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M. Teufer

The Late Bronze Age Chronology of Southern Uzbekistan.

A Reanalysis of the Funerary Evidence'

Fig. 1. Bronze settlements in North-

ern Bactria (adapted from Hutt 1997,
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Research into the Bronze Age of Southern Uz-
bekistan started in the late sixties with the discov-
ery and subsequent excavation of Sapalli Tepe
(Askarov 1973). As Sapalli was the first Bronze
Ily called Northern Bactria

Age site in what is usua

(fig. 1)?, it also became the eponymous site for the

region’s Late Bronze Age culture. So today, we
refer to it as the Sapalli Culture, even though

arc l€L|l' o [}-I "\ i':illl'.ll tor i'.l\ assistance

. Metzner

production of this paper, and to
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Northern Bactria is bordered in the north by the Gisar

Mountains, in the west by the Kuhit:

Isick.

1 and Baisuntau

Mountains, in the east by the mountain chain o

udarya (Oxus). Most lil

and in the south by the

vince of Bactria,

it did not |‘t“f\-‘?_lj_', to the Acl

menian

but its population was probably Bactrian at the time of
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recent investigations at Djarkutan Tepe, a large site

some 30 km to the north, have shown that the
occupation at Sapalli Tepe covers only the initial
phase of the Late Bronze Age’.

The earlier stages of the Sapalli Culture belong

to what is sometimes referred to as the Bactria-
Margiana Archeological Complex (BMAC)*. For
Southern Uzbekistan, it is according to all available
information, the beginning of the Bronze Age.
Furthermore it is connected with the first appear-
1ce of monumental architecture (Huff 2001). At
the same time, both the Margiana and Northern

1

Afghanistan were looking back on a longer Bronze
Age tradition (Salvatori 1998; Francfort 1984).
While the earlier phase of the Sapalli Culture
hows strong links with these regions, we observe
a shift of r -

itions towards Southern Tac

¢ jikistan
and the Eurasia Steppes in its younger phase’.
In this paper, I propose a new chronological
scheme for the Late Bronze A
Uzbekistan, based on burial assemblages. It rep

of Southern

resents preliminary results of my Ph.D. thesis on
Late Bronze Age burial data of Northern Bactria

and adjacent regions. Some of these burials were
excavated since 1994 within the framework of the
German-Uzbek joint excavations at Djarkutan
Tepe under the direction of D. Huff and Sh.
Shajdullaev (Huff 1997; Huff/Shajdullaev 1999;

2001): the larger part goes back to Soviet Era
B E B

excavations conducted by A. Askarov and teams

trom the Uzbek ,-"\L\‘\Ll.l_'lﬂ_\' of Sciences®.
During these recent excavations, trenches were

dug on the ‘citadel mound’, the so-called ‘temple

mound’ in various residential quarters and on the
No. 3 11L'L'['l1]1t|]i'4 o 1|'1s,' '\:!L]1|‘. \![. ]]'L' 1\‘.\idcmi\s|
areas (fig. 2)’. Between 1995 and 2000, 64 burials
were opened here. At the same time, previously
unpublished grave goods were documented from
the extensive museum collections in Samarkand,
Sherabad and Tashkent. I made a complete cata-
logue and a first analysis of the graves from Sapalli
Tepe in my master thesis in 2001 (Teufer 2001)
First of all, I want to summarize the Late
Bronze Age chronology used up to now. It goes
back to research conducted by the excavator of
both Sapalli and Djarkutan, A. Askarov (Askarov
1977), and was later refined by his students?. It 1s

based on both burial finds and stratigraphic units.

According to this system, a Sapalli period was
followed by the Djarkuran Period, with a short
overlap between the two. After Djarkutan, and
clearly differentiated from it, came the Kuzali,
Molali and Bustan Periods, again witl

nections between Molali and Bustan.

h close con

nder The Great (see
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Fig. 3. North Bactrian ceramic as ‘

semblages: Sapalli; Djarkut
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SAPALLI ASSEMBLAGE

DJARKUTAN ASSEMBLAGE |

ed from Askarov 1977, g,

Figures 3 and 4 show the most characteristic
ceramic forms for the individual periods: For the
Sapalli Period, these are high footed bowls with
S-shaped or inward-curving rim (fig. 3, Sapalli
assemblage I), spouted jars (fig. 3, Sapalli assem-
blage VIII), goblets (fig. 3, Sapalli assemblage IV),

N oE
open-spouted cups (fig. 3, Sapalli assemblage XI)
and different types of pithoi, pots, beakers, and

bowls (fig. 3, Sapalli assemblage V. VL. IX. X).

I
12

Particularly distinctive are strongly curved conical
bowls (fig. 3, Sapalli assemblage I1 1. 2).

The Djarkutan Period shows a very similar
ceramic assemblage: Most types are variants of
Sapa

straighter sides (fig. 3, Djarkutan assemblage I1 2),

li Period forms, the conical bowls develop

tor L'X.l[]l.pl(_" {..)PCI]-.\[TULI[L'Ll \_'LJ}‘\ Ll]‘.‘fl‘l]W]jL'.'lf.
A L'iL'.'z |')|L'\1]\ 15
Kll?.\lli PL‘IH‘L{: Ht'!'t',

visible when we turn to the

igh footed bowls however with
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Fig. 4. North Bactrian ceramic assemblages: Kuzali; Molali {adapted from Askarov/Abdullaev 1983, fig. 8. 9).

bowls. Larger vessels have a long, u_\mp.lr.uivc]‘\'
narrow neck (fig. 4, Kuzali assemblage 11 1. 2. 5. 11).
As we can see, the ceramic spectre is much reduced
when compared to the Sapalli and Djarkutan Periods.

strongly profiled, almost “baroque”stem and low
bowls with sharply incurving rims must be men-
tioned (fig. 4, Kuzali assemblage I 1. 3-7. 10). Together
with these, we find pots, narrow beakers, jars and
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In the Molali and Bustan Periods, the footed
bowls have a rather squat form and lack profiled
stems (fig. 4, Molali assemblage I). Jars share the
same narrow necks with the Kuzali jars, but the
pots and bowls show greater diversity. Particularly
noteworthy are the small, biconical jars (fig. 4,
Molali assemblage 111 8-10. 12. 16. 18-20).

.]I]'lL' []L}il'\]' 1_1.;'[11'11L'!ﬂ \\']I[h 1'hc.' L']'l]'il[]ﬂlt:}.’,_\' as

presented here is t

at only a very small number
of graves (closed finds) were published at all,
making it extremely difficult to test the proposed
sequence. This was only possible after recording
older burials, excavating new ones and, most
importantly, taking into account graves from the
nearby necropolis of Bustan VI. As should be the
case in a proper ‘paradigm shift’, some data do not
fit the chronological system I have just outlined.

To illustrate this point, some graves from Bustan
should be mentioned, which were published by N.
Avanesova and N. Tashulatova '

Bustan Grave 148 contained a hairpin and a
spouted jar, both types of Djarkutan Period date'’.
But we also find clear Molali types, namely a
tooted bowl with low, hollow foort, slightly round-
ed body and inward-curving rim, three rounded
pots with offset neck, two biconical jars and a tear-
shaped lapislazuli bead 2. Bustan Grave 230 shows
the same combination of Djarkutan- and Molali-
Period types: On the one hand a spouted jar, a
goblet, a bronze rod, and a pin with conical head ™%

ra
o ]

on the other hand, two biconical jars, a flat bowl,
and several pots with offset neck!

These wvariations cannot be due to a local
variation in the ceramic repertoire, firstly, since the
necropolis of Bustan is only 3 km south of Djarku-
tan, and, secondly, because the same discrepancies
can be observed in Djarkutan as well: Djarkutan

Necropolis 4c, Grave 165 contained a footed bowl
(figs. 5, 6) and two spouted jars (fig. 5, 4. 5) that
are perfectly compatible with Djarkutan Period
types. T'wo biconical jars (fig. 5, 2. 7), a flat bowl
(fig. 5, 1) and a footed bowl with incurving rim
[l'ig, 5, 8) can, mm comparison, be grouped with
Molali-Period forms, as can the miniature bronzes
(Kaniuth in press). Djarkutan Necropolis 3, Grave
50 held a number of Djarkutan forms such as
footed bowls (fig. 6, 1. 9), conical bowls (tig. 6, 3.
6), a spouted jar (fig. 6, 2) but also a biconical jar
(fig. 6, 5), more at home in a Mola

i assemblage.

Avanesova 1997; Avanesova/ hulatova 1999,

Avanesova 1997, fig. 10, 1. 12; Kaniuth/Teufer 2001,
hg 11, 1,12,

Avanesova 1997, fig 7-11. 13; Kaniuth/Teufer
2001, fig. 11, 4. 7-1

Avanesova/Tashulatova 1999, fig. 1; 1a; Kaniuth/Teufer
2001, fig. 12, 1. 2. 7. 9.

Avanesova/Tashulatova 1999, fig. 1a; Kaniuth/Teufer

2001, fig. 12, 5. 6. 8. 10. 12. 13,
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bowl \[I; 50 rescm

It given 1ts Ir:

certain. |'|‘.I_|_|!\_ d
ceramic hoard from Necropolis 3 contained

5) and two biconical jars

\l'!.‘.l_'.ll'(]l i,]:' |i|-

(fig. 7, 3), a Djarkutan and a Molali-type and

the same combination

1in appears in Grave

3. 5: biconical

5 of l\ e 4 (s ‘!ulll-;ti jars: 1
I I ] :

4. 7. 9).

ve are facine some deviations from the

traditional chronological sequence. None of

the burials showed links between the Djarl

tan- and Kuza
Molali-materia

cOntexts.

i-Periods, while Djarkutan- and

s frequently appear in the same

In order to make the necessary adjustments

Djarkutan Necropolis 3, ceramic depot. i the \|1|ml_n|n_\;|\..s| sequence, a

| available




wurial finds from Sapalli and Djarkutan are listed

sult 1s 2 combination

in a combination-table. The re

o’ N 1 1 +l e - S +
matrix, which shows the burial contexts in the left

mn, \!m_i l‘i'iu ceramic [ypes In []‘.L- Nrst row
f_i'|-_"_‘.i|_ ] Bronze Age
sequence falls into two distinct units, which we
I LB I

being the older (here in the upper left corner) and
1

\\\ can see 1:‘-1.'|1 the |.‘-.T{'

propose to call Late Bronze (LB) I anc

t). They

i ]'i l| [i'.L‘ _'\<Jl_i[]_;,;L'I' ONE |_L|.\.\.\|': on |'_||\_' |

L 1 1: 1 .
can e |‘-l_‘ turther divided into two sul

LB Ia and LB II:

characteristic shapes of these sub-phases, we can

respectively. Listing the

ately see, that LB la and LB Ib correspond
Ili and Djarkutan P
Askarov (fig. 3: 10). In LB Ila,

riods defined 'i'.\_'\

on the other hand,

classified as ‘Molali’;

Lypes appear that were so
biconical jars (fig. 4, Molali assemblage 111 8-10.
12. 16. 18-20; uE [ IS ) S

slightly rounded bodsy

footed bowls with

and incurving rim (fg. 4,

:\llllll .'l‘-‘-l"!]!!‘l.l_;;k I 12; |_' 11, 4) and ”.1[ |\\‘\‘.|."~

d rims (fig. 4, Molali assemblage VII

with rounc
6; fig. 11,

Forms thought to be cl

racteristic tor t

Kuzali Period, such as footed bowls with strongly
I; hig. 11,
pots with narrow base (hg. 4,

profiled stem (fig. 4, Kuzali assembla

16-19) and sma
Kuzali assemblage 111, 2-5; fig. 11, 10. 14) now
torm the bulk of the material within our sub-phase

LB IIb. It has to be emphasized that we are not

I ]
Age Chronology

of Southern [

dealing with a simple reversal of the order of the

Molah and Kuzali Periods. Molali-forms persist

throughout the entire LB II period, only some of

them are restricted to LB Ila. Likewise, so-called

[

Kuzali-forms appear in all of LB II, but concen-
trate in LB 1Ib.
While the number of burials dating to the

transition between LB I and LB 11 is still relatively

51

, the proposed sequence is supported by the
typological development of vessel forms. Footed
bowls of Ila-type with slightly rounded bodies and
inturned rims (fig. 11,4) find precursors in LB
.10, 11). The LB IIa flat bowls

ippear to be a transition:

footed bowls

(fig. 11, 7) form between
LB Ib str

the Late IIb rounded bowls (fig. 11, 11).

ht-sided conical bowls ( I.{g". 10, 15) and

Summing up, | propose some modifications of the
ge North

ern Bactria. They are significant enough to warrant

chronological sequence of Late Bronze

a new terminol

. The most interesting result 1s

that the “baroque™ footed bowls, once the hall

mark of the “Kuzali Period” (fig. 11, 16-19), in

reality characterize the final stage of the Late
Bronze Age. Similar types have so far not been
found in other scientific excavations. Objects that
have turned up from illicit digs in Northern
Afghanistan make it likely (Sarianidi 1977b, 69

fig. 31, 2), however, that future studies will provide
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us with a sequence comparable in length to that
of the Sapalli Culture.

As mentioned above, the later phase of the Late
Bronze Age has stronger connections to Southern
Tadiikistan and the northern steppe region. The
new chronological system proposed in this paper
will facilitate the establishment of a proper and
more precise time frame. The ceramic complex
from the Tadjik necropolis of Kangurttut (Vinogra-
dova 1996), for instance, will show ties to the phase
Late Bronze Age Ila, whereas the ceramic assem-
blage of Kumsai (Vinogradova/Pyankova 1990)
and Tandyriul (Vinogradova 1991) may reveal ties
to Late Bronze Age IIb.

The appearance of influences from the so called
“steppe nomads” of the Andronowo Culture,
of historic

which have been subject to a great dea
speculation, will also have to be reconsidered in
the light of this modified chronological sequence.
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