Ancient Grave Looting

Reinterpreted

Reopened Xiongnu Tombs from th& Gentury BC to

2" century AD in Mongolia and Russia

R. E. van der Veen, 0836079
Master Thesis (1040X3053Y)

Specialisation: Archaeology of East and Southeas, AMuseum Studies
Supervisor: Dr. I.R. Bausch

University of Leiden, Faculty of Archaeology

Delft. June 17, 2013. Final version






Table of contents

S o T U= 5
LISt OF tADIES... . 5
S 0 = o] o L= Lo [ o = USSR 6
PIEIACE . 7
(@ gF=T o) (= g I [ 1 Yo [ 1T £ T o I 9
Chapter 1.1: Grave reopening in XioNgNU gQraVesS oo ...coooeveeeeeeeevvnvnnnnnnnnnns 10
Chapter 1.2: Evaluation of research........ccccccee i 12.
Chapter 1.3: Research questions and theoreticakfrark............................. 14
Chapter 1.4: Primary data and methodolOogy ..eceeeeeeeeeeeeeeieerieeeiiiiiiiiinnn, 15
Chapter 1.5: Limitations and problem identification.............cccccoeveeiiinninnne. 17
Chapter 1.6: TheSIS SITUCIUIE .......uuiiii e 18
Chapter 2: The XIONGNU ....coeviiiiiiiiiiiieeee e eeeaa e 19
Chapter 2.1: The Xiongnu — archaeology and sulmgiste................ccccccennnn. 19
Chapter 2.2: Historical sources and Periods eeeee.veeeeeiniieeeeeeeeieeeeeeeeeiiiienns 20
Chapter 2.2.1: The Early Xiongnu (209 — 58 BC) e eeeereerrrrreerrirrrnnnnnnnnns 21
Chapter 2.2.2: Civil War (58 — 47 BC)......eeummmeeeeeeeeeeeeeiiiiiiiineae e 23
Chapter 2.2.3: Late Xiongnu (47 BC — 91 AD)..ccovvevveeeeeiieeiiiieeee e 23
Chapter 2.3: Introduction to Xiongnu mortuary aeblagy.............ccccceevvveeee 24
Chapter 2.3.1: Circular burialS..............ceeeeieiiiiiiiiee e 26.
Chapter 2.3.2: Monumental tombS ...........ciiiiiiiiii e 29
Chapter 2.4: SYNTNESIS .....uuueiiiii e 33
Chapter 3: Graves as MONUMENTS ..........ciicccceeeeeririinaaae e e e e e e e eeeeeeeeenennnenes 34
Chapter 3.1: Territoriality / sacred |andSCapes...cc.v.vvveieeiiieeeeeeeeeeeieeeeeiiiinns 35
Chapter 3.2: Graves bringing people together.................ooooviiiiiiiiinneenn. 36
Chapter 3.3: ANCESIOr WOIShIP ......ccooviees e e eeeetesse e s e e e e eeeeeeeeeeesnnnees 37
Chapter 3.4: SYNTNESIS .....uuuiiiiiii e 38
Chapter 4: Interpreting material culture in morjueontexts .............cccceevvvvvennns 39
Chapter 4.1: Ritual spaces inside a tomb ......cccccoiiiiiiiiiiiiiiici e, 39
Chapter 4.2: Identity of the dead ............ommmeeeenniiiiieiieee e 40
Chapter 4.3: (In)alienable 0DJECLES.......... o eeeiiiiii s 42
Chapter 4.4: The sacred body ................oummmmmeeernnnnieaaeeeeeeerrereeeeeenennn. 44
Chapter 4.5: Prestige go0ds SYStEMS.......coummeeeeeeeeeeeeeeieeeeeenieennnnnnnnn..0.4
Chapter 4.6: SYNThESIS .....uuuuiiiiii e 47
Chapter 5: Evidence for the reopening of graves...c....cccceeeeeeeeieeeeieeeveeeeeiiiinns 48
Chapter 5.1: Case Study CEMELEIIES ........cmmmmmereeeeeeeeeeerieeeeeereeirnnnnn 8.4
Chapter 5.2: PriStiNg graVeS .........iieiiieeeeeeeeeiiiiiiiiiisseseeeeeeeeeeeeeeesessssnnnne 52
Chapter 5.2.1: Shombuuzin Belchir grave 36....cccccoooeiviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiis 52
Chapter 5.2.2: Shombuuzin Belchir grave 12.....cccceeeeiiiiieiiiiiiiieieeiiis 53
Chapter 5.2.3: Shombuurzin Belchir grave 13 ..., 55
Chapter 5.2.4: Shombuuzin Belchir grave 11....cccccooeeiiiiieiiiiiiiiiieeiiis 55
Chapter 5.2.5: Shombuuzin Belchir grave 19....cccccoooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiis 56
Chapter 5.2.6: Shombuuzin Belchir grave 2., 57
Chapter 5.2.7: Khokh Uriitiriin Dugui-Il grave 1.........cocooeveeveiieeeeeneene, 58
Chapter 5.2.8: Tahiltin HOtgor 82............coeeeeveeeeeeeiiiiciieee e e 60
Chapter 5.3: ReOPeNed QraVves ...........uuuueeeemmmmreriieiiiiiaaaaaeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeennnn 61
Chapter 5.3.1: Shombuuzin Belchir grave 15...ccccceeieiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeiis 61
Chapter 5.3.2: Shombuuzin Belchir grave 16....cccccooooieiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiines 62
Chapter 5.3.3: Shombuuzin Belchir grave 14.....ccceeoooiiiiieiiiiiiiieeiis 64



Chapter 5.3.4: Shombuuzin Belchir grave 18.....ccccccoooioiieiiiiiieiiieeiiiis 65

Chapter 5.3.5: Shombuuzin Belchir grave 7., 66
Chapter 5.3.6: Noin Ula tomb 20.........ccooeeeeeeeiiee e 67
Chapter 5.3.7: Tsaaram valley burial 7 ..., 69
Chapter 5.3.8: I'Movaia Pad tomb 52 ........ccccoovviiiiiiiiiiii, 70
Chapter 5.3.9: GOl MOd 2 grave 30 ........ooi oo 72
Chapter 5.4: SYNTESIS .....uuueiiiii e 74
Chapter 6: DISCUSSION ....ccevuiiiiiueunn s s e e e e e e e e eeeeeeeeaebsannna e e e e e e eaaaaaseeeas 75
Chapter 6.1: Differences in surface size, placerardtcoffin type ................ 75
Chapter 6.2: Differences inside the coffin.......cc..cooviiiiiiiiiciii 77
Chapter 6.2.1: HUMAN rEMAINS ........cccvviiieeeerrneeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeereeneien e 77
Chapter 6.2.2: ArtefactS ........coiiiiiii e 79
Chapter 6.3: Possible motivations behind the reiogen...............ccccceeeeeeen... 82
Chapter 6.3.1: Destruction of burialS in Wars ....ccooeeeeeeeeeeiieeeiiiiinnnn.... 82
Chapter 6.3.2: Friendly reOpening ........... o eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeerenininnaaeeeens 83
Chapter 6.4: SYNTNESIS ......uueiiiiiii 84
(O gF=T o] (= gl A @0 o o] 113 (0] o U UUU 85
Chapter 7.1: ReleVANCE ..........coooiiiiiiiiiieee e 86
Chapter 7.2: FUIher reSEarcCh.............. oo e eeeeeeeeeeeiisese e e e e e e e eeeas 87
Y 011 = To! TSRS 88
BibliOgraphy ... ————— 89



List of figures

Figure 1: Mongolia and surrounding regions (HOW&®, 3).............cccceevvvvvvnnns 12
Figure 2: Xiongnu territory (Erezgen 2011, 25).......uuvuuiiiiiiiiieieeeiiieeeeeeiiiiiines 21
Figure 3: Distribution of Xiongnu graves in MongnlRussia and China (Erezgen
P20 5 G 1) RSP U R RPN PP 26
Figure 4: Surface demarcation of a 10 meter widmular grave at Shombuuzin
Belchir, 16 (after Milleret al 2009, 9)......ccoeiiiiiiiiiiiieeeeiiei s 27
Figure 5: Monumental grave lay-out of II'Movaia Padnb 54 (Polosmak et al.
2008). .tttk ———————ttttttt et e e e e e e e e e e e e e e annnrarrrraeaaeaaeaeaeeanaans 30
Figure 6: Inventory of monumental graves (Bross@@&9)...............cccceevvveeenne 31
Figure 7: Deposition of artefacts in grave chamlgBresseder 2009, 266)......... 32
Figure 8: Casestudy SIteS .......cccceeiiiiiieeeeeeee e aeeeeee e 48
Figure 9: Reopening hole visible in soil cross isecof tomb 31 at Noin Ula
(ST L= 2 0 it I P 50
Figure 10: Cage construction in the reopening hoRuurlig Nars tomb 2
(Er€ZGEN 2011, A7) .uueeeeeeeeeee e e e e e e e ot ettt s e e e e e e e aaaaeaaaaaaaanaeaeeees 51
Figure 11: Shombuuzin Belchir grave 36 lay-out (&fiet al. 2009b, 14)........... 53
Figure 12: Shombuuzin Belchir grave 12 lay-out (&fiet al. 2009b). ............... 54
Figure 13: Shombuuzin Belchir grave 13 lay-out (&fiet al. 2009b, 15).......... 55
Figure 14: Shombuuzin Belchir grave 19 lay-out (&fiet al. 2011, 570)........... 57
Figure 15: Shombuuzin Belchir grave 2 lay-out (Btikt al 2011, 570)............ 58
Figure 16: Stone roof of KUDII-1 (Kovaleat al. 2011, 294)........ccoeevvvvvvvnnennnn. 59
Figure 17: Tahiltin Hotgor grave 82 lay-out (Millet al 2008, 29). ................... 61
Figure 18: Shombuuzin Belchir grave 15 lay-out (&fiet al. 2009b, 11).......... 62
Figure 19: Shombuuzin Belchir grave 16 lay-out (&fiet al. 2009b, 10). ......... 63
Figure 20: Shombuuzin Belchir grave 14 lay-out (&fiet al. 2009b, 13).......... 64
Figure 21: Shombuuzin Belchir grave 18 lay-out (&fiet al. 2009b, 14)........... 65
Figure 22: Shombuuzin Belchir grave 7 lay-out (Btikt al 2011, 570)............ 66
Figure 23: Reopening (or looters) hole in Noin tdlmb 20 visualised (Polosmak
et Al 2008D, B4). ..ccoiiiiieieiii e 67
Figure 24: Tsaaram burial 7 with two reopening kalet intersect with a chariot
(MIllEr 2012, 35). ..uuiiiiiiiiieiieie ettt e e et e e e e e e e s anees 70
Figure 25: Deposition of the skeleton in tomb II'iéoa Pad 54 (after Konovalev
2008, PIAtE 10). ..eeeeeiiiiiieiiiiti ettt e e e e e et a e e e e e n e r b 71
Figure 26: Top of the burial chamber of Gol Mod@ib 30 (Erdenebaatat al
2011, B06). ..eeruuueeeieeiieiiiaeeee e e e e e e e e e mmmmmn ettt e e e e e e e e e e e e e ————————— s 73
Figure 27: Burial chamber of Gol Mod 2 Tomb 30 (&rdbaataet al. 2011,

00 ) TR PR PPPPTPPP 74
Figure 28: Shombuuzin Belchir cemetery (after Mi2811, 569). ...........cccc...... 76

Figure 29: Grave goods from Shombuuzin Belchir gsadivided by burial ......80

List of tables

Table 1: Cemeteries from case StUAY ........ccccciieiiiieeeeeeieeeeee e 16
Table 2: Case study graves (SBR = Shombuuzin Bglchi.............................. 75
Table 3: Difference between coffin content in Shooin Belchir graves (N=11)
..................................................................................................................... 77
Table 4: Presence or absence of different humamegits................ccccceeeeeeenn. 78



List of appendices

Apendix I: Artefacts in case study graves...........cccocevevievnevmmemnnnnn. 97

Apendix Il: Presence or absence of artefact categor......................



Preface

During my life as a student at Leiden Universitpelcame intrigued by
archaeological cultures in East Asia. When the chaame to apply for an
excavation in Mongolia at the Shombuuzin Belchmegery from the Xiongnu
period | reacted immediately. This excavation w#k Bryan Miller, whom
made me enthusiastic about the archaeology of tbvegu period and the
contacts that the culture had with the Han empir€hina. This excavation has
motivated me to do further research, write my bawheesis about the Xiongnu
and now my master thesis.

When | began to formulate my ideas | had contatit 8ryan Miller and
Ursula Brosseder, whom are both specialists iratblbaeology of the Xiongnu.
They gave me some input and advise for this trasistheir work has strongly
influenced my understanding of the Xiongnu. | woliké to thank both of them
for the opportunities they gave me and their input.

llona Bausch was my supervisor during this thesgés@ut me in the right
direction and provided great advise and input. igaly motivated me when I did
not know what direction | should go with my thediith David Fontijn |
exchanged my ideas about my theoretical framewdekgave me useful ideas
about mortuary archaeology and references whidulidcuse to support my
theoretical framework. Michiel Petersen, my gigfrd and my father supported
me as a last reader. their insights and suppolnt it thesis where of great value
to me. Michiel also joined me on the excavatioMiongolia and my journey to
India and he has become a good friend since then.

My girlfriend, family and friends also supporteddamelped me where
necessary. Without all those whom helped me | ddubtould have ever

finished this thesis and | am really thankful!






Chapter 1: Introduction

In large parts of the world graves are being exieal/that are recorded as looted
because they are heavily disturbed (Steuer 2006dent literature reopened
graves are often seen as looted graves, for examplarker Pearsons’ (1999)
book ‘The archaeology of death’ a chapter abouingoonly deals with the
modern problem, but this process could also hakentalace in earlier times.
Moreover, Brosseder (2009) suggested to avoidltéhese graves looted,
because the nature of this process is not yetndsshand that the term looting
suggests that tombs were reopened for economidgbensonal gain. Graves
could provide evidence that they were reused &r k@the periods. Objects from
these graves can be retrieved and placed in aaiffeontext (Artelius 2013).
This is an indication that people might have hdgomotivations than looting to
reopen a grave. | think that the nature of grae@eeaings can only be explored by
comparing the grave goods and human remains efitpi with reopened graves.
| shall use graves from the Xiongnu period (209 BSD-AD) to get insight in
these processes, because in publications gravesdioag to the Xiongnu culture
are often interpreted as ‘looted’, this might bgush The recent research
(Brosseder 2009; Artelius 2013) had shown that somight not have been
looted, but indicate that a different ritual todlge in the centuries after the
deceased in the graves were buried. In this thesmild like to do a
reinterpretation of this reopening problem with ¢faa from Xiongnu graves. The
reason why | use the Xiongnu is that next to tleh@aeological information from
excavations, there are historic sources from the étapire from China that
provide information about the social organisatibthe Xiongnu, power struggles
and trade. These factors are important for thepné¢ation of the reopening
process, because they provide a historical backgrand specific details that are

related to this topic.

The Xiongnu is the first historically documentedrmmadic empire that
existed from the third century BC until the secaedtury AD (Honeychurch &
Amartuvshin 2006, 261). However, there is a redefiate about whether the
material culture, in and around Mongolia, can b&ibed to this empire

(Brosseder & Miller 2011). The name Xiongnu appéatke historical records of



the Han empire, th8hiji, theHanshuand theHou HanshuHowever, it is still
unclear if the material culture that has been khteethe Xiongnu is the same as
the Xiongnu in the historical sources, becausengiu’ might be a name for
barbaric tribes that lived north of the Han empinel not that of a single tribal
confederacylbid. 2011, 19-33)Graves, settlements and material culture have
been linked to the Xiongnu and are located in Méiag&outh Siberia and North-
eastern China. The Xiongnu empire was structuredhierarchical way with a

‘supreme’ leader, thehanyuas the head of the state.

Chapter 1.1: Grave reopening in Xiongnu graves
Most graves of the Xiongnu culture are disturbedbgopening process.

To get insight in the nature of the reopening psses | shall focus on the
differences between 'pristine’ and reopened grizeesthe Xiongnu period in
Mongolia and Russia. With pristine | mean that tixere not disturbed by
people who reopened the grave. However, these anag/tbeen disturbed by
bioturbation that may have moved elements insidegthve.

The reopening of graves could have happened fnermibment of
deposition to present day. For my case study therestrong indications that this
happened between the Xiongnu period and a few gestiater. The culture that
was responsible and the motivations behind theamiog are unknown. With a
theoretical framework | want to review the evidetieat is found in reopened
Xiongnu graves and compare these with pristineagaVo do this | will both
explore the general meaning of artefacts and grdezsuse of the possibility that
these were retrieved for other reasons than ecaabigain. Moreover, in
Denmark Bronze age graves were reused in perioeisthé deposition and
objects were moved as well (Artelius 2013). In Kadedan Iron age graves were
reopened shortly after their deposition and mighintberpreted as secondary
rituals (Bendezu-Sarmiento 2006). These ritualshirog friendly or hostile
which might be reflected in the disturbance offadts and human remains, or
their absence.

The burials Xiongnu that were reopened are treasesl secondary burial
practice. This opens up possibilities for the miptetation about the goal of this
process. | shall investigate the human remainsagiediacts in a grave from
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different theoretical perspectives, because thigdcgive insight for the

motivation behind these secondary burial practifesdo this, the notions of
monumentality, territoriality and memory of a graare researched. These are
closely linked to what human remains and objegtsasent. Because the objects,
human remains and the grave form one object ofysdnd are all linked together.
This problem can not be assessed with a single iniodéhis reason different
models and theories will be used that focus oredbfit aspects. In this study |
assume that graves are territorial markers, ngplgitmecause they are monuments
in a landscape, but because the person and objattare buried in it still have

the possibility to act as a protector of the laa@dancestor spirit.

Excavation of Xiongnu tombs shows that the cof§ihie main target of
this reopening process and is often heavily digidri#ccording to Brosseder
these graves were reopened not too long after ¢bastruction because the grave
chamber had often collapsed (Brosseder 2010, Z6i19.is important because it
shows that the reopening did not happened in rg@ars. The coffin often
contains only fragments of human remains and ati®efahese remains might
have had a significant role in the life of the desed and after a person was
interred in the tomb. Placing the objects in a graneant that they were probably
supposed to stay there forever. If the gravesespaned and objects or human
remains were retrieved, it might be an indicatioat these were significant. The
objects in the grave could also be interpretedrestige goods, which will be
further explained in chapter 4.5. With this con¢cépe reopening of graves can be
explained only as personal gain. However, it isyattclear if these graves where
reopened for the objects, human remains or otlaesores.

| will look at the social significance of gravesdathe role that the interred
might have played in society. | think that thesespectives are crucial for
understanding why a grave is reopened. Becausatdreed might have had a
high position in society or the society itself ntegve had different feelings
toward the interred person. The society chooses telr@member and what to
forget and in a shift of power these conditionsraregotiated by the new elite
(Fairchild Ruggles 2011). Surrounding societiesa@@lay a role in this process
in the form of warfare and diplomacy. These careldifferent reasons to reopen

the grave.

11



SIBERIA

Minusinsk Basin

Kazakhstan

Ulaanbaater
A

MONGOLIA

" By Beijing
MONGOLIA
and surrounding regions CHINA

!

1200 0 10 240w 1

Figure 1: Mongolia and surrounding regions (Houle P10, 3).

Chapter 1.2: Evaluation of research

This thesis is strongly influenced by the reseaahe to monumental
Xiongnu graves by Brosseder (2009), because igbnmnost important Xiongnu
graves together in a comparative framework thatvshtbe similarities and
differences between elite graves. She questiongethelooting in graves, but
does not come with an interpretive framework teegawn insight into the
reopening processes. The skeletal remains in theegrare also ignored in this
publication, which | think, are important to undersd the reopening process.
Only monumental tombs are included in Brossedesearch. However, the
circular burials are also the subject of reopemiragesses and the proportion of
pristine graves makes this category more suitabt®inpare.

Drobyshevs’ (2006) research to rulers in the Moiagoperiod has
strongly influenced my thinking about the deatlhase persons in the Xiongnu
period. A great time span exists between the Xiaregmd the Mongolian period,
but I think some cultural traditions might havewsued through time. This is

supported by a genetic study, which shows thatlpdopXiongnu graves are
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closely connected to people in the Mongolian peand modern Mongolians
(Lee 2009). Drobyshev sketches how the sacralshileiof the Mongol Khan was
organised and what was done to its body after ééghd For example strategies to
prevent that enemies to find the place where a rsilleuried and strategies that
were used to gain control over conquered peoplealse | try to give an
interpretive framework to the reopened graves efXlongnu these strategies in
the Mongol period might be used to sketch whathlmexpected in Xiongnu
graves. However, sacral rulership can not be pravéme Xiongnu period and it
can not be assumed that the highest elite weredburithe largest tombs, which
is argued by Brosseder (2009). The reopening ofegraappens to all grave types
and sizes, for this reason it can not be expedbtaidall these graves are build for
the highest elite.

In graves from the Xiongnu period a large amodmgraves have been
reopened. Johannesson contributed to this deb#tenigianalysis of tombs from
one relatively small area (Johannesson 2011). dlesomenon had not yet been
studied in a broader view. This is where this thesl| fit in.

The (partial) presence or absence of human renaaithsirtefacts has not
been researched yet in combination with the resfilisese large square burials.
And neither for circular burials. For these monutaghurials there is not much
left to research than to add to what extent theyain a human body or not. The
circular burials are not yet researched in suctay Wwor this reason | choose to
look into data of an archaeological site which wexeently published in English
(Miller et d. 2009b). The data that | use comes from a bgralind with only

circular burials, Strombuuzin BelchiFhis site is interesting because there is a

relatively high amount of graves that were not estgnl compared to other sites
(Miller 2011).

The archaeology of the Xiongnu is flourishinglastmoment; in 2007 a
conference was held about Mongolian archaeologyira2608 a conference was
held about the Xiongnu. These conferences ledegtilication of two volumes
that made a large amount of data available forghisod (Bemmann 2009;
Brosseder and Miller 2011). In 2011 the 292Mniversary of the Xiongnu
empire was celebrated with an exhibition and a nmnseatalogue. The president
of Mongolia referred to a quote from Genghiz Khamowstated that the Xiongnu
state were the great ancestors of the Mongol empé&eause of this he claims

13



that Mongolians have the right to possess their bistory, because the nomadic
way of life is still practiced today (Erezgen 201This indicates that the research
into the remains of the Xiongnu is of great impodato the Mongolian state.
These recent publications Xiongnu archaeology tsm@ovide new input in the
global debates about ‘barbarians’, mortuary arcluggoand heritage

management.

Chapter 1.3: Research questions and theoretical fra  mework

In my bachelor thesis | suggested that grave rangemas mainly
focussed on the coffin and that in some graves thr@yody and artefacts might
have been removed, while the inner and outer cofiinere left relatively
untouched in the reopening process (Van der Veéd,Zl). In this thesis | want
to compare pristine graves with reopened gravessearch to what degree these
differ. What | want to test is, to what extent tiigects and / or human remains
still remain in the tomb and in what space of thalh they are in. This is
important to discover what the motivation for teepening was, because no
valuable items are expected if looting would bertgeson to reopen a grave. In
other words; what was the motivation behind the@esing of the graves?

To research this | need to know what is the difieeebetween pristine and
reopened graves is and in what way they deviatesiwe archaeological data
from reopened graves show patterns that mightate$tages in a secondary ritual
in reopened tombs? If such a pattern exist, whageay is the target? A
consequent pattern for one of the categories imgbpened tombs is evidence
that these actions might have been part of a riuath a ritual could be
performed during the Xiongnu period or after tidtis might have consequences
for the interpretation of this secondary burialqess, because this might have
been carried out by the Xiongnu, one of their gyal a culture that was in
control of the area after the Xiongnu period. Afiéy the looting of objects could
still be a possibility.

In order to investigate these questions | wanbtdk lat what was found in
the graves that were reopened, because it is haod impossible to make claims

on what was taken away from it. What was left bdltdan be an important aspect
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that might give insight in the disposition of the®gess. These tombs are then
compared to pristine tombs to show in what way tthéer.

Chapter 1.4: Primary data and methodology

To research how reopened graves compare to @rigtaves, | will look at
the circular burial site of Shombuuziin Belchirtire West of Mongolia. The C14
dates that have been acquired from this site planehe Late Xiongnu period
(47 BC — 91 AD) to as early as the beginning ofgeeond century AD. This site,
containing 36 burials, is partially excavated anflshed in several sources
(Miller 2009; Miller 2011; Milleret al.2008; Milleret al. 2009b). The issue of
reopening is not directly addressed in these exmaveeports, but these
publications are published in a way that makes theitable to compare the
reopened with pristine graves, because the plabesathe burial inventory and
skeletal remains are found is described in defaiese factors make this
archaeological site suited for further interpretatiTwo burials from other sites
from the Western part of Mongolia are added to tbsearch to compare with the
burials of Shombuuzin Belchir: Khékh Gradriin Duguand Takhiltin-khotgor.
Furthermore, a rich reopened ‘satellite’ buriahfrthe Gol Mod 2 site is
included, as well as monumental tombs from I'M@vRiad, Tsaaram Valley and
Noin Ula to indicate what traces of reopening afebbehind in the monumental
tombs. These sites are located in Central Mongetech is interpreted as the
core of the Xiongnu territory, contains both monuataésquare tombs and
circular (satellite) burials. However, | do notdet® draw conclusions on the
spatial distribution of reopened tombs.

| will look at the burial inventory, human remaiaisd signs of reopening.
To explore the possibilities of why the tombs whexgpened | shall look from
different perspectives. | shall discuss what (memgymonuments are and follow
with some different perspectives on material celtargraves. | believe that a
contextualisation of the Xiongnu culture, a histatiframework, a framework of
different Xiongnu tombs and evidence for the reapgf these tombs is
required to interpret the reopening of graves.

The actual data from the cemetery sites in taim@lbe presented in
chapter 5 and an interpretation of this data willoiw in the discussion chapter.

At this point | shall present the model of whaetgect in the grave.
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Table 1: Cemeteries from case studgrB = Total number of burials; EB = Excavated burids; CS = Burials
included in case study; numbers in first column repesent the number that correspond to the site numbepresented
in the case study chapter )

Grave
Nr. Sitename Region types TB EB CS Reference
West Miller et al 2009b; Miller 2011; Miller
1 Shombuuzin Belchir Mongolia Circular 36 12 112012
West Miller et al 2008 ; Milleret al 2009a;
2 Tahiltin-Hotgor Mongolia Mixed ? ? 1 Miller 2009; Brosseder 2009
Khokh Uriiriin West
3 Dugui-ll Mongolia Circular 6 1 1 Kovalegtal 2011
Central
4 Gol Mod I Mongolia Mixed 400 ? 1 Erdenebaatat al. 2011; Brosseder 2009
Central
7 Noin Ula Mongolia Mixed 212 ? 1 Brosseder 2009
Miniaev & Sakharovskaia 2008; Brosseder
8 Tsaaram Valley South Siberia  Mixed ? 2009
9 I'Movaia Pad South Siberia  Mixed ? 1 Konovalow30Brosseder 2009

The relation of the artefacts with the space inclvlthey are found might
also be an important factor. My model is basedhenXiongnu graves which are
presented in the next chapter and consists oflnotiumental and circular tombs.
| distinguish the following spaces inside a tomb:

* Inner grave chamber (only in the larger tombs)

» Quter grave chamber (only in the monumental tombs)

» Coffin or cist

* Niche (the small space north of the coffin or grakambers, where
animal bones are deposited)

e Tomb structure (anything that is not found in rielato a reopening and
situated inside the filling of the grave)

* Reopening hole (objects that are related to thpamiog activity)

e OQutside coffin / chambers (objects where | wasati¢ to place them in a

space)

| designed my database in this way, because | \@datget insight in the
spatial distribution of objects and human remaimssde a grave. In chapter 3 and
4 the theory shall be discussed in more detailvelsas the mortuary rituals in
chapter 2. For this reason | decided not to speadrtuch space in this chapter.

Most of the monumental tombs show that the surflerearcation is more
or less intact. The circular tombs show a slighifferent picture, because the
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ring seems to have been disturbed. With commoreseren say that the surface
size of the burial strongly influences the degredisturbance. When a small
grave is reopened it can be expected that the stuméhe surface were disturbed.
The hole should be about one meter wide to fitrageinside and enable him to
dig down. However, when | participated in the Khgrdject with Bryan Miller

at Shombuuziin Belchir it was hard to tell if theface demarcations were
disturbed. Only when the cist or coffin was opeitdgbcame clear that a grave
had been reopened or not. If it was disturbedutatbe due to bioturbation or
human reopening. Bioturbation is disturbance thagaused by animals that dug
their holes in the grave or plants. In the casdistubioturbation can be ruled out.
These graves were disturbed by human actions, be@uanimal would

probably not be able to toss aside large stones.

Chapter 1.5: Limitations and problem identification
A lot of important publications are in Russian @andngolian, therefore |

am dependent on overviews of these sources ingmd@hierman and French
publications or forced to neglect this, becauseafiatata | need is available.

Only from the past twenty years onwards Xiongnulisrare fully
excavated to get more information about the cordéitese graves. Before this
period tombs were excavated using a shaft to gétetdurial chamber as fast as
possible. Because of this, a lot of contextualnmi@tion had been lost (Brosseder
2009). For this reason | have chosen to rely oareEnglish publications. The
implication is that the dataset does not repretbenéntire spectrum of Xiongnu
tombs.

Xiongnu tombs have been excavated by various relsea with their own
goals. Therefore the excavation strategies areréifit as well as the data
presentation in the publication. This might pregdfiiculties for the adaption of
this data for my research question. The publicatam not go into detail on the
evidence that was left behind in the reopening ggscl shall therefore use these
publications only as supporting evidence.

Some major excavations still need to be fully pshmid. However some
scattered articles about these excavations haweaggin journals (e.g.
Polosmaket al 2008a; Polosmat al 2008b).

17



Historical sources about the Xiongnu are not rédiddecause they were
written from the Han perspective and the equaticth@ Xiongnu material culture
with the historical culture is difficult. The inforation that the Han Chinese
empire had, was only recorded for the purposefofiming the political sphere
(Brosseder and Miller 2011). The sources will dogyused as a framework and
background to interpret the political situationatngh time.

Unfortunately a good chronological framework is simig because the
paradigm of the Xiongnu elite graves changed anénough C14 dates have
been acquired to see this represented in the agtefoircular burials (Brosseder
2009). For this reason not too much attention bellpaid to determine whether
the tombs are elite or not and what exact timeopletiey were built. The
historical sourcesshiji; Hanshy Hou Hanshitell that there was a highly
hierarchical state structure and | assume thaighipresented in the
archaeological record.

Chapter 1.6: Thesis structure
A historical and archaeological background forX@ngnu culture will be

given in Chapter 2, because some historical evdrriag the Xiongnu period
might provide a further understanding of the reapgphenomenon. In Chapter 3
the theory about what graves are and how theyeneejved will be discussed.
Chapter 4 discusses theory on how to interpretmaatailture in graves. Both
chapters will give the reader a background foruhderstanding of the reopening
problem. | will discuss contradicting or overlappitheories and their
implications, which shall be used in the discussibapter to answer the research
guestions. Chapter 5 will be dedicated to a disonssf the evidence and data
will be presented to demonstrate how the reopenedlb compare to burials
where no traces of reopening were recorded. Herk discuss the contradicting
theories and try to define what theory is most gilale. In the conclusion | will

try to answer the research questions and evalostéhesis.
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Chapter 2: The Xiongnu

In this chapter | shall outline the current undamsging of the Xiongnu
empire and its people from different perspectivdss is important because this
background knowledge gives an idea about how tleagfiu functioned.

After the Xiongnu research has been introduceall shiefly introduce
some important historical periods within the Xiongreriod and the relation of

the Xiongnu with the Han empire in China.

Chapter 2.1: The Xiongnu — archaeology and subsiste  nce
The Xiongnu were always described as the classimple of nomadic

pastoralists, which mean that the people make sitemise of cows, sheep,
horses and goats. These animals need a pastutaztan, which is the reason
behind the migrations in a nomadic pastoralistetgcHowever, also remains of
millet, wheat and barley have been discovered (Mcm&ch and Amartuvshin
2006). At a survey in central Mongolia, traces gfieulture, fishing and
gathering of plant materials were found (Wrightl 2009, 385). The remains of
walled settlements have also been excavated, whadte the classification of a
nomadic pastoral society problematic (HoneychurahAmartuvshin 2006). The
walled settlements are small in number and werbally only used by a small
portion of society that needed protection.

Some settlements have been found without a weltetbsure and with
traces of permanent habitation (Ramseteal 2009, 231-6). Several large
settlement sites have been identified that hacosehsccupation. The local
population was probably buried near the settlensetdause they are from the
same period (Wrighet al 2009, 385).

From historical sources from China, which are lyidiscussed in the next
section, it becomes clear that the Xiongnu hadamgthierarchical society with a
chanyu at the highest position.

The centre of the Xiongnu empire was probably émi@al Mongolia and
the Baikal area in Southern Russia, because tlyefigemeteries, graves and
density of archaeological sites is located in #nea (Miller 2009, 354). This was
probably also the place where the chanyu’s resided.
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Through comparative analysis of ‘elite’ gravesumreunding countries it
becomes clear that there is some homogeneity itrehment of these burials.
They all contain grave goods that originate frorcpk far away from the burial
place. It seems that there was an extensive exehagtgvork active in the
Xiongnu period (Brosseder 2011).

In the next section | shall give an historicaéoxew of what is

considered to be the Xiongnu period.

Chapter 2.2: Historical sources and periods
As stated in the previous section there are hisabsources from China

that narrate about the Xiongnu. However, thesergegns are fragmentary and
do not cover the entire period (Brosseder and MaEL1). They only describe
how the Han empire was looking at them throughethiraeframes.

The first record that narrates about the XiongnihésShiji. This was
written at the end of the second century BC toetimty first century BC (Sima
Qian 1959). The second is tHanshuwhich was writterin the late first to
second century AD thidanshuwas written (Ban Gu 1962). The third is tHeu
Hanshuand was written in the fifth century AD (Fan Ye659.

These books are encyclopedic histories of the ‘€ghempire. The
Hanshu and Shiji both focus on the centuries beftedeastern Han dynasty (25 —
220 AD). The Hou Hanshu an the other hand dedlstie later period and with
the ‘Southern Xiongnu'. This new polity was situatdong the Northern frontier
of China and rivalled the ‘Northern Xiongnu’ foretlelaim of rulership (Brosseder
and Miller 2011, 20). However, the Northern Xiongulers did not accept a title
and the historical sources only narrate the histbthe Southern polityligid.,

20).

This section will deal with a narrative of the Xgimu empire in three time
periods that are described by Miller (2009), theiernal organisation as known
from the historical sources and their contacts fatkeign cultures to give an
introduction to what is told about the Xiongnu. g 1 shows how the Xiongnu
territory was organised in different periods. Hoee\the book where this map
comes from does not tell whether this image is thasehistorical documents,
archaeological culture or a combination of bothisT& an important distinction
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because the area that was called ‘North Xiongns'tha almost the same spatial
distribution as the monumental tombs.

In the three periods described by Miller, someanahanges appear in the
territory of the Xiongnu. | shall follow his peri@étion in the next sections.

I
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Figure 2: Xiongnu territory (Erezgen 2011, 25).

Chapter 2.2.1: The Early Xiongnu (209 — 58 BC)
Starting with the assassination of the fatherniine chanyu gained the

power of the polity that his father ruled. Also stepmother, brothers and chiefs
loyal to his father were killed. This is seen as listorical start of the Xiongnu.
This happened because there was a pressure froousding powerful polities
and the expansion of the Qin empire to the Nortmaistrative ranks for ruling
members and a governing structure were created.€effabled the Xiongnu to
incorporate and manage new territories and pedplke newly established Han
empire, that came to reign after the fall of the @mnpire, had to pay tribute to the
Xiongnu after a defeat against the Xiongnu (Di Cos002, 174 — 187). This

tribute that was paid might have ended in Xiongraves.
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These developments created a structure wheresgioeed supreme ruler”
(Miller 2009, 81), the aristocratic clans and tbgal lineages had the hegemony
over the steppe (Di Cosmo 2002, 187).

At the top of the hierarchical organisation statis“Chenli Gutu
Chanyu which can be translated as ‘magnificent son oa¥éa’. This concept
might have been borrowed from the title of the @smrulers, Son of Heaven (Di
Cosmo 1999).

At the death of a chanyu the important chiefs vealted together to
appoint a successor. This was in most cases sonfieon¢he royal lineage.
There were three other aristocratic lineages, whaeadag of the right and left was
appointed from. The kingdom was divided into a cardourt where the chanyu
held his centre of power and a left and right caurére the kings resided. Other
titles were both military and administrative (Mdl2009, 82-88).

During the aggressive expansion of the Xiongnuehders of other tribes
had the choice between subordination or to be alg=dr If they were
subordinated, the leader could take the title ‘réhkiag’ (Shiji 111, in Miller
2009, 88-93).

There was a ‘peaceable agreement’ between the kthXiangnu that is
calledheqin.This agreement was renewed when there was a clofingie on
either side. Goods that were sent to the Xiongoluded imperial chariots,
horses, clothes, food and princesses. This was waii¢he Han court declared
war to the Xiongnu around 140 BC. The Han initiatatitary campaigns against
the Xiongnu with the help of tribes that had therritory next to them and did
them great damage (Miller 2009, 93-96).

After the death of the Han emperor Wu in 87 BC smhe defeats for the
Xiongnu in battle, the border tribes that were sdbwted by the Xiongnu began
to rebel. In 78 BC the Wuhuan (a former subordiciderder clan) invaded
Xiongnu territory to open the tomb of a chanyu. Kiengnu asked help from the
Wusun. This was seen as a sign of weakness aMiuban assaulted the
Xiongnu with help from the Han Chinese and succé¢deapture the camp of
the ‘king of the right’. These attacks further wea&d the Xiongnu reign. Royal
lineages and local kings made claims for becontiegiext chanyu, which led to
a civil war (bid., 96-122).
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Chapter 2.2.2: Civil War (58 — 47 BC)
In this period several aristocratic people clairttegltitle of chanyu, which

caused chaos in the territory. This led to a temposplit in territory. They all
claimed to hold the title of supreme ruler and waispersed through the Xiongnu
territory. In this tumultuous period one of the miul chanyus submitted to the
Han in 51 BC. The chanyus’ brother whom was madéhler Luli King of the

Left, saw this as a sign of weakness and made Higtsnyu. He joined forces
with other clans and changed the location of thetodiller 2009, 122-125).

Chapter 2.2.3: Late Xiongnu (47 BC — 91 AD)
The chanyu whom submitted resided in Han territorgeek support from

the Han emperor. He was the first chanyu who didnmydo get the heqin treaty.
Material support was found to reclaim his sovergigmgainst the price of a status
beneath the Chinese Son of Heaven [the emperonjvdsdenot given an official
name, and according to Miller (2009) he was abbeeGhinese lords. The
Xiongnu could maintain their territory and wouldtte placed under control of
the Chinese court. The chanyu travelled to a fesritwn to make preparations
for reclaiming the Xiongnu court. A new agreeménatttensured support and
military assistance was signed. He returned toXibagnu court in the north with
the help of a Han Chinese general that attackeddhsa with help from the
Wusun. The head of the chanyu who resided in thet @zas sent back to the
Chinese court. The submitted chanyu reassertgablwer as chanyu in his own
territory thanks to the Chinese general and thedWuks 31 BC the lateral
succession of the eldest son was being questioviadh lead to tumult again
(Ibid., 126-134).

This period was traditionally interpreted as thd ehthe Xiongnu and the
split of Xiongnu territory. However, Miller argudisat the ‘Southern Xiongnu’,
might have a different character than what wasrdsestt by others. The split into
a Northern and Southern polity might not have keeanrthern and a southern
group, but rather a division between the groupswieae allies to the Han and the
groups that allied with the other chanyhid., 134). However, this raises the

guestion on how to interpret the monumental tomlibe ‘core area’ of the
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Xiongnu, because these are dated in the Late Xiopgnod (Brosseder & Miller
2011).

During the Wang Mang (9-24 AD) period in China tharere some
regulations for the Xiongnu that prohibited defegtpeople from the Han states,
the Wusun and Yushi to join the Xiongnu. The Xiongtso got the title on a seal
that said ‘new dynasty’. However, the chanyu ditinespect these regulations
and sent back the old agreement. This ended ispatd that was won by the
Xiongnu. After a civil war within Chinese bordersthat period and Wang
Mangs’ death, the Eastern Han dynasty was establisfhey restored the old title
of the Xiongnu chanyu. During this time the chaeypanded the territory to
proportions that were comparable with that in tegday of Xiongnu.

After the death of the chanyu in 46 AD, crisisthié empire again. There
was huge competition between the royal familie®ashom should succeed as
chanyu. One of these competing chanyus moved tediih and established there
as a new chanyu with Han officials.

This period did not have the same turbulent chara the Civil War
period, because there were no widespread wars@bdrder states that invaded
Xiongnu territory. However, it ended with a widesad war against the Xiongnu
in Mongolia by the Han, Southern Xiongnu, Xiank&ingling, Wuhuan, Qiang
and other groups. The chanyu was flayed by theb&aand a stone stele was
erected at a sacred mountain (Miller 2009, 126-152)

Chapter 2.3: Introduction to Xiongnu mortuary archa eology
As stated in the introduction, the Xiongnu had tyvave types: the

circular burials and the monumental tombs. The mwental tombs were not built
throughout the entire Xiongnu period and are oftemnected to the highest elites
(Honeychurch and Amartuvshin 2006).

Honeychurch and Amartuvshin summarize the modetoofl
organisation of the Xiongnu. This social organsattould, for example, be
represented in the spatial organisation of grawisyatifferent grave types and
sizes. In earlier research there was the assumiptairthe largest tombs could be
those of the highest persons in society in the §mnempire (Honeychurch &
Amartuvshin 2006). This shifted when Brossederrdgkarch on the monumental
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Xiongnu tombs and did radiocarbon dating on sonth&ih. These monumental
tombs that, in the earlier research, were attribtethe highest elites in society
were not built before 50 BC and after 50 AD (Brakse2010, 269). Thus they
can not represent the status of people for theevKangnu period, but might
only reflect the status during this short peritid., 271). This shows that the
models of social organisation in mortuary contextrot be applied before 50 BC
and need to be altered. | assume that the highiesaee to be found in the larger
circular burials. However, for this thesis it idfstient to state that there were
several elite ranks in the Xiongnu society, becamgeéntention is not to create a
new chronological framework with hierarchies. liéa¥ Bresseder (2010, 275) in
defining that “military power, power trough kinshiggconomic power and also
religious power” as statuses that need to be cereidwvhen looking at these
graves.

The burial equipment that is found in Xiongnu giadees not necessarily
indicate the gender of an interred person, bechowseand arrow are also found in
female and child burials (Brosseder and Miller 201120). Elsewhere Brosseder
(2009) states that weapon equipment is not foutldermonumental tombs. This
might be because almost all of the monumental lsuttiet she included in the
research were all reopened. In pristine circularabgithese weapon equipment is
mainly found inside the coffin. However, this coaldo be a gender related issue.

In a lecture Brosseder gave at Leiden Universigysthted that the
chronology of different grave types does not matih previous models of social
hierarchy for the Xiongnu period (Brosseder 20Etspnal communication). The
graves that are called square monumental, ostensatir elite graves are linked to
the highest persons in society. These graves dappear before 50 BC
(Brosseder 2010, 268-270). This means that, initiie before the introduction of
this grave type, the highest elite might also lpgesented in different grave types
that where previously interpreted as lower in rartke burials with a circular
surface demarcation appear through the whole Xiomgmiod. For this reason |
assume that the larger circular graves were us#tedsurial places for the elite.
After 50 BC this grave type might be mixed with thenumental graves. In the
next chapters | shall present the data for bottutar and monumental burials to
show what is generally found inside these graveswdrat the theories behind the

graves are.
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Figure 3: Distribution of Xiongnu graves in Mongola, Russia and China (Erezgen 2011, 35).

Chapter 2.3.1: Circular burials
The circular burials, or surface burials, are \l&sitin the ground as a ring

of stones that have variable diameters. Beneatlsttime ring, at variable depths,
a wooden coffin or stone cist is placed, which th@shuman remains. They are
the dominant types of Xiongnu burials on the Morggokteppe (Miller 2009,
233-5). According to Johannesson (2011) the majmstment was in the
mortuary assemblage and not in the monument itBled.circular burials share
the same characteristics and do not convey indaliyu This was different in the
periods preceding the Xiongnu, when these strustsitewed much more
variability in grave lay-out and accompanying grgeeds. The persons interred
in Xiongnu tombs could be remembered for only twoegrations, because they
lack the variability and visibility in the landsaabid., 250). A contrary view is
presented by Miller who states that the gravesigmraficant because they “mark
the landscape and remain a visible testament tdegbeased beneath” (Miller
2009, 236). | tend to follow Millers’ approach, laeise the burials (in a cemetery)
were quite well visible in the field when | volueted at the excavation of

Shombuuzin Belchir in 2010. However, when theséalsiare compared to the
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monumental tombs or burials of the preceding petiddecomes clear why
Johannesson comes to this conclusion which iscthatlar burials are far less
visible than monumental tombs. | think that theistycwould also have forgotten
who is buried in the huge burial mounds within & fgenerations, because these
were only build near the end of the Xiongnu emphed after the fall of the
empire the territory was invaded by other cultures.

The burial grounds that contain circular buriaks dated between the third
century BC and second century AD. These burialeapim earlier dates than the
‘historical Xiongnu’ and also after the fall of tikégongnu (Miller 2009).

When these graves are placed in historical comexteopening could
make sense. When a new ethnic group or lineagestmmower they can break
with the old burial customs. They try to forget whes ‘before’ them. However,

it is to early in this stage of research to drashsconclusions.

Structure
At the surface the burials are visible as a ringtofhes (fig 4). This ring
can be up to 14 meters in diameter.

Figure 4: Surface demarcation of a 10 meter wide ular grave at Shombuuzin Belchir, 16
(after Miller etal. 2009, 9).

There is some variability in the size of these &lsriFollowing Miller,
there are three groups of circular graves.
» Large graves with a diameter around 11 meters
* Small graves with a diameter around 5 meters

» Graves with a small circular cluster of stones [@4iR009, 233-5).
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These grave groups are based on the comparisarcofac graves. But do
these statistical ‘facts’ represent an actual hoénafor this grave type? The larger
burials seem to have a larger number of artefasisaaimal sacrifices inside,
which could be related to a higher status. Theutarcgraves are found in large
parts of the Xiongnu territory which is illustratedfigure 3.

There also is a fourth group of burials with noface demarcation. This

was recorded at Ivolgand Derestugemetery. These two excavations are

published in Russian, and are therefore not covierdids thesis. Following
Miller, the survey of Xiongnu graves do not reprédée entire portion of
society, because unmarked burials are rarely fausdrveys, have less grave
goods and are smaller in size (Miller 2009, 23%)widver, the fact that they are
not found in surveys does not mean that these graneenot abundant. Because
they have no surface demarcation they are proldablyer to find during a
survey.

At sites with square monumental graves these argraves are often
considered as satellite or sacrificial burials gr@tompany the person in the large
grave (Minaev 1998 in Miller 2009, 362; Murail al 2000). Some of these
burials have remarkable rich grave goods. But fisttall discuss the human

remains that are found inside circular burials.

Internment

Primarily a wooden coffin was used to bury the @seé in. In the
Western part of Mongolia, stone cists were used twewooden coffins and
sometimes these two methods were combined. In tirases where the two are
combined a wooden cart was disassembled and parésput in the grave (Miller
2012).

The skeletal remains are buried in a flexed suposgtion and sometimes
with the legs bent. This is important, becausepthesibility exists that the
reopening of graves are targeted at the human nsmléithe skeleton has a
different position it could have been moved durngeopening or by bioturbation.
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Grave goods

There is a wide variety of grave goods that aumébin the circular graves.
These can be divided in weaponry, personal adorimessels, eating and horse
riding gear. There are also objects that do non fihese categories like bronze
mirrors. The research of Bryan Miller suggests thate is an overlap in both
grave size and burial equipment between the smalkkerumental tombs and the
larger circular tombs (Miller 2009). This overlapgit also be visible in the
traces of reopening. Status could be involved @#eria for reopening burials. If
status is indeed reflected in burial size and tyipis,could be a reason why
circular burial sites with pristine graves are tadasier to find than pristine

monumental tombs These monumental burials are siscubelow.

Chapter 2.3.2: Monumental tombs
The spread of the monumental tombs is limitedhéoNorthern part of

Mongolia and the Buryat area in Southern Russia ¢@meteries are found to
the west (Tahiltin Hotgor) and northwest (Bai Dgg®Rthis ‘core’. The

distribution of monumental tombs becomes clearguaré 3.

Structure

The monumental graves consist of a terrace, whachbe up to 46 by 46
meters, a stone walled enclosure, and a downwapihsg) passageway (fig 5).
Almost all terrace burials have an internal streetof stone or wood on the
surface and stone layers at various depths inith®lpst of these burials have

circular satellite burials around them (Brossed#9).
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Figure 5: Monumental grave lay-out of [I'Movaia Padtomb 54 (Polosmak et al. 2008).

Internment

The burials contain a wooden coffin and an innet @ter chamber at the
bottom of the pit. However, most of these buriaadt contain a (complete)
skeleton due to reopening of the graves or othesams. | think the research into
human remains is undervalued. This could be duleetéact that most graves
were considered as ‘looted’ and therefore the hurearains were neglected.

The excavation strategies and goals were aimdtkaxcavation of the
grave chambers where a funnel shaped shaft wasdligectly reach the
chambers. This had the implication that the praegd&e traces of a reopening,

were not visible (Brosseder 2009).

Grave goods

Artefacts are mainly found in the inner or outearmier, whereas the
coffin often lacks artefacts. Brosseder distingesshetween two groups of burials
on basis of the artefacts in figure 6. The firghvgr group contains the same

artefact types and were accompanied by a chartat.aftefact types ranged from
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precious horse gear, Chinese lacquer, Chineselsgbsanze cauldrons, coffin

handles, nephrite stones to bronze mirrors (Brassz@D9, 263).
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Figure 6: Inventory of monumental graves (Brossede2009).

The second group is not only different in the catesg of artefacts that

were deposited, but they also differ in size anatlief the burial. The graves in

this category do not contain prestigious horse geate out of silver and Chinese

metal vessels. Brosseder suggests that thereogeatap of inventory between

this second group of monumental tombs and cirdulaials (Brosseder 2009,

264). This overlap does not mean that these gnaees the same, because the

monumental tombs were only in use for a relatiailgrt period of time, while the
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circular burials were used throughout the wholengiou period and lack a good

chronology.
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Figure 7: Deposition of artefacts in grave chamberéBrosseder 2009, 266).
(1. Gol Mod T20, 2. I'Movaia Pad’ T54, 3. Tsaardm, 4. Tahiltin-Hotgor T64 and 5. Tahiltin-Hotgo82)

The artefact placement in monumental tombs (figg hlomogeneous and
shared among all tombs that are included in Bragsédrticle. This shows that
there is a shared belief, value system and intesction of the leading groups
(Ibid., 2009). In the circular burials there is some enaariation. Some objects or
animal remains are placed in a different space.évew the type of objects are
relatively the same. This suggest again that tlopleehad a shared identity

In all cases animal skulls and lower bones are sigmboutside the grave
chambers. In burials with a chariot an additiomaireal deposition was made at

the level where the chariot is.
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Chapter 2.4. Synthesis
There are a lot of gaps in the historical timefeamfithe Xiongnu, this, and

the fact that they did not have their own histdrieaord, does not allow to give a
precise description of the polity. However, thealggions of this empire are
useful to create a historical background for furingerpretation.

The internal organisation and struggles might filected in the burial
patterns. It might be expected that both militamg administrative elites might be
represented in cemeteries. However, it can nosbemed that the chanyu is
buried in the largest grave with the best qualftga@ods. This is not a restriction
for the interpretation of reopened graves.

It remains uncertain how the territories lookee ldfter the civil war.
Differences in mortuary treatment could be a smmewly established courts,
but it is too early in general Xiongnu researcitate that the monumental tombs
belonged to the Northern or Southern Xiongnu. | thiérefore treat them as being
one archaeological culture.

In this chapter | have discussed the different$ygiegraves that are
considered as Xiongnu. The circular and monumemtales were both subjected
to reopening. However, the monumental tombs shovertraces of the reopening
of tombs, because the tomb structure is much lag@émdeeper. These tombs have
a different grave structure and are different iasidowever, they also share a lot
of characteristics. The data presented in thistelnap used as a model of
expectations for what | can expect in both priséind reopened tombs.

The next chapter will be theoretical and deals wasiues of what a grave
Is, how it could be perceived by a society and Ipeaple attach to them. | think

the attitude towards the grave is important to ustded the reopening process.
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Chapter 3: Graves as monuments

In this chapter | shall view the graves as a teniat marker, as a
monument that can bring people together but algdeliand from the ancestor
worship viewpoint. These topics are important tosider for this thesis because

they might give a better understanding for the eeamy of graves.

“Monuments and memorials exist as a means of fikisgpry. They provide
stability and a degree of permanence through thiective remembering of an
event, person or sacrifiggkowlands & Tilley 2006, 500)”.

| think a grave is the perfect example of such aummeent and memorial.
It is a place where a dead person is remembereti@malired. Following
Rowlands & Tilley (2006, 500) monuments can be tgsaof public display and
ritual”. In the landscape, monuments are spacesenpeople are remembered,
and therefore the embodiment of power (Boyer 1824). Graves both have the
function of remembering a person and are a sigindeoterritory that is owned.

Following Lévy-Strauss the dead may symbolize iegition of the social
order and may justify land rights (Levy-Strauss 3,9320). In the Mongolian
period the body of the Khan could only be burietii;misacred homeland. The
place where he was buried gave the people thabitdtbthe area the right to the
land that is protected by their ancestor spirftthé remains and artefacts in a
grave were destroyed ,this weakened the clan (Bluby2006, 68-85). These
burials of high placed persons may be used togtinen or weaken a clans’ right
to make use of the land. The graves legitimizebtbedline and give more power
to the descendants.

In the Xiongnu period the highest placed personeedied the ‘banyu.
This was the sacred supreme ruler by the graceafdn (Di Cosmo 1999).
Weiner’s use of the term ‘cosmological authentmaitimight be relevant in this
context. Her work is based on ethnographical olagems in Polynesia to
describe the exchange of objects in the conteselmfion and power relations.
The term cosmological authentication is used tafpout how “material resources
and social practices link individuals and groupthwein authority that transcends

present social and political action” (Weiner 1992, The chanyu used this
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cosmological authentication to legitimize his piasit After his death he might
have had a special treatment, because he waspghenselileader. This might also
be practised to other important people, for examplaple of the aristocracy,
religious or political. This could be important fibre interpretation of reopened
graves, because graves had been reopened on afiiXi@emeteries. The persons
or cultures that are responsible are unknown, disasé¢heir motivations for

reopening a tomb.

Chapter 3.1: Territoriality / sacred landscapes

“Human activities become inscribed within a landgcapch that every cliff, large
tree, stream, swampy area becomes a familiar plaedy passages through the
landscape become biographic encounters for indadgluecalling traces of past
activities and previous events and the readinggiss (Tilley 1994, 27).

Such a place could be a grave. People of the s@mesee this grave as a
memory of the life of a deceased person. Otheedrinight have a different
attachment to this monument. The landscape couidtbgreted as a medium
where human activities and events took place.do@ally produced and always
open for transformation and change (Tilley 1994, Ohe of such spaces is a
territory. A territory can stay the same, exparetlihe or be moved. However,
important places are part of the territory, buhdo define it (Ibid,. 39).

The landscape is a place where people and groapmplemented in systems of
power (bid., 26). In the Xiongnu-period there was constaatspure from
surrounding polities. To name a few, the Han empire Wuhuan and the
Xianbei. The historical records tell that there @vseveral expansions and
contractions of the Xiongnu territory. Even withire Xiongnu empire there were
several power struggles between some people winaao be the supreme
ruler, which eventually divided the Xiongnu in amf®rn and Southern polity
(Barfield 1989).

During the Mongolian period the human remains atefacts in graves of
conquered tribes were destroyed to weaken thearidrihe land where the
conquered tribe belonged to (Drobyshev 2006, 68)bishev uses historical
sources to draw these conclusions on. For thepretation of reopened Xiongnu
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graves his analysis is useful for providing a backgd to show what measures
could be taken to prevent that a grave was reopanédvhat actors might be
active to do this. Viewing the graves from thiswmint does not provide a full
explanation, because the graves could also be medgd®y the descendants of the
buried to do secondary rituals.

The grave of a ruler would only be buried in &sred homeland. Because
this burial is situated in this homeland, it gitlee rulers’ tribe the right to the

land and protection from the ancestor spifivéd(, 68-85).

Chapter 3.2: Graves bringing people together

In this section | shall describe the social fumctof graves. This is
important because the deceased did not bury himerself, but some organisation
must have existed behind the death of an individual

For the construction of a tomb for a highly plagedson the surviving
relatives are being called together. This is tr@ad@ontext where the death of an
individual is commemorated and celebrated. Thegcetheir perception of death
and the relationships that the living had with dleeeased (Parker Pearson 1993,
203).

However, the tomb might conceal or express poelations in a society
that is done by the manipulation of the dead byithieg. Changing mortuary
‘advertisements' may express changing social pmlagions (Parker Pearson
1982, 112). This advertisement can be interpresegshawing the power that an
individual has through the expenditure of the maryuitual or the deposition of
gifts. This would affect all those who took placete ritual of the dead as a
living force, because they gained power throughgifte for the deceasetb(d.,
112). This 'living force' might be interpreted ke backdrop for ancestral
veneration. However, this veneration could also$ed against a culture. In
power struggles these tombs might be used to geitral over an area or people.
In the Mongol empire for example, the tombs of rsilwere used to gain control
over the people that lived in a conquered areasd t@mbs could be destroyed as

a strategy to subject the conquered people (Draw2006).
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In the next section | shall elaborate on ancest@agération, because this
can not be ruled out that this happened in the ghoarperiod or after that.

Chapter 3.3: Ancestor worship

Worship of ancestors is practised in large parthefworld. However,
some cultures from East Asia are seen as haviaghradf ‘formal’ ancestor
worship (Parker Pearson 1999, 26-27). With ancestoship | mean that
ancestors, or their spirits, are revered with #salt that the ancestor(s) are
satisfied. This happens, according to Parker Pagf€#99), during rituals which
are performed for the ancestors and could be redd tombs. The reopening of
tombs could be done as an act of ancestral veaerdthis is the outcome of the
research of Artelius (2013) and shows that in Mikage Scandinavia people
selected Bronze Age graves to perform ritual astimmd bury their own death in
the environment of these older tombs. The Bronze tdgbs were reused and
sometimes the grave was reopened to retrieve gbjElee rituals performed could
be the construction of a funerary pyre, digging dfole in the tomb or have a
feast. This is a type of ancestral venerationithdirected towards an ‘ancestor’
that was probably not their own. However, they bited the same lands. In an
animistic worldview, where spirits inhabit the larnkle spirits of the Bronze Age
people might still be active. To keep these spinigppy’ sacrificial offerings
were needed. This shows a much more friendly d#itand use of graves from
other cultures than explained in the previous arapt

For the Xiongnu period, several of the above mewiibactivities were
recorded around monumental tombs by Konovalov (RB&me of these
activities could have taken place during the funerdual. The evidence of
selective deposition of animal bones in the grawenter suggest that this could
only be deposited at the time the deceased wasdyurecause they are outside
the coffin and present in almost every grave. Tyrepand reopening holes are
more difficult to date and therefore to excludegmssible act of ancestral
veneration. The pyres could be made at any timiitealbeginning of construction
of the tomb, during the deposition of the deceasezlren long after the closure of
the tomb. The pyres could be the only indicaticat the grave was used for

ceremonial purposes after the burial.
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It is obvious that the tomb had to be closed beftareuld be reopened.
There are some tombs that could be used to datedpening, such as a tomb
with a wooden cage construction. The C14 datingadd samples shows that old
wood was used for coffins, and therefore wood isiameliable source to date. The
wooden cage construction could provide an earke than the period where it
was used for the reopening. An earlier date woulg be significant if it has a
later date than the burial has, because it canagivadication to whether the
tombs were reopened after or during the Xiongniodeihese remains had not
been dated and would provide important evidencéi®istudy of reopened
tombs. However, the dating of these cage constmiditts beyond my scope.

Chapter 3.4: Synthesis
In this chapter | made a framework for the intetation of graves as

monuments. Such a monument can be seen as a pqwesson, or as a mark in
the landscape demarcating the place were the ansesside. If a different
culture conquers the area the burials could alagskd to show their power.
Especially when the power of the conquered lids@narchical legitimation by
lineage.

To sum up what this means for the case study; thiere possibly
secondary rituals that took place after the buaistruction. This burial could be
the target of post depositional processes. Howévisrimpossible to tell whether
the reopening process is hostile or done by paspteregarded the deceased as
their ancestors.

In the next chapter a framework for the interpietadf the material
culture shall be explained. This is necessary mabelieve the tombs might not

only be reopened to perform ‘rituals’, but alsaetrieve objects or bones.
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Chapter 4: Interpreting material culture in mortuar y

contexts

“People make things powerful,” but things also “regdeople powerful” (Wiener 2007, 54).

With this in mind | want to concentrate on what thaterial culture in a
grave means. | start with division of different spainside a tomb, because these
could reflect different stages in the mortuaryaitand the placement of objects
could also inform about their importance. The phaest in different spaces could
also say something about the identity of the dexmkas

Next | shall introduce the concepts of inalienatidgects and prestige
goods, because these are useful tools to makéirmctmn between tombs that are

reopened for personal gain or because their bibgrap

Chapter 4.1: Ritual spaces inside a tomb

If | assume that there is a distinction betweefed#int spaces inside a
tomb, this would become a powerful tool to tracey\atomb would have been
reopened. If one specific area is constantly thgeteof the people who reopened
the grave, this space or the things inside it cbalke special significance.
According to Flad, different spaces in a grave rrgflect a different phase in
the mortuary ritual (Flad 2002). The way | inteteethis is that these spaces can
be both inside a grave and outside. If a graveatosita grave chamber and a
coffin it could be explained as different stagethi burial process and the objects
that are found within this chamber are connectdti¢stage of the ritual.

Following Shelach, who states that the objectsedb® the body were
probably most significant for telling something abthe identity of the deceased
(Shelach 2009).The objects that lie closest tdotay might have had the closest
ties with the person. | assume that these caredlbiind in the coffin, because a
strong indication exist that utilitarian objectg &ound in the grave chamber(s)
and more personal objects in the coffin. | willther explore this when | discuss
the graves in the case study. Following Briick amatifh, the mourners placed
the objects in the grave. They grouped these "tdbjagarticular locations
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relative of the body" of the deceased. The orgéinisaf these objects do not
necessarily mean that they only communicated thgopal prestige of the
deceased (Briick and Fontijn 2013, 360).

Hanks acknowledges that there are certain zongbhdateposition of
artefacts, animal and human remains (Hanks 2002, B6ee the utilitarian
category as objects that are used in daily lifé doe not closely connected to only
one person. These can be objects like cauldromselgear, lacquer and metal
vessels. | consider weapons and adornment as siogpetiore personal. ‘More
personal’ as in that they were more closely coretetit the deceased. However,
these objects might be significant for more pedipéan the deceased.

In the next section | will go into further detabl@ut what these objects can

tell about the identity of a person

Chapter 4.2: Identity of the dead

Identity by itself is quite a problematic worduse as demonstrated by
Leve (2011). In the contemporary world it is embedich life, in the sense of
being, or of belonging to something. This can breef@ample age, ethnic, national,
religious or sexual. The sense of belonging tacagrisable social group is this
sense of belongindl(id., 513). Identity is often used as a tool to dgtiish
graves from different cultures. Some examples atvidbeing researched are
status, rank, power, gender and kinship. For hgistrank and power the grave
can tell something about the social organisatieamé&parameters like grave size,
depth, spatial organisation can be interpretedvé&gaods can also be used as a
tool to interpret these topics (Parker Pearson 139@wever, this does not mean
that the biggest grave with the richest grave gestse highest placed person in
society (Brosseder 2009; Bruck and Fontijn 2013).

Following Briick and Fontijn (2013) the mournersgald the objects in the
grave. They grouped these "objects in particuleations relative of the body" of
the deceased. The spatial placement of these slagjeatot necessarily mean that
they only communicated the personal prestige ofiteased (Briick and Fontijn
2013, 360).

Some artefact types are only found in the largestrichest graves, and

may therefore be linked to socio-political statNecessarily, Shelach makes a
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distinction between ‘qualitative symbols’ and &pitative symbols’. The first is
linked to the quality of the interred objects, thtter is the amount of artefacts in
a grave which can be a marker for social stratifice(Shelach 2009, 88).

“In societies with a clear hierarchical gradingdavhere such grading is
symbolised through mortuary sumptuary rules, onelevexpect to find strong
correlation between the amount of labour investecarious aspects of the grave
and the social status of the individual buriedtir{lbid,. 88). This means that you
would expect less artefacts in a smaller gravempgarison with the larger
graves. In the Xiongnu society the chanyu stodtieatop level of such a
hierarchical grading of society (Honeychurch andaftuvshin 2006). For this
thesis | do not want to attempt to identify the banof this political and military
leader and therefore it should be sufficient tbesthat there was such a grading.
However, the graves that | deal with could possid@yfrom the chanyu, but also
from people that fulfilled a lower position.

However, when the Xiongnu tombs are explored ingBdrab it becomes
clear that, in graves that were not reopened, thereertain object categories
deposited in the coffin when there is a grave chamalith multiple spaces. For
example, bows, arrows, personal adornments are fuftend in the coffin. Horse
harnesses, pots and metal vessels are often fauhd inner and outer coffin.
These seem to have similarities in the arrangewfenibjects. For this reason |
follow Shelach who states that objects that arequlalose to the body of the
deceased tell something about his or her iderfhelach 2009). However, the
other artefacts might also communicate significaassages about the identity of
the death. My interpretation is that objects that@aced in the coffin are most
tightly connected to the life of the deceased drjdats in the inner and outer
grave chambers form part of a social deposition.

Briick and Fontijn rather see objects as networlkexohange that links
artefact biographies with people. The material congmts of the objects are
entangled with memory and identity. These artefadate particular kinds of
persons. The identity of a person is constitutethbygifts he or she offers.
(Bruck and Fontijn 2013, 363). Weiner (1992, 5)estdhat the power of the
cosmological domain becomes significant throughharge. When an object is
deposited in a grave it reflects the relationstias the deceased had with the

surroundings and thus his or her status. Whetleeolbiects that are deposited in
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the grave are gifts that communicate the persoesbtith people or states, or
whether items that belonged to the deceased, thidyreflect aspects of the
identity of the deceased. It may well be that itdiesome important through
exchange as well as personal belongings.

In the Han empire there were prescribed rulesherburial of high placed
persons and military officials. This is an indicetithat individual status could be
reflected in the burials at the time of the XiongRolosmak (2008a) suggests that
such reflection of status in burial is also visifle Xiongnu monumental tombs.
However, the timeframe in which these monumental® were built does not
cover the entire Xiongnu period (Brosseder 2009) these tombs are not equally
dispersed in the Xiongnu territory.

In the next section | shall further elaborate amrible that artefacts can

play

Chapter 4.3: (In)alienable objects

Following Weiner that inalienable objects were fEg@nd symbols of
authority and power” which were deliberately kept of circulation in exchange
networks (Weiner 1992, 6). If we acknowledge that¢hanyu is the ultimate
source of power in the Xiongnu empire, it mightd@e possible to recreate how
this power was distributed among the lower ranksoafety. According to Weiner
(1992, 5) we “must see how power is constitutedugh rights and accesses to
these cosmological authentications that give vaduzertain kinds of possessions
which are fundamental to the organisation of exgeanThe chanyu was
probably the person who had the best papers taggesss to such possessions,
which circulated through long distance trade neks@Brosseder 2011).

Bruck and Fontijn proposed that artefacts in a @ishwould not be seen as
alienable objects or prestige goods, but as inalilnobjects. These are linked to
identities, biographies and cultural values (Braokl Fontijn 2013, 368). Because
certain object types, like metal vessels or weapmmear only in graves and
others only in other contexts, this is called ‘sélee deposition’. In Bronze Age
Europe for example, there was such a selectiveepsowith swords which were
rarely found in graves but they were regularly foumwet places. When they are

found in such a context they were deposited thecause they had a certain life-

42



path and not solely for their fornb{d., 368). In Xiongnu graves such selective
deposition might also have taken place, because thstriking uniformity in the
deposition of these objects.

Ethnographic research has recorded many examptegexts that are
being used by the court culture. These objecteainward signs of power. For
example in nineteenth century Indonesiakthe dagger was such an object; it
was supposed to have sacred and magical powerarthaperative in “all times
and places” (Wiener 2007, 49). Moreover, it is sgigd that some of these
‘treasures’ were put in the grave, because theesent the fundament of
kingship (Steuer 2006, 21). Next to its sacredraadical power, it also played a
major part in politics. It was thought by the Dutdionial government that
regalia objects were an important element in the&tion and functioning of
authority. If the government did not get controeothese regalia it could lead to
difficulties to their control of the colony (Wien2007, 50). For this reason state
regalia could play an important role in the dommrabf conquered people.
These objects could also embody certain historimerds, social relations,
subjective states and experiences (Ibid., 51udhsan object is removed from
circulation and put into a grave it could be thabple want to retrieve these
objects to claim power.

According to Steuer the grave goods might notseful anymore for the
deceased at a certain moment. At this moment ttietganight want to reuse
these items and therefore retrieve them from theegy(Steuer 2006, 21).
However, Mills suggests that inalienable objects loath be used to establish and
defeat hierarchies. This defeat of hierarchy igsluglken these objects are used to
"promote communal identities, rather than the idiestof particular leaders".
These artefacts may be destroyed and replaceds(R0D4, 240). The chanyu is
venerated both within his lifetime and after hisite and therefore also the
objects that gathered a life history and gainededlf these objects remain in the
grave, they could be used for the protection agdiheation of the hierarchical
ordering within the empire. When there are intestalggles or when a new
hierarchy is created these objects might be retsskgjitimize the social order, or
to create a new order. This can be done by destyayi keeping the objects.

In the Viking age objects from Bronze Age barrowigimalso have been

reused to create or confirm a certain ideologytaedight to the land. This reuse
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was interpreted as a resistance against the (Gm)stansformations that took
place in their world (Artelius 2013). However, if #@em could be reused for the
legitimation of land claims it could also be ussdaacounter measure to avoid
land claims. In this case such an object needs tiebtroyed.

If the artefacts are the target of a reopeninguld@xpect to find a
difference between pristine tombs and reopened spbdrause the possibility
exists that objects were retrieved from the gr&@realler artefacts that are easily
overlooked could be left behind, while the largeefacts were easier to take
away. If these remains are retrieved because oflitegraphy two patterns can
appear. The first is that of a respectful treatnvémtre the grave is disturbed as
less as possible. The second possibility couldhbepgarts of the grave are totally
emptied, in this case small remains would be exaect

The chanyu might also be venerated himself bedae$as the grace of
Heaven. For this reason | shall discuss the pdiggibf human remains as

inalienable objects in the next section.

Chapter 4.4: The sacred body
In churches and Buddhist temples there are refidsobty’ people that

contain human remains (bones or cremation ashyametimes monarchs are
buried inside churches, like the Dutch royal fanmi\Delft, The Netherlands.
The rank and power of these high placed personainsnmtact after they were
buried (Steuer 2006, 16). Drobyshev researchetutierary rituals in the Mongol
empire. Drobyshevs’ hypothesis is that after thetlilef a Khan, his body and
artefacts he possessed still had sacred qualitese remains and artefacts
maintained their sacred qualities after they weneelol (Drobyshev 2006, 68).

As Steuer has stated, the death of a person cate@ehaos for a
community where the internal hierarchies shoulddadfirmed and this event also
influences surrounding communities (translated feteuer 2006, 13). The ruler
of the Mongol empire has a charisma during hish@j life which is also
reflected in the objects that surrounded the pedswimg its life. This charisma is
the sacral character of the supreme ruler (Skrywakn Drobyshev 2006). After
the person is buried in a grave, it can still reglthe charisma it had during its life
(Drobyshev 2006, 68).
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The remains of an important person could be transfd into objects that
could play an important role in society. For exagoh the Mongolian period the
body, and in particular the head of a person tkhiriged to the higher positions
in society was important, because it embodiedhtsisma. The head of a leader
was also used to demoralize defeated people asubtardinate them (Drobyshev
2006).

In cultures outside Mongolia the heads are alsmmapt, for example in
Peru; where a debate exists about whether the Rarb\asca trophy heads
should be considered as being used for ancestmataton or as being used as
“victims of warfare related activities”. With a cgarison of tooth enamel from
‘trophy heads’ and Nasca-period burials they caheliinat the heads did not
come from a distant place. Therefore they were gdstybnot victims of war. The
heads are considered as an important individuahgan important ritual
function (Knudsoret al 2008). The trophy heads from the Wari empireeruP
show traces of violence and some of the sampleégedieom outside the territory.
Therefore they are considered as victims of wan@land Knudson 2008).

The body and bones of important persons from the Kealand Maori
culture also had a sacred character. The persahsavigher status lived a more
ritualized way of life in comparison with peoplelofver status. The head had a
special place with the Maori. When they went to tirgr head of an enemy was
cooked and eaten to destroy the energy. This eroaitgdtapu,which was an
energy that needed to be resolved, because it @tdi for lower placed persons.
By eating the brains of an enemy, this energy cbeldesolved and the person
could live as a ‘normal’ person again (Fletcher20M2-73). These are examples
of cultures where the body and the head are tremtbdspecial care. They can be
used to humiliate enemies or as token for ancestra¢ration. For the Maori and
the Mongols historical sources tell about the sglexharisma that high status
persons seem to have. This charisma might givaxgeg special significance.

Rowlands and Tilley suggest that “’absent’ or ‘nmgsbones’ were taken
out of these monuments to circulate as relics antioadjving or deposited in
other monuments” (Rowlands & Tilley 2006, 510). 8ldoall body parts be
removed or can a part be sufficient? And what aboeibbjects that were buried

with the body?
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Parts of the human body might be treated as attgfaecause they were
used as heirlooms by the participant (Brtick 2006)s could also be the case
with the Xiongnu. A bone that was missing in atfoentury BC womans’ grave
at the Egyin Gol cemetery was deposited amongadhes$of animals in another
grave. This had been interpreted as a human s&c(Murailet al 2000).
However, it could also be a relic. | think it igsificant that a human bone is
deposited in another grave. The person whom the bas taken from also had a
significant status, because she was buried.

If such attitude towards the human remains ex@tXfongnu graves |
would expect to find similar patterns of body treant in the reopened graves or
different treatments for the grave types. For eXampvould expect that a skull
is consequently absent in reopened graves. If ayitern is not identifiable the
conclusion would be that the human body was notatget.

Since burial in flexed supine position is typicat Kiongnu graves, |
would expect that all bodies would be depositedh\great care. In reopened
tombs | would expect to find a skeleton that eitiad been disturbed, but still in
anatomical order and possibly some ‘missing’ boneg, more destructive form
where a large quantity of the human bones are foart@omical context or
missing.

In the next section a different approach will becdissed, because when
there is a power-shift the new people in chargentmgt appreciate the
biographies that are attached to objects, peomaeaves and therefore transform

or destroy the objects.

Chapter 4.5: Prestige goods systems

A prestige goods system is based upon the assumiptt a hierarchy
exists between objects. These can be symbols ofpamd the value can be given
by looking at the difficulty of the production pregs, rareness of the material and
technological processes. These might result inrobaver the access to these
objects and materials (Kenoyer 1991).

However, Briick and Fontijn (2013, 368) state tletgyns of selective
deposition of objects are not linked to wealth @stige goods. Because the

reason behind the reopening is one of the asgsat$ would like to research in
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this thesis, | will include the prestige goods tlyeanyway to test it with the
available data. This motivation for a reopeningrirtine inalienable objects
viewpoint can be looting, secondary burial processedescendants or
desecration. From the prestige goods the persaiiralof wealth or the acquisition
of these prestigious objects can be a motivatfdhereopening of a tomb. In
this case prestige goods systems and wealth oftslgbould be considered for
imaginary ‘looters’ might have a different attitutbevards the Xiongnu tombs

and might not respect the ancestral protectioh@burial ground.

Chapter 4.6: Synthesis

In this chapter | have tried to create a frameworkhe interpretation of
material culture in graves. The dead supposedlyidvoave had an identity, or at
least a role in society. Certain objects might &&oaiated with the life of the
deceased and therefore placed in the grave, atiight be a deposition from the
mourners to show their powers. These two mightepasated in a grave by place
of deposition.

If a tomb is reopened there could be two optiither the people who
reopened it wanted the objects (and possibly bdoeshe monetary value, or
because these things had biographies. In thechsst | expect that only the
valuable objects are taken out of the grave, becthesy can be sold for their
characteristics. In the latter case | expect thgats, bones or both categories
could be taken out of the grave, because the peoiglet attach a value to these
‘things’ which is based on the history of the olbjec

In the next chapter the case study sites shalldmissed. This could give

some insight in the reopening processes.
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Chapter 5: Evidence for the reopening of graves

In this chapter | shall introduce and discuss tlaes that | use.
Unfortunately it is not possible to present theadat all of the graves, because
some data is not published (yet). For this reasaralhthe tombs are described in
the same manner. | shall first present the censsterhere the graves are found,
in this chapter | shall also include some reopegrasies. Because for some graves
| was not able to retrieve enough information, dacontain valuable information
for this research.

Secondly, | will discuss the graves and what wasdoinside it. | have
divided the graves in pristine and reopened grewvsbow how pristine burials
look like and what can be expected to be foundimseopened burials. However,
In some cases this categorisation is uncertairgusecthe data to prove this is
unavailable to me. At the end of the chapter IIshaithesize the most important

aspects.

Chapter 5.1: Case study cemeteries
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Figure 8: Casestudy sites
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Shombuuzin Belchir

Tahiltin-Hotgor

Khokh Uradiriin Dugui-1l

Gol Mod I

Gol Mod | (not included in case study)
Duurlig Nars (not included in case study)
Noin Ula

Tsaaram Valley

II'Movaia Pad

10. Ivolga (not included in case study)

11. Derestuy (not included in case study)
12. Baga Gazaryn Chuluu (not included in case study)

©COoNoOORWME

In figure 8 all the cemetery sites that are memttbm this thesis are plotted onto
the map. The numbers above show the sites thaspond to the numbers.

Below follows a short introduction to each of thes.

Shombuuzin Belchir

Shombuuzin Belchirs a circular burial ground. The data of severalvgs
is published as articles and some in books (Métedl. 2008, Milleret al.,2009b;
Miller 2011). Furthermore, this cemetery lies a tiestern periphery of the

Xiongnu empire and the mortuary ritual might bdetegnt than in the
‘core’(Miller 2011). There are only three dategyohves from this cemetery. The
dates assigned to these graves are from 50 BClabeaas early third century AD
(Brossedeet al 2011).

Tahiltin-Hotgor
This small cemetery consist of both monumental ®and satellite
burials. Both types are in balance (Milkgral 2009a, 300-1).

Khokh Urdiriin Dugui-1l

The Khokh Uriitiriin Dugui-ltemetery also lies in the western part of

Mongolia and thus shares the same ‘problem’ aStmmbuuzin Belchir burial
ground and Tabhiltin-Hotgor. The burial ground cehsiut of six graves next to
the floodplain of the Bulgan river. Only one is psbed in English and is used as
a case study. This grave is significant becausegihéve dating shows a date at

the end of the first century BC (Kovaletal 2011) and could be pristine.
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Noin Ula

This cemetery is by far the largest in size oXatingnu cemeteries with
212 in burials in total. The burials are clusteiredifferent groups and only 29 of
them are monumental tombs (Rudenko 1969 in Bross&f®, 250). At a picture
(fig 10) of one of the excavated tombs the trackElvwere left behind are
visible in the profile as the dark fill. This wasopably the hole that was dug

during the reopening.

Figure 9: Reopening hole visible in soil cross séeh of tomb 31 at Noin Ula (Erezgen 2011,
41).

Gol Mod |l

Gol Mod 2consist out of 400 clustered burials and whicthéslargest
burial ground in grave numbers. Monumental tombselsas circular burials are
present at this site. Some of these circular aigafround the monumental tombs
and are interpreted as satellite burials. Theat#te contains a group with only
circular burials, which can not be interpreted aglite burials, because they do

not flank a monumental tomb (Brosseder 2009, 250).
Gol Mod |

With 393 burials and a size that makes it alsoairtbe larger burial

ground. The cemetery has a high degree of almdisthiesburials that are
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monumental tombs. These are often flanked by #atéllirials (Desroches and
André 2009, 317).

Duurlig Nars cemetery
Unfortunately, not much details about this siteenbeen published in

English, for this reason | shall only briefly praséhe available data.

At Duurlig Narstomb 2, a wooden construction (fig 9) was excavaied

documented inside the burial structure. This caiesion is probably connected to

the reopening of the grave (Erezgen 2011).

Figure 10: Cage construction in the reopening hola Duurlig Nars tomb 2 (Erezgen 2011,
47).

Tsaaram Valley

The Tsaaram cemetery complex consist out of montah&mbs which
are surrounded by circular satellite burials (M&v&009). Unfortunately no
information is provided concerning the total numbgburials. However, the
author states that it contains the largest monuashéntial outside the Mongolian
boders.

[I'Movaia Pad

This cemetery contains a majority of circular bisria contrast with
monumental burials. However, these satellite bsiaaé clustered around the
monumental tombs and one cluster consists onlypfcitcular burials (Brosseder
2009, 251).
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Ivolga and Derestuy

The Ivolga cemetery consist out of 216 circulaavgss and a large part was
excavated where several pristine graves where foAinithe circular burial
cemetery of Derestuy a small scale excavation pdage. Unfortunately, these
are published in Russian. However, Brosseder (201@73 comparative research
to the graves from these two cemeteries which ®edi®n the graves of women.
The graves from mature woman contained costumeegiensuch as belt plaques

and foreign pottery elements were only discovenegraves from woman.

Baga Gazaryn Chuluu
At Baga Gazaryn Chulu(BGC) site 510 there is evidence that a grave
(EX 08.04) is disturbed by a secondary burial tteies from the 3rd century AD.

The primary internment dates from the first centdB. In another grave (EX
06.08) Turk ceramics were found inside the fillofighe grave and the burial
style of the surface demarcation resembles that thee Turk period (800 AD)
(Nelsonet al. 2011). Following Johannesson (2011, 235-6) tiésegnu burials

were disrupted soon after they had been constructed

Chapter 5.2: Pristine graves

Only a small part of the burials which are pul#ghn a Western language
lack evidence that they were disturbed by humdmese can be called pristine.

The data of these burials are presented below.

Chapter 5.2.1: Shombuuzin Belchir grave 36
The stones of the surface demarcation of this keirdaurial were

intermixed with that of grave 14 (Milleat al. 2009b, 14), which might be a
reason why this burial was not reopened becausgréive was not recognized
during the survey of the cemetery. At the bottonthef pit was a stone cist with a
length of one meter with the stone slabs stilllacp.
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Figure 11: Shombuuzin Belchir grave 36 lay-out (Mier et al. 2009b, 14).

North of the coffin were several bones of a sirglleep.
Inside the coffin was a packet made of fur andlstitl leather garments that
contained an infant whose face had been coverddansilk fabric. The remains
were from a child between a half year and a yadrlokide the packet was an

amber bead.

Chapter 5.2.2: Shombuuzin Belchir grave 12
In this circular burial a cist was found at a deptii34 cm deep and which

measured 270 cm in length.
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Figure 12: Shombuuzin Belchir grave 12 lay-out (Mier et al. 2009b).

The cist contained the remains of a young adulvéen 15 and 18 years
old that was probably a man. The bones (fig 12ys$igns of displacement
which means they were probably disturbed by biattion, because the lid was
still in place.

Bone remains of a bow that was probably placedastact piece were
found next to the skeleton, as well as iron arraadhen iron bit, an iron
spearhead, remains of the bottom of a wooden qanaran amber bead (Miller
2009b, 16).

However, figure 12 shows that the lid does not detepy covers the cist. The
only indications that this burial was not reopeneglthe ‘completeness’ of the
skeleton and artefacts is an indication that thé@bwas not disturbed by humans.
Unfortunately the filling of the grave structurenist described, because
disturbance might have been visible when the gveagexcavated. However, in
the field these differences are hard to recognegabse the soil is sandy in this

region.

54



Chapter 5.2.3: Shombuurzin Belchir grave 13
At the bottom (140 cm) of this circular burial is@ne cist with its lid of

stone slabs still in place and the deceased wffigri3). Some foot bones were
slightly disturbed, which is interpreted as biotrtbn. The cist measured 290 in
length.
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Figure 13: Shombuuzin Belchir grave 13 lay-out (Mier et al. 2009b, 15).

Bone remains of a bow were found next to the skeleis well as iron
arrowhead, a bone arrowhead, an iron spearheadbirckles and a bone pin.
In the cist of this burial a relatively undisturbedle adult between 35 and 45 in
age was found (Milleet al 2009b, 16). The wooden planks that covered téte Ci
did not cover the complete skeleton. However, thiewdation of the skeleton and
remains of the bow are an indication that thisddus not disturbed by human
activity.

Chapter 5.2.4: Shombuuzin Belchir grave 11
The surface demarcation of this circular burias\@asmall pile of stones.

At the bottom of the pit at 75 cm below the surfegea stone cist of 85 cm in

length. The cist was undisturbed, because the siabs were still covering it.
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The cist contained only three bone fragments frdvatay (Milleret al. 2009b).
This is an indication that the remains were nottpate as a whole is indicated by
the fact that the cist is undisturbed. Unfortunatbe specific bones are not

specified which is regrettable since knowing thedkof bones could informs.

Chapter 5.2.5: Shombuuzin Belchir grave 19

Unfortunately this circular grave is publishedMiengolian language and
therefore | can only rely on a small descriptiorttad burial (Miller 2011) and for
further interpretation | can only use figure 14 ahdervations made in the field,
because | helped to excavate this grave until wehred the coffin.

The skeleton in this grave is relatively undiseg¢bOnly bones from the
arms and lower legs are displaced or absent. Tlhdesrbones might have been
moved by bioturbation processes and possibly tldg l@s not intact when it was
buried. The skeleton is an adult female and a skskeleton of an infant was
found at the feet of the female skeleton.

North of the coffin was a ceramic pot shard arekghbones. Just above
the coffin at the north side was found a fragmdra Ghinese bronze guiju (TLV)
mirror.

Another guiju style mirror fragment was found iresithe coffin, as well as
a siru style Chinese mirror fragment. Near the lsmade ceramic beads are
found. Near the waist a pair of polished stonegiwgre found and some lacquer

fragments. Under the feet of the adult female wsitkeabric.
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SBR-19

1 ceramic pot

2 sheep/goat bones

3 Chinese bronze mirror fragments
4 ceramic beads

5 faience bead

6 lacquer

7 polished stone rings

8 sitk

A adult female

B infant

Figure 14: Shombuuzin Belchir grave 19 lay-out (Mier et al. 2011, 570).

Chapter 5.2.6: Shombuuzin Belchir grave 2

This circular grave is also published in Mongolianguage and therefore
| can only use Millers’ description in a differemtticle (2011) and figure 15.

The lower part of the skeleton is, judged fromfigare, absent. Some
bone pieces seem to be on the bottom of the graighwnight be due to
bioturbation. The upper part of the body is reksltpMn an anatomical position,
which indicates that this was probably not distdrbg human actions.

An iron crescent ‘moon’ and ‘sun’ shaped objeetse found next to the
head, as well as bone chopsticks, a bone bow pigtgold foil. In the waist area
parts of a horse harness, a bone tube with a nedbsv shafts and bone bow
pieces were found.

In the north side of the coffin a chopstick wasrfd and in the west side

more horse harness pieces.
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The disarticulated bow pieces could be causeddiyribpation, the bow
was not placed as a whole in the grave or the graght have been reopened
after all. Because of these reasons, | am not ooediwhether the grave has been

reopened or not.

ety
ﬁ,,f-/’.f:'i;' 7 Y
(o i £ 5
| hR
A
W =
VA %
LA o
\ 1 5
\,\ L 5 2
N
\{
\} .
1 Wi
s\ la!
i | AR
3 |
AN o = B
} 5 k !

SBR-2
1 iron rings and buckles
2 iron crescent (“moon”)
3 iron disc ("sun”)
4 bone chopsticks
5 bone bow pieces
& wood arrow shafts
7 gold foil
8 bone tube with iron needie
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Figure 15: Shombuuzin Belchir grave 2 lay-out (Miler et al. 2011, 570).

Chapter 5.2.7: Khokh Uruiriin Dugui-1l grave 1
The diameter of this circular grave is 8 meter has a cist is at a depth of

3.3 meters. Inside the filling there are two stwoefs’ (fig 16).
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The description of the structure inside the graweague, because a stone
division seem to have been made. However, | sleaitiibe where the artefacts
and human remains are found. Some images are puobindhe original
publication (Kovale\et al. 2011) but do not provide a good overview of wibat
found in what place.

The cist is made from stone slabs and is 3 metagslby 1.5 meters long.
According to Kovalev (2011, 295) a wooden chessfiabg stood in the cist but
decayed because of ground water. In the westetroptire cist the remains of a
person lying on his back were found.

The grave goods are oriented in three ‘zoneshémwestern zone, next to
the body, an iron spear point was found. At thatrigand was a thin gold foil and
at the waist a whetstone and a sword sheath ofjasgre excavated. In the area
of the head lay two golden earrings and a goldatepFragments of bronze and
iron arrowheads were found in the eastern zonet tdetke exterior wall an iron
buckle with gold inlay, a bronze pot, a bronze hawl iron sword and pieces of a
sheath were excavated.

At the north side sheep bones and skulls were famalda row of a bronze
vessel, a ceramic pot and a spouted pot. In th&+eastern part of the cist
elements of a horse harness were foulidl ( 292-6).
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The description of this grave does not allow #iestvith certainty that the
grave was not reopened, which Kovalev does initleedf the article. | am
uncertain about the reopening, because on figueelafiye square hole is visible
in the stone roof. | do not know how this tomb easavated and if there are
other indications that the grave could have beepeeed, therefore | shall stick to

the observations of Kovalev.

Chapter 5.2.8: Tahiltin Hotgor 82
This monumental tomb contains a single burial chemmoth an intact

coffin inside (fig 17). Miller states that the daption of this tomb is not clear
and that during the excavations between 1987 af@ @8ly a pit to gain access
to the burial chamber was dug, what makes the grataundred percent
complete (Milleret al 2008, 28-9). However, | think that this grave taoms
valuable information because it is the only monutalitomb that has not been
reopened.

The skeleton of a woman was found in complete d¢amrdiNext to the
skull were bronze sticks and a gold earring withcpyus stones. Next to the feet
another bronze stick was found. Golden and irohetes where found in the
waist area.

On the west side, outside the grave chamber, Wasree spouted pot and

on the eastern side were the remains of horseelpidcesipid. 28-9).
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Figure 17: Tahiltin Hotgor grave 82 lay-out (Miller et al. 2008, 29).

Chapter 5.3: Reopened graves
In this section | shall introduce graves that sistgns of reopening. It

should be kept in mind how ‘pristine’ tombs areaniged and what was found in
them, because | shall discuss these differencégiDiscussion chapter.

Chapter 5.3.1: Shombuuzin Belchir grave 15
The surface demarcation of this circular burial sugad 8 meters and had

a wooden decorated coffin placed at a depth ofc30which was packed in
stones and support beams.
The southern part of the wooden coffin was stiilcatated (Milleret d. 2009b),

which is an indication that the target of the raupg was the north side of the

grave.
Only some teeth and fragments of ribs were fousienthis grave. Based on the

length of the coffin (187 cm) and the bones, thes/g belonged to an adult.
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Figure 18: Shombuuzin Belchir grave 15 lay-out (Mier et al. 2009b, 11).

For this coffin the description, as well as thetynie (fig 18) that shows
where the artefacts were found is not clear, bexaosall the artefacts are
included. In this grave a gilded iron belt buckhken gold foil strips and fragments
of lacquer were found. Outside the coffin was amahoffering of sheep remains

and at least two iron bridle sets.

Chapter 5.3.2: Shombuuzin Belchir grave 16
This circular burial is ten meters in diameter ahd depth of 270 cm a coffin was

placed. The coffin was packed with stones and woddams were placed to
support these stones (Millet al 2009b). These beams have holes in them, which

are suggested to resemble holes from a woodeli\#igr 2012).
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For this coffin the description, as well as thetynie (fig 19) that shows where the
artefacts were found is not clear, because nthalartefacts are included. For

this reason | shall only provide details about thike location is certain.
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6 | 3 bone bridle check piece
bl ; s - i 4 bone how plu.!l:u.
I 5 hronze bell

E _;. ;_ 6 sheep remains
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Figure 19: Shombuuzin Belchir grave 16 lay-out (Mier et al. 2009b, 10).

At the north side outside the coffin a pair of bahepsticks was found. In
the niche, north of the grave, a bronze bell, dome plates and remains of sheep
were found.

In the north side of the coffin a bone cheek pieom a bridle pas found,
as well as bone pin and a gilded iron plate.

No bones were found inside the coffin.

The artefacts that were found inside the coffinratatively small and the
placement of the gilded iron plate is differentnfrcnormal’ tombs. Because
normally these are found in the area around thstwdithe body. This piece
might have been dislocated during the reopeninfigure 19 the wooden beams
across the coffin are absent in the northern Sidee there were still artefacts
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found inside it is unclear to what extend this tonds reopened for artefacts. The
absence of the body does not necessarily meatt thas retrieved from the

grave. However, the possible dislocation of thdegil plate could be caused when
a body was taken out of the coffin.

Chapter 5.3.3: Shombuuzin Belchir grave 14
At the bottom of the pit, that is at a depth of £n@, a decorated wooden

coffin was found with a length of 146 cm. It comd the remains of a four to six

year old child which were found in a flexed suppusition.

1 dron belt pieces | kY
2 shecp remiains | i\

] R L\ I B

Figure 20: Shombuuzin Belchir grave 14 lay-out (Mier et al. 2009b, 13).

At the bottom of the coffin several beads of vasiouaterials were
excavated as well as iron belt pieces (Mideal 2009b, 13). Because a textual
description of the human remains is lacking | shraérpret them from figure 20.
However, | do not know if all bones are drawn otfit® picture, because the beads
are also missing on the picture. The skull and dfathe upper body is present.
Half of the pelvic area seems to be missing as agethe lower leg bones from
that side. The other side looks like it is relayvendisturbed. One leg or arm
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bone is next to the skull, which is the only indica that this tomb was disturbed
or reopened. However, according to Miller (200918 tomb has been reopened.

But the support for this is not covered in thecheti

Chapter 5.3.4: Shombuuzin Belchir grave 18

At the bottom of the grave, at a depth of 140 cihowehe surface, lies a
stone cist (fig 21). The stone slabs that covenectist were thrown aside when it

was opened.
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Figure 21: Shombuuzin Belchir grave 18 lay-out (Mier et al. 2009b, 14).

The skeleton of the grave is 90 percent completeb@tonged to a child
between seven and ten years old. The upper p#redfody was heavily
disturbed (Milleret al 2009b, 14), and judging from figure 14, the hisad
missing.

At the northern part of the coffin animal partsrevexcavated. Some beads
were found in the area around the neck of the tkel@nd an iron belt piece with
a bone fastener in the waist artiad., 14).

The upper part of the body had been disturbed lmmti¢ad is absent.
Because the stone slab has been thrown asidesittasn that it had been

reopened by human action.
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Chapter 5.3.5: Shombuuzin Belchir grave 7

This circular burial with a wooden coffin, surrowtblby stone slabs, is
officially part of a Mongolian publication. HoweveéMliller (2011; 2012) included
a picture (fig 22) with a fairly short text. Bothilplications lack information about
the presence of human remains. A skeleton is esibthe north side of the
figure, which is probably human because with ansnaally a selected part of the
skeleton is deposited and not a full chest. M{{g912, 32) states that this grave is
“heavily looted”, because the wooden beams at thharn part of the coffin are
absent. Indeed, the grave seems to be reopenedithatit any further
description it is impossible to say what exactlyswiamaged.It seems that,
assuming the chest belongs to a human skeletosk#teton was pulled out of
the coffin.

A wooden vessel lid was found inside the coffin #&mete might be some
more items, which are not recognizable on suchallstale.

At the northwest corner outside the coffin a bibelnk container, a wooden
ladle and a bronze cauldron were found. On theéheast side sheep bones and a
golden circle and crescent, which are interpretesium and moon. North of the

coffin a pair of bone chopsticks were excavated.

SBR-7
1 bone chopsticks
2 gold disc {"sun”}
3 goid crescent {"moon”)
4 birch-bark container
5 wooden ladle
8 bronze cauldron
7 sheep/goat bones
8 wooden vessel lid

Figure 22: Shombuuzin Belchir grave 7 lay-out (Miler et al. 2011, 570).

! This might be explained in the Mongolian articieMiller (Miller et al 2011 in Miller 2011).
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Chapter 5.3.6: Noin Ula tomb 20
At Noin Ula tomb 20 the traces of a reopening dearty visible (fig 23).

The reopening hole is visible in the cross sectisithe dark colored soil with
large stones in the centre of the burial. The sadehe reopening hole run down
from the top, but the remains of a wider hole &hte at a depth of eight meters.
Unfortunately Polosmak (2008a) does not mentios thicould mean that the
grave had collapsed or that the grave was reopehge it was not completely
filled and that a secondary reopening took placemthe structure was filled.

At the surface level of this tomb a bowl-shapedrdsgion is visible with a
diameter of five meters and a depth of approxinyatalee meters. The inner
construction was disturbed by the reopening. THe that was used was filled
with “large stones, clay and thick charred subla}erhe layers of charcoal are
interpreted as a melting process, because the gwas frozen. Above the grave
chamber was a thick coal layer with a feature Wes interpreted as the reopening
hole. The hole that measured 50 x 50 centimetreSreees through the wooden
burial structure. The roof of this structure fold#ek to ground pressure and the
disruption in the burial structure (Polosmetkal 2008a).

Looter's hole

4

Figure 23: Reopening (or looters) hole in Noin Uldomb 20 visualised (Polosmalet al. 2008b,
64).
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Burial chamber

The frame of the inner and outer chamber collap§kd.coffin is
shattered which is being interpreted by Polosmakasesult of the reopening
(Polosmaket al 2008a). However, the publication is not detadedugh to tell

whether it was shattered during the reopening ertduhe collapse of the tomb.

Human remains
Only some teeth were found in the burial (Chikishetval 2009).

According to Polosmak water had entered the graaenber due to the disruption
(Polosmaket al 2008a., 83). The water could have dissolveddkeaf the
skeletal material. However, there was a felt canpebvered at the bottom of the
coffin and the wooden beams of the frame were iteqood condition judging
from the images in the publication (Ibid., 84). $hematerials are softer and rot
away faster than bones. Therefore | think thatetlaee two possibilities for the
absence of the human remains:

e Only the dental remains were buried

e The rest of the body was taken out of the gravenduhe reopening

process

Artefacts

The excavation of the burial chamber revealed stwodrjects. As stated
earlier a felt carpet was found at the bottom efwlmoden burial chamber floor.
Next to the coffin fragments, three coffin bronzmtiles were found. Fragments
of jade artefacts, embroidered silk clothes, aanjinairpins made out of
tortoiseshell, a censer, lacquer ware, parts araehharness and adornments were
found on the carpet in the inner and outer cham{bieics, 85).

Under the fourth ‘roof’ remains of a Han chari@pmains of an umbrella,
a deformed metal vessel and a ladle were found atiieors state that the chariot
was half destroyed by the reopening hdibed(, 82). The scale of this destruction
is unknown, because no further attention is praviole the authors. However, the
reopening hole had been recorded inside the hfigal9) and the hole seems to
intersect with the chariot.

It is obvious that there was found nothing atplaee where the coffin

was. Does this mean that no artefacts were depasitbere?
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Chapter 5.3.7: Tsaaram valley burial 7
Tsaaram burial 7 was excavated and had two reogéwies (fig 24) that

were visible at the level where the chariot wasodépd (Miniaev and
Sakharovskaia 2008). The reopening holes run destically, because the holes
are visible again in the roof of the burial chamié&ne reopening hole ended in
the north side of the coffin. The other hole enttetthe outer grave chamber,
north of the coffin. The wooden construction hatlapsed and deformed many of
the artefactslbid., 78).

This is the only excavated tomb that contains @apening holes that are
visible at the level where the chariot was discedemhere they intersect the
remains of the chariotl{id., 77). The people who reopened the grave could hav
made a mistake when they dug one of the holesegrlere after artefacts that
were buried in the outer chamber. The latter imgtion could be a
breakthrough for the interpretations of the otle@pened graves, because this
shows that not only the artefacts and human remaitiee coffin were the target,
but also artefacts inside the outer chamber.

Unfortunately a description about whether or netdghave contained

human remains is lacking.
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Figure 24: Tsaaram burial 7 with two reopening hols that intersect with a chariot (Miller
2012, 35).

Chapter 5.3.8: I’'Movaia Pad tomb 52

Remains of wood, which could have belonged to adeaaage
construction, had also been discovered at II'Mowad Tomb 52. Unfortunately
the place where they were found was not documeiitesl passage had an ‘8’
shape at different levels in the burial and stastetthe depth of 3 meters and
continued down to 7 meters (Konavolov 2008, 28k dhscription of this 8 shape
remains unclear. These could be two holes nexidh ether or referring to the

way that the wooden construction was hold together.
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Figure 25: Deposition of the skeleton in tomb II'Mwaia Pad 54 (after Konovalev 2008, Plate
10).

The burial I'Movaia Pad 54 contained a disturbkelston at the bottom
of the floor. At the southern side several bonasksbut in the inner chamber. At
the spine the upper and lower part of the skeletas separated. The remains of a
human skull were also found, with evidence of bogron it (Konovalev 2008,
28). Unfortunately this is the most detailed dg#in of an internment in a
monumental burial. However, the picture (fig. 26pws how the skeleton was
found during the excavation. The skeleton seen tielative complete. The
relative position where the bones are, is an indinghat the body was still hold
together by tissue during its deposition. Duday @udlon (2006, 126) state that
bones would not be disarticulated if the body wagasited in a grave in ‘fresh’
condition. It could be that the body was alreadgtate of decay when it was
buried and was disarticulated during the depospiatess or the disarticulation
had been caused during the reopening of the toragalev (2001; in Polosmak
2008) suggest that the grave was dug after thé @eat the body was deposited
in the grave after a relatively long period, whwas ascribed by the status of the

individual, which could cause the body to decay.eWh body in decay is interred
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this could cause disturbance to the arrangemerisreds (Duday and Guillon
2006).
Some pottery shards were also found along witlbtmes, which could be

an indication that complete pots were present duthie deposition.

Chapter 5.3.9: Gol Mod 2 grave 30
Gol Mod 2 grave 30 is part of a complex of satelgtaves which belong

to monumental burial Gol Mod 2 grave 1. It is aular burial that lies in
between an arc of satellite burials and the montahgnave. Erdenebaatar (2011,
303) states that all burials had been reopenedtiquaty. The circular grave had
a diameter of 19.5 meters. Within the middle pathe grave, just below the
surface ceramic shards and fragments of animaldoareee found. Inside the
filling several scattered artefacts, stones andodah fragments were discovered,
which indicate that the tomb was reopened. Atniebers deep, pieces of the
coffin were found with iron decorations. At a depfi3.3 meters the coffin level
was reached (fig 26). A burial chamber and a coffeme found at 3.4 meters
deep. The grave chamber measured 2.8 and the eatfir2.25 meters in length.
The coffin was covered in a decorative pattern. &skull fragments and some

teeth were found beneath remains of the coffin wood
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1 lacquered plates
2,4 wood coffin fragments
3 iron coffin ornaments

Figure 26: Top of the burial chamber of Gol Mod 2 Tomb 30 (Erdenebaataret al. 2011, 306).

On top of the coffin were the remains of two laagakeplates with a sheep
bone on top. Next to this was a copper containapped in silk, which contained
23 beads in total.

Inside the coffin (fig 27), an iron club, some sihand gold foil was
found. Next to the skull fragments a semi-circutan shape was found, which
might be interpreted as a representation of a mioathe northwest corner a
fragment of a Chinese mirror was found. Outsidewthstern part of the
undisturbed grave chamber a bronze basin was fanddnside the grave
chamber a bronze vessel was found. At the northaiceramic jar and a Roman

bowl was found.
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4 1 ceramic jar

/ 2 wood coffin lid pieces
3 wood coffin wall pieces

4 iron coffin ornaments

5 pair of lacquer plates

6 sheep/goat shank bones

7 copper container with silk covering
8 blue glass and amber beads

0 50cm

Figure 27: Burial chamber of Gol Mod 2 Tomb 30 (Ercenebaataret al. 2011, 307).

Following the description of this tomb, the reopgnprocess was quite
destructive and done in a hurry. Unfortunatelg itinclear to me to what extent
the human remains have survived, because onlykthlieis mentioned in the

article.

Chapter 5.4. Synthesis
In this chapter | have presented the sites frontése study, which are

used in the next chapter to discuss the reopenmiggm. | made the distinction
between pristine graves and reopened graves todertive reader some support.
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Chapter 6: Discussion

In the previous chapter the case study graves presented to show the
differences, but also the uniformity between thevgs. In this chapter | shall
further compare the graves to get an answer in whagtreopened graves differ
from pristine. The graves from Shombuuzin Belché ased for this, because this
cemetery has been published in English and hastvedy high amount of
pristine graves and most graves are describedt@il dBhe data concerning the
artefacts is included as appendix 1.

After these graves are presented | shall comba&ra tvith the other case
study graves and then use the theoretical framewworflect to conclude what
the possible motivations for reopening could be.

Table 2: Case study graves (SBR = Shombuuzin Belchi

Grave | Reopened | Gravetype Coffintype

SBR 16 Yes circle Wood/Stone
SBR 15 Yes circle Wood(dec.)/stone
SBR 14 Yes circle Wood/Stone
SBR 18 Yes circle Stone

SBR 36 circle Stone

SBR 11 circle Stone

SBR 12 circle Stone

SBR 13 circle Stone

SBR 2 circle Stone

SBR 19 circle Stone

SBR 7 Yes circle Wood(dec.)/stone

Chapter 6.1: Differences in surface size, placement  and
coffin type
Figure 28 contains the ground plan of the gravéseatemetery of

Shombuuzin Belchir (table 2; the numbers corresgoride numbers on the
map). The graves with red dots are reopened, gengtots represent the pristine
graves and the grey graves were excavated, bufpoiblyshed in a Mongolian
source. The excavated burials which have a langéace size (grave 7, 16 and
15) were disturbed. Miller (2009b) already notit¢kdt all three graves have a

coffin type that is made of wood, or a combinatidrstone slabs and wood.
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Grave 14, which is smaller in size shares thisicdffpe was also reopened.
However, grave 18 consist of a stone slab cistreasda similar size as grave 14.
| shall first focus on the burials which seem togbeuped (burial
11,12,13,14,15,16,18 and 36). The radio carborsdhtd have been acquired
from sheep remains which were found in tomb 15ad® 18 are different in C14
age, and therefore possibly also in time of dejrsitGrave 18 was has an age
between 50 BC-3 AD, grave 16 between 51 BC-18 A gnave 15 between
133-213 AD. This shows that this group was notdalim the same timeframe,

but it could be an indication that these gravessweopened after the last

radiocarbon date.

= Pristine - s J /
®= Reopened Y%/
~ /
0 20m /,1 |
: S0 ) S O SO |

Figure 28: Shombuuzin Belchir cemetery (after Mille 2011, 569).
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The pristine graves in this group are number 11182and 36, which all
have a stone cist inside. They are all smallerze than grave 15 and 16, which
could be a factor of why these graves where nqieeed. Burial 7 is larger in
size than most pristine graves, but shares madeserthe same surface size as
burial 2 and 19, but has a different coffin typeriBl 18 is the only reopened
grave that has a stone coffin inside, but only @inthe burial clusters had been
excavated and therefore it can not be said thae tmonbs of with this coffin type
where the target. However, since burial 15 had elntater C14 date and was
probably buried much later it could be said that¢huster was not part of a group
and may have consisted out of two groups. In thx¢ section | shall elaborate on

what was found inside the coffins.

Chapter 6.2: Differences inside the coffin
In table 3, | have summarised the proportions wtipe and reopened

graves, that have or have not human remains daatsenside the coffin. | will
then elaborate about the human remains and adefaseparate sections.

In this table 4 have counted the presence of hueraains and artefacts
inside the graves from Shombuuzin Belchir. Thetprgsgraves all have human
remains inside and only, but the reopened gravigstin® of the graves have
human remains inside the cist. The human remas It treated in the next

section.

Table 3: Difference between coffin content in Shomiuzin Belchir graves (N=11)

Number of | Human

graves remains | Artefacts
Pristine 6 6 5
Reopened 5 3 4

Chapter 6.2.1: Human remains
In this chapter | shall discuss the human remawm® the case study

graves. Table 3 suggest that three out of fiveeaegd graves did contain human
remains. However, it should be noted that | am tageabout one grave (SBR
7), which would make these statistical ‘facts’ btlg unreliable. However, if this
grave does contain human remains, they are hediglyrbed during the
reopening. In table 4 the presence or absencdfefeatt body parts is
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represented. If a skeleton is present, it doem@cessarily mean that it is largely
complete. If a skull or some bone fragments aregneit is indicated in a
separate column. In this way | hoped to discovétepas that would indicate for
reopened graves that consequently one part ofdtig Wwas removed. | did not get
strong facts, but since both burial 18 and 36 hilel graves which could possibly
be satellite graves. It could be that these bodlesre human sacrifices and where
beheaded, which was theorised by Miniaev (2009, bwever, it is uncertain if
these graves where satellite graves, but the Cte$ dl@m grave 16 and 18 could
point in such a direction, since the dates hawgeloverlap.

The reopened graves with the largest surface detang(15, 16 and 7)
did not contain any human remains (grave 7 remaipgestion) and were
probably all adult burials based on the relativatge coffin size. Aimost all
pristine graves of adults contained a an almostpteta skeleton (12, 13 and 14)
except grave 2, where only the upper body survivéis could indicate that the
age (or gender) of the deceased or the surfacekibhe tomb were an important
factor in the selection of tombs to reopen. Howetlen we should presume that
a body was actually interred in the tomb, or el@eabsence of the body could be

a selection criteria that the coffin was empty as l child interred.

Table 4: Presence or absence of different human etents

Bone
Grave | Skeleton | Crania fragments Reopened Age
SBR 15 adult
SBR 16 ~ None  None [INNNINGS] adult
SBR 7 R our
sBr 18 | Present |GG NNNGHE M child
SBR 14 Present Present _ child
SBR 19 Present  Present No adult?
SBR 13 Present  Present No adult
SBR 12 Present  Present No | young adult

SBR 11 _ Present No baby
SBR 36 Present _— No child

SBR 2 Present Present No adult?

At II’'Movaia Pad tomb 54 that probably is an adtltis is different,
because it contained the full body that was proppbkhed aside. At Noin Ula
tomb 20 only 3 teeth had been found, which coutlicete that the complete body
was never there or that the teeth had fallen othiegkull while it was pulled

outside the tomb during the reopening process.|dther interpretation joins in
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with the graves from Shombuuzin Belchir, concerradglthood. However, inside
the pristine graves (Khokh Urtiriin Dugui-1l grateand Tabhiltin-hotgor grave
82) the skeletons were present, which could bedication that this age-factor
does not matter, or that not all cemeteries wezdalget of reopenings in the

same degree.

Chapter 6.2.2: Artefacts
In this chapter | shall discuss the artefacts ftbencase study graves. |

shall make use of the distinction between qualigasind quantitative symbols of
identity. The presence or absence of artefactsarcoffin in table 3 do not show
many differences, because both pristine and reapgras’es have one tomb that
contains no artefacts. In figure 29 | visualiseel mount of artefacts that each
space in the tomb contains, this is linked to gtetnte symbols of identity. This
might give useful insights in what the pristinegra contain in comparison with
reopened.

The first thing to notice is that the reopened teritand 15 contain far
less artefacts in the coffin than the other grawdsle these are among the largest
graves on the cemetery. This is remarkable, bedaubke larger burials | would
expect to find more artefacts in comparison witlaken graves. For grave 7 this
difference is even more visible, because this gcawvgains four artefacts that are
located outside the coffin.

Both the large pristine (2 and 19) and reopenedtofv, 15 and 16)
contain an artefact outside the coffin, an artefatte niche or both. The fact that
they were reopened or pristine does not influehisefactor. Burial 2 and 7 both
have artefacts in a niche and outside the coffiresg burials are the same as the
adult burials and might be seen as quantitativekerarof the gender of the

deceased.
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B Tomb structure

@ Reopening hole

B Outside coffin / chambers
O Niche

| | @ Coffin

Total artefacts ordered by tombspace

Inhﬂl

SBR12 SBR13 SBR14 SBR1S SBR16 SBR18 SBR18 SBR36 SBRY

Graves

Figure 29: Grave goods from Shombuuzin Belchir grags divided by burial .

In Appendix 2 the presence of different artefa¢egaries is shown, some
of these could probably be seen as qualitative sygrdf identity. These
categories are imaginary, and are only used t@desdrends. This table is
influenced by Brosseders’ model (fig. 6), but aédpb fit the circular burials.
She elsewhere discusses the burial inventory oaleigraves in Ilvolga and
Derestuy (Brosseder 2007, 887). The inventory eséhgraves is different in
respect to gender and categories, because at Shami®elchir there are
probably also male burials included. Instead of thariot’ category | included a
category for parts of wooden carts. These cart irsrraight be a similar
deposition as the chariots (Miller 2012). Howewhbis category might be
underrepresented because the state of publicabies bt allow to identify these

remains.
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The data that | presented in Appendix 2 does novshuch a clear
hierarchy as the results from Brosseder. Howetergtare some objects that
might be indicative for a hierarchical grading. Esample the iron horse gear,
the Chinese vessel, the cauldron, lacquer fragnaemtshe coffin decorations.
These might be made out of different materials thase objects in Brosseders’
research (Brosseder 2009), but the partial overfdbe objects in the graves is an
indication that such a grading is also applicablthe data | presented.

There are some tombs (7, 15 and 16) without weapodghat contain
remains that could have been a part of a cart argbpal adornment. These might
be seen as a separate group, but most of thegesgaee reopened. The weapons
could be the thing that was taken out during tlopeaing. since most weaponry
is found in the coffin. Personal adornment is foendsequently inside the coffin,
with SBR2 and 15 as exception. In burial 15 theraohent was found in the tomb
structure and these objects might be displaceahgdulnie reopening. SBR36, 14
and 11 do not contain any artefacts that belortgercategories.

SBR grave 2, 12 and 13 could be interpreted as ovegmaves and do not
contain vessels. Grave 1 from Khokh Urtiriin Dujushows a different picture,
because there are several objects in this grave the vessel category and also
weapons.

| think that these differences might be genderteelgjust as the graves
from Derestuy and Ivolga (Brosseder 2007). Howether tombs that did not
contain any weapons were more often the targetrebpening, but they still
contain objects from the personal adornment cayeddnis is an important
observation, because this suggests that not evegytvas retrieved from the
coffin. However, in SBR 14 only beads were found &BR 16 contained a belt
plaque, bow plates and a bone bridle. Almost alltaslrials contain belt plaques,
except burial 2, 7 and 19, but these have miragrfrents or what is interpreted
by Miller (2011, 570) as a ‘sun’ and ‘moon’.

Brosseder questions if weapons were removed fromumental tombs
during a reopening process or if its absence isiken for status or gender
(Brosseder 2010, 265). She focuses on the artedgeimblages in the large square
burials and not on the entire spectrum of ‘Xionggrdves. However, the same

pattern appears in both the pristine as well asgbpened graves from
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Shombuuzin Belchir, for this reason the differencas be explained by status or
gender of the deceased.

Chapter 6.3: Possible motivations behind the reopen ing
Drobyshev (2006, 68) states that graves from atlagrs could be

destroyed to weaken or subordinate them. Howelkeretcould also be more
reasons behind the reopenings. These will be eagliorthe next sections with

the theories presented in chapter 3 and 4 and sarfrpim other cultures.

Chapter 6.3.1: Destruction of burials in wars
The historical evidence about the Wuhuan that cakiengnu royal

tombs in 78 BC, the presence of pot shards fronTthikic period in a Xiongnu
period burial at the Baga Gazaryn Chuluu cemetesytee two direct indicators
that the reopening of graves happened during tistesce of the Xiongnu empire
and after that. Indirect evidence comes from themiei, who flayed the defeated
Northern chanyu as described in chapter 2.2.3. Thaid have done this too with
remains of the Xiongnu in graves.

These are examples of military demoralisation aag be carried out to
fade out the history of the Xiongnu, or to demaslihem. The sacral character of
the deceased ancestors was destroyed in this vdayitinthis also the
legitimation of the chanyu to make claim of belorgto his royal lineage and
claim of the land.

There is textual evidence of an attack in 78 B@faneighbouring tribe,
the Wuhuan, who “raided their [the Xiongnu] royaintbs” (Barfield 1989, 59).
This is one source that supports that tombs wengerged by other tribes in the
Xiongnu period, but the date precedes that of rnosals that were used in my
case study. However, | would expect that gravesavtibe subject of a violent
reopening would contain traces of violence, becausé an action is used to
demoralize the society that has ties with theireatars. Brosseder (2009, 274)
suggest that competing Xiongnu tribes, rather foegign groups were the
initiator of the reopening of Monumental tombs. Hmer, my data from

Shombuuzin Belchir suggest that the reopening pwo@s not destructive. The
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initiators could have retrieved the bodies of thales from the grave, because the
two other reopened graves belonged to childrersih@ontain human remains.
There is some indication that the reopening toak@lduring and after the

Xiongnu period, but these are not enough to skatethis consequently happened.

Chapter 6.3.2: Friendly reopening
During the Tang dynasty, in what is now China, erapeused objects

from earlier times to create a connection to thien&r rulers (Weiner 1992, 7).
This is a way to justify their rule over people.€Be artefacts were retrieved from
‘old’ graves on the command of the emperor. Howewewuld such an act be
violent because the ‘ancestors” grave is dishoadwr would this be to pay
direct respect to the ancestor? In Bronze Age bario Denmark were reused in
the Iron Age and Viking Age. The people returnethise earlier barrows to bury
their deceased, to dig shafts or trenches, to &eaktreate a bonfire. Objects
from the Bronze Age barrow moved and were depositselvhere in such a
monument in the Viking Age. (Artelius 2013). In Bze Age Kazachstan graves
were reopened shortly after the deposition. Thistexpreted as ‘ritual robbing’

or ‘necessary robbing’ where secondary rituals f@kee (Bendezu-Sarmiengb

al. 2007). Zdanovich interprets this as two stagesra/khe burial has to go
through. The first is the burial and decompositbthe body and the in the
second stage the interred is transformed into aastar. The legitimate ritual
‘robbing’ of the grave took place at the secongst@&danovich 2002). These
motivation behind the reopening might be a ritmhponent or a political act and
it might be friendly or hostile.

Since there is no evidence for destructive reogeafrgraves, it could be a
more friendly ritual instead. However, it shoulddiated that in reopened tombs
from Shombuuzin Belchirs most skeletons in gravesifadults were absent and
therefore such a study could not cover the whatgeaf reopened graves.

There is also not much physical evidence thatebpened tombs were
treated as friendly. The only Xiongnu graves wtaohld be a sign of friendly
behaviour is the one discussed in chapter 5 frogaBaazaryn Chuluu, because
the burial was reused to bury someone from the ttentury AD. In one of the

graves Turk period ceramics were found in theniijlof the grave. Burial 15 from
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Shombuuzin Belchir could also be seen as reuseeimetery since its C14 date
is beyond the Xiongnu period. However, only thrated have been acquired from
Shombuuzin Belchir and for this reason the cemetetyd have been in use

longer after the fall of the Xiongnu empire.

Chapter 6.4: Synthesis
The reopened tombs did not contain skeletal resnaxcept SBR 14 and

18 which were child burials. However the coffingloése graves still contained
objects that could be connected to status or geiitierlarger circular tombs at
Shombuuzin Belchir had a different structure indlteegrave than the smaller
ones and were more often the target of reopenihig. dlso indicates that graves
from deceased of different age categories hadferdift treatment.

It might be questioned to what degree the reopémabtls where opened
for the human remains or objects. The absencemBhuemains in reopened
adult burials could be explained by the fact that¢offins were buried without
coffin or the body was retrieved by the reopendrs dmount of grave goods as
well as the category of objects in the coffin dnesshow big differences in
graves that are reopened compared to pristine gr@v&hombuuziin Belchir.

To give a nomination for whom was responsible lfer teopening of
graves is not possible, because any supportikerge for this is not strong
enough. It could thus be possible that my framewgak not supportive enough,
or that more than one initiator for the reopenih¢pmbs existed, as well as for

the motivations behind the reopening.
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Chapter 7: Conclusion

In this thesis | aimed to answer questions aldeeihature of reopened
graves from the Xiongnu period. The aim was to patterns in the way
reopened graves differ from pristine ones ant tatvdegree they differed. After
this | wanted to know whom was responsible forrgmpening and when this
happened. This was done by creating a databasmo§Xu graves to gather
information about what artefacts and human remasrg inside it and the
estimated age of the deceased. A framework was todakeable to identify
whom was responsible for the reopening and whaitsekexpected to find.
The grave size, grave type and coffin types werepared to the difference in
grave goods and human remains. The place or spdlbe tomb where the
artefacts and human were found are also impote@aguse this give insight in

the distribution patterns inside the grave.

Review of the methodology

In this thesis some contradicting theories wengospd against each other,
because to fully understand these reopening preséisis necessary to apply
different theories. This was a fruitful way to rasgh this problem and the results
are significant. However, the state of English mations of Xiongnu cemeteries
is far from satisfying and therefore | was not ablelo a much larger survey.

Surely I have missed some details that might h@ontant. The
excavation, registration and publication methodsuhbe adapted to fully
understand this problem, because the evidencedmenings can best be
explored when direct access to the material isipless

The graves that | investigated are probably nbtlar all Xiongnu
graves, but my comparative analysis of graves grdede working. Only sites
from the Western ‘periphery’ and one in the ‘cavéthe Xiongnu empire were
included in this study and therefore the conclusiamght not be applicable to the
rest of the Xiongnu tombs. However, | am lesssfiatl with the results that | got

from the theoretical part, which should have predié more distinct pattern.
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Evaluation of the results

The reopened tombs in Shombuuzin Belchir indidad the human
remains of the largest graves were absent. ThegerlBombs happened to be
from an adult and the smaller from children. Howewhen pristine and
reopened tombs were compared to the amount ofyped of inventory that was
found inside it, it became clear that the resuitsaged no specific patterns in what
was absent. This could be due to the size of timbsowhich were reopened,
because in all the burials where it can be expdti@there more grave goods are
inside than smaller graves the amount of objectsattually the same of lower
than smaller burials. These burials also had kedbtimore grave goods outside
the coffin and inside a niche than the larger gsatHowever, with the qualitative
objects comparison the pristine and reopenedrdifsignificantly. Most large
burials had remains of a wooden cart inside, extteptwo large burials that were
not reopened, for this reason | think gender dusteould possibly play a role
why these pristine tombs were not reopened. Thegpported by the fact that in
almost all large burials belt plaques were found aot in these two pristine. All
these observations make it hard to tell what wageked from the graves;
possibly human remains and / or artefacts weresvett, but the burials could
have been reopened to perform secondary rituals.

The scarce evidence from excavations and histoeiadence make it
impossible to tell in what timeframe the Xiongnunias were reopened. The
textual evidence give an example that this was domeg the Xiongnu period as
an act of humiliation. The archaeological evidetinz could be dated suggested
that the Turks reopened a grave. However, thisssonaloes not show if this was
done as a hostile act or if they saw the Xiongnthas ancestors.

Chapter 7.1: Relevance
The differences between pristine and reopenecdegraad not yet been

studied until this moment. | compared the buriakmtory and skeletal material of
tombs from Shombuuzin Belchir. The results show tizd all reopened tombs
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got the same treatment. In most of these reoperaa@ g the skeleton was absent
and the grave goods did not deviate in numbers fijaves that were not
reopened. This thesis contributed to the understgraf the reopening of
Xiongnu graves in particularly the west of Mongaiad might be a useful

approach to research this problem in differentgatthe world.

Chapter 7.2: Further research
| would like to compare several other cemeterias Were excavated and

published in detail. For example Derestuy, Ivolgd Bulkhan Tolgoi. It might be
that there are different reopening practices ifed#t areas of the Xiongnu
empire, because different enemies or local lineaggs active.

The skeletal material from the graves is not phielisin detail. A study to
these bones could reveal important post-mortemgsses and could further
contribute to the understanding of the reopeninipese graves. Different
treatment of skeletons, and object categories nailglo be gender or status
related. This is what | would like to test when mpublications arrive from
Shombuuzin Belchir, or even better in the fieldeThaterial did not allow such
study yet, but when more sites are fully publisaegender based approach could

be fruitful to research reopened graves.

87



Abstract

Tombs from various areas in the world have beepaeed in antiquity. In
this thesis the reopened Xiongnu period (200BCG-AB) graves are
reinterpreted in different ways to compare thenhwrtistine’ graves.

The goal of this thesis is to get insight in thgrée in which reopened
graves differed from intact graves and exploreetkistence patterns of that show
in which way these graves are different from eatleio The size and type of a
tomb and what coffin type was inside were compéaodtie difference in human
remains and artefacts in the grave. These weragsétst the space in which they
were found, which gives insight in the (distributjgatterns. For the artefacts
both a quantitative and qualitative analysis wadena

The burial size and the age category of the dedga®eed to be closely
linked with each other. The graves that becaméatget of a reopening contained
of both adult and child burials. The burials of ksldid not contain human
remains, while the child burials did contain pangof the skeleton. Which might
be related to a different treatment of graves frbfferent age categories. The
quantitative analysis of artefacts showed thateeep adult burials contained a
relatively lower amount of grave goods, comparethé&other graves as well as
the amount of artefacts inside the other tomb spaldee qualitative approach
provided an overview of the difference between ezxgg tombs and pristine
tombs. They differ in that the pristine adult bigitnhat did not contain cart parts
and belt plaques, while the reopened adult budialxontain these objects. This
difference probably explained by a different gerstatus.

The other goal was to show who was responsibléhiareopening and
when this happened, but the data for this wasito th
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Apendix I: Artefacts in case study graves

Grave Objectname Objecttype Space
SBR12 |Buckles Iron Coffin
Bit Iron Coffin
Bead Amber Coffin
Spear point Iron Coffin
Arrowheads Iron Coffin
Bow plates Bone Coffin
Quiver Wood Coffin
Beams (5) Wood Outside coffin / chambers
SBR13 | Spear point Iron Coffin
Pin Bone Coffin
Arrowheads Iron Coffin
Arrowhead Bone Coffin
Beams (7) Wood Outside coffin / chambers
SBR2 Arrow shafts Wood Coffin
Crescent shape ("moon") Iron Coffin
Disc shape ("Sun") Iron Coffin
Bow pieces Bone Coffin
Gold foil Gold Coffin
Tube with iron needle Bone/lron Coffin
Chopsticks Bone Niche
Rings Iron Outside coffin / chambers
Buckles Iron Outside coffin / chambers
SBR19 | Mirror fragments Bronze Coffin
Beads Ceramic Coffin
Bead Faiance Coffin
Lacquer fragments lacquer Coffin
Polished stone rings Stone Coffin
Infant Human remains Coffin
Silk fragments Silk Coffin
Pot Ceramic Niche
SBR7 Vessel lid Wood Coffin
Chopsticks Bone Niche
Ladle Wood Outside coffin / chambers
Container Birch-bark Outside coffin / chambers
Crescent shape ("Moon") Gold Outside coffin / chambers
Disc shape ("Sun") Gold Outside coffin / chambers
Cauldron Bronze Outside coffin / chambers
SBR16 | Gilded belt plague Iron Coffin
Bridle cheek piece Bone Coffin
Bow plates Bone Coffin
Pin Bone Coffin
Bell Bronze Niche
Chopsticks Bone Reopening hole
SBR15 | Bridle sets (2) Iron Niche
Gilded belt plague Iron Tomb structure
Lacquer remains Lagcuer Tomb structure
SBR14 |Beads Stone Coffin
Beads Glass Coffin
Beads Alabaster Coffin
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SBR18

SBR36

98



Apendix Il: Presence or absence of artefact categor

(green = complete; light green = fragments)

Other

Vessels

Adornment

ies

Weapons

gold foil, tube with iron needle, rings

Stone rings, infant remains, silk
fragments

vessel lid, chopsticks, ladle, container

pin, bell, chopsticks

mortuary dress. cloth fragments
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