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Tundra Yukaghirs and Nganasans — until recently two
ethnic groups in Siberia that had wild reindeer hunting,
and not reindeer breeding, as a main way of subsistence.
Unlike Evens and Evenkis, they practiced collective
reindeer hunting more extensively than individual one
and were considered less experienced reindeer breeders.



From archaeological perspective, the Yukaghirs are
generally considered as direct descendants of the
Paleoasiatic Aldan river cultural archaelogical sequence
(traced back as far as the 8™ millenium BC), but the
Nganasans have similar features in culture (Zgusta 2015:
204-205).

Reasons: Ymyyakhtakh culture site which is associated
with Yukaghirs was found on Taymyr Peninsula
(Abylaakh-1).

However, the assumption that Yukaghirs constituted the
‘paleosiberian substrate’ of North Asia is not proved — so-
called “Yukaghir problem’ (Gogolev et al. 1975: 12-14)



Ethnographer llya Gurvich noted that
“ancient economy of Tundra Yukaghir
resembles the one of Tawgi
(Nganasan). The common features are
not only the reindeer hunting complex,
but some features of

dwelling and clothes” (Gurvich 1959).




Common features in reindeer hunting complex according
to Gurvich (on Nganasan see also Popov 1948, 24, 26-
29):

- small herds of reindeer just for transport purposes
(often transporting of hunted reindeer), reindeer
herding itself probably being borrowed from
neighborhood tribes;

- seasonal following the migrations of wild reindeer

- August-November as a main hunting season for
collective hunting;

- collective hunting near the lakes using ‘stabbing’
technique (‘nokonkun’);

- Absence of saddle reindeer typical of Tungus.




Common features in other technologies according to
Gurvich (on Nganasan see also Popov 1948: 79,114):

- conic dwelling (for Yukaghir — different from the
surrounding Even and Chukchi conic-cylindric
dwelling)

- Woman's clothes — ‘combination’ (slip);

- Children’s clothes.



Yukaghir dwelling Nganasan tent
(photo by Vladimir lokhelson) (Simchenko 1992: 167),
similar to other Samoyed
and Western Tungus



[ —memcace posgymsos foMaminew zonGuws.

Yukaghir woman’s Nganasan woman’s

combination combination
(Gogolev, Gurvich et al 1975: 70)  (Popov 1948: table 18: 147)
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In historical times, the area occupied by Yukaghirs was
much larger and came closer to that of Nganasans, being
separated only by a small group of Tungus. Given that
the Tungus were newcomers in the circumpolar area, we
can assume that earlier Yukaghirs and Nganasans were
In contact (map from Dolgikh 1960).



All this leads to an assumption that the cultural
complexes of Yukaghirs and Nganasans have not

evolved independently, and, thus, that their contacts
might be reflected in the cultural lexicon.



We have Iinspected Nganasan and Yukaghir lexical data
(Helimski Ms., Kurilov 2001, Nikolaeva 2006, own field
data) in search of cultural lexicon which we divided into

following groups: ‘dwelling’, ‘clothes’, ‘sledge’, ‘reindeer’,
‘hunting’.



Example of ‘sledge’ set for Nganasan

1
2 |in's'ida Nerkoean HapTa
3 |inanka nerkan neTHAA caHKa
4 |d'Obtuda nepexknagrHa HapThol
5 | hira 3a4HAA YacTo DOKOBOM NAaHKKM HAPT (Hag NOA030M); 3a0HHMIA HHMHHWIA Kpal ogesapl
& |hulunu HOPMYC HapToI
7 kanta HapTa
g |karida XOper
9 kendusa HapTa O4NA HHOKOB M NOCTENER
10 kunsibi?a DonbWwan, BeICOKAA FPY30BaA HApTa (C BEPTHHANBHOR CNMHKOR, 3 KONBbILAA)
11 |kunsima rpy3oean HapTa
12 |mintiti BEayLLMA, NepeaHWA e3gok (B apruwe); Bpuragmp
3 |mia APruLLHbIA Nepexo, AUWCTAHLMA MEPEKOURBHM
14 |mal'i MOTHA, MELWOK peID0N0BHOR CETH; MEXOBOR MELWOK ANA HMHHER YaCTH TENS B HApTe
15 |noria CHAEHbE, MEQEKNAOWHE B UBNHOKE
16 [n'and'imd nonos
17 |n"and'iis’a OEeTanb ANA KPENAEHWA NOCTPOMKOB B NepeaHeil UacTk HOpNYyca HapTbl; NOLANOPHA CETK
15 n'edi?s'a BEPTHMHANBHbIH LWECT B MEHCHOHW HapTe (4NA KpenaeHWA NoAora B Henorogy)
19 [sad'aa Oopora, cnen oT caHeR
20 |saraa nopora (obrataHHana)
21 sua?- PrUWKTE
22 |suadsa nepenHAA NEPEKNAOWHA HAPTHI
3 |suabtugujs’a npucnocofnedHne ona OYKCMPOBKK
24 |sua NOBOAOK (MOTAF) K KpaRHEMY ONEHID B YNPAMKW HAPTHI
25 |suarsa netHMe Dakapw
26 |s"erir pEMEHB ONA KPENAEHWA BAIKKM ¥ HAPTHI C rpy30Mm
27 |s"eru BEPEBHKA [ANA YBA3bIBAHMA HADThI

b HKINLLE HapTa | OMeHb ofexaa oxoTa | Apyroe Tcte ... (+)



Example of ‘sledge’ set for Yukaghir
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10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
13
13
20
21
22
23
24
25
20

27

28

23
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
a7
38

aHTHO3(Hr)

AXHBYMY ABHMAYO b

B3rMHK
B3NbAMK
WS
WHMHI33
Haananwma
Haatma
Kaapa

KWHaanan aHbMba

HWMAaanan Tyyis
Kyoab3
KITHUMAANMMI
nanuma(Hr)
Nacy4sHe

N3ryHOABYD NanKUm
MaMHragoenoHrom

MHpan
MHpIM3(HT)
HaapT34baa
HHMMIH anmMm3

HOEHWH Nanrms

HBOEOYE

HBOMOKO
emMr3(Hr)
napaa

naTys

caxcai

cHMpKaa
CHPHAaan3
CHCKYH3-
CYyCcH3a-aHbKnb3
TOMMM{HI)

odexaa

KpbITaA HAPTA ANA NEPEBO3KKM LEHHDIX, KPYMHbIX BEWEH; KPbITAA ATCKaA
£3/10BOM 0NEHD C OTMMAEHHDBIMM POTAMM

KapaBaH, apruL

CTOAHKA, TAe OCTABNAKITCA BECHOH SMMHWE BELIN
NoNepeyHan NeperNaAWHE B NepeaHER UACTHM HapThI
HapTa ANA MEPEBO3KK BCAKOW PYXNALM, Mepaei ApaHIK
NETHAA KOKATMPCKAA MYHCKAA HApTa U3 Bepe30nBbIX NAACTHH
NETHAA UYKOTCKAA MYHCKAA HApTa U3 Bepe3nBbix NAACTHH
KMOWTHE

HapTa ANA MEHCKUX BELWER, KPbITAA 3aMILEHR

HapTa AnA ocoBo LeHHbIX BELWEH, KPbITaA 3amLer
peMEHB ANA CTATMBAHMA NOHAAMM

HapTa ANA MEPEBO3HK BELWER, KOTOPBIMMK NOAB3YHOTCA BHYTDM MUAWLLA
HapTa, CaHu

BbITe JarpyHEHHBIM HEAHHYDATHO

HapTa ANA NepeBE03KK NPOLYKTOE

CYMHa ONA HapT

WaraHKe, XOXOEHWE; KAapaBaHHaA Tpona

BO BPEMA MYTH aprywa

HAPTEHHBIA YEN0BEK (B OTNMUYKME OT BEPXOBbIX)

HapTa ANA NEPEBO3KM NOKPBIBANE APaHTK

HapTa-HanepcTok (gonkn.)
Warub nonosa

evbpMpoBaTe, Nporkbateca (0 Nnonose)

KOMa, CNeLManbHo BblgepaHHaA B ChipOM MeCTe; pemMeHb A/1A CBAIbIBAHMA HapThl
COOeHMMOE HapThl, KOTOPOE C TPYA0M TALLAT ABa 01eHA

nerkaa HeBo/bluaA e3n0oBaA HapTa

MPO/IMTBEA, BbI/IMBATECA; CMYCTUTLCA BHM3; YNACTb C HAPTh

rpoMo3gKa, HeaKKypaTHOW paboTbl HapTa

CEHKM

cTapaTtbea ATk (o cobake); TpyauTeca DecnpepbiBHO

KPbITAA HAPTA A/1A MePEeBO3KK NOCYAbl

XOpEeH; NoCox

AHUnue HapTa ONeHb OX0oTa




However, no convincing parallelisms in the cultural lexicon
have been found so far, and our search also gave no results.
Earlier, a number of lexical parallels between Yukaghir and
Samoyedic/Uralic have been proposed (e.g. Nikolaeva 2006;
Aikio 2014), but:

- they, or most of them, are not cultural or technical terms;

- they may be either cognates (if Yukaghir is genetically
related to Uralic), or borrowings from Uralic/Samoyedic into
Yukaghir, or terms of a wider distribution.

Proto-Yukaghir *ana ~ Proto-Samoyedic *an / Proto-Uralic
*ani ‘'mouth’

Proto-Yukaghir *kel’ ~ Proto-Samoyedic *kalu / Proto-Uralic
*kaliw ‘brother/sister-in-law’

Proto-Yukaghir *met ‘I, *tat ‘you’ ~ Proto-Uralic *mun, mina ‘I’
*tun, tina ‘'you’ (cf. m-/t- pronouns in many language
families of Eurasia)



But, for the lexicon reflecting the common Paleo-Arctic cultural
heritage, we would expect terms without Uralic roots.

(However, both adherents and opponents of the Uralo-
Yukaghir cognation were in search of etymologies, possibly
best rooted in Uralic, and could simply disregard terms without
Uralic etymology)



A possible explanation might be that:

- the two cultures have evolved on the same base, but
Independently, without direct contact with each other
(contradicts with ethnographic and archaeological
data)

- either the contacts or ‘relay racing’ of technologies
(dwelling type, hunting techinques etc.) did take place,
but because of a big time distance their reflections in
language are not traced in the modern languages

- more detailed research including fieldwork study is
needed.
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