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METHODOLOGICAL NOTES ON THE INVESTIGATIONS
OF LINGUISTIC AND CULTURAL CONTACTS BETWEEN
ASTA AND AMERICA IN PRE-COLUMBIAN ERA

1. It seems that in the investigations of relationships between
the cultures of Asia and America in the pre-Columbian era, both
in reference to the accepted northern way of penetration of whole
cultures and peoples and to the discussed transpacific way of
penetration of particular elements of culture, complex and highly
specialized studies are most effective.

2. The linguistics analyzes different kinds of relationships be-
tween all the languages of the world. A linguistic family contains
all the dialects derived from the same parent language recon-
structed on the basis of comparison of all its members. This kind of
relationship has not been proved to exist between the Asiatic and
American languages. The linguistics examines the secondary rela-
tionships between the languages, as well. Thege relationships result
the from mutualinfluence of languages belonging to the same lingu-
istic area.The relationships of this kind seem to exist between some
Asiatic and American languages. The structural similarities between
them prove that they belonged formerly to the same linguistic area.

The population of the pre-Columbian America was extremely
differentiated from thelinguistic point of view.because these peoples
were descendants of different tribes pushed out of Asia to Alaska
across the Bering Straits in the course of many millenia. The
aim of our research was to isolate these different strata of
the population succeeding one another. On the basis of linguistic -
evidence the isolation of two main strata seems to be possible
at present. The older stratum occupied the territories more distant
from the Bering Straits, i. e. almost the whole area of South
America and the eastern section of North America. The languages
of the newer stratum predominated on the territories less distant
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from the Bering Straits: on the Pacific Coast of North America,
and in a part of Canada, Mexico, Central America and in the Andes.
The languages of the older stratum penetrated into America in
such a remote antiquity that their relationship with the Asiatic
languages could not be proved. On the other hand many
structural similarities between the American languages belonging
to the newer stratum and the languages spoken in the extreme north-
eastern Asia (Chukchi-Kamchadal family) and in Caucasus
(North and South Caucasian families) suggest that all these lan-
guages belonged formerly to the same linguistic area. This problem
- was discussed in the preceding paper of T. Milewski: Typological
Similarities Between Caucasian and American Indian Languages.

3. The preésent prevalent point of view is that although
the American aboriginal high cultures have arisen 1ndependent1y
from the foundation transplanted through the northern Way, some
particular items ‘could eventually have penetrated thanks to the
sporadical transpacifical contacts with the Asiatic centres of high
cultures without changing the originality of the American cultures.

It seems that in the investigation of these contacts the research
in which the data of highly specialized natural sciences are con-
fronted with the data of diverse humanistic branches may be more
fruitful than the research of the complex of similar items. The
investigations for which the gemmological and phytogeographical
data are the starting point —in connection with the archeolo-
gical, ethnographical, historical and linguistic data — seem to
be most promising. The preceding papers: Jan Kinle The

Jadeit — its Importance for the Problems of Asia-America Pre-.

Columbian Relationships and Tomasz Marszewski The Age of
Maize Cultivation in Asia (A Review of Hypotheses and New Ethno-
graphical, Linguistic and Historical Data) are examples of this
kind of researches.

Similarly, investigations based on purely linguistic problems,
€. g. the comparative studies of the structure of the whole linguistic
systems as well as the studies of their particular elements, can also
offer very valuable results. In the field of onomastics this type of
studies is exemplified by the paper of Tadeusz Milewski: La
comparaison des systemes anthroponymique aztéques et indo-
européens, ,Onomastica®, V/1, 1959, p. 119—175.

P. B. KEBVJIAI3E

K BOITPOCY OB OBPAIIEHMH ITOJIBCKHNX MOHET B I'PY3HU

B 1453 ropxy, mocie 3aBoeBaHMSA TypKamH-OCMaHamy KOHCTaHTHHO-
nons, I'pysusa okasanach B OKPY)KEHHH MYCYJIBMAHCKHX TOCYyIapCTB.
BryTpennue pachpn 1 HeOIaronpHsATHOE BHEIIHEIIOJUTUUECKOE II0JI0-
JKE€HHE BBIHY)KAAIY IPY3HHCKUX Iapedl MCKaTh COIO3HMKOB CpEeOU XpH-
CTHAHCKHUX I'OCYJapCTB. DTUM ¥ OOBSICHSETCS MX NOBBIIIEHHBIH HHTEPEC
K 3amafly ¥ CTpeMJIeHHsi 3aBsi3aTh C 3alaHBIMU OCYIApCTBAMYE II0JIV-
THYECKHE KM SKOHOMHUUECKHE CBSISH.

IlepBast Taxas mombITKa uMena MecTto B 1460 romay,— rpy3uHCKOE
TIPABUTEJIECTBO C FOTOBHOCTBIO OTKJIMKHYJIOCH Ha IPU3BIB IIallbl PUMCKOLO
IIna II X KpecreBOMY IIOXO[Y IPOTHB TYPOK H HANPABUIIO TIOCIIOB B Pum
u PpaHImio.

Crenyromas IOUBITKA 3aBsI3aTh JUILIOMATHUYECKUE CHOLICHUS C 3a-
mageoit EBpomoit otnocurest x 1495 romy. Ilaps Kapromitckuit Kon-
CTaHTHH, C IEIbI0 YUYPEXKJACHHA KOUIMIMM IIPOTUB TYpPOK, HaIpaBMII
cBoero HacraBuuKa Kopuemia B Mcnammio u Pum uepes Ilonbmry.

MoyxHo mpuBecTH eie Hemayo (DAKTOB B3aMMOOTHOLUEeHUH I'pysuu
¢ EBpomelickumy, rocyJapcrBamy, KaKk HaOpUMep: IIepelucKa Iaps
Teiimypasa I ¢ pumckum namoif, gururomarmueckast muccus CyJixana-
Caba OpbGemuanu B EBpomy, mmcema napsi Baxramra VI K puUMCKOMY
Iare ¥ aBCTPUICKOMY HmIeparopy. Takum o0pas3om, HECMOTPsSI Ha IIOJI-

* HYIO HU30JIAIHUIO, I‘pyamx BCAYECKHU CTapajiaCb HE TEPATH CBsA3eH C €BpoO-

TIEHCKUMH TOCyAapCTBaMM.

Ho Bce 91 meperoBopsl HY K YeMy He IIPUBEIH ¥ DEasbHOM IIOMOIIH
I'pysus or EBponbl He moayuana. I[eno B TOM, uro 3anagHas EBpoma
BeJIa NPOTHBO-OCMAHCKYIO IIPOIAraHjy JMIIb C LEJbI0 YCHUICHUSI KaTo-
JIMIM3Ma M YINPOUYEHUS CBOMX TOPrOBO-9KOHOMMUECKMX IOSHIIME Ha
Bmxuem Bocroke M, eCTeCrBEHHO, HE CTPEMMIIACH OKasaTh CKOJIBKO-
HHOYTh peasbHOM momomy ['pysuu.



