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V.Y. -On 

The emergenoe end re-kable progrese of aroheologp 
etudging Central h i e  l o  a rtrlkw ineta- of the  e a h F . r t  
monte .ecozed by Soviet himtorloel rohncee  True, Soviet 
aroheologiets Inherited ce r t a in  t radi t ione In t h i s  per t  i- 
oular f i e ld ,  Turkeetan rrae of ten v ie i t ed  by o u t r t a r r d ~  
Rueeian Orientel ie te  who took a epeclal  in t e res t  i n  its 
aroheologiaal eitee--by P,I, b r k h  (1864). B.1, Veeelovrky 
(1884-1885), V,A. Zhukovaky (1890 and W396). V.V. Barthold 
(1893-1894 and 1904). The loca l  in te l leo tua le  and enthu- 
eiaete  lntereeted in l oca l  lore  did their beet t o  help 
diecover and etudy the r e l i c e  of the paet. Bepeoially f r u i t -  
ful  wae the work of the Turkeetan c l r a l e  of amateur arohe- 
ologista,  which wae organieed I n  Taehkent In 1895.' Hon- 
ver, theee archeologiete p r imar i ly  concentrated on the 
town e i t e e  and erchi tec tura l  monumente of the Middle &em, 
eince theee were more c o n ~ i c u o ~  and acoeeeible, The two 
exceptions worthy of note were the diecovery of Zoroastri- 
an urne and the a c t i v i t i e e  of R.Pumpelly'e expedition, 
which excavated the ~ ~ n e o l i t h i c  and Bronur. 

Age mounde of Anau (they wore I n i t i a l l y  inveetlgated 
by A.V. Komarot ae e m l y  s e  the 1880*a).* But even the 
excavatione of medieval e i tee ,  of which the largeat  were 
thoee carr ied out by V.L. Vyatkin at Samarlisnd, f e l l  ehort 
of the archeological standard6 of the time. In contraat  
to  tha t ,  the compreheneive etudy of the hietory of Central 
Aeia, conducted primarily by V.V. Barthold,. m e  undoubted- 
l y  among the f h e e t  achievements of Ruemian Oriental efu- 



dier ,  Coneequently, the roaearohers who took up the 
archeological study of Central Aeia moon a f t e r  the 1917 
Ootober Revolution had t o  prooeed on the  ber io of derul- 
tory  informat ion acoumulated about oer ta in  eroheologioal 
mitee, but they eleo inherited the highest standsrds of 
roeearoh in Central Aeien hl.story, pcrrtioularly of  the 
period of advanoed medioval relatione.  The task  wnr not 
merely t o  extend the t r a d i t i o n a l  chronologioal boundarbo 
of reeearch, but a le0 t o  sa tabl ieh  Central h i m  erdmolo- 
gy ae  en independent branoh, with thoroaghly up-to-date 
mothode of inveetigation and a broad h ie to r ioa l  perepeoti- 
m e  

Soviet aroheologioal e tudier  of Centrel Amia pacrmed 
t h r e w  aevaral phase. and period. in t h e b  
For convenienoe'e eoke, we e ~ g e e a t  the following g e m r a l l -  
med periodisation etreeeing three a t w e t  1917-1928, 1929- 
m45, and ftom 1946 t o  the precrent t h e ,  4 

The firat yariod (1917-1928) m y  be regarded an traa- 
e i t i o a a l  and yrellminary. In those yeare, aroheologirte 
capable of taking up the  f i n e r t  traditions of prevrevolu- 
t ionary reovmch - above a l l ,  the Barthold tradition--we- 
r e  trained cent ra l ly  and locally.  Reeearohere were s l r o  
oonfron.tod with a ee r i e r  of problem arieing from Soviet 
r e a l i t y ,  ?:he whole prooeee of mankind'e h ie to r ioa l  develop- 
ment m u  now viewed from the atandpoint of Umxiet ideolo- 
gy; morsover, the methoda of archeologiaal lnveetigsfion 
had t o  be impmved. 

A charaoter l e t  i c  orgenieat ion& meaaure of the  period 
w a e  the e s t t ing  up in Taehkent of 8 epecial  committee t o  
muperrime m w e w ,  emfeguard r e l i c e  o f  the past and works 
of ar t  (Turkometarie, l a t e r  known aa ~redazkomatarie). I 
Thie ooml t t ee  employed highly-qualified personnel engaged 
in archeological investigations. The invest ignt ions follo- 
wed two trende: archeological work connected with repai- 
ring and roetoring archl teotural  monumente, and archeologi- 
cal  eurvey oonoerned m a h l y  with problem of h i e t o r i c a l  
geography and the topography of medieval towne. The l a t t e r  



trend waa represented by a epeaial  goore of publioationr,  
ertabllmhed by V,V. Bartholdt a de ta i led  deeoription of  
the mnrnwnte of a oer ta in  area oomplete with an analyeis  
of writ ten reoorda.' Cornparad with tha publioatione of 
Barthold himrelf, the works of the period under r e v i e r  
offered r more e t a i l a d  and proficient  analyeis of  arcbeolo- 8 g i c a l  material. Aloag with reoonnaieaanee t r i p r ,  another 
tendency wee manifeeted t award8 the oloee of the  period- 
tha t  of ee t t ing  up large-eoale mrpeditione t o  etudy one 
part icular  region, Thue, ln 1928-3929, a epeolal &everan 
Expedition under A, . Semyonov o n r r h d  on invert igat ione in 
Southern Tarhwnia;t in 1926-1928, m expedition of the 
Mueeum of Oriental Culturee, l ed  by BOP. Denlk3, waa a o t i r s  
in ~ e r m e t s . ~  A new development proapted by the m a n t r y m e  
dei ly  l i f e ,  was the introduotion of aroheologirel eurvey 
a t  the new oonetruction a i t ee ,  9 

More inteneive a a t i v l t i e e  and a growing .rt,turt of t h e  
material obtained were ohruaoter i r t io  of  many part8 of  Cen- 
t r a l  Ada." I n  addition t o  the two above-mentioned expedi- 
tione, there -re M.E, h a o n m e  numerow t r i p e  t o  Fsrgharu, 
Kirghizia and Southern healshetan, h i e  irrveet iget lono i n  the 
vioin i ty  of Tashkent, and the work of V,D, Oonodeteky end 
POP. Ivanov in the mum areaei A,Y, Yekuboveky e m e y e d  Shah- 
rieyabz and the middle reaohee of the S p  m y a i  D.D.&rki- 
nich, the pioneer in the f i e l d  of Central Aeiaa prehietor io 
archeology, inveettigated the Aneu e i t e e  in Turkmenia. 11 

True, th le  work did not remult in m y  epeotaoular dieoove- 
riee--moetly due t o  the l imited ecope of excavatione. The 
excavations of Afroeiab, eupervieed by V,L. Vyatkin, d i d  not 
correepond t o  the archeological etandarda of the time. An 
enthueiaet i c  archeologiet and prominent authori ty  on writ- 
tem recorde, V.L.  atki kin'^ succeeded b conveyins the f i -  

neet pre-revolutionary tradit ionu t o  the younger generation; 
it wae Vyatkin who coached M,E. k e e o n  and-V.A. Shiehkin In  

pract ical  archeology, Yet a regular and large-ecsle etudy 
of such a complox s i t e  ae Afroeiab proved beyond Vyatkinge 
powers, ae witneesad by hie bOOk.13 on which V*Vo Barthold 
mote  guarded t h i e  m y ,  in the period under 



examination Soviet aroheologioal otudiee of Central Aaia 
m r o  gradually taking shape; a dependable bseie fo r  the fol-  
lowing u p r r u r ~  warn bei- laid.  The ever-widening eoope of 
m r k ,  Improvement of u t h o d a  and p o r t h  of permn-1 pro- 
vided the  neoeaaus  prerequlri tee f o r  t h e  fur ther  develop- 
ment of reroaroh, whioh had t o  keep a b u t  with the oount- 
r y l r  w a r a l l  propara .  

T&OO P ~ O N Q U ~ ~ @ O  materialimed d ~ i n g  the rooond PO- 

r iod,  covering from 1929 t o  1945. Tho- who Ine la t  on oubdi- 
rid* i t  In to  two ot.g.e15 a re  moat probably ri(rlrt, r l t h o w h  
it l o  not pt olear  whore the divldiPg lins should tm drawn 
(1935 or  19)6), The f b e t  otage i e  oharaoteriaed by a markad 
expamiion of the  roope of rork, the lnveetigation and ewa-  
vation of ever new r i tee .  Along with the in tens i f ied  aot ivi-  
t y  of  aroheologiste from Tuhltbnt (I1.E. Maeeon'a numeroue 
t r i p a  oomred nearly all w t e  of Central Asia), l o o d  
mrahoological oontrea bgm t o  develop in Aehlch8bed and Du- 
ohanbe, The oent ra l  roeearoh ina t i tu t ione ,  too, oarrled on 
inmmt igat ions on a wlder reale  a there  were t b  expedit lone 
of A.Y. Yaktaborsky (Rhoream and the Zaravahan Valley), 
B.A. Latynin (mrghaaa), MeV, Voyewodeky (Khoresm), eto. 
S i t e s  of o w i d e r  ohronologloal rmge began t o  be examined 
rre the archeolo6iete penetrated deeper and deeper in to  
the pro-Islemio part  of Cmntral Aeia, Exoavatione of the 
nomde1 tplpli. in Kirghlsia in 1929 were one of the f i r e t  
rtepa in t h i e  direotion.16 %on . i t e r n  exoatatione of 
Purthlan. llyea b.8- in the v io ia i ty  of ~ . h ~ h a b a d . ' ~  In 
1 9 3 ,  G.V. Grigoryev e tar ted  h i e  inveetigation of the  
Kauntohi cultura of orop r a b e r e  and c a t t l e  breedere ( n e u  
~uhkemt). '* (Bel lminary isformation on th ia  cul ture  had 
been obtained before the 19t7 Revolution, ) The 1932-1933 
diroovery of dooumente Fa Camtle, I n  the mountains 
of T e j ~ i e t a n ,  cawed a eemation I n  the world of learnirrg. 
These archive8 Included documente in the Sogd language 
dating from the f i r e t  deoadee of the Arabel m i l i t a r y  
mupabns In Central ~ e i a . ' ~  S t i l l  more s t r lk lng  and e t l -  
mulating weye the Buddhiet f inde from the  Air-Tam town 
.ite ~ e r m e ~ ,  d i c h  kroluded f ine epechene of s c u l ~ t u -  



r e  belongiiqg t o  the eo-oalled ~ n e k - ~ c ~ i a t  utm2' th. 
fInde of Kuhana ooine In t h i s  layer  made it porsible t o  
eutablieh a rpecif io  ercheologloal complex differ ing sharp- 
l y  fiom the previourly dieoovered materlalr ,  whioh moatly 
dated from the period of e a r l y  and -11-developed m d b -  
V a l  society* 

Theee diecoveriee were of v i t a l  lmportanee b e o a ~ e  at 
about the mapre t h e  Soviet hietor lane k g a n  t o  f e e l  that 
i t  was neceeeary t o  mingle out oer ta in  qtmli ta t ively d i f -  
ferent  periode in the eocio-eoonomlc hietory of the Emt - 
periodr that obriouely did not go under the headFng of 
feudaliem. Academician V.V. Struve put forward a ml l r  
argumbnted theory of the exietence of a epeoific elave- 
holdlng formetion In the Ancient ~ a u t , ~ '  8.P. T o l ~ t o v  .u 
the first to  apply t h i e  theeie t o  Central &la, at f i r e t  
on an abstract  eooiologioal plane, The great majority of 
reeearchere moon accepted Toletov'm view. Moreover, the 
taek of writ ing a compreheneive hletory of Central Aeia 
lncreaeingly came t o  the fore,  and t h i e  could not be ao- 
oompliehed without drawing erteneively on aroheological 
data, It wee therefore imperative to  f i l l  the "blank epote" 
in the archeology of Central Aeia, which etood out g l a r a -  
l y  when compared with the archeology of the  European part  
of the USSR and the Caucaeue. The organleationel form t o  
remedy the ei tuet ion were meeaive expeditione of e broad 
t e r r i t o r i a l  and chronological range. Theee expeditione 
primarily engaged in the routine work connected with regie- 
ter ing e i t ee  of a l l  epochs3 but a t  the s a w  time, in keep- 
ing with the preeeing demands of h ie to r i ca l  ecienoe, they 
paid close a t ten t ion  t o  questlone of fundamental importan- 
ce--above a l l ,  the eetablishment of archeological comple- 
xes and culturea detlng from before the Arab aonqu4st. 
The organisation o f  euch large expeditione and t h e i r  pro- 
ductive work l e  the sa l i en t  feature of the. eecond stage 
of the period under review. 

The f i r e t  to  be launched wee the Termz Joint Arche- 



IhuLh&an and Kbghisia ,  with A.1. Bornahtam i n  ~ h u ~ e , * ~  
Finally, the Khoremn Expedition began i t e  regular work in 
1938 under 9.P.  olet tot,*^ who baaed hinwelf on the r e ~ u l t a  
of  the preliminary inveutigat ione made by A.1. Terenoghkin 
in 1937 In the lower reaches of the mu ~ u ~ a . * '  Aroheolo i- 
c a l  survey during the i r r i ~ a t i o n  conetruotion i n  Fefghana a6 
and Northam ~ i r g h i s i a ~ ~  yb1d.d a mass of material. This 
eurveg w a e  made by large-ecale expeditions, which fnolu- 
ded eeveral  par t iee;  em a ru le ,  they engwed i n  the urgent 
excavation of monumente In a u r i t i c a l  condition, Important 
end mluab le  material  war a lso  obtained by eeveral other 
expeditione, e.g., the Zormvehan Expedition under A.Y*Y&u- 
boraky,28 which fo r  m u  t h e  Incorporated G.V. Grigocyevts 
party; the l a t t e r  ' 8  exoavatione at Tali-Barsu near  narkan and 
yielded the  f i r e t  eyetematieed mat e r i a l e  on the oul ture  of 
p r e - ~ l i m  a g d .  *9 ~ ~ l r w n i a ,  excarat ione of aont I- 
nued--unfortunately, without the proper publioat ione. In 
the Bukhara oaaie, V.A. Shiahkin wae able to  find excel lent  
ob3eote of pre=Iel&c art ( the  Varakheha town e i t e ) .  30 

The e f f o r t e  of the above-lieted expeditions end reeear- 
chere raieed Central Aeiaa archeology t o  a new, qua l i t a t i -  
vely d i f fe ren t  etege. A whole epoch of urban c iv i l i ea t ione  
in k n t r a l  h i e  (from the 6th-5th centuries B.C. t o  the 
5th oantury A.D.) wae aatua l ly  redieoovered. &ny diveree 
finde were made, pertaining t o  the l i f e  of the o i t i e e ,  the 
architeoture and ar t  of the epoch, whiah 1s eometimee deecri- 
bed ae one of olaeeical  antiquity. Soviet reeearchere, how- 
ever, were not content with the diecowry of h i ther to  
unknown e l t e e  and the publication of the finde. ldarxiet 
hietoriano Immediately raieed the queetion of the eocio- 
eoonomic chereoter of the epoch dieoovered. I n  t h i e  reepect 
9.P. Tolrtov'e contribution ie part  i cu la r lg  taubtant id ; 
h i e  ideae and formuletione, eet  fo r th  In a eerie8 of ar- 
t i c l e e ,  which were l a t e r  put together in book form &- 
~ l e n t  n o f e d ,  played a lead- par t  f o r  a long time. 
'Poletov etreeeed the qual i ta t ive difference between the 
-in eepeote of the material  cul ture  of that epoch (from 
the 6thr5th confurlee B.C. t o  the 5th century beD*) end 



the ntateri.1 cul ture  of the  wl l=drmloped  mmdiar.1 - 0 i . t ~  

on the eve of the Arab eonquaet. He a t t r ibu tad  t h i s  q u i t *  
t ive  differanoe t o  the erietenoe Ln ant iqui ty of a diffe- 
rent r o o i d  fo rmt ion ,  h i o h  he termed the oomuml-elam 
formation. The break-up of many t r a d l t i o m  In the 4th-5th 
oenturiee A.D. wae a t t r ibu ted  t o  the  -isis of t h i e  to=- 
t ion a r  it r a m  being replaoed by e a r l y  feudal rooiaty. T b  
theeie of the qual i ta t ive differenoe batween the two epo- 
and the exietenoe of a o r i e l8  w a a  fur ther  developed by 
M.E. k e r o n  who baeed hlmeelf on matabiel from Terms. The 
eyetematieation of the obJecte of art dat iag from t ha t  
epoch, made by KoV. Trever, a l so  poirrted t o  the existanoe 
of different eeethet io  oonoeptione i n  the two epoohe. Thir 
theory w e e  emong the moet important oontributione of Cent- 
r a l  Aeiaa archeology the pariod emmlned. Although histo- 
r iane and archeologiete e t i l l  have a l o t  t o  eoocmplirh l a  
order to  out l ine the oonorete feeturee of the  eoolety that 
exieted In Central Amia from the 6th-5th oenturier B.C. t o  
the 5th century AoD, ,  the break of continuity between that 
epooh and the ee r ly  medieval period 10 eteadi ly  borne out 
by freeh data. 

The progreee of Central Aeisn archeology at t h a t  the 
w a e  not l imited to  tackling maJor h i ~ t o r i o e l  problem. The 
epoche and periode diecorned by the r e e e a r o b r e  r e r e  enre- 
loped in a eol id  ehe l l  of archeological f h d e ,  The olarreifl- 
cation and eyetematieation of the  firrde provided a s a l h b  
l e  baeie f o r  h ie tor ioa l  conolueione and theariee. O f  optimel 
importance at the tium rraer the  pat tern euggeefed by 9oPeT01- 
etov for the claeeif  i ca t  ion of Khorezmian material  and 
A.M. Bernehtam9a pattern fo r  the cul ture  of the nomad tri- 
bee and the northern peripheral area8 of the ee t t l ed  Cent- 
r a l  Asian cul ture ,  O f  def in i te  knportanoe, too, r a m  the  
etrat igraphic  column of Tall-Barcu, although l t e  absolu- 
t e  chronology, offered by G.V. Grigorybv, m e  l a t a r  mri- 
eed. 

The diecovery of the ancient urban oivi l laat iona of 
Khoren, Baotria, P p r t h k  and So@, undoubtedly the  moot 
s t r lk lng  and lmportant achievemnt of Centrrl bien 



arohmology in the period examined, w a s  neverthe.leee not 
the only one. Hnaeive expeditione oovering a l l  the r i t e e  of 
the given area, inmetigated also the town r i t e e  and archi- 
t ea tu ra l  monuments of the Middle Qee-the t r ad i t iona l  
rubjeot of Turkemtan'e aroheologiete. Moreover, new mites 
dat* baok t o  8 e t i l l  e a r l i e r  period were dircovered,e,g. 
the Meolithia eet  tlement of Dshanbu-kala 4 at ~horenmj' 
and the Mourterlan asve of Teehik-Taeh in the  south of 
~ s b e k i e t . n . ~ '  But a aomprehemlva mtudy of prehietorio 
araheologiaal e i t e e  wae e t l l l  a t h a  of the future:  i t r  
heyday came during the t h i r d  period (aooordiag t o  the olae- 
e i f i aa t ion  adopted in t h i e  paper). 

The aroheologiete themeelvee aoquired new knowledge 
end s k i l l  d ~ j l i n g  the eeaond period3 they aame mostly fiom 
Leningrad and Taehkent. The LenFngrad aroheological echool, 
represented by A.Y. Yakuboveky, A.Q. Bernehtem~ k H . D y e -  
konov, A.M. Beleniteky, Q.V. Crigoryev and othere, m e  
aloeely conneoted with the Barthold t radi t ion.  It mainly 
included Orierrtaliete who had taken up archeology, and 
a fair knowledge of t h e  collectlone of the State  Hermitage 
Weurn in Leningrad. They had t o  pick up and improve f i e ld -  
work techniquee, learning from the highly-qualified archeo- 
log i r t e ,  of whom Leningrad had many; before the 6917 Re- 
volution, St.Petereburg ueed t o  be the centre  of archeolo- 
g i c a l  research. The a t r iv ing  f o r  a oompreheneive analy- 
e i e  of wri t ten reaorde, inculcated by V.V. Barthold, was 
now eupplemented by ample knowledge of the chronologioally 
eyetemat ieed material. Queetione of  h ie tor ioa l  geography 
and t o  ography,33 epecial  d y m l e  of object. of mueeun 

problem of hlatory--e..g., the or igin of the 
tome,35 the re la t iondl ip  betmen e e t t l e d  and nomad cul- 
ture., 36 i n t r i c a t e  quest lone of e thnic  origin37 -such 
waa the r w e  of problem tackled by t h i e  echool. 

There m e  a group of profioient aroheologietr in Taeh- 
kent at that  time (M.B. heeon,  V.A. Shiehkin, Y.O.Gulya- 
mov, V.D. Zhukov and othere). O f  par t icular  importanoe for 
the train- of etudente m e  the eetabliahment in 1940 of 
a 8peaial ahair  of Central b i a n  m c h e o l o g ~  at th. Sta te  



Univareity of Cantral Amla. The ahair rae headed by 
M.B. Ueeon. Although the arahoologiete trained by t h i r  
chair  began t o  work in the f i e l d  only during the t h i r d  
period, it should be streeeed tha t  i t e  e e t a b l i a h e n t  graat-  
l y  oontributed t o  the development of the Taehkent rohool 
of Central Aeian nrcheology. Thie eohool ie oharaoterised 
by oloee l inks  with the  t rad i t ione  of l o o d  r tudiee of 
Turkeetan; it oheriehee the h e r i t w e  of the Turkeatsn 
a i ro le  of srcheologiete and of V.L.Vyatkln. There looa l  
t rad i t ione  traceable t o  the Sredatkometarie aoootmt fo r  
the a t ten t ion  paid t o  hletoriaal~aruhiteoturel problem, 
to  archeological methods of etudying s roh i t ea tu ra l  -nu- 
mnte.3' on the other hand, ~ . ~ . ~ u t h o l d ~ m  influence o r .  b. 
eeen in the a t r iv ing  alreya t o  make allrround uee of the 
data of writ ten records, in psr t iau lar  data  on the hieto- 
r i c a l  topography of major urban  entree.^^ The Tuhkent 
school a leo has epecif ic  mothode of f i e l d  work, partiota- 
l a r l y  the tendency t o  give a comprehemive in terpre ta t ion  
of the cul tura l  influences, of the exleterne ard deoline 
of the cul turee dieoovered. hportarroe is l ikewba  attaehad 
t o  oontlguoua branchee, p r l s r i l y  n a n i s r a t l c e ~ ~ ~  nnd the hie- 
tory of mining, 4 1  

Tho progreee of Central Aelen archeology m e  acoompa- 
nied by inteneive publioation of material, Our- the eeoond 
period, a large number of s r t i c l e e  a p p e m d  In the aen t ra l  
and loca l  ecient i f i c  periodicale, in specia l  co l l ec t  lone, in 
the traneactione of mueeume and other inet i tut ione.  Booklete 
and pamphlete were aleo publiehed, but, on the uhole, a r t i c -  
l ee  and preliminary report8 predominated. The publication 
In Tashkent of the proceedings of the  Tennets Expedition (in 
two r n l ~ m e e ) ~ ~  a t  the end of the period nu, the f1r.t s tep  
on the way t o  detai led publication of the material  collec- 
ted* 

The Great Pa t r io t i c  W a r  of 1941-1945, a l t h o u a  it 
hempered and somewhat modified the work o f ' t he  Central 
Aaian archeologiate, f a i l ed  to  put a stop t o  it. Ap?li@d 
taske came t o  the fore,  epecif ical ly  thoee conneoted with 
the his tory of mining,43 but excavations Were neverthe1.e. 
continued. In Southern Turhenia ,  medieval Dande*** 
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kr 1943-1944 in the middle roeohem of the 8- mpya in 
oonneotion with new oonotruotion in t he  area, 45 

We o m  thue eay tha t  the eeoond period m e  the t rue  
ri.0 of Soviet u c h e o l ~ g y  e t u d y i ~ ~  Centrel hk. poecn.g* 
a 1-69 number of highly-qualified rpeoia l ie te  and an of- 
f io ien t  eystem of training them. C a n t r a  &Ian eraheology 
reaohed a higher l e v e l  aad came t o  the foreground of Soviet 
h i r t o r i o a l  soienoo, inanmuah ae it advenoed probleme of 
fundamental mthodologioal importance, The heyday of Cent- 
ral h i a n  arctheology res drawing olose, It began i n  the 
t h i r d  pdriod (from 1945 t o  t h i e  day). 

Large-eoale expeditiona ham f u l l y  retained t h e i r  
promlnenoe In  the thifd period, ae a meme of e m u *  the 
epeedy and oomprehenrive eolut ion of a wide r w e  of t a rk r  
and problem. Throughout the t h i r d  period, SOP. Toletov'r 
l Q ~ o r e n  Brpedit ion oont inued i t e  Major exoarat lone 
ware oarr ied on at the e i t e e  of the  eo-called antique 
period--Toprak-kale (1945-1950) and Koy-Krylgan-kale (1951- 
1957). d t h  the l a t t e r  f u l l y  unaovered, In the couree of 
broad m d  myatamtic exoavatione a large number of new 
mitee me dleoovered, ha lud ing  many ~ ~ n e o l i t h l c  srsd Bron- 
re  Age e l t e e  giving an ineight Into the prehietor io aultu- 
re of Khoresm. The applioation of new mothode---rial photo- 
graphy and a e r i a l  eurvey--ram of  coneiderable help In in- 
v e a t i ( l e t i q ~ ~  anoient I r r iga t ion  ~ ~ ~ ~ t e r a , ~ ~  end cooperation 
with eomorphologiet e yielded in terea t  ing paleogeographic b data, Regular publiaation of the material  obtained by 
the expedition began a t  the clwee of the 1950'6. 49 

It wee r i g h t l y  noted i n  a eurvey of archeologioal re- 
eearch in Central ds i a  that torarde the end of the eecond 
period reeesrch oa the t e r r i t o r y  of Taj ikietsn and eouthem; 
Turkmenia began t o  l ag  behind5' ( the northern p a r t  of Turk- 
menia wae covered by the Rhoremi ~ r p e d i t i o n ) .  To improve 
matters, two mgeeivb expeditione were launched a t  the very 
outset  of the t h i r d  period: the South Turkmenian Joint  
&ch@ological Ekpedition (UTAKE), l ed  by M.E. maeon and 
otsifed moetly by the exponente of the Taehkent archeolo- 
g ica l  echool, and the So@-TaJ i k  Archeological -edition 



(einoe 1952 known ae the TaJik J$rpedition), s t a f f e d  by 
srcheologiete of the Leningrad echool a&¶ headed at f i r e t  
by A. Ye Yakuboveky ( 1946-1952) , and l a t e r  by M.Y.Dyakonov 
(1953) and A.M. Beleniteky (elnce 19%). 

Theee large -ecale undertekinge promptly yielded re-  
eulte,  Apart from acoompliehing such urgent taeke as re-  
gis ter ing monument6 and advanoing c laes i f ioa t ion  echemoe 
for the material obtained, theee eyetomatic explorat ione 
oulminated in diecoverlee of world-wide lmmrtanoe. A,P,Ok- 
ladnikov, who worked under both expeditione, succeeded in  
finding numeroue Stone Ige re l ioe ,  rang& ln t l a e  from 
the Lower Paleol i thic  to  the ooncludlng etagee of  the Boo- 
l i th i c .  Syetemt i c  excavat ione of the South Turkmenim el-  
tee of Jeitun, Geokeyur, k g - d o p e  end Ieuastega-dope aotusl- 
l y  re-introduced the epectacular c iv i l l ee t ion  of e a r l y  ag- 
r ioul tur ie te  which had exieted there in the 6th-2nd millan- 
n i u m  B.C, and rae previouely known only from the  eketchy 
and ineipid Anau finde, Equally novel were the m e u l t e  of 
syetematic excavations of P a r t h l ~  lyea, oonduct ad by U T m ,  
md of ea r ly  medieval Pendshikent, regular ly oarriod on by 
the TaJ IL Expedit ion, Both expodit lone haw, eyetemat l o a l l y  
publiehed t h e i r  findinge. 51 

The new period i e  ale0 oharaoterieed by the @orth of 
local pereomel who gradually aeeumed the main reeponoibi- 
l i t y  fo r  the archeological lnveetigation of Central b i a .  
The Academy of Scienoee of the Utbek R ~ p u b l i o ~  which wae 
setabliehed In  1943, hae a e p c i a l  b d e o l o g y  Depe-n t ,  
heeded by V,R. Shiehkin, w i t h i n  one of i t e  lne t l tu tee .  52 

In 1951 the Tajik and Turlrmenian Academiee of Scienoee we- 
re eet upi53 both have hoheology Doputmente.  he ~ a j i k  
Archeology Department, led  by BOA. Litvheky,  a graduate 
o f  the Taehkent echool, hae been par t icu lar ly  active. 
Today Tajikietarr hae a prominent group of a r o h e o l o & b t e ~  
which is the foremost in Central Aeia from the point of 
view of i t  a publicat ion ac t  l ~ i t i e s . ~ ~  

It may well be that  around 1951-1953 a new e t w e  l a  
the development of Central Aeian archeology b g a n  t o  emor- 
ge; t h i s  l a  suggeeted by the evolution of etudiea in pro- 



the enhanced r o l e  of loca l ,  Central Aeian reeearch ine t i -  
tutione, Indicative in t h i e  reepeot a re  the all-out s f f o r t e  
t o  enaure tha t  inveetigatione ehould cover a l l  par te  of 
Central h i a .  Thue, i n  1953-1955 a epecial  Ktrchia Archeo- 
logical-Ethnographical Expedition wee aot ive,  heade a t  
f i r e t  by A.P, Okladnikov and l a t e r  by G.F, Debete. 5g I, 
1957 the Kirghia Academy of Sciences wae eetabliehed, with 
P,R, Kohemyako in charge of the Archeology Department 57 
(he is a Taehkent eohool archeologist,  e lmilar ly  t o  the head 
of Tad lkietan 'e  Archeology Department ) . In theee yeare the 
Archeology Department of the  b c a k h  Academy of Sciencee be- 
gan t o  work more intone ivePy under Leningrad-t ra-d 
K,A. Akishev. A ma3or achievement of t h i e  Department is 
the & a w w  and publloation of thePhcheological U p  of 
the hsath ~e~ubl1c"--.o frr  the  only work of i t e  kind in 
the USSR. 

Naturally enough, t h i e  orderly eyetem of the organlea- 
t ion  of  work hae helped t o  make good progreee, Thie applies,  
above a l l ,  t o  prehietorio archeology of Central ABILI, which 
aotual ly  took ehape during t h i e  period, Prehietorio e i t e e  
were discovered nearly In a l l  par te  of Central Aeia. Today 
we know the Paleol i th ic  not only from the surface s i t e 8  of 
Weatern ~ u r k m e n i a , ~  ~ a j  iklrtan, 59 ~ r g h a n a ~ ~  end the eouth 
of h u l r h e t a n B 6 '  but e lso from the ercavat ions of ee t t l e -  
ment. and cavee in the v i c i n i t y  of samarkand6* and Taeh- 
k ~ n t . ~ ~  The map of h o l i t h i c  a l t ee ,  too, has b e n  plot ted 
in greater  detail.64 In addition t o  the etudy of prerlous- 
l y  known Bronze Age e i t e e  from the aouth of Tulrmenia and 
Khorenn, there nere diecoveries of Bronze Age c u l  urea in 

86 
tha lower reachee of the Z ~ r a v e h a n , ~ ~  In Ferghana and the 
eouth of Tajikietan,  67 

One ehould note the painetaking work in the  f i e l d  of 
eyetematisation and c laee i f i ca t  ion of prehis tor ic  f inde, 
In th io  reepect the periodisation of material  from South 
Turkmenia baaed on B.A. & f t i n t e  s t ra t igraphic  e ~ c a v 8 t i o n ~  
a t  Hame;zga-depe (1952) f u l l y  r e t a ine  i t e  cardinal  
h p o r t m c e  for  a l l  of Central his. Opt h u m  r e s a t e  have 
hen achieved in studying Neolithic and ~ b ' n e o l i t h i c  find8 



from South Turkmenia, where raguler and purpoeeful f i e l d  
Invest igat  made i t  poeeible t o  approaoh the p w e t  ion 
of eocial   relation^^^ and t o  etudy i r r b a t i o n  eymteme 
dating from the beginning of the 3rd millenalum B.C. -- 
probably tho oldeat in the worlde7' On the b u i .  of t h l a  
new data the queetion was raieed of Central Aela1e himto- 
r i c a l  place In the eyetem of Old World c lv i l i ea t lone  and 
c u l t ~ r e e . ~ ~  It ram emtabliehed t h a t  the eouth-metern p u t  
of Central Aela belonged t o  the oldemt crop farming aentree, 
and wee cloeely connected with the e a r l i e e t  eeate of -1- 
culture i n  Weetern Aaia in  the 8th-6th millenniums B.C. 
The culture of the ae t t led  agr icul tur ie te  of Southern 
Turkmenia in  the 4th-2nd millemiwne B.C. a leo  revaclle 
close l inke with the contemporaneous cul turea of Iran, 
Afghanietan, Pakistan and India; i t  eeeme to  hold an in- 
termediate posit  ion between the c i v i l i e a t  ione of Meeopotamia 
and Harappa. 

The diecoveriee of recent yeare lead us  to  speak of 
the formation i n  t h i s  area, at the end of the 3rd and the 
beginning of the 2nd millenniume B.C., of a loca l  proto- 
urban c i v i l i e e t  ion with an emerging pictographic writ In& 
eyetem. During tha t  period, the greater  p e r t  of Central 
Aeian t e r r i t o r y  wee inhabited by hunting, f i e h h g  and cat-  
tle-breeding t r ibee  tha t  made up the eouthern outpost of 
a whole eyetem of analogous culturee covering the en t i r e  
northern p a r t  of the continent of Aeia. The migratione of 
these t r i b e s  on Central Aeian t e r r i t o r y ,  which took place 
in the eecond millenniwn B.C., are of no emall importance 
for  etudying the geographical d i s t r ibu t ion  of the Indo- 
Iranian peoples. 

Coneiderable progreee hae been rea le tsmd i n  the perl-  
od under review i n  etudying the epoch of anolent c iv i l i ea -  
t ione,  discovered during the archeological inveetigations 

of the  1930's. Excavatione of new e i t ea  made it poseible 7 j  to  construct clear-cut c laee i f ica t lon  scheme for  Bactria, 
~ a r ~ i a n a ~ ~  and ~ h o r e m . ~ ~  ttempts have been made t o  do the 
e m  w i t h  regard to  S ~ g d , ~ '  although the material i e  ra ther  



llmited. In t b  oaee of Pbr&maa, the taek i e  more d i f f i c u l t  
due t o  the lack of o preoiea stratigraphy, New data  have 
been obtained on the or igin of theee o i v i l i r a t  lone. It ehould 
be noted tha t  in tha l a t e  19408e and ea r ly  1950'a epeoial 
e f f o r t e  ware made t o  t race the loca l  roote  of d i f f e ren t  
oultureo in general. Inveetigatione oarried out in hfargisna 
in 1954-1956 ehowed that ae ea r ly  ae in the 9th-7th centu- 
ria. B,C., Central Aeia had larga urban aantree r i t h  c i t a -  
&la,  tha t  the roote  of 10081 urben c iv i l i ee t ione  dated 
baok i ron  t h ~  p u t i o u l a r  

Investigation of thaee c iv i l l ea t ione  wee more euooere- 
ful in the aepect of oulture etudiee thsn In the aepect of 
t h e i r  eooio~economia eeeence. A r  ooncerne the l a t t e r  prob- 
lam, no tangible progreee hae been made compered with the 
dofini t lone end formulatione of the 1930*e, although the 
f inde of P u t h i a n  ddoumente at IlYaa7* and K h o n n i a n  doou- 
m t a  at ~ o p r a k ~ k e l e ~ ~  of fer  ce r t a in  opportunitiee In t h i e  
f ie ld.  & a metter of fao t ,  the  reeeerchere, enpoeeed i n  
the  egetemat i e a t  ion and publioat ion of the mater ial  obtained, 
of ten fa i l  t o  pay proper. a t  ten t  ion t o  much general problem 
u t he  econonio *at te rnr  . Another negat i r e  influence. l e  
the abeence of epeolal la rmceoale  excavatione of one of the 
enoient c i t i e e  with the purpoee of revealing i t e  eoc ia l  and 
economia etruoture. On the other hand, there  a re  undoubted- 
l y  eignal achievemente i n  the f i e l d  of etudylng the cul ture  
of that faecinating ephoh when loca l  t rad i t ione  were closely 
Interwoven r i t h  the Hellenietic e p i r i t ,  Excavatione a t  Hyee 
have ehed a etrong l i g h t  on the eyncretieed phi lhel lenic  
culture of the  Perthian hsacidae.*' The magnificent sculptu- 
ree  of North Bactrian Khalchayan give us an h e i g h t  in to  the 
development of Kuehana art. 82 

The t r ad i t iona l  f i e l d  of Central Aeien archeological 
etudie o--monument e o f  the Middle Ages--is not forgotten 
ei ther .  Idaee-eoele surveye of several  d l e t r i c t e  resul ted 
in preciee loca l i sa t ion  of the s i t e e  of  a numb r of towns 
and villagem, in t raclng encient trade routes.Q3 Special 
propee. hae been reglatered in  etudylng medieval pottery; 
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new data  hae been obtained on the pet tern of urban l i f e ,  
tee t i fy ing  t o  the intr ioacy and multiformity of the corrme- 
ponding proceeeee. Par t icu lar ly  e t r lk ing  i e  the  eucceee 
aohieved in e tudyhg Central Asia on the ere  of the Arab 
aonqueet--In the 6th-8th centuriee A.D. The objeot of art 
of that  period from PendLhikent,85 ~ p r . l r h . h a ~ ~  and Balelyk- 

revealed a new a r t l e t l o  echool, which m e  of  no 
m a l l  lmportanoe i n  the development of the Oriental mbia tu-  
r e  . 

O f  outetanding eignif  icance fo r  the inveet iga t  ion of 
tha t  epoch are  the excavatione at Pendlhikent, whoro near1 
one-fourth of the 19-hectare town e i t e  hae been twoovered. Be 
The unooverlng of whole templee, e t r ee te ,  houme ahd asti- 
eane' ahope ham made Pendthlkent a kind of laboratory f o r  
inveetigating the marly medieval period, A. Y. Yakuboteky'm 
judgement i n  eeleoting t h i e  ae  the main e i t e  of the Tajlk 
Expedition ham been fully j u t i f l e d .  Mueh a t t en t ion  i e  
paid t o  traoing the cu l tu ra l  l inke  of t h i e  region I n  the 
ear ly  Middle kee--1Inke leadlng, on the one Into 
Eaetern Turkeetan, and, on the other,  in to  bane Afghanla- 
tan,  Pakietsn and India. Indicative of the nature of theee 
t i e e  is the number of object8 s h o w 3 n . g  Buddhlet hfluenuee- 
fiom the stupa of l a t e  parthi* and ea r ly  ~ m . r r i . a  %rr89 
and the Kuehana monaetary a t  ~ e r ~ n e s ~ ~  t o  the medieval tenp- 
l e e  of ~ e r ~ h a n a "  and IVorthern ~ l r g h i s i a . ~ ~  

A sa l i en t  feature of the t h i r d  period i e  the growing 
number of highly qualified reeeerchero e p e o l a l i e h a  In Cen- 
t r a l  Aeian archeology. The inteneive work of the Khoremn 
Expedition waa conducive t o  the formatioa of the Moecow 
echool of archeologists of Central Asia. In contraet  t o  Lo- 
ningrad and Taehkent, t h i s  echool is concerned with purely 
archeological work r a t  her than with t r a d i t  ional Oriental  
Studies. Moscow trained apec ia l i s t s  Fn prehietoric s tudiee 
e a r l i e r  than the two other &gcortrahed re-  
searchers pay close a t ten t ion  to  M e  hifittory of l r r i g a t i -  
on,94 the  i n t r  Lcate probleme d remote cul tura l  contaote, 
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the questions of ethnic or ig in  and eyncretieed r i t u a l  e le-  
m e n t ~ . ~ ~  Characterietic of Central ~ e i a n  archeology ae a 



whole l a  the  current  appearanos of reeearchers  epeo ia l i -  
s ing  i n  one eub3ect--the cu l tu re8  of a d e f i n i t e  period. 
This i e  prompted by the  s teady progreee of Central  Aeian 
archeology, which i e  gradual ly  becoming a conplex branch 
of l ea rn ing  comprieing many subjecte.  Henoe tne  appearance 
of researchare  epoc ia l i e ing  i n  p reh is to ry ;  the c r e d i t  f o r  
t r s i n i n g  them goes l a rge ly  to  the  Leningrad archeological  
centre with i t e  f i ne  t r a d i t i o n s  of  studying the Stone and 
Bronze Ago cu l tu r e s  on the  t e r r i t o r y  of  the  USSR.'~ These 
apec i a l i e to  in prehis tory  are no longer the etudente of  
A.Y. Yakuboveky'e Leningrad echo01 of archeology and O r i -  
e n t a l  s t ud i e s ,  but researchers  of a new type conformiag to 
the demands of t he  time. 

A l l  theee ohengee have beneficently a f fec ted  archeolo- 
g i c a l  publicatione. Apar t  from the f a c t  t h a t  the  number of  
epecia l  a r t i c l e e  and books devoted t o  the  archeology o f  
Central  Asia i e  l a rge r  than i n  any other brench of  the  ar- 
cheology of the  USSR,there i e  t h i s  e ign i f l can t  development8 
booku have come t o  predominate over a r t  ic lee .  There a r e  
many-volume t raneact ione of t he  maJor expedi t ions  and col- 
l eo t i ons  of a r t i c l e a  published by the  Academies o f  Sciences 
o f  the  Union republ ics ;  monographe deal ing with a epec i f i c  
range of problems are a l s o  published, but t h e i r  number i e  
eo far l imited.  ;L c e r t a i n  lag In eummarising work, the  ab- 
eence of the nsceesary number 7 f  reviewe and surveys l e  one 
of the ehortcomings of Central Asian archeology, but i t  el- 
so t e e t i f i e e  t o  i t s  thr iv ing.  Let ue remind t h a t  the  archeo- 
logy of Mesopotamia, f o r  example, where in the paat Ye-8 
very l i t t l e  f i e l d  work ~ 2 s  done, abounds i n  eummarieing 
publicatione, contributed by reeearchere no longer engaged 
in proceasing the  f inde.  The first m a r i s i n g  work on 
Central A s i a  archeology is probably the  book k e n t r a l  Asia 
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i n  t he  Stone and Bronze Ages, published i n  1966 by a gpoup 
of archeologie ts  from Leningrad. There a r e  summarieing 
elements i n  Volume I o f  t h e l ~ i s t o r ~  of the  Tajik ~ e o ~ l d : ~ *  
although the  nature of t h l e  work i e  p r i m a r i l y  h i e t o r i c a l .  
Unfortunately, the annotet ian and a w v e j  o f  the numerous 
publicat ione by archeologis ts  etudying Central  Aela has  no* 



pt roaohad the neoeeeary level .  99 
We have a l ready  noted t h a t  durLng the  t h i r d  period 

Central  h i r n  aroheology hae a c t i v e l y  tackled m J o r  pro b- 

leme of  world hle tory .  Thie is  r e f l e c t e d  not only i o  thr 
f a c t  t ha t  t h e  wo2k of t h e  Central  Aeian archeologietm .rrd 
t h e i r  publ icat  ions  a r e  r egu la r ly  reviewed and commented 
abroad,1oo but a l s o  I n  the  publ icat ion of s r t i c l e e  by So- 
v i e t  archeologie te  i n  American, B r i t i s h  , Prench and o the r  
foreign per iod ica le ,  

Thue, while t h e  eecond period wae t h a t  of the  forma- 
t i o n  of Soviet archeology of Central  Aeia, the t h i r d  period 
i e  undoubtedly t h a t  of i t e  f lour iehing,  Soviet Centra l  Asian 
aroheology employe some methode and methodologiaal poe i t ions  
which make f o r  new achievemente and diecoveriee. Theee moth- 
ode include chronological  c l a e e i f i c a t i o n  on the baeie o f  
a t r a t  igraphic  columne ( Nameega I - V I ,  Kobadian I-V, T a l  1- 
Barsu I-VI) ; compreheneive inveat  i ga t  ion o f  c e r t a i n  s r e e e  
t o  cover e i t e s  of  a l l  epoch (genera l ly  effeoted by maeeive 
expedit ione) ; the  tendency t o  uncover whole s i t e s  ( J e i t u n ,  
Koy-Krylganrkala, Balalykrtepe , t h e  riguler excavet ions  at  
Pendzhikent ) . St ill more Important are t he  methodological 
poeit ione etemmlng from the  gene ra l  poeit ione of Soviet  
h i e t o r i c a l  ecience,  which r e e t s  on the theore t  i c a l  foun- 
d a t  ion of  h i e t o r  i c a l  materialism. Soviet archeologis t  e 
regard t h e i r  f i nds  not merely ae  cu l tu r e  and ar t  monuments 
o r  r e f l ec t i on8  of  c e r t a i n  cu l tu r e1  t l e e  and inf luences  but 
above e l l  ee  a source of information on the  h i e to ry  of  so- 
c i e ty ,  i r r e spec t ive  o f  whether t h i ~  soc i e ty  wae prehioto- 
r i c  o r  knew inc ip i en t  feudal  r e l a t i ons .  ~ c c o r d i n g l y ,  archeo- 
l o g i c a l  finds--and t h i e  i e  a  matter  of mathod--are employe? 
t o  e luc ida t e  the  nature of the  eaonomy, the eoc i a l  r e l a -  
t ions ,  t h e  o r i g i n  of cu l tu r ee  and t h e  e t h n i c  o r i g i n  o f  the  
respect ive  t r i b e s  and peopleer Thus, only the  complete 
uncovering of Neol i th ic  h i t u n  could give  u s  an idea  o f  
the eoc i a l  s t r u c t u r e  of the  people who once l ived  t he re ;  
only massive excavations of ordinery t w ~ 1 I  t h a t  do not  
projnise any spectacular  f i nds ,  could ehed l i g h t  on the  



or ig in  of eeveral nomad t r i b e e  and t h e i r  l inke with the 
modern people8 of Central Aeia. 

Theee epeoifio features  of etudiee of Central Aeian 
archeology and the eucceee eneured by them stand out c lear-  
l y  when compared with archeologioal reeeeroh in the neigh- 
bowing countr iee. The eetabliehment of Soviet archeology 
of Central Asia i e  a meJor achievement of Soviet h i s t o r i o a l  
eoienoe; it i e  a tangible r e su l t  of the national policy of 
the Soviet e tate .  
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