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Abstract. This research is devoted to archaeological science and education in Siberia at
the end of the 19* century — the first third of the 20* century. The purpose of the article is
to analyse the development of Siberian archaeology at the turn of the epochs when high-
level professionals first appeared in the region running away from the Bolsheviks from the
European part of Russia and evacuated by A.V. Kolchak from Kazan and Perm universities.
The reasons for the intensification of archaeological activity in Siberia in 1918-1926 were
identified recreating an integral picture of its development. Particular attention is paid to
identifying the specifics of the process of training researchers of antiquities at Tomsk
and Irkutsk universities. Tomsk University, on the initiative of Professor S.I. Rudenko
and lecturer S.A. Teploukhov, provided individual training of paleoethnologists as part
of the natural science cycle of disciplines, while Irkutsk University established the first
archaeological school in Siberia. The modernisation of higher education in the first years
of the Soviet power led to the destruction of emerging historical education at Siberian
universities and to the termination of archaeologists’ training as a result.
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Introduction

The centenary of the Great Russian Rev-
olution and the intensity of the Orange revo-
lutionary passions in the world suggest that
researchers once again think about the results
and lessons of revolutionary changes in differ-
ent areas of society life and activities including
such fields as science and education. Moreover,
the contemporary modernisation of science and
higher education in Russia included its partic-
ipants in determining the prospects for this
process, which are not possible without a retro-
spective analysis.

The initiator of the development of his-
toriographic problems in Russian archacology
was Muscovite, a researcher at the Institute
of Archaeology of the Russian Academy of
Sciences A.A. Formozov (Formozov, 1961;
Formozov, 1986; Formozov, 1995). Neverthe-
less, it was the representatives of the scientif-
ic school of Saint Petersburg who for the first
time considered the issue of institutionalisa-
tion of archaeology in Russia deeply and in
various aspects.

An important milestone in comprehend-
ing the development of Russian archaeology
was the monograph by G.S. Lebedev (Lebedev,
1992), in which Russian science was consid-
ered in a wide range: from 1700 to 1917 against
the background of world archaeology.

L.S. Klein was one of the first to analyse
the stages of formation and the main direc-
tions of development of Soviet archaeology
and determined the influence of Stalinism on it
(Klein, 1993). He later created two fundamen-
tal works: one is devoted to the history of world
archaeological thought (Klein, 2011), the other
to the history of pre-revolutionary, Soviet and
post-Soviet archaecology (Klein, 2014).

LV. Tunkina studied the process of forma-
tion of the Russian science on the classic antiq-
uities of the south of Russia in the 18" — middle
of the 19 centuries (Tunkina, 2002).

The monograph by I.L. Tikhonov on the
emergence and development of the archaeolog-
ical science in Saint Petersburg University is
especially interesting in terms of the topic of
our research (Tikhonov, 2003).

Studying the history of archaeological
thought in Russia at the end of the 19 — the

first third of the 20" centuries, N.I. Platonova
developed the author’s concept of its develop-
ment on the basis of two platforms: archaeology
as a science of the humanities and archaeology
as a natural history discipline, for which, in her
opinion, there were two different systems of
philosophical views on human nature and the
history of mankind. Based on the analysis of
the activities of two metropolitan archaeologi-
cal centres, the researcher rightly debunked the
myth of empiricism and methodological failure
of Russian archaeology of the end of the 19 —
the first third of the 20" centuries (Platonova,
2010).

However, materials on the formation and
development of Siberian archaeology are not
presented in the works of Saint Petersburg re-
searchers. This problem was solved by V.I. Mat-
tushchenko in a two-volume monograph, which
examines the history of archaeology of Sibe-
ria of the 18" — 20" centuries (Matiushchenko,
2001). Using unpublished archival materials,
we investigated unknown and debatable issues
of the development of Siberian archaeology in
1920-1930 (Kitova, 2007). Nevertheless, the
specificity of emerging and development of
training researchers of antiquities at Tomsk
and Irkutsk universities in the first quarter of
the 20" century were not revealed, which this
article is devoted to.

Research methods

The article uses general historical meth-
ods:

» historical and comparative, to estab-
lish general and special features of the devel-
opment of the teaching of archaeology in the
European and Asian parts of Russia;

e problematic and chronological, ac-
cording to which the recreation of events is
carried out in chronological sequence;

* historical and systematic, which al-
lowed to identify the reasons for the intensifi-
cation of archaeological activity in Siberia in
1918-1926, to recreate a holistic picture of its
development;

* historical and genetic, which made it
possible to determine the organisational struc-
ture of historical education in national univer-
sities in the 19" century and the dynamics of
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its transformation in the first quarter of the 20
century.

The use of a comprehensive interdisci-
plinary approach for dealing with issues of
interaction between scientists, society and the
authorities made it possible to analyse the de-
velopment of the organisational structure of
Siberian archaeology in the context of wider
historical transformations. To study archival
materials we applied a comprehensive source
study approach.

The beginning
of teaching archaeology in Russia

Archaeology is a young science, which
started to develop in Russia in the second half
of the 19" century — beginning of the 20" cen-
tury. In the indicated period, material sources
had been accumulated from the Palaeolithic to
the Middle Ages; research methods were de-
veloped, first of all typological. Archaeologists
began to classify complexes of artefacts, using
the materials of the European part of the Rus-
sian Empire, the first archaeological cultures
were identified and typological series of things
were constructed in a relatively chronologi-
cal sequence. State (Imperial Archaeological
Commission) and public organisations (Rus-
sian Archaeological Society, Moscow Archae-
ological Society, etc.) were established to guide
archaeological research. Periodicals dedicated
to archaeological research began to appear and
a circle of researchers was formed involved in
solving a wide range of problems of prehistory,
which had their followers. As a result, these re-
searchers started teaching archaeology at uni-
versities.

According to the Charter of 1804, the
Chair of the Theory of Fine Arts and Archacol-
ogy was established at the Department of Phi-
losophy at Moscow University (Istoricheskii
fakul’tet MGU, 2019), and in 1809 a course of
lectures on archaeology and history of fine arts
appeared in the curriculum of the Department
(Arkheologiia, 2006: 9). However, archaeology
was not taught as an independent discipline,
and students were offered some general knowl-
edge in the field of the humanities, primarily on
the monuments of antiquity. With the establish-
ment of the Division of History and Philology

at the Department of Philosophy of Moscow
State University in 1835, the number of disci-
plines in which information on ancient history
and archaeology was used, started to increase
gradually.

Classical (antique) archaeology in Russia
passed the stage of its organisational devel-
opment earlier than all other fields (Tunkina,
2002: 607—609), due to the interest in ancient
antiquities in Europe, which also influenced
the hobbies of the Russian nobility, and then
the researchers of Greek and Roman artefacts.
Slavic-Russian and primitive archaeology will
be formed as independent fields later.

In 1884, the Chair for Geography and Eth-
nography, headed by D.N. Anuchin, was estab-
lished at the Department of History and Philol-
ogy of the University of Moscow, which began
to function since 1850. He would develop a
course of lectures on prehistoric (primitive)
archaeology, anthropology and ethnography.
However, already in 1888 at the request of the
scientific community of Moscow State Univer-
sity the Chair for Geography and Ethnography
was transferred to the Natural Science Subdi-
vision of the Department of Physics and Math-
ematics. The teaching of prehistoric archae-
ology was also transferred to the Department
of Physics and Mathematics (Platonova, 2010:
147). It should be noted that in Russian science,
not only geography belonged to the circle of
natural science disciplines, but also ethnogra-
phy, which for a long period was formed within
the framework of geography.

At Saint Petersburg University from 1846—
1848 the Department of History and Philology
introduced original courses in archaeology,
Greek and Roman antiquities, and in the 1870s
certain information on archaeology was pro-
vided when giving lectures on Russian history.
However, at the turn of the epochs, archaeolo-
gy gained a stable position in the educational
and scientific activities of the university (Tik-
honov, 2003: 25, 43, 83).

Archaeological institutes also functioned
in the capitals: Saint Petersburg (1878—1922)
and Moscow (1907-1922) institutes, which
initially trained specialists in reading ancient
manuscripts, and not in the study of archaeo-
logical sites. The teaching of archaeology at
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Saint Petersburg Archaeological Institute was
established only in 1891 (Tikhonov, 2003: 138).

It should be noted that the universities of
the Russian Empire did not train specialists in
archelogy, there were no independent depart-
ments of archaeology and specialisation in ar-
chaeology, as will be established in the Soviet
period. However, traditionally those who want-
ed to be engaged in classical (antique) and Slav-
ic-Russian archaeology studied at the historical
and philological departments of universities.

The interest for primitive archaeology in
Russia appeared much later than for classical
and Slavic-Russian archaeology. Until the mid-
dle of the 19" century the origin of man was
considered in terms of biblical tradition. The
early pages of the history of mankind were not
associated with the natural historical process,
and archaeological artefacts were not inscribed
in the geological context. The interest for prim-
itive ages appeared after striking discoveries
of C. Darwin, who in his fundamental works
On the Origin of Species (1859) and The De-
scent of Man, and Selection in Relation to Sex
(1871) determined the interconnection of all
forms of life, the unity of the human race and
strongly argued the materialistic theory of the
development of all living things. These discov-
eries influenced archaeology. The science of
primitiveness was considered as a discipline of
the natural science cycle, and of ancient man
as a part of nature. Therefore, primitive (pre-
historic) archaeology was also attractive for
students of the natural science subdivisions of
the departments of physics and mathematics at
universities. Moreover, the paleo-ethnological
field that dominates the scientific worldview of
Russian researchers at the turn of the epochs
considered primitive archaeology in close con-
nection with ethnology, physical anthropology,
geography and natural science.

The results of the development
of archaeology in Siberia at the turn of epochs
Unsurprisingly Siberia at that time lagged
behind the development of science in the cap-
itals. The vast region did not have higher ed-
ucational institutions where they could teach
any disciplines about antiquities, respectively,
there were not enough researchers involved in

archaeological research. The main institutions
around which local researchers could unite
were museums. If at the beginning of the 19t
century there were a few museums, then after
the initiation of economic development of Sibe-
rian lands in the post-reform period, the num-
ber of local museums increased significantly.
Irkutsk, Krasnoyarsk and Minusinsk museums
were especially noticeable for their archacolog-
ical activities. A significant contribution to the
study of archaeological sites of the region was
made by the Siberian departments of the Im-
perial Russian Geographical Society (Kitova,
2014b: 15-17). The Museum of Archaeology
and Ethnography founded in 1882 at Siberian
University in Tomsk played a special, consoli-
dating role. Its founder, the trustee of the West
Siberian Educational District, V.M. Florinsky,
laid the foundations for collecting and cata-
loguing museum collections. The studies of
Tomsk citizens — the first librarian of Siberian
University S.K. Kuznetsov, the professor and
zoologist N.F. Kashchenko, the anatomist and
anthropologist S.M. Chugunov, as well as the
public figure and official, deeply and seriously
involved in science and a professional archae-
ologist and ethnographer later, A.V. Adrianov,
were of great importance for the development
of Siberian archaeology.

It is well known that the only Siberian
University that has been operating since 1888,
at first there was only one department — the
medical one, then the legal department was
established in 1898, and only on July 1, 1917
it was decided to establish the Department of
History and Philology and the Department of
Physics and Mathematics with the Subdivision
of Geology and Geography (Nature Sciences)!,
i.e. until mid-1917 there was no department
where one could listen to lectures containing
information on archaeology or ancient history.

Nevertheless, both doctors and lawyers
of Tomsk University showed interest in his-
torical research (Khaminov, 2011: 16). More-
over, teachers of the Medical Department se-
riously studied the issues of anthropology of
the aborigines of Siberia. Using archaeolog-
ical excavations, they needed to obtain bone
materials of the ancient population living in

! State Archive of Tomsk Oblast. F. 102. Op. 1. D. 820. L. 3.
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the region, but this does not mean that such
branches of science as archaeology and an-
thropology were considered to be the human-
ities, as D.V. Khaminov points out (Khamin-
ov, 2011: 17, 19). In our opinion, the researcher
is modernising the understanding of the tasks
and the subject of primitive archacology by
natural scientists of the Russian Empire. In
contrast to classical and Slavic-Russian ar-
chaeology, the scientific community consid-
ered it at that time as part of natural history,
and not the history of society.

Despite the lack of historical or paleoeth-
nological education in Siberia before the First
World War, a significant groundwork was per-
formed in archaeological research. A corpus
of material sources was formed, and just as in
the European part of Russia, it could be used to
characterise the ancient history of Siberia from
the Palaeolithic to the Middle Ages. Although
the discovery of the Palaeolithic sites did not
occur as a result of a systematic search for the
most ancient monuments left by primitive peo-
ple, but in the course of construction works,
though their study confirmed that human life
was present in Siberia in ancient times. When
excavating the sites, Siberian researchers used
original methods that were ahead of time. For
example, I.D. Chersky studied Irkutsk hospital
site on the basis of an integrated approach in
terms of archaeology, geology and palacontol-
ogy. N.F. Kashchenko investigated Tomsk site
using advanced methods — the planigraphic
method of excavation, the so-called method
of opening wide areas that no one had used
before. During the excavation, he applied a
square grid in order to accurately fix all the ar-
tefacts. Long-term research of I.T. Savenkova
on Afontovo Hill secured the first data on the
resettlement of man in Siberia during the Up-
per Palaeolithic.

Especially large amount of archaeological
materials was obtained on the sites of the Bronze
and Iron Ages. The first cultural-chronological
periodisation established by V.V. Radlov was
introduced into scientific circulation, recreat-
ing the main stages in the development of cul-
tures of Southern Siberia from the Bronze Age
to the “Yenisei Kyrgyz” period (Radlov, 1989:
410-480). V.V. Radlov, I.P. Kuznetsov-Kras-

noyarsky and D.A. Klements developed clas-
sifications of funerary sites of the Metal Age.
AV. Adrianov applied a scientific approach to
fixing petroglyphs, a and new methods of cop-
ying petroglyphs.

However, there were gaps such as the lack
of system in the study of archaeological sites,
the lack of classification of complexes of ar-
tefacts in a relatively chronological sequence.
Accordingly, no archaeological cultures were
identified, as well as no training system for
historians was developed. Thus, the process
of development of archaeology as a science in
Siberia at the end of the 19* century — begin-
ning of the 20" century was not complete (Ki-
tova, 2014a: 27-28). Moreover, before the First
World War, in Siberia, there was a change of
generations of researchers. In 1892, N.I. Vit-
kovsky and I.D. Chersky passed away, and
V.V. Radlov and D.A. Klements moved to Saint
Petersburg. In 1904, the director of the Mi-
nusinsk Museum N.M. Martyanov died, under
whose leadership one of the best archaeological
collections in Siberia was gathered. With the
onset of the 20™ century, field archaeological
surveys in Tomsk cease leading to the extinc-
tion of the university’s archaeological muse-
um. In 1914, L.T. Savenkov died. Such experts
as 1.D. Chersky, N.I. Vitkovsky, V.V. Radlov,
D.A. Klements and L.T. Savenkov are not easy
to replace. Of course, all these events resulted
in the stagnation in the archaeological studies
of the region. It should be noted that almost all
researchers except V.V. Radlov had education
in natural science.

Archaeology in Siberian universities
in 1918-1926

After the revolution and during the out-
break of civil war, the conditions for the de-
velopment of historical science and education
in the country worsened. The Bolsheviks re-
pressed those who did not approve of their ac-
tions in the centre of Russia, some scientists
emigrated to other countries. Siberia was cap-
tured by the Czech and Slovak legion and the
army of A.V. Kolchak. The intelligentsia was
frightened by red terror, famine and devasta-
tion. Some scientists hid from all these adver-
sities in Siberia, linking hopes for the revival
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of the country with the activities of A.V. Kol-
chak.

An unusual situation developed in the re-
gion: on the one hand, the Civil War erupted,
and on the other, a university was established
in Irkutsk in 1918. For the first time, there
were high-class specialists at Tomsk and new
Irkutsk universities (for example, the rector
of Tomsk University in 1920-1921 was pro-
fessor of classical studies B.L. Bogaevsky),
who were mainly evacuated from Kazan and
Perm universities, as well as those who fled
from the Soviets from the European part of
Russia. They began to deliver lectures on an-
cient history, archaeology, ethnology, primi-
tive culture. Students began to participate in
field archaeological research along with their
teachers.

Obviously, if it was not for the civil war,
so many professionals would not have come
to Siberia voluntarily. However, we must
give them their due, as the researchers who
arrived, despite the hardships of life such as
hunger, cold, illness, deficiency of the most
necessary things, were passionate about their
work. Apparently, it saved them, giving hope
for the future.

In January 1919, the Institute for the Stud-
ies of Siberia was established in Tomsk, which,
as conceived by its founders, was supposed to
replace the Academy of Sciences. An archae-
ologist from Kazan University V.F. Smolin at
its founding congress set out the principles for
organising archaeological studies of Siberia.
He believed that excavation could only be car-
ried out on behalf of the state, for the purpose
of which a special archaeological department
should be established at the Institute for the
Studies of Siberia, which would be engaged
in the registration of ancientries, their protec-
tion, issuing permits for archaeological exca-
vations, and compiling an archaeological map
of the region. V.F. Smolin also suggested im-
proving archaeological methods for studying
ancient sites. He worked at the Department of
History and Philology of Tomsk University for
about two years, but managed to become an in-
itiator of the establishment of Tomsk Regional
Museum, Tomsk Provincial Archive and the
service for the protection of monuments of art

and ancientries in the Tomsk province. In 1920
V.E. Smolin together with [.M. Myagkov, a stu-
dent of the Department of History and Philolo-
gy of the University, performed excavations of
the Tomsk burial ground?.

The palaeontologists S.I. Rudenko and
S.A. Teploukhov, who arrived in 1919, special-
ists in natural science by education, taught at
the Chair for Geography of the Natural Sci-
ences Subdivision of the Physics and Mathe-
matics Department of Tomsk University and
were employees of the Institute for the Studies
of Siberia. S.I. Rudenko first headed the Chair
for Geography, and since 1920 he was elected
the Dean of the Physics and Mathematics De-
partment. S.I. Rudenko and S.A. Teploukhov,
the first in Tomsk, gave lectures to students
in geography, ethnography, anthropology and
paleoethnology (ancient ethnology). Therefore,
continuity with the previous system of train-
ing students in national universities was pre-
served, i.e. to study primitive archaeology in
the framework of natural science disciplines. In
1920-1921 S.I. Rudenko and S.A. Teploukhov
carried out active comprehensive research on
anthropology, geography, ethnography, archae-
ology and travelled to the Minusinsk region
to carry out excavations. Thus, S.A. Teplouk-
hov during the first field season examined ten
graves and two burial mounds, and fourteen
burials in the summer of 1921. It is believed
that he classified archaeological cultures of
the Minusinsk region, which has retained
its scientific significance until now, in later
works (Teploukhov, 1927; Teploukhov, 1929).
However, he identified the first five cultures
in 1920-1921 in Tomsk and reflected this in
his reports. Thus, in the excavation report for
1920, S.A. Teploukhov indicates that he exam-
ined three graves of the Afanasievo culture,
one of Andronovo culture, six of the Karasuk
culture, two mounds of the Minusinsk Tagar
culture, which he initially considered the cul-
ture of classical Bronze Age®. In the report on
the geological and anthropological expedition
to the Yenisei province for 1921, the researcher

2 State Archive of Tomsk Oblast. F. R-815. Op. 1. D. 34. L.
23-25. F. R-26. Op. 1. D. 40. L. 34-44.

* Handwritten archive of the Institute of Material Culture
History. F. 2. Op. 1. 1921. D. 90.
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adds the fifth culture with the Iron Age mounds
to the above mentioned cultures®.

The first students to participate in scientific
research of S.I. Rudenko and S.A. Teploukhov
were M.P. Gryaznov, E.R. Schneider, E.A. Gu-
kovsky, Yu.M. Golubkova and A.N. Glukhov>.
A classroom for geography and anthropology
studies was established at Tomsk Universi-
ty. Apparently, students did not specialise in
primitive archaeology, anthropology or paleo-
ethnology. For such innovations, serious finan-
cial and material resources, scientific staff and
great organisational work were needed. Teach-
ers worked with students individually. It was
in 1920 when a student of the Natural Sciences
Subdivision of the Department of Physics and
Mathematics, in the future a famous Soviet ar-
chaeologist, M.P. Gryaznov was fascinated by
archaeology for life.

Thus, using the example of S.A. Teplouk-
hov, we can state that the researchers, in spite
of life’s difficulties and trials, achieved scien-
tific success, were ready to continue to work
in the field of Siberian science and higher ed-
ucation.

However, after the defeat of AV. Kol-
chak’s army, the power of the Soviets began
to take hold in Siberia, and at the same time,
education reform began at Tomsk and Irkutsk
universities. Initially, all departments for the
humanities (legal, historical and philological)
were closed, and on their basis in 1921 the de-
partments of social sciences were established.
However, two departments of social sciences
appeared to be too many for Siberia, and the
one at Tomsk University was closed in 1922.
The Institute for the Studies of Siberia was also
closed in 1920.

The lack of funds led to a further search
for reducing universities’ financing. At univer-
sities, they began to compile lists of depart-
ments that did not have specific applied value.
Among them, there was the Natural Sciences
Subdivision of the Department of Physics and
Mathematics at Tomsk University. Dean of the
Department S.I. Rudenko decided not to wait
for the end of the reform and in November

4 State Archive of Tomsk Oblast. F. R-815. Op. 1. D. 89. L.
61-65.
5 State Archive of Tomsk Oblast. F. 102. Op. 9. D. 560. L. 13.

1921 he moved to Petrograd®. Following him,
S.A. Teploukhov leaves in the spring of 1922,
and sometime later, students M.P. Gryaznov,
E.R. Schneider and .M. Myagkov wishing to
continue their education.

After those events, there were no archae-
ologists or paleoethnologists left in Tomsk.
There was no individual training, neither the-
oretical (lecturing) nor practical, i.e. participa-
tion in archaeological research. In 1919-1922
Tomsk University loses its position as emerg-
ing Centre of Siberian Archaeology. The resto-
ration of historical education at the university
would occur only in 1940, and the revival of
archaeological research would be connected
with the names of the archaeologist, profes-
sor K.E. Grinevich and philologist, professor
A.P. Dulzon who were exiled to Tomsk during
the Great Patriotic War.

At Irkutsk University, which opened in
1918, historical education existed for a longer
period, and accordingly, there was more thor-
ough training of researchers of antiquities.

During the Civil War many famous eth-
nologists, linguists, arrived in Irkutsk. In the
1920s the first Siberian archaeological school
was formed there as well. It was founded by
a paleoethnologist, an employee of the Muse-
um of Anthropology and Ethnography (Kunst-
kamera) Bernhard Eduardovich Petri. In 1918,
he headed the Chair for the History of Primi-
tive Culture of the Department of History and
Philology and established a paleo-ethnological
centre in Irkutsk, which, in addition to the De-
partment, consists of the Museum of Ethnogra-
phy, the class of archaeology and ethnography
of the indigenous peoples of Siberia, and the
Student scientific club of ethnic studies.

This scientific school was distinguished by
its own — paleoethnological — research method-
ology, excavation methodology, and organisa-
tion of fieldwork.

B.E. Petri was a versatile, serious scien-
tist. He made a significant contribution to the
archaeology of Siberia, explored various ar-
chaeological sites of the region and, first of all,
the multi-layered Neolithic site of fishermen

 Saint-Petersburg branch of the Archive of the Russian
Academy of Sciences. F. 1004. Op. 1. D. 268. L. 1. D. 302. L.
3-4.
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of Ulan-Khad. The study of this settlement al-
lowed the scientist to create a cultural-chrono-
logical periodisation of the Neolithic of the
Baikal region, which at present has not lost its
significance as a reference site for the periodi-
sation of the ancient history of the region.

Moreover, Professor B.E. Petri developed
and delivered lectures on the history of prim-
itive culture, archaeology, ethnography, as
well as special courses on archaeological ex-
ploration and excavation techniques, museum
work, etc.” He wrote guides for students on the
Palaeolithic and the Neolithic periods of Si-
beria, which were the first publications on the
declared topics and were a summary of the fa-
mous archaeological sites (Petri, 1923a; Petri,
1926).

Bernhard Petri developed his own system
of training research staff. Students did not just
attend his classes, but received personal tasks
on archaeological field research, which they
conducted on their own, then the results of the
research were presented in the form of origi-
nal reports at meetings of the student group or
the club of the East Siberian Department of the
Russian Geographical Society. This club also
worked after the closure of the Department of
Social Sciences in 1926 and celebrated its 10th
anniversary with Irkutsk University in 1928
(Petri, 1928: 3). In order for students to correct-
ly explore such an important type of archae-
ological sites as settlements and to collect as
complete information about them as possible,
B.E. Petri developed and published the “Pro-
gramme for the Study of Encampments”. Guid-
ed by the paleoethnological methodology, he
insisted on a detailed physical and geographi-
cal characteristic of the area with a description
of the surrounding mountains, rivers, lakes,
insolation, the prevailing wind and traces of
its activity. Students needed to collect all infor-
mation about fish and hunting grounds, about
swamps, about their location in relation to the
settlement, about the possibility of catching
fish with a net; and also discover places where
the ancient inhabitants took water, stone, clay
(Petri, 1923b). B.E. Petri believed that the study
of a settlement in a natural context is of par-

7 Handwritten archive of the Institute of Material Culture
History. F. 35. Op. 5. D. 294. L. 21.

amount importance for extracting information
about the life of primitive people.

Such a training system paid off and gave
an excellent result. B.E. Petri’s school educat-
ed famous scientists, such as A.P. Okladnikov,
M.M. Gerasimov, G.F. Debets, G.P. Sosnovsky,
P.P. Khoroshikh, many museum workers and
researchers of Siberia.

Despite the good student learning out-
comes at Irkutsk University, the Department
of Social Sciences was closed, as it happened
to the Department in Tomsk. The system of
reorganisation of higher education led to the
outflow of professional personnel from Ir-
kutsk. Students of B.E. Petri were enrolled for
graduate studies in Moscow and Leningrad:
G.P. Sosnovsky in 1926, G.F. Debets in 1927,
M.M. Gerasimov in 1932, AP. Okladnikov in
1934. Bernhard Eduardovich himself also left
his position at the University in 1926, and in
1937 he was repressed. After the departure of
a number of researchers and repressions, no
archaeologists, ethnographers, and museum
workers remained in the city.

Therefore, the reform of higher education
nullified training of students in the field of his-
tory and archaeology in Siberia. University his-
torical education will return to Irkutsk, as well
as to Tomsk, in 1940. But even after the end of
World War I1, archaeological science in Irkutsk
will not be restored at the level of development
of the 1920s, it will take a longer period than in
Tomsk (Kitova, 2014b: 88-92).

Unfortunately, the historical background
for the development of archaeology in Siberia
in the 1930s also did not contribute to any re-
search. Local history movement in 1919-1929
was suppressed by the totalitarian state in the
1930s, museum workers and local historians
were almost completely subjected to repres-
sion. Such a vast territory as Siberia before
the establishment of the Siberian Branch of
the USSR Academy of Sciences was studied
in terms of archaeology pointwise, unevenly,
mainly with the help of reconnaissance studies
by small forces of individual local researchers,
and more broadly and systematically by re-
searchers from Moscow and Leningrad.

Departments of Archaeology in Siberia
were established late. In the European part of

- 144 -



Lyudmila Yu. Kitova. Archaeological Science and Education in Siberian Universities at the Turn of the Epochs

the country they were established in 1936 — at
Leningrad University, in 1939 — at Moscow
University, while in Siberia the first department
was opened at Kemerovo University in 1975.

Conclusion

Therefore, the formation period of Siberi-
an archaeology was longer than in the Europe-
an part of Russia, and ended in the 1920s, when
a training system appeared at universities, and
periodisation of sites and classification of ar-
chaeological cultures were created in Siberian
archaeology. Before the emergence of higher
historical education in Siberia, a complex of
archaeological sources was accumulated and a
network of local history museums was creat-
ed, in which, as far as possible, collections of
antiquities were stored, studied, and exhibited.

The opening of Department of History
and Philology and Departments of Geography
at Siberian universities, where anthropology,
ethnology and paleoethnology were taught,
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Kemeposckuii 2ocyoapcmeentulil ynugepcument
Poccuiickas ®eoepayus, Kemeposo

AnHoTtaums. [IpeagmeroM NpoBeIEHHOIO UCCIIEAOBaHMS CTajla apXeoJoruyeckas Hayka
u obpazoBanue B Cubupu B xoH1e XIX — nepoii Tpern XX B. Llens cTarbn — ananus
Pa3BUTHS CHOUPCKON apXEOIOTHH Ha TIepPeIOME 310X, KOTZIa B PETHOHE BIIEPBEIC TOSBIIS-
I0TCSI TPO(HECCHOHATBI BEICOKOTO YPOBHSI, OSKaBIIHE OT OOJBIICBIKOB M3 EBPOICHCKON
yactu Poccun u 3BakyupoBanHble A.B. Komuakom u3 Kazanckoro u Ilepmckoro yHu-
BepCcUTETOB. bbUIM yCTAHOBIIEHBI IPUUYMHBI aKTUBU3ALUN apPXE0JIOTHUECKOM J1eATeIbHO-
cti B Cubupu B 1918—-1926 1T, BoCcco3aaHa 1es0CTHAs KapTHHA ee pa3BuTHs. Ocoboe
BHUMAaHUE YICISCTCS BBIIBICHUIO CIICIH(HUKA MpoIecca TMOATOTOBKH HCCIIeNOBaTeIeh
npeBHocteil B Tomckom u UpkyTckoMm yHuBepcuteTax. Eciu B ToMckoM yHUBEpcuTeTe
mo naunuaruse npodeccopa C.U. Pynenko n npernogasatens C. A. TeroyxoBa Benach
WHAMBUyaJIbHAs MOJATrOTOBKA IAJIE€0ITHOJIOTOB B PaMKax €CTeCTBEHHOHAYyYHOIO IMKIIA
TUCIUILTHH, TO B IpKyTCKOM YHUBEpCHTETE ObLTa co3nana rmepsasi B CHOMPH apXeoIoTH-
yeckas 1Kojia. MojepHu3anus BbICILIEro 00pa3oBaHus B IEPBBIE I'O/IbI COBETCKOM BIacTH
IpUBeJIa K YHUUTOKEHUIO B CUOUPCKUX YHUBEPCUTETAX HEJaBHO IMOSBUBLIETOCS HCTOPU-
9YEeCKOro 00pa30BaHUs M MPEKPAICHHUIO ITOJTOTOBKH apXEOJIOTOB.

KuroueBble ciioBa: apxeosorus, MoAroToBka UCTOpukoB, Tomckuil yHusepcurert, Up-
KyTCKUI YHUBEPCUTET, I1aJI€OITHOJIOIMUECKasl HayyHasl LIKOJIa.

Hayunas cneunansaocTh: 07.00.00 — nctopuyeckne HayKu U apXeoJIoTHsl.



