasiljev who hold the position in museum
as ethnographer in 1930s also was exiled. As of the mid 1930s
only small part of the collection documentation was preserved,
which resulted in numerous and serious mistakes in the prove-
nance documents. The primary mistake was to associate all the
burials with the same site — Khalas-Pugor. Only in 1994 did
the authors manage to find the descendants of Yanovich, who
had preserved a part of archives, including a field diary of the
1909 expedition that shed light on the unknown history of

some of the collection artifacts.

planks. The tree-ring determinations of the trees
growing on the graves prove that they not younger
than 40 years old.

According to Yanovich’s diary cemetery at
Khalas-Pugor located several hundred meters from
the chooms (nomad tents) and was, judging by the
evidence, an active cemetery. By virtue of circum-
stances, the fielwork (more precisely, disassembling
of the graves) did not encompass most recent burials.
In most cases, old half-rotten kholmers (grave con-
struction) were investigated, but the memory of some
of the buried people was still alive. For example,
Yanovich became aware of the fact that burial N 173
belonged to the Ostyak woman called Neodyu who
could perform shaman ceremonies and who was mar-
ried to a Samoyed of the Yadope family. This attest-
ed to the fact that some, at least, burials were rela-
tively recent.

To collect additional evidence on the site, investi-
gation were initiated in 1991 and 1992, when it was
discovered that remains of “old cemetery of Khalas-
Pugor” still exist in the vicinity of the modern settle-
ment somewhat to the south of the original settlement
(Fig. 7). According to local people — the Komi and
Nenets and the Khanty — (A.M. Rochey,
G.D. Filippov, D.S. Syaddai, V.G. Krouptinsky),
the old cemetery has not been used since the 1940s
because an administrative decree prohibiting surface
burials had been imposed.

The topography of the Khalas-Pugor area fea-
tures the left bank of the Malaya Ob River that is
about 500 m above the river level and extends about
500 m from north to south and 200 m from east to
west. During floods, the elevated part of the bank
becomes island. Studies of exposures along the steep
riverbank show that on the north end of the “island”,
where a settlement dating to the nineteenth and
beginning of the twentieth centuries was located,
there was also a medieval settlement. Ceramic frag-
ments collected on the bank suggest that the approx-
imate age of this settlement goes back to the end of
the first millenium B.C. (Fig. 8).

The old cemetery site is located on a small eleva-
tion (up to 1,5 m), thickly covered with dwarf birch,
wild rosemary, and bilberry; there are several birch
trees that have grown up to 4 m high.

Remains of surface and other types of burial con-
structions are located in a 2000 square meters area.

The total number of observed burials not exceeded
40—60, but there are reasons to believe that there
are more. On the cemetery site, among the shrubs,
several well-preserved rectangular grave boxes with
dimensions of about 2 m long and 0.8 m wide were

found. The height of the structures is approximately
0.5 to 0.8 m. In all probability, they where made in
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the first decades of the twentieth centure. The wood-
en covers of these grave boxes have fallen through,
exposing boat-shaped coffins inside (Fig. 24). The
bowes and sterns are severed and fixed with planks.
In most cases, remains of the deceased were not
found in the coffins, but occasionally there were
weathered white skulls and burial utensils (bronze
chains, bells, and porcelain). The bodies were ori-
ented with their heads toward the southwest. Bronze
and iron cauldron were placed at their feet inside the
caskets. Some of the dead seemed to be buried in
pits. Such graves resembled small oval mounds sur-
rounded by remains of wooden constructions. “Ugly
and way too explicit” (Baklund, 1911. P. 112) traces
of 1909 excavations are now completely lost in time;
modern inhabitants of the settlement remember them
rather vaguely.

Burial utensils, along with scientific observations,
have allowed to date the graves. For example, in bur-
ial no. 89 there was found a five-kopeik coin of 1766
together with two kopeik copper coins of 1800 and
1801, which were struck at the Ekaterinburg mint.

In burial no. 88 a pendant made in the form of
provincial coins with a blessing inscription in Arabic
was found (Fig. 51). According to the script, it dated
to the eighteenth-nineteenth centuries. Similar pen-
dants were observed on the Khanty ornaments
aquired by Sirelius in the vicinity of the Vasyugan
River in 1898 (Sirelius, 1983. S. 258).

Bronze bells cast by Vasiliy Makushin in the city
of Slobodskoy of the Vyatka district in 1817 were
found in burial no. 133 (similar to those in Fig. 122).
It should be noted that similar bells were found
among other ethnographic collections made by
Yanovich. In 1966, G.N. Gracheva found a bell
made in 1806 in a moden Nenets burial on the
Yamal Peninsula (Gracheva 1971. P. 253).

In burials no. 139 and no. 150 were found tokens
made by Emest Laurer, who worked in Nurenberg
from 1791 to 1797 (Fig. 51), depicting King Louis
XVI. It goes without saying that the tokens give us
only terminus post quem. The tokens have perfora-
tions in them, since they were used as decorations. It
is quite possible that they were used for a prolonged
period of time and that the burials they were associ-
ated with date back not to the eighteenth, but to the
nineteenth century.

Some burials contained flat round snuffboxes
made of bronze with a round center stamp. In one
type, the Empress Catherine II (?) is depicted and in
another, a man with a beard (Fig. 99). The snuff-
boxes exhibit skillful worksmanship: they were made
on a lathe with a cast image stamped on a gilded
background. They seem to have been manufactured
in one of the central cities of Russia. The time of pro-

duction is probably the end of the eighteenth and the
beginning of the nineteenth centures. Burials no. 203
of Tar-Vanui Khalait had a similar snuffbox, with an
image of Ekatherina II that was placed next to porce-
lain cup made in Gzhel in the second half of nine-
teenth century (Fig. 88). Burial no. 56 included a
porcelain cup (Fig. 86) with cobalt painting made at
the G.A. Markov plant located in the Bronnitsky
Districkt in the vicinity of Moscow (founded in
1830). Accordind to the features on the stamp, this
cup could be dated between the 1860s and 1890:s.

Besides porcelain, glass utensils were also found
in the burals. A wine glass found in burial no.
54 may be dated between the 1830s and 1840s
(Fig. 90: 1). In the burial at the Tchaya River in the
Tomsk region, a similar glass cup was found along
with coins of 1828 —1836.

A tin doll in burial no. 74 was dressed in the
fashion of the first half of the nineteenth century
(Fig. 144).

Bronze and wooden spoons found in burial nos.
40, 103, 121, and 133 (Fig. 81, 82) indicate the
nineteenth centure. Some wooden utensils still pre-
serve traces of varnish and paint. According to
Gubarev, wooden spoons were popular items at the
Obdorsk Fair; the Ostyak and the Samoyeds gladly
purchased them. Fragments of a bronze candlestick
found in burial no. 121 also belonged to the nine-
teenth centure (Fig. 99).

A large collection of buttons, including one that
features a warrior in early nineteeth century uniform,
unquestionably belongs to that century (such buttons
were found in several burials studied in 1909; these are
burials nos. 50, 203, 264 and 351. See Fig. 120, 121).

In burial no. 80, a knife was found with a bone
handle and a stamp featuring (“Pavla”) on the blade
(Fig. 56). It was probably made in the shops of the
Pavlovo village at Oka River in the Nizhny
Novgorod District, wich was famous for its knife
production in nineteenth century Russia.

Snuffboxes made of cow’s hom and inlaid with

tin were found in burial nos. 28, 126, and 128
(Fig. 60, 61). Zuyev noted in 1771 that the Ostyak
living in the lower Ob area widely used horns filled
with tobacco. Kovalsky, who spent the winter of
1848 in Obdorsk, mentioned a horn with tobacco in
it as a burial item the Oatyak people put in their
graves. Rudenko, who traveled to the Lower Ob area
in 1909, noted that he had never observed similar
snuffboxes as household items of the Ostyak people
he studied. However, in several graves at the
Obdorsk cemetery that he was able to date to the
1840s —1850s, he found similar snuffboxes. Ivanov,
who studied one of the snuffboxes found at Khalas-
Pugor (burial no. 128, Fig. 61) without inlaid orna-
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mentation but with a carving, noted that its circular
ornamentation is charasteristic for Russian bone
carving of the eighteenth and early nineteenth cen-
tures. He suggested that these snuffboxes had been
acquired from Russians and were examples of
Russian worksmanship.

Some types of items were found in the graves also
occur in ethnographic collections dating to the end of
the nineteenth and the beginning of the twentieth
centuries. [hey include a copper comb (burial
no. 24, Fig. 97) with paired horse’s heads (only one
preserved), probably manufactured in Russia.
Similar decorative patterns can be found in the festive
clothing of the Khanty living in Berezovsky District
(Museum of Tobolsk, inventory N 1999 /1624) and
in the clothing of the Mordva-Moksha in the central
Volga River region. Another example is the massive,
round openwork buckles made of iron or copper fash-
ioned into women’s belt and worn over the outer
clothing wich were found in bunal nos. 121, 126, and
others (Fig. 109-117). These items were described
by Zyuev and Belyavsky (1833. P. 57). Finsch
wrote that the buckles were manufactored by
Zyryans (the Komi) and sold to the Samoyeds for
high prices (Finsch, 1879. S. 535). In Pauly’s
album, such a buckle was featured on the belt of a
“Mezen Samoyed woman” (Pauly 1862). We
observe a similar buckle on the belt of an Ostyak
woman from Obdorsk in the picture by Sommier
(Fig. 108).

Negative evidence can be used to support the
burial dates. For example, among the many finger
rings at Khalas-Pugor, none were of the types found
in West Seberian burials of the seventeenth century
and the first half of the eighteenth century. The
absence of rings of these earlier types indicates that
none of the burals at Khalas-Pugor is older than
second half of eighteenth century.

Most of the investigated burials in Khalas-
Pugor, judging by association funerary objects, date
from the early to middle nineteenth century; the lat-
est are from the end of that century. In support of this
conclusion, we present one more piece of indirect evi-
dence. A letter from the Director of the expedition,
0O.0. Baklund, to professor D.N. Anuchin, dated
the 14th October 1910 (archives of the
Anthropological Museum  Moscow  State
University), states that the grave-studies by
Yanovich resulted in conflict with the local population
and threat of ligitation. This is very important
because it could indicate that recent burials had been
destroyed.

After the work at Khalas-Pugor, the expedition
of 1909 moved into the Bolshaya Ob area where

excavations were undertaken at several large burial

sites (Fig. 1). More than 40 burials were excavated
in the clan cemetery of the Yadopchu clan. Yanovich
was able to obtain detailed information on this site
because two representatives of the clan were members
of his excavation crew. Here is an excerpt of his dairy:
“On a small dry sandy hill that is thickly covered with
birch trees, willows, ash trees, wild rosemary, moss-
es, and lichens, lie remains of the kholmers (burial
constructions). Many of the kholmers some still
standing, are covered by trees growing from the mid-
dle of the burials. None of the kholmers are com-
pletely intact or recently constructed. The Yadopchu
Clan does not bury its dead here any longer; the last
burial took place about 48 years ago (i.e., about
1860). “

According to the genealogy of the Yadopchu
Clan (Fig. 153) compiled by Yanovich, the excavat-
ed burials date from the end of the eighteenth centu-
ry to the middle of the nineteenth century. The bur-
ial goods and a major part of the utensils belonging to
the nineteenth century, along with ealier artifacts,
confirm this hypotethesis. For example, in burial no.
245 there was a brass cup, perhaps used for vodka.
The cup is decorated with chasing and engraving and
its style suggests that it belongs to the second half of
the eighteenth centure (Fig. 95). At the same burial
was an even ealier item, a silver earring with beads,
decorated with filigree dated from thirteenth to four-
teenth centuries (Fig. 152. 3). Neither the cup nor
the earring can be used to determine the age of the
burial under consideration, in which ornaments char-
acteristic of the nineteenth cetury were also found
(Fig. 130. 5; 141. 9).

A copper plate with a hunting scene motif is of
special interest for dating (Fig. 95. 1). It was found
in burial no. 257 at the cemetery of Sarman-Vanuy
in the vicinity of the former settlement
Pokhrumkovckiye yurty. On the age of the plate there
are perforations for hanging, which suggest its use for
cultic purposes. About ten plates with similar pat-
terns are known according to descriptions and finds in
the Lower Ob area near Obdorsk. As Prytkova sug-
gested, they were commonly manufactured in the
same place. Some plates are marked with the date of
1834. Similar plates were common to household up
to the beginning of the twentieth century. The
Museum of Tobolsk acquired one of these plates in

1903 (N 3890/1694).

The last works undertaken by Yanovich in the
Bolshaya Ob area were in the vicinity of Pai-Khatu
(Kazym-Paikhatskie yurtas), where at three sites
there was a concentration of 200 kholmers.
According to Yanovich's diary, the works took place
at the “new cemetery”, where about 20 burials were
investigated, including some containing two bodies
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(Fig. 50). It is not inconceivable that older burials
were mixed in among more recent ones. For example,
there are not good reasons to conclude that burial no.
292 could not have belonged to the second half of the
eighteenth century. Only two items were found in
it — a fragment of a wooden cup and a copper comb
(Fig. 97, 2). The latter in all probability, was
exported from Russia. A similar comb occured in
burial dating to the end of the seventeenth and begin-
ing of the eighteenth centures at the Martynovsky site
in Chouvashiya.

The burial nos. 298-358 belong to the cemetery
Yumbarada Khalmeer near by the mouth of the
Shchuchya (pike) River at the vicinity the Lake
Yumbar-to (Fig. 1. 11). Yanovich describe this place
as follows: “The cemetery is located on the northwest
sandy slope elevated abruptly 4 arshins (284 cm)
above the lake level. There are approximately
100 graves, which are oriented along the northwest
ridge of a watershed. This is connected to the bank of
another lake containing clean tasty water, which lies
at the west end of the cemetery. In the last decade the
wife of the great landowner, Yumbar Samoyed
Khonant, was buried there. There are also two small
larches, lonely among the tundra vegetation.”

The kholmers constitute boxes with two sloping
surfaces forming a roof; among them there was a
communal grave, with impressive dimensions
(Fig. 49). To the north of each grave there were
many abandoned sledges. The investigated burials
were fairly recent, mostly belonging to the second
half of the nineteenth century. Good preservation of
organic remains and burial utensils support this inter-
pretation.

Bells dating to 1817 were found in burials no.
308 and no. 351. In burial no. 340, was a cup man-
ufactured at the M.V. Dunashev plant and dated at
1850 to 1870 (Fig. 87). In burial no. 316, a saucer
manufactured by M.S. Kuznetsov and dating after
1892 was found (Fig. 86. 2). The harness ornamen-
tation (Fig. 120. 16) from burials nos. 320 and 350
is characteristic of type widely spread throughout
nineteenth century Russia.

Another distinctive item is a man’'s belt with a
buckle and knife in the sheath (Fig. 54). The earli-
est evidence of such types of artifacts belonges to the
1870s (one from the Museum of Tobolsk is pictured
by Finsch). Khondazhayevsky acquired a similar
belt in 1879 from Nenets, who purchased it from the
Zyryan. A similar belt was acquired in 1878 by
Nordenskiold from Nenets in the Khabarovo village,
Yugor Peninsula (Nordenskiold, 1882. P. 80).
Belts of this type are common among the modern
Khanty and Nenets; they are also common among

the modern Khalas-Pugor inhabitants.

Reindeer harnesses with copper parts (Fig. 68,
70, 72) appeared in nineteenth century. These items
were manufactured in the shops owned by Stepanov
in Tobolsk, by the Zyryans. Finsch mentioned a
Zyryan craftsman who lived in Obdorsk.

Copper decorative plates and pendants that dec-
orated women'’s hats (Fig. 125—135) and were used
as amulets were one of the most common items
recovered in the burials of the Lower Ob area. They
were found in 162 grave assembleges. The collection
contains 90 types and a total of 580 specimens. The
Russians start to export prototypes of such decorative
plates as early as the seventeenth century. Numerous
shops continued to cast this old style of decorative
pendants during the eighteenth and nineteenth cen-
tures in West Siberia (in particular, in Tobolsk,
Berezovo, Obdorsk etc.) and in the Arkhangelsk
region (Khimzha, Izma).

Among the specimens from Yumbarada
Khalmeer mentioned above, only one more old item
was found in a grave no. 337. It was engraved wine
glass with the stem cut off, made in Russia in the mid
eighteenth century (Fig. 90, 3). Very probably that
it was in use for a long time before being placed as a
grave goods.

Burial Customs

One can gather information about the bunal
practices from drawings and written field notes made
by Yanovich during the 1909 expedition. A total of
286 descriptions of the burials have survived.

The largest of the sites excavated, Khalas-
Pugor, is noted for its uniformity of burial ceremony.
Only two out of 154 burials took place in pits; the rest
were surface burials. When describing funeral con-
structions (grave houses), Yanovich used terms
“upper kholmer”, “kholmer”, and a “kholmer sup-
ported by two or tree posts”. Inside the kholmer,
there was a coffin that was made of half of a boat.
Adults were buried in the half-boats with their feet
oriented to the bow; children’s burials, as a rule, took
place in box caskets. Sometimes a half-boat coffin
was covered with another half of the boat, or with
sledge planks, or birch bark removed from the choom
(tents).

All the burials, exept for two, were oriented to the
south, southwest, or southeast; i.e., with the feet ori-
ented downstream. Similar orientation prevailed in all
the cemeteries investigated in the Bolshaya Ob area.
In the burials studied along the Longot-Yugan River,
the dead were oriented to the north, northeast, and
northwest with their feet towards the river.

Certain features of surface burials studied at the
Longot- Yugan River lead to the conclusion that some
of them had no grave constructions or coffins; the
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dead were simply placed on a wooden floor and cov-
ered with logs.

The Vode-Nyal cemetery in the Bolshaya Ob
area is different from all the others in its comparative-
ly large number of pit burials. At the same time, half-
boats served as coffins. The graves were covered with
larch trees.

In the clan cemetery of the Yadopchu family on
Kheya Island, the deceased, both children and
adults, and especially women, were placed in casket
boxes, a characteristic feature for this site. Almost
half of the women interred at this cemetery were
placed in casket boxes. This pecularity bridges the
gap between the cemetery on Kheya Island and the
Yumbarada Khalmeer cemetery, which is the noth-
ernmost site excavated by Yanovich at the mouth of
the Shchuchya River.

Human remains at the Yumbarada site were placed
in box kholmers without half-boat coffins. The dead
were oriented with their heads toward the northwest.
Some of the burials hint at Christian customs. For
example, the grave pits were relatively deep, up to
0,7 m, with the heads oriented to the west.

A characteristic feature of all the bunals is an
extended, supine position of the body. There are only
a few burials that do not fit this pattern. The most
common practice for all sexes and age groups was the
extended, supine position with arms positioned along
the body. There are some cases with different posi-
tions of the arms. Rather often both or one hands
placed under the pelvic area. There is certainly cere-
monial significance in this position of the arms. This
position is common for men and women.

There were several cases observed where the
hands were placed on the belly area. One could sug-
gest that this was inspired by Christian ceremonial
practices. Additional features of other, similar graves
confirm this suggestion. For example, in burial no.
316 at the Yumbarada Khalmeer site, a body cross
was found (one of only two found on the cemetery).

There were several cases where the dead were
placed with their faces down. The body position,
including arrangement of the arms and legs, was also
different. In some cases, the body was extended with
arms placed under the belly. In others, the legs and
arms were slightly bent, and occasionaly the hands
were tied up. This seems to be the shaman burial style.

In the description of burial no. 192 (the Vode-
Nyal cemetery), Yanovich wrote that the shamans
were buried face down, with arms along the bodies
and tied up with a rope. River cobble stones were
placed on the back and waist area. A grave of this
type was known to be that of a shaman buried at the
end of the 1880s and considered a saint by oras-yakh
(a clan name among the local population).

It seems that not all shamans burials were per-
formed with these rites. For example, in burial
no. 130 at the Khalas-Pugor site, defined by
Yanovich as a shaman burial (probably based on
local oral history), the body was extended, lying on
its back, and only the waist line was tied up with tight
knot. In his comments on burial no 166, Yanovich
noted that men did not have knots tied at their waist
lines, but the women and shamans did.

Burial no. 173, mentioned before, at the Khalas-
Pugor site, belonged to the Ostyak shaman woman,
Neodyu. In this case, the body was placed in the grave
pit in a half-boat coffin, extended and positioned on
the back with arms streched along the body.

The most common tradition for dressing the
deceased was to cover the face with a piece of cloth,
using buttons for eyes. Burials in a shroud were rare;
often one could observe the remains of outer clothing,
a leather belt or a fur hat.

Worth to note that shaman named Khechi-
Sebyn (burial no. 267) was dressed with Russian
wool coat wich he had used while shaman rituals.

In some cases the head of the person was covered
with a cauldron, perhaps for isolation purposes.

The burial goods were placed both inside the cof-
fin (whether a casket or a boat) and in the the vacant
space between the coffin and the outer box or
kholmer. Some large things were put down on the lid
of the kholmer or stand near by. More than half of the
grave assemblages in the collection number less then
10 items. But one must take into account that
Yanovich was unable to bring a namber of items,
especially large ones, back to Moscow. There are a
few burials containing 50 or more items. The most
abundant grave goods were in burial no. 133, which
belonged to a teenager and contained 92 items.

Almost all the male and female burials contained
domestic utensils, mostly made of wood. The
women's burials contained a wider variety of such
utensils. The dishes were usually placed near the
head and occasionally near the body. Domestic uten-
sils also were often placed at the feet. In some buri-
als, chests containing porcelain tea sets were found.

Knifes were common in the burials of both sexes.
There were also axes, parts of reindeer harnesses, and
snuffboxes. Sometimes there were two or three knifes
in the same burial. They were usually placed at the
hips, but in some cases, they were attached to the
belt on the left side. The axes were usually places at
the right hand.

The men’s set of grave goods: they contained
tools for woodworking (drill and braces), hunting
weaponry (a bow, arrows, and powder flasks), and
khoreis (a pole to control a harnessed reindeer). In
women’s burials, a specific set of utensils could be
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found. It consisted of tools to process skins (scrapers
and special boards on which to stretch the hides),
certain type of dishes, working bags, ornaments, and
sticks for beating clothes to clean them from snow
and louses. Children’s burials contained toys. As a
rule, in men’s burials the “men’s” object were placed
to the right. In women’s burials, items more often
were placed either to the left or in the middle.

Miniature wooden anthropomorphic figurines
were a common element in the inventory of all burials
studied, exept for those at Yumbarada Kholmeer.
These figurines (Fig. 145—150) were clothed and
instead of faces, tin plaques were used. In his
descriptions, Yanovich called them by their Ostyak
name — “sidyryan” or “sonchat”. These small idols
were manufactured in memory of the deceased as
temporary dwelling places for his or her soul. They
were placed by the head, near the dishes.

Ethnic identification.

In an attempt to make an ethnographic interpre-
tation of the archaeological materials in this assem-
blage, the history of archaelogical and anthropologi-
cal materials collected by Yanovich has been studied.
Comparative and statistical analysis, as well as stud-
ies of the historical context of the burials themselves
and of excavations have been made.

The first attempt at making an ethnographic
identification of the population which left burial sites
in the Lower Ob area was done by Finsch; the cran-
iological studies were done by Virchow.

Finsch placed at Virchow’s disposal 17 skulls
from the “pagan burials” to study. These had been
obtained from the place where, 33 years later,
Yanovich collected his materials, including four skulls
from the Khalas-Pugor cemetery. In his interpreta-
tion of the results of the study by Virchow, Finsch
wrote: “The skulls from the Lower Ob
(Khalispagor) allow us to suggest that there was “a
great mix of tribes” since among 4 skulls found there
was one with narrow nose bridge, another with a
medium bridge, the third one with a flat bridge, and
the fourth one with an unusually wide bridge at the
nose... From that follows, I am inclined to suggest
that the skulls A and B from Khalispagor belong to
the Samoyed people; but I have reason to believe,
that these are Ostyak skulls, whereas the skulls with
Finnish pattern (N 6, for example), are evidently of
Samoyed origin” (Finsch 1879. S. 499).

As the polemic text by Finsch indicates, he was
dissatisfied with the results of Virchow’s study, since
it contradicted his own conclusions. But it is not clear
from his text what convinced Finsch that his own
ethnographic interpretations were correct and what

evidence they had been based on. Probably Finsch

had some conclusive information on the population of
Khalas-Pugor which allowed him to be firm in his
opinion. It is highly doubtful that Finsch’s definition
was based on the burial customs, since he had stated
that in the “area discussed both people live together
and their burial ceremonies are quite similar”
(Finsch, 1879. S. 499).

In connection with this, it is of interest to recall a
remark made by Sommier. At Khalas-pugor he met
a Russian, called P.N. Roslyakov, who clearly
remembered the visit of Finsch and Brehm to
Khalas-Pugor. Roslyakov assured Sommier “that
almost all the graves belonged to Ostyak” (Sommier,
1885. P. 431). It is quite possible that the opinions
of Roslyakov, which were recalled by Sommier, also
had convinced Finsch, who remarked that he was
indebted to Roslyakov for obtaining valuable infor-
mation.

In 1941, Levin published the results of his study
on the skulls from Khalas-Pugor. This publication
was a brief summury of craniological studies from a
series of skulls from northwest Siberia. Regarding the
skulls which we were concerned, it was only men-
tioned that they come from the Khalas-Pugor ceme-
tery, “which according to existed data, could
belonged to the Ostyak, with only small part of the
population being Nenets” (Levin, 1941. P. 27).

In the Scientific Archive at the Museum of
Anthropology at Moscow State University, a letter
written by B.F. Adler in 1936 in answer to a request
by M.G. Levin was found. In this letter, Adler wrote
that Khalas-Pugor “is a big, old cemetery belonging
to the Ostyaks and a small number of the
Samoyeds”. These “data” seem to have been used
by Levin in his brief report. Adler, exiled to
Salekhard, could not freely leave the town, so his data
could have only been obtained by interviewing the
local population.

Debets used Levin's results when he compiled
his classification of the Mongoloid types. In present-
ing craniological materials, Debets used ethnic prin-
ciples and modern ethnic terminology. The section
on the Khanty was represented by a craniological
series from Khalas-Pugor, and the section on the
Nenets, along with other less numerous series, also
included six skulls from Khalas-Pugor. Yanovich
assigned these burials to the “Samoyed”.

In 1942, Ales Hdlicka used materials from
Khalas-Pugor in the comparative analysis terming
them the “Ostyak” collection (Hrdlicka, 1942).

In 1973, Dremov studied the results of measure-
ments published by Debets, and came to the conclu-
sion that, according to some features, the skulls from
Khalas-Pugor resemble “the Nenets skulls, wich
apparently reflects the reality that the Nenets and the
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Khanty intermingled racially in the lower reaches of
the Ob River”. Dremov concluded, that “the
Khanty of Khalas-Pugor constitute a group that
resulted from the commingling of the Ob Ugrians
with local ethnic groups” (Dremov, 1973:
101—-102).

In two works on the culture published in 1950
and 1964, the archaeologists used the materials from
this collection, interpreting them as being “Ostyak”
or “Khanty” (Okladnikov, 1950, Mogilnikov,
1964).

It is stated in the documentation of the collection
that ethnological attributes of the collection belonged
to Khanty and Nenets. In the 1909 report by
D.T. Yanovich it is stated: “ During the current year,
the Kuznetsov, Mr. N and Mr. G., were the orga-
nizers of the expedition to the Polar Urals in 1909.
They donated an ethnographic collection to the
Athropological Museum, compiled by
D.T. Yanovich. The collection of artifacts was gath-
ered in the locality between city of Obdorsk and the
Shchuchya River, which was inhabited by the
Ostyak and the Ostyak Samoyeds”.

First we attempted to conduct a comprehensive
statistical analysis; i.e., to identify certain uniform
features by linkages between the attributes and to
determine whether the similarities were correlated. In
the process, some traits inevitably dropped out of the
study due to low frequencies of occurrence, and the
“assemblages” revealed eluded ethnic interpretation.

Out of the abundance of items found in the
Yanovich collection, only anthropomorphic figurines
and women'’s round belt buckles could be consider-
ated (hypothetically) as “ethnic markers”. The
anthropomorphic figurines were considered to be of
“Khanty” origin and the round belt buckles of
“Nenets” origin. Studies have established that only
the Ostyak people practiced the rite of interring effi-
gies of the deceased in the graves. Anthropomorphic
effigies were found in 78 burials.

Ring-shaped women'’s belt buckles of the eigh-
teenth century were observed by Zuyev only among
Nenets women. Yanovich wrote that these buckles
were “Samoyed” origin. However, other researches
of the nineteenth and twentieth centuries observed
similar buckles among the Khanty and Zyryan
women. | here are 44 similar buckles in the collec-
tion, most of them in Yumbarada-Khalmeer site.

Chi-square analysis to determine associations
between the anthropomorphic effigies and the ring-
shaped buckles showed a negative correlation in
women's graves (i.e., separating the “Khanty” and
the Nenets groups).

An addition point to emphasize that some cere-
monial customs seem to have definite ethnological

associations. Chernetsov wrote about a custom
among the Khanty people to place plaques on the
chests of the deceased for religious perposes. There is
no evidence in etnographic literature that this custom
existed among the Nenets people.

According to the ethnographic studies, the cus-
tom of using a boat as a coffin is more common
among the Khanty than among the Nenets.

The chi-square test established a positive statis-
tical correlation between the presence of anthropo-
morphic effigies in women’s burials and placement of
a plaque on the chest in men’s burials (i.e., a align-
ment of two “Khanty” traits). A trend also exists to
combine the “Khanty” ethnic markers with boat
burials, and the “Nenets” markers with the use of
box caskets.

Hence, three groups of burials were identified:
those with “Khanty” features, those of the “Nenets”
tradition, and those with neither of these features.

It was later discovered, when the diaries by
Yanovich surfaced, that the statistical divisions of
burials into two traditions — the Khanty and the
Nenets — coincided precisely with the division of the
materials by site. One group included all the burial
sites located in the Bolshaya Ob area and Khalas-
Pugor; another coincided with the Yumbarada-
Khalmeer site. However the problem of ethnic iden-
tification for the entire material culture collection is
not solved.

The written evidence of the eighteenth century
indicates not only coexistence of the Ostyaks and
Samoyeds in the lower reaches of the Ob River, but
also the existance of populations of mixed origin.
Census results of the eighteenth century support
numerous intermarriages between the Obdorsk
Ostyak and Samoyed. The results of census IV
(1782) showed that 43% of the Ostyak males from
the city of Obdorsk were married to “Samoyed
women”, and 38% of the Samoyeds in the Obdorsk
region were married to “Ostyak women” (Vasilyev,
1979. P. 125—-126).

Alexander Castren who visited Obdorsk in
1844, wrote: “ According to their ways of life, the
Obdorsk Ostyaks could be divided into two cate-
gories: fishermen and reindeer breeders. The former
live in the vicinity of the rivers, primarily along the
Ob and Narym Rivers, the latter are nomads. At
least for part of the year, they spent time in the tun-
dra and are in constant contact with the Samoyed
tribe. The number of the Ostyaks that are engaged
in reindeer breeding is relatively small and annually
decreasing due to the commingling with the large
Samoyed tribe population. The Samoyed influence
was so strong that the Ostyak reindeer breeders not
only adopted the religion, customs, and ways of life of
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their neighbors, but they also spoke the Samoyed
language more freely than their own. That is why
those who wanted to study Ostyak ways of life should
look to the Ostyak fishermen. But even the fishermen
had different lifestyles: some of them only fished, oth-
ers both fished and bred reindeer. The latter, at least
in summer, had two household: some remained at the
rivers, while others followed the reindeer on their
migration... Roaming with their reindeer along the
coast of the Arctic Sea, the Ostyaks, much like the
Russians and the Samoyeds, fished, hunted walrus,
seal, polar bear, etc... The Samoyeds and the
Ostyaks, whose only occupation was to breed rein-
deer, used to go to the sea coast in early spring; those
who left part of their families at the rivers were not a
hurry the remote sea coast anyway. They lived in per-
manent dwellings, called yurtas, in the forests, where-
as some Samoyeds and nomad Ostyaks did not have
this type of dwelling. By the end of December, all
these roaming hordes used to show up at the
Obdorsk Fair” (Castren, 1860. P. 192—-193).

This lengthy quotation not only accurately
reflects the system of land-use of the indigenous peo-
ple of the Obdorsk North, who had synthesized all
traditional ways of using the natural resources in the
region, but also illistrates the impossibility of ethnic
differenciation among this population using adminis-
trative ethnographic stereotypes such as “the
Ostyak — fishermen-yurta” or “the Samoyed — rein-
deer — choom”.

Among the Obdorsk Ostyaks, the investigators
of the nineteenth century mentioned a large number
of linguistic borrowings from the Samoyed and
Zyryan languages. Modern taxanomy of the
Obdorsk Ostyak language has not been determined,
and in the work of one of the authors it is mentioned
both as “an Obdorsk dialect” and “Obdorsk version
of the western dialect of the Khanty language”
(Tereshkin, 1966). Hajdu mentioned lexical borrow-
ings in the nothern Khanty dialects from the Komi
and Nenets languages and wide-spread bilingual and
multilingual occurrences (Hajdu, 1985. P. 48).

Judging from the local and dialectical subdivi-
sions of the Samodayan and Ob-Ugrian languages,
from local identification of the indigenous people

(i.e., wide-spread self-identification according to the
place of habitation), and from numerous descriptions
of local subethnic and interethnic versions of materi-
al culture among people living in northwest Siberia,
the linguistic, cultural, and economic synthesis of the
“Obdorsk Ostyaks and Samoyeds” was the rule,
ruther then exeption.

Ethnocultural and ethnolinguistic trends
described by the authors of the eighteenth and nine-
teenth centuries fit into the picture of ethnic continu-
ity, which is characterized by vague linguistic and
ethnographic boundaries and by the many common-
alities observed. Theoretical analysis of similar phe-
nomena was represented in the works of Alekseev
(1979) and Kryukov (1989).

Hence, it is evident that the burial sites we have
been discussing were located in a region where pro-
longed and close contacts between all three branches
of the Ural languages are suggested to have taken
place. This region has also been noted for the inter-
minling of every kind of traditional arctic land-use,
and for the direct influence of trade relationship with
Russia at the Obdorsk Fair that was held by the
Obdorsk people for two months out of every year.

We could not establish definite correlations of the
terminology of official ethnic identification in the abo-
riginal population of the lower Ob area in the nine-
teenth and twentieth centuries. The terminology that
was used by the indigenous population of the nine-
teenth century to express their ethnic identity was
adequate to their own self-awareness. That is why we
can consider the aggregate of archaeological materi-
als that have come down to us preserved in the col-
lection as a late colonial version of the “Obdorsk
aboriginal” culture.

The culture of the Obdorsk aboriginals of the
nineteenth century was, on the one hand, subdivided
into numerous factions that preserved local clan pecu-
liarities of certain groups of Samodayan and Ugrian
people in the Lower Ob region within a single type
of traditional economy and land-use. On the other
hand, this culture experienced strong influences from
outside that later were included in the structure of
close trade connections, especially in the nineteenth
century.
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