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The Earliest Known Carpet, from Pazyryk: 4t Century BCE




The Persian Claim: Achamenid Echoes
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The Armenian Claim: Kermes Dye




The Turkic Claim: Symmetrical Knot, Geography
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Why all the Fuss?
Cultural Embeddedness of Carpets: Social and Economic Role of Carpet
Making and Carpet Trading




Geography of Carpets:
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Tribal Identity: The Turkmen Boys in Central Asia and Anatolia
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The Wen-Chi Scroll: Early Depictions of Turks and Carpets North of
China

E

\ Cy Ll P
P INCIG L -
e




The Romance of Varka and Gulshah: Seljuk Iran




ainting in North-west Iran: Nomads and Carpets
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The 15%-century Turkmen of North-west Iran




Nomadic Survivals in Ottoman
Turkey and
Safavid Iran







Nomadic Survivals in
Mughal India, ca. 1620




of carpet studies
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1600 Years After Pazyryk: Carpet History (what we know of it) Begins
in Anatolia
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Early Turkish
Carpets in Anatol
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“Small-Patttern Holbein”
Interlace Medallions in
Rows; “Knucklebone” Border
and Kufesque Border
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Commerce and the Impact of Early Anatolian Carpets: Spain
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Mughal India and the Deccan
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Anatoha
HERWIG BARTELS

On the Origins of Anatolian Kilim
Designs

the past several ‘decades, there has been a widely accepted understanding that
ms were woven by a mainly nomadic population whose Turkic ancestors
rate westwards from the remote steppes of Central Asia from the 11th
I The Central Asian origins of these tribes has led most scholars to seek
designs and motifs among the Turkoman tribes still living in the

§.S.R., Afghanistan and Western China, while, apart from some cautionary

v little has been said about the origin of designs and motifs as attributable

nan vocabulary of decoration
< have been firm adherents to this view. According to Hanna
designs have ‘migrated from east 10 west’,* while
emann atically believes in the Chinese ancestry of most Anatolian
attitudes reflect the generally accepted view, summarised by Robert
the pile carpet was invented and brought westward by the Turkish nomads.’
article in Hali, vol. 5, no. 2.

neral current of belief, I suspect that many pre-Ottoman kilim
kic origin. I will use a number of kilim motifs and designs, that
suggests were in common use in Asia Minor prior to the invasion
to demonstrate my point. This material — textiles, mosaics, Stuccoes
belongs to the earlier civilisations of Iran, Egypt, Syria and
some of the designs found their way, via Byzantium, Sicily and

diagval Central Europe.
<torian. and cannot comment on generally established attributions
place. I shall not specify whether a design used for comparison is
Iran. whether it is Hellenistic, Coptic or Byzantine or whether
id. Besides it would be impossible for a valid examination and
an and Near Eastern Ornaments to be confined only to
legal terms. 1 am aiming at a reversal of the burden of proof as to the

se kilim designs

|

The Early Historical Background

161-63. James Mellaart conducted excavations at Hacilar and Catal Hiylk which
‘ S

Lo e 2

1. Cross motits. Hacilar, 5600/5200 BC; after J. Mellaart
Hacilar, p- 350 X

2, Detail of Anatolian kilim
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6. Floor mosaic, Antioch, 2nd ¢
pl. VIIb

i Seal, ¢ ic, Catal Hityilk, 5940/5700 BC; after J.
fellaart, ¢ Huyiik, pl. 121

3. Tape: / linen, Egypt, late Hellenistic, 4/5th
4, Rock r olie . 8 IJP{,H['\.\‘(‘U)‘ on»\ n, EEY cibach Sp:x.:nn'lr wed
X Shef. Ieiz, 20d hall 8th c,, after K. BIC) 0P Zn/,\ul:)n;lfrhirtfv)VJ:'\:xl}:;rrldplmhrn Gm;fundrn. Berlin

it., pl. 328; Pile P 4
K. LR”I;‘::n‘.(I{ Pile carpet, Kurdistan, 17/18th c. after a1




Flat-woven Rugs (Kilims) and pre-Turkic Anatolia:
Theories and Fantasies of Pre-history
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Turkic Weaving Groups in Greater Iran
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THE TURKMEN CARPET AND THE EARLY ANATOLIAN CARPET
1. Similarities are simply a coincidence
2. Object A is derived artistically from object B
3. Object B is derived artistically from object A
4. Objects A and B have a common ancestor
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Afterthought: The “Turkey Carpet” and European Social Status







TO SUM UP: SOME QUESTIONS AND

1. Who invented the pile carpet?

2. Who brought the carpet as we know it today to the Middle
East?

3. What about carpets between Pazyryk and 12507

4. What about the carpets mentioned in early Greek and
Armenian sources?

5. Where does this leave the carpet-weaving traditions of India,
Iran, Egypt, Syria, Morocco, Spain, Transcaucasia and the
Balkans?




6. Is the Turkic carpet a cultural identifier

7. What do you think about the book published a decade ago in
Germany that claimed that virtually all early Islamic carpets were
created and woven by Christians?




8. What about carpet “cultural embeddedness” today?




9. Will the carpet lose its “Turkic” associations?




