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A RELIEF IMAGE OF A HUMAN FACE AND A PETROGLYPH IN THE SANDYKTAU ... 307

YK 902/903 https://doi.org/10.24852/2587-6112.2025.6.307.321
A RELIEF IMAGE OF A HUMAN FACE AND A PETROGLYPH
IN THE SANDYKTAU MOUNTAINS (NORTHERN KAZAKHSTAN)!

© 2025. Ye. Abil, S. Yarygin, S. Sakenov, K. Abdrakhmanov

The article publishes the research materials of the complex discovered in the Sandyktau Mountains in 2024.
The monument consists of two objects - a stone stele with a petroglyph and a granite outcrop, on the vertical
wall of which there is a relief image of a human face. In the study of the face and the stele, the method of tra-
ceology was used. A wide range of historical and comparative analysis made it possible to compare the object
under study with complexes already known in science. The stele has traces of hewing along the edges. The
image is carved in the upper part and is a schematic figure of a deer with two long horns extending beyond the
body. The relief of a human face is carefully worked out, all the details are clearly visible - large eyes, a long
straight nose, lips. The frontal part is beveled. Unambiguous conclusions about the chronology can only be
made in relation to the stele, which, by analogy in the monuments of the Bronze Age, is dated to the 2nd mil-
lennium BC. The question of their relationship with the relief and the chronology of the latter remains open.

Keywords: archacology, Northern Kazakhstan, Bronze Age, stele, petroglyph, relief of a face.

CKAJIA C PEJIBLE®HBIM U30BPAKEHUEM JUIA U CTEJIA
C IETPOIIM®OM B TOPAX CAH/IBIKTAY
(CEBEPHBIN KA3AXCTAH)

E. Aoua, C. SApbirun, C. CakenoB, K. Aoapaxmanon

B crarbe myOnuKyroTCsS Marepuaibl HCCICIOBAaHUN KOMILIEKCa, OOHapy:keHHOro B ropax CaHJbIKTay B
2024 rony. [TaMSITHUK COCTOUT U3 IByX OOBEKTOB — KAMEHOMW CTEJIBI C NETPOrTU(OM U IPAHUTHOTO OCTAHIIA,
Ha BEPTHKAJBbHON CTEHKE KOTOPOTO MMeeTCs pelibeHOe H300pakeHne yeroBeueckoro auma. Crena BHICOTOR
UMeeT Clielbl TOATECKH Mo rpaHsM. M3o0pakeHne BHIOMTO B BEpXHEH 4YacTH W MPEACTABISIET COOOH
CXEeMaTHYHYIO0 (PUTYPY OJICHS C ABYMsI JUTMHHBIMU POTaMU, YXOISAIIMMU 32 Kopityc Terna. Penbed denoBedeckoro
JIUIA THIATEIHFHO MPOpadoTaH, YeTKO BHJHBI BCE JETAalM — KPYIHBIC IV1a3a, [UIMHHBIN NpsSMOU HOC, TyObI.
JloGHast yacTh ckorreHHas. OHO3HAYHbBIE BEIBOBI O XPOHOJIOTHH MOYKHO CJI€JIaTh TOJIBKO B OTHOIIICHUH CTEIIbI,
KOTOpasi IO aHAJIOTUSIM B ITAMSITHUKaX OpOH30BOTO Beka parupyetcs 11 Toic. 10 H.3. Bonpoc ux cooTHOIIeHUs
¢ penbe)OoM M XPOHOJIOTHS OCIICTHETO OCTAIOTCS OTKPBITHIMH.
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Introduction

In archaeological science, there is a set of
methodological tools for studying mass types of
monuments, as well as for the category of finds
encountered in large quantities. For example, the
decor of archaeological objects is one of the most
important cultural diagnostic features, so its study
is always given special attention. Such studies
can be carried out based on serial categories of
finds, such as ceramics, tools, metal objects.

Less developed is the methodology for studying
objects and artifacts of an individual nature.
For the study of unique objects, no uniform
principles of analysis have been developed due to
the lack of representative samples. Such unique
objects include the boulder with a relief image
of a face considered in this work. The study was
carried out in several stages — field recording,
and subsequent data analysis. In the first case,
attention was paid to the technique of execution

' The work was carried out with the financial support of the Committee of Science of the Ministry of Science and
Higher Education of the Republic of Kazakhstan, the research topic is “History of Northern Kazakhstan from ancient

times to modern times” (IRN BR21882225).

2 Pabota BbIIOJIHEHA NIPpU (UHAHCOBOH noiepkke KomuTera Haykn MHHHCTEPCTBa HAyKH M BBICILETO 00pa30BaHUs

Pecniyonuku Kaszaxcran, Tema wHCCIEIOBaHUS -
cospemenHoctr” (IRN BR21882225).

“Hctopuss CesepHoro Kaszaxcrana ¢ JApeBHEHIINX BpEMEH [0



308 ABIL YE., YARYGIN S., SAKENOV S. ... APXEOJIOTUSI EBPASMMCKUX CTEITEM Ne6, 2025

Russia

Kazakhstan

IV
5 6 /
/ P gy
= fon:’:xrur
“Kf‘: 2_3
Vil eSchuchingk—
- Yo N /._(,- S -.._,,.\_t
L\\I 3 — 4 ~
. Y
:\‘ /
Eallcashlm‘
Pol.
{ ~A, 0 30km| /
! ™~ e —— ? /
) |

Fig. 1. Map of monuments: 1 — complex with a boulder and stele Sandyktau; 2, 3 — steles of the megalithic complex
Taskamal; 4 — stele at the burial ground Kenotkel XVIII; 5 — stele at the burial ground Tazhegul; 6 — stele in the burial

fence No. 23 of the burial ground Kyzyltobe (the map was

created based on data from the website: https://www.cy-

closm.org/#map=>5/49.233/427.535/cyclosm)
Puc. 1. Kapra namsraukos: 1. Komruieke ¢ BaayHom u crenoit Canasikray; 2-3. CTenbl MEraIuTHYECKOTO
rkomiiekca Tackaman; 4. Crena Ha mormibHuke Kenotkens XVIII; 5. Crena na mormibHuke Taxeryi; 6. Crena B

norpedennu orpaabl Ne 23 mormmsHIKa KeI3pmTo0e (KapTta

co3[aHa Ha OCHOBE JIaHHBIX caiiTa -https://www.cyclosm.

org/#map=5/49.233/427.535/cyclosm)

and morphology — the hierarchical structure of
the pictorial components. In the second case,
the methodological basis of the research was
the search for analogies to individual elements
of the entire complex — relief and stone stele.
A wide geographic and chronological range of
analogies of both typological and visual nature
is considered. The completeness and stable
connection of the image of the face with the
stone boulder, the presence of the stele suggest an
increased symbolic value of the complex for its
creators, while a certain semantic independence
of its individual elements is observed.

In the 2024 field season, a new archaeological
complex was discovered in the Sandyktau

district of the Akmola region of the Republic of
Kazakhstan. It consists of two objects: a rock
with a relief image of a face and a stele with a
petroglyph. The object is located 408 m to the
east of the village of Balkashino, 780 m to the
east of the Zhabai River bed and 80 m to the
north of its tributary Kabany Klyuch, at the foot
of a ridge that is part of the Sandyktau mountain-
forest massif (626 m) (Fig. 1).

The region where the complex was discovered
is part of the Kokshetau Upland of Northern
Kazakhstan. This area is a unique combination
of forest and steppe landscapes with rich biomes.
The territory of the district is a plain, penetrated
from north to south by parallel ridges, the main
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ones of which are Sandyktau and Zhaksy-Tukty.
The mountains are formed from granites of the
Devonian and Silurian periods. The slopes are
heavily indented as a result of tectonic cracks,
granite crushing, and denudation. The Zhylandy
Ridge is located in the north-northwest of the
district. The Zhabai River, a right tributary of
the Ishim, flows through the district. The river
is 196 km long. The soils are chernozem and
dark chestnut. The soil and vegetation cover of
the district is represented by steppes and forests.
Depending on the relief and underlying rocks,
the soil complexes and plant associations are
extremely variegated and diverse.

To the north of the Zhabai River, there are
forb-cereal steppes on southern chernozems with
a large number of solonetz soils in depressions
and skeletal soils on hills. The entire western part
of the district is occupied by cereal steppes on
dark chestnut soils. Pine and pine-birch forests
occupy about 70,8 thousand hectares and are
located mainly in its northern part. The climate
of the region is sharply continental with severe
winters with little snow and dry hot summers.
The natural fauna includes more than 40 species
of mammals, more than a hundred species of
birds, several species of reptiles and amphibians
and about 20 species of fish.

In the Balkashino area, developed deposits of
the Sharyk suite of the Upper Proterozoic have
been recorded. Lower Ordovician deposits are
noted; Upper Pliocene deposits are the Bitekei and
Muzbel layers. The Cambrian intrusive complex
is distinguished. Among the granitoids of the
Middle Devonian intrusive complex there are
leucocratic granites of the first phase and alaskites
of the second, as well as additional intrusions of
the first and second generations (Baysholanov,
2017). The diversity of flora and fauna influenced
the historical development of the region and its
settlement by people, as evidenced by a variety
of archaeological sites.

In 2009, the Collection of Monuments of
Akmola Region in Sandyktau District included 51
archaeological monuments. These archaeological
sites are concentrated in the valleys of the Zhabai
and Sarkyrama rivers, as well as along the banks
of the Atyzhok, Zhylandy, Zhekebuyak and
Konyr rivers. The largest number are single burial
mounds and cemeteries of the early Iron Age,
settlements of the Bronze Age. Other monuments
include Neolithic sites and settlements, Eneolithic
sites, the early [ron Age settlement of Novoselovka

I, and a settlement of the Middle Ages — kystau.
The burial grounds date from the Neolithic to the
Middle Ages, the largest of which is the Chaika
burial ground (172 burials) (Zaybert, Kamalova,
2009). In 2023, archaeological studies of a
settlement, two burial grounds and mine workings
of the Bronze Age were conducted in the area.
The newly discovered monument belongs to a
new type and can be considered a cult object.
Only a few monuments have been discovered on
the territory of the Kokshetau Upland that can be
clearly associated with ritual practices: the ruins
of the Taskamal megalithic complex, the steles of
the Kenotkel XVIII burial ground, the cromlechs
and steles of the Tazhegul burial ground, and
ritual structures at the Kyzyltobe burial ground
(Yarygin et al., 2024, p. 11-12) (Fig. 1).

Methods

The complex near the village of Balkashino
was photographed using GNSS (global
navigation satellite systems) with the following
equipment: a portable GPS navigator Garmin
Etrex 10, a quadcopter DJI Mini 2. A stage-
by-stage photo recording of the monument
was carried out. Dimensions were taken, the
object was described, data were collected for
subsequent photogrammetry of the object,
reconstruction and modeling. In the study of the
relief of the face and stele, traceological methods
were used, thanks to which traces of a tool on
the face, stages of processing, the boundaries
of the image of the animal on the stele and its
main elements were identified. The engraved
image was recorded using a non-contact method
to avoid additional loads on the fragile structure
of the natural material. A reconnaissance survey
was carried out around the complex, including
a walking tour of the area, as a result of which
the boundaries of the monument, topographical
position, and landscape features of the area were
determined. In the discussion part of the article,
standard historical methods were used, including
comparative historical analysis, which made it
possible to identify common and specific features
in the nature of the monument.

Description of the monument

The object with the facial image is located
on the eastern edge of a wide meadow, on the
border with the forest. It is an isolated rock at
the southern end of a wide strip of massive rock
outcrops that go in an arc in the form of large
boulders and groups of pancake-like monoliths

(Fig. 2).
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Fig. 2. Location of the rock with the image of a face and the stele:
1 — general plan of the area; 2 — boulder with relief and fallen stele
Puc. 2. MecropacrosoxkeHne BalyHa ¢ H300pa)KEHUEM JINIA U CTEIIBI:
1 — oOmIMii TaH MECTHOCTH; 2 — BaJIyH C Peabe()OM U MOBAJICHHAS CTEIa

The granite boulder in plan has the shape of
an irregular trapezoid with rounded outlines. The
southern and western sides are aligned. In section,
it is hemispherical with an elongated eastern
edge. Dimensions 3x5 m, height 1,15 m. The
rock material of the boulder is leucocratic granite
with a high content of light-colored or colorless
minerals (feldspars, quartz, feldspathoids). The
image of a face is carved into the upper part of the
western vertical smooth wall of the stone (Fig. 3).

The height of the face from the chin to the
sloping forehead is 27 cm, the width along the

protruding cheekbones is 21 cm. The facial
features are clearly visible in the image: eyes,
nose, brow ridges, lips, chin. The outlines of the
eyebrows and nose are T-shaped. The relief of the
drawing is achieved by deep knocking along the
contour of the face. The maximum 2-centimeter
width of the formed edging and 2-centimeter
depth are recorded on the left side of the face.
On the right side at the same level there is a wide
chip 14x15 cm with traces of undercutting and
leveling. The walls of the edging are smooth,
vertical. On the left side of the face along the
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Fig. 3. Rock with a relief image of a face: 1 — western side; 2 — northern side; 3 — southern side; 4 — upper part
Puc. 3. BanyHn ¢ penbedHbIM H300pakeHreM yuia: 1 — 3amajiHas CTopoHa; 2 — CeBepHasi CTOPOHa;
3 — 10)KHAasA CTOPOHA; 4 — BEPXHSSA 4aCTh

inside, barely noticeable notches and chips are
revealed.

The eyes are large, 6x2,5 cm in size, slightly
convex, with a border about 4 mm wide and about
2 mm deep; they are not located on the same
axis — the right one is slightly raised. A slightly
round pupil can be seen on the left eye. The nose
is fairly straight, 3 cm wide at the bridge, 4 cm
at the base, 7,5 cm long, and about 1 cm high at
its maximum. The tip of the nose is chipped. The
distance from the edge of the nose to the lips is
1 cm.

The lips are full, slightly open, and naturally
shaped. The philtrum of the upper lip is clearly
visible. The labial commissure is covered with
moss. The total height is 4 cm, the width is 5 cm.
The upper lip is about 1.6 cm high, the lower lip is
2.1 cm. The distance from the lower lip to the chin
is 6 cm. The chin is wide and rounded, with a 2 x
4 cm depression at its lower part. The forehead is
sloping, the superciliary arches (especially above
the right eye) are clearly visible. The height of
the sloping forehead is 5 cm. On the face, slightly
protruding cheekbones of a rounded shape with

a diameter of about 67 cm are visible; they are
raised towards the upper part of the image (Fig. 4).

The wall of the rock with the image of a
face shows traces of its processing, probably
intended for better visual highlighting of the
relief (Fig. 5). In addition to the deep outline
around the relief, three more stages of impact on
the stone are observed. On the right and left sides
of the groove framing the relief, traces of chips
are clearly visible; the right one is elongated,
wider at the groove and gradually narrows to the
right, located in the upper part of the wall of the
stone. It has traces of subsequent processing in
the form of hewing. The left chip is elongated
along the groove and has an uneven torn edge.
The chips were formed as a result of unsuccessful
processing when creating the groove. In the first
case, the break was quite wide, therefore, in order
not to lose the artistic form of the composition,
it was processed. The second chip is shallow,
goes along the edge of the groove, so it was left
unchanged.

The wall of the rock with the image of a
face shows traces of its processing, probably
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Fig. 4. Relief image of a human face: 1 — frontal view; 2 — view from the south; 3 — view from the north.
Puc. 4. Pensedhroe nzoOpakenne mia denoseka: | — Bug andac; 2 — BUJ C F0KHON CTOPOHEI,
3 — BHII C CEBEPHOU CTOPOHBI

intended for better visual highlighting of the
relief (Fig. 5). In addition to the deep outline
around the relief, three more stages of impact on
the stone are observed. On the right and left sides
of the groove framing the relief, traces of chips
are clearly visible; the right one is elongated,
wider at the groove and gradually narrows to the
right, located in the upper part of the wall of the
stone. It has traces of subsequent processing in
the form of hewing. The left chip is elongated
along the groove and has an uneven torn edge.
The chips were formed as a result of unsuccessful
processing when creating the groove. In the first
case, the break was quite wide, therefore, in order

not to lose the artistic form of the composition,
it was processed. The second chip is shallow,
goes along the edge of the groove, so it was left
unchanged.

The rock was not chosen by chance, since it is
the only one on the entire rock outcrop that has a
vertical, flat surface. It is important to note that it
is oriented towards the eastern sector.

As a result of the inspection of the area, a
stone stele was discovered 1 meter to the south
of the boulder (Fig. 6). Its lower wide part was
sunk into the ground by 5 cm, covered with
pine needles and household waste. Traces of a
recent fire were recorded on its surface. After



A RELIEF IMAGE OF AHUMAN FACE AND A PETROGLYPH IN THE SANDYKTAU ...

313

s groove around relief
. . ! (T‘ e N

. N,
&

Fig. 5. Traces of processing around the face image
Puc. 5. Cnentpl 06pabOTKH BOKPYT JIMLIEBOIO N300paskeHNUs

cleaning and extraction, its shape and size were
determined.

The object was a processed granite slab
(Fig. 6). Height 2,3 m, width 0,8; 0,7; 0,75 m,
thickness 0,3—0,15 m. Traces of processing are
visible on the surface. The upper part is hewn
on both sides and rounded near the top, weakly
profiled shoulders are noticeable along the edges.
Along the center of the narrow edge of the stele
there is a wide chip with traces of dressing, which
visually divides the slab into two parts. On the
opposite side, a similar design element is barely
outlined, its width is 0,5 m, depth 0.1 m. The
lower part of the stele is not processed, it is better
preserved; in this part it is clearly visible that the
slab was dug in to a depth of 0,4 to 0,5 m.

A poorly preserved petroglyph of a deer was
found in the upper part of the stele. It is made with
a wide and deep carving. The overall dimensions
are about 0,4%0,4 m. The depth of the carving is
1-2 cm, the width is 2,5-3 cm. The body and two
legs of the deer are depicted quite schematically
- in the form of brackets. The head is large, the
long muzzle is clearly visible. Two differently
designed branches of antlers go back from the
head. The upper one is shown as an arc, at the
end there is an element in the form of a hook.
The lower one is damaged, but three separate
branches can be seen. Below on the surface of the

stele, other carvings are visible, but the degree of
their preservation prevents a clear attribution.

Next to the base of the stele and closer to the
boulder with the facial image, a second boulder
measuring 0,3x0,5 m was cleared, which served
as a support for fixing the first in a vertical
position.

The stele lay with the image of a deer upward,
the base to the east. Judging by the position of
the supporting stone, the stele was installed with
its wide part along the west-east axis. Based on
its position on the ground, we can conclude that
the base was directly opposite the orientation of
the face - towards the sunrise. However, it was
probably turned over after the fall, since in the
fixed state it was significantly deviated from the
axis of the main direction when it fell. Therefore,
initially the petroglyph of a deer and the facial
image were oriented in the same direction.

Discussion

The chronology of the complex, its
synchronicity and therelationship ofits constituent
objects raise questions. First, it is worth paying
attention to the stele and the image carved on it,
since the questions of their chronology are more
unambiguous and less debatable.

Several monuments have been recorded on
the territory of the Kokshetau Upland to date,
which include two small stone steles from the
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Fig. 6. Stone stele with an image: 1 — front side; 2 — back side; 3 — drawing of the front side
with the image of a deer at the top; 4 — profile of the stele
Puc. 6. Kamennas crena ¢ n3o0paxenuem: 1 — nunesast CTOpoHa; 2 — 3aJHsIs1 CTOPOHa; 3 — IPOPHCOBKA JINIIEBON
CTOPOHBI C N300pAKCHNUEM OJICHS B BEpXHEH yacTH; 4 — MpopUIIb CTEIbI

Taskamal megalithic complex, two steles near
the Bronze Age burial and memorial structures at
the Kenotkel XVIII and Tazhygul burial grounds;
one stele is placed in a Bronze Age burial at the
Kyzyltobe burial ground (Fig. 7). The slabs found
in the region can be classified as fairly standard
koytas, common in Central Kazakhstan during
the Late Bronze Age and shaped like pillars with
a beveled top (Margulan, 1998, p. 331-350;
Beisenov, Varfolomeev, 2008).

Steles dating to an earlier period demonstrate
fairly similar shapes. Similar monoliths were

recorded in the Kyzylshoky group on the Nurtai
River, at the northeastern foot of Mount Korpetai,
3 km northwest of the village of Kanattas (Fig. 8:
1). The group is a stone alley about 250 m long.
The largest menhirs are installed at the ends
of the line. These are huge, rough blocks of
stone (marl) of flat outline, slightly hewn into
a sub-triangular shape and installed with their
tops up. Their parameters are almost identical:
height 3.5-4 m, width of the base of the triangle
2,8-3 m, thickness 60-80 cm (Margulan, 1998,
332-335, Fig. 167).
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Fig. 7. Steles and sculptures of the Bronze Age and early Iron Age: 1, 2 — steles from the megalithic complex Taskamal;
3 — stele at the burial grounds of Kenotkel XVIII; 4 — stele at the burial ground of Tazhegul; 5 — stele from a burial in
the fence of the burial ground Kyzyltobe
Puc. 7. Crenbl 1 U3BastHUS SIIOXU OPOH3BI U PAHHETO JKEJIE3HOTO BeKa: 1-2 — CTENbI U3 METaJIUTHYECKOTO KOMIIIEKCa
Tackamai; 3 — crena Ha mormibHEKax Kenorkens X VIII; 4 — crena va mormnbHuke Taxeryi; 5 — crena u3 norpeGeHus
B orpajie MormibHuKa KeI3puitobe

Steles of similar shapes with weak processing
and almost natural forms are found in Altai in the
Karakol culture of the Bronze Age, for example,
steles from Kalbak-Tash I on the right bank of the
Chuya River. In one case, on the Nizhniy Inegen
River, in addition to drawings, a relief image of a
human face was found on the side face of a stele
(Kubarev, 2009, 238, 245, Fig. 171, 184). This
stele and some others have various petroglyphs
on their wide edges, most often these are figures
of animals, people and various symbols. The
silhouettes of goats, which are shown with large

heads on a fairly schematic body with two legs
(Fig. 8: 2, 3), attract attention. The iconography
is quite close to the petroglyph of a deer on the
stele from Balkashino.

Territorially closer analogies to the deer figure
are known from the Bronze Age materials and
in the transitional to the early Iron Age sites of
the Burabay district of the Akmola region and
Pavlodar region.

The drawing of a deer on the inner wall of the
box from fence No. 50 of the Kyzyltobe burial
ground of the Fyodorovka and Sargara period



316 ABIL YE., YARYGIN S., SAKENOV S. ... APXEOJIOTUSI EBPASUIMCKUX CTEITEM Ne6, 2025

Fig. 8. 1 — stele from the Kyzylshoky group; 2 — stele with a mask and drawings from the valley of the Nizhniy Inegen River (Altai) (after Kubarev, 2009);

3 — stele with drawings from Kalbak-Tash I (Altai) (after Kubarev, 2009).
Puc. 8. 1 — crena u3 rpynms! K3pUmoxsr; 2 — cTena ¢ IMYMHON U pUCYHKaMU U3 MoIUHBI pexu Hiokunit Maerens (Anrait) (mmo: Kybapes, 2009);

3 — crena ¢ pucyakamu u3 Kan6ax-Tamr [ (Anraif) (mo: Ky6apes, 2009)

in the Burabay district can be attributed to the
same tradition as the petroglyph on the stele. The
monument is of interest due to its unambiguous
ritual purpose. It is a stone square fence, in
the center of which there was a box made of
massive granite slabs. The box was installed in
a pre-dug rectangular pit measuring 1,75x1,4 m
and 1.4 m deep. It was constructed from two long
granite slabs measuring 1,65x1,6x0,2 m and
two small end slabs measuring approximately
1,6x1,0x0,15 m. A hole was made in the large
slab, forming an opening with a diameter of
0.9 m at the junction of the covering slabs.
The dimensions of the covering slabs were
1,45x1,40%0,2 and 2,5x0,6x0,5 m. There was no
burial; a round red granite boulder covered with
white chalk powder was found at the bottom of
the box. Radiocarbon dating of materials from
adjacent enclosures yields the following dates:
Enclosure No. 9: 1742-1542 BC; Enclosure
No. 13: 1732-1533 BC; Enclosure No. 23:
1861-1565 BC; Enclosure No. 29: 1881-1641
BC (Yarygin et al., 2024, 12).

The same group of drawings is joined by the
image of a goat on the stele from the Toraigyr
complex studied in 2002 and 2008 (Peresvetov,
2010). The monument is located 500 m to the
east of the eastern shore of the lake, to the north
of the mountain-forest massif of Bayanaul. The
object consists of 12 stone mounds of the early
Iron Age, stretched in two chains from the
southwest to the northeast (the southern part of
the complex) and from the south to the north (the
northern part). The complex includes cult objects:
burial mounds with "whiskers" and stone steles.
An inspection of the complex in 2024 showed
that five steles can be attributed to the koytas type
of the Late Bronze Age, but such forms are not
typical of the Begazy-Dandybay culture and are
found in the final part of the Late Bronze Age
or in the transitional period to the Early Iron
Age. The sixth stele belongs to the deer stone
type; on its surface it has an image of galloping
deer and an incomplete image of a tiger with an
ornamented body. Such steles and the petroglyph
style became widespread in the eastern regions of
Central Asia at the turn of the 2nd—1st millennia
BC.

Steles are divided into three types: 1) columnar:
a) round in cross-section (2); b) square in cross-
section (1); 2) rectangular in cross-section with a
highlighted upper part with an image of rings, and
in one case - with a drawing of a quiver, a goat
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Fig. 9. Stele with images from the Toraigyr complex: 1 — upper part of the stele; 2 — petroglyph of a goat;
3 — petroglyph of a scabbard or quiver; 4 — drawing of a petroglyph of a goat
Puc. 9. Crena ¢ n300pakeHusIMHU 13 KoMmIuiekca Topaidreip: 1 — BEpXHSS 9acTh CTEIBI; 2 — METPOTA( KO3Ia;
3 — metrporid HOXKEH WK KoldaHa; 4 — MpOpHCcOBKa NeTporimga Ko3na

(deer?) and other animals (2); 3) a flat slab with
drawings of deer in the Transbaikal-Mongolian
style and a tiger (1). Of interest is the stele with a
vertical image of a goat. The figure has a simple
U-shaped body, two legs, a large triangular head,
from which large horns extend (Fig. 9).

Comparing the three figures from Balkashino,
Burabay and Bayanaul, it can be noted that the
first, in terms of style, occupies an intermediate
position between the second and third. This
may also indicate chronology. Fence No. 50 is
dated to a time no later than the middle of the
2nd millennium BC, and the stele from Toraigyr
dates back to the turn of the 2nd-1st millennia
BC. Thus, the stele, which is part of the complex
near the village of Balkashino, can be confidently
dated to the period from the Eneolithic to the
Late Bronze Age. The lower date is indirectly
confirmed by monuments located along the
Zhabai River, downstream, 2,2 km south of the
Sandyktau mountain range (Fig. 10).

In 2023, archaeological work was carried out in
the region at the Sandyktau settlement, Sandyktau
2 and 3 burial grounds. Reconnaissance surveys
in their vicinity revealed copper workings.
The studied sites have an internal structural

connection, demonstrating the development
of the local territory by ancient groups. At the
Sandyktau settlement, 22 pits from household
and farm buildings were recorded. The pits are
organized into four linear structures oriented
along the northwest — southeast axis. The largest
pits are located in the northern part of the
settlement. The size of the site is 130%325 sq. m.
(Sakenov et al., 2024).

Throughout the area of the settlement,
numerous fragments of ceramic vessels and other
remains of the life of the ancient population
are found on the modern surface. Fragments
of Alekseev-Sargara ceramics are recorded
everywhere in the cultural layer, which determine
the cultural affiliation and chronology of the site.
Slag and parts of copper products were found in
this layer — by-products of copper smelting, as
well as animal bones. A 12x12 m excavation was
made at pit No. 8. As a result of the excavations,
an ancient furnace was discovered. The presence
of two pools for secondary ore processing and
ore workings located 1 km east of Sandyktau
indicates that its inhabitants were associated
with copper mining and smelting (Sakenov et
al., 2024). Radiocarbon dates obtained at the
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2O Zhabai riv.

0 10 km

Fig. 10. Location of Bronze Age sites in the Sandyktau Mountains: 1 — Balkashino complex;

2 — Sandyktau settlement; 3 — Sandyktau 2 burial ground; 4 — mine workings; 5 — Sandyktau 3 burial ground
(the map was created based on data from the website: https://www.cyclosm.org/#map=5/49.233/427.535/cyclosm)
Puc. 10. MecropacmonoxeHue MaMsITHUKOB OpOH30BOTO BeKa B ropax CanasikTay: | — komimieke bamkamuHo;

2 — nocenenue Canjipikray; 3 — MoruiibHUK CaHJbikTay 2; 4 — TOpHbIE BBIpA0OTKH; 5 — MOrmibHUK CaHbIKTay 3
(kapTa co3aHa Ha OCHOBE JIaHHBIX caiita - https://www.cyclosm.org/#map=5/49.233/427.535/cyclosm)

CHRONO Centre Queens University Belfast
(Northern Ireland) allow us to date the settlement
and burial ground of Sandyktau 2 closer to the
middle of the 2nd millennium BC, and the ground
burial ground of Sandyktau 3 to the beginning of
the 2nd millennium BC. In this case, the stele
can be dated within the same chronological
framework of the beginning — second half of the
2nd millennium BC and be associated with the
cult practice of ancient miners who settled in the
foothills of Sandyktau in the Late Bronze Age.
There are no direct analogues of the face on the
boulder in the territory of Northern Kazakhstan,
however, in a number of monuments of the
region and more broadly — Central Asia there
are items and objects with images of faces of a
similar type. In the Akmola region, the tradition
of making statuary monuments, facial sculptures,
anthropomorphic figurines or images of a face on
individual objects dates back to the 3rd millennium
BC. A small collection of anthropomorphic

figurines discovered by chance in Northern
Kazakhstan dates back to the time from the
Eneolithic to the Bronze Age. The list includes
three figurines: two from the Kostanay region
— figurines No. 48 and 50 (Kostanay Regional
History Museum, Republic of Kazakhstan), one
from the Akmola region —No. 49 (State Hermitage
Museum, Russian Federation). The same list
can include a figurine with a broken upper part
from excavation 21 of the Eneolithic settlement
of Botai. All figurines are depicted in a standard
sitting position, arms bent at the elbows and
directed parallel to the front. Shown are large eyes,
feet, fists, a large, triangular nose, the tip of which
is raised upward. Two figurines have round caps,
similar to the headdress of the character from the
top of the dagger from Rostovka (Novozhenov,
2015, 315, Fig. 1).

Another group of images from Northern and
Eastern Kazakhstan is associated with small
sculpture. It includes two clay sculptural heads,
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Fig. 11. Facial images on masks and sculptures in the Bronze and Early Iron Age cultures: 1 — a mask from the Pysh-
minsky treasure (after Borodovsky & Oborin, 2020); 2 — a mask from the Xiaohe burial ground (after Molodin, 2019);
3 —an image of a face on a stele near the Nizhny Inegen River (after Kubarev, 2009); 4 — an anthropomorphic sculpture

of the Early Iron Age, discovered near the city of Stepnogorsk (photo by S.A. Yarygin); 5 — Anthropomorphic pestle
of the 15th-16th centuries BC, National Museum of Kazakhstan; 6 — Medieval female stone sculpture (after Margulan,

2003, Fig. 21.2); 7. — Grooved stone with the image of a human face from a neolithic settlement near Lake Akkol.
Turgay Steppe, Kazakhstan (after Margulan, 2008, Fig. 200)
Puc. 11. JIunieBble n300pakeHNsI HA MacKaxX W U3BAsSHUAX B KYJIBTypax OpOH30BOTO W PAHHETO JKEJIE3HOTO BEKa:

1 — nmuuuna u3 [ermmuHcKoro kinaaa (mo: boponosckuit, O6opuH, 2020); 2 — macka n3 MormwibHuKa Cs10X3 (T0:
MorsnonuH, 2019); 3 — u3obpakenue juia Ha crene y peku Hwkauit Mueren (o Kybapesy, 2009); 4 — nuzo0pakeHue
nuna Ha crene y p. Hwkuauii Muerens (o: Kybapes B.J1., 2009); 5 — antpornomMophHOE H3BasHUE PAHHETO YKEJIC3HOTO
Beka, ooHapyxeHHoe y . CrenHoropceka (aBrop goto C.A. Spbirun); 5 — antpornomopdusiii nectuk X V-XVI BB. 10
H.3., HarmonaneHbiil My3eit Kazaxcrana; 6 — cpeiHeBeKoBas )KEHCKasi KaMeHHasl CKyabnTypa (1mo Maprynany, 2003,
puc. 21.2); 7 — pudneHslit KaMeHb C H300payKeHUEM YEIOBEUECKOTO JIMIIA U3 HEOJIMTHUECKOTO TTOCEISHHs O3 o3epa
Axxonb. Typraiickas crenb, Kazaxcran (mo Maprynany, 2008, puc. 200)

a bronze miniature head of a person (kept in the the staff from Eastern Kazakhstan combines

museum of the city of Zaisan), a stone pestle
from the banks of the Nura River, seven stone
staffs from the foothills of Altai.

This series demonstrates different artistic
techniques of manufacture. For example,

anthropomorphic and zoomorphic features. The
Irsky staff in its top forms two human heads with
well-detailed details — large round eyes, hooked
nosesandclearlyrendered ear details. The sculpture
of the human head has a round cap decorated
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along the lower edge with a carved triangular
ornament, detailed facial features: eyes, hair,
ears, mouth, large triangular nose (Novozhenov,
2015, 318-320, Fig. 6; Kyzlasov, 1956; Samashev
& Zhumabekova, 1993; Zakharov, 2023). Both
groups of objects are polymorphic and represent
items of status and cult purposes. According
to researchers, they are reduced copies of stone
anthropomorphic steles. The reason for their use is
related to the mobile type of economy and living
conditions. In the case of stationary habitation,
ancient communities erected monumental steles
(Novozhenov, 2015, p. 320).

A similar type of facial image is the plate mask
with a relief composite nose from the complex
of bronze Seima-Turbino objects discovered in
the Tyumen region, in the lower reaches of the
Pyshma River (Russia) (Borodovsky & Oborin
2020). The list of analogies includes wooden
masks of the Xiaohe culture from Xinjiang
(Molodin, 2019) and the above-mentioned face
on the stele from the Altai territory (Fig. 11: 1-3).

In addition to the relief from Balkashino, on
the territory of the Kokshetau Upland, there is
another relief image in the form of a cow or a
bull as part of the Taskamal megalithic complex,
which dates back to the 3rd—2nd millennia BC
(Yarygin et al., 2024). In the northwestern region
of Kazakhstan, a significant number of so-called
grooved stones have been collected, including
those with images of human faces. For example, a
grooved stone found in a neolithic settlement near
Lake Akkol — in shape and style it is similar to
our object under study, with the difference that it
is presented in miniature size (Fig. 11: 7). Similar
stones are found with or without images on
monuments whose chronology covers the 4th—3rd

millennia BC. In the region under study, stone
rods and pestles with images of human faces were
found, for example, an anthropomorphic pestle, a
random find, stored in the National Museum of
Kazakhstan, dated to the Bronze Age (Fig. 11: 5).

The tradition of creating three-dimensional
images of faces continued in Northern Kazakhstan
in the early Iron Age and the Middle Ages. These
include a statuary monument discovered in the
vicinity of the city of Stepnogorsk (Fig. 11: 4).
Following identical sculptures from Central
Kazakhstan, it is dated within the 7th—5th
centuries BC (Beisenov & Ermolenko, 2014).
Rare statuary monuments associated with Turkic-
speaking nomads in the region are dated to the
Middle Ages.

Conclusions

Modern archaeological research in the territory
of the Kokshetau Upland shows a wide variety
of monuments that testify to different aspects of
the life of the ancient population of the region.
The list includes numerous burial grounds, burial
mounds, sites, settlements, and mine workings.
The results of the 2024 work make it possible
to include objects of religious significance in it.
These certainly include a huge boulder with a
human face imprinted on it, located on a leveled
area to the east of the village of Balkashino.
Apparently, the image is associated with the
activities of groups that settled in the 2nd
millennium BC along the Zhabai and Sarkyrama
rivers. The boulder with the image of a face, as
well as the stele, most likely indicate a place
where ancient inhabitants performed memorial
and religious rites. The relief of the face can be
dated in a much wider range than the stele — from
the Eneolithic to the early Middle Ages.
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