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FUNERAL ARCHITECTURE
OF ARCHEOLOGICAL MONUMENTS OF «<KULAZHORGA>» TYPE
(On the materials of S.S. Chernikov)

The burial rite is one of the key elements of the culture of any ethnos. In recent decades, the grave
facilities of nomadic peoples and stone ritual-cult objects have become the subject of close study in this
context. From a rather little-known and exotic subject of study, they have turned into objects of interest
of a wide range of researchers, they are paid close attention to specialists in the field of architecture.

Archaeological monuments of the “Kulazhorga” type in the first were singled out by S.Chernikov
as a special stage of the Early Iron Age of East Kazakhstan. To date, a huge amount of material has been
accumulated on these monuments. But the architectural features have not been fully explored.

Therefore, the purpose of this paper is to determine the structure of the location and funeral rites of
kurgans of the Kulazhorga type.

The task of the study is to determine the specifics of the manifestation of the burial rite, as well as the
dynamics of the development of structural features of land and intramobile structures.
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«KyAaxopra» TuniHaeri
APXEOAOTMUSIAbIK €CKEePTKILUTEPAiH XXepAey apXMTeKTypachl
(C.C. YepHukos maTepurarsapbi 6OVibIHLLIA)

Kepaey fypribl Ke3 KEAreH 3THOC MOAEHMETIHIH, Heri3ri aAemeHTi 6oAbin TabbiAaabl. COHFbI OH
KbIAABIKTA OCbl MOHTIHAETT 3epTTeyAepAe 6ACTbl BaFbIT KOLUMEAi XaAblKTapAblH 06a KYPbIAbICTapbl MH
TacTaH TYPFbI3bIAFAH FYPbINTbIK, HblCAaHAAPbI aAbin OTbIp. OAap 3epTTeyAeri ewkiMre 6enMaAim XKeHe
3K30TMKAABIK, 3aTTaH 3epTTeyLliAepAiH KeH ayKbIMAAFbl HbiCaHblHA aliHAaAAbl, OAapFa apXMTeKTypa
CaAaCbIHAAFbl MaMaHAAPAbIH, Ha3apbl aybin OTbIP.

«KyAa>kopfFa» TUMIHAET aQpxeoAornsiAblk, eckepTkilwTep aaraw pet C.YepHnkoB TapanbiHaH LLbiFbiC
KasakcrtaH eprte Temip A8YpiHiH epekiue caTbiCbl peTiHAae OGeAiHAl. ByriHri KyHre aeniH aTaAfaH
eckepTKiluTep GOMbIHILA aYKbIMAbI MATEPMAA XKMHAKTAAABI. AAarAQ apXMTEKTYPAAbIK, epeKLIeAiKTepi
TOABIFBIMEH 3€PAEAEHIEeH >KOK,.

CoHABIKTaHAQ, OYA XYMbICTbIH MaKCaTbl KYAQKOPFa TUMIHAEr 06arapAblH OPHAAACY KYPbIAbIMAAPbI
MEeH KepAey FypriblH aHbIKTay 60AbIM TabblAaAbI.

3epTTeyAiH MIHAETI >KepAey FyprbiHbiH KepiHic Taby epekiueAikTepiH, >keHeae Kabip iwi
epeklueikTepi xaHe 06a YCTi KypbIAbICTAPbIHbIH AAMY AMHAMMKACBIH aHbIKTay.

TyHiH ce3aep: APXEOAOTHsl, KYAQXKOPFa, KEPAY apXMTEKTYpPaChl, 064, >KbIAKbI
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Morpe6abHas apxuTekTypa
aApPXeoAOrMYeCKUX MaMSITHUKOB «KYAQKOPrMHCKOro» TMna
(no matepuaram C.C. YepHurkoBa)

[Morpe6anbHbIi 0OPSA ABASETCS OAHMM M3 KAIOUEBbIX SAEMEHTOB KYAbTYpbl AlO6Oro 3THOCa. B
NMOCAEAHUE AECITUAETUS MPEAMETOM MPUCTAAbHOTO M3YyUEHWS B 3TOM KOHTEKCTE CTaAW KypraHHble
COOPY>KEHMSI KOYEBbIX HAPOAOB M KaMEHHble PUTYaAbHO-KYALTOBble 00ObekTbl. M3  AOBOAbHO
MaAOM3BECTHOrO M 3K30TMYECKOrO MpeAMeTa M3ydeHusl OHM MPEBPATMAMCb B OOBEKTbl MHTEpeca
LUMPOKOTO KPyra MCCAEAOBATEAEN, K HAM 06paLLeHO MPMCTaAbHOE BHMMaHME CMeLmMaAucToB B 06AaCTH
APXUTEKTYPbl. APXEOAOTMYECKME MAMSITHUKM «KYAQXKOPIMHCKOro» Turna B MepBble OblAM BbIAEAEHbI
C.YepHMKOBbIM Kak 0COObIM 3Tarn paHHeXXeAe3Horo Beka BoctouHoro KasaxcraHa. A0 CeroAHsituHero
AHSI HaKOMAEH OFPOMHbIA MaTepuaA Mo AaHHbIM MamsaTHMKaM. Ho apxuTekTypHble 0COBEHHOCTM
MOAHOCTbIO He ObIAM M3yUeHbl. [103TOMY LEeAbIO AQHHOM PabOTbl SBASIETCS OMNPEAEAEHME CTPYKTYPbI

PacrnoAOXeHus U norpe6arbHOro 06psiAa KypraHoB KYAaXKOPrMHCKOrO TUMa.
3aaava MCCAEAOBaHMSI omnpeAeAeHre creumdrku NposiBAeHUs 00psiAQ 3aXOPOHEHMs, a Takxe
AVMHAMMKY Pa3BUTUSI KOHCTPYKTUBHbIX OCOOEHHOCTEN Ha3eMHbIX 1 BHYTPUMOTMMAbHbBIX COOPY KEHU.
KatoueBble cAoBa: ApXeoAorusi, Kyaaxkopra, norpebasbHas apxXMTekTypa, KypraH, KOHb

Introduction

The obsequies are the key elements in culture of
any ethnos. In this context, in recent decades the no-
mads’ barrows and stony ritual and cult objects were
the target for the intent studying. They turned from
little-known and exotic issue of studying into the ob-
jects of interest of wide range of the researchers. The
architecture experts pay the close attention to them.

The purpose of this work, therefore, is to define
an arrangement structure and obsequies applied in
the barrows of Kulazhorga type.

The analyzing and dating of the monuments of
the said type allowed defining the main differences
between the funeral architecture.

The Kulazhorga period was the last one, i.e.
the third period of culture of the early nomads of
the East Kazakhstan. For the first time the monu-
ments of this period were registered in 1948 by S.S.
Chernikov during researches of barrows grounds of
the the early iron period to be in close proximity to
Kulazhorga and Baty Kokpekty district of the East
Kazakhstan.

Singularity of intra-tomb architecture and obse-
quies in the studied objects, unsimilarity to monu-
ments located in this territory referred to this period
were basis for the researcher to represente those
monuments as the separate cultural period.

Thus, in 1940-1950 S.S. Chernikov, who carried
out the archeological excavations in several burial
mounds referred to this period, had drawn a conclu-
sion concerning cultural attribution, obsequies, the
period of life of the people which constructed those

monuments. Scientific inquiry of the said research-
er in respect of the above period was continued by
F.Kh. Arslanova, Z.S. Samashev in 1960-80, and by
A.A.Tkachov in the early 1990. There are about 80
barrows of the Kulazhorga period dug out and re-
searched up to the present moment.

Some questions of research of monuments

Studies of monuments of Kulazhorga culture
were started in 1948 by the East Kazakhstan
expedition under the leadership of S.S. Chernikov.
The expedition had the task of studying the
monuments of the Bronze Age and early nomads
according to the materials of the burial mounds. As
a result of archaeological research it became clear
that in the IV — III centuries. BC. In the midst of
the early nomads of the East Kazakhstan region,
major changes are taking place. In particular, in
the Irtysh valley, burial grounds consisting of the
same burial mounds appear. The boundaries of
the cover (the upper reaches of the Irtysh) were
determined by excavations and a clearly defined
complex of features characteristic for this culture.
In the place of the first excavations, it was named —
Kulazhorginskaya (Chernikov, 1975: 135).

The investigated SS. Chernikov’s monuments of
Kulazhorga culture were divided into early and late
(Chernikov, 1948: 5-6). Thus, the Kulazhorga burial
ground is dated IV-III cc. BC, monuments of the
burial ground of Baty II-I centuries. BC (1* picture).
These cemeteries have a number of similarities in
the materials:
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— The same shape and composition of the burial
mound;

— Stone boxes;

— Forms of vessels;

Anthropological type of the deceased;

— The elongated position of the skeletons and a
number of other features.

But there are also a number of differences,
namely: if bronze objects are found in Kulazhgor,
then there is no bronze in Bata, the tail parts of
the ram in Kulazhorg are found only in one case,
and in Bata almost in all graves. The deceased in
Baty are oriented head to the west and northwest,
and in earlier monuments to the east. According to
preliminary data of 1948 (Chernikov, 1948: 6), the

material culture of the Kulazhorga burial ground is
characterized as Saki, and the Baty burial ground
has a similarity (in ceramics) with the culture of the
Usuns of Northern Kyrgyzstan.

In question, on the ethnicity of monuments,
written sources were drawn, which provided
information for identification with a particular tribe
(uger) known for the campaigns of the Hun Shanuyu
Chih-chi in the 1st century AD (Taskin, 1973: 35-
37).

Thus, the entire array of accumulated data
allowed the researcher to date the culture within the
framework of the III century. BC. — I century AD,
with the upper chronological boundary established
conditional.

1° picture — mound Baty
1. Barrow # 29; 2. Barrow # 27; 3. Barrow # 28
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In 1960-1970, archaeological research in
the East Kazakhstan region was resumed by the
expedition of the Ust-Kamenogorsk Pedagogical
Institute under the guidance of F.Kh. Arslanova. In
this period of time, the expedition studied various
monuments, with a view to outline the continuity
of archaeological cultures and make up a relative
chronological classification. To solve the set tasks,
archaeological excavations were carried out in
three northern regions of the region. Especially it is
necessary to note excavations on the cemetery near
the village. Zevakino Shemonaikha district, since,
here for several years, were identified monuments
directly related to the Kulazhorga. As a result, an
analysis of all categories of extracted materials
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confirmed the proximity of the community of funeral
rite and inventory with monuments of Kulazhorgin
type (Arslanova, 1968-1969: 18). All these facts
allowed to expand the boundaries of the spread of
culture.

Inner-grave constructions of monuments

Burial mounds of Kulazhorga type were in
detail exposed during research of monuments
of Kulazhorga, Kyzyltu, Zhartas, Baty, Jupiter,
Slavyanka, Ubaredmet, Karashat; their diameter was
about 5-15 m, height was 0,6 m. In burial mounds
Baty and Pchela (2 picture) there were registered
two graves with diameter of 30 m.

¥ 1. KOHILIH KyAMEIIATED
2. aram KAIBIKTaps!

KOMBIH, Ky iMBITIarb

100 cm

2% picture — mound Pchela
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Based on their structure and obsequies S.S.
Chernikov divided the burial mounds by two time
periods [Chernikov, 1975]. Following the statements
of the said researcher, we can note the following
regularities inherent in the Kulazhorga type. The
monuments referred to BC IV-I1I involved the circular
embankments consisting of a mix of stones and soil
and having the diameter of 4,5-7,5 m. and hight
of 0,3-0,5 m. As far as it went deep into, the bone

chamber widened and got bell-shaped. In a grave, in a
stony box, a deceased was buried in a lateral position
with legs bent. A horse was buried on a flooring of the
grave or alongside of the diseased in the face-down
position (3% picture). Funeral items were richer in
comparison with the items of the second period. In
the grave there were items of gold, bronze, and bone,
jewelries, tools, and, basically, various clay products
covered with red paint with rare patterns.

3%t picture — Intra-tomb structure of the monuments of “Kulazhorga” type

The funeral tradition and land structure of the
last period to cover BC II — AD I of the Kulazhorga
period, demonstrated some similarity to Uysun
monuments of Zhetysu lands; that was the reason for
some researchers to suggest that some southern-east
people moved to the East Kazakhstan by the action
of Huns (Arslanova, 1985). During the above period
the deceased were buried with their backs, heads
oriented to the west or the northwest, in an oval bone
chamber that was narrowed to its bottom. A custom
to bury the deceased in a stony box, as well as a
custom to bury a horse together with the deceased
disappeared. In comparison with monuments of the
early period the items put into a grave were leaner;
the pottery was made in the form of a jug with thin
walls, but they were quite qualitative. The barrow’s
foot necessarily had a fence.

ISSN 1563-0269

At the end of BC IV— AD I, on the northern
slopes of Altay and Tarbagatay Mountains, the
cultural traditions replaced each other and the ethnic
structure of the population changed. Obviously, it
took place in connection with “the Great Camping
Ground of the People”, i.e. as a result of their capture
by the Huns. The said fact might be confirmed by
the monuments of Kulazhorga culture.

In general, S.S. Chernikov stated that the
Kulazhorga culture was left by Uge tribes, which
became known at the time of crusade of Gunn
Shanyuya Chzhichzhi to the west. As judged by
remains of ceramics and millet found in the graves,
they moved at no distance at all (Chernikov, 1951:
64-81).

A.A.Tishkin and V.V.Gorbunov agreed with the
opinion of the said researcher noting that in BC 11
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the Huns completely mastered the western lands of
the Central Asia (Tishkin, Gorbunov, 2006: 38).

The researches, conducted in recent years in the
regions adjsatcent to a zone studied, expanded the
area of Kulazhorga monuments a little.

The monuments of “Kulazhorga” type grouped
in the small area by age and external architectural
structure were divided in two types. In an initial
stage, the custom to bury the decased in stony box,
which was cancelled in the bronze period, renewed
in the graves architectural structure. Along side with
that, the custom to bury the deceased with horse,
that ascended to “Pazyryk” culture of Mountain
Altay, rose. And in connection with that fact that
new ethnic customs apperaed in the last period, the
custom of burial and graves’ external and internal
structure changed.

Conclusion

In the monuments of Kulazhorga culture in
the III century BC-I century AD there are some
changes that have occurred on the vast expanses of
the Eurasian steppes. Judging from the materials,
at the first stage of the development of culture, the
contacts of the population of East Kazakhstan with
Altai were very close. Monuments of the second
period, find the closest proximity to the Usun
burials and some items with the products of the
Tesin stage of the Tagar-Tashtyk transition period.
Researchers, based on an analysis of the studied
complexes of Kulazhorga culture, ethnocultural
changes at the final stage of the era of the early
nomads are associated with the Hun influence.
Most likely, the influence on the part of the Hun was
mediated, since there are no facts of ethnic burial

detection. In the materials of Altai monuments
traces of the influence of the Hun culture are traced
(Savinov, 1978: 48-54). First and foremost, it
affected the spread of iron — a clear tendency to
reduce the size of bronze products, and as a result
in the appearance of some new forms of clothing
inventory.

Similar, essentially similar changes occur in
the monuments of Kulazhorga culture. Found in
the early complexes of the Bulan-Kobin culture of
Altai, materials of the early stage of the Kulazhorga
culture, according to some researchers, appeared
as a result of migrations of its carriers under the
pressure of the Hun tribes (Tishkin, 2009: 198-199).
In burials of the late group (II century BC — I century
AD), a short dagger with a straight crosshair was
found, ringed and looped knives similar to Tesin’s
knives (Chernikov, 1975: 135-136).

By the same time, such stage phenomena as
rearmament, borrowing of prestigious elements of
military and equestrian decoration, displacement
of animal style by geometric ornamentation and
use of elements of polychrome style are included
(Khudyakov, 1998: 94). In the barrows of the
Kulazhorga culture in the late group of burials, iron
displaces bronze, which is relatively abundant in the
early group (Chernikov, 1975: 135-136).

Thus, the described similar changes in the
communal territories, and in particular in East
Kazakhstan, testify to the general level of tribal
development in the Hunno-Sarmatian epoch. For
the final solution of all problems, chronology and
ethnic attribution of monuments and ascertaining
the socio-political situation in the region, in the
Hunno-Sarmatian era, it is necessary to expand the
source study base.
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