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Editor’s Preface:

100th Anniversary of the Discovery of
the Yangshao Culture
by Johan Gunnar Andersson (1874—1960)

by
Eva MYRDAL

Introduction
In 2021 it is one hundred years since Johan Gunnar Andersson and his Chinese colleagues
excavated a Neolithic settlement site in Yangshao, Henan Province, and a Palaeolithic cave
site in Zhoukoudian, Beijing Municipality. The fieldwork was planned in collaboration with
Ding Wenjiang, Director of China’s National Geological Survey, and his successor Weng
Wenhao and was financed by the Swedish China Committee and the Swedish state. This
marks a beginning of archaeological fieldwork in China and was followed by a Chinese-
Swedish agreement the 2 of February 1925 regarding the subsequent management and
publishing of the archaeological material.! The fieldwork became a start for both a schol-
arly communication over Eurasia in the field of Archaeology and the creation of a pub-
lic institution for management and display of East Asian material culture in Sweden:
The Museum of Far Eastern Antiquities (MFEA) in Stockholm.?

The material arrived in Stockholm in 1925 for registration and documentation, and
the return shipments, according to the agreement, were sent in seven batches from 1927
to 1936. The material allotted to Sweden was nationalized in February 1926 by a decision
in the Parliament, which also decided to create a museum for public display of the mate-
rial. The MFEA was opened to the public in venues rented from the Stockholm School of
Economics 1929 (the same year as the Bulletin of the Museum of Far Eastern Antiquities,
BMFEA, was inaugurated). It was housed there until 1946 when it had to move to a tem-
porary location at the Royal Swedish Academy of Letters, History and Antiquities (RSAL-
HA). By a parliamentary decision in 1959, the collections were merged with the classical
Asian art collections of the National Museum of Art (Nationalmuseum), and the MFEA

! For a background to the fieldwork in China see Magnus Fiskesjd, and CHEN Xingcan, China before China:
Johan Gunnar Andersson, Ding Wenjiang, and the Discovery of China'’s Prehistory (Stockholm: Museum of Far
Eastern Antiquities, 2004, English and Chinese), and Jan ROMGARD, this volume.

2 For a background to the founding of the Museum see, for example, Eva Myrdal, “Public spaces for encoun-
ters with the world,” in Kungens gdva — Gustaf VI Adolfs gdva till svenska folket/ The King'’s Gift — Gustaf VI
Adolf's Gift to the People of Sweden, ed., Eva Myrdal (Stockholm: Museum of Far Eastern Antiquities Exhibi-
tion Catalogue no. 69, Swedish and English, 2013), 15-31; 173-179.
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opened in a renovated historical building in 1963. With three other museums, it now forms
part of the government agency The National Museums of World Culture (NMWC).

A hundred-year-history gives occasion to celebrate but also to look forward. This
volume of the BMFEA is therefore dedicated to reflections on the Chinese-Swedish col-
laboration and its early results in the Chinese and Swedish contexts, respectively, as well
as giving examples of subsequent developments of fieldwork in the area Andersson once
worked, and in relation to research on the archaeological material managed in Stockholm.

Field archaeology is practiced all over China today and thus the few examples covered
in this volume are not presented with the ambition of giving an overview of archaeology in
China. Instead, the examples are presented with the hope of inspiring future collaborative
research since the archaeological material managed in Stockholm opens for many questions
now globally engaging the archaeological field: paleoclimate, human-induced environmen-
tal change, subsistence practices, social stratification, and the manifestation in the mate-
rial culture and ecofacts of the sharing of ideas and practices.

Jan ROMGARD discusses Johan Gunnar Andersson’s fieldwork in China during the
1920’s within the global context of the geosciences of that time, CHEN Yantang discusses
the early views on archaeological fieldwork in the Chinese context. Rowan K. FLAD et. al.,
GUO Zhiwei et. al. and Chenghao WEN discuss results of and perspectives on fieldwork
dedicated to the Neolithic and Early Bronze Age that has been undertaken in recent years
in the provinces of Gansu and Qinghai. Based on ethnographic field-research, Jada KO
reflects over the concept of “indigenous stakeholders” in relation to an archaeological site
on its way towards becoming a heritage site in an administrative sense (Qijiaping). Anke
HEIN et. al. provide a history of research on the Neolithic and Bronze age pottery from the
area, and Jennifer KEUTE et. al., and Ole STILBORG et. al. present results of new research
on ceramic material managed by MFEA, while Limin HUAN critically reflects over the
use of analyses of the chemical compositions of ceramic material for provenance studies of
painted Neolithic ware.

In this Preface one additional aspect will be briefly discussed — the management of the
collection from Johan Gunnar Andersson’s work from a Swedish institutional perspective
till today. To do so, a brief over-view of the scholarly, institutional, and financial frame-
work for non-Nordic archaeology in Sweden during the first half of the 20" century will
be given — a research environment in which Andersson was an active participant. The
contrast between the rudimentary infrastructure of the humanities at that time on the
one hand and the much more developed institutional and scholarly resources in the natural
sciences (discussed by Jan ROMGARD in this volume) on the other will become obvious.
Archaeological research in Sweden still has a mainly national/North European focus (not
surprisingly: Sweden is a population wise small country and without a legacy comparable
to former European colonial powers which built research institutions focussed on Asia
parallel to the colonial expansion) and this situation is a challenge when the MFEA seeks
partners for cooperation to develop cultural historic knowledge about the archaeological
collections. Methods for natural sciences analyses are well integrated in the Swedish study
field though, which open avenues for developing projects together with Swedish and foreign
research institutions in collaboration.

6 BMFEA 82 - 2021



100TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE DISCOVERY OF THE YANGSHAO CULTURE
BY JOHAN GUNNAR ANDERSSON (1874-1960)

Comparative Perspectives, Interdisciplinary Collaboration,

and Layman Engagement: The Early Years of Archaeological Practice
Archaeology developed as a specific discipline at Swedish universities during the last de-
cade of the 19" and the early 20" century. During the first decades of the 20" century
Archaeology (Nordic and comparative archaeology) as a specific academic discipline had
developed in Uppsala and Lund and at the college of Stockholm, marking the start of pro-
fessionalisation of the study field.3 Swedish antiquarian practice on an organised basis was
much older, of course. The first official with overall responsibility for antiquarian matters
(Riksantikvarie) was appointed by King Gustav II Adolf (Gustavus Adolphus) in 1630.*

However, from the mid-18" century antiquarian and archaeological practice had an
administrative framework in the form of RSALHA. It was established with statutes with
royal assent, but as with other similar Academies, gifts and legacies came to constitute its
financial foundation and it had the status of an independent and prestigious learned soci-
ety. This non-governmental learned society was led by a public official: the Riksantikvarie
was appointed Perpetual Secretary to the Academy ex officio. The Riksantikvarie was also
the head of the collections of what later became the National Historical Museum (NHM).
In 1826 the Academy became the highest public authority for ancient remains in Sweden
and came to organise exploration work as well as archaeological excavations.® So antiquari-
an practice, collection management, and field archaeology was institutionalized before the
subject was represented at the universities.

If we focus on comparative perspectives within the archaeological study field the deve-
lopment towards professionalization in a Swedish context can be exemplified by the career
of the archaeologist Oscar Montelius (1843—1921) and two of his disciples: Oscar Almgren
(1869-1945) and Ture Johnsson Arne (1879-1965). Oscar Montelius was appointed to the
NHM in 1863 as an assistant. He defended his doctoral thesis based on material culture
within the discipline of History at Uppsala university in 1869. Between 1869 and 1885
Montelius travelled widely in Furope to study important archaeological collections and
taking part in archaeological congresses and meetings.® He became a fellow of the RSALHA
in 1877. In 1880 he was appointed first assistant at the museum. In 1888 he obtained the
honorary title of professor and lecturer at the NHM which was at that time housed on the
ground floor of the Nationalmuseum. He was the Riksantikvarie between 1907 and 1913.
He became a fellow of the Royal Swedish Academy of Sciences in 1895.7

Between 1889 and 1893 Montelius gave lectures in “jamférande fornforskning” [com-

w

Bo Grislund, “Academic archaeology in Sweden up to 1930,” in Die Anfinge der ur- und friihgeschichtlichen
Archiiologie als akademisches Fach (1890-1930) im europdischen Vergleich, Berliner Archéiologische Forschun-
gen 2, ed., Johan Callmer, Michael Meyer, Ruth Struwe, and Claudia Theune (Rahden/Westf.: Verlag Marie
Leidorf GmbH, 2006), 179-184.

Riksantikvarieimbetet 1. https://www.raa.se/in-english/swedish-national-heritage-board/our-history/. Ac-
cessed 2021-09-23.

See, for example, Riksantikvarieimbetet 2. https://www.raa.se/om-riksantikvarieambetet/riksantikvarieam-
betets-historia/. Accessed 2021-09-23.

6 Anders Kaliff, “Oscar Montelius (1843-1921),” in Svenska arkeologer, ed., Anne-Sofie Grislund (Uppsala:
Kungl. Gustav Adolfs Akademien fér svensk folkkultur, 2020), 61-68.

Hanna Rydh, Oscar Montelius: en vigrédijare genom drtusenden (Stockholm: Ahlén & Soners Férlag, 1937),
88-90; 142.

-~

w

~
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parative archaeology| at Stockholm college (not yet a university), discussing the three-
period system and long-distance cultural contacts.® Oscar Almgren attended these lec-
tures and presented his doctoral thesis in 1897 discussing typology and prevalence of
northern European fibulae during the first centuries CE, and Oscar Montelius acted as
opponent. Based on this dissertation Almgren got the first ever lectureship in “Compara-
tive archaeology” in Sweden — at Uppsala university in 1897. This year could thus be said
to constitute the establishment of archaeology as a discipline at Swedish universities.’

Oscar Montelius’ younger colleague at the NHM, Ture Johnsson Arne, is another
example of an early career as archaeologist, carrying the Montelius' comparative legacy
(on which also Johan Gunnar Andersson’s fieldwork in China rested). He was appointed
temporary Assistant (e.o0. amanuens) at the RSALHA in 1902, working at the NHM. He
was appointed permanent assistant antiquarian there from 1909 and became head of the
Iron Age department. He held this position until his retirement in 1944, and, as will be
discussed further below, he was active in both words and deeds to make room for and
expand the comparative artefact collection at the NHM. He presented his doctoral thesis,
“La Suéde et I'Orient. Etudes archéologiques sur les relations de la Suéde et I'Orient pen-
dant I'age des Vikings,” at Uppsala university in 1914. Oskar Almgren acted as opponent
and examinator.'

At the end of the 19 century, the field sciences made their breakthrough in Sweden."
The results and field practices came to engage also educated groups outside the academy
and we see Montelius and other pioneering archaeologists playing a part in this develop-
ment. They also played a role in the development of various layman’s associations related to
the study field of archaeology. Svenska Fornminnesforeningen [The Swedish Antiquarian
Society] was founded in 1869'? and though the Society at that time stood in opposition to
his employer, Oscar Montelius agreed to become its secretary in 1874, and its chairperson
in 1908 continuing in this latter capacity until 1920."® Oscar Almgren was a member of
the board of Upplands fornminnesférening [Uppland’s Ancient Monuments Association]
from 1901 to 1941." In 1873 Oscar Montelius helped to found the Anthropological Soci-
ety in Stockholm, from 1877 called the Swedish Society for Anthropology and Geography

8 Evert Baudou, “Arkeologins socialisering och de férsta foreldsningarna vid Stockholms hégskola [The social-

isation of archaeology and the first academic lectures at the University of Stockholm],” Fornvinnen 105:1

(2010): 30; 30-42. See also Bo Grislund, “Academic archaeology in Sweden up to 1930,” 179-184.

Oscar Almgren, Studien iiber nordeuropdische Fibelformen der ersten nach-christlichen Jahrhunderte: mit

Beriicksichtigung der provinialromischen und siidrussischen Formen (Stockholm, 1897); Fredrik Ekengren,

“Oscar Almgren (1869-1945),” in Svenska arkeologer, ed., Anne-Sofie Grislund (Uppsala: Kungl. Gustav

Adolfs Akademien for svensk folkkultur, 2020), 99-100; 99-105.

10 Ingmar Jansson, “Ture Johnsson Arne (1879-1965),” in Svenska arkeologer, ed., Anne-Sofie Grislund (Uppsa-
la: Kungl. Gustav Adolfs Akademien fér svensk folkkultur, 2020), 137; 137-146.

1 See for example Christer Nordlund, Det upphdjda landet: Vetenskapen, landhijningsfrdgan och kartliggnin-
gen av Sveriges forflutna, 1860—1930 [ The Elevated Land: Science, Land Elevation and the Formulation of a
Swedish Past, 1860-1930] Swedish text with a summary in English, (Umea: Kungl. Skytteanska Samfundets
Handlingar nr 53, 2001), and Jan ROMGARD this volume.

12Nils Ringstedt, Svenska fornminnesforeningen: Historik, fonder och stiftelser, Monteliusmedaljen, évrig verk-
sambhet (Stockholm: Instant Book, 2017).

3 Hanna Rydh, Oscar Montelius, 82-86.

" Fredrik Ekengren, “Oscar Almgren (1869-1945),” 103.
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[Svenska Sillskapet for antropologi och geografi]. He also came to act as its chairperson.?®
In 1921, the same year as Ture J Arne was elected fellow of the RSAHLA, he helped to
found Svenska Orientsillskapet [the Swedish Oriental Society]. The then Crown Prince
Gustaf Adolf acted as its first chairperson and Arne as its secretary.!® Thus, from the late
19t to the first decades of the 20 century archaeology was established as a discipline at
the universities and it also engaged the educated elite outside of government agencies and
universities. Evert Baudou has discussed this development within the social and political
context of the time, in which the new bourgeoise was an exponent of a mentality striving
for intellectual liberation and independent education."”

The professionalisation within the field of archaeology came with its establishment as
a subject at the universities and in Sweden the early decisive years gave the subject a spe-
cific inclination: from the start there was collaboration between the geosciences and the
first professional archaeologists; the development within the geosciences gave knowledge
of the Ice Age and thus a terminus post quem for human life and culture in the north-west-
ern Eurasian periphery as well as an understanding of that Scandinavia was peopled by
human beings who had developed technology and traditions elsewhere, making room for an
interest in comparative perspectives for the interpretation of material culture, and further
Stone Age archaeology and settlement archaeology came in focus with a multidisciplinary
approach.'®

Yet another perspective could be highlighted. Though it did not become dominating
during the discipline’s subsequent development it was there as an undercurrent — much
depending on the very nature of much of the archaeological material in Sweden: represent-
ing human practice without the written word. In the early phase of his career Montelius
assigned a specific role to archaeological research as a way to establish knowledge of past
societies outside the traditional realms of the academic discipline of History. Evert Bau-
dou calls our attention to a declaration made by Montelius already in the 1870’s:

“It is true, that no list of monarchs, no names of heroes meet us from these earliest
times. But is not the knowledge of the life of the people and the progress of cultivation
more valuable than the names on fabulous heroes? And should not be donated more faith
in the contemporary, unchallengeable testimonies, to which only archaeology now listens,

15SSAGI: https://ssag.se/om/historia/ Accessed 2021-05-07; SSAG2: https://ssag.se/wp-content/uploads/
2016/07/ssag_historia_befattningshavare 2016.pdf Accessed 2021-05-07.

16 Svenska Orientsillskapet: http://runeberg.org/nfcr/0365.html Accessed 2021-05-07.

17 Evert Baudou, “Arkeologins socialisering och de forsta foreldsningarna vid Stockholms hogskola [The social-

isation of archaeology and the first academic lectures at the University of Stockholm],” 31. CHEN Yantang,
this volume, discusses the first establishment of archaeology as a scientific discipline in China, which forms
an interesting starting point for a comparative perspective on the development.

18 Christer Nordlund, Det upphdjda landet, 15-18, 23, 217, 225, 237 and there cited sources; Evert Baudou,
Oscar Montelius: om tidens dterkomst och kulturens vandringar (Stockholm: Kungl. vitterhets historie och
antikvitetsakademien and Atlantis, 2012), 303; Evert Baudou, Den nordiska arkeologin — historia och tolk-
ningar (Stockholm: Kungl. vitterhets historie och antikvitetsakademien, 2004), 209; Jes Wienberg, "Emil
Eckhoff (1846-1923),” in Svenska arkeologer, ed., Anne-Sofie Grislund (Uppsala: Kungl. Gustav Adolfs
Akademien f6r svensk folkkultur, 2020), 69-71; 69-74. Tove Hjorungdal, and Carl Holmberg, "Georg Sarauw
(1862-1928),” in Svenska arkeologer, ed., Anne-Sofie Grislund (Uppsala: Kungl. Gustav Adolfs Akademien
for svensk folkkultur, 2020), 84; 83-90; Evert Baudou, “Det arkeologiska aret 1906. Oscar Almgren, Oscar
Montelius och Fornvinnen,” Fornvdnnen 101 (2006): 76-79; 75-84.
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than to the poetic stories that for centuries have been preserved only in the memory of
the poets?”??

Montelius’ contribution to the establishment of a chronology of the Nordic Bronze Age
is well known. His comparative method required a broad geographical focus which is also
present in his synthesis Orienten och Europa: Eit bidrag till kinnedomen om den orienta-
liska kulturens inverkan pd Europa intill midten af det sista drtusendet fore Kristi fodelse
published in 1894-1896. The work was later published in German and partly translated
into Chinese 1937.%

Montelius used the typological method to build sequences for a relative dating of
material.?! In an effort to arrive at absolute datings of find sequences from Scandinavia,
Montelius also used comparison with material from the Eastern Mediterranean area. This
approach opened the way to studies of human history in areas outside Scandinavia as is
formulated in a memorandum written by Montelius in May 1920 in support of Johan Gun-
nar Andersson’s archaeological work in China; a memorandum already observed by Magnus
Fiskesjo and CHEN Xingcan and discussed in their book China before China in 2004.%

“But everyone realises of what outstanding importance it would have for the knowledge
of the history of human culture if the same development as that seen in the rest of the
world had indeed taken place within such a large and important area as that of the Chinese
realm, within which, after all, close to one third of the entire earth’s population lives.

19 Translated by the present writer. “Det ar sant, att ingen konungalingd, inga bragdrika namn méta oss fran
dessa forsta tider. Men ir ej kinnedomen om folkets lif och odlingens framsteg mer vird #n namnen pa
sagolika hjiltar? Och bér man ej skinka mer tro at de samtida, ojifvaktiga vittnesbérd, till hvilka allena
fornforskningen nu lyssnar, #n till de poetiska berittelser som under drhundraden bevarats endast i skalder-
nas minne?” Quoted from Oscar Montelius, Om lifvet i Sverige under hednatiden, Stockholm (1873) in Evert
Baudou, “Arkeologins socialisering och de forsta foreldsningarna vid Stockholms hégskola [The socialisation
of archaeology and the first academic lectures at the University of Stockholm],” 34.

2 Oscar Montelius, Die Alteren Kulturperioden Im Orient und in Europa, 1, Die Methode, Stockholm, 1903.
A new edition was published in Swedish in 1905: Oscar Montelius, Orienten och Europa, Stockholm, 1905,
followed by the posthumously published: Oscar Montelius, Die dlteren Kulturperioden im Orient und Euro-
pa, 2, Babylonien, Elam, Assyrien, Stockholm, 1916-1923. Montelius “Die Metode” was also translated into
Chinese and published: Oscar Montelius, transl., Teng Gu $:2[iil, Xianshi kaoguxue fangfa lun %t 5235 1505
1€ [Pre-historical Archaeological Methods] (Shanghai: Shangwu yishuguan, 1937). This Chinese edition is
available in the National Library of Sweden in Stockholm. See CHEN Xingcan, and Magnus Fiskesjo, “Oscar
Montelius and Chinese Archaeology,” Bulletin of the History of Archaeology 24 (2014) p.Art. 10 DOI: https://
www.archaeologybulletin.org/articles/10.5334/bha.2410/ regarding how Montelius’ work came to be trans-

lated to Chinese and for a discussion of Oscar Montelius’ involvement in Johan Gunnar Anderssons’ planning
and search for funding for archaeological fieldwork in China, and Jan ROMGARD, this volume.

2l Hanna Rydh, Oscar Montelius, 46; Bertil Almgren, “The development of the typological theory in connection
with the Exhibition in the Museum of National Antiquities in Stockholm,” in Oscar Montelius 150 years,
Proceedings of a Colloquium held in the Royal Academy of Letters History and Antiquities, Stockholm, 13
May 1993, ed., Paul Astrém (Stockholm: Kungl. Vitterhets, historie och antikvitets akademien, 1995), 33-34,
37; Mats P Malmer, “Montelius on types and find-combinations,” in Oscar Montelius 150 years, Proceedings of
a Colloquium held in the Royal Academy of Letters History and Antiquities, Stockholm, 13 May 1993, ed.,
Paul Astrém (Stockholm: Kungl. Vitterhets, historie och antikvitets akademien, 1995), 19-20; Evert Baudou,
“Det arkeologiska aret 1906. Oscar Almgren, Oscar Montelius och Fornvinnen,” 81.

22 Magnus Fiskesjo, and Chen Xingcan, China before China, 32; CHEN Xingcan, and Magnus Fiskesjo, “Oscar
Montelius and Chinese Archaeology.” See also Jan ROMGARD, this volume.
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Or more correctly, how wonderful it would be, if China in this respect was not like other
countries.”?

Montelius’ interest in the cultural history of areas outside Europe is also demonstrat-
ed in contributions to the yearly publication of the Swedish Society for Anthropology and
Geography, Ymer, and in his correspondence with Swedes doing archaeological fieldwork
in South America in the early 20" century.?

In the writings of Ture J Arne during the first half of the 20 century we find contri-
butions regarding specific Asian material opening up for the broader aim of increasing the
knowledge of human cultural history based on fieldwork he had undertaken in the area that
is now southern Turkey, northern Syria, and north-eastern Iran, and research undertaken
for his doctoral theses.” The expedition to Shah Tepé in Iran was initiated by Arne with
a view to investigating the possibility of a connection between China’s north-west and
Central Asia and Southeast Europe. This initiative came about in response to Johan Gun-
nar Andersson’s and his Chinese field-team’s discoveries of painted Neolithic ceramic in
China. Arne and Andersson had observed that this painted pottery from China “displayed
astonishing similarity” to material from Neolithic cultures in Southeast Europe and Cen-
tral Asia.?® The aim of the journey according to Arne was “to investigate what connection
there might be between those cultures...”.?

Ture J. Arne travelled to what was then Soviet Central Asia (Kazakhstan, Uzbekistan,
and Turkmenistan) in 1929. He obtained approval for a joint Swedish-Soviet archaeological
expedition among regionally based researchers, but not from the central authorities in
Moscow and Leningrad, and so he turned his attention towards Iran. The RSALHA asked
permission from the Iranian government.?® Iran approved the application to conduct an

BD. 1926.138. P.M. Oscar Montelius. Translation from the Swedish original by the present writer: “Men var
och en inser, av vilken oerhérd betydelse det fér kinnedomen om den minskliga kulturens historia vore, att
samma utveckling som i dvriga vérlden verkligen dgt rum dven inom ett sa stort och viktigt omrade, som det
kinesiska vildet inom vilket ju nira 1/3 av hela jordens befolkning bor. Eller rittare, huru underbart det skulle
vara, om Kina icke i detta avseende vore likt de andra linderna.”

24 Per Cornell, “Oscar Montelius och den svenska amerikanistiken,” in Till Gunborg: Arkeologiska samtal, Stock-
holm Archaeological Reports, Nr 33, ed., A. Akerlund, S. Bergh, J. Nordbladh, J. Taffinder (Stockholms uni-
versitet, 1997), 550-552.

% Ture J. Arne, “Stenaldersfynd fran Nordsyrien,” Fornvédnnen 3 (1908): 1; 1-13; Ture J. Arne, “Sveriges forbin-
delser med Ostern under vikingatiden,” Fornvénnen 6 (1911): 1-66; Ture J. Arne, Excavations at Shah Tepé,
Iran. Reports from the scientific expedition to the North-Western provinces of China under the leadership
of Dr. Sven Hedin. The Sino-Swedish expedition. Publication 27. VII. Archaeology, 5 (Stockholm, 1945).

% Andersson’s view, as well as Arne’s, was based on interpretation of specific, ceramic, archaeological finds.
See, for example, Johan Gunnar Andersson, An Early Chinese Culture (Peking: Ministry of Agriculture and
Commerce, the Geological Survey of China), 24; plate XIII.

2 Ture J. Arne, Excavations at Shah Tepé, Iran, 1. The diffusionist perspective was prevalent at the time. See
for example Einar Gjerstad’s comment regarding the Swedish expedition to Cyprus in 1927-31: “The impor-
tance of Cyprus in the history of culture consists first and foremost in the island’s [sic] having constituted a
connecting link between Oriental and Greek cultures.” Einar Gjerstad, “Cyprus,” Bulletin of the Museum of
Far Eastern Antiquities 4 (1932): 6; 5-7.

BTure J. Arne, Excavations at Shah Tepé, Iran, 1. This was made possible by a law permitting foreigners to
excavate which was instituted in 1930 by the Reza Shah, see for example Carl Nylander, “Swedish Contribu-
tions to the Archaeology of Iran,” Fornvinnen 102:3 (2007): 168; 168—182. For an overview of the early de-
velopment of archaeology in Iran see for example Mohammad Taghi Imanpour, “Political archaeology and the
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archaeological excavation and Arne organised the archaeological expedition to Shah Tepé
in northeast Iran in 1932-33.

The excavation of Shah Tepé however, uncovered a 4,000-5,000-year-old settlement,
to be interpreted, if from a diffusionist perspective, in a regional context and lacking the
wider comparative potential. So, the question remained unsolved. In Arne’s words, “If one
has access to only a few isolated sherds of such pottery from Yang Shao in Honan, China,
and from Dimini in Thessaly, one can well imagine a close mutual relationship and contem-
poraneity. The relationship perhaps exists, though it is remote, and it is still difficult to
throw much light on the genealogy.””

If we turn to the Swedish scene, we will find that it wasn’t the aim to increase the
knowledge of human cultural history in a global sense that gained a firm footing related to
non-Swedish material from the point of view of the research community. Two main consid-
erations become visible instead: to enhance the development of archaeology in Sweden and
Swedish archaeologists’ career opportunities. When, in 1925, Arne pleads the necessity of
building up “comparative collections” of archaeological material, as had already been done
in the field of natural history, the aim was to create a systematic comparative collection in
the NHM from abroad to be used for a better understanding of the prehistoric collections
from Sweden:

“Every archaeologist and ethnographer, however, knows that we cannot understand the
development history of our people without extensive comparison material. Nor have we in
prehistoric times led an isolated life for ourselves, even if we live out in the periphery.”*

In his article 1936 Arne also showed an interest in the discipline of archaeology as
such, with its own professional networks, hierarchies, and professional career opportuni-
ties:

“But it is, leaving aside our own country, primarily outside Europe that we can still
make big contributions to archaeology and help to make our museums centres of interna-
tional research.”!

The Crown prince, later King Gustaf VI Adolf, could be seen as the “prime mover”
when it comes to legitimising and funding archaeological research in Asia, North Africa

Growth of nationalism in historiography of Iran in early twenty century: the Case of Pirniya’s Ancient His-
tory,” Iranian Journal of Archaeological Studies 5 (2015): 60-61; 57—66. https://ijas.usb.ac.ir/article_3016_
bd9dcfc599fe230c023babe8abdb6011.pdf (English) https://iranjournals.nlai.ir/handle/123456789/343981
(Persian)

2 Ture J. Arne, Excavations at Shah Tepé, 252.

% Ture J. Arne, “De komparativa fornsakssamlingarna i Statens Historiska Museum,” Fornvinnen 20 (1925):

19; 18-34. In a Swedish context the term “prehistoric” refers approximately up to the mid-11% century CE.
Translation from the Swedish original by the present writer. “Varje arkeolog och etnograf vet emellertid, att
vi ej kunna forsta vart folks utvecklingshistoria utan ett vidstriackt jamférelsematerial. Vi ha ej heller under
forhistorisk tid fort ett isolerat liv for oss sjilva, 4ven om vi bo ute i periferien.” See also Ture J. Arne, “De
komparativa samlingarna i Statens Historiska Museum 1926-1935,” Fornvdnnen 31 (1936): 109, 99-114.

3 Ture J. Arne, “De komparativa samlingarna,” 113. “[Men det &r, om vi franridkna vart eget land, férst utanfor
Europa som vi dnnu kunna gdra stora arkeologiska insatser och bidraga till, att vira museer bli centra fér den
internationella forskningen.]”. He touched upon the subject already in 1925 when he wrote that the compar-
ative collection should also cover areas “where we are in a position to do pioneering work within the field of
archaeological research [... dir vi ha mojlighet att utféra ett pionjirarbete pa den arkeologiska forskningens
omrade].” Arne, “De komparativa fornsakssamlingarna i Statens Historiska Museum,” 33.
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and the Mediterranean as will be discussed below, but in order to understand why these
efforts were undertaken at all one has also to observe the academic environment in which
researchers and students were working.

In 1932 the fourth volume of the BMFEA was dedicated to “His Royal Highness the
Crown Prince Gustaf Adolf”. The dedication reads:

“To His Royal Highness the Crown Prince Gustaf Adolf of Sweden we wish to present
our respectful and sincere thanks in grateful recognition of the inspiring example he has
set us all by his modest and careful scholarship and by his earnest devotion to the study of
the ancient art of the Far East.”

Reading the 91 signatures one notes the names of internationally well-known scholars
and connoisseurs mainly from the Western world but also of the Swedish archaeologists
and art historians who at that time had worked with Asian material in the field or in
Swedish museum collections, e.g., Ture Johnsson Arne, Johan Gunnar Andersson, Olov
Janse, Bernhard Karlgren, Nils Palmgren, Hanna Rydh, Osvald Sirén, and Margit Bylin (By-
lin-Althin by marriage), together with the then prominent Swedish collectors and patrons
of archaeological fieldwork in Asia.>® Among the latter we find Hanna Rydh’s brother, C. L.
Rydh.3

In this volume of BMFEA the antique scholar Einar Gjerstad (1897-1988)* contrib-
utes to the article “Crown Prince Gustaf Adolf as a Promoter of Archaeological Research.”
A quotation from the text helps illustrate the institutional framework in Sweden in the
1930s:

“Sweden does not as yet possess a joint institute for Nordic and foreign archaeological
research, which might be able to collect the different archaeological interests around the
fundamentally common goal, but fortunately we have in our Crown Prince a personality
who has been willing, and able, to fulfil the task that would be incumbent upon such an
institute. Through his all-round and manifold interest in archaeological research as such,
no matter whether it be carried on in Sweden or abroad, His Royal Highness, in accordance
with the principle that ‘Union is strength’, has been eager to arouse the feeling of brother-
hood and unity between archaeologists, which, particularly in a small country like ours, is
of the utmost importance if great scientific results are to be achieved.”®

Johan Gunnar Andersson’s motivation for starting the periodical BMFEA in 1929
when the Museum opened to the public explicitly addressed the need to create a research
environment. In the first issue he states:

“In order to get these treasures of early Chinese art scientifically studied and de-
scribed, the Museum had to call upon the cooperation of learned colleagues such as
Umehara, Arne, Olov Janse, and others. In this way there has developed a small group of
scholars who recognize our Museum as a centre for the study of Far Eastern Archaeology.
Within this narrow circle of friends and collaborators there has been repeatedly expressed
the need of a scientific organ for publishing such monographs on early Chinese bronzes

32 Bulletin of the Museum of Far Eastern Antiquities 4 (1932), v.

B1bid, v-viii

3 1bid, vii.

% Nationalencyklopedin, Einar Gjerstad. http://www.ne.se/uppslagsverk/encyklopedi/lang/einar-gjerstad.
Accessed 2021-09-15.

% Einar Gjerstad, “Cyprus,” 5-6.
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and other articles emanating from this institute as could not be accommodated in the
Palaeontologia Sinica. In order to meet this need, there came into being the Bulletin of the
Museum of Far Eastern Antiquities, the first volume of which is herewith presented to the
scientific reader.”

And further on in the volume he widens the circle of learned colleagues:

“When facing such an immense complex of problems I felt severely the inadequacy of my
own capacity, but fortunately I was able to avail myself of the able collaboration of such
distinguished colleagues as Dr. T. J. Arne, Dr. O. Janse, Dr. H. Rydh and Professor Bogaje-
vsky of Leningrad.”®

Interest in research into the material culture from areas to the East and South-East
of Sweden (outside the Mediterranean region and apart from studies related to the Viking
Age contacts in the area of present-day Russia and Ukraine) did not gain a firm footing in
the Swedish research community. After WWII the comparative perspective also went out
of vogue, as shown for example in an inventory of articles mentioning these eastern areas
in the journal for Swedish antiquarian research, Fornvinnen, from its inauguration 1906
up to the 21 century.®

During the first half of the 20" century Sweden had no scholarly, institutional ba-
sis for pursuing archaeology in non-European countries outside the Mediterranean area.
Yet, a handful of archaeologists having their base in Sweden did undertake archaeological
fieldwork in for example Asia. The projects were funded from Sweden, and the agreements
regarding selection of sites and managements of finds were entered into by governmental
bodies of the country in question and a Swedish counterpart, and through mutual agree-
ments parts of the excavated material came into the custody of the Swedish state.

Funding of Archaeological Research in Asia in the Pre-W WII-period
Having noted the undifferentiated institutional set-up of archaeological research during
the end of the 19" and early 20* century, and the many non-governmental scholarly- and
lay societies with a broad geographical focus that were active, we can reflect on the so-
cial framework within which fundraising for the archaeological expeditions to Asia took
place.®

In 1907 Ture J. Arne conducted a fieldtrip to “Asia Minor and Syria”. According to
his article in Fornvinnen the following year, it was funded by the Swedish Society for
Anthropology and Geography, the RSALHA, other (unnamed) institutions and (unnamed)

37 Johan Gunnar Andersson, “Preface,” The Bulletin of the Museum of Far Eastern Antiquities 1 (1929): 7-8.

3 Johan Gunnar Andersson, “The Origin and Aims of the Museum of Far Eastern Antiquities,” The Bulletin of
the Museum of Far Eastern Antiquities 1 (1929): 27, 11-28. N.B. this was written before comparable research
institutions had been established in China itself. See Anke et al, and CHEN Yantang, this volume.

% Ingmar Jansson, “Fornvinnens forbindelser med Ostern under 100 ar,” Fornvdnnen 101 (2006): 131-142.

0 Field research in, for example, the Turkish part of the Mediterranean area came, due to its relation to Clas-
sical (Greek) archaeology, to follow a somewhat different path in Sweden regarding subsequent institution
building and support as compared to field studies in other parts of Asia, and here we will concentrate on the
latter.
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individuals.*' Arne’s fieldwork in Central Asia was funded by a private donator (G. Wen-
nersten) through the Swedish Oriental Society, of which Crown Prince Gustaf Adolf was
chairperson.*> The excavation of Shah Tépé was financed with the help of Dr Sven Hedin
through the latter’'s Swedish-American patron Mr. A. Appleton. Funds were also given by
the Swedish Oriental Society, the Swedish government (covering freight charges) and firms
such as the Orient Line, Nordiska Kompaniet, and P.U. Bergstrom.”® The results were
later published within the framework of Sven Hedin’s “Sino-Swedish Expedition” in 1945.
According to Arne, the then Crown prince Gustaf Adolf also supported the project finan-
cially.*

The Crown Prince was praised as the uniting force for non-Nordic archaeology in
Sweden in the 1930's as we saw above, and from the 1920’s we see him leading the various
fundraising committees within this field. In 1921, after the death of Admiral Louis Paland-
er of Vega, Crown Prince Gustaf Adolf became the chairperson of the Swedish-China Re-
search Committee.* He helped to form the Asine Committee (Greece) and was elected its
first chairperson, * and he agreed to chair the newly founded Cyprus Committee in spring
1927 4 These committees were fundraising and legitimising nodes for archaeological field-
work conducted by Swedish archaeologists in the areas concerned. The Egypt committee
was founded in 1927, with the Crown Prince as its chairperson, and for the purpose of
promoting and supporting the Egyptological Museum in Stockholm, including fieldwork
that could enlarge the museum’s collections.*

As mentioned above Johan Gunnar Andersson’s archaeological fieldwork in China
1921-1924 and the subsequent management of the excavated material had been financed
by the privately funded Swedish China Research Committee and the Swedish state.

The concluding paragraph of the memorandum by Oscar Montelius mentioned above
helps put the financing of research in Asia during the early first half of the 20" century
into its contemporary social context:

“Few words are needed to convince us here in Sweden of what great importance it
would have for our small people if Swedish scientists were to be recognized for spreading
light over the oldest history of the ancient cultural country of China, and if their work
were to have been made possible by powerful support from other open-minded Swedish
men.”#

The paragraph points to the social context within which an interest in non-Nordic
material culture existed at that time: certainly, among some intellectuals and academics,

' Ture J. Arne, “Stenaldersfynd fran Nordsyrien,” 1.

“2Ture J. Arne, Excavations at Shah Tepé, Iran, 1.

“Ture J. Arne, Excavations at Shah Tepé, Iran, 1-2.

“Ture J. Arne, Svenskarna och Osterlandet (Stockholm: Natur och Kultur, 1952), 307.

# K. Hamada, and J. G. Andersson, “The Far East,” Bulletin of the Museum of Far Eastern Antiquities 4 (1932):
9.

46 Nils Palmgren, “Asine,” Bulletin of the Museum of Far Eastern Antiquities 4 (1932): 3-5.

47 Einar Gjerstad, “Cyprus,” 6.

8 Pehr Lugn, “Egypt,” Bulletin of the Museum of Far Eastern Antiquities 4 (1932): 7-9.

“D. 1926.138. P.M. Oscar Montelius. Translation from the Swedish original by the present writer: “Det be-
héves ej manga ord, for att vi hir i Sverige skola inse, av vilken stor betydelse det for vart lilla folk vore, om
man for spridande av ljus 6ver det gamle kulturlandet Kinas ldsta historia hade att tacka svenska forskare,
vilkas arbete mojliggjorts genom kraftigt understdd av andra vidsynte svenska man.”
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but from an economic point of view most importantly among members of the wealthy
bourgeoisie, and the royal family. In this group one finds people with a genuine interest in
cultural history and archaeology (such as the then Crown Prince Gustaf Adolf), but also
those to whom collecting expensive and rare objects or funding field research that would,
in the prestigious learned societies, be termed important, was also of interest as a means
of enhancing their social prestige.

We thus see that the fieldwork conducted by Swedish archaeologists in Asia during
the first decades of the 20" century was set up almost informally, not by research institu-
tions, but by leading personalities in the Swedish academic world under the patronage of a
member of the royal family who had scholarly and connoisseur interests, and with funding
mainly in the form of private donations from the wealthy bourgeoisie. The fieldwork itself,
however, was conducted as scientific undertakings according to the standard of the time. In
terms of fundraising, we see a similarity with what happened in the field of the geoscienc-
es as is shown by Jan ROMGARD in this volume in relation to Johan Gunnar Andersson’s
work. But the scholarly infrastructure and expertise that existed in relation to these disci-
plines were not at hand when it came to archaeology in East Asia, which at that time was,
globally speaking, pioneering work.

Management of Collections and Institutional Framework:

A Shift of Perspective

During the decade from 1926 to 1936 a series of important decisions were taken by the
Swedish parliament in terms of building museum institutions focussing on material cul-
ture emanating from outside of Sweden. The background to these decisions can be fol-
lowed in two “Swedish Government Official Reports” (SGOF) presented to the Govern-
ment in 1936 and 1951, respectively.® In both cases the starting point is the archaeological
collections from abroad that had entered into the custody of the Swedish state, and that
had to find a proper management. The Museum of Far Eastern Antiquities was the first to
be established in 1926. The responsibility of the part of the archaeological material from
China that had been allotted to Sweden was transferred from the Swedish China Research
Committee to the Swedish state under the administrative umbrella of RSALHA with the
promise that the collections should be scientifically studied and that a museum should be
established.”® The King thereafter appointed Johan Gunnar Andersson professor in East
Asian archaeology and as director for the collections and the museum from the first of July
1926.52 It should be noted that this professorship was not linked to any department at the
university specialized in East Asian material culture.

0 Betéinkande med utredning och forslag angdende sammanférande och organisation av i Stockholm befintliga
arkeologiska samlingar fran Medelhavslinderna och frimre Orienten avgivet av 1935 drs museisakkunniga,
(Stockholm: Statens Offentliga Utredningar, Ecklesiastikdepartementet, 1936); Betdnkande med utredning
och firslag angdende sammanforande och organisation av i Stockholm befintliga arkeologiska samlingar frdn
medelhavslinderna, framre orienten och Ostasien avgivet av Sigurd Curman (Stockholm: Statens Offentliga
Utredningar, 1951). The SGOF represents official reports of committees appointed and convened by the
Swedish government for the analysis of issues in anticipation of government propositions to the parliament.

> Betéinkande med utredning... avgivet av Sigurd Curman, 48.

52 Betdinkande med utredning... avgivet av 1935 drs museisakkunniga, 17-19.
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The founding collection of the MFEA in 1926 was the Neolithic material excavat-
ed and bought by Johan Gunnar Andersson during his archaeological fieldwork in Chi-
na between 1921 and 1924, but additional material from East Asia in the comparative
collections of the NHM was transferred to the new institution.> This may be seen as a
qualitative shift of perspective. In the museum specialised in East Asian material, the ar-
chaeological material from China was managed and displayed “on its own merits”, and not
as a comment on material from what is now Sweden. This shift of perspective was again
emphasised when, in 1959, the decision was taken by the Parliament to give the MFEA a
new building with more spacious galleries. It was decided that the East- and South Asian
collections at the Nationalmuseum were to be transferred to the MFEA, thus creating a
venue for comparative perspectives with a new and wider focus: Asia.>*

These brief remarks regarding exhibition rooms for non-European material culture
can be borne in mind when the museum career of the Johan Gunnar Andersson collection
from China is discussed below.

Research on the Archaeological Material from China after 1926

Up until the inauguration of the MFEA by the Parliament in 1926, the archaeological col-
lections from Asia were managed, as discussed above, mainly by the NHM in the National-
museum, and motivated mainly in relation to their potential for comparative studies, to
better understand the material found in present-day Sweden.

With the new institution, the need to have a relevant and specialised academic envi-
ronment, knowledgeable in non-Swedish material, increased. During Johan Gunnar An-
dersson’s directorship an effort was made to create an archaeological research base for
Asian archaeology through the MFEA. That effort was manifested, for example, in the
founding of the BMFEA as we saw above.

The Director taking over after Andersson 1939-59 was the internationally renowned
sinologist Bernhard Karlgren (1889-1978). He had been doing research in China 1910-12
in the field of historical linguistics. His subsequent focus of research was the ancient
Chinese language as manifest in the earliest inscriptions, and as a museum director he did
not follow up the archaeological and settlement-site-related work of J. G. Andersson. The
broadened collection bases of the MFEA after 1963, which required competence within
the field of the history of East Asian art, was followed up by the subsequent museum
directors 1959-81 Bo Gyllensvird (1916-2004) and 1981-98 Jan Wirgin (1932-2020) and
over the years several curators with a background in sinology and/or art history were re-
cruited for longer or shorter periods. The sheer amount and diversity of the merged collec-
tions from China — spanning the time horizon from c. 4000 BCE to the early 20*" century
— would have required a far larger specialized staff of course, to ensure as great a focus on
Pre- and Protohistoric archaeology as on the important collections from historical times.
So, whereas an impressive amount of the founding collection has been on display from

33 Ture J. Arne, “De komparativa samlingarna i Statens Historiska Museum 1926-1935,” 107.

%4 See for example Betdnkande med utredning... avgivet av Sigurd Curman, 48; and Jan Wirgin, "Introduktion,”
Ostasiatiska museet 1963—1983. Tjugo dr pd Skeppsholmen. Jubileumskatalog, ed., Jan Wirgin (Stockholm:
Ostasiatiska museets utstillningskatalog 36, 1983), 3-7.
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1929 till today with brief interludes for transfer in 1946 and 1959, and the collaboration
with Chinese museums and cultural heritage authorities has continued all through the
years, for example with important temporary exhibitions featuring archaeological finds
from China that have been shown at the MFEA 3 the tens of thousands of ceramic sherds
and small finds from Andersson’s collection laid dormant in the storage from the 1950’
until 2000, when Magnus Fiskesjoé was appointed director of MFEA.> He initiated a dig-
ital registration of the objects as well as cooperation with Chinese Pre- and Protohistor-
ic archaeologists. In the early 2000's he worked with CHEN Xingcan from the Chinese
Academy of Social Sciences, Archaeology, preparing the new, permanent exhibition ‘China
before China’ (opened 2004) and working with archival material to shed light on Anders-
son’s work in China and the history of the collection in Sweden.>” In 2003 Magnus Fiskesjo
organised the symposium “New Perspectives in Eurasian Archaeology — the Johan Gunnar
Andersson Commemorative Symposium on the Making of China in the Context of Prehis-
toric East-West Eurasian Contacts,” at MFEA. Papers submitted to the symposium were
published in BMFEA vol 75. A re-connection between Swedish and Chinese archaeologists
was also initiated by Fiskesjo in the early 2000’s — members of the Swedish Archaeological
Society made a study tour to among other sites Yangshao and Zhoukoudian in October
2004.® These renewed contacts enabled representatives from MFEA to attend confer-
ences in Mianchi (2011), Lintao (2014), and Guanghe (2015) and to present papers on the
history of the museum and management of the collections from an institutional point of
view. Small-scale collaborative projects between government agencies such as the Swedish
National Heritage Board and Uppsala University and Chinese archaeological research insti-
tutions have been set up as well, though not involving the collections at MFEA.

In order to ensure a long-term engagement with the collections (and hence up to date
exhibitions) institutional collaborations have to be built in the field of documentation and
digitization of the finds as well as research. Some initial steps have been taken. A physical
reorganisation of the stored material according to site was started in 2015 and completed
in 2016, and the Collections department of the NMWC conducted a pilot project for
large-scale digitization of ceramic sherds and small finds in 2018. In both cases the work
was done with assistance of MA students (from the Osteoarchaeological Research Labo-
ratory at Stockholm university, and the Department of Archaeology and Ancient History,
Uppsala University respectively) doing their internship at the MFEA. This basic work made
it possible for external researchers from Oxford and Stockholm University to carry out

> Among the most important could be mentioned: Arkeologiska fynd fran Folkrepubliken Kina [Archaeological
Finds from the Peoples’ Republic of China] 1974; Kejsarens armé [the Emperor’s Army] 1984; and during
Sanne Houby-Nielsen's time as Director of MFEA and later Director General of NMWC the temporary
exhibitions Kinas terrakottaarmé [China’s terracotta Army] 2010; Krigardrottningen och Kinas bronsalder
[Warrior Queen and the Bronze Age of China] 2013, and Staden vid Sidenvigen [Cosmopolitan Metropolis
Along the Silk Road: Luoyang During Tang Dynasty China] 2015 were shown. Within the framework of the
cooperation between China and Sweden, thirteen objects from the Johan Gunnar Andersson collection were
also lent to the exhibition "China and Sweden: Treasured Memories" at the Palace Museum in Beijing in
2005.

% The last, major documentation work was done by Bo Sommarstrém. See, Bo Sommarstrém, “The Site of
Ma-Kia-Yao,” Bulletin of the Museum of Far Eastern Antiquities 28 (1956): 55—138.

5 Magnus Fiskesj6, and Chen Xingcan, China before China. Fiskesjo left his position at the MFEA in 2004.

%8 Nils Ringstedt, “Samfundets Kina-resa,” Gjallarhornet 4 (2004): 1-2.
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the pilot studies reported by Jennifer KEUTE et.al., and Ola STILBORG and Anke HEIN
in this volume.

With a one-hundred-year perspective we can thus conclude that the legacy of Jo-
han Gunnar Andersson’s fieldwork in China enabled communication to continue between
China and Sweden in relation to the study field of archaeology. Andersson’s vision of a
research centre for East Asian archaeology in Stockholm hasn’t materialised but as the
collection has been preserved by conservators in the various storage facilities through the
years it is possible to re-connect also regarding documentation, digitization, and research
related to the material. A possibility to reach out through the on-line database would be of
special importance as it would allow for unlimited cross-border communication between
researchers. For a museum, which constitutes a public space, it is very important that the
collections are presented based on current knowledge, and hence cross-border communi-
cation and collaboration are necessary. As the present focus (autumn 2021) of the Swedish
Ministry of Culture and of the Director General of the NMWC, Ann Follin, is on precisely
collection management, digitization, and on-line availability we have every hope that the
coming century will open for cross-border knowledge building on the material from Johan
Gunnar Andersson’s fieldwork in collaboration with researchers. This may happen if we
acknowledge that registration is not the same as research, that the political (ministry)
and administrative (authority management) level can create the conditions for research on
an archaeological material (good collection management, digitization, etc.) but that the
knowledge of the people who (ordered) / manufactured / used the objects, and the society
in which they lived, is built in creative (preferably interdisciplinary, cross-border) research
environments — and further that museums as public spaces (exhibitions) and open plat-
forms for conversation (lectures, panel discussions, exhibition activities) provide an oppor-
tunity for the public (those who pay us) to take part in the results and to reflect on them
independently. Which can enrich the public conversation with thoughts about us humans.

Finally, an editorial remark should be added in relation to the articles in this volume.
Each author has decided regarding the order of hers/his ‘surname — given name’. In order to
clarify what is what, the surname of all authors is given in capital letters.
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From Geosciences to Prehistory:
J.G. Andersson’s Researches

in China 1914-1924

by
Jan ROMGARD

Abstract

In 1921, the Swedish geologist Johan Gunnar Andersson (1874-1960) made the discovery
of the Neolithic Yangshao Culture in Henan Province. He then set out on a two-year ex-
pedition to Gansu Province, during which he found a series of previously unknown Stone
and Bronze Age cultures. These were pioneering finds of the era and Andersson’s exca-
vation reports, published by the Geological Survey of China, caught local, national, and
international attention and laid the foundation for early modern Chinese archaeology. His
fieldwork, however, covered a much broader spectrum of interdisciplinary research. To
mark the 100th anniversary of the Yangshao find, this paper will detail the events that led
to the discovery, the consequent scientific debate about the origin of China’s civilisation
that followed in its wake, and the intensified fieldwork that Andersson undertook to look
for further traces of prehistoric cultures in the north-western parts of the country.

The results of the study will show that, contrary to what has often been assumed ear-
lier, Andersson’s archaeological discoveries were not just accidental finds that happened by
chance along with the geological surveys. Instead, the archaeological researches followed
closely the contemporary interdisciplinary objectives in Swedish and international geosci-
ences, objectives that were in intense focus within Andersson’s research network.

Outline

In 1921, the Swedish geologist Johan Gunnar Andersson (1874-1960) made the discovery
of the Neolithic Yangshao Culture in Henan Province. He then set out on a two-year ex-
pedition to Gansu Province, during which he found a series of previously unknown Stone
and Bronze Age cultures. These were pioneering finds of the era and Andersson’s exca-
vation reports, published by the Geological Survey of China, caught local, national, and
international attention and laid the foundation for early modern Chinese archaeology. His
fieldwork, however, covered a much broader spectrum of interdisciplinary research — he
mapped fossil ecosystems, traced climate events in the Earth'’s history and contributed to
the search for early species of mankind which led to the discovery of Peking Man. To mark
the 100th anniversary of the Yangshao find, this paper will detail the events that led to
the discovery, the consequent scientific debate about the origin of China’s civilisation that
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followed in its wake, and the intensified fieldwork that Andersson undertook to look for
further traces of prehistoric cultures in the northwestern parts of the country.

How did he formulate the scientific issues at hand and from where did they originate?
How did he interact with the contemporary research community in Sweden, China and
internationally? How was he affected by existing Swedish and international topics on the
scientific agenda? How did his discoveries shape and influence the scientific debate? How
did his interdisciplinary approach and theories about the finds come about and did they
change, if at all, along with the data he discovered from the mid-1910s to the 1940s?

To find answers to these questions, the article will first map Andersson’s Sino-Swedish
research network, then trace the contemporary Swedish and international scientific issues,
and then examine his contributions to them. The paper is limited mainly to the Swedish
researcher’s own perspective and focusses on his scientific network in Sweden, on the basis
of the original correspondence and reports in Swedish archives from the 1910s to 1943.!
Andersson’s advisory work, which is another matter, will be further detailed in forthcom-
ing publications.

Firstly, a short review of Andersson’s background as a scientist will be given. Secondly,
the organizational framework of the collaborations between Sweden and the Geological
Survey of China is accounted for, a framework within which Andersson worked between
1916 and 1924. Thirdly, his field researches in archaeology and natural history as seen from
his own correspondence and reports will be studied as well as his reactions to and interac-
tions with contemporary scientific debates. The final part will briefly discuss his legacy in
the history of science.

Student Years and Work until 1914: Polar Research

and Head of the Geological Survey

Johan Gunnar Andersson from the parish of Knista in the province of Nirke, central Swe-
den, graduated from Uppsala university in 1901 with a licentiate degree in geology, miner-
alogy, zoology and chemistry. Andersson had from his early days an interest in the study of
geology and a connection with the Swedish Museum of Natural History (Naturhistoriska

! This paper is partly based on new data discovered in the current project “Swedish Science in China,” headed
by the author since 2018 at the Center for the History of Science at the Swedish Academy of Sciences, which
extensively maps data from Swedish China travellers during Republican China. The results of the project will
be presented in forthcoming works. The article is also to a large degree based on the author’s previous disser-
tations at Stockholm and Nottingham universities on the Sino-Swedish scientific exchanges in the geosciences
in the early 20th century. The two dissertations overlap by about two thirds. “Embracing Science” (Stockholm
University) was first presented in 2013. “For Science and for Nation” (University of Nottingham) the following
year was much expanded with new sections on earlier research, Chinese motives, extended analyses of the
Sino-Swedish Expedition (1927-1935) as well as new discussions and concluding parts that further developed
the Swedish motives and government foreign policy aims. Some of the information accounted for here has also
been published in popular science form in the book Polarforskaren som strandade i Kina (The Polar explorer
who ended up in China: Johan Gunnar Andersson & the Swedish Asia Expeditions, 2018) that accounts for
Andersson’s scientific discoveries along with the historical events witnessed by him in Republican China. Jan
Romgard, “Embracing Science: Sino-Swedish Collaborations in the Field Sciences, 1902-1935” (Ph.D. diss.,
Stockholm University, 2013); “For Science and for Nation: Sino-Swedish Field Collaborations in the early 20th
century” (Ph.D. diss., University of Nottingham, 2014); Polarforskaren som strandade i Kina: Johan Gunnar
Andersson & de svenska Asienexpeditionerna (Stockholm: Fri Tanke forlag, 2018).
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Riksmuseet, NRM). As a teenager he received scholarships from the NRM to do summer
collection tours of fossils in Nirke and on the Baltic island of Oland in 1890-1895, and
in 1898, the NRM's palaeobotanist Alfred Nathorst (1850-1921) recruited Andersson for
a Polar expedition to Spitsbergen, Bear Island and King Karl's Land. Andersson returned
himself the following year (1899) as head of an expedition of his own to Bear Island, which
resulted in the interdisciplinary dissertation Uber die Stratigraphie und Tektonik der
Biren Insel (1901), which earned him a doctoral degree. Andersson became famous for
his participation in the dramatic events of the Swedish Antarctic Expedition 1901-1903
led by Otto Nordenskjdld, and was in 1906 appointed head of the Geological Survey of
Sweden (Sveriges Geologiska Undersokning, SGU).2 He also led the planning of the Interna-
tional Geological Congress in Stockholm in 1910, at that time an undertaking of national
importance. The Congress is of special interest for his work in China as it reveals the most
recent approaches in Swedish and international geosciences shortly before the Sino-Swedish
collaborations began.

Contemporary Research Trends: The International Geological Congress
in Stockholm 1910

The Swedish organising committee of the International Geological Congress 1910, co-head-
ed by its general secretary Andersson and its president the Polar explorer Gerard De Geer
(1858-1943), decided to focus on two main subjects that were particularly important in
contemporary Scandinavian geology. The first topic was put forward by Andersson’s geol-
ogy teacher at Uppsala University, Arvid Hogbom (1857-1940), who suggested a congres-
sional survey of the world’s iron resources. The idea was that each country should present
a summary of their respective nation’s iron resources in Stockholm as such mapping was
important for the ongoing world industrialisation and economic development.> A purely
scientific subject that was in major focus on the contemporary agenda — late Quaternary
studies — was chosen as the second congress topic. It was put forward by two of Anders-
son’s closest colleagues who suggested that a similar survey should be made of the present
knowledge in each participating country “sur les changements du climat de votre pays
pendant la partie postglaciaire de 'époque pleistocéne,” as Andersson wrote to all inter-
national delegates.* The up-to-date results were published in five large Congress volumes,

[N}

During the winter of 1902-1903, the Expedition’s ship was trapped and crushed in the Polar ice. Anders-
son, who had already gone ashore with two co-workers, failed to reach the isolated winter station that had
been set up the previous season. He therefore had to pass the winter at what was named “Hope’s Bay” before
eventually being rescued by an Argentinian rescue team. Andersson has accounted for the events in various
publications, among them in his autobiography Kineser och pingviner: En naturforskares minnen frdn jordens
fyra hérn (Stockholm: Saxon & Lindstréms forlag, 1933), 236-368.

Andersson, The iron ore resources of the world: An inquiry made upon the initiative of the executive committee
of the XI international geological congress, Stockholm 1910 (Stockholm: Generalstabens lit. anstalt, 1910), vol
1, ix—xiv.

The idea was proposed by his namesake Gunnar Andersson (1865-1928) a member of the 1898 Nathorst
expedition (Andersson then added Johan Gunnar or J. G. to his name to distinguish himself from his name-

w

-~

sake), and by Rutger Sernander (1866—1944) a fellow university student of the Swede in Uppsala. Andersson,
Die Verdinderungen des Klimas seit dem Maximum der letzten Eiszeit: eine Sammlung von Berichten heraus-
gegeben von dem Exekutiv-komitee des 11. Internationalen Geologenkongresses (Stockholm: Generalstabens
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three of which were edited by J. G. Andersson.>

Key Swedish scientists with leading roles in the Congress work would later become
engaged in the scientific exchanges with China. In 1919 Andersson’s namesake Gunnar
Andersson became a member of the Swedish China Committee (described below) which
directed funding to the fieldwork in China; the palaeobotanist Alfred Nathorst would —
apart from Andersson — send his student and successor at the NRM, Thore Halle, to China.
Moreover, Stockholm University College’s (the predecessor to Stockholm University) Ge-
rard De Geer presented at the Congress for the first time to an international audience his
groundbreaking geochronology method that made it possible to date the retreating glaciers
of the latest Ice Age.® His student Erik Norin went to test the model in the Himalayas,
and would himself repeatedly do major fieldwork in China from 1919 until 1935.” The
reasons for this research group’s particular interest in Quaternary studies will be further
elaborated below. As we shall see, the contemporary scientific objectives of this commu-
nity formed the framework for Andersson’s fieldwork in the coming collaboration with
Republican China.

Andersson, the Mining Adviser

Through the initiative of Erik Nystrom (1879-1963), a Swedish geology and chemistry pro-
fessor at Shanxi University, Andersson was in 1914 hired as mining adviser to Republican
China’s government.® During the negotiations with China, headed by the Swedish envoy G.
O. Wallenberg (1863-1937), it was stated that Andersson’s most immediate tasks were to
establish an indigenous Chinese geological survey along the “Swedish model,” to develop
China’s mining industry and its regulations, and to set up a team of prospecting experts
from Sweden to conduct geological surveys of China’s natural resources.” The original
assignment was for one year but was repeatedly renewed by the Chinese Government.
However, following the opening of the Geological Survey of China in 1916, the Swedish

litografiska anstalt, 1910), ix-x. Quote from J. G. Andersson’s foreword where his letter to the participants
is quoted.

> The papers delivered before the Congress were published in The iron ore resources of the world (2 vols), in
Die Verdnderungen des Klimas seit dem Maximum der letzten Eiszeit, and in Compte Rendu de la XI:e session
du Congreés geologique international (Stockholm, 1910), (2 vols, Stockholm, 1912). Axel Lagrelius, head of
Generalstabens Litografiska Anstalt (The Lithographic Institute of the General Staff) who earlier secured
funding for the Antarctic expedition, published the works.

6 See Gerard de Geer, “A geochronology of the last 12 000 years,” in Compte rendu de la XI:e session du Con-

greés géologique international, vol. 1, 241-258.

Other participants later connected with the China exchanges were: Carl Wiman who led the analyses of Chi-

nese vertebrate fossils, and two future chairmen of the Swedish China Committee (further described later in

this paper) — the Swedish Crown Prince Gustaf Adolf (who delivered the opening speech) and Louis Palander

af Vega, commander on the Vega expedition 1878-1880 through the Northeast Passage. The senior Swedish

archaeologist Oscar Montelius (1843-1921) who would subsequently support Andersson’s archaeological

fieldwork in China, as we shall see, was present too, as was the American geologist Amadeus W. Grabau who

from 1920 would work at the Geological Survey of China together with the Swede.

8 Jan Romgard, “Erik Nystrém: The creator of the Sino-Swedish collaborations in geology in Republican China,”
Ziran kexueshi yanjiu d 34.1 (2015): 88-96.

° Romgard, “For Science and for Nation,” 81-92; 105-106.
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