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копшипк кауымды таза казаки мусылмандык жолына, имандылыкка буру онайга rycin 
жаткан жок. Длинен айырылган улт дубара, улгтык бейнесшен, рухани болмысынан 
айрылатынын, ал дш улгшк идеядан, салт-дзсгурден куат алатынын арб ip казакгын 
журепне уплату жолындагы аткарар ic aai де кыруар болмак.

Кенеспк кызыл импсриянын кылышьгаан кан тамып турганына караыастан, 
Алласы аузыиаи туспеген, бес уакыт намазын узбеген, ултына, аиа тшше деген курмегген 
айнымаган улкен Ьгшйтн, бнк парасатгын Hcci болган санаулы тулгалардыи 6ipi, api 
б|'регеШ Акжан Машани устазымыз едк Акан алгашкы болып дни танымынын. бшм мен 
гылымнык жане улгтык дрсгурмен астаскан ултшк рухтын арасындагы узшмес 
байлаиысты, ажырамас тугасшкта Kepccrin бергсн гулама ед1 Гылымнын мзш -  ез! 
зергтеп огырган обьектшш, кубылыстъщ iuiKi табигатын, болмысын, калыптасу, кызмег 
атцару, даму завдылыктарын ашу. Гылымга суйенген, гылымга табан TipereH рухани 
болмыс баянды болмагы дэлелденгсн акикат, Кыскасы, улгтак тин, дни, тщ1, салт-дзету pi 
улгтык рухтын шанырагын квтерген уыкгары болса, гылым-бийм кершгсн Kepereci. Олай 
болса, слич1здеп букш бшм, талш-тэрбие беру, ана TuiiKibfli ардакгап, улш заманга сай 
озык дзстурлерш насихатгай отырып, дни танымлы имандылык арасында aopitrren, 
улгтак муддемоден туындайтын максатгарын айкындау аркылы улгтык рухымыздын 
аскакгауына кызмст icreyi керек. Н.Э. Назарбаевгын жогарыда аталган макаласында 
койылган кадау-кадау ышдепери1, оларды кке асыруга багыпалган накты жобаларды, 
багдарламанын мэн-магынасы осымен аныкгалатын болса керек.

Корыта айтканда, бш« жэй-эншейш тсхниканын плит шырк yfiiperiH шзк|ргпн 
Keperi жок. БЬге ен oyeni -  адам керек. Казак слше енбек СТУД1 6ipmmi орынга коя алатыи, 
алгаи бшгмш кЫге арнауды жаксы бшетш, миымен 6iprc журеп жумыс гётейтш маман 
керек. Ултынын тандаулы дзстурш сыйлайтын, халкын суйетж, riniH коргайтын, рухы 
бшк б|Л1МД жастар керек. жалпы кызмспмад1Н озеп осылай.

UDK 94 (574)

URBANIZATION AND STATE FORMATION ON THE NORTHERN SILK ROAD: 
THE DZHANKENT PROJECT

H.H.ARKE, Hooorar professor Department of medieval archaeology 
University of Tubingen (Germany),

I.A.ARZHANTSEVA, candidate of historical sciences, chief researcher. Principal Researcher 
institute of ethnology and anthropology Russian Academy of Sciences (Russian Federation), 

A.A.TAZIIEKEEV, candidate of historical sciences, director research centre for Archaeology 
and ethnography, Korkyt Ata Kyzylorda State University

The site of Dzhankent: current knowledge
Dzhankcnt is a deserted early medieval town about 25 km south-west of the modem town 

of Kazaly (formerly Kazalinsk). It is a scheduled monument today, marked by the ruins of 
ancient walls which are up to 10 meters high in places and enclose an area of 16 ha. Several 
Arab geographers of the I0*-12u centuries mention a town of the Turkic Oguz nomads called 
■Jengi-Kcnt' (Turkic for ‘New Town’), a couple of sources (Ibn Rustah, Ibn Hawqal, possibly 
the Hudud-al-AIam) even identify it as the seat of their yabgu (tukr). As early as the 1920s. 
V.V. Bartold identified Dzhankent as the site of the recorded Jengi-Kent [1,2002]. The town is 
also important to Kazakh identity because it is believed to be the home of the Kazakh cultural 
hero, Korkyt Ata, the reputed inventor of the traditional two-string lute (kobyz).
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In spile of its label as Oguz 'capital'. Dzhankent is located on the interface of the nomad 
steppes to the north, and the civilization of Khorezm to the south (Fig. I). It is also on the 
crossroads of two key trade routes: the east-west trade along the northern branch of the early 
medieval Silk Road (along the Syr-Darya), and the north-south trade from the Volga Bulgars to 
Khorezm. These routes intersect in the northern Aral Sea region, which may explain the 
concentration of early medieval towns in the delta of the Syr-Darya. Sergej Tolstov coined the 
term ‘marsh towns' for them, on account of their location in a, then, wet and marshy landscape 
[2; 3]. Since that time, the delta has dried out, and Dzhankent is located today in a semi-desert 
(Fig. 2). Among these 'marsh towns', Dzhankent stands out because of a rectilinear, T-shaped 
wall circuit, a citadel in the north-western corner, and a regular lay-out of buildings in the 
western half, close to the citadel (Fig. 3). Of crucial importance for the interpretation of 
Dzhankent are the three pottery styles found here: local Dzhety-Asar tradition, nomad Oguz 
pottery, and Kllorczmian wares from the south.

Even before any systematic fieldwork had been started in 2005, several hypotheses (partly 
competing, partly complementary) were advanced to explain the emergence of Dzhankent and

•  Tolstov suggested that the 'marsh towns’ originated in the Late Hellenistic period (1*- 
3я cent. AD), but were re-fortified in the 9®/10® centuries AD by the Turkic Oguz [2; 3].

•  The historian Agadzhanov inferred from the written sources that Dzonkcnl (while it may 
have existed earlier) was rebuilt and fortified in the 10* century by “Khorezmian engineers", 
and that Khorezmian “colonists” made up the majority of its population [4, p. 133-134; S, p, 
165].

•  Levina countered Tolstov’) ideas on the origins of the ‘marsh towns’ with the 
suggestion that these towns were the result of a population shift from the Dzhety-Asar Culture 
(located further upriver) which had been caused by a shift of the Syr-Darya river bed [6; 7].

• Vajnbcrg has added that the surface finds of pottery from Kesken-kujuk-kala suggest a 
mixed population made up of nomads and sedentary elements, probably Khorezmians, and dated 
the ‘marsh towns’ firmly to the 7“-10'ь/1 l“ centuries [8].

The history of fieldwork at Dzhankent started in the 18й’ century, but excavations which 
satisfy modern standards have been undertaken only since 2005 by a Moscow [9], and in 2006 
by an Almaty team [10]. Discoveries before 2011 included a built-up area with a metal 
workshop and small houses in Central Asian style along a small street or within an urban 
•estate’, all of 9“/10“ century date [II; 12J. Trenches in the citadel by an Almaty team have 
remained largely unpublished, but have apparently failed to go deeper than the 9*/10* century 
layers of the Oguz town [13].

Our own projectat Dzhankent started in 2011 with an excavation which was funded the 
Wenner Gren Foundation (USA) and directed by 1.А. Arzhantseva (Russian Academy of 
Sciences Moscow), H. HSrke (University of Tubingen, Germany) and S. Karamanova (Korkyt- 
Atat State University of Kyzylorda) [14]. We used carefully targeted trenches to establish that 
the T-shaped lay-out was not the result of a later extension, and that there had been at least one 
predecessor settlement under the 9*/10“ century citadel and town walls. A small series of ten 
radiocarbon dates (the first such dates from any medieval urban site in the region) gave a bracket 
of late to 12“ centuries AD for occupation at this location. And the first-ever geophysical 
prospection at Dzhankent confirmed the appearance of regular lay-out (visible on aerial 
photographs and on the first plans) next to the west gate (sec Fig. 3).

Since 2012, work at Dzhankent has been continued each year on a small scale. A trench 
(No. 1) in the centre of the lower town showed much deeper stratification than had been found 
in 2005 to 2009; an extension of the trench (No. 2) at the citadel wall produced evidence of 
towers at the top; and below the 8“ century level, we found a lower occupation layer, apparently 
with an increase in fish remains. Thus, our fieldwork since 2011 has shown that none of the 
previously existing hypotheses about the origin of Dzhankent agrees with all of the available



evidence, and they all ignore the important question of trade in relation to the location [IS]. On 
the basis of the written sources and our own archaeological results so far, we have developed 
our working hypothesis for further fieldwork:

•  Dzhankent was founded as an unenclosed settlement by a sedentary Dzhety-Asar 
population, probably in the 7ft century AD on the location of an even earlier settlement, possibly 
in response to the emergence of the northern Silk Road.

•  The site was transformed in the 9a or 10* century into a fortified, folly urban settlement 
on a Khorezmian model, probably with the involvement of Khorezmians, to serve as a trading 
post and elite centre for the emerging Oguz nomad empire.

•  It was abandoned in the 11 “ or 12® century when the Oguz polity disintegrated and/or 
the local river channels shifted.

The site of Dzhankent: planned work
Testing this hypothesis is the main aim of the planned work for the next several years. Key 

questions arising from the hypothesis relate to the dating of the developmental phases of the site, 
their relationship to changes in subsistence economy and trading patterns, the lay-out and 
fonctional components of the town, the composition of the population, and changes in the local 
environment and their impact on the settlement. These questions will be tackled by 
archaeological, geophysical, pedological and geomorphological fieldwork, and in analyses of 
finds and data. The general set of methods to be applied is the interdisciplinary 
geoarchaeological approach developed by 1.А. Arzhantscva in fieldwork on the (Jighur palace 
complex of Рог-Bazhyn in Tuva [16; 17].

Archaeological fieldworkis to be carried out within and around Dzhankent, with shifting 
emphases from year to year. A primary focus will be the citadel because h is here that evidence 
of the elite element among the population is most likely. Electrotomography indicates at this 
spot a natural (?) mound where one might expect the earliest pre-Dzhety-Asar settlement (traces 
of which, with more abundant fish remains, were glimpsed at the end of the 2014 season). A 
complete laser scan of the site is needed to replace the Khorezmian Expedition plan of 
Dzhankent from 1963. Subsequent work is planned to concentrate on the lower town 
(shahristan) where evidence of economic activities and social differentiation is sought. Aerial 
photographs and preliminary prospection suggest a number of structural zones here, including a 
possible elite estate as well as areas of regular lay-out indicative of a planning authority. Finally, 
attention has to shift to areas outside the town walls which may contain information about 
economy, crafts (indicated by magnetic anomalies north of the town) and trade (caravanserai 
outside east gate? Northern annexe serving as livestock corral or slave pen?).

This fieldwork is to be supplemented by a programme of scientific research. Geophysical 
work will be carried out by Prof. I. Mod in ]I8] whose team will, over three seasons, create a 
complete plan of the site within the walls using geomagnetic prospection. Electrotomography 
will give vertical sections at critical points, particularly in the deeply stratified citadel area. 
Geomorphological work by Prof. A. Panin [19] will be aimed at the reconstruction and dating of 
the river palaeocharmels around Dzhankent; their location is crucial for interpretations relating 
to trade along ihc river and to the eventual abandonment of the town. Soil sciencespeciaiists (led 
by Dr M.A. Bronnikova, Russian Academy of Sciences, Moscow) will study the contemporary 
and historical topography of the site and its surroundings, and identify functional zones within 
the town. These studies are to be supported by a substantial series of scientific dates (AMS C14 
and OSL).

Post-excavation analyses are intended to provide further data for the interpretation of the 
development and functions of Dzhankent In the first instance, this relates to small finds from 
the planned trenches: pottery, metal objects, and coins. Pottery is the most frequent category of 
finds; it is hoped that its close analysis, and comparison with other sites in Central Asia, will 
answer important questions about the composition of the population and about trade. For the 
latter question, the study of the Samanid coins from Dazhankent is a key element. The analysis 
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of pottery, fortifications and domestic architecture will be entrusted to current and former 
students and employees of Kyzylorda State University, for doctorates from Tubingen and

The osteological and isotope analyses of animal bones are crucial because these are one of 
the largest categories of finds, and because they are essential for answering questions about 
subsistence economy and livestock trade. Fish remains are potentially informative for the issue 
of possible economic change from the earliest settlement to the later town. These analyses will

Harnda and Dr. A. Miller [20]. ?
Our project will be advised and guided by an International Advisory Committee (1AQ 

with a dozen outstanding specialists from six countries. They will be informed and consulted by 
us in two workshops: (1) a field seminar on ‘Dzhankent and its Local.Contcxt’ at the end of the 
first fieldwork season, in order to present the methodology and interim results, to obtain 
comments and suggestions, and to identify gaps which might be filled in the second half of the 
project; and (2) a colloquium on ‘Early Medieval Urbanization and State Formation in East and 
West’ at Tubingen at an advanced stage of the project, with a presentation of tho fieldwork 
results, with papers by the IAC members, and a small number of additional speakers on the 
history of urbanization outside Eurasia in order to put the Dzhankent results in a wider context.

Research contexts and interpretations! frameworks
Our Dzhankent project is located at lire intersection of several key issues of archaeological, 

historical and environmental research. One of these which is already international and multi- 
disciplinary is the geographical and environmental debate on the so-called ‘Aral Crisis’ [21; 22). 
Archaeology has recently come into the focus of this debate by providing dating evidence for 
past water levels and changing coastlines of the Aral Sea [23; 24; 25; 26; 27]. Hydrographic 
research had alieady been carried out in the Aral Sea region between 1937 and 1993 by the 
Khorezmian Expedition of the Academy of Sciences of the USSR, but with an emphasis on 
ancient irrigation systems [28; 29; 30]. As early as 1971, Dzhankent was linked to these 
environmental issues by Levina's suggestion that a shift of the Syr-Darya river bed may have 
led to a displacement of the Dzhety-Asar population which then founded Dzhankent [6; 7]. This 
suggestion has not been followed up so far by systematic interdisciplinary research. The change 
over time of river channels in the Syr-Darya delta has recently been explored by A.A. 
Tazhekcev on the basis of distributions of archaeological finds [31; 32]. In figure, we need to 
turn around the procedure by using environmental and pedologicol evidence to explain observed 
changes in settlement locations.

Nomad state formation has seen an increasingly lively debate over the last three decades, 
influenced by the growth of ‘early state’ theory [33]. Leaving aside issues of the classification of 
complex nomad societies [35; 36; 37], there appears to be widespread agreement with Di 
Cosmo’s (1999) suggestion that nomad slate formation requires the inclusion of sedentary 
societies into steppe empires, supplying administrators, craftsmen, traders etc. [37: 38]. Such 
‘middle-class’ specialists are absent from nomad societies, but they are the social groups 
providing some of the defining ‘state’ services to society. In complex societies, they are located 
in towns, which is why urbanization appears to play a particular role in the process of nomad 
state formation. There is consensus among specialists that even pre-state steppe empires usually 
had an imperial centre of urban character, and that towns arc a crucial feature of developed 
nomad states such as those of the Kushan, Uighurs, Khazars etc. [39; 40; 36]. Features expected 
in urban centres of nomad polities include: a palace/elite complex; writing (e.g. inscriptions); 
elements of administration and central control (seals, own coinage etc.); division of labour 
(specialized crafts); and evidence of long-distance trade [20; 34; 36; 41; 42].

These arguments have re-ignited the debate onsteppe urbanization, What has been missing 
so far in this emerging debate is a wider perspective, both in terms of theory and geography, 
which is surprising as the later first millennium AD seems to have been a phase of state



formation and associated urbanization in a bell across Central Asia, the Caucasus and Europe. In 
the East, the debate on the origins and roles of towns in nomad states has tended to revolve 
around the key factors of elite residences, military functions, and trade [43; 1; 44; 45; 46; 47]. In 
the West, there has been a parallel, but unconnected debate since the 1980s on the proto-urban 
central places and trading towns in the incipient states of north-western Europe between the 7"1 
and 11'" centuries AD. One key argument of the western debate should be particularly relevant 
to the eastern debate and to our own project: the hotly debated, causal link between long­
distance trade, state formation and urbanization [48; 49; 50; 51; 52]. Another relevant strand of 
the western debate sees medieval state formation as a ‘package1 which includes centralization, 
urbanization, trade and religious change [53; 54]. The linkage between these various elements is 
clearly apparent in processes of the 9J’/101’1 centuries in the British Isles, Scandinavia and the 
Rus' [55; 54; 56]. A broader cultural-anthropological perspective and a fiesh comparative look 
at the links between early medieval state formation, urban origins and trade are long overdue 
and likely to inspire new approaches [57; 58; 59].
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раннего средневекового города в ответ на изменение климата и изменение торговых моделей в 
контексте формирования кочевого государства к востоку от Аральского моря. В своем нынешнем 
международном формате проект ведется с 2011 года в сотрудничестве с Кызылордисгаш 
госуларегтвенным университетом им.Коркьгг Ата (Казахстан). Тюбингенским университетом 
(Германия) и Российской академией наук (Москва). В настоящее время мы разрабатываем планы

УДК 371.671.12

ДУХОВНОЕ ОБНОВЛЕНИЕ -  ОСНОВА СОВРЕМЕННОГО ОБРАЗОВАНИЯ

Ш.М.МЛЙГЕЛЬДИЕВА - доктор педагогических наук, профессор 
Кызылординский государственный университет им.Коркыт Ата. Республика Казахстан

Духовное возрождение Казахстана началось не сегодня. За 25 лет независимости 
нашей республики проделана большая работа. Еще в 2009 году в своем выступлении на Ш 
Съезде Лидеров мировых и традиционных религий глава государства отметил, что 
сегодняшнее «новое мироустройство немыслимо без высокой нравственности и 
духовности. Именно они должны стать главными механизмами посткризисного 
переустройства мира. Вес лучшее, что есть в культуре каждого народа, должно быть 
достоянием всего человечества, и что «...без перемен в сознании, без твердого соблюдения 
моральных норм и высших нравственных принципов кризиса не преодолеть!» [1]. И вот 
сегодня мы явились свидетелем последующих инновационных мыслей нашего 
Президента, прочитав его программную статью «Взгляд в будущее: модернизация 
общественного сознания», где он предложил ряд конкретных задач, нацеленных нв 
духовное обновление нации [2].

Известно, что успешный бренд - это мощное выражение культурного имиджа, 
выполняющий важную миссию: воспроизводить черты характера национальной культуры 
и тем самым поддерживать культурное многообразие в мире. Во многих отношениях он 
несет ответственность за культурный код, за пропаганду уникальности в мировом 
сообществе. Так, культурными брендами Казахстана стали памятники Алтын Адам 
(«Золотой человек»), мавзолей Ходжи Ахмеда Ясави, Отрар, Туркестан. Груды 
выдающихся ученых мыслителей прошлого, которые по праву считаются жемчужинами 
мировой гуманистической духовной культуры: Аль-Фараби, Коркыт Ата, Абая, 
Шакарима, памятники устного народного творчества. Одна из самых популярных н

наследие по линии ЮНЕСКО.
В современных реалиях необходимость осознания интересов государства является 

залогом его успешного функционирования на мировом уровне. Говоря о сущностных 
идеях созидания и укрепления национальной государственности, Н.А.Назарбаев 
подчеркивает, что доминирующей является идея единства и целостности народа 
Казахстана. «Духовное начало -  это сила, которая сплачивает Нацию в единое целое. Чем 
сильнее дух народа тем выше перспективы его государственности. Это -  главный 
двигатель истории и нашей судьбы. Именно Дух Нации определяет неповторимость 
облика любой страны, задаст направление и дает импульс к развитию. Поэтому 
возрождение и развитие духовности, культуры, традиций и языка являются одной из 
важнейших обязанностей государства»[3].
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