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A.A. 0,,1<.110\' '" 
Thus, the ornamentation of lbe L<lkhlirnl culture also (Xlin!, fa ils associatron 

wilh the circle of cultures of the North Pacific Ocean and a genetic connection wilh the 
Kerek etfmos. 

Am/ac/<ojWood 

Wooden artifacts were seldom found. I" 1he Neolilh1C complexes these are a 
ladle wilh a bandle in the fann ofa hoof (Fig 59:10) and a fragmen1 of 
shuttle for weaving nets (Fig. 59:9). The artifacts were made of larch. This and the 
effects of pennafrost in the layer account for 1he preservation of artifacts of such sub_ 
slanual ± 100 B_P. 

Wooden artifact, were also found in the lalecomplexofthe Paleo-Metal epoch 
at Ann" II, ['unified Dwelling I. This is a 'Wooden noat for a net (Fig 35:3) of disimc­
live form, possibly a mark of ownership, II wooden rl(ual figurine of a water fowl (F '1>-
35: I) is decorated with characteristiC .ngraved lines on the back and reflects (as the 
bone figurine of a bird) the idea of reincarnation_ Also represented i, a wooMn hato" 
for a fire drill (Fig. 37'6). The bulk ofthc woodcn anifacts was found on the surface 
and in the upper layer of the shrines. The characteri,tic and distinctive of the 
woOO i"ventory of the Lakhtina cultllre are the ritual MTOws ,1nd dans. They imitatc 
socketed points seated on a shaft (Fig. 8), A detaIled description of wooden ritual ar­
rows and dans was given "ith the general charactcristics of the shrines_ AnlOng SUr­
rounding culture, there are 110 analogies. 

Qfthe fragments found (in the cavity oftlle whale jaw at Shrine I of the Opukha 
I sitc), five arrow shafls were partially rcconstructed, The length of the restored part IS 
0,5 m to {).55 m. They all arC round in cross 1 em to 1.3 em in diameter, and 
flattened toward the base. In the base was an arched cut for the bow striog. 

The base itself of these arrow shafts is somewhat and separated from 
the remaining pan of the 'haft by Shoulders. This tells of the ancient method of pull ing 
1he bow string and releasing the arrow, that '5, gripring the base of the shall of the 
arrOw betwecn the tltumb and index fmger (Anuchin 1887), 

Among the Chukchi and Eskimos there is no similar projec1ion on rhe base 
They used 1he Mediterranean method (Anuchin 1887) of drawing the bow string and 
releasing the arrow, gripping the base of the arrow bcru.'eeo the index and m iddlc f,n­
gers, 

The remain, of the wooden arrOwS also permit establishing the metilod of fas­
tening the fletc!lLng. Half of a feather cut lengthWIse wa, ;IIsertcd by the upper and 



lower ends in a spht m the arrow shaft on the flattened surface at the base. Symmctn­
cally on the lower flattened surface the second half was simi larly attached Addition­
ally, allhe tipper and lowcr splits the fletching w", fastened by sinew threads. On onC 
arrow shaft the fietching was more complex. 0" each flattened surface of the base of 
lhe shati the hnlves of lhe feather were t,ed in [1>,\)&. Above, their ends were rnstcned it! 
two splits arranged in a row. and bolow, hoth ends wc,e fastened in ot\e split. 

Accordmg to the data from informant K. A. Turyl'kut, for fletching arrOwS Ihe 
Kereh used (he f~a\hers of g~se, swans, and raveno; 

The Reindeer Chukchi (Bogoraz 1904) and the Eskimo; (Rudenko 1947) used 
"hole feathers for fletching, "hich were attached by the upper and lower end, one 
f.ather for twO sldes of the shan Analogous Lakhtina fletching of arroWS is found only 
among the Kereks and Coastal Chukchi (repositories of MAE, coil 752-44 j. 

Socketed p\1ints of arrow, and da"s were hafted on a pintle on the upper end of 
the shaft According to data from the i nfo'mant J tJva'''gin, for increa,ed durability "f 
joining the sllaft to the point, glue was used, WIth which the p"'lle W", impreg"ated. 

Ceramic alld Mewl Arlijacl;-

Ceramic traditions penetrated mto the Northwest Bering Sea 2600 ± 100 years 
ago (MAO-945) (Opukha I, Dwelling 2, Layer 11). 

We\l·str.titied and dat~d complexes of the Lakhtina culture eont.ining ccram­
ics nnl only characterize the ceramic tradition oflhe Nonhwest Bering Se" but add 
ideas about the ceram ic traditions of Northeast Asia in gcneraL 

Ceramics of the Lakhtina c\,lture are rep,esented by fragments of 4 3 vessels ,,, 
complexes from eight dwclhng, or ,ern isubterranean type tn six cady site, of the Paleo­
Metal epoch. 

By the form of the vessel' the ceramics Can be divided mto th,ee groups. Round­
hot1omed vessels With rounded body predominate (37), Their necks sloP'< in (F<g, 84 
(see also Fig. 87]). The chief di;tmetive featme of theo;e vessels that doe., not have 
analogies in ceram ics of adpcent .ynchron ie cultures, or tn the far EJst and Siberia in 
general, is an oval horizontal section. The height of the vessel, i, 19 em to 24 em, ami 
a horizontal section in the equator of25 em x 30 Cm 10 30 em x 34 crn. 

At the Gcka I site in Owelling 3 round-hottonled ceramic vessels w,11l straight 
rim and external "pplLed lug.\ for suspension (N=3) were found. The he<glll of the ,e,· 
sels is 35 em to 40 em, diameter 32 em. Three flat platte,s of oval form 33 em x 36 em 
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and 7 em high were found here_!n the other complexes no vessels with extemallugs or 
planers were found. Their presence in the Geka I site, at the border of comact with the 
maritime cultures of the Chukchl Peninsula, can be explained by influence from Ihe 
Punuk culture. 

All the ceramics ofthe Lakhti"a~ultuTe were modeled. They were made by the 
technique of b"ing pressed OlEt ofa single piece of clay_ This is confirmed by finser 

F,su,. 84 Types of rim' of ceramic v.,".I, of tho Lakhtina cultur. I· undecorated: II· with 
cord-w,ap; t n - with impression of remngular.dcntate stomp; JV • with large band docurolOon: 
V _ with square ,mpression_ 

depressions In the bonom part of tlte interior surface of tho vessel" and these indicate 
the women nlallLlfactured the ".ssel,_ The walls of the vessels were evened by pad­
dling: the" they were smoothed. All ceramics (with the exceptwn of the PULlUk type) 
were welt rL",d. Thin places in the wall were built up by an additionullayer ofelay, 
which i, shown in the layered effect of several sherds. 

As filkr in the preparation of the vessels, sand (,mali, fLtle·gmined, IMgC­
grained), smali debris, moss, and animal hair (probably deer) were ndded to Ihe cia} 
paste. 

fragments of ceramics with hole" bored after finng, atlest to the use by the 
Lakht ina people of the WIde spread (in Northeast Asia) method of Ceram ie restoration 
(the fastening of separated pieces of ves",,1 IVtth si".w threads through the holes) 

One fragment (Yankinen. blowouts) has a round hole 2 cm in dinmeter. made 
beFore firing the w>scl.ll \""' probably intended for suspendmg the "essoi. A similar 
tradItion is found in tlte ceramics of tbe Old Koryak and Tar' insk cultures. 

Sixteen "eiids were decorated. The principal IYpe of decoration (Type [) is 
cord marked. It has tbree variants: stralJl,ht cord marked (N~l) (Orianda I_I. Layer I) 
(fig. 19: I) and cord mark sloping out (N~2) (Orukha I, Dwellmg 2; Anna 11, Dwellmg 
I), and cord mark sloping in (N~3) (Orukha 1, Dwelling 2, 3: Natali!a II, D\vclling 3) 
(Fig. 19.3,4; 79:8). 



'" 
The second type of decoration 15 heavy-striped sloping decOl'ation (out-N;2) 

(Yankinen, Geka I, Dwelling 3) (Fig. 19: J 1). These t)pes of solid decoration covered 
the whole surface of the vessel from the rim, except for the bottom part. 

The third rype of decoration is a horizontal, rectangular, dcnLl.te stamp (r~trcat­
ing comb wilh two teeth) (N=4). This zonal decoration (6 to S horizontal rows) is 
situated at the rim (Fig 20: 1·5, 7) (Opukha I, Dwelling 2, 3). 

The second and third IYpe of decoration, jUdging by the width of impressions 
and space between them, wa, made by one stamp. It was a comb with rec[angular teeth, 

The fourth type of decoralion-di;orderiy stripes (N~ I) (Opukha I, Dwellmg 
J) (Fig. 19.1O}-was made by a comb. 

The filih type is two horizontal parallel rows oftmnsvcrse stfLpes (N~ I) (Opukha 
I, Dwelling 2) (F!g. 19:5). 

The sixth lyP" is one row of sloping (out-N=I) stripes (Geb I, Dwelling 3, a 
platlcr) placcd parallel at the rim. 

The seventll typ~ is a horizontal row of rectangular impressions (N = I ) (Opukha 
1, Dwelling 2) (Fig, 20:6), 

The earliest in the complex are decoration Types I, 3, and 5 ( 19()O.± 100 years 

ago)(MAG-875). 

Ceramic traditions penetrate from the north, from the basin of the Anadyr' 
River (Chirovaia 2800 years ago). Here they have analogies to Types I, J, and 5 deco­
ration (the Lower UsC-Bel'skii site and the Chikaev and Yabrev sites), Type I deco­
ration is defined by Dikov as CeramlCS oftlle Old Bering Sea type, while Type 3 lS the 
Yakarev type. However, the age of these sites is significantly later: Vakarev 500 ± 50 
year> ago (Le-674) Type 2, quite rare, i, found in the ceramics or the Ust'-Del'skLl 
~emetery 

0" the whole, round-bottomed vessels are encountered in complexes of the 
Yabrev and Old Koryak ~ulture. Analogous vessels are represented in the Old ))crmg 
Sea culture. Here vessels with a striped surface and cord marks have broad analogies 

Ceramic, of the Lakhtina culture differ significantly from those of no"hern 
Kamchatka (the Northern OkholSk culture) by form of vessel, form of rim, and decora­
tion (no relief or applique decoration), 

The form ofthe vessels and decoration of the ceramics of the lakhtina culture 
IS distinct from the Ymyiakhtakh culture (the synchronic culture In the territory ()f 
Yakutia), Considering thIS, as well as the differen~e oflhe ,tone and bone inventory, 
the lack of evidence for and erroneOusness of the incluslo" of the Lakhlina culture into 
the realm of the Ymyiakhtakh ~ulture should be noted (Fedosecva 198(). 
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CeramIC traditions on the Anadyr' R,ver penetrate not from the west (Aldan), 

but from the southwest (Lake Baikal), They spread along tne river basins, On~ con 
speak of mfluences of ceramIC traditions from the Aldan only On tne complexes of 
western Chukotka. but by no means on Ihe Beri,,!; Sea 

A searcn should be conducted for sites wIth {eramico of an earlier age in Nann· 
cas! Asia, since the CJfly ceram ics of Alaska (of clearly A SIalic origin) dates 10 3S()1) 
years ago (Ackcrman 1982), 

A"tf~{1s of mel.:l.l (N~6) an; repr~scn1ed in only one complex (Orlanda Ii, shrine) 
of the Lakhtina culture. They were found ionmediately under the sod on the cenlel' of the 
ritual area of the ,hflne, The prcservation and depth of the depOS'lion are eVIdence thaI 
date Ihc metal anifact to 200 to 300 years ago. Here were found: Ihe poinl of a spear of 
lenticular cross section "iln a pointed stem and made by cold hammtr of iron plalc. 
Ihree triangular flat iron insel lipS for bono points, and flal mset bron,c tIpS of pentangular 
form and pentangular form wllh a groove in !11~ base, 

rhese inseltlps and spea, point hn,'e analogies in the complex of the shrine at 
Velvei villagc (Vdovin 1971. Table 5 I, 7, 9) (region of settlement of Ihe Ohutorsk ii 
Koryak). They were probably acquired as a result of exchange w,lh Ihe OiilllOrsk" 
Koryak, 

The presence ofmet"1 a"ifacts, whIch were very highly valued, corroborates 
the significance of Ihe shrine at Ihe Orianda Il site as the cult center of the whole 
regIon. 

Analysis of the Invenlory of the Lakhlina culture permilS clearly determIning 
two stages of development. The forst, early slage of deveTopment of the Lakhtina cui· 
ture (second millennium B.c. to the middle oftne forst millennIUm B.C.), is character­
i,ed by Neolithic complexes, The characteri~tic feature, of Ihe Sla!;e are: lack of ce_ 
ram ies and ground slate knives, a predominance of lools uni fac ially worked by edge 
ret"uch, a low percent of ground tools, the pre<encc of pri,malic and amorphoUS cores, 
and kmfe-like blades. 

Tn Ihe second. late stage of developmenl ofthe Lakhtina culture, pflsmatlc and 
amorphous Cores and knife·hke blades disappear and ceramics and grouud slale knives 
appear, WIth the number ofbifacially worked and ground lools, bone tools, and other 
a"ifaets growing 

Comparative typological analysis of the Neolithic compkxe, of the Lakhtinl 
cullure and surrounding synChronic cu Iturcs mdicate the presence of cultural connec­
tions with the Nonhero Clmkotsk (Ch,rovam-2800 B P,) and Nonhem Okhotsk 
(Zav' ialovskaia stage--30()0 n ,P ) cullures, and closer connections wllh the Paleo· 
Esk,mo(Wrangel Island-3JOO B,P,), Old E.kimo in Alaska(NOnon-3000 B.P) and 
Tar'insk (A vacha, Level !T··2900 B,P.) cultures (Tabl~ I). 



>6, 
The complexes oflhe Lakhtina c\ll(ure of the Paleo-Metal epoch po,nt to con­

nections wah the Nonhern Ch"kotsk, Ust'-Bel'skii, Old Aleut, Okhotsk, and, more 
widely, with Old Eskimo cultures of the A,;atic (Old Bering Sea and Pun Ilk) and Ameri­
~an (J piutak and Dim"k) continents. The cultural connections with the Tar' insk culture 
weaken, but become stronger with Ihe Old Koryak culture. There possibly existed cul­
lural connections with the synchronic culture, of Yakutia. However. just a few sim i­
larilies o,e found with the Ymyiakhl.:lkh and late cultures. 
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CHAPTER THREE 

MATERIAL AND SPIRiTUAL CULTURE or THE EARLY 

POPULATION OF THE NORTHWEST BERING SEA 

THE INTERACTION OF THE NATURAL ENVIRONMEm 
and human society is the most impOJ'1ant problem being resolved by historical science. 
The conditIOns of the natutal ~nvironment. for the most part, determine the appearanGe 
ofth~ material culture. "HIstory," the classic, of Ma",i~m noted, "'can be examincd 
from two ,ides: il can be separated into the history of nature and the history of people. 
However, both these sides are indissolubly connected; so long as people eXIst, Ihe his· 
tory of nature and the history of people m utually ~ondition each other (Man< and Engels, 
p. 16). 

This e~plains rhe necessity for chJfacteriLing Ihe natural environment of the 
Northwest Hering Sea in which the formation and development of the Lakhtina eLl llure 
emerged. 

The Northwest Bering Sea, whose archeology we are investigating, is that reo 
gionofth~coast from Geka Land in the north to Cape Oliutorskii in the wUlh, an extent 
of more than 900 km. The coast line is strongly cut up and forms a large number of bays 
and capes. From the interior regions the coastal part is separated by the Koryak Range, 
which defines the difficulty of access of this territory. The Koryak Range has elevations 
of I 000 m to 1500 m along the shore. On Its slopes, descending to the Bering Sea and 
collecting much moisture, are smalt glaciers 3 km to 4 km long. The snow line <s al an 
elevation of 1000 m, but the tongues of the glaciers descend to 700 m. Theshore is hi!:h 
and precipitous. 

The low plains of the region are found at the mouths of rivers falling intu the 
Bering Sea. Chains or rather steep mountains border the 4 km-to·8 km·wide river val_ 
leys. The peaks of the mountains arc bare, but the slopes are covered On the south by a 
cedar carpet and shrubby willow andon the north by mOSs. The rivers of the Northwest 
Bering Sea begm in the spur, of the K()ryak Range and rUn into the Bering Sea. The 
largest rivers from north to south are the Tal·kapergyrgyn. Lakhtina, KenLUt, Vaamochka. 
Khatyrka, Opukha, lJkclaiat, II'PI, and Vatyna. In extent and depth they yield signifi_ 
cantly to such large rivers of Northeast Asia as Ihe Kolyma and Anadyr'. The banks arc 
c()vered by shrubs, and here and there rather high tree" pfKorean willow and p()plar are 
encountered. In the lower COmse of the rivers the valleys arc covered with tundra vcg· 
etat,on. Through the flow of most ofthe rivers into Ihe Bering Sea lagoons are formed, 
separated from the sea by surf-borne sandy·gravel spits (Shliam in 1958:25). 



''0 
The cl imate of this tenitory is marine and severe, the average winter tempera­

lure is _ 16~ 10 _23" C, IE! slimmer + I 0° to +20° C In winter strong winds preva, I here 
thaI blow from the northwest to the southeast, as well as fr~q\len\ snow,torms. The 
thickness of the snow cover average, 60 em. In summer the wmds are weak and vari­
able, blowing from the sout he"s, to the not1hwesl During the ,ummer thick and stable 
fo!;> arc COmmon. A stable mmus tcmper~lurc III the Northwest BerJJlS SCJ ""tend, 
from (lie second half of October 10 the middle or end of May. The frosl"frce seasOn 
Ins13 from the er\d of June to the beginning of September Along the ,hore" of the 
Nonhwcst Dering Sea a ,unace current of southern origin pa"es from northeast to 
southwes!. Here. mixed high tides with a predominance of scmi-diurnnl wmposition 
can b. ob,erwd. Icc fQrmation begins at the end of October-beginning of NQ\'ember, 
and lhe shore becomes completci) free of ice in June_ 

The distribution of vegetation types in tile region of the Northwest Berin!; Sea 
appears;n the follow'ng form: from Geka Land to Kain"p,l 'gyn Lagoon 15 subarchc, 
hum mocky, ,edge·co!ton grass tundra_ From Kainupil 'gyn Lagoon to Cape Uarykova 
and 10 the south near Cape Oliutorskii "'~ areas of alpine, stony deserts. From Lake 
Pekul 'neisk i i 10 Cape Tcmnyi 'tretches a region of cedar and alder carpet. mounlain 
gm"es, and dwarf birch with areas "f hummocky, sedge-cotton I;mss wndra. 

The aquaflora of the coa.tal area is represented primarily by brown seawecd, 
predomin~tely Laminaria. 

The alpine fauna and the fauna ofthc Beringian forcsHundra is rather vaned, 
Here there arc brown ~ars, mountain ~heep, '\-Q [verines, Arctic foxes, red fo.\es. !lares. 
and Arctic ground squirrels. 

The aquafauna is abo neh_ Pods of whale, are found here, as well as pinmped, 
(walmses, ribbon >eals, larga seal;, ringed seals, bearded ,eals, and sea [ions). 

The avifauna on the islands are represented by nesting ducks, geese, and swans, 
and in lhe b,rd colonies by guillemot., cormorants, sea gulls, puffm', and a variety of 
kinds of Alcidac. The raven i, pre,ent al,o. 

Lakes and rivers are spawning grounds for salmon, the nm, of which bel;in it> 
June and end in October in the south, though in September in the north, Widely repre· 
scnled among the river fISh are char and grayling. On the ,hore, especially in stormy 
weather, large quantities of mollusks are thmwn up, prima" ly mussel. and COCkles, as 
well a. scaweed, predom inantly Laminaria (Sh lLamm 1958). 

ArchaeologICal data and faunal remains in cu\turallayers attest to the lack of 
change (from the 2nd millennium B.c.) in the species composition of the fauna. Wild 
deer are tho exception. These disappeared as a result of the development of reindeer 
herding. All this is eVIdence of a lack of substalltial climatic change ovcr thc course of 
lhe indicalcd p~riod 
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The,.;: natural cond,t,ons detennined the form of life, type of dwelh"g, Sltu~_ 
tore of th~ economy, and appearance of lools of coonom ic ~ctivlty of the b~arers of Ihe 
Lakhtina culture, 

Selliemell/,\ 

The sile, oftllo Lakht ina cullure are SItuated on the ShONS "fthe !lering Se~ on 
SpilS, coastal terraces, and on the shores of lakes and river; 

The seasonality of the economy determmed Ihe presenoe among th" La~ht",a 
people of soasonal sItes summer, Sltuatcd at fishmg places, and wlntcr, ncar pinniped 
haulOllts. The designation of ,eHkments as "summer" m,d "wtllier" is relative. The 
primary Sile was "winler," where Ihe inhabitan15, according to information from In for­
mants' ,pent most ofthe year, In summer, Ihe settlement moved on 1)' dutlng the period 
of the s~lmon runs, For the winter seillemcnl, in distinClion from th~ ,,,mmer, a shrme 
w~s characletlsticaHy present. 

Summer sitos wcre of two types Permm,ont SUmmer sites with sem isubterranean 
dwelling, (Opukha Ill, Khal)'rka L Y anki"cn) and hunting camp, tem_ilke surface dwell­
ings (Nalalua I_I & 2, Elehun I, Lakhtma) The huming camp of Etch"n I was con· 
necled. III distinction from the Olhers, with the taking of plOnipeds. 

It is pOSSIble Ihal winter hunting camps existed With d"ell'Lllgs of snOW oflh~ 
Eskimo "igloo" type, Simtlatdwellings were noted among the Kereh by no~oraz "nd 
10chelson 

In several places (Natallia U, Oria"d~ I & II, Etch"" II) p,n"iped ha"louts ,md 
fishing spOIS were found in lhe immedlale vicinity, and as a result, the sIte flllerllhc 
function of SUmmer and wtnlCr seltlement. Up 10 lhe si~te~nth ~en!ury lhe relatlon,hip 
ofthe Kereh with the Koryak ~nd ChukchI had a peaceful Char"C1C!'. During lhe period 
of imeo1ribal warfare, when the Koryak and Chukchi "were Involved", prolonged war­
fare with each other, ~nd then with the Kerek villages" (Vdovi" 1976:44), fortifIed 
v'lIages appeared among the Kercks, The construction of these \'ill"~e-forts ,"a~ Slm l­
Iar to fonified siles of the Ol,utot>kii and Apuka Koryak, 

Dwellings were constrtlcled on lhe top, of coastal, surf-w"shed ba"ks, ter­
races, and hills. S,mi lar construct1On of dwellmgs. m conform ity with the relief of Ihe 
loc. lily, determined the linear layo"t of the SItes, The remains of dwellings are locmed, 
a, a rule, in several lines parallel to the shoreline oflhe sea, lake, Or river In this lbe 
L.khtina site, are disllnC(Lve. The "'a~imal number (four to five) of contelllporane" 
ou.l), functional dwellmg, at a sile was determmed by tho production capacity of the 
exploilation territory of the site, rhe largest site of the Ker~ks m 1901 (accordin); 10 



Bogma,,) had four dwellings. A distance of 10 km to 30 km between ,ites {!cterminc, 
Ihe boundary of the expioilation territories 

The ~ontmuous existence, suc~ession, and cl,itural sequence of several sites 
(Natallia I & II. Orianda I & II, Elchun II, and Lakhtina) ~an be traced from the f"st 
millenmum B.C to Ihe 1940s and 1950s. Masson's conclusion (Masson 1976.112), 
that a sim,lar function of sites attests to the stability of the carly econom ic syStem that 
guaranteed snch functioning, can b. assigned with full assuranCe to the LakhtiM cu 1_ 
lUre. 

Dwelling.< 

The dwellings of the L.khtina culture th.t were investigated are Slm,far to 
dwell ings of the Kcreks. The first ethnographic information Oil dweilmgs ofthc Kereks 
is reponed by lochelson. Using nogoraz' data, who viSIted th~ vi Ilages of the Kcreh ill 
the winter of 1901, he says, "The foundation oftbe ""ucture, located m a pit, consI,ts 
of mclined soppons covered witi> eanh. Inside il is covered all around by p,eces of 
I"dc. In winter for maintenance of a good deal of heat the dwelhngs arC cOvcred by 
thick layers ofsnnw. The enfrance into Ihe dwelling in summer, wh,ch is thc ,arne ,n 
winler, leads through a long narrow corridor." "The inkrior arrangement of the dwell· 
mg (oHhe Kerch-AD.) IS simIlar 10 tlte interior arrangement oflhc Koryak pi!.houses" 
"Ow'''g to Ihe lack of construction wood the Kereks bmJd !hen semiSllbtcrrancan dwell_ 
ings withoot a storm roof' (Jochelson 1908.468). The snmv-protccting funClion of the 
"sto"" roof' is doubtful. It is possible this con,truC1!on appeared dming the period of 
intCI1rib,ll warfare for guaranteeing security 

"Inasmuch as the smoke opening does not serve as a means of entl)·, they {the 
Kereks-A.0.)do not have ladders in theopenmg," (Jochelson 1908b:468) Jochelsol> 
also repons the presence among !he Kereks of dwellings rem;n,'>Ccnl of Eskimo snow 
"igloos:" "we find similar yuns, covered above by snow instead of ~arth, among the 
Eskimos and among a segment ("If the Koryak \ribe known by the name Kerek" (Jochelson 
I 908a: I 0). It IS probable that they were nunters· temporary dw~lIings Olher 'nves!iga­
torsoftni, reg,on do not m~mion Ihem since they all dId their fescarch in SUmmer "nd 
fall 

An(ropoVa, deSCribing the pit house of Ihe Oliutorskii people, Apuka pcopl~, 
and Kereks, repons that "in comparison with the dwellings of lh~ western shofe, it Was 

of smaller dimension, more deeply buried on the eaf1h, and its walls were cons!ruc!ed of 
one row of block," (Antropova 1971.55). Leont'ev adds !O this informatIOn "The noor 
in the p;thouse was covered wi!h cobbles. Along the wall, s!r~tched an earth~n proJec­
tion on which they usually placed various hou,ehold items. When the cold increased 
and the snow fell, a long corridor of snow was added lothe pithousc"(leon!'ev 1976u, 
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1983: 164), He also provides a reconstmction of the roof of a ~ingle·rootn Kerek d well­
ing (Flg. 85: I. 2) 

In the mneteenth and the beginning of the tv.'enticth century, ac"ording to 
Leont'ev's report, the Kereks of south em sites userl the upper entrance through the 
smoke hole, willeh can probably be explained as Koryak influcnce. 

For mawtenance of a drier micro-cl"nate and in order to avoid rain w,lter "'''_ 
ning mto their dwelling, the Lakhtina people built on high places. In conSlructing the 
pithouse, they dug out a round pit 6 m to 12 m in d,amcter and 0.8 m to 1.0 m deep An 
earlhe" berm 0 3 m to 0,7 m high around the penmeterofthe depression attests to the 
faci that its walls were raised a half Or a third above the pit, and the outcr pan of tnc 
walls was cov~red on the outside with earth from the pi!. 

Holes for posts-support for the roof-found in several dwellings (Nataliia II. 
Dwelling 3: Opukha I, Dwellings 2 & 3) confirm the fact that in the center of the 
dwell ing there were four ,upPOrt po,ts at the Corners of a rectangle of approximately 
2,5 m x 4 m. The long axis of the SUPP(lrt po,t, was oriented toward the entry. 

Investigation of late dwellings of the seeol\d half of the n'neteenth-beginn ing 
of the twentieth century supports the assumption that the side walls of the pithouse 
were strengthened with horizontal rows of wooden blocks that were SLJpportcd b)' stahs 
hammered in vertically 0.5 m to 0 8 m "pJn(Fig, 86:3), Particularly in the second stage 

FIgure 85. Dwelling plan, of the Lakhtlna culrurc, 
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of development ofthe Lakhlina culture, whale and walrus bones were also widely used 
in cOllstru~tion of the plthouse 

The floor of the dwelling was covered with 0.15 m to 0 3 m of fine gravel Or 
.and, and at Khatyrka we found a 1100r covering of nat stone slabs well fined 10 each 
Oll1e,-

1\ lateral ellll')' to dwelling r"oms was not found on all dwelling'_ At sites ~t 
Cape Rifovyl, Jl Opukl\a Lagoon, and at Anna Lagoon a pa[,,[ of the dwellings had a 
very narrow, lunnel-I ike side corridor never used as a passage, ]( probably served on Iy 

as an air vont. The occupants of these dwellings, like the Koryak, probably used the 
smoke hole in the roof of the pithouse as an entry. 

Investigations showed that (he entries of the pilhouses were oriented to the 
south and southwe,t. In addition, the orientation of the entry was determined by the 
posihon of the dwclltng relative to the shorelllle of the sea, lake, Or river. The entry, as 
a rule, waS orient~d at an angle of 10' to 45" to the shoreline. This orientali"" W"S 
chosen bocause of th~ northwestern winds prevalent tn winter 

F,go," 86 Recon't'"ct1on of a roof (by Leon!'c". t 983) a"d waHl of a dwelling of!he Lakh!io" 
culture I _ 'ide V,"W. 2 _ lOp vtew; 3 . internal ;-j~w of'l1O dwelling. 
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Figure S7 Forms ofpOl'"1)' from 111. Gob .<lles. 

Leont'ev repmls, using dala from informanls, Iha! the pitilollses served one 
season and each year ~ new dwelllOg was built (LeonI' cv 1976b, 160). Archaeological 
investigations in several pithollses revealed the presence of a thick cultural layer (8 em 
to 15 em). Thi~ i, evidence ofa long, unbroke" occupation for these dwelling'. The 
OCCUrrence in a number ofthc pithouses of several cultural [ayers sepJr.ted from each 
other by lhm (I cm to 5 cm) sterile strata, indicatos a tradition of constrllctiOI\ of dwell­
inGs on on~ spot. TI,e dcpre"ion of a previom dwelling was u.ed for the con,truction of 
a new one. 

The maximum number who lived in one dweliLngdepc"ded On the dim",,,ions 
of the living area and fiucmatcd from 1) in a One-rOOm dwelling to 50 peroons In a 
multi-room dwelling, This is confirmed by tho quantitative body of stone and bone 
\ools, dimensions and quantity ()f ceramic vessels, and number of hearlh~ tn \he dwell­
ing. 

At lhc ~nd of the eighteenth-beginning of the nmetecnth century, wIth reduc­
tion illihe population be.:ausc ()f frequent famines and epidemics In the Northwest 
Bering Sea, the number of those who lived in !hedwellingcomplex dropped 10 15 t" 2S 
persons (Jochelson I 908b:604). Correspondingly. tile dimensions of lhe pllhou,e ~l,o 
diminIShed. 



'" 
The (radition of annual const,uctlon of the dwelling could have origInated '" 

,he seventeenth·nineteemh centuries with the reductIon of house d ime"sians and Ihe 
appearance of iron tools. illS also interesting th~t neither Jocllel.'on nor Bogora'. »or 
any other investigator of NonheaSl Asia, mentIons the 1rad,l,an of annual house C()n­
struC(lOn, 

It ;, hardly po",ible to agree with Lcont'cv'< conclu,ion that the l"lhouses 
were never occupied In summer. Ihat they were eXclUSIvely winter dwell UlgS (Leoni' cv 
1976b: 160)_ JUS! as did the Coastal Koryak, the Lakhtwa people I,ved m pilhousc, in 
'ummer in pennane"t summe, vIllages. Summer dwelling, of the ChukolSk y",anga 
I)'pe, 011 which uonr'ev repa"" wCre probably used in temporary summer seUlemcnlS. 
Within lhe dwelling it is possible to distingUIsh severa! household areas (complexes) 

In the large central rooms the number of hear1hs (two to four) possibly mdi­
cates the number 0 f famihes (family hear! hs) that loved in the pitoouse The ""mb~r of 
hear1hs correspondingly are' Opukha!, Dwelling 1 . two, Dwelling 2· fOllr, DWelling 
3· two, Nataliia II, Dwelling 3 . three, and Anna, Dwelling I . three. The larg~"t 
heanh, as a rule, was placed in the center near th~ entry, Th~ th,ck charcoalla}er of the 
central, probably communal, hean"s confirms lhcir Intensive use, The charcoallaycr 
oflhc family hem1hs is somewhat ,mailer. In the lateral dwellmg room~ lh~ numberof 
heanhs was n~ver mOr~ than one or tWO. Circular heanl1s, 0 ) on to I on on diamet~r, 
faced w,th large cobbles dominate, In several dwell ,ngs heJl1hs represemed by an ov~1 
stonework ofverticalJy set Slone slabs were fDund (Nalaliia L Dwcllonr: I; Khatyrb I, 
Dwelling I: and Etch"n J), Circular he~nhs with a cobble f~cing are on the whDle 
widely represented in Neolithi~ cultures of Siberia and the Far Ea.t, 

Accumulations of ch.rcoal and ash in scveral dwellings do not appcar to h~v~ 
been heanns (there is no layer of burned can"). They may ha"~ been removed from the 
hear1h for household reasons. p<.>ssibly for workmg skinS, Untillhe recent r~st the 
Chuk~h', Ko!)'ak, and Kercks used ash and charcoal for remov i"l> fat Irom sk inS Larg~ 
nat stone slabs of 0.4 m x I m found in dwellings were ",sed as a cOver for the h~arth 
and the .moke hole, 

The number of ceramic vessels In dwellmgs i, po,sibly connected Wilh the 
numberoffam,lies that lived in them: Opukha I. Dwelling I, Layer I . three. Layer II . 
two, Dwelling 2 - nin~, Dwelling 3 - seven; Anna II, Dwellmg I . three, Nal~l"a II. 
Dwelling 3 _ two, Geka I, Dwelling 3 - nine. 

Tl1e sk~ping places in pithouses were mo,t often situaled On th~ "ght of the 
en!!)' and on the center near the wall opposue the elltl)' Opukha!, Dw~!ling I, Layer I 
-Idt; Layer Jl - center and right, Dwelling 2· left, Dwdltng 3 . fight; Anna II. D"'cil­
ing I . ughl; Na!ail,a II, Dwelling 3 . center and righ!. 

!n several dwci!mgs (Opllkha I, Dwellmgs I and J, and Anna D, Dwelling I) 
round cache p;ts were found, 0.4 m to 1,0 1ll In dIameter and 0,8 m 10 1,0 m deep They 
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wcre filled wuh mollusk shells (mussels and cockles), wh'ch were used for various 
household needs 

In Ihe household pan ofthe p!lhouse "men '~" areas Can be dis!inlluished, whe, ~ 
tools of bone and stone were made (accumulati()ns of flakes, anvils, retouch ing ~ool,. 
hammering tools), and "women's" areas, where meRt and fish Were cui "p, food pre­
par~d. skins worked. clothing sewn (accumulation of knives, serapc" and skreblos, 
punches, neodles, ceramIcs). !Jut naturally such division IS ralher ICrllalive The divi­
sion of the p;(house '"to "men's" and "women 's" halves, "Oled by elhnographers of the 
peoples of Siberia and the hr East, cannot b. !raced in Ihc c()mplexes of dwellings 
examIned. 

Invesligation "f!he ",mainS of several dwellings of the No.,h",est Derong Sea 
suggests Some mferences concerning Iype~ and plans of dwellmgs, The ~arl} sla!lC or 
the Lakntina culture gIves uS ~vidcnce nf lhe presence of Iwn Iypes of dwcllmgs 

Type I . surface tenl·llke dwellings wilh one cIrcular hearth in the cenlcr of a 
round Or ovalliv'Ingarea 4 m 106m in diameter(Lakhlma). This 'IS probably a Summer 
dwelling. Based nn (he dimensions nflhe mmimalliving area for pcople under condi· 
tlons of Ihe north (Masson 1976). !he ma~imal number liv'"g in a similar dwe Iling W"' 
probably IOto IS, 

Type 2 . dwellings se! 0.2 m 100.3 S m down in!o !he eann, probably as " r .. "lt 
of levelmg, roulld, and 6 m (0 8 m in diameter. Thc maximum mlm\>er living in such 
dwellings was probably 15 10 30 poople. The Ihick cuilurallayer orlhe dwellings con· 
firms a senled fonn of life, II IS nnl impossible Ihat hy this stage of developmenl 
scm isublerranean dw~lIings were being con,lmeted. 

In Ihe second slage of developmen! of Ihe La~htina cuUure muili-room. 
semisubterranean dwellings predominate, The,~ "re rcpresemed by a ralher eompli. 
cared comple~ of structures of various dimen,"ons and function,;, Each complex of 
dwellings oflhc Lakhlina culture included semlsubterranean dwelling rooms and slore­
cOOm, for food and household equIpment Food slOrerooms were nf two Iypcs----exle­
rior and interior The exteriors are me~! and fish pits 1.5 m!o 3 m III diamcler, 'Olmd. 
and 0 8 III to 1.5 m deep, On top Ihey were capped hy large flal rocks or bones and 
c()Vercd with earlh, They were situ"ted around Ihe dwelling complex Inle,;or store­
rOOm, are reprcsented by a small "pllhouse:' 3 m to ,< m in diameter and joined to 1he 
dwellmg rooms by an interior, lunnel·like pa~sage, Dai Iy uten,ils and hunting eqllip­
ment wcre also stored in Ihem, Distinct from the dwdllng rooms, the storeroom. as a 
rule, d'Id not havc ils own cXlerior enlly. It IS lrue thaI some dwelling rooms ale also 
found Ihat do n01 have an exterior enl,)" but they haw somewhat larger dimensions and 
a hearth. The pre,cnce of a large number of storcrooms can be e~plai"ed by 1h~ neces­
sity to preserve fond SInce fishing, bird and sea mammal hunting. and "alleeting dId not 
offer a un m!crruptcd SOUrCe 01' nourlshmenl, 



In the cem~r of the complex of structures of the No"hw~S! Bering Sea, as a 
rule, wa, lhe centra! pilhouse, whIch differs by lis large dlm~nsionsand lhe fa~l Ihal il 
communIcates wilh aillhe remammg slruclures by narrOW Inle.ior, tunnel-lIke P.1S­
sage" Th,s,s the communal pilhous~ In which baSIcally all ho"",hold ~~t)Vitles of the 
occupant, occurred, Other slru~tures were localed nearby, TIle Imeral pithouses ap· 
peared in places 10 be night lodgings for Separale fmmlie<;, It is poosible to diSllnguI>h 
,everal basic lypes of~!ructored arrangement in lhe complex 

I. The simpiesl ~onstructlon 'S In the one-roOm dwelhng represented by a 
pllhouse (, m to 12 m in diameter wilh a lalerallOnnel.lile enlry (Fig. ~5, I), 

2, A more complex construction is Ihe two-rOOOl dwel1in!; 111$ represenled by 
two pithotlses lrooms j, which communicate w,lh e,ch Olher by an inlerior, 1unnel-likc 
passage. One or bOlh oftne rooms has a later.l, 1unnel-like entry. Th~ roomS can have 
the same or different diameters-from 6 m 10 12 m, When one rOom has larger dlmcn­
SlQnS, it probably is the ~entral rOOm (Fig. 85'2, 3), 

3, The thr~c-room dwelling consiS1s of three pilhous~s [rooms] of like OT dif­
ferent diameters-from 6 m 10 12 m, If different, the large one plays the central role 
They all communicate wIlh each other by i'HeriOT tunncl·lik~ pa.sagcs The rOOm~ are 
arranged in a hne or at the apexes ofa triangle, Some lateral rooms communICate only 
with the ~emral one, nOI bavin!; an imerior pa.sage between Ihemselves (f ig 85A, 5,6, 

n 
4, The multi-room dwelling is represenled by variahon, of tile previous types, 

induding inlcrior SlOrerooms for food, as well as dwelling rooms The numher of store­
room. in a complex va.ies from I 106, They are arranged around the perimeter of the 
dwelling pllhouscs (F.g 85 :8, 9), 

There are .ather WIdely spread ~omplc~e, in whIch Ihe entry mto 1he central 
pithouso waS preceded by a long (8 m 10 10 m), oval c<'fndor from whiCh .nterior 
passages led to the lateral pit houses Jnd storerooms (Fog. ~5, I I, 12), 

Similar dwelling comple:o.es with lhe eha.a~leristic layout and run~lions are a 
di>!.ngui,hi"g feature of Ihe Lakhtma culture 

Round, ,em!subtcrTanean dwellIngs have bm"d arch""ologi~al and elh"og.aphi~ 
parJlld~ in Siberia and the Far East, as well as on Ihe Nonh Am~rican continen l. Sun;. 
lar dwellings are chara~terislic for Ihe early ,tage of development of the Old Koryak 
(V a~il 'ev,kii 197 I :221) and Tor' insk (Dikova 1983, 116) cullures and for the Pri~mur' e 
trihes (V asi!' evski i 1971) AI Ihe beginmng oflOe twentIeth ~enl"ry, similar dwellings 
were slil1 10 uSc among Nonh Ameflcon Indians-Athapaskans, Tlingns, Tao.ina, and 
others (Jochelson 1908a'35), 

The bearers of the Lakhtina cultu,e u,ed tunnel·like entries in summer and 
winter, Among the coastal Koryak, ChukChi, hei'men, and Athapaskan Ind'ans Ihcr~ 
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were two rypcsofenlry-in winter through the ,moke hole, on summer through the SIde 
(1ochel~on 1908a:3 I), Multi-room dwell mgs with Interior tunnel·1 ike en1rJcs are known 
in several e!hnie groupo; ofNorthea$t Asia and NOr1h Ame"~a; Eskimo, CoasLaI CJ,ukchi 
(Okladnikov 1947), Kurole Ainu (Golubev 1976:2 14), and AleulS (Jochclson 1908a' 34). 
But, to d i,tingmsh from Ihe round Or ov.1 pilhousc dwellmg of the Lakhtina cu Iture, 
the pithouse dwellings of the Olher elhnic group" were recl,ngular Or of a form wilh 
four irregular corners. Among the Oliutorskli (Stebnltsk" 1938' 50) and Apuka (Vdovin 
1'>73: J 15), Koryak ethnographers know of the exiskncc of dwellings wllh interior, 
tunnel-I ike passages and lunnel·1 Ike entrie" but (he plthouscs "ere eIght cornered. 

Among Ihe Eskimos and Aleuts (Jochelson I gOlia, J 7), interior Sloreromns in 
dwelling' eXIsted earlier. The two· room dwellin&o; (large pilhouse. rectangular witn 
rounded ~orne", and a smail round one joined by an interior pas,"ge) were found III 

Niku Isk ii village (Early Itel'men culture) (Dtkov 1979) 

Round pilhouses wilh I~teral entry are ellara~ter;sri~ oftne carly slage of de­
velopment of several ~ultures, This IS cv.dcn~e of a COmmon tradilion and u",(jed 
center of the spread of til is lype of dwelling Wilh the socond sta!le of development of 
(ne Old Kory"k culture, the lransformation of dwellings from rOuml w.111 a side enlry to 
reCl<lngular w.tli rounded corners and side entry and then looclagonal w'ltn w;nter and 
summer enlnes be ,ceO) With lhe Atarg~nski, Slage a sharp increase in dimensions can 
be seen, Vasil' evski i connects th IS change v. itn changes in SOCIal stmcture, Ihe forma_ 
lion of lllc large patriarchal familY, Similarly a transformation of the dwelling OCCUr. 
among the Old Itel 'men' from the round pilhouse round with "de entry to r<:~I.ngular 
with rounded comers. and then to a dwelling of large dimenSIons, re~langular de'!!ln, 
wilh wintcr and summer entry (Dikova 198),96 J. These ~ha"gc, were possibly COn· 
neeted in part with lhe development of social rclations lI.udenko als(> conn"~ts the 
appcorance ofla,ge, SOmehnles multi-room dwellin!lS lmong the Eskimos, beginning 
with Punuk time" with Ihe process ofthe fOmla( Lon of the palnarchal fami Iy (Rudenko 
1947: ItS) 

Among the bearers of (he Laklttina c"ltur~, the larger siz" of the dwclhng·s 
living area resullS from an addition of rooms, Thi, rellected not ooly lhe in~rcasc of 
inhabItants pc, dwelling, hut the ,mll.1 sroge of separatIon oflhe Individual fanu(y into 
~n mdependent econom ic and social unit with preserv.t.on of Ihe Iradltion of the com· 
mon meal and aspirallon ofprcserving a commOn economy, 

J n spile of se"eral common features. which can probably be eKplalned b)- Com­
mon lradilions of house construction and natural eond,tions. lhc dwell ing ~omrle.x of 
(he Lakhtina eu Iture is quite diSlinclive on several conM,uction fealures, detaIl. of plan, 
and function. 

-------



,so AN EARLY CUL'nJRE OF THE NORTl<w,s-r a'"'NG SEA 

Sh,ines 

Sacred plac~s arC the mOst valuable archaeological sites since they represent 
Ihe mJln occupations of th~ inhabLtams of the "ie in the region where the SIte IS 10-
~a\ed, as well as the tools of hunting and lishing and other aspects of the malerial 
cullure (1001" orrlam~nts, and cult objects). Investigation of sacred places allows the 
restoration of some aspects of the spiritual life of Ihe inhabitants. 

The shnnes of the Norlhwes! Bermg Sea are located in the vicinity of the enrlv 
sites, They arc denoted by a dense grassy vegetation (hat COVers the ritual are,. This 
sharply distinguishes the surface ofth~ shrine from the surrounding tottdra vegemtLon 
The dimensions oflheovai ritual area Iluctuate from 2 m x 3 m to 5 m X 6 m. ApprQ~i­
mateiy in the center of Ihe ritual area, the lower jaw of a (gray) whale is set in the 
ground, sloping toward the sea and arranged venicall) to the surface. No traces of 
modifIcation Or images are found on it. The earlIer height ofthcse "as substantial. "nd 
they could be ,een from a distallcc, This can be judged by jaw fragments found in the 
l ilnal area Or near them. Their height was 2 m (0 J III with J depth of 1 m to 1.5 III in the 
groHnd In one case in the ritu"1 arca, instead ora Jaw there was a wooden post ~et in the 
ground (Gcka I) Surrounding the ritual area, as well as in it, are wal'''' skulls. The 
order of the arrang~men( oflhe walrus skulls ill ailihe shrines was dIsturbed These 
shrines evidently emerged during a period of "hunting" walrus tusb at the end of Ihe 
ninetcemh-begllllling of the rwenti..th centuries. It is clear only that the walrus ~ku II, 
outline Ihe area ofthe shrine. At the Geka I site the local popiliallon (Coa~tal Chukchi) 
tried to restore the fonner arrangement of th~ walrus skulls in the Iwemieth cenlury. 
They placed lhem ~Iong the edge oflhe oval fllual area, m a line, with eaeh skllil 
Orlenled toward the OCCIput (back) of Ihe sku II in front of i1. 

In the shrine> lhe skull, and runes of the extrcmLlies of animals ilnJ bird, 
prCdOI1l111ate. 'j his attest, to the facI Ihat the offering WJ' carried Oul according to the 
p,,,,elple of a pan in place of\he whole and reflects the e:-;istcnces of hunting cults. The 
usc of walrus skulls in paniculJf for d~signation of Ihe ritual a,ca ref1ects the sign i fi­
cancc of hunting walruses in the economy, as well as the eXlstellee ofa walrus cult 

The early arrows preser\'ed with illset bone points, shafts of a(f(lWS and their 
remains, including socketed points, attest to the fact that arrow and dan points were put 
in the shrine seated on shafts. On the surface and in the upper laycrs of (he 'hrines 
wooden ,itlla! arrows and darts were found that imitaled ~acke\ed, more rarely stemmed. 
bone pomts of arrows Jnd dans seated On shaft<. On the bases of the arrOwS and dam 
is a triangular Or ~n;hed CUI. Their point, are tria"gular, lenlicular, and rhomb"id on 
cross section (Fig. 8). Similar WOoden ritual arrows and dans were collected by S. N. 
Stebnil,kii in \ 929 on the ea,tern coast ofK~mchatka ala ritual place on the 'ight ballk 
at the mouth of the A puka River (Apuka Koryak) (Lcnillgrad, repo,i((lry ,'f the MAE, 
col L 3896). On the Inventory ohhis collection it sayS that "the arrow, were 'luck with 
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the back end In the ground beside a dog', head sct on a 'take. The)' ,acrJliced dog, with 
the "'m of driving away spirits of various illnesses." 

It is interesting lhanhe ,",oDden ritual spears, found by V clov," (t 971 ,r 'g 4) in 
the shrine at Velvei village in (he vicinity of a settlement of the nearest neighbor< of the 
Apub KOl)'ak. the Oliutorskii Koryak, are sharply differ",,! from the Apuka spears 
"Tld those reprl:scnled in OUr collection. Consequently, the appearance of these am"'.,; 
and dans among the Apuka Koryak can b. explained by the cultural influence oftne 
Kereks. The arrows represented in Our collection are also dilTerent from tho wooden 
li(ual arlOW, of Ihe Esklm()s (RudenkD 1947-Table 13-21). Similar arrows and dans 
were also cncountered by A V. V~rnander in 1931 in Amaian Day, also in a ntu.1 place 
(thi, is the territory ofthe Lakhtina culture) (Vladivostok, repository of lhe KM. coil, 
2274). A sunilar arrow (without inciic"ted origin), with two symmetrically arran)lcd 
barbs and a hole in each and in one of the holes a glass bead attached by a thread, i, 
represented m Gondatt;', Kcrek collection (Lenin)lraci, repository of the MAE, ""II. 
442-23), 

Evidently during the late period, the practice of offering wooden riILlal arrows 
and dan3, which replace arrows and dans with hone pOInts, spread "mong the early 
ini1abitallts of the Nonhwest Bering Sea. Ba3ed on the StruCture of tile bone and storie 
an;fac\~ of the comple~es ofthc shrines, it can be eSlablished t\wtlhe offerings were 
mad. both by men (tools of hunting and fishing, knife handles, and fragments of sled­
runncr shoes) and by WOmen (scrapers and ,kreblos, needle cases, picks, manock" 
fragmettts ofceramie ~cssels, and bends and seed beads). The primary bulk of objects 
were distributed ;n the western part of the ritual area of Ihe shrines. C ottse'lucnlly, It! 

Iheir praclices the early population mOre oftell made offerings to eVIl spirits (who li\'ed 
in the west), than to good ones (who corresponded wIth the cast), TIlis is characteristic 
of Inc majOrlt)' ofNalive peoples ofNorthea,t Asia. 

The multi-layered carbonaceous layers found near shrines attest to lhe lise of 
fir" dming offerings and cult services (anceslor cult, hunting cults, walrus cult) 

111 add ilion to common features, the complexes of the shrines also have distInc­
tive dIfferences. The di~tinct feature of Shrine I of the 0pllkha I site is the vadely of 
bone pc)ims. Socketed point> comprise 64%. Large PO'tnts of the Same kind, which 
might be interpreted as dart points, are represented by 20 specimens (9%). 

The distinction of the complex of bone points of the shrine at lhe Orianda II 
SIte is greater than III the above-mentioned shrines percellt of dart points (N~5Cl------16%) 
and decorated arrow and dan points (N~70--23%). This shrine has the larges1 numher 
of points (N~308) and stone tools (N~ 19). Only here were artifacts of iron and bronze 
found, "hich were highly valued This was evidently the cult center of not one commu­
nity (the mhabitants of one ,ile 1, but of several (the Navarinskil group 1· 

-------' 
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The complex orbone Jnifacts Oflhc shrine at the G~ka r site is ralh~r sharply 
different from the complexes of olhcr shrine, Socketed points ~re represented by only 
s;.~ rather inexpressive specimens Decorated pom1' arC lack,ng. Pomts wIth com cal 
,ternS predominate. Poin1S with one barb and a rOund hole in the low~r pan are s'mil~r 
on fonn \Q toothed harpoon points of lhc Eskimo Type, but were seated on a ,ha ft (Fog. 
83:3). A point with lWo holes, pO,Slbly for a line (Fig. 83.4), wa' ~Iso seated on a shaft. 
0" the whol~, a strong innucnce from Old Eskimo cul!<lfe, can be traced in the m~le­
rial or the complex of the shrine However, the lack of harpoon points-the ind"p"n~­
able parr of each Old Eskimo SLte of this period-and the fae! that tho ~ype~ of points of 
thIs ,hrme were repre,en~ed as well in tile above"men~ioned shrines, which are un­
doubtedly assoelal~d wun the Lakhli"a culture, permi~ ,",ig"i~g I~ Jiso to tile Lakhlma 
cull un:. 

The shrll\~S functioned synchronIcally with the SlIeS, Their origin renee ted 
naively lealis!ie and animIstic ideas, as well as the differen~ cul!s of the early mhabl1· 
ants 01 lhc NOMhwest B~ring Sea, and f,rst and foremost the ancestor cuI! According ~o 
information from informants. lhe fOllnder of the shrm~ was the founder of thIs ,ite, 
After death he bctame lh~ protector of /ivi"g fellow tribesmen These ritual arca~ were 
multi. functional, Ac~ord,,'g w the informallon of iufO! man!.,. lhey earned OU! hcre !he 
memOrial serv ice for de"~ased fellow t"be~,nen; mad. sacrifices to the soul, of anc~S· 
tOrs who were considered protec~ors of their living fellow lribesmen. as well a, to good 
an<J evil spiflts; and exerclScd lhc hunting cllll, Offerings w~re accompanied by a pell­
lion ~o proVIde succ~s.s In huming arid flShmg and m family life and to be frce from 
i IIncss. s"en fiees giving thanks were also made, Thus, m the concop! of the K~reks, the 
shrine was the plac~ where cont~ct wilh spirits Was pos.ible, 

The shrmes. located in the vicini!}' of willler siws or n."t 10 them. played the 
role of th~ community cuI! centers 

A! the pre<en! ~""e <imllar riwal pbces oflhc Kcreks arc called kamak. In his 
time ethnographer Bogom7.expressed several supposillons abOlltlhe 01 igin of!hi, Mme, 
He writes, "A,nulels. made of wood are called ok·k' "mnk (plural ok.k 'amak-yt), which 
signifi~> 'wooden spirit.' h is Inlercs"ng 10 note thal1he IVord k'amak is Koryak arid 
very rarely used among lhe ChukchI The word k' amak signifie< nn evi I spirit among 
the Koryak ~nd i, identical to the word kala (kcly among the ChukChi), Amo,,!: the 
Chukchi k 'amagrylyn abo si!;fliftes mammoth tusk or mamll'loth bone (hteral1y. devi I'; 
!OOlh) Among the Koryak ok-k'amak IS the nome for a larg~ wooden pole. winch 
rcpre,en(S 'guordwns of the ~ illage' and is set in lho ground oomewh~rc near it" (Oogoru 
193949), The las! supposition IS the mOSt probable, 

In our view the name ~ 'amak wa~ borrowed by ~hc Kercb from !he Koryak, 
the Kerek name for shrine having been forgotlcn, The nam~ of !nc mual vessels 
kamak'am comes from karnak It IS Interesling that among,lhe Koryak, Induding as 



well the closest ne'ghbors of the Kereks (the OliulOrskii and Apuka Koryak), similar 
r]lual place. were called "ppapil' -grandfather and yppapll' -grandmother. 

The e.~temal form und funct'ona I ass,gnment of tlie shrines "f the Nortilwe't 
Bcring Sea are distinct,ve. They are d,fferent from cult sites of Siberia and Pri baikal'c, 
where they in !leneral entail rock ~rt. The use of the lower Jaw of a whale aI,d walrus 
skulls for denoting a shrinc has some analogies in Old Eskimo COllturcs. The ,hnnes of 
the Nonhwest Beri"g Sea On Iy have a few analogies in the Old Koryak cull",..;. Special 
investigations of ritual places of Northe"~t Asia have not been conducted. Because of 
lhis we have al 01'1 dispo"l very limited 'naterial for comparative analysis. 

In 1955 at Vetvei vniage, Vdovon (1971) examined a rilual site, appapll 
(DIiulor,k ii Koryak), Distinct from the shrine< of OUf region, lhis ritual place was indI_ 
cated by a duster of deer amlero; on an oval ritual area overgrown wilh gras, and an 
in~et wo"den post, which has not been preserved. 

The composition oftlte faunal remains attests to the tnct that the site wa, ,up_ 
plied by deer herders and hunters. A small number ofbonc-and-stootc arrow and dart 
poinlS, as well as the presence of artifact; of iron, confinns a recent time for the o"!lin 
of lhe shrine (59 object;). The bone points. in contrast wilh thc Lakhtina ones, were 
made from deeramler. Oflhc sockcted poinls, similar in form to ours, 19 spec,mens 
were encouOltered here, stemmed points predominating (N=22); but tnm.e with a coni­
cal stern are lackong. Five iron points and four compound POInts with iron insets were 
fourld. In contrast tOlhe Lakhtilla stone points Ihese 3re excl USlvely of .. hom boid cross 
scction. Thus, the complex of the shnne at Vetvei village is in significant meaSure 
different ITom the complexes of thc rilual sites of the NOI1hwest Dering Sea. Con,icier­
ing that socketed arrow and dan points were nO! found by Vasil'evskii in sites of the 
Old Koryak c,'[ture of lhe Okhotsk coast, their presence at Vetve, can be explained 
only by ,nfluence from the Lakht,na culture 

More sim ilar in inventory ,s (he shrine at the mouth of the Apuka Rivet (Apuka 
Koryak). Jt is, as arc the ritual s,tcs of the Lakhli"a culture, indicated on the surface of 
11le r;wal orea by a cluster of walrus skulls and the lower jawofa gray "'hale sel ,n lhe 
ground. We were given eight arrow and d~n points of walrus tusk and walru; bone 
from this shrine. W'nh the exception of two po'lnts, Ihey are Similar in form to lhe 
Lakhlina points. Four poinls are socketed. Their presence C"n be explained 01' influ­
ence from the Lakhlina culture. 

The presence of several ritual places at several sites oflhe Nonhwe,t lJerong 
Sea (Opukha-four shrines, Etchun-three shrines, and Geka-three shrine,) prob­
ably points to a number of communities living here, which wcre not related 10 each 
otller. Each such community had it, Own community cult cellter-lhe shrme. 

In Ihe literature the classification of the carly cult ,ites of Nonheasl As,a i, 
given by external features (Arutiunov, Krupnik, and Chlenov 1982·.70~ Lcont'ev 
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1983;~4). The proposed ci"sificalioTi should be viewed as prehminary, since subse­
quent archaeological investigation of these siles "ill perm;1 refming it. Al the rres~nl 
time o"ly the shrines of the Lakhtina culture have been examined in suffiClent degree 
in archaeological regard. 

The Domestic Character of the Economy 

Economy 

In Northo"t Asia two large ecological zOrrc, are distingui'hed_ The$e are Ihe 
interior and the coastal. The route of the inhabitant. from the interior \0 Ihe eGa,] stan,. 
judging by the archaeological materials, at the beginning of the second m Lllcnni urn 
B.C. This distingUlshc5 Ihe fomlation of two dislmct (by their basis and Siructurc) 
Iypes of economy. The localization by region of occupation ofa united cultural com­
monalily (or two Mesolithic cultures) in six independent Neolithic cultures ,imulta­
neously anses (Dlkov 1979). 

The Lakhtina archaeological cu lture preserves some archaic features of tlte 
e<:onomy of lhe Iran,ilion period, of the Iransformation of an interior economy 10 a 
coas1.l1 one. The deve10pmem of this cullme in lhe Northwesl Be'in1> Sea can be lraced 
from lhe second millennium B.C. up to lhe seventeenth-eighteenth centuries A.D .. be­
ing quite close 10 lhe ethnographically known cu Iture of the Kcre ks. ntS perm L1s ,,­
suming lhe c~ i.ltence of genetic connections between them and in full measure makLng 
us. of the retrospective method in the reconstruction of the economy_ 

The early stage already points to the presence of a complex economy. The 
exploitation of pinnipeds is de\'eloped from the early stage of devdopme<lt of the 
Lakhtina culturo (second millennium B.C. \ which is visibly attested to by lhe faunal 
remains inlhe dwellings and at the ritual places. This is confirmed also by 1he presence 
of OvenS for cooking the meat of ptnnipcds (Lakhtina, Orianda 1) and lamps. Bow" 
arrows, and darts with ,tone points were used in hunting; lhat LS, the methods oftradi­
lional dry-land hunting can be seen lransferred into the new sphere. There is 110 evi­
dence of the presence of a maritime means of transporra1ion. Gaidars, covered with 
walrus 'kins, of the Koryak TYpe are known among the Kereks ethnographically and 
p,obably are a late borrowing. However, the possibility oflheir convergenl appearance 
cannot be excluded. The explOItation of pinnipeds (walruses, seals. and sea lions), 1hus, 
was limited to procuring them at the haulouts. 

ln lhis stage specia\tzed tools of exploitation are also repre,ented-bone arrOW 
and dan pornts with barbs. They Jre present at thc ritual places and in 1he dWellings in 
laye .. dating to (his period. According to the report of rnformants. lhe Kereks only 
hindored the animal's ability to move and then kLiled il with clLlbs_ Small barbed roint, 



were used in hunting: the small pinn ipeds (ringed seals, iarga seals)_ Large poims were 
used in hun1mg bearucd seals, Sea lions, and "alnlscs. The predOlninan~c of tile bones 
of walruses indicates that the hunt fw this species preva1ied. Among the bone points 
harbed ones predominate, which confinns the primary role of hunting pinnipeds in the 
economy, 

The find of an ice pick (Etchun II) indLcates the presence of winter ilUn1ms of 
pinnipeds, which was probably not widely applied_ However, precisely thLS kind (If 
economlC activity determined the use of -,no,," houses (hunting .heitefs) dunng IHmtin!, 
season f"r from the village, which lochclson mentions_ Amons the coastal Koryak of 
the Okhotsk I ittoral zone, "inter hum,ng of pinnipeds was lackLns (V 8sil' ev,kii 197 1)_ 
AUat[s were n"t encountered in the complexes of the Lakhtina culture; though in the 
tomple~es r>f the neighboring maritime culture, they are represented. 

In the e~pJoilat'on of pinnipeds the Kereks used d,stinetive striking toots, ac­
cording ta ethnographic data, for procuring wounded animals on the hauloub, These 
were artifacts of walrus tusk, with one or \\VO points, sct through a transverse round hole 
in a wooden handle of 1.2 m to 1.4 m (Leningrad, reposito,), of MAE, coiL 408·56, 57), 

Bones of whales in dwe[lings and at ritual pbces, cncoulttered e.lpec,aliy often 
in the second stage, attest 10 the presence of whale hunting_ In whale hunting, large 
barbed arrow and dan points Were employed, possibly with the use of poison_ Thcy 
inillbited the lIerve COllters oftne mil and fins; and thc whale, deprived of the ability to 
move, WJS moved to the shore by the surf, 

Several contcmpora')' ethnosrnphc" argue that in this period, ,1mollg the mari· 
time people, there was no whale hUliting that they used dead whales that had been ca,;t 
a~llore_ However, e"idenec from the bcsinning af thc nmeteenth centu')' of a slm ilM 
method of whalc hunting among the inhabitantS of Kodiak Island (KhvoSIOv and Davydov 
1812) and data in the ethnography ofthe Kereh (Leont' ev 1983) confinn our as,ump' 
tions, Poisoned arroWS were u,ed in whale hunting by the nearest neighbors of the 
Kereh as well·Alcuts, \tel' men. Ainu, Ohutorskii Koryak (Krashcninnikov 1949:24Q)_ 

It is possible, like their ncarest neighbors the OliutarskLi Koryak, the bkhtlna 
people practiced whale huntmg with the use of nets woven fram thongs ofbc.,ded seal 
and walrus skins, Narrow necks aflagoons ofthc Nonhwest Bering Sea, where whales 
W,ed la feed,!.\Iere r.worahle for the u<e oftlli, method of whale hunt"lg_ These nets 
tould be used as well in hunl\ng pinnipeds, as obserlled among the mantime Koryak 

Whale hun!ing tS not possible without a means of transportation On water. 
According to ethnographic data the baidars of the Ko')'ak type appea",d later amon~ 
the Kcrch. However, the development of whale hunting indicates an carlier appear· 
ance far it_ 

The development of harpoonless maritime eXploitation LS a peculiarity of tile 
Lakhtma culture, A harpoon comple~ ofthe Chukotsk· EskLmo type among tl,e Kereks 
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lS known from the nineteenth cenlul)', HallJOons Were originally no! made by the KercKs. 
ralher acquIred thrOllgil exchange with the maril;",c C\,uk~l\i and E,kimos_ Borr",";n!); 
the harpoon waS the result of a search for more effectlve tools during a period when the 

condilions rm explOItation had sharply wOfsened. Fo( a long period, m >pite of mlher 
close contacts with other cultures, the harpoon complex wa~ no! borrowed by the 
Lakhtma peoples. ThlS can probably be explained by the fact that traditIOnal hunlLng 
lools "sed in the conditlOliS ofthe Nonime,( Bering Sea were sufficiently effective and 
provided Ihc needed quantity of pinnipeds. 

The hunt for pi"niped, demanded pat1icipalLon of a substantial group of pcople 
(I" 10 20 men) ~~d was a collective kind of economic aC!ivity. A[[ (he me!l of (he 
'"ltleme~t panleipated m it. as well passin[y as some from neighboring settlements. 
They were o~curied by the hunt in sprin~ and fall, more rarely in winter, wIth the fal[ 
hunt dominating. The devel'JPment of e>..ploila(Ion of pinn ipeds and whales led to tile 
appearance of new material (walrus tusb and bones uf pinnipeds and whales), I hi, 
also determined the appearance and dcvclupmcrlt of a new technology for the prepara· 
tion of tools, and new k illds and forms [)f them, Thc developme!lt onlle exploitatloll of 
pi,mipcds and whales contributed to the appearance of new !eJtures in the techno logy 
of the structure of dwell ings, DOlles of whales and walruse, arc used as cO"'truction 
component, of roufs "lid walls of dwellings. New elements appear in the dady lifc­
lamps with the use of oil of,~als, walmses, and whales. Whale vertebrae were used for 
scats and as suppOrt> for the working of wood and bone, Habitation 11\ the litlora] zone 
brought about the appearance of a nc,," kind of tr~"srort-the mcans of travelwg on 
water -bJidars, covered wilh walrus 'kins 

Ninety perCent of all bone artifacts III lhe second slage of development of the 
cnlture were mad~ front walrus tusks and bones of pinnipeds and whales, which con· 
firms the main role of maritime exploitatLon in the economy, Ott the whole, as was so 
for the majority of lhe northcrn marilime cultures. full utilllation of th~ catch was 
characleristic for the Lakhtina cu [ture, 

h' tile early stage the development of fishing can also b~ observed, I! Wa, con· 
nected wllh the run of sal monids during spawning scason_ Found Stnkcrs altest !o lhe 
dcvclopmem oftaking fish with net,. Ethnographically it waS known that the Ker.ks 
WOI'r>-ncls from sinew., of wal ruses and whales. 

Spccializ<:d bone arrow and leister points-ttarrow poinl, with One Or several 
ba,bs-are represented, Fishing was carried out by spearing. the result of the tra[\sfer of 
a method of land hunting to a new sphere, as was exploitalton with leisters_ To the shaft 
of the leister, r(lint~ were fostened in several r,eees i[\ the form of a divergent buttdle 
with one poitlt in tbe center The second stage provides ecidence of the usc of' com· 
pound bone hook' wilh several barbs for catch ing flsh_ A [so known wn, Ihe mOrc prim i­
\lve method of striking the (j,h (Opukha TT [)_ The Kereks partItioned off the passage of 
lhc salmon to the spawn ing grounds by dan''', Ovcrcommg the obSlacles, the fi,h made 
a jump: and at this m"ment they were s!U[\ned with" 'pccia[ club_ Fishing wns an 
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individual form of economic activity. When occupied by fishing, th~ Kereb divided 
into small groups, most of ton indi,' ;dual fam il ies_ The fLSh caught were considered the 
property of the whole domestic community. 

The exploitation of birds is noted in the carly stage. flow and arrows w,th small 
.tone p();nt, were used. In the second stage there are special bone "TrOW po;tlts-hunt 
and bird speat points. The small number of bunts attests ttl the fact Ihm thi, method of 
l1,ml;1\!; bird, "as not Inc primary One. With the aid of the hird spenr, 1hey hunted btrds 
during the pcnod of molting. In bird hunting ,I ings were also used. Round pebble, for 
the sling were found in dwellings and at ritual places. 

KLiling birds during moltlng is known ethnographically, as well3s tile usc of 
nets and dip nets for catching birds in the <ookeries_ The Inner method emerged as a 
result of adaptations in the coastal zone. The Kerch, I Lke the Itel 'me", collected bird,' 
eggs in spring in the rookeries and on islands. They we,.e also occupied with hunlln!l 
bifds in spfing_ The method~ of carching birds and proce~sil1£ them among the Kereks, 
as cthnographer Leom'ev notcs, were originnl, archaic, and do not have atlalogie~ in 
the occupations of neigltbor;Il£ Paleo-Asiatic peoples, except the Itel'men (Lccn(cv 
1983)_ They hunted ducks, geese, swans, and guillemots. Hunting was done illdjvidu. 
ally_ 

Thc faunal remains in the dwellillg, and ritual piaceSI;,ve a repTC.IentatiolJ oj' 
the objects of the hUllt. The Lakhtina people hm'ted wild Jecr, I ",onntai" sheep, brown 
bears, Arctic fox, fox, harc" wolverine-l, ~nd Arctic ground squi, ,els. I n the first stage 
they humed with the aid of a bow and arrO\\S with stone points, with the predo,," inance 
of",iero-points attesting 10 the rae! tfm!!hey generally hunted small atlimals_ In the 
secoud Slage bone points "ith barbs Jnd "ithout hafbs were u,ed f,,,. hunting. III hUllt­
ing furbearing animals they used arrows with bunt-points_ Snares were abo used Such 
a snare, accordmg to the inventory I ist "a 'trap' for catehmg foxes and Arctic [OM>," is 
represented in the Ke",k collection of Gonda!!i (Lellingrad, reposirory of MAE. col 4· 
42). In the hUnt, striking tools Wefe also used, the so·ealled bear clubs, a descrirtion "f 
which has already been given. 

They were occupied hy hunting in fall and procuring ru" in winter. In rur 
hunting and regular hUllting, they used dogs beginning in the early stage On the wh()le 
(land] hunting dLd not have great significance, being "n auxil,ary f()rm of econom,c 
activ,ty_ I'ur hunting up to the seventeenth century provided only for the internal rc· 
qu Ifements of each COmmun ity. The push to intensive development of r ur hU"ting in 
the ,eventeenth celltuT)' Wa, made by an increased (I. 'nand for f"" by the K0'Y"k all" 
Chukchi, who played the role of Intermediaries in the exchange operal1ons between the 
Russians and rhe Kerolks, 
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The mea! of land anomals. as (lr sea animal~, ..... as preserved in m~al pits and 
,nt¢rior Slora!,e p,ts and used III raw, dried. cooked, s[)uf~d. and stewed form. The skins 
were used for the preparation of sleepmg .ccc"orics and -;ewing clothmg. 

The role of [land) huntmg decline, in c.:>nneC\lon with resc\\lemcnI into the 
coas!al zone and witb the development of the exploitation of pinn'perls. 

The single domesttc animal among the Lakhtina people was the dog. Dones of 
dismembered carcasses of dogs in dwellings and at ritual places speak of using dog 
meal as food. This probably took place during long famines. 

Elements from dog,' harnesses ~nd ,hocs for sleds ane,\ 10 the early develop· 
menl of dog (""inS. A potiag central bell was faslen~d along the lo)]gltudinal axis of the 
block On Cwo sides through an oval hole. A slOI Was cut for 'I, and in order to avmd 
displacement, the potl~g was fastened through the 'ound hole by leather thongs Traces 
were fastened to the block as well In harnessing 910 II dogs,4 to 5 blocks were used 
Sled shoes were made of whale bone and fastened to the w<,oden ,unner by bone pins 
through row,o hole,. The pans of dog hamess<:s and sculptural 'epresentation~ suggest 
the type of harness Thi, was the long paired one From the eIghteenth century, this 
type of harness is encountered among the Itel'",en. coastal CI",kc!>i ~nd KOT)'.k, the 
Esk,mos, the settled, huntmg Even, and. 11\ pan. among the Yakll1 and Yukagir 111S 

interesting thai unt,( the eighteenth. century the tranwerse (fan or ~Iock tyre) type of 
dog han'ess had been "sed by thes<: ethme groups (Is~o"ko_et"ograli'hcski, a~l"s Sibiri, 
1961), 

Matenal from an ~!hnograph'c coliec!ion (Leningrad, repository of MAE, col. 
442) prov,des evidence of the distribUl,on among ~hc Kereks of a neck ~ypc of dog 
harness wi~h Ihree loops. This type of harness has no attaiogs These malef1ais co"firm 
the p,csence among the Kereks of frcighl and riding sledS with .ecta11gular SUppOr1S 
(!hrce·'''ppor1 a!ld five-suppon rods) with a single arc on front. Similar sleds were 
d istrobuted among the Itel' men. coas~a I Chukchi and Kory.1k, and EskonlOS 

Accordtng!o the report by th~ informan~ I Uvaurgm, they also used dog har­
neSses when travel !og b.,idars, When going along the snore. the dogs w~re connected 10 

~ ba,dar by a lin~ lMt was managed by the oarsman. 11 is known ethnographically thal 
th~ Kereks bred special sacrific,.i dogs thal were not "sed m the harness. 

Our archaeological ma1dfials(Opukha I, Dwelling 2: Opukha II, and Etchun I) 
Sl1gg~,t that dog tca,ns were developed in ~he lirst 1" f,flh centu,ie, A D. It is 110! 
impossIble lhalthey were <l.e~eloped eadie<. It is just pos~ible that the long. p.,ircd ~)'pe 
of dog harness was borrowed from the Lakhtina people by reprc'~ntatives of '''"ound­

ing cultures. 

T oge!her with traditional col leetmg On tI'e majnland. maf1ne collecting is de· 
veloped in the e,,,ly stage of developme,,~ of the Lakhtina culture rhe remains "f 
mollusk shells il1 dwelling' are ["und m the early siage Tool, tha~ wer~ u,ed,,, main· 
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land collec!ing, in d'gging roots, Wert picks and manocks and are repr~sen!cd in the 
early stage. Specialized toois for manne collet:ting are repr~sen!od in the second 'tase. 
These are bone spades for separa!mg mollu,k shell, from ,tones during low tide and 
bone points for opening the shdls. They have se_eral a"alogs in comple);:~s of Old 
K oryak cuhure of the Okhotsk eo~s! (V aSli" e,' ski, 197 I) Collec!inll wa, done exclu­
~ivcly by !he "omen 

The con'plex of ,tone and bone 100is from dwellings permit <li,cus~i"g tile 
dcvelopmcL!\ of (he domes\!c e~onomy. rile ""en made \o()ls I'm work and procure· 
ment, as well as ev"ryda) objccls, of slone. bone, and wood. rm Uus, tools for work ing 
th~sc materials were used. hammers, ad~cs and adze· like tools. axes. knive" ,poke­
sl'aves. burms and gra_ers, drills, and bone adzes and rdouch 100ls Th~y al'0 nlad~ 
ornaments· be.ds of porphyrite. 

The "omen worked skms with scrapors, 'kreblos. and polishers They made 
sloeping accessories with the aid of punches. bone needles. and 'mew lhread. For cut­
lmg up me~t. fi,h, and ~uf1ing skins Ihcy ",ed retouched kn i yes, n~~~s. and shells w!th 
snarpened cd!!,",. and ground stale knive,. J"dgmg by the dimensions of the finger 
impreSSIons it> ccrnm ic vesscis, the wome" were occupied m produc"'£ li>o,e vessels 
also. 

The development of lh~ economy of lhe Lakhtina ~uhure rcnectcd the adapta­
!lon by hunting-fishing tribes of the ,nterior zone to the new ecological co"ditions of 
the linoral zone TI,e Slrueture of the economy changed. In the fi"l stJgc. lhe Icadi"s 
kinds of economic acnv,!)" judgmg by cQrrcia!',on of me faunal remains and t<>ol$, 
were hunting and fishing, wh ,Ie bird hunting, huntmg pinniped,. and collecting played 
an aux' lial)" role. W,th the second slage, exploiting pinnipods bec~me the mos! pIOm,­
ncot. and exploitation offish and birds played an aux,llary role, as well as rlandJ hun!· 
ing. wh,eh had 10Sl ilS previous ,ignif,cance 

New struc(ural changes," lhe economics of th~ Kereks can be see .. '" the 
e'gil!eenth-"i"etee"th centunes !"I'e>, were connocted '''Ih the prcd"tory expIO!1a_ 
(io" of pinnipeds. prima"ly walruses, as well as whales. m the Bering Sea by Japanese 
and Amencan whal'"g sl, ips. Gondaui repe>rts' "The Kerch were poor, often suffe"ng 
from insuffIcient food, cspeci~lly in rccen( years. whe", owing to Ihe aCllVI(y of Ameri­
Can sh,ps that annually "'sIled lhis coast in spring, o,er the COUrSe of many years. and 
even nOw ,,01 leav,ng it unaMended, completely exhausted the pop"la!!on of ,vhales "nd 
walruses. 01". betlcr said, those, intensely frighlened, became entirdy nnal1amable by 
the local popula!ion Wilh ilS faulty baidarkas and projectIle tools" (Goodaul I 897: I 77) 
Dogoraz "dds thaI '"the amval of IImerican whaling sh 'P' drove the walr"se~ fal1her 10 
the nol1h ." (l3ogoraz 1903. I 14) During that period (he Kereks preserved their t"di· 
110nal economic occupations. Thus. Shmalov '"POrt, that they "have for subsistence 
sea mammal.. bord" and fish; as well as collecl",g root, and berries" {Kosven 1962:287}. 
Gonda!!i writes Ihallhc Kereh "are occllpI~d with fishing and takong sea mammal< 
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and fur-bearing animals" (GondMli 1897· 177). Bogo,az stressed lhat the basic form of 
c~plQitatjon was walruses' "In early times the} (the Kereks-A,O,j I,ved by fceding 
thcm,clves on walruses" (Bogaraz 1903- 114) However, OWLng to a sharp decrease in 
the number of pinnipeds, predom Lnantly walruses, and whales the lMrit,me IIllnt ing uf 
the Ker~ks fell inlo decline. The primary branch of the economy became f.shLng and 
bird InLntill!l_ Leont'cv's conclusion. that "among the Koreks the hunting of birds and 

small rodent, was of primary importance" (LeonI' eV 1976(a)'22 7), can be recog,nzed 
as OOrroct particularly for the period of the nineteenth to the beg'''n;''g of the rwentieth 
century. fi,h,ng and bird huntillg could ,,(>( completely compensate for sea mammal 

huntin~ 

AS a result of the illfl"enc-e of the Chukchi and owing to the decli]w in "wri_ 
time exploitation in the eighteenth to nineteenth centuries among the Kereks there oc­
cur< the devciopment of sma!! deer )]erd~ were developed, whiel], however, dJd not 

playa IMge role. 

The process of adaptation of the Lakhtina people in the coastal zone deter­
mmcd a seasonal sottlement pattern and a new stage in the development ofproductivc 
forces, lhe appearance of skills and knowledge, specialized tools, and new form~ of 
economic ~ctivity. Th~ economy became more complex, and a h]gh level of develop­
ment and diversily was al1ained b)' th~ bone industry This shows a higher d~gree of 
development of the productive force, of the Laki1ti na and surrounding maritime cul­
tures rc btive 10 interior culture.', On the whole. characteri,tJC for the economy or the 
Lakhlina ~nlture, is the promitj\'~nes\ oflhe adopted economy, W]tit tl]o e~cept;Qn of ]ts 
lale element, small-scale reindeer herding. 

The ,easonal;(y of the economy determined the appearance of summcr siles 
conn~cled w]th fi,hmg at th~ mouths of rivers and at lakes, and in winter, %nnccted 
with hUniing pinnipeds on the coast. The cc-onomic unit was the household group, 

Commerce und Exchange 

Adaptation in the coastal zone and the reduction in the role of [landlltunttng 
cau~ed lite necessity for exchange between the bearers of the Lakhtma Cullure and 
inlerior tribes ()f wild deer hunter> The exchange embraced some kinds of cconom ic 
activi1tcs. nO! violating the econom ic autarchy of the Lakhtina commun1ty, wh]cit was 
typical for a primitive commumty sys(em. 

Producls ofmmi1tme hunting (>eal ,kmS; thongs; walrus, seal. and whal. ot!; 
and walrus 1\lsks) and trapping were e~changed by the bearer> oflhc Lakh(ina culture 
for the meat and skins of deer, The equivalent, of exchange were probably the deer 
carCasses and skins, the laner havjllg heen neccssnty for ,ewing clothing and the prepa­
ration of sleeping acccssorie.', Commerc]al operatIons bore lite citarac!er of natura) 
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exch'''ge. The mcrea5<' of natural e~change began with the origin nnd development of 
reindeer hcrding among the Chukchi and KOf)'ak. The necessity for c~change was the 
Lakhlina people's purpose for the CO'tnectlon Jnd contacts with represcntative, of the 
surrounding cultures. 

From the seventeenth century, glass beads and seed beads of Russian origi", as 
well as artifacTS of iron (that were very highly valued) of Koryak (prepared by forgir\g) 
and RUs>ian production, among The Lakht,na people Can be explained as a ,",ul! of 
exchange operations. The southern Kercks participated in exchange commen::c at the 
fair at the mouth of the Pachakha and Apuka rivers (there people were few: 200 10 400 
people wilh an exchange amounting 101,000 wble,) (Jochelson 1908(a), In the lerri· 
tory of the Kcrek serrlements in Ihe cighl""Jlth and nineteenth cent uric, there were (V.'o 
c~nlers of exchange commerce: a village at the mouth of the Khatyrka River and the 
villagc of Mainypil'gyno at the confluence of the slreams nowmg from I,ake. 
Vaamochka and Pekul'nelskoe, The coastal Chukchi Came here for trade (Vd(>vin 
1973 '260). Penetrations of monelarily based commercial relations are not see" 0" tile 
Nonhwest Bcring Sea unti I (he beginning of the lwentieth century 

During the period of intertribal warfare, (he Kerek villages becamo the object 
of attach by thc Chukchi and Koryak. Using m,mericnl and physical ,uperiority, Ihe 
Chukchi and Koryak plundered Ihe food supplies ofth. Kereks The WOmen and chll· 
dren Were taken into slavery (Lcont'ev I 916a), inasmuch ~s (hey were nceded in the 
work force for p,1sturing the deer herd,. E>.change acquirc(i an all (he morc <meqtlal 
character in this period, In connec!ion with the decline of maritime hunti"g," pan of 
the Kerch becomes dependent Oil we~lthy Cl\\tkchl deer nerQel';, "Kcrch, livrng on 
Cape Barykov~," repons llogoraz, "repeatedly complained Iha( the Tel'pek Clmkchi 
(reated them very badly, took furs without payment, and forced the,r WOmen and chil· 
dren to work as herders" (Bogoraz 1934 :29). "The "onhenl vi Ilagcs of the Kereks," 
add, Jocllels[ln, "ore all still an object of oppression by (he Chukcni, who like 1he 
Koryak, often steal lhe supplies of lhe Kereks and demand obedience from !hem" 
(Jochelson 1908,810), The e.oOnOm ic connections of the Kercks w,(h surrounding peoplc, 
wcakened. 

Social Charactcr;stic~ 

Community Re!ation,\ 

The basie econom'c and social unit of the Lakhtm" wllllre was probably a 
collectivc of relative. and kindred living in one d"ellitlg. (he hQu~.hold uni!. [t IS eh~r· 



aC len zed by communal property in thc means of production and objccts of use, as well 
as huntin!; t~rritories. Personal property wag also there in everyday objcc!s and tools of 
the individual's hunt"'g and fishin!;. Possibly the dccoration on bone points denot~ 
personnl property_ 

The ,itcs, which numbered several dwellin!;s, a<td which represented the total­
iT)' of oCOnom;c unities, were an association of household group~ The comhined living 
stip\,lated the common hunting-fishing territories and the cult cenlers, and in case of 
need,lhe assoelatior\ of the collecti~e In economic activity. In conneclion with tl,e 
dominating role in an economy ofhu[\tinll pinnipeds, it Was inevitably nece""y to 
increase the rolo "f men's work, the rolc and significance of men in economic Rnd 
social life. 

The increase m patriarchal relations and the increase in signlfic"ncc afmeo in 
economic and ,ocial relations ~re connected with the development of p",ductive power 
and production relations. 

3hnakcnb\,rg considered the K~rek fam ily patrial'chal (Shnakenburg ( 1939:99). 
Leom' ev bel ieved that the basis of the Kcrek villagc consisted of a matrlarchal fam i Iy 
(Leoni' ev 1976A:36-37). Such diametrically opposed points of view can be e~plalned 
by the fact Ihat. in spite Mthe mcrease in economic and social Slgniflcance of men', 
work, WOmen among the Kcreks retain more significance in the economy and, On thc 
whole, in the !;WUP than among ,urrounding peoples, 

The data of informants conlirm the fact that the head of the household group 
and the villag~ was the oldest man (the principle of seniority prevailing)_ At the same 
lime, in domestic questions, the leading role belonged to the oldest woman. 

Resm noted in his description, "Women ofth is people hav~ substantially mOre 
significance than among other>. They direct the "hole economy, occupy a large paflill 
commerce, and, i" appearance, they seem IIlOre advanced than tbe men" (Resin I 888;)7) 
1 his is reflectcd in Kerek folklore lcont'ev repofl, that In the dwelling, in addition to 
the fam ily of tne h~ad of the nousehold group, the brOlhers of hi, wi fc with their fnm i­
It" nlso l;wd, that is, relatives of his wife' s lineage. Leont 'ev reconstrllcts Ihe compo­
SlllOn of only one of the "fmnilies" living in one dwell in!;. I\S a single example, these 
data ""nnot serve for long rangc conclusions, but on the whole reflect the Socinl role of 
wOmen. 11,is is also cOf1obomted by a tradition existLng among the Kereks of cnll i ng 
tho sister of one's molhcr "'mama_" The special posil10n of women in Kerek fam il,cs 
.tresses her pafl and role in defining religious cults (Leon!' CV 1983.55) 

Leont'ev's report regarding the fact that the Navarin Kereks preferred to take 
wivo, from 1he Khalyrka Kereks and vice ~ers", is in our vicw evidence Qf f"rmorl" 
eXlsti,,!;, ,trictly regulated, exogamic' marriage. Marriage, With other tribal members 
were formerly strictly prohibited. Among the Kereks patnlocai marriage was most 
often practiced, but matrilocal was also e[\COlintered The IIlcrcase in the socml and 
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economic role of men is reflected in Kerek folklore (Leom'ev 1983). The heroes of 
folk lore are primarily male personages 

Up to the end of the mneteenlh century Ihe process of d'sintegration of p"m i· 
lIVe communal relations cannot be secn among the Kcrds During the twentieth Cen­
tury the pnvilcged cia" of shamans appears (Leont'ev 1<)8). Archaeolog,cal materi­
als ancst to a lack of inequality ofpropeny among the Lokhtina people And m the later 
period of the eighteenth to the end of the nineteenth century in Kerek culture, the mate· 
nal prereqUlsttes for the em~rgence of inequality of property are l~cking, as well as the 
usc of forced labor in thc e~onomy Among !he Koryak and Chu~chi the dIssolution of 
the primitiYe communal strUC1ure and the emergence of meqllail!), of pmpeny WCre 
caused by Ihe development of large· herd reindeer breed ing. During th~1 perIOd th~ use 
of forced labor in the economy also became economically justified, primari Iy ,n rein_ 
deer herding. The dissolution of Ihe primi11ve tommunal structure among the Korya~ 
and Chukchi was accelerated by RUSSian mnucnc~ and the emcrgence of monet~nly 
based commercial relatIOns Among the Kcreks. small·herd remdeer breeding is devel· 
oped on Iy in the nine~eenth century, the development of monetarily b.sed commerc'al 
rela1ions IS not ,een, and the Kereks did not e'penen~~ dorect Russian mll,enee until 
the end of the mneteenth-beglnning of the twentie1h century. 

Rdigio"f ldeQ'! 

One of the impO!lan1 aspec1s of spirilual life, which panially yields to reeon· 
s~ruc1ion on the basi, of the arehacolog'cal and ethnographic data ava,lable to us, are 
rehg'ous ideas. 

Religious ideas as a fom' of social perception are mevltably reflected in the 
ma1erlal culture The materi.l culture of the Lakhtina people, about whiCh tile archaeo· 
log,eal material gIves some notion, points to 1he eXIstence of developed animi,ti, idcas 
as early as the second millenn,um B C Echoes of naive· realistic ideas can also be SeCn. 
The emergence and development among the Kereks of shamanism at 1h~ beginning of 
the twenheth century ,s ethno~raphic"lly known. 

Echoes of naive·realistic ,deas, which are r~f1eC1ed in 1he mollerial culture of 
the Lakhtina people, are closely connect~d with their economic actly,ty and I iving con· 
ditions. Econom,e achy,!)' and naive-realistic ideas .;~r~ a basis for deYeiopment and 
are ",f1ected in the art of small forms, prima"ly in ca"..ed sculpture In our collection 
carved sculpture is represented by twO figurines >Jf bjrds cleady of cult assignment ami 
a figure of a dog in an assemblage of.mulets. 

The forsl figunne, a bird of walrus tusk, is decora1ed with Ihe characteristic 
des'gn of tripled and coupled p'lfallell ines with triangular checks A hole w"s bored on 
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its upper pal'! for ,uSpens'on, It wa, f"und by Lcont'~v at the Orianda I SIte (Keniu!) In 

tnc layer beSIde slone HeaT1h I. Accord!llg 10 the mfonna!ion of ,,,forman!,, tillS is R 
sculptural ,ep,..,semauon of an owl, which wa. one of the popu lar p~r50nage> <>f Kcrek 
folklore However, Ih~ form of the head of the figurine ,s more reminiscent of the 
outlme oftne he.dof a seal. With the rcailsm we ob,er\'e in the carved s~ulpturc uflhe 
Korch, this is dIfficult to explam thn:lUgh sketchiness Of mabi!,ty In ad<huon, It' 

Gondatti',; Kerek collectio" there is a swlp!ural representation of an owl with a realis­
tic rcprcscmauon ofthc hcad, dIstinct from the figurine dc~c"bed above (Leningrad, 
repos!!o'>" of MAE, coiL 442_28/58) rhc fIgurine bems described is probably a com­
posite [<:>rm, as well as an amulet 

The 5ece>nd carved figurine ot a bird of wood is ,,,,,ilar In appearance to the 
one dcscribed .,bove, b01 without fee!. This is probably a representation of J II'ntcrfowl. 
A 10llg the b~ck it is decorated by parallel ~ngraved lines, .lnd on 1he upper rart a hole i, 
drilled for suspension 01 attachment On 1he I>.'Cl< and breaSl of the figurine there ~re 
roullded depreSSIons wIth scorched black edges-traces of rotation with a wooden ,1 ick 
(Fig_ 35 I) This renec1S a defim1e ritual wIth which the "strik illg" of the vItally impor­
tant centers On the figurino would gUMantee s"cce,~f,,1 bird imnting. The revolving of 
a wooden stick in this case was al~o probably used III obL:llnmg "sacred" fire, which 
played a "snifle"nt role III religious rituals. This figurme, I ike 1h~ first, is of compOSite 
form Th,s probably reflects the Idea of r~illcarnallOO. 

The f,gUrine of" dog of wood in a group of amulms (a modem wo,k) "Itests to 
the signIficant role of the dog In Ihe rciigio"s ,,«,als of the Ker.b. Th,s tr~dlllon d~­
pam from the Natives oftne d,stant past. We ,ee a slmll~r p,c1ure .mong Ihe Kory~k 
(Jochelson 19(}8a), the Chuhhl (llogorJz 19M). and Ih~ lIel'men (KrasheninnikoY 
1949) 

Sculpm,al '~preselllations of amma!~ and bird, are wIdely represented ;0 
Gondatll's ethnograph ie Kcrek collectIon (lenIngrad, reposi1ory of the MAE, coil. 44 I, 
442) These arc fi:;:urine, of "nimals and birds Ihat had impon,lnl hunting and ceo­
"om,e sigllifioalltc Or played a d~f",itc role in the sp"ilUallife of tile populaloon and its 
religious ideas. Some figurines clearly had a cult ass'gnment Here flgu"nes of f;ea 
mammals Jre rcpre'ented. whale, walrus, ,eal, sea lIon, land an,mal>: brown beat, 
mountain sheep, wild deer. dog, arctlc fD~, fox, s~ble, harc, and arc\!C ground S'lumcl. 
Among bIrds, figurines represent swaus, ducb, a"d owls 

Of tne small engraved sculpture of the Kereks, thc rcal,sm III delivery of the 
characteristic pose of the animals and blfds is di'tlnctive, though the moufs of om"" 
mentation are similar to Eskimo carved bonc_ 

The 1ransfer~nce to anImal. and birds of human traits and its communal n!ld 
socIal organization, ehamcteristi~ for 1he naivc-realistic ideas, is refiected 'n Kcrek 
folklore (Leont'cv t 983) 



The schematic t1at 'mages of .nimals and birds. revealed in structural compo­
nents of wails and roofs (Opukha I and Etchun II). are connected with economic aCl iv­
ily "nd naive-realistic ideas. In J dwelling of tile Elchcm I site t~(S is a schematic im, 
~g.s of a bellowing deer (Fig. 44;2), In the collection ,everal indeterminate schematIc 
illustrations arc also represented, There are as well two schematIC ilillstratlons ret1ect­
ing the existence of a bird cult among the Lakhtina people These are lhe image,; of a 
flying bird on i\ piece of whale ,ib from the Y~nki"en site (fig. 44:1). as well ~s the 
images of an imprmt of a bird's foot On the lower jaw of R whale in Dwelling 2 orlhe 
Opukh. I ,ite (f·ig 22:4). The ritual ,ense oflhe bSl illLlstraliOll i, co"firmcd by the 
schematic [mag"' of a toadstool located itl (he same place (fig. 22;3), which was widely 
known in Norlheast A,ia a, " hallucinogen. The images described abovc were COll­
nected, ill our view, with the raven cult, Thi, 'S co"nrmed by ethnographIc data Thus, 
the elaboration in Kerek folklore of the myth about raven and hi, circle of kindred 
(Leont' ev 1983:60) attests to the eX istence "mong the Kercks ofthe cuI! of the raven a, 
a sacred bird, the aJtc~stor and proteclor. This cult has Its roots in lhe di~lant past, A 
similar cult is rioted by invest'gators among the Koryak (Jochelsoo 1908b,680), lhe 
Chukchi (Bogoraz 1934:(72), the hcl'meo (Krosheninnikov 1949:407), "nd several 
tribes of North American Indians (lochelson 1908b:651. The existence of the rav.n cult 
among the L~khtina pcople is confirmed as well hy decorations on three bone rOll,ts 
from the shrine at the Orial\da II sitc. These decorations are in the form of schem~llC 
image, of imprints ofbird5' feet There are similar decorat'on, On two oone arrUw 
bunt-points it> an ~thnograpltic collcC(ton, which Volkov ~nd Rudenko ( 191 Q, F,g. 12-
m, 14-a) d~finc .15 schematic image, of the raven tOlcm (Nelson 1899)(1910, rig. 12_ 
m,14-a). 

The rdlectiOt\ of the existence of naivc-n)al isue Ideas is the emergence and 
development among Kereks of hunting festivals and ceremonies, which are known 
ellmographically (Leont'ev 1983) but nndoubtedly have ancient roots, (1 1S possible 
that 1he separation of the Kerch into two groups-the upper an<llower, or by Leon!' cv 's 
definition, th" Navann and Khatyl'<;k (Opukna) ~roups- i~ connccted with the b~ -MW­
forgotten IOlcmlslic ideas defined. This diVIsion was Ilardly only territorial. This i, 
co"firmed by lhe practice of c\ogalnic marriage between these groups or Kereks 
(LCO"l'CV 1983). The division into lwo groups-upper and lower_we observe as well 
am""g the Koryak, Itel'men, and Aim' (Jochelson 1901\0, Krasheninniko\' I <)4<»). The 
divi.,ion into IWO or mOre pitratrJcs e",is!ed among North American Indians. For ex­
ample, among Ihe 1'1 ingits lhere exi,ted thc Raven and Wolf (according to some onfor­
mat ion-the E"gic) phralrles (Shternberg I 936). 

Archaeological materials attest to lhe existence among the Lakhtl1l3 people of 
~ more complcx form of religious ideas-animism. "mong lhem W"' developed lhe 
worship of spirits-"ma<ters of places," By" rcneetion of faith in the "moster of tile 
se~," OIl whose will in sc~ mammal hunting depends, come~ the ritual ofsac'i~~ial 
offering, Juring whici1 they threw wood"" ritual 3'f(>\\'S and darlS nnd pieces of fo[)d 
into the fiver flowing into the sea. This ceremony i. reported by the informanl I Ftynkell, 
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The ~e,emo"y probabl> has an anctem source, and earlier II' lhe ritual r~al arrows and 
da", were used Sacrificial offenng was accompanied by enuea1les to guarantee .uc­
cess!'ul hunting. 

Connected with animIstic Ideas and the .nccstor cult mc the (lriS'" and func­
t.oning of communal ,ul! centers-the shrine, 

The K~reks imagined and r~pre5cnled evil 3t1d gond 'pm's variously. Thus, 
the spirit of the ritual place, Karnak, accordmg to information of informant,. they ,mag­
ined as a large man. It is possible tha11his is connected WIth lhe legend of the appear­
ance in lhe land of the Kereks of a large man drcs..d in wal"" skIns and" ho len tracks 
(fiogorazI934:121). 

It is interesting lhat e~en now these "tracks," lhat were the baSIS for the legenu, 
arc ~ncountered rather often on the coast We observed them It the bJse of the spit at 
the Opukha I site. The "!racks:- actually .trikingly reminiscent of a chnin of human 
!racks, are imprinted in the soil. The longItudinal dIstance befween the "!rack," IS 1.28 
m, the width between them 0 22 "L The length of~ "!rack" IS 0.38 m and the greatest 
WIdth 0.24 m. The nature of Ihesc "trJCks"' is meanwhtle unknown. 

Evilspirils, according 10 the information of infomlant~, are often mlagllled as 
all evil dog. In Gondat1;' s elhnogr~ph;c Kcrek COllection there" a wooden, 'culptured 
likeness of a pcrson"1 spirit-a proteclor (according !O the lisl a.k,k' amak) On the belt 
of a hunter. Til" is aconvenuonally rendered figunne of. man wilh a pointed head on 
which are schematically c.rved ~yes. nose, and mO"th, and with convelltionally de­
noted legs in the form of an inverted V (coiL 442-18). The amhropOm(}rpnlC figurine 
from the ElchulllI SHe .s probably a r.presentation of a spiflt·protector of the family 
ilear1h and dwelling A design on a bone pomt, found hy Leonf cv at the Orlanda I site 
near Hearth I (fig. 59.4). i, also probably a representation of a SpirIt. 

The u,e of fire by the Kerch for ··purificati(H)" and del ivcrance from the mflu­
ence of evil spiril5 is ethnographically known Connecled with faith in a sp"it-protec­
tor of the dwel1inl; among the Kereks are festIval, and ceremontes. known etnnogr"phi­
cally. that .ccompa",e5 Ihe move into a new dwelling This is on~ of Ihe family cult;. 
metuding as wellthc cu It 0 f fire 

An im istic ideas are also rellected III the burial rit".l of tl,c Kereks Tile)' be­
lieved that the spirit of the deceased leli the body altd set off!o the i"vis.bic '·Iand of 
ancestors," where It remaincd unlil returning as a newborn child III tile f",nily of its 
elosc,t relatIves Among the Kereks ther~ existed tWO mcthods ofbuflal-5ea and land. 
The first method IS known ethnosraphically and was descnbed hy JocheIS(}n. He re­
pons: "The Kcreks, who d.d nOt have uees or dnl'iwood for construction of a funeral 
pyre. cast lite" dead. dressed i,! bUrial dress. IIIto the s~a. They tIe the rlc"eilsed to a 
long pole, pull It WIth ropes to thc sea and then push it ;Ilto the waler with SlIcks" 
(Jochclson 1908b:I04). All the work allhe village c~ased untiltbc bunal. The e~lSt­
ence of sea burial among the matilime ChukchI. during which tho deceased was dropped 
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into the ,ea from" diff Or rock, is reponed by Bogoraz (1934). Among the other peoples 
ofNOl1heast Asia no similar method of burial is found. We found "nd mvestigaled only 
one land buriol at the Opukha I sile According 10 inf(lmlalion from the infonnanl I. 
Uvaurgin, pieces of dog r.kin with white fur "ere used a, amulets for proTecting Ihe 
,pirit oflhe dead from evil spirits On iI, joume~ to the "land of ancestors." The white 
color thus had symbolic significance. 

Tho ethnographer Leont'ev adds information about the ouri,ll ceremony of the 
Kereks. He reports that sea and land burial we'" accompanied by an idenlical rttual. 
The Kcreks, emergiltg from anim istie ideas, believed in the existence of a close COn­
neCllon hetween the de.;:ea,ed and his ilving relatives. The method ofbltrial w~s deter­
mined by Ihe wish ofthe deceased expressed during life or determined irt the course of 
fortune lelling (Leont'cv 1983.90). A community ccrnelc!)' for the Lakhtina people 
was not found. Separate land burial eXlSted 

Among the Kereh echoes of the Sun cult can also be observed, probably hav_ 
ing laken place earlier. This lS trnderstandable since the seasonal economy of the Lakluitta 
people was connectcd with the change of seasons· E1hnographically it is known Ihat 1he 
Kel'1'ks always lay down to sleep in Ihe dwelling with their head 10 1he east, while the 
dccea,ed, until burial, "ere placed with th~ head to the weSl (Leolll"ev 1983 :9)). The 
orientalion of the land burial (head to th~ easl) also corroboratcs the e~isten~c of an 
earlier Sun cull. 

The presence among lhe Kerch of a more complex form of rel<gious ideas· 
sha'nanism· i. cthnograph icall y known. r n the n 'meteenth -beginnmg of the twentielh 
century, thc cor)y .tage of development of shamanism can be observed. "fam 'I)' 5ha· 
m"nism," Of, as Bogotaz defines this S1age, "general sham~nism," Thc leadi,lg role in 
the rcligious ceremonies among the Kereks was played by women. "All the old women 
of the Kcrek tribe," reports Bogoraz, '"are considered very sk illed in sorcery, and lilts 
peculiarity of theirs ,s also menlioned in stories" (Bogoraz 1934,210). Krashcmnn ikov 
reports on shamans. predominantly women, and medicine men among th~ Itermen 
The $pccialization of shamans among the Kereks originates al the beginning of Ihc 
twentieth cemu!)', This is possibly the result of Chtlkchi influence. Lconl'cv points to 
the pr.sence among lhe Kereks during this period of shamans wno were nol occupied 
with huming or fishing and who only conduded religlous ceremonies (Leont'ev 
1983:97), 

The religious ideas oflhe Lakhlilla people and the contemporary Kerek<;, Ihough 
they have several features in com mOil with the rehglous tdeas of the Koryak, Chukch i, 
and /lel'mell, are On lhe wholc rathcr distinctive. They arc not completely analogou, to 
lhose iTt the Koryak culture, and severaluails are more similar to those in the ltel'men 
eu Ilure (Leoni' ev I 976a'224). 

--------



-------- -

AN EA"" CUL'l\JRE OF T)<. NO"n<WEIT BE"'NG SEA 

'The "'pres<ion "wild decr" _,ou!ld, somewhat odd m Engli,h. In Ch"kalkJ mo,! or,lI 
decr or. ",ndeer, and sino. moSI or all ofthe;c are now dom"li<~lCd, the Ru,slan< m"~c" 
d"tincTion botw .. " wIld deor, bunted in the pa,t, and Jome,li~ decr For tho sake ofclarily !he 
R"",," usage;5 followed.· frans. 



CONCLUSION 

INVESTIGATIONS INDICATE tha! the a'chaeologic"1 

siles of (lie Nonhwest Bering Sea belong to thc Lakhtina culture. This is corroborated 

hy the common lradltion, oflhe stone and bone industry, ceramics, economy, and 
house construction, 

The complexes of Dwelling 3 "nd the shrine in the Gcka [site indicate strong 
influence from the Punuk cuirurc. It i.' possible that they are mixed in cultural and 
ethnic respects These complexe, outline the northern border of the distribution of the 
Lai<htina culture. The southern border is at Cape Oliutorskii. 

The TYpe of dwelling. c<:onomy, traditions oftlte slone and bone industries, and 
ceramic. oflhe Lakhtina cullur~ were original; and distinguish it from the surroundmg 
synchronic a,chaeological cultures. According to the indicated parameters, the coa,tJI 
Lakhtina cu Iture con be distinglLished from the interior cultures of Y akutl~. Therofore 
the inclusion of the sites and complexes of the Lakhtina culture in the realm of the 
Y myiakhlakh culture (FedoseevJ 1980) has no foundation. 

The Neolithic complexes and the complexes of the Paleo-Metal epoch charac· 
terizc two stages of development of the Lakhtina culture. In the territory of the North· 
west Berlng Sea developmellt of tile Lakhlina culture is noted from the secOtld millen· 
nium D.C. 

The m(wement of hunting-fishing tribes of the interior regions 10 the coa<t 
probably followed the river course;, which flowed into the Bering Sea. These tribcs 
began to lntcnsively occupy regIons of the coast separ"tcd from Ihe interior by th~ 
Koryak Range. A, a [e,ult ofthi, the pure, original coastal Lakhtina culture developed 

The Lakhlina culture was fonned On a base ofa Mesolith,c wltur. cil"racter. 
ized by archaeological complexes wilh conical and prismatic cores and knife-like blade, 
on the lnas 'kvaam River (tribubry ofthe Khatyrka River). This tradition gQes back to 
Paleolithic complexes with wedgc·,haped COreS (Late Ushki culture) (Dikov 1977, 1979). 
The int~rpretation of the MesolithiC complexes is complicated by the combination in 
them of features of Sumnagin (the techniquc of flaking and secondary reworking) and 
MalLan (types of tools) Mesolithic cultures. This question can be cleared up wilh the 
discovery and study of stratified Mesolithic complexes and collections from this ,e­
gion. 

Meanwhile sile. ofthe Early Neolithic have "'at heen found. Thus, between Ihe 
complexes on the I na,'kvaam River and Ihe Lakhtina C\llture there exists a chronologl­
cal break of several millennia. This does not permit, at the present time, tracing the 
history of the region from Ihe Paleol ilhic epoch. 
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The factor that ,nfjuenced the process of formation "fthe Lakhtina culture was 
a m;grat;O[\ wave about 4,000 years ago. 

As a result Oflhis migration, the interior tribes "ere forced on 10 the coa,t The 
migrants brought ceramic traditions and 1raditioFlS ~f a slate grinding industry. 1 his 
wave of migration was proba hly connected with lhe reg ion afthe Lena River (the upper 
and middle cour,e) and bke llaikaL 

Tile formation ohlle coastal Lakhtina culture wIth an original inventory, form 
of ~conomy. manner of life, "nd house SlruClUre was also determined by the localiza­
lIon process. 

The formation process of some independent cultures, of bearers of a deSlg· 
nated ethnic group, On the base (lfthe oldest cthnoclIltuml stratum was ~tipulated. as 
Dikov (1979) correctly notes, by the weakening of cultural connections of Northeas! 
Asia wilh the south and between individual regLon, within the distribmion afthis Slra· 
hnn. 

Cultural connections and mutual influence were also factors that promoted tne 
formation and development of the Lakhtina CUlture. Connectlons with Northern 
Ch"kotsk, Okhotsk, Nortilern Okhotsk, and early Aleut cultures, and clos~r cOnnec­
t;ons with the Tar'insk Jnd Paleo-Eskimo cultures, are noted in the early stage. During 
the Paleo_ Motal epoch there exist close connectio[\s with Old Eskimo (Old Bering Sea, 
lp1uLak, Blrnirk, and Punuk) cultures and the NQrton cul""c (A laska) of the ASIan and 
A mCrlCan continents, 

However, a weakening of cultural connections with the Tar' insk cu itlLre and a 
Slrengthening of connections with the Old KOl)'ak culture i, observed. This accounts 
for the penetration of the bearers of Old KOl)'ak Culture in the second half of the first 
millennium B C > as Dikov (1979) correctly rroposes, onto the ea,tcrn CoaSI of 
Kamchalka up to the coast of 01 iutorskii Oay. Being wedged between the bearers ofthc 
Lakiltina culture in the n(>[1h and the Tar'insk clLiture in the south, lheir traditional 
cultu," I connections would he weakened 1n signifIcant degree, if not completely bro­
ken_ 

Under the conditions of isolation in a territol)' difficult to access beyond the 
Koryak Range, Ihe Lakhtitla culture preserved ilS orLginality during the course of inde­
pendent development up 10 the eighteenth century. In the later period th~ Kereks were 
exposed to snong in f1u~ncc from the rein deer Chukchi who, in signific.nt degree, 11.<­
Slm iiJted tile Nativ~ populatio" of thc NOrlhwest Berin!; Sea 

LingulSt;c data conflml the existence of contact' of the Kcreks with the ltel' men, 
KOf)'Jk, Eskimos, and Chukchi. 

!lrchaeologicJI malenals do ItO! corroborate the ethnic lI,terpre!ali()n of the 
Kereks as an eastern branch of the coastal Koryak, Even in the early stag~ of develop­
ment the Lakhtina CUlture is sharply distingUIshable from the Old Koryak cullure oftlte 
Zav'ialovsk stage. Incidentally, the member;hip ()f the archaeological Sltcs of the 
Zav'ialovsk stage 10 the KOl)'ak cu1tmc i, still in need ()f confirmation. In addLtion, the 
earlicst sites of the Zav 'ialovsk stage ()ught to date, due to the presence of iron items in 
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(hem, (0 a period nO earlierlhan the second half oflhe lirst m!llen",um II ,CO The Lakhlma 
clli!ure indeed had I1S development in the (erritory of (h. Nonhwest Bering Sea from the 
second millennium B C. 11 is understood lhat the pOSSIbility offinding earlier S!!es of 
this culture here cannot be eliminated 

We enter into tne re.lm of speculation when tracing earlier genetic sources of 
the Lakhtina culture, Dikov ( 1973) has expressed a very interes!ing Supp,,"il)on ab<,ut 
the e~islence of an carliest ethnic stra1um Ihat was thc basis for thc f<'nnation of several 
t:thnie group, ofNo"~east Asia, On l~e basis of anthropologIcal data, anthropologISt A 
A. Zubov leans toward a very simIlar conclUSIon D,kov eXpre'sed as weilihe propos'­
lion Ihatthe Kerch could be geneucally traced back to the earll~SI Proto-Eskoaleut and 
Bel' !ll~n ethnic ,"alu!ll_ The archaeolog;cal materials available now sugge,1 tne forma­
tion orthe l,khlma and Tar' i!!sk cul1Ures on Ihc base ofa COmmon earliest cthnoculh"al 
slratum_ [Physical] anthropolopcal materials of the Lakhlma euhure (fragment' offour 
skulls) penni\\cd [physical] 3"th,op<>logist Zubov to Inake conclusions regardIng Ihe 
presence of gracilny and softened Mongoloid !raits and to propose a hypolheSlS about 
the membership of the Lakhtina people to a "non-s!and.rd" arctic !ype (owing to sev­
eral features s,mil"" to the "Paleo-American" typo; represented by SO,,11> American fonns) 
He even notes the [pnysICal] anthropological nCJrneS' of !he Lakhtina and Tar'insk 
cuhurcs 

These ~ery featu,es were charactcris\(e for the Kerch and lIeI'men, AI the 
same lime !he Kory.k represente<l a mixed rype wnere illdivldual. WCre reprose"ted 
with clearly expressed features of"" arcl,e race (Dikov 1979)_ 

The nearness of archaeologIcal cultures and th~ p,esence of cammon, softened 
MongolOid fealures and grae, lily among the Lakillina and Tar' tIIsk peoples ~uggest the 
formation of this cullure on the basis of a SIngle ethnocullural communily, 

Th~ lim it of dis\ribution of S!tcs of the Lakhtina cullure coincIde, with toe area 
of occupation of the K~reks, The nonnern l,m;1 passe.1hrough Geka Spa (the An"dyr' 
estuary); and Ihe southern limit ofrcsidence of!he Kereks, even in the ninet~enth cen­
tury, passed through Cape OhUlorskii. Here Ihey bordered On the Opuka Ko,yak, ..... ho 
were the rCSl,1t of a mix!ure of Koryak, Kereks, and Even (Vdovin 1(73) We even 
believe Ihe ltd'men to(}k pan in this process, 

The trad,t,ons of Ihe stune and "on~ tIIduslr;es. mode of economy, conSlruct"'" 
of dwellings and sn,ine~, and ccram ics charaeteri,tlc or the Lakhtina archacologKal 
cullllre contmue developm~nl ,,1 the elnnollraphically known cullure of Ih~ Kerck~ 
This alle,ts to generic connections_ 

The appearance ilself of a pure original lakhlina culture confrrms a higher 
level of development in the Neolithic of the productIve forces of coaSI.1 cultures (Ihe 
bone and stone inventory, setllcment, complex economy, c"fVed sculpture in ~mall form •• 
and ceramics) hy comparison with interior cultures (up to the development of large.herd 
reindeer tending), 

Thus, the data of archaeology, elhnography, [physical] anthropology, and lin· 
guislics attest to the fact that the Kerch, as an mdependent stable elhnic group, formed 



Table 2 Comparative typologicall.ble of the stone Inventory oFthe u,khona c\!lture 
and Neolithic cultures of Northeast Asia 
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Table 2 (continued) 

Tool TuOI La,hl"," 2"v' hr" 1',,1.& OkilOt NCh,,~ YI\,Y 
c"egory t) I" ,ul\",.' ""IL cuit brl) cui, ,ull cult 

N<oIlP)'1 bk,mo 
,"" boo 

P,;,,",,k , 
ewe, 

, , • • • 
",,' , , • , , , , 

'L,khlina culture ,how' Ihe number of {ool, in i(, Neoilihic 'tage and Paleo-Metal ,wg< 
comp"rcd to tho," of the-

Zav',alov,k ,'age of the Northern Okhotsk cuiture: 
Tar',n,k cullure. 
P.1Ico- and Old E<.kimo culture" 
Okho1Sk culture; 
Northern Cnukol,k ""[rute; 
Ymyiol<fllakh cui lure. 

• 
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in the terrilol)' of NOr!hwesl Bermg SC~ under conditions of rel~hve ISolation beyond 
the Koryak Range. 

'I he bam for the formation of1hc Kerek etlinic group was the Lakntma culture, 
The laner tra~es ,jself 10 the Sumnagin ""d Mall." Mesolithic traditions. 

A complex speCIalized coaslal economy was Ihe s,able eCOElom Ie ba,e ror Ih~ 
",ob,le progress of Ihe Lakhtina cU\!L1re. Attracting allenHon is Ih~ fact Ihal Ihe cultur­
ally sign, [,cam, original f~alure5 of this cu ilure do not undergo change from the second 
millennium IlC to the sevcmeemh century AD This IS probably explained by lh~ facl 
thai substantIal nl ,gralions were lack,ng (mutual onflltcnce W"S mano!csted in tho zones 
of cultural contact, in Ihe nonh ~nd south). ~s well as territorial isol.l10n logether with 
ethnocutltJrat self-isolal;m\ in larg~ degree. A response of thIS tradItIon I, the prohibi­
t,on of marr;"ge w,lh rcpresental;\'eS of O!ilO' ethnic groups. This prohibition romamed 
in eflect ;nlo the Iwemieln cenlury 

The penetratIOn of progresSIve e~ogamic innov.tions, w,th the predominan~e 
ofll>e cndogam ;c. could not br~Jk the ~1hnoc"ltural autarchy. 

The appearance of metal (~specially ",on) in the r~g'on promoled funner devel­
opment oflhc economy of the bear~'s of the Lakhtina cu \ture However, the inslgn,fi· 
cance of the ~ntrance of metal fmm 1he soulh limitod Us wide application. 

The Lakhljna culture occupies an "npo".mt pla~e in lhe region of ti,e Pacific 
North. It, bearers c~ertcd significant influenoe on the development of the surrounding 
synchronic cultures. Progressive new In nl,ences spr~ad from the ~outh along th~ CO~Sl 
as a Icsuh <If the contacts of the ".,ttled coastal peoples. Several anammcnts <If these 
Lakhtina-Icments of house COl>Slruct'Ol>. construclion of d[)g harnesses, and tr"ditiollS 
of work Oil bone-ere largely borrowed by ndghboring tribes. 
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