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a ceremonial instrument. South Manchuria was in close contacts with China since the
early centuries AD. It is important to emphacise the fact that the main part of Manchu-
rian peoples used to be hunters, fishers and collectors up to the 20th century. It was
only in western Manchuria, confronted with Mongolia, where the nomadic way of life
became possible.

We have no proof of the use of byrgy in prehistory. Neither do the large language
families share any common vocabulary suggesting that they shared this instrument in
prehistory. It is worth mentioning that according to the theory of Juha Janhunen, the
Turkic, Chinese, Mongolian, Amuric, Tungusic, Korean and Japanic protolan%uages
emerged in quite a small area in Manchuria and its immediate nelghbourhood“ (See
the map in Fig.12.) All the data suggests that the emergency of the byrgy is to be
connected to the Chinese-Manchu interaction.

Figure 12. A rough representation of Manchuria during the first millenium AD. The
region is now devided by the states Russia (Rus), China (Chi) and Mongolia (Mong).
Korea and Japan may be added to the region as its (pen)insular components. The main
water systems mentioned in the text are The Lake Baikal (1), Amur (2) and its tributar-
ies Amgun (3), Sungari (4) and Bikin (5, which actually is the tributary of Ussuri). The
main region of the emergence of the ancient Chinese culture was situated by the
Yellow River (6). No. 7 refers to Yangtse. According to the present theory, it was
somewhere in Southern (S), Central (C) or Eastern Manchuria (E) where the Tungusic
hunters transformed the blown straight trumpet of the Chinese Ming or Tang dynasties
into the inhaled (sucked) byrgy.

As a hypothesis can be said that the Manchus or some other Tungusic tribe (if not the
members of some extinct culture) in South Manchuria were the first to suck the air
inside a tube which they had made according to the model of the Chinese long trumpet.
The instrument was adopted since it turned out to be valuable in hunting societies. It
was not made of heavy metal but of the plants living in the environment, that is, of dry

"2 Janhunen 1996, 216-256.
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stems of vascular plants during the autumn, and of the bark tubes of small trees like
burgan and amyrgan in spring time. The technique spread quickly everywhere with
deer, wild reindeer, musk deer, elk and the likes as quarry. That is why the instrument
was also adopted by the Buryats in the west. This seems to explain the fact that there
is the Mongolian word burgaas(an) ‘(made) of willow, of rose willow; a twig (of
willow)’ and the Buryat word burgaana(n) ‘bushes; twig’, as mentioned above.
Moreover, the instrument was adopted by the North-Tungusic groups, the early
Ewenkis and Ewens wandering around Inner Siberia. Finally, the Turks adopted it, and
still today the paorgomeans ‘the stalk of a vascular plant’. The byrgy had no function in
many Turkic cultures because the people started to inhabit large forestless areas like
Kazakhstan as nomads. But it was transported to the Caspian Sea and Europe by them,
and it seems to have been the Old Bolghars or the Turks after them who gave their
buryuy to the Udmurts (burgy). Because of the meanings of these Turkic words, which
in my view are loans from Manchu-Tungusic, and because of the fact that the byrgy
was made of a long vascular plant both in Udmuria and in Komi, the Turkic transport-
ers knew originally only the tubular type of the byrgy.

The Turks also used the byrgy north of the Altai and Sayan mountains. It was they,
who gave the byrgy to the Southern Samoyeds (who became later Turkified), and it
was the Southern Samoyeds, who introduced the byrgy to Ob’-Ugrian Khantys. This
must have happened much later than the adoption of the byrgy by the European
Udmurts beyond the Urals, since the Khanty byrgy was of the grooved type. This
suggests that it was the North Turks around the Sayan-Altai regions who started to
construct the wooden byrgy. Presumably this innovation did not emerge until the 16th
or 17th century. There is not enough data available at the moment for the present
author to give any suggestion on the origin of the grooved type, but the Southern
Indian influence (buruga = karna) is not excluded.

According to Juha Janhunen, the language of a certain group of nations in Chinese
documents of the Han dynasty (201 BC— AD 226) are linguistically identifiable with
“an early form of Turkic, out of which the Turkic populations of Central Asia ulti-
mately emerged”. From the Turkic point of view, the Han era is called also the Hunn-
ish period. This means that the early Turkic homeland was in Mongolia. When moving
northwest some Turkic tribes formed a federation with some Yeniseian tribes in the
region of Minusinsk. This federation was presumably called *Qirg-i-s, which is a
plural of number “40%. This union of ‘40 tribes’ was the core of the later Yenisei
Kirghizes. Moreover, Janhunen draws a conclusion that “the Northern Tungus had not
yet reached the Baikal region during the Hunnish period“. Some early Turks moved
westward after they were forced to move from Mongolia, first to Central Asia, and
from there to Volga region. One of these was the Huns and the other group was the
Bulghars who had earlier given the West Siberian Samoyeds new words and later
founded the city state of Bulghar on the Europan Volga. This language today is called
Chuvash'®,

After the Hunnish period the so-called Old Turkic tribes were formed in Inner
Asia; this took place during the Sth to 9th centuries. When the Uighur Khanate fell in
840, the Turks left Mongolia to the Mongolians. Uighur represents an Old Turkic
language. It had the buryuy ‘byrgy’ adopted by the Udmurts and, possibly by the
Maris. After the 9th century came an era of the formation of Central Turkic tribes, one

13 Janhunen 1996, 186-189.
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of these being the Cumans, who had this word at the latest in the 10th century. From
this point of view it is unclear whether the Western Huns of the 4th century or the
Proto-Bulghars ever knew the word. However, it occurred at least in some Turkic
languages at the end of the 1st millenium AD.

Hence, it is my hypothesis that the invention of the byrgy was made by the South
Tungusic groups in Manchuria around the mid-first millenium A.D. It seems to have
reached the Uighurs in Mongolia before the 9th century from Manchuria. The same
holds for the Mongols still living in those days to the south and east of Mongolia. The
Altaian and Sayanic, as well as the Yeniseian and Lena Turks, may have received it
either via Mongolian Turks, or from the early Ewenkis around the Baikal.

A question remains: what is the relation of the American sucked tubes to the
Eurasian ones? It is my view, so far, that they emerged independently from each other.
If so, did parallel inventions also occur in North and South America?
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