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PREFACE

Federico Mayor
Director-General of UNESCO

‘to develop and to increase the means of communication between . . .

peoples and to employ these means for the purposes of mutual
understanding and a truer and more perfect knowledge of each other’s lives’.
The History of the Scientific and Cultural Development of Mankind, published
in 1968, was a major early response on the part of UNESCO to the task of ena-
bling the peoples of the world to have a keener sense of their collective destiny
by highlighting their individual contributions to the history of humanity. This
universal history - itself now undergoing a fundamental revision - has been fol-
lowed by a number of regional projects, including the General History of Africa
and the planned volumes on Latin America, the Caribbean and on aspects of
Islamic culture. The History of Civilizations of Central Asia is an integral part
of this wider enterprise.

It 1s appropriate that the second of UNESCO’s regional histories should
be concerned with Central Asia. For, like Africa, Central Asia is a region whose
cultural heritage has tended to be excluded from the main focus of historical
attention. Yet from time immemorial the area has served as the generator of
population movements within the Eurasian land-mass. The history of the
ancient and medieval worlds, in particular, was shaped to an important extent

O NE of the purposes of UNESCO, as proclaimed in its Constitution, is

by the succession of peoples that arose out of the steppe, desert, oases and
mountain ranges of this vast area extending from the Caspian Sea to the high
plateaux of Mongolia. From the Cimmerians mentioned in Homer’s Odyssey,
the Scythians described by Herodotus, the Hsiung-nu whose incursions led the
emperors of China to build the Great Wall, the sixth-century Tirks who
extended their empire to the boundaries of Byzantium, the Khitans who gave
their name to ancient Cathay, through to the Mongols who erupted into world
history in the thirteenth century under Genghis Khan, the nomadic horsemen
of Central Asia helped to define the limits and test the mettle of the great civil-
izations of Europe and Asia.
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Nor is it sufficient to identify the peoples of Central Asia simply with
nomadic cultures. This is to ignore the complex symbiosis within Central Asia
itself between nomadism and settlement, between pastoralists and agricultura-
lists. It is to overlook above all the burgeoning of the great cities of Central Asia
such as Samarkand, Bukhara and Khiva, which established themselves in the late
Middle Ages as outstanding centres of intellectual inquiry and artistic creation.
The seminal writings of the philosopher-scientist Avicenna (a native of Buk-
hara) and the timeless masterpieces of Timurid architecture epitomize the
flowering of medieval culture in the steppes and deserts of Central Asia.

The civilizations of Central Asia did not, of course, develop in a vacuum.
The impact of Islam was pervasive and fundamental. The great civilizations on
the periphery of the Eurasian continent likewise exerted an important influence
on these lands. For some 1,500 years this arid inland sea — far removed from the
earth’s true oceans — was crucial as the route along which merchandise (notably
silk) and ideas flowed between China, India, Iran and Europe. The influence of
Iran - although the core of its civilization lies in South-West Asia — was particu-
larly strong, to the extent that it is sometimes difficult to establish a clear boun-
dary between the civilization of the Iranian motherland and that of the outlying
lands of Central Asia.

To the rich variety of peoples of Central Asia was thus added a multi-
plicity of external influences. For century after century, the region experienced
the influx of foreign art and ideas, colliding and merging with the indigenous
patterns of Central Asia. Migrations and the recurrent shock of military inva-
sion, mingling and displacing peoples and cultures, combined to maintain the
vast region in flux.

The systole and diastole of population movements down the ages add to
the difficulty of delimiting a region whose topology alone does not prescribe
clear boundaries. Thus, when, at the nineteenth session of its General Confe-
rence, UNESCO decided to embark on a History of Civilizations of Central
Asia the first problem to be resolved was to define the scope of the region
concerned. Subsequently, at a UNESCO meeting held in 1978, it was agreed
that the study on Central Asia should deal with the civilizations of Afghanistan,
north-eastern Iran, Pakistan, northern India, western China, Mongolia and the
former Soviet Central Asian republics. The appellation ‘Central Asia’, as
employed in this History, refers to this area, which corresponds to a clearly dis-
cernible cultural and historical reality.

UNESCO’s call to specialists, and particularly to scholars native to the
region, to participate in the undertaking met with a wide and generous res-
ponse. The project was deemed by academics to be an excellent opportunity to
draw back the curtain that had veiled Central Asia for so long. However, none
were 1n any doubt as to the huge dimensions of the task.

An ad hoc International Scientific Committee was formed in 1980 to plan
and prepare the work, which it was agreed should cover, in six volumes, the
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history of Central Asia from carliest times to the present day. The Committec’s
initia] task was to decide where pre-eminence should be given in the very wide
canvas before it. In due course, a proper balance was struck and teams of editors
and authors were selected.

The preparation of the History of Civilizations of Central Asia is now
well advanced. The best resources of research and archaeology have been used
to make the work as thorough as possible, and countless annals consulted in
major centres throughout the region. It is my sincere wish that this, the second
volume, and those that follow will bring instruction and pleasure to readers all
over the world.

[t remains for me to thank the President, Rapporteur and members of the
International Scientific Committee, and the editors, authors and teams of spe-
cialists who have collaborated to shed new light on Central Asia with this
detailed account of its vital and stirring past. I am sure it will prove a notable
contribution to the study and mutual appreciation of the cultures that are the
common heritage of mankind.

o'
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DESCRIPTION OF THE PROJECT

Mobhammad S. Asimov

October, November 1976), adopted the resolution which authorized the
Director-General to undertake, among other activities aimed at promot-
ing appreciation and respect for cultural identity, a new project on the preparation
of a History of Civilizations of Central Asia. This project was a natural conse-
quence of a pilot project on the study of Central Asia which was approved during
the fourteenth session of the UNESCO General Conference in November 1966.
The purpose of this pilot project, as it was formulated in the UNESCO
programme, was to make better known the civilizations of the peoples living in
the regions of Central Asia through studies of their archaeology, history, lan-
guages and literature. At its initial stage, the participating Member States
included Afghanistan, India, Iran, Pakistan and the former Soviet Union. Later,
Mongolia and China joined the UNESCO Central Asian project, thus enlarging
the area to cover the cultures of Mongolia and the western regions of China.
In this work, Central Asia should be understood as a cultural entity deve-
loped in the course of the long history of civilizations of peoples of the region
and the above delimitation should not be taken as rigid boundaries either now
or in the future.

In the absence of any existing survey of such large scope which could
have served as a model, UNESCO has had to proceed by stages in this difficult
task of presenting an integrated narrative of complex historical events from ear-
liest times to the present day.

T HE General Conference of UNESCO, at its nineteenth session (Nairobi,

The first stage was designed to obtain better knowledge of the civiliza-
tions of Central Asia by encouraging archaeological and historical research and
the study of literature and the history of science. A new project was therefore
launched to promote studies in five major domains: the archaeology and the his-
tory of the Kushan Empire, the history of the arts of Central Asia, the contribu-
tion of the peoples of Central Asia to the development of science, the history of
ideas and philosophy, and the literatures of Central Asia.
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An International Association for the Study of Cultures of Central Asia
(IASCCA), a non-governmental scholarly organization, was founded on the
initiative of the Tajik scholar B. Gafurov in 1973, assembling scholars of the
area for the co-ordination of interdisciplinary studies of their own cultures and
the promotion of regional and international co-operation.

Created under the auspices of UNESCO, the new Association became,
from the very beginning of its activity, the principal consultative body of
UNESCO in the implementation of its programme on the study of Central
Asian cultures and the preparation of a History of Civilizations of Central Asia.

The second stage concentrated on the modern aspects of Central Asian
civilizations and the eastward extension of the geographical boundaries of
research in the new programme. A series of international scholarly conferences
and symposia were organized in the countries of the area to promote studies on
Central Asian cultures.

Two meetings of experts, held in 1978 and 1979 at UNESCO Headquar-
ters, concluded that the project launched in 1967 for the study of cultures of
Central Asia had led to considerable progress in research and contributed to
strengthening existing institutions in the countries of the region. The experts
consequently advised the Secretariat on the methodology and the preparation of
the History. On the basis of its recommendations it was decided that this publi-
cation should consist of six volumes covering chronologically the whole history
of Central Asian civilizations ranging from their very inception up to the pres-
ent. Furthermore, the experts recommended that the experience acquired by
UNESCO during the preparation of the History of Scientific and Cultural De-
velopment of Mankind and of the General History of Africa should also be
taken into account by those responsible for the drafting of the History. As to its
presentation, they supported the opinion expressed by the UNESCO Secreta-
riat that the publication, while being a scholarly work, should be accessible to a
general readership.

Since history constitutes an uninterrupted sequence of events, it was
decided not to give undue emphasis to any specific date. Events preceding or
subsequent to those indicated here are dealt with in each volume whenever their
inclusion is justified by the requirements of scholarship.

The third and final stage consisted of setting up in August 1980 an Inter-
national Scientific Committee of nineteen members, who sit in a personal capac-
ity, to take reponsibility for the preparation of the History. The Committee
thus created includes two scholars from each of the seven Central Asian coun-
tries — Afghanistan, China, India, Islamic Republic of Iran, Pakistan, Mongolia
and the former USSR - and five experts from other countries ~ Hungary, Japan,
Turkey, the United Kingdom and the United States of America.

The Committee’s first session was held at UNESCO Headquarters in
December 1980. Real work on the preparation of the publication of the History
of Civilizations of Central Asia started, in fact, in 1981. It was decided that

12



Description of the project

scholars selected by virtue of their qualifications and achievements relating to
Central Asian history and culture should ensure the objective presentation, and
also the high scientific and intellectual standard, of this History.

Members of the International Scientific Committee decided that the new
project should correspond to the noble aims and principles of UNESCO and
thereby should contribute to the promotion of mutual understanding and peace
between nations. The Committee followed the recommendation of the experts
delineating for the purpose of this work the geographical area of Central Asia to
reflect the common historical and cultural experience.

The first session of the International Committee decided most of the prin-
cipal matters concerning the implementation of this complex project, beginning
with the drafting of plans and defining the objectives and methods of work of
the Committee itself.

The Bureau of the International Scientific Committee consists of a presi-
dent, four vice-presidents and a rapporteur. The Bureau’s task is to supervise
the execution of the project between the sessions of the International Scientific
Committee. The reading committee, consisting of four members, was created 1n
1986 to revise and finalize the manuscripts after editing Volumes I and II.
Another reading committee was constituted in 1989 for Volumes III and IV.

The authors are scholars from the present twelve countries of Central
Asia and experts from other regions. Thus, this work 1s the result of the regional
and of the international collaboration of scholars within the framework of the
programme of the United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organ-
1zation (UNESCO).

It is our sincere hope that the publication of the second volume of the
History of Civilizations of Central Asia will be a further step towards the pro-
motion of the cultural identity of the peoples of Central Asia, strengthening
their common cultural heritage and, consequently, will foster a better under-
standing among the peoples of the world.

13
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INTRODUCTION

J. Harmatta

oLUME Il of the History of Civilizations of Central Asia deals with the

historical period from ¢. 700 B.C. to ¢. A.D. 250. This was characterized

by the development of the nomadic and sedentary civilizations, created
by the Iranian tribes who lived partly in the steppe and wooded-steppe zone,
partly in the oasis zone. The ancestors of the Iranians, the Indo-Iranian
tribes, had separated from the Proto-Balts and the Proto-Slavs in the fifth
millennium B.C. and began to infiltrate the territory of Central Asia during
the fourth millennium B.c., but remained in close contact with the Finno-
Ugrian tribes, who borrowed a considerable number of important terms from
them. Indeed it is from such loan words and linguistic contacts that their
migrations can be reconstructed. The first mass migration of the Indo-Ira-
nians during the second millennium B.C. was connected with the rise of ani-
mal husbandry, in particular horse-breeding, and with the invention of the
two- or four-wheeled vehicle. In their movements towards the Caucasus, the
steppes of southern Siberia and Central Asia, they already used the war cha-
riot. As a result they were able to reach Mesopotamia, the Iranian plateau,
India, the Altai mountains, and even China and Korea. The second wave of
Indo-Iranian migrations was marked by the emergence of the equestrian
nomads that gave rise to the ethnic image of Central Asia and led to the for-
mation of the first syncretistic civilizations.

In the eighth and seventh centuries B.C. there were two different zones of
civilizations in Central Asia — the northern zone of the Iranian nomads and the
southern one of the Iranian husbandmen, who settled on the soil of the oases.
This contrast between nomadic tribes and sedentary population has left deep
traces in the historical tradition of the Iranians, and was strengthened by the rise
of the Achaemenid Empire, which established the Syr Darya as its northern
frontier against the nomadic Sakas. South of the river, inside the Achaemenid
Empire, the transition from nomadism to agriculture accelerated, and different
forms of co-existence between nomads and villages of husbandmen developed.

19



J. Harmatta

Beyond the empire the influence of Achaemenid culture in Central Asia spread
towards the east as far as the Sakas of the Altai region.

The invasion of Alexander the Great transformed the scene. The nomads
were driven back, sedentary civilization was strengthened and, due to the nume-
rous Greek settlements, quickly became predominant. With the rise of the
Graeco-Bactrian kingdom, the civilizations of Central Asia underwent a funda-
mental change. Greek culture became their constant and essential constituent. It
transformed the character of life as well as the mode and conditions of produc-
tion. Under its influence a new syncretistic civilization came into being, and
Greek-influenced art and architecture developed. The use of the Greek script
and language spread throughout Bactria; urbanization made rapid progress;
houses, public buildings, Greek-type sanctuaries and the pantheon of Greek
divinities appeared everywhere in its cities. Greek influence was not confined to
Bactria: its general importance is well illustrated by the fact that the Mauryan
emperor Asoka had a Greek translation of his edicts prepared.

The Graeco-Bactrian kings made the first attempt to create a powerful
state in Central Asia, which could control the trade routes leading to China, the
Indian subcontinent, the Seleucid Empire and the steppes of eastern Europe.
They conquered ancient north-western India, extended their power up to the
Phryni and the Seres and led military expeditions against the nomads in the
north and west. It was in this period that the first objects of Chinese origin
reached Central Asia and that the name of the Ts’in dynasty (221-207 B.C.)
emerged in the form of Cin among the Iranians. Coming from Central Asia to
Iran and India, it furnished the base for the European name of China. The
Graeco-Bactrian kingdom played a catalysing role between the cultural goods
of distant peoples, and created a syncretistic culture which became the basis of
the civilizations of Central Asia up to the Arab conquest.

About 130 B.C. the Graeco-Bactrian kingdom fell to the invasions of the
Iranian nomads, the Sacaraucae, Asiani and Tochari. During the second century
B.C. the expansion of the nomadic Hsiung-nu Empire led to the migrations of
these Iranian nomads, who overthrew the Graeco-Bactrian state and interrupted
the commercial relations established by its kings. In the beginning of the first
century B.C., however, the Chinese were able to open the Silk Route across the
Tarim basin, leading to the intensive caravan trade that developed between
China and Central Asia and between Central Asia and its other neighbours.

In the first century B.C. the Sakas established a series of kingdoms in east-
ern Iran and north-western India; but in the first century A.D., these territories
came under the control of the Indo-Parthians, who ruled an empire that
stretched from Sistan to the Indus and beyond. Meanwhile to the north of the
Hindu Kush mountains the unification of the five Tocharian tribes under the
rule of the Kushans had already begun; and about A.D. 50 their king, Kujula
Kadphises, who had made himself master of Bactria, ousted the Indo-Parthians
and annexed their Indian provinces. During the second century A.D., his succes-
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sors, Vima Kadphises and the Great Kushans, ruled the first great empirc in
Central Asia — an empire that also controlled north-west India as far as Kau-
sambi and the Indus valley down to the ports of the Arabian Sea. As a result the
Kushans were able to establish strong commercial relations with the castern
provinces of the Roman Empire by the maritime routes between north-west
India, the Red Sea, and the Persian Gulf; and with the peoples of the Caucasus
and steppes of eastern Europe, by the land routes along the Oxus river and
beyond the Caspian Sea.

Consequently, Central Asia played an important intermediary role of
world dimensions in the transmission of artefacts, culture and ideas. Chinese
silk was sold in Rome. In return Roman gold was exported to north-west India
and Central Asia, and provided the precious metal for the superb coinage of the
Great Kushans. Parallel with the traffic in commodities cultural exchanges
increased. The influence of Graeco-Roman art is to be seen in Central Asia
where it was a major factor in the formation of Gandhiran art. The spread of
the great religions began with Buddhism, which travelled from India across
Central Asia as far as China. The Kushan pantheon, consisting of pre-Zoroas-
trian, Zoroastrian, Graeco-Roman, Indian Hindu and Buddhist divinities, is a
good illustration of the syncretistic civilization of Central Asia at the time. The
Kushans, who were themselves of nomadic origin, re-established relations be-
tween Central Asia and the northern nomads. They in turn played a more and
more considerable role in the formation of the civilizations that subsequently
came into being on this territory. Indeed the Kushan synthesis determined the
future of the cultures of Central Asia up to and beyond the adoption of Islam.

Traffic along the Silk Route brought quite exceptional prosperity and the
Great Kushans tried to exclude their neighbours from this rich transit trade. To
establish direct contacts with more distant lands, the states bordering on the
Kushan Empire tried to conquer the starting-points or important sections of the
Silk Route, and were sometimes successful. About A.D. 234, Sasanian Iran con-
quered the western provinces of the Kushan Empire up to Sogdiana, Gandhara
and the Indus delta. Somewhat later, around A.D. 270, the Chionites (descen-
dants of the western Hsiung-nu) made themselves masters of K’ang-chi (a
nomadic state lying to the north of the Syr Darya) and conquered Sogdiana.
Although the Kushan Empire declined, it bequeathed its syncretistic civiliza-
tion, imbued with Greek culture, to the Chionites, the Guptas, the Hephthalites
and eventually the Tiirk dynasties which replaced the Hephthalites during the
seventh century A.D.

EpiTor’s NOTE

Middle Asia is the territory belonging to the Commonwealth of Independent
States (former Soviet Central Asian republics).
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ANCIENT IRANIAN NOMADS
IN WESTERN CENTRAL ASIA®

A. Abetekov and H. Yusupov

HE territory of Central Asia, which consists of vast expanses of steppe-

land, desert and semi-desert with fine seasonal pastures, was destined by

nature for the development of nomadic cattle-breeding. Between the
seventh and third centuries B.C. it was inhabited by a large number of tribes,
called Scythians by the Greeks, and Sakas by the Persians.

The history of the Central Asian nomads is inseparable from that of the
nomadic and semi-nomadic peoples of the Eurasian steppe zone. Their political
and economic life was closely linked, and their material culture had much in
common. It should also be noted that, despite their distinctive qualities, the
nomadic tribes were closely connected with the agricultural population of Cen-
tral Asia. In fact, the history and movements of these nomadic tribes and the
settled population cannot be considered in 1solation; each had its impact on the
other, and this interdependence must be properly understood.

Literary sources on the ancient Iranian nomads
of Central Asia

The term “Tura’ is the name by which the Central Asian nomadic tribes were
known in one of the earliest parts of the Avesta. The Turas are portrayed as
enemies of the sedentary Iranians and described, in Yast XVII (prayer to the
goddess A3i), 55-6, as possessing fleet-footed horses.? As early as 641 or 640
B.C. the nomads were known in Assyrian sources as the Sakas.

* See Map 1.

1. Litvinsky, 1972, p. 156.

2. The mention of the Tiras’ fleet-footed horses is possibly a hint at their link with the
territory of Turkmenistan, which from time immemorial was famous for its splendid
swift horses, the ancestors of the present-day Turkmen breeds (/storiya Turkmenskoy
SSR, 1957, p. 104).

3. Luvinsky, 1972, pp. 156-7.
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Many Greek writers referred to all the nomads of Eurasia, including those
of Central Asia, as Scythians; and the Persians designated all the nomadic tribes
of the Eurasian steppes, including the Scythians, as the Sakas. These broad clas-
sifications were based on the similarity of the culture and way of life of all the
nomads who spoke Iranian languages. The question of the actual distribution of
the different nomadic tribes or tribal groups is debatable, largely because of the
dearth of written sources. Moreover, it is well to remember that nomadic life
characteristically entailed frequent migrations, with the result that different
tribes successively occupied one and the same territory. When it is considered
that these tribes were culturally very close to one another it is easy to under-
stand why classical writers sometimes associated different tribes with the same
historical events. For example, in their description of Cyrus’ war against the
Central Asian nomads, Cyrus fought against the Massagetae according to Hero-
dotus; against the Sakas according to Strabo; against the Abiae according to
Quintus Curtius; against the Derbices according to Ctesias; and against the
Dahae according to Berossus.

It is now generally agreed that the ancient nomads of Central Asia were
descendants of the Bronze Age cattle-breeding tribes who had inhabited the
same territory,’ which does not exclude, however, the probability of consider-
able ethnic intermingling and movement within and beyond the borders of the
region. These trends must have become particularly marked at the start of the
first millennium B.C., when a number of tribes changed from cattle-breeding to
a purely nomadic way of life.

This view is confirmed by anthropological studies. Between the seventh
and fifth centuries B.C., the Sakas of the Aral Sea region seem to have a mixed
population, consisting of a Europoid, mainly Andronovo stratum with a signifi-
cant admixture of Mongoloid forms of Central Asian origin. Anthropological
materials of the Saka period from eastern Kazakhstan are heterogeneous, show-
ing genetic similarities with the population of the T’ien Shan and the Altai
mountains with a Mongoloid admixture already apparent. The Sakas of the east-
ern Pamirs occupied a place apart, among the other Saka tribes or those akin to
them.’

The question of the distribution of the Saka tribes is extremely complex.
Current literature presents the most varied and contradictory points of view,
due principally to the paucity of written sources. The location of the different
tribes can only be determined from the extant archaeological data, and any pic-
ture of the distribution of the Central Asian tribes belonging to the Saka-Massa-
getac community remains tentative and incomplete. The Naqgsh-1 Rustam
inscription of Darius I lists three Saka tribal confederations: (a) the Saka Hau-

4. Sec Volume I, Chapters 14 and 15.
5. Litvinsky, 1972, p. 184.
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mavargd, in Ferghana, where they began to change over to a settled form of
life; (b) the Saka Tigraxauda in the region beyond the Syr Darya and in Semi-
rechye; and (c) the Sakd tayaiy paradraya, or European Sakas (Scythians). In
his list of Darius’ satrapies, Herodotus also mentions the Caspians and Sacae
as belonging to the fifteenth province. They are usually located along the
southern and eastern shores of the Caspian Sea up to the mouth of the now-
dried-up Uzboi. It is possible that the Dahae and a number of the other
groupings of the Hellenistic period may have derived from the earlier Massa-
getian Confederation.

No kurgans or burial mounds of the Scythian period (seventh—fifth centu-
ries B.C.) on the Uzboi are known so far, though the association of the Massage-
tae with the area seems to be well founded.® The kurgans that have been investi-
gated (dating from the fourth-second centuries B.C.) show that they are
connected with Massagetian tribal groups of a later period, perhaps the Dahae.
Their material culture is unquestionably of local origin and contains elements
common to the Prokhorovo culture of the lower Volga and Ural regions.

Society and economy of the Iranian nomads
of Central Asia

The eighth to sixth centuries B.C. witnessed the development of a class society
both among the nomadic tribes and in the settled oases. The development of a
specialized nomadic cattle-breeding economy obviously led to major economic
and social changes, though the written sources throw little light on the social
and economic relationships that existed among the ancient nomads. The trans-
ition to a nomadic way of life in the eighth and seventh centuries B.C. occurred
at much the same time over the whole of the Central Asian and southern Rus-
sian steppes, which were then populated by nomadic tribes showing many simi-
larities in material culture, customs and mores. A nomadic cattle-breeding econ-
omy, in which cattle were put to pasture on a succession of different grazing
grounds, led to a sharp increase in the number of cattle. This, in turn, led to
more tribes shifting to a nomadic way of life. The basis of their prosperity lay in
their large herds; horses now began to play a greater role; tribes living on the
banks of the rivers engaged in fishing; and skilled craftsmen produced arms,
ornaments, sumptuous carpets and other objects.” The only indication of the
political system of administration operating among the nomads is the mention
made of the Saka-Massagetian kings, who were identified with the leaders of the
nomadic confederations. The fact that these confederations constituted an

6. P’yankov, 1964, 1972; Yusupov, 1976.
7. Istoriya Turkmenskoy SSR, 1957, p. 69.
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organized military force provides justification for speaking of an aristocracy in
contrast to the rank-and-file of free nomads.

There may also have been slaves among the nomads, but they clearly did
not take any significant part in productive life. The range of grave goods found
in barrows also provides evidence for the existence of social differentiation
among the Central Asian nomads. In some regions such differences are particu-
larly marked in barrows from the Late Bronze Age, which contained basic types
of arms, horse-harness fittings and artefacts typical of the time. Still more strik-
ing evidence of social differentiation is to be seen in the very rich mausoleum
complexes of leaders — in the Tagisken and Uygarak cemeteries on the lower
reaches of the Syr Darya,® in the Chilik kurgan, the barrows in central Kazakh-
stan and Kyrgyzstan and the huge royal sepulchre of Arzhan.’ Judging from the
fact that, during this period, there was a shift from large burial mounds to
smaller clusters of kurgans, we may presume that changes of some sort occurred
in the family and tribal structure of nomad society.

Most scholars believe that the social organization of the steppe tribes was
based on a clan and tribe structure. Based mainly on data in classical authors,
this conclusion is confirmed by archaeological material — barrows in the steppe
belt are usually sited in separate groups, representing the burial grounds of
members of different clans. By this stage, however, the original equality of the
steppe societies had already been lost, and there were considerable social and
property distinctions.

The burial complexes of ordinary herdsmen are found under small earth-
en or stone mounds, whereas grandiose structures, sometimes as high as 20 m,
were erected over members of the tribal aristocracy. Complex burial structures
have been found in tombs of nobles, with different layouts in different parts of
the steppe zone. Among the European Scythians they normally took the form
of deep complex catacombs with several chambers. In Semirechye and the Altai
regions, the excavated graves of aristocrats contain monumental timber tombs.
Thus, in the Besshatir burial ground in the Ili river valley, log-built burial vaults
were found, consisting of three parts: a corridor, an antechamber and the burial
chamber proper. The walls rose to a height of 4 m and were built of horizontal
trunks of Schrenk spruce, strengthened by timber uprights dug into the
ground.'

A large number of people must have been employed to erect these com-
plex structures. Obviously the persons buried in them were the chiefs of large
tribes or even tribal confederations. The Arzhan tumulus (Fig. 1), already men-
tioned, is of interest in this connection. Its stone-built mound, 120 m in diam-

8. Vishnevskaya, 1973; Vishnevskaya and Itina, 1971; Itina, 1981.
9. Gryaznov, 1975.
10. Akishev and Kushaev, 1963, p. 35.
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FiG. 1. Arzhan: plan of a roval tomb.

eter, covered a timber burial structure consisting of seventy radially arranged
chambers. In the central chamber the leader and his close companions were
buried, while the other chambers held the remains of representatives of subject
tribes and possibly the offerings of friendly tribal groups. Each ot the burials
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was accompanied by many different articles, but a considerable proportion of
these were unfortunately plundered in antiquity. It has been calculated that
about 160 saddle horses were buried in the kurgan and another 300 horses eaten
at the funeral feast."

Social differentiations between steppe tribes of the Scythian period are
also mentioned by classical authors. For instance, Lucian states that the Pontic
Scythians were divided into a royal clan, pilophoroi, thought to be members of
the military aristocracy or priests and the ‘eight-legged ones’ — ordinary herds-
men with a pair of oxen and a cart. Some believe that this division corresponds
to the division of society into three class or caste groups that characterized all
the ancient Indo-Iranians.”? A similar division can also be traced in the distribu-
tion of graves in archaeological sites, for example, in the Saka burial ground at
Uygarak on the lower Syr Darya.” Classical sources bear witness to the exis-
tence of slaves among the Scythians and the use of slave labour in the economy.
In the Scythian world, however, slavery did not develop to any considerable
extent, remaining mostly domestic and patriarchal, and ‘slavery never became
widespread among the nomads’ as a basis of production.'* Written sources also
suggest that women held a comparatively high position among the nomadic
Saka-Massagetae. For example, Herodotus describes Queen Tomyris as their
leader in the war against Cyrus. It is not, however, clear whether a parallel can
be drawn in this respect between Saka-Massagetian society and its western
neighbour, the matrilineal Sarmatian society.

Culture of the Iranian nomads of Central Asia

Archaeological remains of the first millennium B.C. in the Eurasian steppes have
been studied since the nineteenth century. Initially it was thought that this evi-
dence supported the idea, based on an acquaintance with classical tradition, that
the whole population of the steppe belt belonged to the same ethnic stock. They
seemed to demonstrate cultural uniformity throughout the area. Everywhere
burials were found in barrows (kurgans) containing similar weapons, horse
trappings and works of art. The choice of motifs and their style — known as the
‘animal style’ — pointed to a uniform cultural pattern. All this helped to give rise
to the concept of a single Scythian culture, present throughout the Eurasian
steppes, which had spread from a single centre and belonged to one tribe or

11. Gryaznov, 1980.

12. Grantovskiy, 1960, pp. 14-15.
13. Vishnevskaya, 1973, pp. 67-8.
14. Markov, 1976, p. 303.
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people. This interpretation seemed to be in conformity with the statement of
Herodotus (IV.11) that the Pontic Scythians came from Asia. On this evidence,
the original homeland, common to all peoples who displayed this culture,
should be sought somewhere in the Asian part of the steppe-lands.

Some modern scholars share this point of view and are paying special
attention to dating the archaeological remains in various parts of the steppe
zone. They hope to find the area where Scythian culture had its origins in those
places where the forms of weapons, horse furniture and objects worked in the
animal style appeared earliest. It has thus been suggested that one of the earliest
complexes of this type is the famous Chilik barrow in eastern Kazakhstan.” In
recent years the Arzhan barrow in Tuva has also attracted close attention. Its
dating 1s a moot point but supporters of an earlier date (ninth—eighth centuries
B.C.) believe that it is precisely this site that points to Central Asia as the zone in
which the Scythian culture that spread across the Eurasian steppes first took
shape.'¢

However, as new material accumulates and 1s carefully scrutinized there
seems to be increasing evidence in support of a different concept, that is, that in
the Scythian epoch there existed in the steppe zone not one but rather a whole
series of distinctive cultures belonging to different peoples. Even the features
that stamp these cultures as similar show appreciable local variations, while
their other characteristics are equally specific. The common features are due not
only to their having come from a single source or to ethnic affinities but also to
close contacts between the steppe tribes. These factors account for similar econ-
omic structures, bringing in their train an outward unification of life-style, and
leading to the formation of a Scytho-Siberian cultural entity. Within this entity,
every culture pattern is ‘completely distinct and original by virtue of its own
particular historical past and the particular conditions ruling in the country in
which it is found’.” This of course in no way rules out the existence also of eth-
nic ties between some of these peoples.

A whole range of such Scythian-type cultures in the Eurasian steppes has
already been studied. In addition to Scythian remains in the Black Sea area,
these studies have covered Sarmatian complexes in the country round the lower
reaches of the Don and Volga* and various groups of Saka sites in Central Asia:
on the lower Syr Darya,” in the Pamirs® and in Semirechye,” and a whole series
of cultures whose assignment to any particular people mentioned in the sources

15. Chernikov, 1965.

16. Terenozhkin, 1976, pp. 210-11.

17. Gryaznov, 1978, p. 18.

18. Smirnov, 1964.

19. Tolstov and Itina, 1966; Vishnevskaya, 1973.
20. Liwvinsky, 1972.

21. Akishev and Kushaev, 1963.
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is problematical, that is, the Tasmol culture in central Kazakhstan,? the Pazirik
culture in the Altai,”’ the Tagar culture in southern Sibena.

Among the steppe peoples of the Scythian group the predominant econ-
omic activity was nomadic herding, but in some areas the economy was of a
more complex nature.

Herodotus (IV.17-18) describes the Pontic Scythian tribes partly as
sedentary agriculturalists but he says (1.216) that the Massagetae of Central Asia
‘sow no grain but live by keeping herds and fishing. . . . They also drink milk.’
Investigation of the large fortified settlement of Chirik-Rabat, on the north-
western confines of the Kyzyl Kum Desert, a settlement connected with the
Massagetae, certainly contradicts the statement that they led a purely nomadic
life and shows that in their economy the ancient traditions of fishing were com-
bined with tillage of the land and semi-nomadic stock-raising.

Close ties between the nomadic and agricultural societies of Central Asia
can be traced not only in the political and ethnic but also in the cultural and
productive spheres. As is usually the case with nomads in general, craft produc-
tion among the nomads of Central Asia was not so well developed as in the set-
tled agricultural provinces, from which they obtained the wares they needed. A
social division of labour thus grew up between the nomads and the settled agri-
culturalists and craftsmen.

Classical writers were much impressed by the excellent quality of the
arms of the Central Asian nomads. Quintus Curtius (IV.9.3) noted that they
had coats of mail made ‘of iron plates’. According to Arrian (I111.13.4), the Cen-
tral Asian warriors went into battle ‘carefully covered’ with a metal coat of mail.
They also used metal helmets and shields of various shapes and sizes. According
to Herodotus (1.215), the Massagetae’s horses were protected by breast-plates.
It has been suggested that it was in Central Asia that equine armour first
appeared.” In the absence of any archaeological evidence for the advanced pro-
duction of weapons by the nomads themselves, it may be supposed that some of
their arms, especially defensive armour which required much workmanship,
were imported from the provinces inhabited by a sedentary population.

On the other hand, evidence of ceramic production by the nomads them-
selves 1s provided by the so-called ‘barbaric ceramics’, distinguished by an
extremely coarse texture. Typical of the tribes in the Uzboi region, in particular,
were the large trough-shaped vessels, used as ossuaries; in the oases, they were
unknown. Another point suggesting that they were locally produced is their
usually large size (over 1 m in length), which would have made it difficult to
transport them over long distances on account of their fragility.

Judging by Herodotus® account of the religion of the Massagetae, they

22. Margulan, 1966, pp. 303 et seq.
23. Rudenko, 1953.
24. Gafurov, 1972, p. 92.
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practised the cult of the supreme sun god - Mithra ~ associated with various
forms of fire- and horse-worship. Some scholars are of the opinion that as
Zoroastrianism spread, some of the Sakas adopted its teachings.” The question
of the Sakas’ religion may be approached, it would scem, in the same way as
that of their culture. There could not have been only one religion in such a vast
region. The chances are that there were local interpretations of similar beliefs
and rites, these being reflected in varying burial ceremonials in different prov-
inces.

Some information about the religious view of the nomads of north-west
Turkmenistan is provided by the Ichianli,* a monumental stone building dating
from the fifth to second centuries B.c. This was, in all likelithood, a cult centre
for the nomadic tribes of the plateau beyond the Uzboi.” The plan of the build-
ing 1s rectangular (35 x 40 m) with rounded corners to the south-east and south-
west. The upper part of the building is topped by a thick and intricately con-
structed stone structure on which a hot fire had burned for a long time. The
eastern and western part along the slope of the central elevation is traversed by
parallel arched rows of vertically standing slabs, the gaps between which are
filled with ashes of the ‘sacred’ fire that were brought here. South of the central
high ground were outbuildings and passageways lined with large stone slabs
standing on their edges. The surviving walls are as much as 2 m high. On the
northern side, there is a semi-enclosed right-angled area with two altars. Other
buildings contain large hearths or altars.?* Traces of the prolonged action of fire
are visible everywhere, and slag, the bones of animals (predominantly horse
skulls and hooves), and a considerable number of bronze arrow-heads have
been found. Two distinct types of pottery have been discovered in the complex:
the local Daha-Massagetian earthenware and the roundware brought in from
the south-western and southern regions. The large quantity of horses’ bones
inevitably brings to mind Herodotus’ observation that the only god the Massa-
getae worshipped was the sun, to which they sacrificed horses (1.216). The
horse, reflecting the ideology that was taking shape among the nomadic peoples,
was widely represented in the distinctive Scytho-Saka-Massagetian art known as
the ‘animal style’. Tacitus (VI.37) also noted the ideological significance of the
horse image in speaking of the sacrificial slaughter of horses as a Parthian cus-
tom; so did Philostratus, who observed that the Parthian king Vardanes sacri-

25. Litvinsky, 1972.

26. Almost in the centre of the burial ground containing barrows of different periods
located on a hill to the south of the Dordul heights (a plateau bevond the Uzboi river)
dominating the sands of the Kara Kum lowlands, the ruins of a stone building were
discovered, which excavations showed to have no connection with the burial ground.

27. Yusupov, 1976, p. 42.

28. The fact that Ichianli had a number of peripheral ‘altars’ in addition to a central altar
suggests that the former, unlike the latter, were directly associated with burial grounds.
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FiG. 2. Decoration cut out from leather of a saddle
covering: first kurgan at Pazirtk
(mountainous Altai). (After Rudenko, 1953.)

ficed a white horse of the best Nisa breed. The horse was equally popular in
both Scythian and Saka art.?”

The art of the Achaemenids also owes much to the nomadic art from
which it borrowed so many features. At the same time, Achaemenid works in
turn had a strong influence on the culture of the nomads. Evidence of the cultu-
ral and trade relations between Achaemenid Iran and Central Asia and the
regions to the north-east of it is provided by various objects (everyday and cere-
monial) discovered in the excavations of kurgans, such as the Arzhan burial
mound (cighth—seventh centuries B.C.) and the Tuva and the Pazirik barrows
(sixth—fourth centuries B.C.) in the Altai. Here, due to the permanent layer of
ice, articles of leather (see Fig. 2), wool and thick felt have survived in an excel-
lent state of preservation. Of considerable interest are pieces of woollen cloth
and a short pile carpet with woven designs which suggest that they were of Ira-
nian origin, though a Middle Asian provenance is not altogether excluded.* It
seems reasonable to infer that their basic type of dwelling was the portable yurt.
Burial sites at different localities show differences in form of construction, the
objects they contain and the manner of burial. In the vicinity of the Sarikamish
delta of the Amu Darya, in the lower reaches of the Syr Darya and in Semi-
rechye, alongside shallow-ditch graves were the huge barrows of the aristoc-
racy, with complex wooden constructions or sophisticated structures 1in
unbaked brick typical of the architecture of the seventh to third centuries B.c.
In north-west Turkmenistan and in the castern Pamirs, monumental stone
vaults built at ground level were quite common and widespread, serving as
family or tribal tombs. Such tombs have yielded a rich variety of articles — wea-
pons, ornaments (including some in the animal style), and horse trappings very

29. Skifi 1 Sarmati, 1972, pp. 96-7.
30. Gryaznov, 1975, p. 10; Istoriya Turkmenskoy SSR, 1957, pp. 69-71.
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similar to those found in the Sarmatian monuments in the Ural region. Besides
local carthenware, they contain bronze weapons and ornaments, imported
beads (carnelian and lazurite) and pottery vessels brought in from the oases,
providing further evidence of the links between the Saka-Massagetae and the
Central and Western Asian worlds. The lion and panther motifs in the art of
south Tagisken and Uygarak locate the Sakas of the Aral Sea region in the area
to which the Scytho-Siberian animal style had spread.” Overall the nomadic
tribes made a very significant contribution to the development of the Central
Asian peoples. Military and political vitality, vigorous economic development,
fostered by the commerce essential to the nomadic way of life, and strikingly
original art were their characteristic features.

31. Vishnevskaya, 1973; Vishnevskaya and Itina, 1971; Itina, 1981.
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MEDIA AND ACHAEMENID IRAN*

M. A. Dandamayev

The immigration of the Median and Persian tribes

When and how the Medes and Persians reached the Iranian plateau is still an
open question, though it has been discussed in scholarly literature for decades.
Until recently, some scholars held that the original homeland of the Iranians lay
in Middle Asia, from which some of the tribes were thought to have reached the
Iranian plateau between the ninth and eighth centuries B.c. But many now
consider that they came there via the Caucasus from the steppes of southern
Russia.' V. I. Abaev, for one, considers that the Iranian tribes were in southern
Russia in the early second millennium B.C. and that, subsequently, some of
them left for Iran via the Caucasus and for Middle Asia via the north Caspian
coast, while the Scythians, who were also of Iranian stock, remained in southern
Russia.?

The Medes and Persians certainly appeared in Iran as early as the begin-
ning of the first millennium B.C. There were indeed places where the older, non-
Iranian tribes - the Kassites, Kutians and others — remained politically predomi-
nant during the ninth and eighth centuries B.c. But from the second half of the
seventh century the Iranians formed the majority in many parts of western Iran,
including the region that was to become the Median kingdom and the lands to
the west. When the Iranians appeared there, they already had advanced cultural,
social and economic traditions; they engaged in both pastoralism and agricul-
ture, were thoroughly acquainted with metals, reared horses and used the
chariot. Like the Later Achaemenid Empire, the Kingdom of the Medes arose in
a region where Iranian speakers predominated and was rooted in the previous
development of the Iranian tribes.

* See Map 1.
1. Grantovskiy, 1970, pp. 7 et seq.
2. Abacv, 1969, pp. 121-4.
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The early history of the Iranians is only scantily reflected in written
sources. Assyrian texts show that the Medes had settled in north-western Iran at
the beginning of the first millennium B.C. In the ninth century B.C., this region
had scarcely begun to change from a tribal to a class society, and was divided in-
to scores of petty princedoms, ruling alike over the Medes and the indigenous
peoples of Kutian or Kassite descent.

The first reference in Assyrian sources to the Persians also relates to the
ninth century B.C. An inscription of King Shalmaneser III, written around 843,
mentions the province of Parsua; in 834 the Assyrians levied taxes from twenty-
seven ‘kings’ of that province. Until recently it was widely assumed that Parsua
was near Lake Urmia, but Levine has recently demonstrated that it was most
probably in the central Zagros mountains.’

At that time the Persians were not yet united but were led by many sep-
arate chieftains. Assyrian texts of the late eighth century B.C. speak of the land
Parsumas to the east of the modern Sulaymaniyah, that is, north-west of Elam.
The Persians are thought to have parted from the Median tribes around 800
B.C., and gradually to have moved south-eastwards. In 714 they are mentioned
as subjects of the Assyrian monarch Sargon II. With the passage of time they
came to occupy the ancient land of Elam in south-west Iran, which was named
Parsa after the new arrivals.

This region is roughly equivalent to the modern Iranian province of Fars,
an Arabization of Middle Persian Pars going back to the Old Persian name
Parsa used to designate the land and people of the ancient Persians as well as
their capital, Persepolis. The name ‘Persis’ is derived from ‘Persia’, the Greek
transcription of Old Persian Parsa. The forerunner of the country’s modern
name, [ran, was first mentioned by the Greek author Eratosthenes in the third
century B.C. as Ariane, deriving from Old Iranian aryanam xsa@ram meaning
‘land of the Aryans’, since the Persians and Medes held themselves to be Aryan
tribes. Both they and other Iranian tribes such as the Bactrians, Chorasmians,
Sogdians and Sakas acknowledged their common origins and the kinship of the
languages they spoke.

Archaeologists such as Ghirshman suggest that the route the Iranian
tribes took 1s further indicated by changes in material culture, more especially in
particular forms of burial or the decoration of horse harness and pottery.
Ghirshman’s view is that rather than conquering Elam, the Persians acquired
lands there by entering the service of local rulers as cavalry, the latter being un-
known in Western Asia before they reached the Iranian plateau.t

Before the early 640s B.C. the Persians were dependent on the kings of
Elam, briefly becoming tributaries of the Assyrians. Apparently they were even

3. Levine, 1974, pp. 106 et seq.
4. Ghirshman, 1977, p. 51.
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then organized in a tribal alliance headed by chieftains of the Achaemenid
lineage. The founder of the dynasty is traditionally held to be Achaemencs.
From 675 to 650 B.C., the Persian alliance was led by Cispis (Teispes in Greek
transcription), whom later tradition held to be Achaemenes’ son. The kingship
then passed to his son, Cyrus I, who was, as is clear from an Assyrian inscrip-
tion, the lord of Par§umas and about 646 B.C. sent his son as a hostage to Nini-
veh, the capital of Assyria.

Some of the Persians adopted a sedentary life-style, while others remained
nomadic pastoralists. Gradually the tribes came to occupy the greater part of
the Iranian plateau. The Medes and Persians were then merely part of the grea-
ter Iranian world that stretched from the northern coast of the Black Sea to
what is now Afghanistan. The ethnically related Cimmerians and Scythians
lived to the north of the Black Sea. Herodotus (VI1.64) states that the Persians
called all the Scythian tribes ‘Sakas’, while the Greeks called the nomadic tribes
of southern Russia and Middle Asia ‘Scythians’. In modern scholarship the
name ‘Sakas’ is reserved for the ancient tribes of northern and eastern Central
Asia and Eastern Turkestan to distinguish them from the related Massagetae of
the Aral region and the Scythians of the Pontic steppes. These tribes spoke Ira-
nian languages, and their chief occupation was nomadic pastoralism.

Media

The need to resist the marauding forays of the Assyrians hastened the unifica-
tion of the petty Median princedoms. In 672 B.C., the Medes, supported by
Cimmerians and Scythians who had thrust into Western Asia from the Pontic
steppes at the end of the eighth century and beginning of the seventh century
B.C., rebelled against Assyria. The Assyrian king Esarhaddon persuaded the
Scythians to abandon the rebels, but the Medes fought on and won their inde-
pendence, setting up their own state. By the middle of the seventh century B.c.
Media was a major kingdom ranking with Elam, Urartu, Mannai and, of course,
Assyna.

In 653 B.C. the Medes mounted an attack on Assyria, but the Scythians,
who were allies of Assyria, fell on the Medes. Pressed on two fronts, the Medes
were defeated, and from 653 to 624 B.C. the Scythians ruled Media. In 624 B.C.
King Cyaxares defeated the Scythians and finally united all Median tribes into a
single state whose capital was Ecbatana. Cyaxares soon established a powerful
regular army, reorganizing it by type of weapon into spearmen, bowmen and
cavalry, rather than as the previous tribal levies.

The Medes could then turn against their time-honoured enemy, Assyna,
which had already been at war with Babylonia for over ten years. In 614 B.C.
they seized Assur, the ancient capital of Assyria; and in 612 B.C., helped by the
Babylonians, they stormed its chief city, Niniveh. The Assyrian Empire lay in
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ruins and the Medes took eastern Asia Minor and northern Mesopotamia, the
heartland of Assyria.

Cyaxares, called the ‘founder of dominion over Asia’ by the Greek trage-
dian Aeschylus, set about expanding the frontiers of his state at the expense of
his southern and eastern neighbours. One of the first blows fell on Persia
around 624 B.C. Judging by later indirect evidence, Cyaxares also succeeded in
taking Parthia, Hyrcania to the east of the Caspian Sea, and Armenia.

About 590 B.C. he annexed Mannai, a major state to the west of Media. At
the same time the Medes subjugated Urartu. When in 590 B.C. the Median army
reached the River Halys, Alyattes, ruler of the flourishing state of Lydia in Asia
Minor, was alarmed by Cyaxares’ conquests and opposed him. The war be-
tween the two kingdoms lasted five years, with neither side gaining a decisive
victory. On 29 May 584 B.C. an eclipse of the sun during a battle on the Halys
was interpreted by both sides as an ill omen. They therefore stopped the war,
and made a peace treaty establishing the River Halys as the boundary between
Lydia and Media. In the same year Cyaxares died, bequeathing a powerful state
to his son Astyages. During the following century, Media was the centre of Ira-
nian material and intellectual culture, which the Persians subsequently took up
and developed. Median art in particular was one of the chief components in
subsequent Achaemenid art.

The rise of the Persian Empire

Between 600 and 559 B.c. Persia was ruled by Cambyses I, a vassal of the
Median kings. In 558 his son, Cyrus II, became king of the sedentary Persian
tribes, the foremost of whom were the Pasargadai. The Persian confederation
also included the Maraphioi and the Maspioi. The heartland of the Persian king-
dom lay around the city of Pasargadae, built chiefly in the early part of Cyrus’
reign (Fig. 1). The hill and plains tribes — the Kyrtioi, the Mardoi (some of
whom also lived in Media), the Sagartioi and some nomadic tribes — and also the
settled Karmanioi, Panthialoi and Derusiai, were later subjected to Cyrus, appa-
rently after the war with Media.

Persia’s social organization at this time can be described only in outline.
The fundamental social unit was the nmana or large patriarchal family. The
nmanapati, the head of the family, was a kind of paterfamilias with unlimited
temporal and spiritual power over all his kin. The totality of families formed the
clan (vis). The clan commune, like the later rural commune, consisted of a num-
ber of families and was governed by its elder (vispat:). It remained a powerful
force for many centuries. The clans were united in a tribe (zantu) led by a chief
(zantupati), and several tribes made up a province (dabyu) governed by a king.
The chief occupation was agriculture and animal husbandry, particularly the
breeding of horses.
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Fi1G. 1. Tomb of Cyrus II at Pasargadae.

When Cyrus became King of Persia, four major powers remained in the
Near East — Media, Lydia, Babylonia and Egypt. In 553 B.c. Cyrus revolted
against Astyages, King of Media, to whom the Persians had formerly been sub-
ject. The war lasted for three years, ending in 550 with a complete victory for
the Persians. Ecbatana, the former Median capital, became one of Cyrus’ royal
residences. After subduing Media, Cyrus formally retained the Median king-
dom and adopted the Median king’s official titles: ‘Great King, King of Kings,
King of the Lands’. With Media conquered, Persia, previously a little-known
outlying province, entered the main stage of world history and was for the next
two centuries to play a politically dominant role.

The Persians took the whole of Elam and in 549-548 B.C. extended their
dominion to the lands that had been part of the Median Empire — Parthia, Hyr-
cania and probably Armenia. Meanwhile Croesus of Lydia had observed Cyrus’
rapid successes with alarm and began to prepare for war. At the initiative of the
Egyptian Pharaoh, Amasis, Croesus concluded an alliance with him; but the allies
failed to grasp the need for swift and decisive action, while Persia grew daily in
power. In late October 548 B.C. there was a bloody battle between the Persians
and Lydians on the River Halys, but the outcome was unsure and neither
hazarded a further fight. Croesus retired to his capital of Sardis, and the next battle
was fought outside its walls. Pressed by superior forces, the Lydians had to take
refuge in the city. After a siege of fourteen days, Sardis fell to the Persians in May
547, and the Lydian kingdom came to an end. It was then the turn of the Greek
city-states in Asia Minor, which were soon forced to acknowledge Cyrus’ rule.
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The pre-Achaemenid states in Central Asia

The chronology of Cyrus’ next campaigns is not fully known. He instructed his
commanders to complete the subjugation of Asia Minor while he himself went
to Ecbatana to prepare for the conquest of Babylonia, Egypt, Bactria and the
Sakas. As is well known, the Persians conquered Egypt only after Cyrus’ death.
He took Babylonia in 539 B.C. Bactria and the Sakas were certainly subdued
during his lifetime, as the Bisutun inscription, made around 518 B.C., lists as
Persian possessions Margiana, Bactria, other Central Asian countries, Gandhira
(Old Persian Gandara, Old Indian Gandhbara) and Sattagydia in the east. It is
thus clear that Persian rule had been extended to the Indus and Jaxartes (now
Syr Darya) under Cyrus. During the reign of his son, Cambyses II, there were,
apparently, no wars in those parts. From Pliny’s Historia Naturalis (V1.92) we
know that Cyrus sacked the city of Capisa (Kapisa) (north of modern Kabul);
Arrian writes in his Anabasis (V1.24.3) of Cyrus’ attack on ‘the land of the
Indians’, where the Persians lost a large part of their forces; and both Arrian in
his Anabasis (111.27.4) and Diodorus (XVIL.81.1) speak of the Ariaspoi, a tribe
on the southern border of Drangiana, which provided Cyrus’ army with food
during its campaign and was rewarded with exemption from paying taxes to the
Persian king.

When did the Persians win these lands? Some scholars believe that Cyrus
only conquered Central Asia after the subjugation of Babylonia, but that
appears improbable. According to Herodotus (1.177-8), Cyrus successively
subdued all the people of Asia while his commander, Harpagus, was ravaging
the cities of Asia Minor, and only then attacked Babylonia. It may thus be
assumed that he won his Central Asian provinces after his victory over Lydia
but before the war with Babylonia. Highly interesting in this regard is a report
by the Babylonian historian Berossus (third century B.C.), who probably drew
on Babylonian sources for his description of Cyrus’ campaigns. He writes:
‘Cyrus attacked Babylonia after he had reduced all the rest of Asia’,® that is to
say, only after capturing his most distant provinces in the north and east be-
tween 545 and 539 B.C., Drangiana, Margiana, Chorasmia, Sogdiana, Bactria,
Aria, Gedrosia, the Saka tribes, Sattagydia, Arachosia and Gandhira, did Cyrus
turn his attention to Babylonia.

There are unfortunately no reliable written sources for the history of
Middle Asia prior to the Achaemenids. Even Astyages of Media may have had
to contend to some extent with the Middle Asian tribes. Ctesias says that the
Sakas were under Median rule, but the sources neither support nor refute him.
There is no trustworthy information about earlier clashes between the Middle
Asian tribes and peoples living to the west of them. Diodorus (II.4) and

5. Mullerus, 1849, p. 50.
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Justin (I.1) speak of a siege of Bactra by the legendary Assyrian monarch Ninus
and its capture by the equally legendary Semiramis; but the available sources
suggest that Assyrian forces never penetrated farther east than Media proper.

It has often been suggested that various organized states existed in pre-
Achaemenid Middle Asia. In the last century M. Duncker wrote that an ancient
state of Bactria had arisen as early as the ninth century B.c. Although his view
was rejected by others, J. Prdsek later argued that there was no reason to dispute
the existence of an ancient Bactrian kingdom, since the Avesta spoke of the Bac-
trian monarch Vistaspa, the legendary patron of Zoroaster. In his view, Bactria
must have been an independent state before the Persian conquest, since it was a
major administrative province under the Achaemenids. He further suggested
that Margiana also had its own kings prior to the Achaemenids.¢ Further proof
that there was an ancient Bactrian kingdom is sometimes seen in Ctesias’ report
of the Bactrians’ resistance to Cyrus, and in Herodotus’ suggestion that
together with Babylonia, Egypt and the Sakas, Bactria was the major obstacle to
Persian world conquest.

From the foregoing, it will be seen that the question of the existence of an
ancient Bactrian kingdom remains open. Fresh evidence about the level of de-
velopment in Middle Asia has come from excavations by archaeologists from
the former Soviet Union. V. M. Masson considers that as early as the first third
of the first millennium B.C., an urban civilization had grown up in Middle Asia
on the oases of major irrigation systems, and that towns with citadels had been
built on man-made platforms.” A case in point is ancient Hyrcania, in the south-
west of modern Turkmenistan, where settlements up to 5 ha in area with cita-
dels have been found. Masson believes that an early class society had begun to
spring up in settled oases, and that this corroborates the information in the
Awvesta that major political units already existed in Central Asia. On the other
hand M. M. D’yakonov argues that there were no large organized states in Mid-
dle Asia before the Persian conquest and both the farming oases and the barbar-
ian periphery with its nomadic Saka population came with the decay of military
democracy. In the middle of the first millennium B.C., irrigated agriculture in
the major river valleys had given birth to states in Chorasmia, Sogdiana, Mar-
giana and Bactria; but their borders coincided with those of the irrigation sys-
tems. More specifically, D’yakonov postulates that Margiana had no tradition
of monarchy, since in the Bisutun inscription the leader of the rebellion there at
the start of Darius I’s reign is called a chief, while the rebel leaders in Persia,
Media, Elam, Babylonia and other countries are self-proclaimed kings. D’vako-
nov points out that the characteristic occupation of the society described in the
Avesta was pastoralism and that agriculture played only a subordinate role.*

6. Prasek, 1906-10, pp. 51-4.
7. Masson, 1959, pp. 58 et seq., 122 et seq.
8. M. M. D’yakonov, 1961, p. 75.
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Avestan society represents one of the most difficult problems. It has long
been established that its material culture was archaic. The Avesta makes no
mention of iron, although bronze was in use; and a sophisticated urban life,
enduring states or crafts practised separately from farming are unknown. The
Gabas, the earliest part of the Avesta, which reflect the material culture and
social relations of eastern Iran and Middle Asia in the pre-Achaemenid period,
depict a society of sedentary herdsmen and farmers, sull preserving a system of
clan and tribal relationships. As the clan communes disintegrated, so early class
units began to spring up, and the emergence of classes is reflected in the Gafis,
which contain a protest against the rule of the tribal élite.

The country in which Zoroaster preached is called airyanom vaéjo in the
Awvesta. Many scholars have located that country in Chorasmia, supposing this
to have been the homeland of Zoroastrianism, from which it subsequently
spread to Sogdiana, Margiana, Bactria and other countries. D’yakonov suggests
that the Avesta was written in the Helmand/Tedzhen/Hari-rud valley,’ and the
same view is held by G. Gnoli, who considers that the home of the Avesta was
Sistan and the adjacent regions.'® At any rate, the society in which Zoroaster
taught arose in eastern Iran, where the settled tribes and the Iranian nomads
met.

J. Marquart argued that airyanam vaéjo was a major pre-Achaemenid
state, centred on Chorasmia, that was destroyed by Cyrus — a hypothesis later
supported by W. B. Henning, I. Gershevitch and S. P. Tolstov. Henning held
that the state’s original centres were Merv and Herat (ancient Aria, that is, the
Haraiva of Old Persian inscriptions). The chief basis for conjectures about a
‘Greater Chorasmia’ is the report in Herodotus (I11.17) that a dam on the River
Akes (thought to be the modern Tedzhen/Hari-rud, the valley of which bor-
dered on Parthia and Drangiana) belonged to Chorasmia and that, under the
Achaemenids, Chorasmia, Parthia, Aria and Sogdiana made up a single satrapy.
These scholars feel that the latter’s boundaries were originally those of a state
conquered by the Persians."

Archaeologists, however, consider that in Chorasmia proper substantial
progress in the development of irrigated agriculture may be observed only in
the sixth century B.C., while in the eighth and seventh centuries B.c. the country
had neither a numerous population nor an advanced irrigation system. The rise
of major settlements such as Kalali-gir was definitely an Achaemenid phenome-
non. On these grounds, Gnoli feels that a ‘Greater Chorasmia’ is unlikely to
have existed.”

Judging by the evidence available to date, the first Middle Asian cities

9. I. M. D’yakonov, 1971, p. 142.

10. Gnoli, 1975, pp. 386 et seq.

11. Henning, 1951, pp. 42 et seq.; Gershevitch, 1959, p. 14.
12. Gnoli, 1975, pp. 230-3.
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began to rise only in the middle of the first millennium B.c.. - the capitals of
Sogdiana, Bactria and Margiana, which were some dozens of hectares in arca
and possessed citadels. An advanced farming culture based on artificial irriga-
tion had appeared in these regions as early as the seventh century B..., but in all
probability no large organized states existed there at that time.

The Achaemenid Empire as a world power

In the autumn of 539 B.c. the Persians captured Babylonia. All the lands to the
west as far as the Egyptian border — Syria, Palestine and Phoenicia - voluntarily
submitted to Cyrus. This accomplished, Cyrus resolved to secure his north-
eastern frontiers from invasion by the Massagetae. These forays had caused con-
siderable damage to the settled parts of the Old Persian Empire. To put an end
to the threat of Scythian invasions, Cyrus set up a number of fortified border
settlements that classical writers usually call cities. One such, founded in Sog-
diana in the basin of the Jaxartes where Ura-tyube now stands, existed until the
Macedonian invasion and was called Cyropolis by classical authors.

In 530 B.c. Cyrus mounted a campaign against the Massagetae, the
nomadic tribes living on the plains north of Hyrcania and east of the Caspian.
During a battle beyond the Amu Darya, Cyrus was defeated and killed, prob-
ably at the beginning of August. His defeat left a profound imprint on classical
literature. According to ancient Greek authors, Cyrus lost 200,000 soldiers — a
figure that is, of course, grossly exaggerated. There are several different accounts
of the death of Cyrus. According to Herodotus (1.205-14) Cyrus took a camp
of the Massagetae by subterfuge; but their main force, commanded by their
queen, Tomyris, then inflicted a major defeat on the Persians and Cyrus’
severed head was flung in a sack full of blood. Herodotus writes that this was
the fiercest battle ever fought by ‘barbarians’, or non-Greeks.

Berossus and Ctestas give a somewhat different picture of the encounter.
According to Berossus, Cyrus died fighting the Dahae, a Scythian tribe of Mid-
dle Asia, while according to Ctesias his last battle was against the Derbices, sup-
ported by Indians using battle elephants. In the fighting an Indian speared
Cyrus in the liver, the wound proving fatal three days later. On hearing the
news, the Scythian king Amorges dashed to the Persians’ aid with 20,000 tribal
horsemen and, after a fierce battle, the Derbices were defeated.

The differences in the accounts of which tribes defeated Cyrus are due to
the fact that the Derbices were part of a powerful tribal confederation of the
Massagetae living in the steppes between the Caspian and Aral seas. In Ctesias’
time they were the most famous among the Massagetae. But long before the
time of Berossus (third century B.C.), the Dahae had replaced the Massagetae on
the stage of history, and that is why he named them as Cyrus’ adversaries.

Cyrus’ eldest son Cambyses II came to the Achaemenid throne in
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530 B.C. and soon began preparations for an attack on Egypt. The Egyptian
army was quickly routed, its fleet surrendered without a fight and in May 525
B.C. Egypt became a Persian satrapy. Cambyses died in March 522 B.c.; and
after a seven-month interval during which Gaumaita the Magus ruled, the Per-
sian throne was seized by Darius I. At the start of his reign the peoples of Baby-
lonia, Persia, Media, Elam, Margiana, Parthia, Sattagydia, the Middle Asian Saka
tribes and Egypt all rose against Darius. The revolts were bloodily put down in
the course of a year or so.

In 519 B.C. after he had restored the empire of Cyrus to its former bor-
ders, Darius led a campaign against the Scythian tribe known as the Saka
Tigraxauda, that is, ‘the Sakas who wear pointed caps’, described in the fifth
column of the Bisutun inscription. In some passages, however, the inscription is
damaged, and scholars have restored the missing characters in different ways.
According to J. Harmatta, Darius reached the Aral Sea at the mouth of the
Araxsa, which can be equated with the Araxes of Herodotus, that is, the Oxus
of the Hellenistic period (modern Amu Darya).” It has frequently been argued
that the fifth column of the Bisutun inscription refers to Darius’ famous cam-
paign against the Black Sea Scythians — but that view is untenable if only
because all Achaemenid inscriptions list the Saka Tigraxauda, against whom the
campaign was mounted, together with the Saka Haumavargi and other Middle
Asian tribes and satrapies. Thus the Saka Tigraxauda and Saka Hauwmavarga
alike must both have dwelt in Middle Asia. The Black Sea Scythians figure in
Achaemenid inscriptions as the ‘Overseas Sakas’ or Sakd tayaiy paradraya, in
the same context as Thrace (Skudra).

In the earliest inscriptions, when the Persians had only one Scythian tribe
to contend with, they called them simply the Sakas. In other words, they
invested the collective name ‘Sakas’ with a definite ethnic connotation. Later,
when they had subdued other Scythians, they began to distinguish between
three tribes: the Saka Haumavarga, the Saka Tigraxanda and the Saka tayaiy
paradraya, the Overseas Sakas of the Black Sea and of Middle Asia. The Saka
Haumavarga of Middle Asia appear to have been reduced first, under Cyrus.
Skunxa, the chief of the Saka Tigraxauda, against whom Darius I campaigned in
519 B.C., is shown on the Bisutun relief (see Fig. 2) as a captive wearing a sharp-
pointed cap some 30 cm high. Darius replaced him by another chief of the same
tribe. The Saka Tigraxauda (who wear pointed caps) were known to Greek
authors as the Orthokorybantioi, a direct translation of the Old Persian name.
They differed from other Scythians in Central Asia (and from the Chorasmians
and Bactrians) in their pointed headgear. In other respects they all dressed simi-
larly in a short tunic with a broad belt and narrow trousers.

The eastern Iranians figured prominently in the Achaemenid wars. Bactria

13. Harmatta, 1979, p. 27.
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FiG. 2. Rock relief of Darius I at Bisutun.
(Photo: Deutsches Archiologisches Institut, Abteilung Teheran/Trinpelmann.)

alone provided the Persian army with 30,000 horsemen, while the Saka tribes
supplied large numbers of mounted bowmen, who served in Persian garrisons
in Egypt, Babylonia and other lands. Together with the Persians, Medes and
Bactrians, the Sakas formed the core of the Achaemenid army, and distin-
guished themselves for their bravery in the major battles of the Graeco-Persian
wars. Terracotta statuettes of Sakas, Bactrians, Chorasmians and Sogdians wear-
ing hoods and long narrow trousers have been found during excavations in
many cities of the Old Persian Empire, from Egypt to Central Asia. The Persian
army’s chief weapon was the Scythian composite bow, which had far better bal-
listic properties than those of other peoples. That is why the Medes and the Per-
sians adopted the mounted archery tactics of the Scythians.

Having conquered the Saka Tigraxaunda, the Persians took Thrace, Mace-
donia and ancient north-western India between 519 and 512 B.C. By the end of
the sixth century B.C. their empire stretched from the Indus in the east to the
Aegean in the west, and from Armenia in the north to the first cataract on the
Nile. Thus the greatest power of the ancient world came into being, uniting
dozens of countries and peoples under the Persian kings. The social and econ-
omic institutions and cultural traditions established in the Achaemenid period
played a great part in world history and endured for centuries, serving the states
of Alexander the Great, the Seleucids, Parthians and Sasanians.

The Achaemenid Empire, however, soon began to weaken. During the
wars with Greece in the first half of the fifth century B.c. the Persians suffered a
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number of major reverses in mainland Greece and at sea. In the fifth century,
Egypt, Babylonia, Media, the Asia Minor provinces and others often revolted
against Persian rule. In the early fourth century B.C. the Persians lost Egypt,
which was recovered only in 342 B.c., shortly before the empire collapsed.
Finally the Indian satrapy was also lost, while Chorasmia, Sogdiana and the
Sakas became allies rather than subjects of the Persian kings. In addition, from
the late fifth century B.C. the satraps of Asia Minor engaged in constant feuds
from which the Achaemenids generally remained aloof. Some satraps frequently
rebelled against the kings and, relying on the help of Greek mercenaries,
attempted to become independent monarchs. Lastly, the court nobility came to
wield great influence and intrigued against the kings it disliked.

Military setbacks in the Greek wars forced a radical change of diplomacy.
They began to set states against each other, using bribery to that end. During
the Peloponnesian war, Persia, still interested in weakening Greece, helped first
Sparta and then Athens.

While the élite of Persia’s aristocracy was engaged in palace intrigues and
coups, a dangerous adversary was looming on the political horizon. In the
spring of 334 B.C., Alexander’s Macedonian army set out against Persia.

Although Persia had the largest army, it was considerably weaker than
that of the Macedonians, and was no match for Alexander’s heavy infantry.
Although Persian commanders had long known that Greek and Macedonian
soldiers had better weapons and tactical skills than their Persian counterparts,
they had done nothing to improve their army and had ignored all the achieve-
ments of Greek military art. Their units of Greek mercenaries were now the
strongest part of the Achaemenid army. After several Persian defeats, the deci-
sive battle was fought on 1 October 331 B.c. at Gaugamela in Syria. The
Persians were completely defeated and could no longer offer any systematic
resistance to the Macedonian army. A year later, the Achaemenid Empire came
to an end.

The Achaemenid economy

The Achaemenid Empire was marked by widely differing social and economic
structures. It included Asia Minor, Elam, Babylonia, Syria, Phoenicia and
Egypt, countries that, long before, had their own institutions of state. But
together with these economically advanced countries, the Persians had subdued
the Massagetae and other tribal peoples.

To administer such heterogencous territories Darius I embarked on his
renowned administrative and financial reforms around 518 B.c. He created a
stable system of state government for the conquered countries and systematized
tax collection. This led, inter alia, to the establishment of a new administratve
system that underwent little change until the end of the empire. But even after
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Darius’ reforms, each satrapy remained essentially autonomous in social and
economic matters, endowed with its own social institutions and internal struc-
ture, and preserving its old local laws and traditions.

For administration and taxation Darius divided his empire into twenty
regions known as satrapies, each governed by a satrap. This title had existed
under Cyrus and Cambyses, but at that time both civil and military functions
were combined in the hands of the same person, the satrap. Darius introduced a
sharp distinction between the functions of the military commander and thosc of
the satrap, who became purely a civil governor, responsible within his province
for administration, justice, the economy, taxation and the supervision of offi-
cials. The army, conversely, was subject to military commanders who were
independent of the satraps and subordinate directly to the king. After the death
of Darius I, however, the sharp demarcation between military and civilian func-
tions was not strictly observed.

The larger satrapies might also include countries that enjoyed internal
autonomy. This was particularly true of the distant provinces in whose internal
affairs the Persian administration rarely interfered, governing them through
local princes and confining itself to the receipt of taxes.

To implement these new reforms a large central civil service was estab-
lished with an imperial chancellery. The central state administration was in Susa,
the administrative capital of the empire. The imperial court spent the autumn
and winter in Babylon, the summer in Ecbatana and the spring in Susa, while
during the major festivals it met in Persepolis, Pasargadae or Susa. The satraps
and military commanders were closely linked with the central civil service and
were under the constant surveillance of the king and his functionaries. Everyone
in the centre and the provinces was watched by police officials known as ‘the
king’s ears and eyes’ who were independent of the satraps and other local auth-
orities, and reported directly to the king on any seditious words or deeds.

Old Persian inscriptions

The Persian tribes that inhabited the south-west of the Iranian plateau during
the first millennium B.C. spoke different dialects of Old Persian belonging to the
Iranian branch of the Indo-Iranian or Aryan languages. In addition to Old Per-
sian, the Old Iranian language group included Median (of which only 1solated
glosses have come down to us), Avestan (which has left a substantial body of lit-
erature), Parthian, Sogdian and Scythian. The cuneiform inscriptions of the
Achaemenid kings were written in Old Persian. Old Persian cuneiform repre-
sented a huge step forward in the development of writing. Unlike Assyrian-
Babylonian script, which used more than 600 signs, it consisted of only thirty-
six syllabic signs and eight logograms (i.e. signs denoting individual words such
as ‘king’, ‘god’, etc.) and hence was logo-syllabic. The idea for it probably came
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from Aramaic writing, which consisted of twenty-two simply formed signs,
It adopted many of the features of Aramaic script but took the shape of it
signs from Assyrian-Babylonian cuneiform, probably via the Elamites or
Urartians.

It is sull difficult to say with any certainty when Old Persian cuneiform
arose. Most scholars date its invention to the reign of Cyrus II, but others such
as W. Hinz date it to the reign of Darius I. Struve and D’yakonov have sug-
gested that it was invented in Media in the pre-Achaemenid period under the
influence of Urartian writing, and hence that the Persians received it in an
already finished form. According to these scholars the style of the Achaemenid
inscriptions took shape under the influence of the Urartian annalists via the
Median inscriptions.

The hypothetical Median origin of OIld Persian cuneiform cannot be
proved, however, so long as no Median inscriptions in cuneiform script have
been found. That writing existed in the Median state is hard to doubt, but noth-
ing is actually known about it. Furthermore, the possibility cannot be ruled out
that another foreign-language script existed in Media, as occurred in many Near
Eastern countries 1n ancient times.

About 200 Old Persian inscriptions are known so far. Many of them are
accompanied by Elamite and Akkadian translations and some also by an Egyp-
tian translation. This was to some extent a mark of respect for the historical tra-
dition represented by languages that had been used for writing for several thou-
sand years prior to the rise of the Achaemenid Empire. The inscriptions were
displayed on major trade routes, royal tombs, palace walls and pillars, or carved
on metal tableware, weapons, stone vases and seals. Some have been discovered
in the foundations of palaces, where they had been placed as foundation plates.
The majority of Old Persian inscriptions have been found in Persia, Elam and
Media. The most famous inscription — the vast Bisutun relief (Fig. 2) — records
the stormy closing years of the reign of Cambyses II and the early years of the
reign of Darius I (¢. 522-519 B.C.). It is written in Old Persian, Elamite and
Akkadian, and the content is virtually the same in all three versions. It is located
30 km east of Kermanshah on the ancient caravan route between Babylon and
Ecbatana, the Median capital. It is carved on a sheer rock face about 105 m from
the ground, and its size makes it strikingly visible from the road that passes
beneath. It is 7.8 m high by 22 m wide overall. It contains over 1,000 lines, each
on average 2 m long.

The Bisutun inscription was translated into many other languages and
sent out to all the satrapies of the Achaemenid Empire, as the inscription itself
records. At the beginning of the present century, poorly preserved papyrus doc-
uments with an Aramaic translation of the Bisutun inscription were found dur-
ing archaeological excavations on the island of Elephantine in southern Egypt -
a text intended for dissemination in the western part of the empire. In 1899 a
fragment of a stone block with part of an Akkadian version of the Bisutun
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inscription was discovered at Babylon in the ruins of a royal palace. The
inscription consists of an introduction setting out the gencalogy of Darius I, a
historical part proper recounting events, and a conclusion. The exact dates and
places of battles are indicated, and also, in the Akkadian and Aramaic versions,
the number of Darius’ enemies killed or taken prisoner. It may be concluded
from this that the accounts of the main battles were compiled immediately after
the battles had taken place, indicating unquestionably the authenticity of much
of the information provided.

Above the inscription there is a relief 3 m high by 5.48 m wide, depicting
the victory of Darius I over the peoples of the Achaemenid Empire and their
leaders who had risen in rebellion in 522-521 B.c. With his left hand the
supreme god of the Persians, Ahura Mazda, holds out a ring to Darius, symbo-
lizing his investiture with royal power, and blesses him with his raised nght
hand. Darius is depicted life-size (1.72 m) (Fig. 3). His right hand is raised to
Ahura Mazda in a gesture of prayer; in his left hand he holds a bow; and with
his left foot he crushes Gaumata, who briefly seized the Achaemenid throne. To
the left, behind Darius, two of his courtiers can be seen — Gobryas his spear-
bearer and Aspathines his bow-bearer. They are smaller than Darius (1.47 m)
but taller than the rebel leaders, who hardly come up to Darius’ chest (1.17 m).
Directly behind Gaumata are shown the eight usurping impostors and the
leader of the Saka Tigraxaunda. Their hands are tied behind their backs, and they
are chained together by a single long chain.

The other major inscriptions of Darius I are to be found at Nagsh-i Rus-
tam, a few kilometres north of Persepolis. At the entrance to the Achacmenid
royal sepulchres hewn out of the rock are two trilingual inscriptions. One con-
tains the royal genealogy and a list of the countries under Persian rule; the other
sets out the legal and ethical principles framing Darius’ rule. There is also a
relief depicting Darius. Gold and silver foundation plates with inscriptions of
Darius I have been excavated in Persepolis. Many examples of such inscriptions
have been found on palace buildings in Susa, some written on marble, others on
clay tablets and bricks. A statue of Darius nearly 3 m high but with the head
missing, bearing an inscription in Old Persian, Elamite, Akkadian and a particu-
larly detailed Egyptian hieroglyphic text, has also been found in Susa (Fig. 4).
Stone inscriptions of Xerxes have been found in Persepolis and Pasargadae.
Among these the Daiva inscription relating his efforts to ban the worship of
false divinities (the daivas) is most important.

Among the Achaemenid inscriptions found in Egypt mention should be
made of the three stele of Darius I bearing inscriptions about the construction
of a Suez canal, written in Old Persian, Elamite, Akkadian and Egyptian.

The decline of Old Persian cuneiform can already be seen under Xerxes’
successors. Although some inscriptions from the Late Achaemenid period have
survived, only a few are of real historical value. More than ten gold and silver
vessels bearing Old Persian inscriptions or the usual trilingual inscriptions are
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I1G. 4. Statue of Darius from Susa.
(Courtesy of Ahmad Tchrani-ve Moghaddam, Iran-¢ Bastan Muscum.)
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known. Beside uninscribed specimens (Fig. 5) on a series of Achaemenid royal
seals (Fig. 6) cuneiform inscriptions have also survived.

The official written language of the empire was Aramaic, used for com-
munication between chancelleries throughout the state. Official documents
written in Aramaic were sent out from Susa to all corners of the empire. On
receiving them the local scribes, who knew two or more languages, translated
them into the native language of the governors. In addition to Aramaic, which
was common to the entire state, the different countries used local languages for
drafting official documents.

F1G. 5. Cylinder seal of Artaxerxes II (?). (Photo: The Hermitage, St Petersburg.)

State administration

To help run the satrapies, there was a regular postal service. On the major high-
ways there were state-protected relay stations and inns at intervals of a day’s
march; and on important passes there were strongly garrisoned watch-towers.
Thus the road from Sardis to Susa, some 2,470 km in length, had 111 relay sta-
tions. By changing mounts and couriers, up to 300 km could be covered in a
day, and the entire journey from Sardis to Susa could be done in seven days.

Elamite texts from Persepolis, written in the late sixth century B.C., pro-
vide a wealth of information about the delivery of state mail to the various
satrapies. Extant documents include official letters, reports by senior officials to
each other or the king and the king’s instructions. Reports addressed to the
monarch were usually sent to Susa and were probably destined for the imperial
chancellery. From Susa, couriers bearing royal orders were sent out to virtually
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F1G. 6. Achaemenid cylinder seal with the name of Darius I.

every satrapy. The regular delivery of state instructions required a considerable
body of professional couriers who were maintained entirely at state expense. At
the relay stations there were royal stores from which food was provided for the
couriers and others travelling on official business. In those far-off days the pos-
tal service was used only for official mail; private letters were sent either by
some chance expedient or by private messenger.

The economy

Under Cyrus and Cambyses there was as vet no properly established taxation
system based on the economic potential of the countries making up the empire.
About 518 B.C., Darius introduced a new system. All satrapies were obliged to
pay money taxes in silver, the amount of which was strictly fixed for each
satrapy and determined on the basis of the area of cultuvated land and its fertl-
ity as calculated through the mean annual vield. Herodotus provides a detailed
list of the taxes paid by the satrapies. Thus Sattagydia, Gandhara and Arachosia,
which formed a single province for taxation purposes, paid 170 talents of silver
(1 talent = 30 kg), Bactria 300 talents, the Sakas 250 talents, while Parthia, Cho-
rasmia, Sogdiana and Haraiva paid 300 talents.

Darius I introduced a standard monetary unit throughout the empire —
the gold daric weighing 8.42 g (Fig. 7), which formed the basis of the Achaeme-
nid monetary system. The minting of gold coins was a prerogative of the Per-
sian king. The usual medium of commerce was the silver shekel, 5.6 g in weight,
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F1G. 7. Achaemenid gold daric. (Photo: The Hermitage, St Petersburg.)

with some 95 per cent pure silver. It was minted chiefly in the Asia Minor satra-
pies in the king’s name. Silver and smaller copper coins of various values were
also struck by the autonomous cities, the dependent princes and the satraps.
Minted Persian coins were little used outside Asia Minor; the usual medium of
trade was unminted silver ingots, with Persian coinage playing only a secondary
role. This explains why the hoard of silver coins found in Kabul in 1933, which
proves that minted coinage was used in Afghanistan (it was buried in roughly
380 B.C.), contains only eight minted Persian shekels. At the same time it con-
tains worn Greek coins from virtually every part of Greece and every period,
from archaic square, stamped ingots to staters and tetradrachms. Coins were
first introduced into Central Asia during the Achaemenid period. Darics and
other Persian coins have been found there, but there is no reason to believe that
they were common. Precious metal, which belonged to the state, was minted at
the king’s discretion and most remained unminted. Thus the proceeds of taxa-
tion were stored for decades in the imperial treasuries and removed from circu-
lation.

The relative political calm throughout Western Asia under the Achaeme-
nids, together with the availability of good sea and land routes, promoted the
development of international trade on an unprecedented scale. Another impor-
tant factor in the flourishing of commerce was the expedition by Scylax of
Caryanda in Asia Minor, whom Darius I (c. 518 B.C.) ordered to explore the
possibility of opening sea links between India (i.e. modern Pakistan) and other
countries of the empire. Scylax’s vessels sailed down the Indus to the ocean,
along the southern shores of Iran and, rounding Arabia, reached the Red Sea
coast in 30 months.

In Achaemenid times there were many major caravan routes. Particular
importance was attached to the road which, crossing the Zagros mountains,
linked Babylon with Ecbatana and ran on to Bactria and the borders of India.
Iran was linked with the Indus valley by a road through Makran. A further
aspect in the developement of commercial links was the differing natural and
climatic conditions of the countries making up the Achaemenid Empire. From
India gold, ivory and incense were imported; from Sogdiana and Bactria lazurite
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and carnelian were taken to Western Asia; and from Chorasmia, turquoisc.
Judging by the Achaemenid art products found in Sarmatian tumuli from the
end of the fifth century B.C. near Orsk in the Urals - including a trilingual
inscription of the Persian ruler Artaxerxes I - the nomads of the southern Urals
maintained commercial contacts with the Central Asian satrapies; Central Asia
has even yielded artefacts made by Greek craftsmen from Naukratis in the Nile
delta. Further evidence of Iran’s commercial links with Central Asia and the
lands to the north-east has come from excavations of fifth-century-B.c.. tumuli
in the Altai, where artefacts preserved in the permafrost include a trimmed pile
carpet, apparently of Median or Persian origin.

Iranian culture in the Achaemenid period

Persian conquests and the fact that the empire united dozens of peoples helped
its subjects to broaden their intellectual and geographical horizons. The Achae-
menid period was one of intensive ethnic mingling and syncretism in cultures
and beliefs. The prime reason was that contacts between different parts of the
empire had become more regular than in the previous period. More specifically,
the sources report frequent visits by state functionaries from Arachosia,
Haraiva, Gandhara, Bactria and other eastern Iranian or Central Asian countries
to Susa and Persepolis.

Iran, which had since time immemorial acted as an intermediary in East—
West cultural exchange, maintained its historical role under the Achaemenids.
At the same time, the Iranians created their own original and sophisticated civil-
ization. One of its achievements was the adaptation of the cuneiform script for
writing Old Persian (see above). The chief official written language was Ara-
maic; under the Achaemenids, standard formulae were devised to render Ara-
maic terms and clerical expressions into the different Iranian languages; and
from the official written Aramaic of the Achaemenids, the later written forms of
Parthian, Middle Persian, Sogdian and Chorasmian were derived. It was in this
period that the peoples of Central Asia first became acquainted with Aramaic
script. This, too, was the period when a number of Old Iranian words — chiefly
socio-economic, military and administrative terms — were borrowed by Indian
languages.

Among the outstanding achievements of Old Iranian civilization was
Achaemenid art, which is known above all from the monuments of Pasargadae,
Persepolis and Susa, the Bisutun rock reliefs, the Persian royal tombs at Nagsh-i
Rustam, and from large quantities of metal and stone carvings. The subjects
may be military triumphs or hunting exploits by Persian kings and warriors,
combat between heroic monarchs and various monsters symbolizing evil, or
palace and religious rituals. It was the characteristics of this art that took shape
at the turn of the sixth and fifth centuries B.C.
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FI1G. 8. Saka Tigraxaunda at Persepolis.
(Photo: Deutsches Archiologisches Institut, Abteilung Teheran/Walser.)

Persepolis impresses through the size of its platform, the height of the
columns, the reliefs in the apadana or grand hall (Figs. 8-15). The canons laid
down under Darius I were in no way violated in the later palaces at Persepolis,
the architectural decoration of the rock sepulchres of the Persian kings or the
carved metalwork of the fifth to fourth centuries, though new motifs and
images were added. Persepolis was the home of the imperial Achaemenid style
which was to symbolize the might and grandeur of the kingship and that sub-
sequently spread far afield, creating a form of cultural unity from the Indus to
the coasts of Asia Minor. Metalwork and particularly rhytons, made by craft-
smen from Media, Asia Minor or eastern Iran, are canonical in form, decoration
and even dimensions, regardless of their geographical origins (Figs. 16-21).

Analysis of Achaemenid art reveals the influence of the Egyptian hypo-
style hall or echoes of Ionia in the design of the columns, while Urartian building
techniques are plain to see in the huge, man-made platforms. But the art itself is
far from the sum of its borrowed components, as the borrowed forms rapidly
lose their original qualities. In other words, while the details of a given image or
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F1G. 9. Bactrians at Persepolis.
(Photo: Deutsches Archiologisches Institut, Abteilung Tcheran/Trinpelmann.)

structure may be known from previous eras or other countries, the image itself
is completely new and specifically Achaemenid. All the material aspects of the
art remain essentially original, and it is individualistic, the result of specific his-
torical circumstances, a particular ideology and social life which imparted new
functions and significance to the forms borrowed."

Old Iranian religion

Zoroastrianism, the religion founded by Zoroaster, arose in eastern Iran in the
seventh century B.C. It may confidently be stated that Zoroaster lived before the
Persians conquered Central Asia. Achaemenid rule is known to have had a pro-
found impact on all the peoples of the Old Persian Empire. Achaemenid admi-
nistrative and cultural terms were adopted in their languages. But the Avesta,

14. Nylander, 1970, pp. 144 et seq.

57



M. A. Dandamayev

F1G. 10. Bactrian camel at Persepolis.
(Photo: Deutsches Archiologisches Institut, Abteilung Teheran/Walser.)

the Zoroastrian holy book, bears no trace of Achaemenid terminology, nor is
there any mention of the Achaemenid money, taxation system or kings. The
Awesta 1s a composite work. Its earliest parts, the Gafas (gafa = song), differ in
form and content from the rest of the book. They were written in verse in an
archaic dialect, being the sermons of Zoroaster himself. He urged his listeners to
protect their livestock from the marauding forays of the nomad tribes, opposed
the predatory killing of stock and sanguinary mass sacrifices, and instructed
every believer to rear and defend useful animals.

The greater part of the book is what is known as the Younger Avesta. Its
core appears to have been written in the last quarter of the fifth century B.C,,
and much of it belongs to the still later Arsacid period. Because of its long
development Zoroastrianism underwent a complex evolution. According to the
Gabas, Zoroaster received from the god Ahura Mazda a mission to renew reli-
gion and break with ancient beliefs. He introduced a radical religious reform,
accentuating belief in the final victory of Ahura Mazda, rejecting some of the
daévas or tribal gods and setting the others below Ahura Mazda. He taught that
Ahura Mazda (Ormazd in Middle Persian) is the sole, omnipotent and ubiqui-
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FiG. 11. Detail of a relief at Persepolis.
(Photo: Deutsches Archiologisches Institut, Abteilung Teheran.)

tous god of good and the incarnation of light, life and truth. He existed before
the world and is its creator. From the outset, however, together with Ahura
Mazda there existed the evil spirit, Angra Mainyu (Anré Mainyus) or Ahriman,
who incarnates darkness and death, and with his daeva helpmates, works evil.

Ahura Mazda struggles constantly with Angra Mainyu, relying in that
combat on his assistants who incarnate good thought, truth and immortality,
the triad of the Zoroastrian ethic. Man was created by Ahura Mazda but is free
to choose good or evil, and is consequently open to the influence of evil spirits.
By his thoughts, words and deeds man must resist Angra Mainyu and his adhe-
rents, the spirits of evil.

The Zoroastrian priests created a complex eschatology, according to
which the world would last 12,000 years. The first 3,000 had been the ‘golden
age’ which knew no cold, heat, sickness, death or ageing. The earth had been
full of sheep, goats and cattle. That was the period of Ahura Mazda’s reign.
Then the ‘golden age’ came to an end, and Angra Mainyu had created hunger,
sickness and death. But a saviour or saosyant of Zoroaster’s kin would come to
the world, and at the end good would triumph over evil and the ideal kingdom
would arise, in which Ahura Mazda would hold undivided sway over heaven
and earth, the sun would shine for ever and all evil would vanish.

Some time after its birth Zoroastrianism began to spread to Media, Persia
and other countries of the Iranian world. But in Persia it began to take hold
only towards the end of the sixth century B.c., and the Achaemenid kings, while
appreciating the advantages of Zoroaster’s teachings as a new established
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FI1G. 12. Arachosians at Persepolis.
(Photo: Deutsches Archiologisches Institut, Abteilung Teheran/Trinpelmann.)

Fi1G. 13. Gandharans at Persepolis.
(Photo: Deutsches Archiologisches Institut, Abteilung Teheran/Trinpelmann.)
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Fii. 14, Indians at Persepolis.

(Photo: Deutsches Archiologisches Institut, Abtetlung Teheran/Walser.)

61



M. A. Dandamaycev

religion, nevertheless did not reject the cults of the ancient tribal gods. Zoroas-
trianism had not at that time become a dogmatic faith with rigid standards, and,
naturally, various modifications of the new religion appeared. With this in
mind, Achaemenid religion of the time of Darius I may be said to have been 4
form of early Zoroastrianism.

The Achaemenids none the less worshipped Egyptian, Babylonian, Greek
and other alien gods. In the temples of those gods sacrifices were made in the
name of the Persian kings, who wished to attract the benevolence of the local
deities. This was due not only to political considerations, but above all to the
fact that the ancient religions were not dogmatic or intolerant towards the

beliefs of other peoples.

FiG. 15. A Persian guardsman at Persepolis. (Photo: The Hermitage, St Petersburg.)
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FiG. 16. Silver rhyton, fifth to fourth century B.C.
(Photo: The Hermitage, St Petersburg.)
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F1G. 17. Horseman in gold. (Photo: The Hermitage, St Petersburg.)
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P F1G. 19. Handle of a silver vessel, Achaemenid period.
(Photo: The Hermitage, St Petersburg.)
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FiG. 20. Gold square necklace button with Ahura Mazda.
(Photo: The Hermitage, St Petersburg.)

FiG. 21. Seal-ring with winged horned lion.
(Photo: The Hermitage, St Petersburg,)
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ALEXANDER AND HIS SUCCESSORS
IN CENTRAL AsiA®

A. H. Dani and P. Bernard

Part One
ALEXANDER’S CAMPAIGN IN CENTRAL ASIA

(A. H. Dani)

Alexander advanced into Central Asia in the follow-up operations against the
Achaemenid monarch, Darius III Codomannus, whom he had defeated in three
successive battles at Granicus (334 B.C.), Issus (333 B.Cc.) and Gaugamela (331
B.C.). This had fired his imagination to pursue the retreating monarch and to put
an end to Achaemenid power by crushing the remaining source of its strength

in Central Asia. The eastern forces of the Achaemenids are described in Arrian’s
Anabasis (111.8.3-7):

The Indians who were coterminous with the Bactrians, as also the Bactrians them-
selves and the Sogdians, had come to the aid of Darius, all being under the com-
mand of Bessus, the satrap of the land of Bactria. They were followed by the Sakas,
a Scythian tribe belonging to the Scythians who dwell in Asia. These were not sub-
ject to Bessus but were in alliance with Darius. . . . Barsaentes, the satrap of Ara-
chosia, led the Arachosians and the men who were called Mountaineer Indians. . ..
There were a few elephants, about fifteen in number, belonging to the Indians who
live this side of the Indus. With these forces Darius had encamped at Gaugamela
near the River Bumelus, about 600 stades from the city of Arbela.

The elephants probably belonged to Porus, the ruler of Jhelum region, and
among the ‘Mountaineer Indians’ was possibly the local chief Sisicottus who is
known to have helped Bessus.!

The whole of Central Asia opposed Alexander and resisted his march at
every stage. The Achaemenids had built a strong empire and much of Central
Asia shared their cultural heritage for some two centuries. It was in defence of
this heritage that they rallied against the invaders with courage and strength.
Alexander’s father Philip had advanced from his native Macedonia, to establish
his supremacy over Greece, and had then brought the Greeks of Asia Minor

* See Map 2.
1. Dani, 1980, pp. 117-30.
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under his control. It fell to the good fortune of his son Alexander to win his
first great bartle at Granicus, which enabled him to possess the Mediterranean
coastal region of Asia. But it was only after his subsequent success at Issus that
he could properly measure his growing strength against that of the Achaemenid
monarch.

ALEXANDER’S MOTIVATION

In reply to a letter from Darius, Alexander had declared his political manifesto:

Your ancestors invaded Macedonia and the rest of Greece, and without provoca-
tion inflicted wrongs upon us. I was appointed leader of the Greeks, and crossed
over into Asia to avenge these wrongs; for you were the first aggressors.

This motivation of revenge has been construed by some historians? as being a
‘crusade’ against the Persians, but Ghirshman® has modified this view. Alexan-
der’s failure to capture Darius stirred him to pursue the Achaemenid king and
crush his power completely. Military victory was not enough. The change in pol-
icy adopted by Alexander to pacify Persia has been explained by Frye* and Tarn®
as the ‘fusion of Greeks and Persians, or better, it should be said, Hellenes and
Iranians’. This 1s far from the ‘pan-Hellenic ideal’ which modern historians had
attributed to Alexander. It was this double approach, political and military, that
dragged the war into the heart of Asia. If Alexander was to become King of
Greece and Persia, he must destroy, root and branch, all the sources of Achaeme-
nid power, and establish a series of strong garrisons right up to the Oxus and Jax-
artes. It was in the pursuit of this aim that he won over to his side Sisicottus and
welcomed Opbhis, ruler of Taxila, who held out the prospect of conquering the
Indus region. Alexander was thus lured to the farthest reaches of Achaemenid
territory. While he succeeded in destroying Persian power, his death in 323 B.C.
put an end to the dream of a Hellenic empire. The struggle in Central Asia roused
the dormant spirit of its people. While they were willing to benefit from cultural
contacts, they soon threw off the political yoke and absorbed the Greek popu-
lation that Alexander had left behind in the garrison cities of his new empire.

ALEXANDER’S MAIN TASK AND ITS RESULT

Alexander’s campaigns can be divided into several phases. His first object was
to pursue the retreating Achaemenid monarch. The second phase was to meet

2. Olmstead, 1948, pp. 495 et seq.
3. Ghirshman, 1954, p. 208.

4. Frye, 1963, p. 127.

5. Tarn, 1951, p. 137.
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the challenge of the Arians, Arachosians, Bactrians and Sogdians who formed
a united opposition and continued to fight even when Bessus was captured
and killed. The third phase was the new game of diplomacy and war against
the local chiefs of the Indus region, and finally his retreat through the desert
of Baluchistan to Susa and Babylon involving the reappraisal of his long, ardu-
ous campaigns. The Greek historians (Arrian VL1 et seq.) have created a myth
about his return march from the River Beas and have not given a proper
assessment of the situation when Alexander’s Greek appointees were cither
killed or illegally usurped power, while Alexander was busy with his Indus
campaigns or on his retreat. It was no surprise that when Alexander unexpect-
edly died, his faithful commanders fished for power in troubled waters. The
Indus region fell to the rise of the Mauryans and later when Seleucus Nicator
tried to recover this lost territory, he had further to cede to Candragupta
Maurya the provinces of Aria, Arachosia, Gedrosia and the Paropamisadac.
Before sixty years had passed, Parthia, Hyrcania and Bactria became indepen-
dent and rejected the Seleucid hegemony. A fresh power struggle began in
Central Asia; a new era of adjustment and cultural assimilation was inaug-
urated.

THE MURDER OF DARIUS

In the first phase, Darius tried to remuster his forces at Ecbatana (modern
Hamadan) and was joined there by Bessus of Bactria, Barsaentes of Arachosia,
Satibarzanes of Aria, Nabazarnes, Artabazus and many others including his
Greek mercenaries. But Alexander’s advance was too swift for Darius to reor-
ganize the support of his eastern provinces. He chose to retreat and paused to
fight at the Caspian gates. Here history took a new turn. Alexander usurped the
title of the Great King and called himself ‘Lord of Asia’, disregarding the fact
that the Achaemenid monarch was still alive — a signal of great historic change.
Although the Greek historians give no details except for the final disowning
and, later, the murder of Darius by his eastern commanders (the crime being
attributed to Barsaentes and Satibarzanes), the split between the Greek mercen-
aries of the Achaemenid monarch and the eastern commanders can be seen
clearly — a division that may have been brought about by Alexander’s own
diplomatic moves. The result was the return of the Greek mercenaries and a
switch in their loyalty. The eastern commanders, on the other hand, defended
their national home, which lay entirely in Central Asia. Bessus emerged as the
great leader and retreated to his home province of Bactria to meet Alexander’s
challenge. Satibarzanes and Barsaentes returned to their provinces of Aria and
Arachosia, respectively, to make defence preparations. Meanwhile Alexander
consolidated his gains in the Caspian region. Hyrcania lay at his feet and the
Greek deserters submitted to him with the men and material they commanded.
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He made Zadracarta (modern Astrabad) the headquarters of Hyrcania, the
strong centre and spearhead for his conquest of the East.

THE FALL OF ARIA AND ARACHOSIA

The defence of the East seems to have been well planned. Alexander® began to
pursue Bessus who, with the support of his people, had assumed the upright
tiara and made himself known as ‘Great King’. Satibarzanes feigned submission
to Alexander and accepted his general Anaxippus and a Macedonian military
garrison in Aria. But when the latter arrived, Satibarzanes, with the full support
of his people, killed the Greek general along with his whole force. The war of
liberation had now begun. Both Aria and Arachosia were up in arms in alliance
with Bactria and probably with Sogdiana. Alexander had to forgo his plan of
advance on Bactria and turned back to deal with the new situation. We only
read about his victorious march to Artacoana, through Aria and further south
to Drangiana. But he could not capture the local chieftains. Satibarzanes is said
to have gone to Bessus, while Barsaentes left Drangiana and escaped to the
‘Indians’ in eastern Arachosia, bringing in the new support of the ‘Mountaineer
Indians’. Here Alexander further changed his policy. He appointed Arsames, a
Persian, as satrap of Aria; but while he advanced into Arachosia, this newly
appointed satrap proved to be in league with Satibarzanes, and led Aria in a
further revolt. Alexander was able to defeat and kill them, putting a new satrap,
Stasanor, in charge of Aria. Alexander’s advance into Arachosia cannot be
explained unless his immediate objective was to capture Barsaentes, who was
ultimately caught and put to death. No details are available about the name of
the local chief or the resistance that Alexander met; but we do know that he was
forced to march round the central massif of Afghanistan, through the Helmand
and Arghandab valleys and over the high range of the Hindu Kush simply to
reach Bactria — a circuitous journey which was hardly necessary unless dictated
by some political or strategic reasons that remain unknown to us. We do how-
ever know the measures he adopted to control these provinces. He founded or
refounded cities, peopled with a Macedonian and Greek population and strong
garrisons, all named after himself — Alexandria in Aria (Herat), Alexandria
Prophthasia in Drangiana (Phrada), Alexandropolis (Kandahar), Alexandria in
Arachosia (Ghazni) and Alexandria ad Caucasum (now identified with ancient
Kapisa, modern Begram, near Charikar). This chain of posts, garrisoned by
Alexander’s own troops, were meant to safeguard the route and cover the rear
of his advancing army.

6. Tarn, 1951, pp. 61 et seq.
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THE CAPTURE OF BESSUS

Bessus enjoyed quite a strong position in Bactria, as he had been able to gain the
support of Oxyartes and Spitamenes (the two great chiefs of Sogdiana) and of
Satibarzanes who had fomented the revolts in Aria. Alexander decided to make
a strategic move and take Bessus by surprise. But Bessus was not prepared to
give open battle, and withdrew to the other side of the Oxus. Alexander
appointed the veteran Artabazus as satrap of Bactria and marched to the Oxus
with the intention of crossing the river, but he found that Bessus had destroyed
all the boats, followed a scorched-carth policy and joined up with Spitamenes.
As Alexander advanced, Spitamenes retreated towards Bukhara, but Bessus
stood his ground and was eventually captured.

RESISTANCE IN BACTRIA AND ITS SUPPRESSION

In Sogdiana the local chiefs decided to follow a wait-and-strike tactic, and to
employ desert manoeuvres. They gained the support of nomads beyond the
Jaxartes, and Spitamenes ‘found allies in the nomads of the Kyrgyz steppe, west
of the Polytimetus river — part of the great Saka confederacy known as the Mas-
sagetae’.” Initially Alexander occupied Maracanda (Samarkand), the royal sum-
mer residence of Sogdiana. Then, worried about the Saka hordes beyond the
Jaxartes, he advanced northward past the fortress of Cyropolis occupying seven
fortresses on the way to the Jaxartes, the boundary of Achaemenid territory. It
was in these engagements that he was wounded in the tibia and lost part of the
bone. This fitted in well with the tactics of the local chiefs, which only became
known to Alexander when the whole country behind him had risen in revolt.
His garrisons in Cyropolis and the seven fortresses were all massacred, and he
had to turn back to reconquer this territory. Meanwhile Spitamenes, who had
retired into the desert, besieged the citadel of Maracanda, and the Saka nomads,
who were allies of Spitamenes, swarmed round the Jaxartes. This was the first
time that Alexander was faced with a new encircling tactic by the Sakas. He es-
tablished a strong garrison on the Jaxartes by founding Alexandria Eschate
(Alexandria the Farthest), now identified with Khojand. He then crossed the
river and broke through the encircling Sakas with the help of his archers and
cavalry. Alexander had sent his commander Pharnuches, a Lycian, to relieve
Maracanda. Spitamenes withdrew down-river and lured the Macedonian force
after him to the edge of the desert. This gave Spitamenes his opportunity to
make a frontal attack and driving the whole Macedonian force back to the river
he annihilated it and again besieged Maracanda. Alexander had to rush perso-
nally to relieve the town and although he was able to destroy the harvest of the
countryside, Spitamenes’ desert tactics proved more than a match for him.

7. Ibid., p. 69.
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Alexander was obliged to retreat to Bactria while Spitamenes celebrated his vic-
tory at Bukhara, the royal winter residence of Sogdiana. Alexander consolidated
his position in Bactria and received large reinforcements from his home country
and from the satraps he had appointed in the western provinces. He was joined
by Pharasmanes, the ruler of Chorasmia south of the Aral Sea, who was prob-
ably won over because of his opposition to Spitamenes, and by Sisicottus, an
older friend of Bessus. It was here also that Ophis, the ruler of Taxila, jealous of
his powerful neighbour, Porus, came to offer his alliance, opening up before
Alexander the rosy picture of the conquest of the Indus valley. Alexander
‘assumed the state of Great King, surrounded himself with eastern forms and
pomp, exacted self-abasement in his presence from oriental subjects, and
adopted the maxim that the king’s person was divine. He was the successor of
Darius.’™®

THE CONQUEST OF TRANSOXANIA

The territory north of the Oxus had yet to be conquered. Spitamenes was a
strong force in Sogdiana, and four other chiefs — Oxyartes, Chorienes, Catanes
and Austanes — were in arms in the Paraetacene (modern Hissar) hills. Alexan-
der himself advanced, dividing the army into five columns, which swept across
the plains and reunited at Maracanda. While Alexander was building fortified
garrisons at various points, Spitamenes, in league with the Sakas, overwhelmed a
Bactrian border post and appeared before Bactra itself. In the winter of 328 B.c,
Alexander put Coenus in charge of western Sogdiana with two battalions of the
phalanx, two squadrons of the Companions (his personal bodyguard), and the
newly raised Bactrian and Sogdian horse. Spitamenes, helped by the Massagetae,
attacked him but by now Coenus had mastered his tactics and was able to over-
power and defeat Spitamenes. We do not know what diplomatic moves fol-
lowed, but we read of the estrangement of the Sogdians from Spitamenes and
their surrender to Alexander. Later the Massagetae lost heart, cut off Spita-
menes’ head and sent it to Alexander. Thus was the end of the great defender of
Sogdiana. Alexander arranged for Spitamenes’ daughter Apama to be married to
Seleucus Nikator, and she became the mother of Antiochus I. Alexander was
not yet master of the whole of Sogdiana. While he held the plains, the great
chiefs were strong in the hills. Late in 328 Alexander advanced to Oxyartes’
stronghold, ‘the Sogdian rock’ near Derbend, which was very strongly
defended. Oxyartes was not present. While we read of Alexander’s assault on
the rock and its surrender, we have no details of Oxyartes’ reconciliation except
that his captured daughter Roxane was married to Alexander. The way in which
Oxyartes was made to accompany Alexander to the siege of other strongholds
suggests that some historical facts have not been recorded and a deliberate tradi-

8. Tarn, 1951, p. 77.
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tion was established that Alexander had fallen in love with Roxane. Later when
we find Oxyartes securing the surrender of Chorienes, who had a strong fort on
the Vakhsh river south of Faizabad, his political role should be clearly under-
stood. As we note later that the same Oxyartes was made satrap of the Paropa-
misadae, the political trend becomes clear. Alexander did not himself advance to
subdue the two remaining chiefs of the hills but entrusted the task to Craterus
who was successful in his mission.

ALEXANDER’S ALLIES FROM THE INDUS REGION

It was in Bactria that Alexander planned to conquer the Indus provinces of the
Achaemenid Empire.’ Three local chiefs had their own reasons for supporting
him. One of these, Sisicottus, came from Swat, and was later rewarded by an
appointment in this locality. Sangaeus from Gandhara had a grudge against his
brother Astis, and to improve his own chances of royalty, sided with Alexander.
The ruler of Taxila wanted to satisfy his own grudge against Porus. In this way
Alexander’s new push towards the Indus was preceded by considerable diplo-
matic activity, of which very little is known. Whether his original intention was
to explore the southern sea is difficult to say, but his advance in that direction
and the information he received from local chiefs must have increased his
curiosity. However, to say that mere curiosity brought him to this part of the
world would be wide of the mark. Certainly such curiosity cost him dear, and
the assistance of the local chieftains was of no great consequence from a military
point of view.

ALEXANDER’S ROUTE TO THE INDUS

In the early summer of 327 B.C. Alexander started from Bactra and found to his
surprise his city of Alexandria ad Caucasum in some disorder. Arrian
(IV.22.6-8) gives details of his route from Alexandria to the Indus, the strategy
he followed and the help he received from local chieftains. Taxiles and the oth-
ers came to meet him, bringing gifts reckoned of value among the Indians. They
presented him with the twenty-five elephants they had with them. Alexander
divided his army, sending Hephaestion and Perdiccas into the land of Peucelao-
tis, towards the River Indus with the brigades of Gorgias, Clitus and Meleager,
half of the Companion cavalry, and the entire cavalry of Greek mercenaries. He
gave them instructions to capture by force places en route, or to compel them to
capitulate; and when they reached the Indus, they were to make all necessary
preparations for the passage of the army. Taxiles and the other chiefs marched
with them. When they reached the Indus they carried out all Alexander’s orders
but Astis, the ruler of Peucelaotis, revolted, bringing ruin on himself and on the

9. Dani, 1980, pp. 117-30.
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city to which he had fled for refuge, when Hephaestion captured it after a slege
of thirty days. As far as the route is concerned, P. H. L. Eggermont,'° relying on
the Geography of Strabo, makes Alexander cross the Cophen (Kabul) river bu
this is not borne out by other historians. If Alexander crossed the Kabul river,
the only route open for him was through the Khyber pass — a route that he def;-
nitely avoided because it lacked water and was less inhabited. It 1s therefore rea-
sonable to believe that Alexander marched north of the Kabul river across the
Ningrahar valley into Bajaur. It 1s also clear that Hephaestion and Perdiccas,
who were sent ahead, did not follow the Khyber route. As their target was Pey-
celaotis (modern Charsadda, north of the Kabul river), they must have come
down through Mohmand territory. Both routes lay north of the Kabul river and
clearly indicate the stategy followed by Alexander. Peucelaotis was occupied
with the help of Sangaeus and Taxiles, but not without a great fight against
Astis. Alexander himself went north. We are not informed who was his guide,
but as we hear later that Sisicottus, a chief of this great region, was appointed to
administer the area, it is reasonable to believe that Alexander must have fol-
lowed his advice. Arrian (IV.23) calls this ‘the land of the Aspasians, Guraeans
and Assacenians’. In modern geographical terminology, it embraces Nawagai,
Bajaur, Dir and Swat.

THE BATTLE WITH THE ASPASIANS

The way was now blocked by the Aspasians, who followed a scorched-earth
policy and gave Alexander a tough fight, finally retreating into their mountain
fastness. Arrian (IV.24.6-25,4) describes it thus:

Then crossing the mountains Alexander descended to a city called Arigaeum [iden-
tified with Nawagai], and found that this had been set on fire by the inhabitants,
who had afterwards fled. There Craterus with his army reached him, after accom-
plishing all the king’s orders; and because this city seemed to be built in a conve-
nient place, he directed that general to fortify it well, and settle in it as many of the
neighbouring people as were willing to live there, together with any of the soldiers
who were unfit for service. He then advanced to the place where he heard that
most of the barbarians of the district had fled for refuge. . . . When the enemy who
were occupying the commanding heights saw the Macedonians approaching they
descended into the plain, being emboldened by their superiority in number and
despising the Macedonians, because they were seen to be few. A sharp contest
ensued; but Alexander won the victory with ease. . . . Ptolemy indeed says that all
the men were captured, to a number exceeding 40,000 and that over 2,300,000 oxen
were also taken, of which Alexander picked out the finest, because they seemed to
him to excel both in beauty and size, wishing to send them to Macedonia to tll the
sol.

10. Eggermont, 1970, pp. 63 et seq.
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That such a great booty in cattle was collected shows the great prosperity of the
region and the reason why the local tribe put up such a stiff resistance.

FIGHT WITH THE ASSACENIANS

Alexander then crossed the River Guraeus (the Panchkora, in Dir District).
Beyond the Karmani pass lies the Talash valley. The Assacenians, identified
with the Aévakas of Sanskrit literature, tried to defend themselves. According to
Arrian (IV.25.7-26,1):

When the barbarians perceived Alexander approaching, they durst not take their
stand for a battle in close array, but dispersed one by one to their various cities
with the determination of preserving these by fighting from the ramparts. The
most important of them was Massaga.

The ponderous ruins of Massaga occupy a conspicuous height near Ziarat about
16 km north of Chakdara fort. Here on a bare hill the walls of later-period ram-
parts have stood through the centuries to speak of the brave defence that
the people put up against Alexander, as described by Quintus Curtius
(VIIL.10.23-9):

An army of 38,000 infantry defended the city which was strongly fortified both by
nature and art. For on the east, an impetuous mountain stream with steep banks on
both sides barred approach to the city, while to south and west nature, as if design-
ing to form a rampart, had piled up gigantic rocks, at the base of which lay sloughs
and yawning chasms hollowed in the course of ages to vast depths, while a ditch of
mighty labour drawn from their extremity continued the line of defence. The city
was besides surrounded with a wall thirty-five stadia in circumference which had a
basis of stonework supporting a superstructure of unburnt, sun-dried bricks. The
brickwork was bound into a solid fabric by means of stones so interposed that the
more brittle material rested upon the harder, while moist clay had been used for
mortar. Lest, however, the structure should sink, strong beams had been laid on
top, supporting wooden floors which covered the walls and afforded a passage
along them.

Alexander while reconnoitring the fortifications, and unable to fix on a plan
of attack, since nothing less than a vast mole, necessary for bringing up his engines
to the walls, would suffice to fill up the chasms, was wounded from the ramparts
by an arrow which chanced to hit him in the calf of the leg. When the barb was
extracted, he called for his horse, and without having his wound so much as ban-
daged, continued with unabated energy to prosecute the work on hand. But when
the injured limb was hanging without support and the gradual cooling, as the
blood dried, aggravated the pain, he is reported to have said that though he was
called, as all know, the son of Jupiter, he felt notwithstanding all the defects of the
weak body. He did not, however, return to the camp till he had viewed everything
and ordered what he wanted to be done.
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It was at Massaga that we learn of Alexander’s ploy. After the besieged had
agreed to surrender, Diodorus (XVIL.84.1) informs us:

When the capitulation on those terms had been ratified by oaths, the Queen [of
Massaga), to show her admiration of Alexander’s magnanimity, sent out to him
most valuable presents, with an intimation that she would fulfil all the stipulations,
Then the mercenaries at once, in accordance with the terms of the agreement, evac-
uated the city, and after retiring to a distance of eighty stadia, pitched their camp
unmolested, without thought of what was to happen. But Alexander, who was
actuated by an implacable enmity against the mercenaries, and had kept his troops
under arms ready for action, pursued the barbarians, and falling suddenly upon
them made a great slaughter of their ranks. The barbarians at first loudly protested
that they were attacked in violation of sworn obligation, and invoked the gods
whom he had desecrated by taking false oaths in their name. Alexander, with a
loud voice, retorted that his covenant merely bound him to let them depart from
the city, and was by no means a league of perpetual amity between them and the
Macedonians. The mercenaries, undismayed by the greatness of their danger, drew
their ranks together in a ring, within which they placed the women and children to
guard them on all sides against their assailants. As they were now desperate, and
by their audacity and feats of valour made the conflict in which they closed hot
work for the enemy, while the Macedonians held it a point of honour not to be
outdone in courage by a horde of barbarians, great was the astonishment and alarm
which the peril of this crisis created. For as the combatants were locked together
fighting hand to hand, death and wounds were dealt out in every variety and form.
Thus the Macedonians, when once their long spikes had shattered the shield of the
barbarians, pierced their vital organs with the steel points of these weapons, and on
the other hand the mercenaries never hurled their javelins without deadly effect
against the near target presented by the dense ranks of the enemy. When many
were thus wounded and not a few killed, the women, taking the arms of the fallen,
fought side by side with the men for the imminence of the danger and the great
interests at stake forced them to do violence to their nature, and to take an active
part in the defence. Accordingly some who had supplied themselves with arms did
their best to cover their husbands with their shields, while others who were with-
out arms did much to impede the enemy by flinging themselves upon them and
catching hold of their shields. The defenders, however, after fighting desperately,
along with their wives, were at last overpowered by superior numbers, and met a
glorious death which they would have disdained to exchange for a life with dis-
honour.

Massaga was only one of the fortress cities of the Assacenians. Two more places

of great importance were then the target of attack. Arrian continues (IV.27.5-
28,1):

Thence he dispatched Coenus to Bazira, entertaining an opinion that the inhab-
itants would surrender when they heard of the capture of Massaga. He also dis-
patched Attalus, Alcetas, and Demetrius, the cavalry officer, to another city,
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named Ora, with instructions to blockade it until he himself arrived. The men of
this city made a sortie against the forces of Alcetas; but the Macedonians casily
routed them, and drove them into the city within the wall. But affairs at Bazira
were not favourable to Coenus, for the inhabitants showed no sign of capitulating,
trusting to the strength of the place, because not only was it situated on a lofty
eminence, but it was also thoroughly fortified all round. When Alexander learnt
this, he started off to Bazira, but ascertaining that some of the neighbouring bar-
barians were about to get into the city of Ora by stealth, being dispatched thither
by Abisares for that very purpose, he first marched to Ora. He ordered Coenus to
fortify a certain strong position to serve as a basis of operations against the city of
Bazira, and then to come to him with the rest of his army, after leaving in that
place a sufficient garrison to restrain the men in the city from enjoying the free use
of their land. But when the men of Bazira saw Coenus departing with the larger
part of his army, they despised the Macedonians, as not being able to contend with
them, and sallied forth into the plain. A sharply contested battle ensued, in which
500 of the barbarians fell and over seventy were taken prisoner. But the rest, flee-
ing for refuge into the city, were now more securely shut off from the country by
the men in the fort. The siege of Ora proved an easy matter to Alexander, for he
no sooner attacked the walls than at the first assault he got possession of the city,
and captured the elephants which had been left there. When the men in Bazira
heard the news, despairing of their own affairs, they abandoned the city about the
middle of the night, and fled to the rock which is in their land, and is called
Aornos.

Both these forts lie on the left bank of the River Swat and to attack them Alex-
ander’s forces had to cross the river. Stein'' identified Ora with Udegram and
Bazira with Barikot. From Udegram retreat upstream along the Swat river was
possible, but if Udegram had already fallen to Alexander, the only escape from
Bazira to Buner was across the Karakar pass. Abisares’ forces could reach either
place through this pass as Alexander was coming from across the river. As a
stand was not possible, the forces must have planned to retreat to Buner where
they could again get help from Abisares, who must have been planning to stop
Alexander on that side of the River Indus. Although the Greek historians relate
that the Assacenians were defeated, they were not conquered, but took up new
positions at Aornos.

The very fact that Alexander did not advance directly to Aornos suggests
that by then he was well aware of the geography of the terrain where the local
chiefs had taken refuge and was well guided by other local chiefs. Who were
these local chiefs and what was their affiliation? We know the names of two of
them — Cophaeus (probably a ruler of the lower Kabul valley) and Assagates
(probably Asvagupta) — but they are not heard of again, except in connection
with Alexander’s march towards Aornos.

Arrian informs us that Alexander fortified Ora and Massaga to keep the

11. Stein, 1929.
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land in subjection and also the city of Bazira. He appointed Nicanor as ‘viceroy
of the land on this side of the River Indus’, fortifying yet another city, Orobatis,
generally identified with Varusa (modern Shahbazgarhi, in Mardan District)
where the Asokan rock edicts are to be found. As 1t lies in a strategic position
that could be used as a base for operations against enemy forces in Buner, its
fortification can be well understood. It was probably here that Alexander
planned his future campaign to disledge his enemies from Aornos and to pre-
vent Abisares from interfering in the region.

THE CAPTURE OF AORNOS

Stein'? takes ‘Aornos’ to be linguistically identical with (Mount) Una on the
Indus in the Indus Kohistan, near Thakot on the modern Karakorum highway;
but ‘Buner’ could be a corrupted form of ‘Aornos’. In that case, any high peak
in Buner (and there are several) could be identified with this last siege. Alexan-
der was bent on taking possession of Aornos, towards which he now moved.
The first city he reached is called Embolima, which is identified with ancient
Ambulima. Stein takes it for Amb because it is situated on the route to Mount
Una following closely the River Indus. On the other hand Eggermont” identi-
fies it with Ambela, an important pass that can be reached from Shahbazgarhi.
Both are strategically located. As a good strategist Alexander left the expe-
rienced Craterus with part of the army and himself advanced towards Aornos.
If Aornos was situated on the right bank of the Indus, as the narratives of Dio-
dorus and Curtius state, one alternative would be to accept its identification
with Pirsar on Mount Una, which can be reached from Amb along the river, or
from Ambela through the Kaghlum and Chakesar passes. But it is difficult to
understand how he could get to Pirsar by the latter route when Erices (Assace-
nus’ brother) was holding the district of the Assacenians, which was Buner
itself. Classical historians would have us believe that Alexander tackled Erices
after capturing Aornos. Eggermont would have Erices take refuge on Mount
Elam, if he could be identified with the leader of the forces fleeing from Barikot,
because Elam lies to the north-west by the side of the Karakar pass. In either
case the capture of Aornos was part of Alexander’s Buner campaign, and it was
after this victory that he fortified the place, ‘committing the superintendence of
the garrison to Sisicottus’ (Arrian IV.30.4). After such an arduous campaign
Alexander was finally able to subjugate the Assacenians and the whole area west
of the Indus. When Nicanor was appointed viceroy we read of two local chiefs,
Sangaeus in Peucelaotis and Sisicottus (Sasigupta) in the farthest corner of
Buner.

12. Stein, 1929.
13. Eggermont, 1970, pp. 63 et seq.
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ALEXANDLER AND TAXILA

After his arduous Buner campaign Alexander returned to cross the Indus at the
point where a bridge had been built. Arrian (V.3.5) describes his activitics:

When Alexander arrived at the River Indus, he found a bridge made over it by
Hephaestion, and two thirty-oared galleys, besides many smaller craft. He more-
over found that 200 talents of silver, 3,000 oxen, above 10,000 sheep for sacrificial
victims, and thirty elephants had arrived as gifts from the Indian Taxiles; 700
Indian horsemen also arrived from Taxiles as a reinforcement, and that prince sent
word that he would surrender to him the city of Taxila, the largest town between
the Rivers Indus and Hydaspes.

Arrian (V.8.2 et seq.) continues the story:

Then starting from the Indus, he arrived at Taxila, a large and prosperous city, in
fact the largest of those situated between the Rivers Indus and Hydaspes. He was
received in a friendly manner by Taxiles, the governor of the city, and by the
Indians of that place; and he added to that territory as much of the adjacent coun-
try as they asked for. Thither also came to him envoys from Abisares, King of the
Mountaineer Indians, the embassy including the brother of Abisares as well as the
other most notable men. Other envoys came from Doxares, the chief of the prov-
ince, bringing gifts with them. Here again at Taxila Alexander offered the sacrifices
which were customary for him to offer, and celebrated a gymnastic and equestrian
contest. Having appointed Philippus, son of Machetas, viceroy of the Indians of
that district, he left a garrison in Taxila, as well as the soldiers who were invali-
dated by sickness, and then marched towards the River Hydaspes.

It is very significant that Arrian calls Abisares ‘King of the Mountaineer
Indians’. If this information is correct, should we not suppose that the forces of
the Mountaineer Indians who fought at Gaugamela were sent by him - an infe-
rence supported by the fact that Abisares had opposed Alexander all along,
while his enemy, Omphis, had been on Alexander’s side? Abisares, who had
sent his troops to support the Assacenians in Ora and Buner against Alexander,
now sent only his embassy of goodwill to Taxila and never went in person to
attend on Alexander, who nevertheless tacitly accepted the pretence of submis-
sion. Quintus Curtius (VIII.12.12-16) gives more information:

When Alexander asked him [Omphis] whether he had more husbandmen or
soldiers, he replied that as he was at war with two kings he required more soldiers
than field labourers. These kings were Abisares and Porus, but Porus was superior
in power and influence. Both of them held sway beyond the River Hydaspes, and
had resolved to try the fortune of war whatever invader had come. Omphis, with
Alexander’s permission, and according to the usage of the realm, assumed the
ensigns of royalty along with the name which his father had borne. His people
called him Taxiles, for such was the name which accompanied the sovereignty on
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whomsoever it devolved. When, therefore, he had entertained Alexander for three
days with lavish hospitality, he showed him on the fourth day what quality of corn
he had supplied to Hephaestion’s troops, and then presented him and all his
friends with golden crowns, and eighty talents besides of coined silver. Alexander
was so exceedingly gratified with his profuse generosity that he not only sent back
to Omphis the presents he had given, but added a thousand talents from the spoils
which he carried, along with many banqueting vessels of gold and silver, a vast
quantity of Persian drapery, and thirty chargers from his own stalls, caparisoned as
when ridden by himself.

Quintus Curtius (VIII.13.3) informs us:

Alexander had now resolved to cross the Hydaspes, when Barsaentes, who had
instigated the Arachosians to revolt, was brought to him in chains, along with
thirty captured elephants. . . . Samaxus was also brought in chains, the king of a
small Indian state, who had espoused the cause of Barsaentes. Alexander, having
put the traitor and his accomplice under custody, and consigned the elephants to
the care of Taxiles, advanced to the River Hydaspes.

This information brings a new perspective of the battle at Gaugamela vis-a-vis
the princes from the Indus region. It is not clear where Barsaentes was caught,
but if the identification of Samaxus with Sambus in Sind (as suggested by Egger-
mont) is accepted we can understand the purpose of the entire campaign of
Alexander in the Indus region; and the capture of Barsaentes at this stage does
focus on the part that was played by the princes from the Indus region in the
great battle at Gaugamela.
To these events Plutarch adds:

Alexander, therefore, after having received many presents from Taxiles, and given
him more in return, at last drank to his health, and accompanied the toast with the
present of a thousand talents of coined money.

At this ume in Taxila there was a certain Kautilya, the author of the well-known
book on Indian policy, the Arthasastra, who was to become famous as the
teacher of Candragupta, the founder of the Mauryan Empire. Plutarch records:

Sandrocottos [Candragupta] himself, who was then but a youth, saw Alexander
and afterwards used to declare that Alexander could easily have taken possession
of the whole country, since the king [i.e. one of the Nanda kings of the Gangetic
valley] was hated and despised by his subjects for the wickedness of his disposition
and the meanness of his origin.

Justin (XV.4.15) adds:

This man was of humble origin, but was stimulated to aspire to regal power
by supernatural encouragement; for having offended Alexander by his boldness
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of speech and orders being given to kill him, he saved himself by swiftness of
foot.

Unfortunately we do not know when and where Candragupta met Alexander,
but as he was in Taxila, that is the most likely place of their meeting,

ALEXANDER AND PORUS

From Taxila to the Hydaspes Alexander had the choice of two main roads.
Either would be practicable provided the passes were in the hands of allies. The
principal chain of the Salt range commences in the lofty hills of Chel formed by
the convergence of three spurs, two of which extended as far as the Himalayan
out-liers. The first is traversed by the Grand Trunk Road at Bakrala and, 32 km
lower down, by the Dhudial-to-Jalalpur road at the gap through which the
Bunhar Nullah flows. The spur on which the fort of Rohtas stands is terminated
at one end by the Bunhar and at the other by the Nuhan Nullah, which flows
through the Pubbi range near the apex of the triangle. The lower road, which
emerges near Jalalpur, is narrow and was perhaps under the control of
Sopeithes, while the northern route — the Grand Trunk Road - was under Abi-
sares” control. The route followed by Alexander depended upon the relation-
ship of these two chiefs to Porus. In spite of his feigned submission to Alexan-
der, Abisares was ready to support Porus with whom he was in league, and
therefore the northern route appears to have been less preferred. On the other
hand, Sopeithes, the ruler of the Salt range, was too weak to stand against Alex-
ander and more likely to yield. On this ground the southern route was prefer-
able, as Stein has argued on other, geographical, grounds. On the other side of
the Hydaspes (Jhelum) lay the Kingdom of Porus (Fig. 1). The name appears to

FiG. 1. Silver coin with the figure of Porus (BMC 191,61).
(Photo: © British Museum.)
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have been derived from the ancient Puru tribe, which at this time must hay,
spread from Jhelum eastward beyond Chenab, probably up to the River Ravi,
because the younger Porus, nephew of the former, ruled here. He was antago-
nistic to his uncle and is reported to have offered Alexander help against him,
hoping to be installed as ruler over the whole area. The territory of the elder
Porus between the Jhelum and Chenab was well defended. Strabo tells us that it
was an extensive and fertile district containing nearly 300 cities. Diodorus men-
tions that Porus had an army of more than 50,000 foot soldiers, about 300
horses, over 1,000 chariots and 130 elephants. The story of the battle against
Porus is related in detail by the Greek historians.

The special strategic moves made by Alexander for the battle, the severity
with which the battle was fought, the daredevil courage shown by Porus, and
his final treatment by Alexander indicate the importance of the war. It appears
that all along Porus was the main target of attack on this side of the Indus, just
as the Assacenians had been on the other. As Sisicottus was Alexander’s suppor-
ter on the west, so Omphis was on the east, while Abisares played a political
game on both fronts. As we shall see later, he not only saved his life but pre-
served his territory and never submitted personally to Alexander.

After his victory over Porus, Alexander (Fig. 2) founded the city of
Nicaea, as well as another city, Bucephala, in memory of his horse Bucephalus,
who died there. Alexander not only restored his territory to Porus but also
added the neighbouring region beyond the Chenab that belonged to the ‘Glau-
stans’ and as far as the Ravi, where the younger Porus had risen in revolt as his
uncle had been honoured by Alexander. At a campsite in this area Alexander
effected a reconciliation between Taxiles and Porus. And there arrived a second
ambassador from Abisares, who, seeing the failure of his political manoeuvres,
again feigned submission by sending his brother with a gift of forty elephants. It
is strange that even then he did not come in person. We are told:

At this time Phrataphernes, viceroy of Parthia and Hyrcania, came to Alexander at
the head of the Thracians who had been left with him. Messengers also came from
Sisicottus, the viceroy of the Assacenians, to inform him that these people had
slain their governor [Nicanor] and revolted from Alexander. Against these he dis-
patched Philippus [the viceroy of Taxila region] and Tyriespis, with an army, to
arrange and set in order the affairs of their land.

This was the first revolt by local people in the territory of the Assacenians.

It was on the banks of the Ravi that Alexander met the Cathaeans (with
their stronghold at Sangala). There were many other independent tribes
between the Ravi and the Beas. In these campaigns Porus accompanied Alexan-
der and helped him with the elephants. After a great siege Sangala was captured
and razed to the ground. Alexander advanced up to the Beas which was prob-
ably the limit of the Achaemenid Empire. Beyond lay the Gangetic kingdom of
the Great Nandas.
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Fi:. 2. Head of Alexander the Great. Sculprure. (Photo: «© Brinsh Museum.)



A. H. Dani and P. Bernard

ALEXANDER’S RETREAT

We are informed that here the Greek soldiers revolted and would not proceed
further to conquer the Gangetic region. Although Alexander unwillingly
acceded to their demands, it is strange that they did not insist on returning by
the route they had come. Was this story of revolt concocted by the Greek his-
torians to put all the blame on the soldiers and prove that Alexander wished to
be a world conqueror but stopped at the limit of the Achaemenid Empire? The
army certainly stood by him so long as he was only subjugating the lands that
had belonged to the Achaemenids. If the army only wanted an easy return
home, it is difficult to understand why Alexander tackled new hazards by going
south.

It is said that Alexander made Abisares viceroy over his own country and
the region belonging to Arsaces. Thus to the east of the Indus, Porus and Abi-
sares, who were enemies of Taxiles, were made stronger. On the other hand
Philippus, who was appointed ‘viceroy of the district” at Taxila, became ‘viceroy
of the country beyond the Indus extending to Bactria’ after the murder of Nica-
nor. Later his authority was extended up to the territory of the Malli, that is, to
the confluence of the Indus and the Chenab. Beyond this point as far as the sea,
and extending over the Makran coast, Pithon was appointed viceroy; but that
area remained to be conquered. Meanwhile Alexander went back to the River

Hydaspes.

ALEXANDER FIGHTS HIS WAY TO THE SOUTH

Arrian (I1.1.1-2,2) continues the story:

Alexander now resolved to sail down the Hydaspes to the Great Sea, after he had
prepared on the bank of that river many thirty-oared galleys and others with one
and a half banks of oars, as well as a number of vessels for conveying horses, and
all the other things requisite for the easy conveyance of an army on a river. . ..
With himself he placed on board all the shield-bearing guards, the archers, the
Agrianians and the bodyguard of the cavalry. Craterus led a part of the infantry
along the right bank of the Hydaspes, while along the other bank Hephaestion
advanced at the head of the most numerous and efficient part of the army, includ-
ing the elephants, which now numbered about 200. These generals were ordered
to march as quickly as possible to the place where the palace of Sopeithes was
situated.

They reached this on the second day.

Alexander then proceeded down the Jhelum to its confluence with the
Chenab. In the southern Panjab he had to fight against four tribes — the Sib,
Agalassi (Diodorus XVII1.98), Sudracae and Malli. The Sibi occupied the Shor-
kot region in Jhang District, and the Agalassi (or the Agrasura) must have been
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close neighbours. The other two tribes, the Malli (or Milavas) and the Sudracac
(Sudraka or Ksudraka), made a joint defence against Alexander. It was in the
fortress city of the Malli, which was heavily defended, that Alexander was badly
wounded. The city seems to have been Milavasthana (probably modern Mul-
tan) and the Sudracae must have lived in the Bahawalpur region northward
along the Ravi.

The onward journey to the sea was interrupted by two more geographical
features — the great Indus gorge at Sakkhar and the head of the delta below the
hillock of Thatta. In the first area Alexander met two important tribes, that of
Musicanus, probably with their headquarters at Al-Ror, near Sakkhar, and the
second of Sambus, with their city called Sindimana. In the name ‘Musicanus’ it
is not difficult to see the ancient tribe of Miisikas, or Mausikas, and in the name
‘Sambus’ the later Sindhi tribe, Sammas. It is said that the Brahmans instigated
their fight against Alexander, who defeated them and destroyed their cities.

The next important place was Patala, where ‘the water of the Indus is
divided into two large rivers, both of which retain the name of Indus as far as
the sea. Here Alexander constructed a harbour and a dockyard.” Quintus Cur-
tius (IX.8.28) further writes:

From there they came to the next nation, that of the Patalii. Their king was Moerts,
who had abandoned his city and taken refuge in the mountains. Alexander took
the town and pillaged the fields. From there great booty was driven off, in the
form of flocks and herds, and a great store of grain was found. Then taking guides
acquainted with the river he sailed down to an island which arose in the middle of
the channel.

There has been a vain attempt to identify the city of Patala. If ‘Patala’ is not
taken as a proper name but only refers to a city, it can be corrected to ‘Pattana’,
that is, city or port city par excellence, a term applied in a later period to Thatta,
which is ideally situated in the way the Greek historians describe. King Moeris
has been taken by Eggermont to be Mauryas — but without any reasonable
foundation, and he is better regarded as the head of the local tribe Med or Mehr,
which is well known in the Sind coastal area.

ALEXANDER MARCHES BACK ACROSS BALUCHISTAN

When the exploration of the Indus was complete, Alexander prepared for the
return journey. He had already, according to Arrnan (VI.17.3),

sent Craterus into Carmania with brigades of Attalus, Meleager and Antigenes,
some of the archers and as many of the Companions and other Macedonians as,
being now unfit for military service, he was dispatching to Macedonia by the route
through the lands of Arachosians and Zarangians.
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Eggermont rightly points out the line of march along the ancient caravan trajl
from Al-Ror through the Bolan pass to Kandahar and from there to Sistan,
According to Strabo (613.3 et seq.), Alexander

himself set out with one division through Gedrosia. He kept away from the sea, no
more than 500 stadia at most, in order that he might at the same time equip the
seaboard for the reception of his fleet; and he often closely approached the sea,
although its shores were hard to traverse and rugged.

The fleet he gave over to Nearchus and Onesicritus, the latter his master pilot,
giving them orders to take an appropriate position, and to follow, and sail
alongside, his line of march.

Alexander’s retreat from the Indus delta has been reconstructed by Egger-
mont who has evaluated the two possible routes — the northern one, suggested
by Stein, and the southern one given by Holditch. He has opted for the latter to
identify the port town of Alexandria in the Oreitae country near the mouth of
the Hingol river — the most important river in Baluchistan, separating the east-
ern part held by the Oreitae tribe from the western part — Gedrosia proper.
Alexander entered via the River Arabis (the Hab river flowing between the Kir-
thar and Pab ranges that run in a north—south direction). The focal point here is
the central Kalat area, the southern part of which is drained by the Porali river.
The Oreitae tribe appears to have occupied this entire zone. They put up a stout
resistance and rose in revolt after the departure of Alexander, but were brought
to book by Leonnatus. Even later, Diodorus (XVII.105.8) informs us, when
Alexander ‘was on the march, some of the Oreitae, having attacked the troops
commanded by Leonnatus and slain a good many men, escaped unscathed into
their own country’.

Arrian (V1.27.1-2) tells the story of Alexander’s last appointments:

When he arrived at the capital of the Gedrosians he gave his army a rest. Apol-
lophanes he deposed from his satrapy because he found out that he had utterly dis-
regarded his instructions. He appointed Thoas to be satrap over the people of this
district, but as he was taken ill and later died, Sibyrtius occupied the vacant post.
The same man had also recently been appointed by Alexander satrap of Carmania,
but now the government of the Arachosians and Gedrosians was committed to
him, and Tlepolemus, the son of Pythophanes, got Carmania. The king was
already advancing into Carmania when tidings reached him that Philippus, satrap
of the Indian Country, had been treacherously murdered by the mercenaries; but
that his Macedonian bodyguards had put to death his murderers whom they had
caught in the very act, and others whom they had afterwards seized. On learning
what had occurred he sent a letter to India addressed to Eudemus and Taxiles
directing them to assume the administration of the province previously governed
by Philippus until he could send a satrap to govern it.
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That opportunity never came. The finale of Alexander’s march is given in the
words of Justin (XV.1.10-15):

Seleucus Nicator waged many wars in the cast after the partition of Alexander’s
empirc among his generals. He first took Babylon and then with his forces aug-
mented by victory subjugated the Bactrians. He then passed over into India, which
after Alexander’s death, as if the yoke of servitude had been shaken off from its
neck, had put its prefects to death. Sandrocottus was the leader who achieved their
freedom, but after his victory he forfeited by his tyranny all title to the name of the
liberator, for he oppressed with servitude the very people whom he had emanci-
pated from foreign thraldom.

ALEXANDER’S LAST DAYS

Alexander returned to Susa only to find that the satraps appointed by him had
enrolled mercenaries and acted as independent rulers while some of the Persian
satraps had ill-used and murdered their subjects. ‘One trouble, a revolt of Greek
mercenaries in Bactria, was not really overcome; Amyntas was replaced by
another Philippus, but the discontent simmered till Alexander died.””* Alexander
was struck down by fever and died in Babylon on 13 June 323 B.c.

How far Alexander succeeded in uniting his empire is difficult to say
because the men that he posted as satraps in the different provinces could not
remain in power after his death. He certainly succeeded in bridging the rift be-
tween the Greek and Persian worlds, and, by bringing the two into one imperial
system, he fulfilled the aim that once inspired the Achaemenids; the voyage of
his admiral Nearchus must have added information to that already gained by
Skylax in the time of Darius I, and the new silver currency issued by Alexander
must have accelerated trade and commerce. The new cities he founded in Asia,
and the Greek population he settled in them, planted the seeds of Hellenistic
culture and inaugurated a new spirit of cultural exchange.

However, the empire that he founded did not survive him. Its unity was
destroyed, and for forty years after his death his own companions and comrades
indulged in mutual strife. The one who emerged successful in Asia was Seleucus
Nicator. The major claim to independence from the Seleucids came from the
Indus region where Candragupta Maurya, with the support of the Parvataka
(probably the Paurava tribe), overthrew the Greeks and gained the provinces of
Aria, Arachosia, Gedrosia and the Paropamisadae, almost all the eastern areas
where troubles had been brewing in Alexander’s lifeume. Within half a century
the Seleucids lost Parthia and Hyrcania, provinces situated to the south-east and
east of the Caspian Sea, and probably at about the same time Bactria threw off

14, Tarn, 1951, p. 110.
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their suzerainty. The Seleucids continued to control Iran until the Romap
menace roused the national consciousness of the Iranians. The Parthians gave
the final signal, recovering Iran from the Greeks and stabilizing their western
frontier on the Euphrates.

Part Two
THE SELEUCIDS IN CENTRAL ASIA

(Paul Bernard)

Rare as they are for this period, historical sources and coins help to pierce the
darkness surrounding the fate of the Greek colonies in Central Asia during the
twenty years between the death of Alexander (323 B.C.) and the conquest of
Central Asia by Seleucus I (¢. 305-304 B.C.). The survival of this Greek presence
in regions far away from the Mediterranean and apparently isolated is primarily
explained by the fact that it had put down roots. Even if we reject the theory of
a genuine Greek colonization prior to Alexander of political exiles settled in
these provinces by the Achaemenid kings,” it is nevertheless evident that the
number of colonists left behind by Alexander was far from negligible. Classical
texts mention 13,500 soldiers in the Oxus valley (Arrian IV.22) and 4,600 in
Arachosia alone (Curtius VIL.3-4), the centre of troop disposition south of the
Hindu Kush. To this number must be added the pensioned soldiers, who were
settled in the newly founded towns, as the conquest progressed.

ALEXANDER’S DEATH AND ITS AFTERMATH

The announcement of Alexander’s death caused 23,000 Greek mercenaries set-
tled, no doubt against their will, in the upper satrapies of the Iranian plateau and
in Central Asia to rebel and attempt to return to their distant homeland (Diodo-
rus XVIIL.7)." But the dead king’s lieutenants, who had sided with the regent
Perdiccas, immediately instructed the general responsible for suppressing the
rebellion to put the rebels to death, convinced that they could count on other
troops remaining at their posts. Far from feeling imprisoned in a hostile envi-
ronment behind their ramparts, the colonists who had not abandoned their
posts were sufficiently sure of themselves to join in the power struggles then
taking place in Western Asia. The consideration shown to their satraps on the
occasion of three successive reorganizations of the empire (at Babylon in 323
B.C., at Triparadisus in 321 and at Persepolis in 316), and which amounted, for

15. Narain, 1957, pp. 1-6.
16. On this revolt, see Koshelenko, 1979, pp. 181-221.
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the eastern provinces, to little more than a few staff changes indicated their con-
siderable political importance in the balance of power. In 317 8.c.., the satraps of
Central Asia, Bactria, Aria-Drangiana, Arachosia, the Paropamisadae and Gand-
hira joined forces to check Pithon, their powerful colleague in Media, whose
ambitions threatened their own position. Their 6,500-strong army (further proof
that the rebellion of 323 B.c. had not drained the country of colonists) was victo-
rious. It was with this army that they sided with Eumenes in his struggle against
Antigonus, and, in spite of the defeat suffered by the coalition in Iran (316 B.C..),
Antigonus was careful not to undermine their power. These élite soldiers were
also political creatures who knew how to attend to the effective running of their
provinces, where they had no doubt rallied the local nobles to their cause to
ensure local support. In this context, a highly significant comment is made by
the Greek historian, Hieronymus of Cardia, who was personally involved. He
notes that the reason behind Antigonus’ decision to confirm the satraps of Car-
mania and Bactria in their offices was ‘because they would not allow themselves
to be dismissed by a mere letter, given the many partisans at their service among
the local populations, whose allegiance they had won through their fine admi-
nistration’ (Diodorus XIX.48). The silver coins struck in the Greek manner
which appeared at this time in the Oxus valley (either imitating Athenian coins
or with an eagle design or bearing the name of Sophytes),”” minted for local use,
indicate that these satraps were also concerned with the economic development
of their provinces. The ground had been well prepared for the fresh wave of
Greek colonization, which was to be initiated by the Seleucid kings.

After a gap of some ten years, the satrapies of Central Asia reappear in the
history of the Hellenistic kingdoms, through their inclusion in the empire of
Seleucus 1. Seleucus, a Macedonian noble, had pursued an uneventful military
career among the companions of Alexander, gradually rising through the officer
ranks. At the division of Triparadisus (321 B.C.) he was allotted the important
satrapy of Babylonia. After many turns of fortune, in which he demonstrated
his tenacity, political acumen and administrative talents, Seleucus eventually
consolidated his power over the entire region of Mesopotamia and northern
Syria. Before engaging in the final struggle with his rival Antigonus, who had
withdrawn to Anatolia, Seleucus had to be certain of his eastern borders. In 307
B.C. he therefore decided to ensure acknowledgement of his authority in the
satrapies of the Iranian plateau and Central Asia, and his expedition does not
appear to have encountered any serious resistance from the Greeks living north

of the Hindu Kush.

MAURYAS AND CENTRAL ASIA

South of the Hindu Kush, however, Seleucus came up against a new, non-
Greek, power — the Indian Empire of the Mauryas. Its founder, Candragupta,

17. Mitchiner, 1976, pp. 21-4.
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had recently extended his power beyond the Indus, up to the eastern edge of the
Iranian plateau. In spite of the vagueness of the historical texts, the treaty con-
cluded between Candragupta and Seleucus seems to acknowledge the fa;;
accompli of Indian control of a large part of the territories west of the Indus,
comprising Gedrosia, the Paropamisadae (the region of Kabul and Begram) and
Arachosia (the Kandahar region). The Greek colonies in these regions, particu-
larly Alexandria ad Caucasum (Begram) and Alexandria in Arachosia and Alex-
andropolis (Kandahar), thus became subject to a foreign power, but this depen-
dence did not prevent them from flourishing while remaining true to their
ancestral traditions. To safeguard the interests of the Greeks and Macedonians
who had come under foreign rule, Seleucus concluded a convention with the
Indian rulers which guaranteed full rights to children born of intermarriages
with local Iranian women. Having secured his eastern frontier by incorporating
into his kingdom the provinces north of the Hindu Kush, and by stabilizing
through an alliance his relations with the Mauryas, Seleucus returned west with
the 500 elephants he had obtained from Candragupta. There he eliminated his
rival Antigonus at the battle of Ipsus (301 B.C.) and extended his empire over a
large part of Anatolia.

POLITICAL UPHEAVALS

Slightly before 290 B.cC. the provinces of Central Asia were rocked by upheavals
that destroyed several cities, particularly in Margiana and Aria."® These were
caused not by local revolts against the Greek colonists, but by a wave of
nomadic invaders. This may be supposed from the military expedition led by an
important servant of the Seleucid state, Demodamas of Miletus, who advanced
to the Jaxartes (modern Syr Darya). On the banks of this river, beyond which
lay the territory of the nomads, Demodamas erected altars honouring Apollo of
Didyma, protector of the Seleucid dynasty, as a symbolic affirmation of Greek
presence. Seleucus made his son Antiochus viceroy, and put him in charge of
the upper satrapies. The royal coins bearing the combined names of the two
sovereigns, which were struck by the mint at Bactra," bear witness to a special
relationship between Antiochus and the Bactrian satrapy. Antiochus probably
lived in Bactria for a time, using it as a base for supervising the reconstruction of
the devastated provinces. Seleucid concern for these provinces continued until
the death of Seleucus I (281 B.c.). During his own reign (281-261 B.C.), Antio-
chus I was no doubt too occupied with the difficulties he faced in Anatolia and
his rivalry with Ptolemaic Egypt to give them the same attention. There was
ample reason for the interest shown by the Seleucids in these Central Asian

18. Wolski, 1947, pp. 13-70.
19. Newell, 1978, pp. 231-6.
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satrapics. Their strategic importance lay in their role as the bulwark of the
empire against the continuing threat from Asiatic nomads. Their wealth came
from their oases, especially those in the valleys of the Oxus and Polytimetus
(modern Amu Darya and Zerafshan), which enjoyed an agricultural surplus
from the expansion of irrigated land, and prosperity from the metals and pre-
cious gems found in the mountains of the region. This interest was strengthened
by family ties. Seleucus had married the Bactrian princess, Apama, whose
father, Spitamenes, had organized the resistance against Alexander; Seleucus
named several of the towns that he founded after her; and Antiochus was
Apama’s son.

URBANIZATION AND CITY LIFE

The founding or refounding of cities bearing Antiochus’ name testifies to his
determination to consolidate and develop the urban fabric of these satrapies. In
the oasis of Merv (ancient Margiana) the Achaemenid settlement at Erk-kala,
transformed by Alexander into Alexandria in Margiana, was incorporated by a
new city (the Gyaur-kala site) whose massive unbaked-brick ramparts enclosed
a vast square 1,500 m across, fortified at each corner by a bastion. Inside the
ramparts, whose irregular contours reflect those of the site, two main streets
linking the four gates crossed at the centre of the city.”® According to Strabo, the
king was so impressed by the ferulity of the oasis and anxious to protect it from
nomadic incursions like the one that had recently devastated it, that he ordered
the city to be surrounded by a rampart 1,500 stadia (250 km) long. Lengthy sec-
tions of this defence work, consisting of a light rammed-earth wall punctuated
with towers, have been discovered on the northern boundaries of the oasis.' At
Maracanda (Samarkand), the main site of the Zerafshan oasis, a rampart with a
corridor inside, following the irregular contours of the Achaemenid city and
dated by pottery of the first half of the third century B.C. can be attributed to
the period of Antiochus I, in spite of the differences in architectural technique.?
The presence of a Greek colony whose origins go back to the period of Seleucid
rule 1s confirmed by the discovery there of a Greek name (Nikias) engraved on
a vase.” The city of Antioch in Scythia, mentioned by a Byzantine author, may
be the former Alexandria Eschate (modern Khojand-Leninabad) on the Jaxartes,
refounded in the name of Antiochus I by Demodamas during his expedition
against the nomads. Further south, in the Hari-rud valley, Antiochus restored
the ramparts of Artacoana, headquarters of the satrapy of Aria (possibly Alex-
andria in Aria). The present-day town of Herat represents — in the quadrilateral

20. Filanovich, 1974, pp. 1 et seq.

21. Viazigin, 1949, pp. 260-75; Merezhin, 1978, pp. 11-15.
22. Shishkina, 1969, pp. 62-75, 1975, pp. 60-78.

23. Shishkina, 1975, p. 69, Fig. 9.1.
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form of its medieval ramparts, and in its four gates and two main streets inger-
secting at right angles near the town centre - the topography and grid pattern
typical of Hellenistic cities.”* Two other towns, also in the satrapy of Aria, owe
their existence to Antiochus I: Soteira, from his surname Soter (meaning
‘saviour’) and Achaea, founded by Alexander and refounded by the Seleucid
king. At Bactra (the capital of Bactria) the most ancient rampart of the acropo-
lis, a solid mass equipped with projecting towers, perched on a high base of
adobe, probably dates from the Greek period, though it is not possible to deter-
mine whether it was built under Seleucid rule.® In contrast, the remains of 3
lesser rampart surrounding the oasis, also constructed of adobe but flanked with
rectangular towers, recalls the rampart built by Antiochus I to defend the Merv
oasis, and may well have been erected on his orders.? The Greek city about
which we are best informed, as a result of extensive French excavations, is the
town located on the site of Ay Khanum, on the eastern borders of Afghan Bac-
tria, at the confluence of the Oxus and its southern tributary, the Kokcha. It is
not known whether the city was founded by Alexander or Seleucus, but we do
know that its rise began under Seleucid rule. During this period the natural
defences of the vast site (1,800 x 1,500 m), formed by the two rivers and a natu-
ral hill which acted as its acropolis, were completed by the construction of
massive ramparts built of unbaked brick, reinforced with full rectangular tow-
ers, and by a citadel erected in the south-east corner of the acropolis. The basic
layout of the town (Fig. 3) was designed so that the main street, at the foot of
the acropolis, left room for the broad expanse of the lower town with its vast
palace (Fig. 4). The residential area, with patrician mansions, was laid out in the
triangle formed by the junction of the two rivers, while the most important
sanctuary of the city was located on the side of the main street.”

During the first half of the third century B.C., under the reigns of Seleucus
[ (311-281), Antiochus I (281-261) and Antiochus II (261-246), the Greek
provinces of Central Asia were part of an empire centred around the ancient
Greek lands of Anatolia and Hellenized Western Asia. It was a crucial period
for these colonies as their Hellenism was then nourished by frequent contact
with Mediterranean influences which were able to penetrate freely, propagated
by officials, soldiers, merchants, artists and intellectuals, such as the Aristotelian
philosopher Clearchus who, on his way from Greece to India to investigate Ira-
nian and Indian religions, left behind at Ay Khanum a copy of the aphorisms
embodying the most venerable Greek wisdom engraved in the sanctuary of

Apollo at Delphi.?*

24. Lezine, 1963/64, pp. 127-45.

25. Dagens et al., 1964, pp. 61-104.

26. Pugachenkova, 1976, pp. 137-43.

27. Bernard et al.,, 1973, Annual reports in CRAI, 1965-80; for a general overview, see
Bernard, 1981, pp. 108-20.

28. Robert, 1973, pp. 211-37.
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New colonists, many of whom probably came from the Seleucid posses-
sions of Asia Minor, strengthened the Greek presence in the Central Asian
satrapies. Under Seleucid administration, the towns of these satrapics learnt
how to conciliate the respect due to the monarchical power and the practice of
municipal institutions such as they were found in any Greek city, within the
limits of autonomy allowed by the royal authorities. The activity of the mints of
Bactra and Ay Khanum? indicates the economic prosperity of the whole region.
Almost 40 per cent of all bronze coins discovered at Ay Khanum were struck
by the first three Seleucid kings. The West, in return, exhibited a curiosity about
this new world. During their joint reigns, Seleucus and Antiochus ordered
Patroclus, one of their generals, to explore the Caspian, and Demodamas wrote
a treatise devoted to the geographical observations he made during his time in
Central Asia.

THE END OF SELEUCID POWER IN CENTRAL ASIA

Seleucid power in Central Asia fell victim to the very success of the colonies
that it had so strongly fostered. Having increased the Greek elements of their
population, enjoying the resources of a booming economy and benefiting from
the support of local nobles and the mass of peasants under their rule, these col-
onies must have grown increasingly impatient with the monarchy, whose con-
cerns were predominantly directed towards Western affairs, and eventually felt
strong enough to take their destiny into their own hands. The break, which
occurred gradually without provoking a reaction from the central authorities,
was instigated by Diodotus, the satrap of Bactria-Sogdiana. Diodotus struck
coins still bearing the name of his sovereign, Antiochus II, but he substituted his
own emblem (Zeus wielding a thunderbolt) and portrait in the place of his mas-
ter’s. The complete break came with the king’s death in 246 B.C. (or according
to some sources, slightly later, in 238 under Seleucus II), when Diodotus took
the final step of striking coins in his own name with the utle ‘*king’.** From that
time onwards, the Greek territories north of the Hindu Kush formed an
independent kingdom, to which modern historians have lent the name Graeco-
Bactria.

From the late third century B.C., the Greek colonists south of the Hindu
Kush in Arachosia, the Paropamisadae and Gandhira had been subjects of the
Mauryan Empire and were to remain so for over a century, untl around 200
B.C., when the conquests of the Graeco-Bactrians brought them back into a
Greek state. In 205 B.C., Antiochus III even renewed with the Indian sovereign,
Sophagasenus, the treaty concluded in 303 B.C. by his ancestor, Seleucus I,
confirming Indian sovereignty over these territories. Far from being a source of

29. Mitchiner, 1975, pp. 28-32; Bernard, 1985, pp. 6 ct seq.
30. Newell, 1978, pp. 245-9.
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hostility or conflict between the Mauryan and Seleucid empires, the presence of
the Greek colonies on the western borders of India fostered neighbourly rela-
tions between the two.” The Seleucid kings regularly sent ambassadors to the
court of Pataliputra — first Megasthenes and then Daimachus. The name of ,
representative of Ptolemaic Egypt, Dionysius, has also come down. Emissaries
sent by Asoka to spread Buddhist doctrine in the West visited the states ruled
by Antiochus II and other western kingdoms.

Even though it formed a minority among the indigenous population,
whose language and culture were Iranian, the Greek element, concentrated in
the towns and administrative centres, probably continued under Mauryan rule
to play the leading role it had enjoyed during the last quarter of the fourth cen-
tury B.C. in the early days of colonization. The vigour with which the traditions
of Hellenism were maintained in these regions is a cultural phenomenon with
its roots deeply embedded in politics. When Emperor Asoka ordered his edicts
to be engraved in a Greek translation at Kandahar, he gave clear evidence of the
importance of the Greek colonists whom he addressed in their own language.
The discoveries made over the last twenty years on the site of the old town at
Kandahar provide striking examples of the firmly rooted Greek culture in this
Indo-Iranian setting. In contrast to the new cities that were built on virgin
ground, the Greek settlement at Kandahar is interwoven with the remains of the
Achaemenid town.*”

The texts discovered there are just as eloquent as those found at Ay Kha-
num. A votive inscription offered by the son of Aristonax® provides evidence
that people still knew how to write Greek verse there during the early third
century B.C. Two other Greek inscriptions (one accompanied by a version in
Aramaic, the language of the Achaemenid administration) paraphrase some of
the fourteen rock edicts written in the Indian language and engraved on rock at
different Indian sites, in which the Mauryan emperor Asoka (268-237 B.C.)
directed his subjects to observe the law of the Dharma and to practise the vir-
tues 1t sought to inspire — non-violence, compassion, tolerance and the service
of others. The intimate knowledge of the current language of Greek philosophy
shown by the Greeks — for good translations can only be made into one’s
mother tongue — in their search for the closest equivalents to Indian concepts is
a clear indication that the Hellenism of this Greek colony was nourished by the
loftiest and liveliest Western thought. It was through these Greek colonies
under Mauryan rule that the Indian and Mediterranean worlds entered into
contact, and that a mutual curiosity arose between them. The story of Emperor
Bindusara’s request to his colleague Antiochus I for a philosopher, some wine
and some figs is well known, as is the Greek’s mocking reply (Atheneus

31. Schwarz, 1970, pp. 267-316.

32. Reports on excavations in Afghan Studies, 1978, 1979, 1982.
33. Fraser, 1979, pp. 9-21.
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XIV.652-3). A Greck romance of the Hellenistic period also tells the story of a
‘Philhellenic’ Mauryan emperor who rescues a shipwrecked Greek on the coast
of Bengal and has him escorted through his territories as far as the Persian bor-
der (Diodorus 11.55-60). Megasthenes, Seleucus I’'s ambassador to the court of
Pataliputra, collected material for his book, which became the indispensable
work of reference on India for the entire ancient world. Modern scholarship has
reaffirmed the reliability of many of his observations on the geography, eth-
nography and society of the subcontinent.* Thus the century-long annexation
of the territories south of the Hindu Kush by the Mauryan Empire created no
obstacles to the implantation of Hellenism in these regions.

34. Bongard-Levin, 1971, pp. 109-22; Derrett, 1979.
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THE GREEK KINGDOMS
OF CENTRAL ASIA¥

P. Bernard

Political history

Written sources for the history of Greek rule in Central Asia are scarce and
fragmentary. The works of classical antiquity that dealt with the subject have
been lost; all that remain are some fragments: Polybius’ account of the expedi-
tion of Antiochus III which survives in mutilated form, X.27-31, 49 and XI.39,
some indirect references (the History of Parthia by Apollodorus of Artemita, on
which Strabo drew for his Geography) and a synopsis (Justin’s synopsis of the
Historiae Philippicae, Book XLI, by Pompeius Trogus). Bactria does not appear
in the Chinese chronicles, the Shib-chi, the Han-shu and the Hou Han-shu,
until after the collapse of Greek rule in the Oxus valley. The Indian texts that
refer to the Yavana (i.e. Greeks or westerners) are not truly historical in nature,
and cannot easily be interpreted. The archaeological record also has gaps. Exca-
vations were not undertaken in this field until relatively recently and, except for
Begram and Taxila, date from after the Second World War. Very few have
deliberately focused on this historical period (Ay Khanum, Charsadda and
Shaikhan Dheri)." Although the data they have provided are neither as abundant
nor varied as we would wish, these excavations have nevertheless enabled us to
form an idea of the civilization created by the Greeks of Central Asia. Our
knowledge of the political history of the states they founded continues to be
based almost entirely on the study of the coins they issued. From these, numis-
matists and historians have been able to reconstruct — not without uncertainties
— the sequence of various reigns and their approximate duration, as well as the
location and boundaries of different kingdoms.

* See Map 3.

1. For such reconstructions of the history of the Greek kingdoms of Central Asia, the basic
works that cover the whole period are Tarn (1951), Narain (1957) and now Bopearachchi
(1991). The contributions of Rapson (1922) and, above all, Macdonald (1922) should not
be overlooked either.
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As we have already noted in Chapter 3 1t was towards the middle of the
third century B.C., with the death of Antiochus II (246 B.C.), that the final break
came between the Seleucid Empire and its Central Asian possessions. The satrap
of Bactria, Diodotus, took the initiative in transforming these territories into ap
independent kingdom. Bactria was its vital centre, around which gravitated Sog-
diana in the north, Margiana in the north-west and Aria in the west. In the east,
the Greek presence reached its farthest limit on the Syr Darya, where the site of
Alexandria Eschate (subsequently refounded as Antioch of Scythia) has been
identified beneath the medieval layers of the Khojand citadel. It is doubtfyl
whether the Greek armies ever entered the Tarim basin; the ‘Seres’ and ‘Phryny
referred to in a passage of Apollodorus of Artemita (Strabo XI.11.1) must be
regarded as ‘neighbours’ of the Greeks in the broad sense of the word, because
they lived outside their sphere of influence. For half a century, under the first
three Graeco-Bactrian kings, Diodotus I, his son Diodotus II, and Euthy-
demus I, the Graeco-Bactrian kingdom was confined to the north of the Hindu
Kush. During this period, however, the kingdom consolidated its position and
gained power as a result of the wealth of its land, particularly in Bactria
According to Apollodorus of Artemita (Strabo X1.11.1), the fertility of Bactria’s
soil created for the Graeco-Bactrians the power that led them to undertake the
conquest of India. Recent studies on the development of irrigation during the
period of Greek rule confirm that agricultural production was the basic factor
in its economic expansion.? The country’s prosperity under Euthydemus I is
directly reflected in the abundance of his coins. His issues of silver and bronze
coins were by far the commonest found at Ay Khanum, after those of the Seleu-
cid period.’ It was no doubt this economic affluence, with a wise administration,
that ensured the allegiance of the Greek colonists and local nobles. Without
this, Euthydemus would not have been able to hold out for two years against
the Seleucid king, Antiochus III, when he launched his campaign to reconquer
the lost eastern provinces, defeated Euthydemus’ cavalry on the banks of the
Arius (Hari-rud) and besieged him at Bactra. Euthydemus’ stubborn resistance,
and the threat posed by nomads seeking to turn the conflict to their own advan-
tage, forced Antiochus III to abandon the siege and to acknowledge Euthyde-
mus’ independence. After this abortive attempt to win back the Greek prov-
inces, Central Asia disappeared for ever from the political horizon of the
Seleucid kings. Antiochus III took the southern route back to the west, stop-
ping on the way to renew the treaty of friendship concluded a century earlier by
his ancestor Seleucus I with Candragupta, which recognized Mauryan sover-
eignty over the lands lying between the Indus and Helmand rivers.

It was during the period just mentioned that there took place the first of a
long series of power struggles between ambitious rivals which were to punc-

2. Gentelle, 1978; Gardin and Lyonnet, 1978/79.
3. Pettot-Biehler, 1975; Holt, 1981; Bernard, 1985.
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tuate the history of the Greceks of Central Asia and which, by dividing their for-
ces, contributed to their downfall. It was by assassinating the legitimate sove-
reign, Diodotus II, son of the founder of the Graeco-Bactrian kingdom, that
Euthydemus had ascended the throne.

Under Euthydemus I’s son, Demetrius 1, a movement of expansion began
towards the territories south of the Hindu Kush and ancient north-west India.
The founding of a Demetrias in Arachosia indicates that this highly Hellenized
province (see Chapter 3), and probably Drangiana as well, had by that time
become part of the Graeco-Bactrian Empire. The kings who followed pushed
the conquest towards India; but the history of its various stages has given rise to
many different theories. The most famous of these kings was Eucratides (c. 171-
145 B.C.), whose brilliant career as a military leader led him to be compared to
Mithradates the Great, his contemporary. After a fierce power struggle, he
wrested power from Demetrius and went campaigning in India. The exceptional
personality of Eucratides is suggested by the originality of his coinage, which is
full of iconographic innovations, by the creation of his own specific era revealed
by an inscription at Ay Khanum* and by his grandiose schemes to embellish the
palace there. His outstanding career met with a tragic end. He was assassinated
by his own son who desecrated his father’s body.

The Indian campaigns

It was during the reign of Menander (150-135 B.C.), one of the few Indo-Greek
sovereigns to be remembered in the classical tradition, that Greek rule spread to
its farthest limit and included the greater part of the Panjab as far as the banks
of the Ravi. If the Indian texts are to be believed, the Greek armies penetrated
deep into the Ganges valley as far as Madhyadesa and Magadha. The grammar-
ian Patafjali, when illustrating a particular rule, used two phrases that referred
to the towns of Saketa and Madhyamika being besieged by the Yavana (i.e. the
Greeks). Kalidasa’s drama Malavikagnimitra preserved the memory of a victory
won during the reign of Pusyamitra (184-148 B.C.), founder of the Sunga
dynasty, by the Indian armies over the Greeks on the banks of the Sindhu
(probably a tributary of the Chambal before the latter flows into the Jamuna).
Lastly there is the Yuga Purana of the Gargisambita, which relates that the
Greeks raided and destroyed Pataliputra, the capital of Magadha. Claims have
recently been made that traces of this expedition, led by Menander, are to be
found in the destruction levels at various sites in the Ganges valley from Hast-
napura to Pataliputra itself.® It is unlikely, however, that the Greeks made any

4. Bernard, 1980, pp. 22-7.

5. Sharma, 1980. The chronology of the destruction levels on different sites that the author
associated with Menander’s campaigns are insufficiently substantiated to authorize such
conclusions.
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permanent settlements in the Ganges valley. The various hoards of Greek coing
that have been found there are probably no more than an indication of the fa
that Greek money was highly prized in the regions that traded with the Greel.
ruled Panjab. It is difficult to know whether the Greeks exercised any direq
control over Sind towards the south and the coastline between the Indus dely
and the Gulf of Cambay (see Strabo XI.1.1). In all likelithood, it was not ung|
the discovery of the monsoon at the end of the second century B.C. and the
institution of fully fledged international maritime trade between Egypt and
India® that these regions began to be of interest to the Greeks, who until thep
had probably been content with nominal rule over them. According to The
Periplus of the Erythraean Sea’ drachms of Menander and Apollodotus were
still in circulation at the close of the first century A.D. in the Broach-Barygaza
region. The presence of these coins there may be explained by the local needs of
trade with the West which was developing at that time.

The last phase

Excessive territorial expansion, which spread the Greek population too thinly
for adequate control, forced the Indo-Greek sovereigns to delegate too much
authority to viceroys, who were tempted to play their own games. This inevit-
ably led to the disintegration of the Greek power in India into a number of
independent principalities. This explains why during the two and a half centu-
ries between Diodotus I and the last Indo-Greek king Strato II (A.D. 10) the
names of more than thirty kings have been recorded. Some of them bore the
same name (much to the consternation of numismatists). Apart from those
already cited, the most notable kings were: Apollodotus II (as opposed to Apol-
lodotus I), whose coins were still in circulation in the first century A.D. in the
coastal region of Broach-Barygaza; Antialcidas, whose name appears on an
Indian monument — the votive column at Besnagar — set up by one of his ambas-
sadors to the court of a Sunga king; and Strato I, whose reign lasted for several
decades at the end of the second century B.C. Most of these kings reigned exclu-
sively south of the Hindu Kush, for the territories north of the mountains had
slipped out of Greek hands by the third quarter of the second century B.C.
The northern border of the empire had been weakened by the expansion
into India, the multiplication of centres of power, and the struggles between
rival factions. It was the first to receive the shock waves of nomadic peoples
migrating from the north-western regions of China, one following on the heels

6. The basic study is by Dihle, 1978,
7. For arguments against later dates for The Periplus of the Erythracan Sea, see Dihle, 1965.
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of another. The abandonment of Ay Khanum around 145 s.c., a date that
apparently coincides with the death of Eucratides, was most likely caused by
the arrival of one of the tribes, called the Yieh-chih, in eastern Bactria. Helio-
cles, Eucratides’ successor, was apparently the last Greek king to reign in Bac-
tria (c. 145-130 B.C.).* By then Bactria had also lost the two provinces on its
western flank, which had been invaded by the Parthians. When the Chinese
ambassador, Chang Ch’ien, visited the Oxus valley in 129-128 B.c., he found
the Yiieh-chih settled on the northern bank of the river, and in control of the
southern bank, though they had not yet occupied it. Chang Ch’ien’s description
of southern Bactria as ‘a region bereft of central power, with numerous local
chieftains and little armies of poor military value’ seems to apply to a country in
which the political structures created by Greek colonization had already dis-
appeared. The Yiieh-chih occupation of the southern bank was completed
around 100 B.C., as related by the Chinese chronicles, the Han-shu and the Hou
Han-shu. West of Bactra, the former Greek territories were seized by another
nomadic tribe, possibly the Sacaraucae. The Greek principalities south of the
Hindu Kush enjoyed 100 years’ respite before they too gave way to the new
influx of nomadic tribes. Having been expelled from the high valley of Ili, the
Sakas crossed Chinese Turkestan and the Pamirs and descended through the
Gilgit and Swat valleys into Gandhara where, around 85 B.c., under the leader-
ship of a chieftain named Maues, they occupied Taxila. The remaining Greek
possessions in Gandhara were divided into two parts, which eventually disap-
peared. In the principality of KapiSa-Begram, the last Greek ruler was Her-
maeus, who succumbed around 70 B.C. to the attacks of other nomadic tribes
who had taken the western route around Bactria and conquered, successively,
Sistan and Arachosia. Further to the east, between the Chenab and Sutlej rivers,
the Greek power survived, with Strato II, unul A.D. 5-10.

Graeco-Bactrian sites

There is no shortage of sites where finds of coins, pottery or other artefacts
indicate the presence of settlements dating from the Hellenistic period: at
Gyaur-kala (Alexandria in Margiana);’ at Afrasiab (Maracanda in Sogdiana);™ at
Khojand (Antioch in Scythia);'"" in Bactria at Termez;'? at Kobadian;" at Takht-1

8. On the question of Greek enclaves, thought to have existed in Bactria later than the
reign of Heliocles, see page 126 below.

9. Filanovich, 1974.

10. Filanovich, 1973; Shishkina, 1969, 1975, 1985.

11. Negmatov and Belyaeva, 1977, p. 569; Belvaeva, 1979, 1980.

12. Kozlovskiy and Nekrasova, 1976.

13. D’yakonov, 1953.
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Sangin;'* at Tepe-i Dinistan;'* at Emshi-tepe;'® at Tepe Nimlik;'"” at Dilberjip,
and at Bactra itself.”

Again to the south of the Hindu Kush range: at Begram,” at Kandahay
and at Taxila (Sirkap).”? There are also sites where a town plan is still visible 4
ground level, which shows the characteristics of this period: at Herat,® Taxil,
(Sirkap), Charsadda and Shaikhan Dheri.* There is even a place where a
ancient name has survived through the centuries as a testimony of a Greek pres.
ence down to the Timurid period: a crossing on the Oxus was called ‘Pardagwy
from its Greek name pandocheion (hostelry).”* However, the thickness and
number of layers dating from later periods present an obstacle to the extensive
excavation of deep layers, so that in most cases the vestiges of the Greek period
in Central Asia consist of just a few sections of walls. Ay Khanum in northern
Afghanistan represents a fortunate exception.” The remains of a Greek town are
still visible there at ground level, as the site was never reoccupied after it had
been abandoned by the Greeks.” It has therefore become the site of extensive
excavations, which for the first time provided an overall view of an urban layout
of this period.

The Greek settlements

The presence of colonists of Greek extraction is clearly established at Ay
Khanum by some fifteen proper names.?” Some like Hermaeus, Hippias,
Callisthenes, Cosmas, Niceratus, Philoxenus, Philiscus, Sosipatrus, Strato,

14. Litvinsky and Pichikyan, 1979, pp. 89-109, 19814, 19815; Pichikyan, 1980.

15. Denisov, 1975.

16. Kruglikova and Sarianidi, 1971, pp. 163-7.

17. Schlumberger, 1947, pp. 241-3.

18. Kruglikova, 1974, 1976, 1979; Kruglikova and Pugachenkova, 1977.

19. Dagens et al., 1964; Gardin, 1957.

20. Ghirshman, 1946.

21. AS, 1978, pp. 9-66, 1979, pp. 1-8.

22. Marshall, 1951; Ghosh, 1947/48.

23. Lezine, 1963/64.

24, Marshall, 1951; Ghosh, 1947/48.

25. Wheeler, 1962; Dani, 1965/66.

26. Minorsky, 1967. E. V. Rtveladze (1977, pp. 182-8) has identified the site with
Surob-kurgan—-Kampyr-tepe, some 30 km west of Termez.

27. Bernard et al., 1973; annual reports in CRAI, 1965-72, 1974-76, 1978, 1980; Bernard et
al., 1976, 1980. Complete bibliography up to 1981 in BCH, No. 1, 1982, p. 23.

28. Immediately after the Greek rule the site of Ay Khanum was briefly reoccupied by local
populations but this reoccupation did not result in substantial modification of the Greek
buildings, except for the partial destruction of the palace.

29. Rapin, 1983, pp. 315-72; Grenet, 1983, pp. 373-81.
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Theophrastes, Timodemus, Zeno and Isidora are common to the entire Greek
world. Among these families, many must have come from Greek Asia Minor
and particularly from the Meander valley, like King Euthydemus, who had
migrated from the town of Magnesia ad Meandrum. The Meander valley con-
nection is further suggested by a statuette discovered at Takht-i Sangin which
represents the River Oxus as Marsyas playing the double flute, the iconographic
form in which Greek art depicted the Meander’s main source. Northern Greece
was the other main source for Greek colonists as indicated by a group of names
characteristic of that region (Kineas, Molossus, Triballus) and Macedonia in
particular (Lysanias). Most of the persons whose names have come down to us
were palace officials. But as in the rest of Hellenized Asia, many of the colonists
would have been landowners who lived off the tracts of land (kleroi) allotted to
them when they first settled there. At Kandahar, the name has been preserved of
a certain Aristonax,” who belonged to one of the Greek families of Alexandria
in Arachosia to whom the imperial edicts of the Indian king Asoka were
addressed.

It is known from the classical authors that Greek colonists were not the
only inhabitants of the cities of that time, either new or ancient, but that in
some towns at least they lived alongside the indigenous population. This was
particularly true of Alexandria ad Caucasum (Arrian IV.22.5; Diodorus
XVII.83.2) and Alexandria Eschate (Arrian IV.4.1; Quintus Curtius VI1.6.27).
This information was confirmed by the excavations at Ay Khanum, where the
names from inscriptions and graffiti also reveal the presence of Bactrians bear-
ing Iranian names (Oumanes, Xatranos, Arixares) who must have lived within
the city itself. Some of them were even officials at the palace treasury (Oxyba-
zos, Oxeboakes, Aryandes), a further indication that the Greek colonists had
managed to achieve a certain symbiosis with the local population. There is,
however, no doubt that the government of the cities lay in the hands of the
Greek communities. It is significant in this respect that at Ay Khanum, officials
of local extraction do not appear to have occupied the highest posts in the hie-
rarchy. The great bulk of Greek colonists arrived during the Seleucid rule, as
must also have been the case for the Near East generally,” and the deeper Helle-
nization of the Oxus valley occurred with this second wave of settlers.

Greek and the local language: epigraphic documents

The colonists had preserved intact the vehicle for their cultural identity, namely
their ancestral language and script. The evidence vielded by the Ay Khanum

30. Fraser, 1979, p. 10.
31. An example under Antiochus I is the founding of Antioch in Persia by colonists from
Magnesia ad Meandrum, Orientis Graeci Inscriptiones Selectae, (1903-05), 233, 1. 15.21.
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excavations ranges from simple names inscribed on vases to elaborate inscrip-
tions cut in stone. There are now four examples of the latter at Ay Khanum, g
to mention two papyri and some thirty brief financial records inscribed o
vases. Two further inscriptions are known from other sites in Bactria (Takht.|
Sangin and Jiga-tepe) and three others in Arachosia.

After extensive excavations, carried out in different areas of the site, it i
indeed surprising that, except for the economic graffit, so few inscriptions haye
been found at Ay Khanum compared with the wealth of texts one would expect
to find on the site of a Hellenistic city in the Mediterranean area. While this
may possibly be explained by the element of chance encountered in all excava-
tions or by the pillage of the ruins, the real reason can more likely be traced
back to the nature of the town itself. Ay Khanum was essentially a royal city
whose administration, centred around a palace, was probably not very condu-
cive to the type of honorific epigraphy that flourished in the relatively autono-
mous cities of the Mediterranean kingdoms and normally furnished the bulk of
inscriptions. The inscriptions that have come down to us are nevertheless suffi-
cient to show that the Greek language used by the colonists of Central Asia
does not contain the slightest hint of barbarization. This is seen as well in the
simple stereotyped administrative formulae,”? dedications,” funeral epitaphs*
some versified according to the rules of Greek traditional prosody, or even phi-
losophical texts such as the Asokan rock edicts discovered at Kandahar. Here
the translator demonstrates an intimate knowledge of the Greek philosophical
language into which, thanks to a keen sense of proper equivalent, he was able to
transpose into Greek the concepts of Indian Buddhism. The lettering itself fol-
lows the same evolution as that of characters in current use in the Mediterra-
nean area. This applies to both the cursive capital used for economic inscrip-
tions on vases in the palace treasury at Ay Khanum and to the various types of
lettering cut in stone. In some cases these remain close to the cursive capital
lettering but in others are more ornate. The language of the colonists was by no
means a withered bough but rather a flourishing branch constantly irrigated by
the sap of close contacts with the mother tongue. These contacts were fostered
not only by the political ties that existed while the provinces of Central Asia
still belonged to the Seleucid Empire, but also by the constant circulation of
men of all professions, and by the penetration of ideas and literary texts.

32. Vase inscriptions recording sums of money received and the storage of various goods at
the treasury of Ay Khanum (Rapin, 1983, 1992; Grenet, 1983).

33. The votive inscription to Hermes and Heracles at the gymnasium of Ay Khanum
(Robert, 1973, pp. 207-11); the votive inscription of Clearchus on the same site (sc
note 36 below); also the dedication to the god Oxus at Takht-i Sangin (Litvinsky and
Pichikyan, 19814, pp. 202—4); and the dedication at Kandahar (Fraser, 1979, pp. 9-21).

34. Examples of funerary epitaphs are two unpublished inscriptions at Ay Khanum, one in
verse, and a funerary epigram at Jiga-tepe. (On the latter, see Pugachenkova, 1979
pp. 74-5; Kruglikova, 1977, p. 245, Fig. 16.)
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These included a philosophical treatise of the third century s.c. and the frag-
ment of a poem, one written on a papyrus, the other on a parchment, which had
disintegrated but had left the letters in ink printed in the soil in the debris of the
palace at Ay Khanum.* Even when around 250 B.c. the Parthian Empire grew
up between the Greek cities of Central Asia and those of the Mediterranean, the
circulation of people and ideas was probably not completely interrupted. The
Parthian sovereigns were well disposed towards the Greek communities in their
own territory, as is demonstrated by the title ‘Philhellenic’ which figures on the
coins struck by Mithradates I (171-138 B.c.) and his successors. Moreover, the
military expedition of Antiochus III in the late third century B.C. provided an
opportunity for Graeco-Bactrian Hellenism to reinforce direct contact with the
source of its national traditions. Antiochus III was obliged to stay in Bactria for
two years with his army and, very probably, with all the artists and men of let-
ters who used to make up the retinue of a Hellenistic king.

Apart from the two inscriptions at Kandahar, in which Asoka addressed
his Greek subjects in their own language, the most revealing text concerning the
Hellenism of the Greek colonists is undoubtedly the inscription discovered at
Ay Khanum in the heart of the city inside a funerary monument.’* The philos-
opher Clearchus of Soli, a well-known figure in the history of the Aristotelian
school, on a visit from Greece around 275 B.C., had set up in this monument a
copy of the famous Delphic maxims to serve as a code of good conduct. The
maxims were a collection of some 150 aphorisms kept on display at the sanctu-
ary of Apollo at Delphi embodying the ideals of Greek life. The stone stele on
which they had been inscribed at Ay Khanum has disappeared, but the base on
which it stood has survived. It preserves not only Clearchus’ own dedication,
but the final maxims of the series, inscribed on the base for lack of room on the
stele itself. These read as follows: ‘In childhood, learn good manners; in youth,
control thy passions; in middle age, practise justice; in old age, be of good coun-
sel; in death, have no regrets.” The fact that the municipal authorities allowed
this moral and civil code — the quintessence, as it were, of Greek wisdom - to be
displayed publicly in the centre of town provides a striking example of the
determination of the Greek colonists to place their city under the protection of
the traditional patron deity of the Greek colonization and to remain faithful to
their national heritage.

The site at Ay Khanum has also yielded two non-Greek epigraphic docu-
ments. The first is an ostracon written in Aramaic script noting various pay-
ments. The rudimentary form of the text, devoid of inflections and syntactic
markings, makes it difficult to decide whether the language is Aramaic, that is, a
continuation of the official language of the Achaemenid government, or some

35. CRAI, 1978, pp. 456-8; Rapin, 1992, pp. 115-23.
36. Roberr, 1973, pp. 211-37.

107



P. Bernard

local Iranian dialect. Even more enigmatic is the inscription engraved on a silver
ingot discovered in an archaeological context dating from a brief post-Gree|
reoccupation of the site.” Both its language and its script, which suggests Rupjc
letters, are unknown. This tantalizing text might possibly represent the language
of the nomadic invaders.

Towns and urbanization

Under Greek rule Central Asia experienced such unprecedented urban growth
that its fame as ‘the land of a thousand cities’ spread to the West (Strabo XV.1.3;
Justin XLI.1 and 4). The cities were necessary instruments in the process of col-
onization, fulfilling many different roles. They served as: military bases; ad-
ministrative centres (multiplied by dismembering the Achaemenid satrapies),
economic centres of the various regional units; communication centres and trad-
ing posts along the international and local trading routes; and, not least, cultural
centres diffusing Greek traditions. Some of the new towns were built entirely
from scratch on virgin soil such as Ay Khanum® and Alexandria ad Caucasum,”
often in the vicinity of a previous local settlement which could be abandoned
once the new town was settled. The Indo-Greek city of Taxila (Sirkap) replaced
the Bhir Mound, which dated from the Achaemenid and Mauryan period,* and
Puskalavati-Peucelaotis was moved under Menander from Bala Hissar (Char-
sadda) to Shaikhan Dheri."" Other new towns were built around a pre-existing
fortified site (Antioch in Margiana around Erk-kala,*” and Bactra around a pre-
vious citadel®?). Others were built on the site of the former town itself with
Greek ramparts superimposed on those dating from earlier periods such as
Alexandria in Arachosia (Kandahar)* and Maracanda (Afrasiab).*s In the latter
case of existing cities reoccupied by Greek colonists, the archaeological evidence
1s too scanty to give us an accurate idea of the impact of the Greek settlements,
but at least we know from the excavation at Ay Khanum how an entirely new
Greek city, built on virgin soll, appeared.

As in the case of Peucelaotis (Shaikhan Dheri), the founders of Ay

37. Bernard et al., 1980, pp. 27-9; Rapin, 1992, pp. 139-42.

38. For the town plan and architecture of Ay Khanum, sce the studics cited in note 27
above.

39. Ghirshman, 1946.

40. Marshall, 1951; Ghosh, 1947/48.

41. Wheeler, 1962; Dani, 1965/66.

42. Filanovich, 1974,

43. Dagens et al., 1964; Gardin, 1957.

44. AS, 1978, pp. 9-66, 1979, pp. 1-8.

45. Filanovich, 1973, pp. 85-94; Shishkina, 1969, 1975, 1985.
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Khanum* took advantage of the natural defences provided by the confluence of
two rivers, the Oxus and one of its southern tributaries, the Kokcha. A natural
hill, some 60 m high, closed off the third side of a vast triangular arca measuring
1.8 x 1.5 km. The site, with its acropolis formed by the flat top of the hill and its
lower town laid out between the hill and the two rivers, was perfectly suited to
the needs of the Greek town-planners. The natural defences were strengthened
by a solid rampart of unbaked brick, which ran around the entire perimeter of
the town, skirting the banks of the rivers and following the outer edge of the
acropolis. Special care was taken to ensure that the northern tip of the lower
town was particularly well fortified, for it was there that the town lacked nat-
ural defences. At this vulnerable point, the wall was built 7 m thick with rec-
tangular towers (19 x 11 m).¥ This type of massive rampart built solid through-
out, where defensive action took place exclusively on the top of its towers and
curtains, and whose effectiveness resided mainly in the height and mass of its
masonry capable of withstanding the assaults of siege machinery, was characte-
ristic of the Greek period in Central Asia.** The same kind of rampart is found
at Gyaur-kala, Begram and also at Sirkap, where the Indo-Scythian wall prob-
ably imitates a Greek rampart not yet discovered. On the contrary the ramparts
of Maracanda with their hollow curtains represent the continuation of a local
tradition of fortification. Within the city walls a citadel, generally built up
against the rampart, provided the town with a last refuge in case of an assault.
The citadel at Ay Khanum was built in this manner in the south-east corner of
the acropolis.

At Ay Khanum most of the buildings were concentrated in the lower
town, which was less windswept than the acropolis and could be supplied with
water by a branch of one of the canals on the plain (see Chapter 3, Fig. 3). The
plan of this lower town does not conform to the traditional Hellenistic grid pat-
tern such as may be seen, in a simplified form, at Taxila (Sirkap) and at Peuce-
laotis (Shaikhan Dheri), where the layout of the town is divided by parallel
streets at right angles to a main thoroughfare. The particular features of the
urban layout at Ay Khanum result from the character of the city itself, which
was the seat of a royal palace. To make room for the palace and avoid too close
a proximity with other buildings, the main street extending across the lower
town was diverted along the foot of the acropolis on a raised strip of ground
that separated it from the lower town. The palace (see Chapter 3, Fig. 4) was
thus able to spread out across the entire width of the lower town in its southern
half, so that it covered an area of 350 x 250 m. The only section where parallel
streets are to be observed is in the area of residential mansions at the south-west

46. For the town plan and architecture of Ay Khanum, in addition to the studies cited in
note 27 above, see also Bernard, 1976, pp. 245-75, 1981, pp. 107-20.

47. Leriche, 1986.

48. Francfort, 1979, pp. 23-30.
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corner of the town where the rivers meet. The overall plan of the city was there.
fore dictated by the special role it was meant to play.

Architecture: the palace at Ay Khanum

As the Greek architects had no prototype of their own to imitate for the design of
the palace at Ay Khanum, they drew their inspiration largely from the Neo-
Babylonian and Achaemenid models they had seen when they first entered the
region with the Greek armies. Like the Achaemenid palace of Susa, the palace at
Ay Khanum consists of a massive conglomeration of courtyards (see Fig. 1) and
buildings for official, residential and economic use. The main courtyard, through
which the palace was entered from the north, struck visitors by its imposing size
(137 x 108 m) and by the rows of stone columns, crowned with Corinthian cap-
itals, which formed the fagades of its four porticos. Behind the southern portico,
a vestibule with eighteen Corinthian columns three rows deep, reminiscent of the
spirit of some Achaemenid architectural compositions, provided a monumental
entrance to the palace itself. At the western end of the palace was a second court-
yard less imposing and of a more private character with its four porticos lined
with sixty Doric columns. Among the buildings for official use in the south-east
corner, one in particular is remarkable for its size and plan. It is a huge square
50 m each side, divided by two corridors at right angles into two pairs of similar
units. In each pair the eastern unit features an audience hall decorated with pil-
asters topped by painted capitals, while the western unit is composed of office
rooms. The south-west corner of the palace is occupied by three sets of private
apartments recognizable as such by the presence of forecourts, kitchens and
bathrooms. West of the great northern courtyard lies the treasury, composed of a
series of store-rooms grouped around a central courtyard. The purpose of the
building is clear from its layout and the artefacts found there. These include stor-
age vessels, debris of precious stones (agate, onyx, carnelian, rubies, garnets, lapis
lazuli, turquoise, beryl and pearls), both worked and unworked, and inscribed
vases which once contained the cash reserve of the palace. Judging by the Indian
coins and remains of precious objects from India that have been found there, it 1s
possible to suggest that the palace, in its final and most monumental stage,
described above, may have belonged to King Eucratides, who is known to have
made conquests in India; and Ay Khanum may well have been Eucratidia, the
city that was named after him.

The originality of Graeco-Bactrian architecture

The palace at Ay Khanum typifies the character and originality of Graeco-
Bactrian architecture; its walls were built of unbaked brick, sometimes on a
baked-brick base. The roofs were flat and made of carth, as in all Oriental archi-
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Fi1G. 1. Courtyard in the north of the palace at Ay Khanum.

Remains of the south colonnade.

tecture, but on the main buildings one or two rows of Greek-style tiles were
added to the roof as a border. The use of stone was reserved for doorways and
architectural supports. The base and drums of the column were cut on a kind of
lathe which ensured rapid and standardized results. While the layout of the
buildings was largely inspired by Iranian and Central Asian architecture, the
décor remained faithful to Greek taste, making use of the three classical orders
of column (Doric, lonic and, particularly, Corinthian), as well as of decorative
terracotta antefixes, generally with the Greek palmette to line the edge of the
roofs. The buildings exhibit a sense of the grandiose sometimes overdone, an
effective use of repetition, a taste for symmetry that verges on the mechanical,
tirelessly playing with parallel and orthogonal axes. They show a practical imag-
ination capable of designing the simplest and most functional solutions but
lacking a sense of beauty and delicacy. All of this goes to make the architectural
style of the palace typically imperial - powertul, proud and cold.

The public buildings of Ay Khanum, the gyvmnasium (Fig. 2) and the
theatre, answered the needs of a population leading a tvpically Greek life. The
gymnasium, which was dedicated to both the intellectual and physical aspects of
Greek cducation, and thus constituted the most effective instrument tor the
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F16. 2. General view of the gymnasium of Ay Khanum.

diffusion of Hellenism, was composed of courtyards and buildings that
stretched along 350 m of the bank of the Oxus. Its northern building, probably
reserved for teaching, covered a square of 100 m by 100 m. While the basic con-
cept of its plan adheres to a typical Greek gymnasium (a courtyard surrounded
by various buildings and porticos), it is remarkable for several distinctive fea-
tures: its considerable size, the dogged symmetry of its architectural composi-
tion, each side of the courtyard being occupied by a colonnaded porch flanked
by two long rooms, and the apparent lack of differentiation of the rooms.
The theatre, built against the inner slope of the acropolis, spread the fan of
its unbaked-brick tiers over slightly more than a semi-circle, with a radius of 42 m
and a height of 17 m. Its seating capacity of about 5,000 is somewhat greater
than that of the only other Hellenistic theatre so far excavated in Hellenized
Asia at Babylon, and slightly smaller than the famous theatre at Epidaurus in
Greece. The presence of royal boxes set half-way up the tiers, a feature un-
known in Greek theatres, indicates a society in which differences in social status
were more clearly marked and where the democratic ideal so cherished, even by
Greek cities under royal rule, was already seriously weakened. There can be no
doubt, however, that the repertoire of Greek plays was performed there. [ndi-
rect but indisputable evidence of this is provided by one of the carved spouts of
the Oxus fountain, which represents the traditional comic mask of the
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slave cook.” It is, thercfore, quite probable that the colonists of Ay Khanum,
like their Mediterranean cousins, were familiar with the Greck new comedy,
and in particular with the plays of the most famous Greek comic writer,
Menander. A passage in Plutarch (De Alexandri fortuna aut virtute, 328 D.),
referring to the fact that in the parts of Asia conquered by Alexander, the chil-
dren of Persia, Susa and Gedrosia were learning to recite the tragedies of Sopho-
cles and Euripides, confirms, in spite of rhetorical exaggeration, the spread to
Asia of that typically Greek literary genre and social phenomenon: the theatre.

Another kind of construction at Ay Khanum that is equally characteristic
of the Greek urban landscape 1s a stone fountain, decorated with carved spouts
and fed by underground streams situated at the foot of the ramparts along the
bank of the Oxus.”® Ay Khanum possessed an arsenal, set like the theatre on the
edge of the main street, at the foot of the acropolis. It was a vast edifice measur-
ing 140 x 110 m, with store-rooms grouped around a central courtyard. Its pres-
ence and size emphasize the role of Ay Khanum as a military base on the east-
ern marches of Bactria.

At Ay Khanum, as in other Greek towns, the dead were buried outside
the city walls and the families had their mausoleums made up of several vaulted
chambers arranged on either side of a central passage. There massive rectangular
structures of unbaked brick, half submerged in the earth, represent a kind of
funerary architecture unknown in the Greek world and that appeared here for
the first time in Central Asia. In accordance with Greek custom, honorary
burials were allowed within the city walls. This privilege was granted to bene-
factors of the community so that their memory would be for ever present
among the living. Two such mausoleums in the shape of small Greek temples
were discovered near the entrance to the palace. The more monumental of the
two contained an underground stone vault and was probably surrounded by a
row of columns. The more modest, which was also the more venerable because
it contained the mortal remains of Kineas, one of the city’s founding fathers,
had a simple fagade with two wooden columns.

Domestic architecture

It was, paradoxically, in domestic and religious architecture — the two types
most directly involved in the personal life of the citizens and which ought,
therefore, to have been the most conservative — that we encounter the most
far-reaching innovations. The traditional Greek house had a central courtyard
around which the living room and service quarters were arranged. This was
replaced by a house with a courtyard in front of the body of the building and

49. CRAI, 1976, pp. 310-13, Fig. 18.
50. Leriche and Thoraval, 1979, pp. 171-205.
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with the building itself firmly centred around the main living-room. A peripher,|
corridor set off the living-room from the other rooms that formed a horseshg,
around it. This living room opened out into the front courtyard through a twe.
columned porch. This layout subordinated all other rooms to the main living-
room, which became the focal point of the architectural composition, while the
courtyard acted as a kind of private annexe. In this plan we may have evidence of
a hardening of the hierarchical relationship between the master of the house and
his subordinates. Although the houses were radically different from those of the
Mediterranean, they retained a typically Greek feature — the bathroom - and ap
even more important place was reserved for it than in their Mediterranean
counterparts. Constructed with particular care, the bathroom consisted of two
or, more often than not, three complementary rooms, which led in a row from
one to the other. The floors were of flagstones or mosaics and the walls plastered
with red stucco. There were usually a dressing room, a bathing room, where one
could take a shower, and a water supply with cauldrons, from which one drew
the hot and cold water. This type of domestic architecture was particular to the
patrician mansions in the southern quarter of the town and its northern suburbs,
and to Bactria in general. It probably incorporates elements borrowed from local
domestic architecture, and is unknown south of the Hindu Kush, where the few
Indo-Greek houses uncovered at Taxila (Sirkap) reflect the principles of the
traditional Greek plan with a central courtyard that is found in the Mediterra-
nean and throughout Western Asia.

Religions and religious monuments

In the absence of texts, coins in general and the religious monuments discovered
at Ay Khanum are practically the only sources known about the religion prac-
tised by the Greeks of Central Asia. With very few exceptions, the official state
pantheon was entirely Greek, as illustrated by the images on the coins which
depict its various gods in association with the reigning monarch.® Among the
relatively small range of deities most frequently represented, we find Zeus,
Poseidon, Apollo, Heracles, the Dioscuri, Artemis and Athena (the latter por-
trayed mostly in her typically Macedonian form as Athena Alkidemos), as well
as Nike and Tyche, personifications of victory and good fortune. Examples of
cross-influences with local divinities are rare, for example: the crown of radiat-
ing spikes that surrounds the head of Artemis, perhaps suggesting the halo of
light worn by the Iranian goddess Anahita; the Persian cap worn by Zeus-
Mithra, also surrounded by rays of light, on the coins of Amyntas and Her-
maeus; and lastly, the wheel, the Indian symbol of universal kingship, found on
one lone copper coin of Menander. The significance of the use of the bull and

51. For coin types, sce Lahiri, 1965; Mitchiner, 1975.
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the elephant on the coins remains ambiguous. Both these animals are as
common to Greek symbolism (they are featured on Seleucid coins) as they are
to Indian (where they are the animals sacred to Siva and Indra). Agathocles, onc
of the first kings to penetrate into the Panjab, is unique in that, on the coinage
minted in his Indian dominions, an important place was given to local Hindu
deities: the brothers Krsna (Krishna), holding a wheel, and Balarama holding a
plough, as well as an Indian goddess holding a flower.?

On the basis of the coinage, one would have expected to find Greek-style
temples in Bactria. It therefore came as a great surprise that the architecture of
the temples discovered at Ay Khanum owed nothing to Greek tradition. One of
the most important, if not the principal, sanctuary of the city, both in terms of
size (60 x 60 m) and location — on the main street, not far from the palace - con-
tained a massive temple 20 m by 20 m raised up on a high, three-stepped base
with its outer walls decorated with indented niches. Inside the temple, a large
vestibule led into a smaller chapel flanked by two sacristies. Opposite the
entrance stood the cult image. Outside the city walls, not far from the main gate,
stood another temple with a closely related plan, also standing on a similar high
podium, with its outside walls similarly decorated with indented niches, but
containing three chapels opening into an open-air vestibule. There was also
another sanctuary at the south-west corner of the acropolis, built around a monu-
mental stepped platform in the open which was clearly used as an altar. This
last place of worship recalls directly Iranian religious sites, where, according to
the descriptions of classical authors, the Iranians worshipped the forces of
nature in high open places, without erecting any statues to personify them. Even
if we were ready to admit that this sanctuary was specially built for the local
population, particularly for the troops stationed on the acropolis, and that the
temple outside the city walls was also erected for a local cult, this supposition
would not apply to the main temple with the indented niches which was
obviously used by the Greek colonists themselves. The only significant fragment
of its cult image that has survived — a foot clad in a Greek sandal decorated with
winged thunderbolts, carved in an impeccably Greek style — seems to indicate
that the divinity in question, whose identity remains unknown, was portrayed in
Greek form (perhaps a Zeus). However, the burial of votive vases at the foot of
the edifice indicates a ritual unparalleled in Hellenistic religion. The painted
images of the Dioscuri at the entrance to the shrine of the temple at Dilberjin in
the ancient oasis of Bactra® confirm that divinities of Greek origin were wor-

52. Bernard and Audouin, 1974, pp. 7—41. Pantaleon, whose coinage was similar to that of
Agathocles but less rich, also issued bronze coins depicting a goddess holding a flower.

53. For the oldest level, possibly dating back to the end of the Graeco-Bactrian period, see
Kruglikova, 1977, pp. 407-10. For the painting of the Dioscuri, see Kruglikova, 1976,
pp- 87-93; Buriy, 1976, pp. 110-13. The layout of the sanctuary of the god Oxus at
Takht-i Sangin is also non-Greek. See Litvinsky and Pichikyan, 19814, pp. 197-200 (the
Kushan level); Pichikyan, 1991.
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shipped in temples built in a purely Oriental style. It is not impossible,
however, that these Greek gods may have been identified with local divinites

Since such a combination of Greek deities with Oriental temples has beep
observed at only two sites, neither of which have been fully excavated, it shoulg
not be set up as a general rule. The undeniably Greek inspiration of the mony.
mental temple of Jandial at Taxila,* both in terms of its plan and its décor of
Ionic columns, in spite of its peculiar features and its probable post-Greek date,
indicates that religious buildings in the Greek style did indeed exist in the Indo-
Greek area. This possibility should not be ruled out for Bactria either, which
was the true cradle of Central Asian Hellenism, and where the public mauso-
leums of Ay Khanum faithfully preserved the memory of this traditional reli-
gious architecture.

Local cults and Buddhist influence

We have little information regarding the indigenous cults during this period, at
least as far as the lands north of the Hindu Kush are concerned. The Oxus river,
master of fertilizing waters, certainly occupied an important place in local reli-
gious thought. This is suggested by the use of its name in the composition of
personal names, and by the discovery of a statuette at Takht-i Sangin which
represents the Oxus in the form of the satyr Marsyas playing the double flute.”
This very unusual manner of depicting a river-god suggests a direct link with
the way Greeks used to represent the source of the Meander, the great river in
Anatolia. This in turn leads to speculation that the valley of the Meander may
have provided Bactria with contingents of colonists during the period of Seleu-
cid rule. At Ay Khanum two naked women figurines carved in bone with exag-
geratedly feminine features, and standing in hieratic frontality, undoubtedly
represent a local fertility goddess® rather than the purely Greek Aphrodite. At
Takht-1 Sangin indirect evidence for the cult of fire, which plays such an import-
ant part in Iranian religions, is found in a personal name, Atrosokes, which
means ‘fire-brand’.” The monumental altar on the acropolis at Ay Khanum is
evidence of a non-Greek cult, but its precise nature remains obscure. The docu-
ments concerning Greek territories south of the Hindu Kush offer information
on the relationship between the Greek colonists and Indian religions. Their
impact on the new masters of the territories was felt even in the most exalted
circles of society. Heliodorus of Taxila, ambassador of the Indo-Greek king
Antialcidas, who served at the court of the king of the Vidisa region, was a

54. Marshall, 1951, pp. 222-9.
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follower of the cult of Vishnu, as can be seen from the confession of faith that
he inscribed on a votive column dedicated to Vasudeva at the site of Besnagar.™
Above all it was Buddhism that penetrated Greek society, and the reasons for
its success can be looked for in the fact that its concepts contained many points
in common with that of the philosophy of Epicurus® and that it had profited
from the active protection of the Mauryan emperors. The conversion of Menan-
der, the most famous of the Indo-Greek sovereigns, to the ‘Good Law’ as
described in the Indian work entitled Milindapariha*® may or may not be a his-
torical fact, but it does bear witness, at least, to Menander’s personal sympathy
for that doctrine and more generally to the strength of the message that had
been passed on by the Emperor Asoka to the Greeks in his north-western prov-
inces more than 100 years earlier. Towards the end of the Greek occupation of
Gandhira or shortly thereafter, a local governor, the Meridarch Theodorus,
dedicated a Buddhist reliquary in Swat.*’ The extraordinary flowering of what is
called Graeco-Buddhist art in the first centuries A.D. would probably never
have occurred had there not been a large number of Buddhists already in the
Greek community of the southern provinces and among its artists.

The tfigurative arts

In contrast to the many examples of creative originality in architecture, the
figurative arts were, generally, much more dependent on Western models of a
latter-day classicism. The early date (towards the middle of the second century
B.C.) at which the Greek Empire went into decline left little time for the
figurative arts to be revitalized by the upsurge of inspiration that characterized
the mainstream of Hellenistic art in the second and first centuries B.C. In many
respects, it 1s even possible to speak of Central Asian Greek art as traditional-
istic, as in the case of the mosaics discovered at Ay Khanum. Instead of being
composed of small stone cubes, which could be laid down in tight patterns to
create skilful effects of depth and colour, the mosaics were made by the old
technique of setting pebbles in a bed of cement.*? The loose spacing of the peb-
bles and the limitation of colours, white for the background and brown-red
with a few isolated touches of black for the designs, reduced the decorative
motifs to simple outlines, while the repertoire itself remained conventional. The
same conservative spirit may be seen in the stone statuary, which was mainly
used in small-size works, such as a woman leaning on a short column,* a male
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60. Foucher, 1951, pp. 289-95.

61. CII, 1929, 2, 1, 1.

62. Bernard et al., 1976, pp. 16-24.
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nude wearing a crown of leaves,” which is a fine anatomical study in the beg
Greek tradition (Fig. 3), the bust of an old man set on top of a pillar,* the funer.
ary relief of a naked youth, with his cloak thrown over his back® and a gargoyle
representing a comic mask.”” The general standard of craftsmanship is high. There
is, however, one important innovation that we owe to the Graeco-Bactrian
artists. In the execution of large-scale statues and reliefs for decorating the walls
of certain buildings, these artists systematically used and perfected the technique
of modelling raw clay or stucco on a framework of wood and thin lead wires used
only to a limited extent in the Mediterranean area. With this technique the sculp-
tors were able to develop a more personal style, particularly in the art of portrai-
ture (heads found at Ay Khanum and Takht-1 Sangin (Figs. 5 and 6)).%* Other
superb examples of this development of skilled portraiture are seen in the work of
the Graeco-Bactrian and Indo-Greek coin engravers and in the bust of a veiled
woman from a terracotta mould (Fig. 4) found at Ay Khanum.

The abundance, diversity and quality of the products of the so-called
minor arts are characteristic features of Greek civilization in Central Asia. The
sites of Ay Khanum and Takht-1 Sangin have yielded a mass of objects of every
kind - utilitarian, decorative and votive — made from a wide range of materials.
The decorative bowls made of dark schist, carved with simple designs and
encrusted with coloured stones, which were discovered at Ay Khanum,* are
typical of these local crafts. Owing to the proximity of Bactria to India, the
working of ivory in that province was particularly well developed and produced
a wide range of fittings from furniture to arm-fittings. The Greek tradition was
forcefully expressed in this field as can be seen in parts of thrones and beds,”
sword hilts”" and figurative carvings for sword handles and scabbard endings
such as a head of Heracles wearing his lion scalp head-dress,”? an image of the
same Heracles trampling on an adversary” and a fantastic feminine water deity,
half centaur, half triton, holding an oar. Two bronze statuettes, one of Heracles
crowning himself,* the other of the god Oxus portrayed as Marsyas playing the
double flute,”” exemplify the reworking of Western themes in a provincial style
not without a certain rustic flavour (particularly in the case of the Silenus). It

64. CRAI, 1969, pp. 3414, Figs. 17-18.

65. Bernard, 1967, pp. 90-1, Plates XIX-XX; Veuve, 1987, pp. 91-3.

66. CRAI, 1972, pp. 623-5, Fig. 13. For a foot from the cult image in the temple with
indented niches, see also page 115 above and CRAI, 1969, pp. 338-41, Figs. 15-16.

67. CRAI, 1976, pp. 310-13, Fig. 18; Leriche and Thoraval, 1979, pp. 196 et seq., Figs. 16-18.

68. CRAI, 1969, p. 344, Figs. 19-20; Litvinsky and Pichikyan, 19814, pp. 204-6, Figs. 9-10.

69. Franctort, 1976, pp. 91-8, 1984, pp. 21-6.

70. Bernard, 1970, pp. 327-43.

71. Pichikyan, 1980, pp. 202-12.

72. Litvinsky and Pichikyan, 19814, pp. 212-15, Fig. 17.

73. Ibid., p. 207, Fig. 12.

74. CRAI, 1974, p. 302, Fig. 13.

75. Litvinsky and Pichikyan, 19814, pp. 2024, Figs. 6-7.
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FiG. 3. Limestone statuette of a naked man wearing a crown of leaves, Ay Khanum.
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I1G. 4. Bust of a veiled woman, from a terracotta mould, Ay Khanum,

was indeed in this field of the minor arts that local artists were most likely to
play a role, opening the way to Oriental conceptions. For example, we have at
Ay Khanum terracotta figurines of a local goddess dressed with heavy robes
and weighed down with jewellery, as well as bone statucttes in which a naked
and plump goddess is represented in a hieratic nudity.” The most important
work in this Gracco-Oriental style is a gilded silver plaque, also discovered at
Ay Khanum, which depicts the Greek goddess of nature, Cybele, riding over a
rocky terrain in her chariot drawn by lions and driven by a winged Victory.”

76. CRAI 1974, pp. 302-5, I'ig. 15; I'ranctort, 1984, p. 15; Guillaume and Rougeulle, 1987,

pp. 60-3.
77. CRAI 1970, pp. 339-47, Iig. 31; Iranctort, 1984, pp. 93-10+.
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Fici. 5. Head of a Seleucid king: Seleucos 1 (2), Takht-1 Sangin. Clay and alabaster.
(Photo: © Viadimir Terebenin.)
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Two priests dressed in the traditional robes of the servants of Cybele take part
in the scene, one walking behind the chariot and holding a parasol to provide
shade, the other burning incense on the top of a high stepped altar of an Oriep.
tal type. The sun, the moon and a star shine in the sky. The allegorical represen-
tation of Victory, the personification of the sun as the bust of Helios, and the
robes worn by Cybele and the Victory are all inspired by the Greek aesthetc
tradition, but the conventions of Oriental art are deeply felt in the absence of
perspective, in the flatness of composition, and in the rejection of three-quarter
views in favour of absolute frontality or strict profile. This work nevertheless
remains an exception, and it has to be admitted that the figurative arts lack the
originality and homogeneity of style that we find in the architecture of the
period, and the Graeco-Buddhist art of Gandhara of later times.

Everyday implements

For everyday needs, the colonists relied heavily on implements created by
Greek technology. Apart from the common grinders to be found in any civil-
ization, heavy grain millstones have been discovered in the colonists’ houses.
These millstones, whose area of distribution coincides with that of the Greek
colonization, are of a sophisticated design. The upper grinding stone, cut out to
act as a hopper, was moved back and forth by means of a horizontal lever
allowing the grain to flow automatically from the hopper to the lower stone
where it was crushed. The wine presses and ink-wells”® were copied from West-
ern models, and Greek-style sundials with a hemispherical section were used to
tell the time.”” An equatorial sundial was found in the gymnasium at Ay Kha-
num whose form, though quite distinct from any previous known model, was
nevertheless obviously inspired by the Greek theory of solar clocks.® A large
part of the ceramic vessels imitated specifically local shapes (for example, the
tulip bowl in the Panjab and Gandhiara area and the cylindro-conical drinking-
cups in the Oxus valley), but new types inspired by Greek models were con-
stantly introduced, such as high-footed craters, fish platters, hemispherical
bowls, carinated bowls, bowls with moulded designs (the so-called Megarian
bowls) or applied designs (the so-called Pergamene vessels), amphorae, pitchers,
etc. Even the greyish black slip of certain series is a deliberate substitute for the
black-glaze monochrome pottery of the Mediterranean area.®

78. CRAI, 1978, pp. 462-3, Fig. 21, Guillaume and Rougeulle, 1987, pp. 47-8.
79. Veuve, 1982, pp. 23-36, 1987, pp. 86-8.

80. Veuve, 1982, pp. 36-51, 1987, pp. 88-91.

81. Gardin, 1973, pp. 121-88; Bernard et al., 1976, pp. 45-51.
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FiG. 6. Head i clav and alabaster with Bactrian-style head-dress, Takhe-1 Sangin.

(Photo: < Viadimir Terebenmn.)
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Trade and trade routes

The distribution of silver coins is a good indication both of their use as inter-
national currency beyond the borders of the countries in which they were
issued, and of the geographical range of that country’s commercial activities,
The area in which Graeco-Bactrian tetradrachms are found (mainly of Euthyde-
mus I and II, Eucratides I and II, and Heliocles) reached as far as Syria-Meso-
potamia with finds at Baarin,* Susa® and the Kabala hoard in Caucasia.* Indo-
Greek coins circulated as far as the heart of the Ganges valley at Panchkora.® [,
contrast, the Western silver coins that reached Bactria were mainly Seleucid (up
to Antiochus III) or posthumous issues struck in the name of Alexander from
mints in Asia Minor, Syria and Phoenicia.® A large hoard of Indian coins, each
stamped with several punch marks, and Indo-Greek drachms of Agathocles was
discovered at Ay Khanum" but it probably tells us little about the trade between
Bactria and the Greek provinces of north-west India, because the hoard was
found in the palace treasury, and seems to represent taxes and duties levied in
those regions. The same is no doubt true of a mother-of-pearl plaque whose
decoration made of incrusted coloured glass is typically Indian in style,® and of
fragments of agate and onyx used for furniture decoration, which were disco-
vered in the same place, and whose Indian origin is equally indisputable. The
existence of close trade links with the Indian subcontinent is clearly seen in the
widespread use of ivory in local workshops for the production of a range of arte-
facts. Western imports were extremely rare, for local craftsmen were successful
in responding to every kind of demand, and produced items that were tho-
roughly Greek in style. Among the finds from the Mediterranean area which
were made at Ay Khanum we might mention scraps of literary papyri,? the
stamped handle of an amphora, unique among hundreds and thousands of
sherds,” some fragments of black glazed pottery and plaster casts taken from
metallic vessels of probable Western origin. For obvious reasons, it is even more
difficult to detect Graeco-Bactrian and Indo-Greek exports. It is quite likely that
part of the ivory destined for the workshops of Hellenized Asia came from India
and was transmitted through Bactria. The possibility that the famous carved

82. Seyrig, 1973. (Hoard 28, No. 3.) A coin of Eucratides has even been found in a hoard
discovered in Italy, and another has been found on the northern coast of the Black Sea.
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124



The Greek kingdoms of Central Asia

rhytons of Nisa in Parthia were produced by Gracco-Bactrian craftsmen cannot
be ruled out.” But the first real trade links between Central Asia and China
were established much later than the mission of Chang Ch’ien and lic beyond
the scope of this chapter.

In the third and second centuries B.c., the trade we have just mentioned
was carried out exclusively by overland routes, for the sca route linking the
north-western coast of India to the Persian Gulf and Egypt had not yet opened.
The great east—west caravan route was controlled by the Greek kingdoms. Start-
ing at Pataliputra, it made its way up the Ganges valley to cross the Panjab,
through Taxila and Puskalavati. Once it had reached Alexandria ad Caucasum
(Begram), it crossed the Hindu Kush to descend into Bactria, and from there, it
veered westward towards Hecatompylos, Ecbatana, Seleucia on the Tigris, or
Antioch or even Asia Minor. At Alexandria ad Caucasum a secondary branch of
this old route forked off south of the Hindu Kush to cross Arachosia and join
the main route again in Aria. The Parthian Stations, a handbook for travellers
by Isidore of Charax written around the beginning of the Christian era,
describes this itinerary from the crossing of the Euphrates to Arachosia. Cara-
vans travelling along these roads halted not only at the great urban and trading
centres, like those mentioned above, but at simple staging posts, which were the
forerunners of the Islamic caravanserais. One such staging post located on the
right bank of the Oxus near Termez has been identified thanks to the Iranian
form of its name ‘Pardagwi’ which has preserved the Greek word pandocheion,
‘hostelry’.”2 The river- and sea-trade route that was said to allow the shipping of
goods along the Oxus to the Black Sea, via the Caspian and the Caucasian isth-
mus, was never anything more than a grandiose theoretical scheme submitted to
Seleucus I by one of his generals, Patroclus, and based on the mistaken idea that
the Oxus flowed into the Caspian Sea.” All the merchandise leaving the Oxus
valley and bound for Western Asia, even when it was destined to go to the
Black Sea, ancient Albania or Iberia (Georgia and Azerbaijan), took the land
route through Ecbatana.

Coinage

Numismatics plays a crucial role in our knowledge of the Greek kingdoms of
Central Asia. Indeed, it is through the study of coins that it has been possible to
reconstruct the broad outlines of the history of these kingdoms, and the abun-
dance of their coinage bears witness to the political and economic power they

91. Masson and Pugachenkova, 1959.
92. Minorsky, 1967, pp. 45-53.

93. Tarn, 1951, pp. 486-90.

94. Manandian, 1965, pp. 47-52.
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once held.” The Greek coinage of Central Asia, like that of the Seleucids frop,
which it originated, was based on the silver standard. Gold was only struck i,
exceptional circumstances.” The coinage of this period was exclusively royal,
that is to say, it was issued by sovereigns in their own name, even down to th
issues of bronze coins intended for minor purchases. It may be divided into tw,
main series that were geographically distinct. North of the Hindu Kush lay the
area of what is known as Graeco-Bactrian coinage, which represents the dire
continuation of the Seleucid series that it succeeded in this region and whos
Attic standard it preserves (with a theoretical drachm weight of 4.4 g and tetr,-
drachm weight of 17.5 g) as well as the exclusive use of Greek for the king’s
name. South of the Hindu Kush lay the area of Indo-Greek coinage, which had 3
weight standard considerably lighter than that of the Attic coinage (with a theor-
etical drachm weight of 2.4 g and tetradrachm weight of 9.8 g) and much closer
to that of the Indian punch-marked coins that were common in those territo-
ries. The Indo-Greek coins bear bilingual inscriptions, one Greek and the other
a translation of it into Prakrit, the Indian language of ancient north-western
India, written in Kharosthi script. The most commonly used denomination in
this coinage was the drachm, which was sometimes minted in the square shape
of ancient Indian punch-marked coins, a form that was also used for bronze
coins. The Indo-Greek coinage, which was minted in the territories of north-
western India after they had been conquered by the Graeco-Bactrian kings, did
not begin until around 180 B.C., long after the first Graeco-Bactrian issues, but
continued to circulate until the time of the last Indo-Greek king, Strato II (¢ 55
B.C.), long after the Graeco-Bactrian issues had come to a halt.

The recent discoveries, notably in the famous Qunduz hoard of Graeco-
Bactrian tetradrachms and decadrachms issued by the late Indo-Greek kings of
whom only bilingual coins were previously known (Amyntas, Antialcidas,
Archebius, Diomedes, Hermaeus, Lysias, Menander, Philoxenus, Theophilus), do
not necessarily prove that these kings retained enclaves within a Bactria overrun
by nomads.” They only imply that these late Graeco-Bactrian coins were struck
by these sovereigns for commercial use with the northern territories, already lost
to them, where the former Graeco-Bactrian issues continued to circulate, or to
pay tribute to the nomadic conquerors.” Except in the case of Pantaleon and

95. For catalogues of the coins, sce note 51 above. For the historical interpretation of the
coinages, see the works cited in note 1.

96. The magnificent 20-stater piece (167 g) of Eucratides I, now in the Cabinet des
Médailles, Paris, is the most remarkable of these rare gold coins: see Scltman, 1955,
Plate LV, No. 5; Bopearachchi, 1991, p. 69, Plates 16 and 25.

97. Curiel and Fussman, 1965, pp. 61-4; Bopearachchi, 1991, pp. 75-6.

98. The late date of these kings renders untenable the theory that they would have kept
territories in Afghan Bactria, especially since the region of Badakhshan or eastern
Bactria, in which these last outposts of the Greck presence north of the Hindu Kush are
supposed to have been located, had already fallen into nomadic hands by 145 s.c., as the
excavations at Ay Khanum have shown.
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Agathocles, who had admitted into their coinage certain Indian divinitics, the
gods represented on the Indo-Grecek issues remain Greek. The wheel depicted
on a unique copper coin of Menander is virtually the sole concession to Indian
symbolism. Despite the progress of Indianization of the colonists, official
public life remained Greek until the very end. The superb royal portraits adorn-
ing these coins, whether bareheaded, helmeted or wearing the kausia (a Mace-
donian felt cap), are some of the most striking manifestations of Central Asian
Hellenistic art to survive.

The Greek heritage in Central Asia

The influence of Greek tradition on the empire of the Kushans, successors to
the Greeks in Central Asia, should neither be over- nor underestimated. This
influence was profound, as one would expect, even though in certain fields it
met with an anu-Hellenistic reaction. These former nomads, having subjected
an empire of sedentary peoples, adopted some of the ways of urban life and
civilization in an environment that had been shaped by two or three centuries of
Greek domination. Greek ceased to be the official language, and was replaced
by local Iranian and Indian languages; but to write Bactrian, which until then
had been only a spoken language, the Kushans made use of the Greek alphabet
with minor modifications. Gold replaced silver as the monetary standard, but
the highly developed monetary system of Kushan Central Asia, based on bime-
tallism (gold and bronze) and using coins depicting the king on the obverse and
various deities on the reverse, was a Greek invention and in no way a product of
the Iranian or Indian East.

In religion there can be no doubt that local cults quickly gained the upper
hand over the pantheon of the colonists. This change must have been made all
the easier by the fact that the Greeks themselves had probably never, except in
their own official state religion, put up any barriers between their own gods and
those of their subjects, and so had paved the way to their progressive assimila-
tion. The Kushan coinage is indeed dominated by an Indo-Iranian pantheon
within which only a few gods are occasionally designated by their Greek name,
but most of the deities are portrayed in a style that, if not overtly Greek, 1s at
least Hellenized. The goddesses are shown draped in a chiton and a cloak, occa-
sionally holding a cornucopia. One of them (Risto) even retained the martial
costume and attributes of an Athena. The gods are generally dressed in a knee-
length tunic with a short cloak thrown over the shoulder, or in a long robe with
a full-length cloak. The same trend can also be detected in both the sculptures
and paintings of the period. An image of Athena modelled in clay dating from
the first century B.C. was found at Khalchayan in Bactria. Several centuries later
Dalverzin in north Bactria also vielded a figure of a goddess retaining the fea-
tures of a helmeted Athena; and from Tepe Shotor on the Hadda plain comes a
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statue of a seated Vajrapani, one of the Buddha’s attendant deities, which fajy,.
fully reproduces a prototype of Heracles as he is represented on the coinage of
the Graeco-Bactrian king Euthydemus.

It is in the architecture and figurative arts that the Greek heritage is to b,
most clearly seen. Certain Graeco-Bactrian building styles were incorporateq
into Kushan architecture. At Dalverzin in northern Bactria this was the cas
both for the great mansions with their front courtyards and central living-
rooms, and for a mausoleum containing many vaulted chambers set on eithe;
side of a central corridor. However, it is primarily in architectural decoratioy
that the persistence of the Graeco-Bactrian and Indo-Greek tradition reveals
itself. It is apparent in the columns set on Attic-Asiatic bases (sometimes
arranged to form a true peristyle), in the pilasters used to decorate walls, in the
ubiquity of the Corinthian order with its acanthus leaves, in the rows of ante-
fixes along the roof edges and in the decorative use of relief and sculpture
modelled in clay or stucco. Even the technique of cutting the bases of columns
with a turning machine survived into the Kushan period.

In the figuratve arts the Greek conquest brought about an equally pro-
found change. It introduced a certain naturalism in the representation of the
human body and its drapery, an attempt to produce volume and perspective, the
use of three-quarter views and asymmetrical attitudes. Even when Central
Asian art had largely outgrown these outside influences, their underlying pres-
ence could stll be felt. For a long time, it has been thought that the art style
called Graeco-Buddhist, which developed in Gandhara and the Oxus valley in
the first centuries of our era, derived its markedly Western features from
influences passing from the Roman Empire along the trade routes. The dis-
covery over the past twenty years of a vigorous and authentically Greek civil-
ization that had flourished under the rule of the Graeco-Bactrian and Indo-
Greek kingdoms seems to indicate that the real roots of the classical influences
evident in Graeco-Buddhist art are to be sought in this easternmost branch of
Hellenism, while Rome’s contribution was merely secondary. Since at Tepe
Shotor an artist of the fourth century A.D. can portray a Vajrapani so similar to
the Heracles on the Graeco-Bactrian coins of Euthydemus, and since Indo-
Scythian coins provide an intermediate link,” there is no need to look for proto-
types in some distant country beyond the sea when local traditions provide
them. The fabulous royal tombs discovered at Tillya-tepe in southern Bactria
have brought to light another descendant of the Greek art in Central Asia, an
art of the steppes enriched with Hellenistic iconography and traditions in the
form of gold jewellery, richly set with semi-precious stones, particularly
turquoise.

The fact that we now have proof of the existence of Greek theatres in
Central Asia, where Greek plays were actually performed, should lead to 2

99. Tarzi, 1976, pp. 3947, Figs. 10-11.
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re-examination of the origins of Indian theatre, whose first creations were
roughly contemporary with the end of the Greek kingdom, and of possible
Greek influence on it. In the same manner, the lively interest that Greek colo-
nists of Central Asia took in astronomy - as shown by the discovery at Ay
Khanum of sundials, one of a highly sophisticated type - raises other questions
of a similar nature. We are indeed entitled to ask ourselves if the Babylonian
astronomical conceptions that are manifest in Indian astronomy may have
reached India earlier than has been supposed, that is to say, in the Hellenistic
period via the Greek kingdoms of Central Asia.
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affecting the Seleucid state in the mid-third century B.C.' In the course

of that crisis the governors of the extreme eastern satrapies — Diodotus
in Bactria and Andragoras in Parthia — seceded from the Seleucid kingdom.
While in Bactria an independent Graeco-Bactrian kingdom came into being, the
situation in Parthia was much troubled by incursions of nomads belonging to
the confederation of the Parni who had occupied land along the edges of the
agricultural oases from the Caspian Sea to the River Tedzhen. The Parni, with
Arsaces at their head, invaded Parthia. In the ensuing struggle Andragoras was
killed and control of the country passed to the nomadic aristocracy of the Parni
headed by Arsaces.” The Parni soon seized Hyrcania (a region on the southern
and south-eastern Caspian seaboard), and this boosted the economic and mil-

T HE Kingdom of Parthia emerged as a result of the socio-economic crisis

itary potential of the infant state.

Parthia and the Seleucids

The Parthian kingdom still had to survive a stubborn struggle with the Seleucids
before its independence was firmly established. Between 230 and 227 B.C. the
Seleucid king Seleucus II undertook a campaign to recover his eastern satrapies.
The Seleucid troops were initially successful, but the Parthians, backed by the
nomadic tribes (Apasiacae), finally carried the day when the revolts which had
broken out in regions to the west of the Seleucid Empire prevented Seleucus
from continuing the war. The next stage in the struggle with the Seleucids took
place during the reign of Antiochus III. In 209 B.C. he began his famous Eastern

* See Map 3.
1. D’yakonov, 1961, pp. 180 et seq.
2. Koshelenko, 1976, pp. 31-7.
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campaign, which resulted in the defeat of Parthia and forced Artabanus (Ardaviy
in Middle Persian) to recognize Seleucid overlordship. But when the Romgy,
defeated the Seleucids in the battle of Magnesia (192 B.C.) the Parthians were b,
to take advantage of the situation and reconquered the provinces south of th,
Caspian Sea. Parthia again became independent and was able to resume its expan-
sion both eastward and westward. This was made easier by the fact that the
Graeco-Bactrian and Seleucid kingdoms lacked political stability and were opes
to bitter internal strife. The Parthian ruler Mithradates I (171-139 B.c.) made
clever use of these favourable circumstances. In the east he attacked Bactria and
took from it a number of dependent regions.> Media was then captured - a con-
quest that opened the way for the Parthians to the west and south, towards Meso-
potamia, Susiana and Elymais. The political chaos in these regions enabled the
Parthians to invade central Mesopotamia in 141 B.C. and seize that major centre
of the Hellenistic east, Seleucia on the Tigris. After this Susa also came under
their suzerainty.* These conquests, however, presented the Parthians with a very
complex problem. The new territories that came under their control contained
important concentrations of Greek and Hellenized inhabitants, who were now
deprived of the privileged position they had enjoyed in the Seleucid Empire. For
the next two centuries the Greek cities within the Parthian state were the main
opposition forces, hostile to central rule. Counting on the support of this Greek
population, the Seleucid ruler Demetrius II attempted to recover Mesopotamia in
140 B.C. but was unsuccessful. There was a further Seleucid attempt to subdue
Parthia in 131/130 B.C. The Seleucid ruler Antiochus VII Sidetes, relying on the
support of the Greek cities, inflicted severe defeats on the Parthians and pene-
trated into the innermost regions of Parthia. But eventually the Seleucid forces
were routed and Antiochus VII himself was killed in battle in 129 B.c. This wasa
turning point in the history of Hellenistic Central Asia. The Seleucid state ceased
to exist as a world power and its kings became the petty rulers of rival warring
states in northern Syria.?

The Parthians recovered all the lands they had earlier lost and the way
westward into Syria now lay open to them. At that time, however, the situation
was once more aggravated on the eastern borders of Parthia. The major move-
ment of nomadic tribes in Central Asia which had brought about the downfall
of the Graeco-Bactrian kingdom (between 140 and 130 B.C.) was bound to
affect Parthia as well. In 130 B.C. the Saka tribes invaded the eastern regions of
Parthia and individual detachments penetrated as far as Mesopotamia. The Par-
thian king Phraates II lost his life in the struggle against the nomads (129 B.C.)
as did his successor and uncle, Artabanus I (123 B.c.).* Parthia also faced

. Koshelenko, 1972.

. Le Rider, 1965.

. Fischer, 1970.

. Debevoise, 1938, pp. 35-8.
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substantial problems in the west where Hyspaosines, King of Characene (a
small region on the northern shore of the Persian Gulf), had seized most of
Mesopotamia. Thus after a period of resounding success against the Scleucids,
Parthia found itself on the verge of collapse.

Mithradates II and his successors

Mithradates II (123-87 B.C.) managed to stabilize this difficult situation. He was
able to subjugate Characene and re-establish calm in the Greek cities. Parthia
followed a more moderate policy towards the Greeks than hitherto, and they,
now lacking any support from the west, became much more reconciled to Par-
thian rule.

The problem of the nomads on the eastern front was solved by a mixture
of military means and diplomacy. They were displaced from Parthian territory
proper and settled around Lake Hamun on the lands of Arachosia and Dran-
giana — the region later called Segistan (modern Sistan). The emerging petty
states under nomadic leaders came very much within the Parthian sphere of
influence, and some of them became vassal dependencies. Parthian influence in
the east was considerably extended and came to include the greater part of mod-
ern western Afghanistan.’

From the beginning of the first century B.C. the Parthian state had
achieved unprecedented strength and had become the foremost power in West-
ern Asia. But the latter years of the reign of Mithradates II were marked by
further complications: the struggle for power between various representatives of
the Arsacid house; the interference in Parthian affairs of the Armenian king-
dom; and the relentless eastward expansion of Rome. The first century B.C. saw
repeated military conflict between Rome and Parthia, as well as clashes between
old rivals who were meddling in each other’s internal disputes.

The pattern of decline

During this period there were two major political forces in Parthia, and the
struggle between them had a profound influence on the course ot Parthian his-
tory as well as on relations between Rome and Parthia.* One group consisted of
the leaders of the Greek and local towns of Mesopotamia and the Parthian aris-
tocracy who had settled there. The major force in the coalition was provided by
the Greek towns. The eastern progress of the Romans gave the Greeks new

7. Sarianidi and Koshelenko, 1982.
8. Koshelenko, 1963, pp. 56-8.
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hope. They were attracted by Rome’s call to defend ‘Hellenism’ from by,
rism’ and the prospect of social peace secured by the Roman legions. In 5 region
with age-old traditions of slavery, the ruling classes of both the Greek and ¢z
ern towns (which were close in character to Greek city-states) saw orthodoy
slave-holding as the main source of their enrichment. Constant wars, which djs.
rupted economic activity, halted trade and led to disturbances and uncertainy,
were equally unwelcome. '

The second group consisted of the nobility of the purely Iranian regions
and was closely linked with the peripheral nomadic tribes. This section of the
Parthian ruling class wished to pursue a broad expansionist policy, and with the
ordinary fighting men dependent on them, formed the nucleus of Parthis
armed forces. They looked to enrichment from major conquests. Their popular

slogans were ‘the return of the Achaemenid heritage’ and ‘the conquest of 4l
Asia’.

The Romans and the Parthians

The series of wars between the Romans and the Parthians took place against the
background of active conflict between these two groups of the ruling class of
Parthia, with the Romans actively supporting those claimants to the Arsacid
throne put forward by the ‘Western’ group. The major wars between the
Romans and the Parthians in the first century B.C. were indecisive. In 53 B.C.
the Romans faced a humiliating defeat at Carrhae in Mesopotamia; the Parthian
invasion of the West in 40 B.C. ended in their disastrous defeat at the battle of
Gindara (38 B.C.); and a further Roman invasion under Mark Antony in 36 B.C.
failed likewise. At the end of the Roman civil war in 29 B.C., when Octavian
became the first Roman emperor — Augustus — Rome’s Eastern policy under-
went important changes. The aggression that had marked the period of the
Republic gave way to a quest for peace. One of the main reasons for this was
the realization that Rome lacked the military resources for any large-scale con-
quests in the East. Parthia thus played an outstanding role in the history of the
East by halting Roman aggression. The new Roman policy of peace also co-
incided with the interests of Parthia, which was not strong enough to undertake
major conquests in the West. However, Rome’s changed policy in the East did
not signify an end to attempts to interfere in the domestic affairs of Parthia. It
was a period of intense conflict between the two groups of Parthia’s ruling class.
The Romans actively took sides in the dispute, supporting the candidate who
was most favourable to their own interests in Parthia. Their success in placing
Vonones on the Arsacid throne was a considerable achievement for Roman
diplomacy; but the pro-Roman policy of Vonones brought about a reaction
which consolidated all the ‘patriotic’ forces, under Artabanus II, founder of the
Later Arsacid dynasty. His main support came from the ecastern regions of
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Parthia and he had close links with neighbouring nomadic tribes. His suppor-
ters opposed the transformation of Parthia into a Roman vassal and viewed the
conflict with Rome as a struggle to restore the power of Cyrus, the Achaecme-
nid. In domestic policy Artabanus II sought to limit the self-rule of the Greek
towns. In cultural matters there was a reorientation towards ancient Iranian tra-
ditions, and the Hellenistic cultural heritage was rejected.

Successors of Artabanus

Although the reign of Artabanus II was an important landmark in the history of
Parthia, being marked by significant political and cultural changes in the Arsa-
cid state, it did not mean an end to internal conflicts. For many years after the
death of Artabanus, wars were waged between two of his successors, Vardanes
and Gotarzes. Some stability was achieved under Vologases I, who conducted
an active foreign policy and sought to restore Parthian control over Armenia.
The long and variable struggle between Rome and Parthia over this ended with
an agreement in A.D. 63 that the brother of the Parthian king Vologases should
be proclaimed King of Armenia and crowned in Rome by the Roman emperor
Nero. This agreement was extremely important since it led to a long period of
peace on the frontier between Rome and Parthia interrupted by only minor dis-
putes.

Later Roman-Parthian relations

Peace was next broken in A.D. 114 when the Roman emperor Trajan began his
carefully prepared campaign against Parthia.? The Romans initially had consid-
erable success, capturing Ctesiphon, the capital of Parthia. The Roman army
marched to the Persian Gulf, and the Roman fleet sailed down the Tigris. The
success of the Romans owed much to the bitter conflicts within Parthian society
between rival claimants to the Arsacid throne, and to the revolts that had bro-
ken out in Elymais and Persia. But at the height of the Roman success the situ-
ation radically changed. In all the Parthian territories conquered by the
Romans, insurrections broke out, triggered off by the introduction of the
Roman system of provincial administration, which strictly controlled towns,
taxes and requisitions, and by the discontent of the petty rulers who had recog-
nized Rome’s authority and had subsequently been stripped of the remnants of
their independence. The rival representatives of the Arsacid house united
against the invader and in A.D. 117 the Romans were compelled to abandon all

9. Lepper, 1979.
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their conquests in Parthia. Although the Roman frontier was peaceful again, py.

thia was still not secure and faced severe complications on its northern and east-

ern borders. It appears that Hyrcania finally achieved independence; the sep-

aratist trends of other regions of the state became more marked; and Parthiys

northern provinces suffered incursions from the Alani. The emergence ang

growth of the powerful Kushan Empire created a permanent danger in the Eqg

Exhausted by internecine wars and constant difficulties with Rome, Parthi,

sought to reduce tension in the East to a minimum. The stumbling block in rel,.

tions between Rome and Parthia, however, remained Armenia, where in the time

of Vologases I11I there was a bitter clash in A.D. 161-63. The northern flank of the

Roman defence collapsed and Parthian troops invaded Syria. Rome, alarmed thyt
there might be a general uprising against its rule in the East, mustered its strength
to stabilize the situation and then to launch a counter-offensive. The peace treaty
concluded at the end of the war was harsh for the Parthians, since the whole of
Mesopotamia as far as the River Khabur was ceded to Rome. Even harsher for
Parthia were the consequences of the war which broke out in A.D. 195. The Par-
thians had supported Pescennius Niger in the Roman civil war. The Romans
found that Vologases IV (A.D. 191-207), who seemed to have invaded easter
Iran, had at the same time to oppose the large-scale revolts that had broken outin
Media and Persia. The Roman military expedition dealt a heavy blow to Parthia
the richest parts of the country were devastated and some 100,000 inhabitants
were taken to Syria and sold into slavery. The last war between Rome and Parthia
began in A.D. 216. The conflict between Vologases V and Artabanus V, the two
pretenders to the Parthian throne, made the conditions ripe for Roman interven-
tion. The Romans, under their emperor Caracalla, invaded Parthian territory and
laid waste much of Mesopotamia and part of Media. In the summer of a.D. 217,
Artabanus V, who had mustered sizeable forces, started to wage a resolute cam-
paign against the Romans. Caracalla fell at the hands of conspirators and Macri-
nus became emperor. After a decisive battle at Nisibis the Romans had to sue for
peace. However, this was the Parthians’ last success. The ruler of Persia,
Ardashir, united with a number of other local rulers to raise a revolt against the
Arsacids. In 223 he defeated and killed Vologases V. A few years later Artabanus
V was defeated and killed at the battle of Hormizdagan, and the entire territory of
the Arsacids soon passed into the hands of the new dynasty of the Sasanians.”

Soclo-economic systems

The Parthian period saw considerable economic development in the countries
that made up the Arsacid state. Archaeological investigations on the Susa plain,

10. Lukonin, 1961.
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in the Diyala valley, the Kopet Dag foothills and elsewhere in Parthia'! indicate
that there was a sharp increase in the number and size of settlements (Figs. 1-4)
and in the extent of irrigated land, compared with the preceding period. The
basis of Parthia’s economy was agriculture; and irrigated cultivation was
broadly developed in most parts of Parthia. Cereals were grown and there were
large areas of vineyards and gardens. Technical crops such as cotton and sesame
were well known. At the confines of the cultivated land many nomadic tribes
were engaged in cattle-raising. It seems likely that good relations were estab-
lished between the inhabitants of the oases and the nomadic cattle-raisers,
though a number of tribes, chiefly in mountain areas, still led a communal exis-
tence within a natural economy.

Fic. 1. Site of Nisa. (Photo: © Vladimir Terebenin.)

Trade and commerce

Crafts were well developed in Parthia. Some items gained international recogni-
tion, including lined fabric from Borsippa (in Babylonia), carpets from the indi-
genous areas of Parthia, and the iron of Margiana (particularly in the form of
weapons and armour). In the Parthian period trade and monetary relations were
also developed. Parthia took part in extensive international trade and had trad-

11. Wenke, 1975/76.
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FiG. 2. Nisa. Throne-room. (Courtesy of I. Iskender-Mochiri.)

ing links with the Roman Empire, mainly via Palmyra, which served as a kind
of ‘buffer’ and acted as a commercial intermediary. Palmyrene caravans went
both to the various towns of Parthia and to the coastal towns of Syria." The
great quantities of Parthian coins (particularly from the first century AD)
found in Transcaucasia suggest that Parthia maintained fairly close ties with
those regions. Trade with India was conducted both by sea, via Spasinu-Charax
on the Persian Gulf, and overland via southern Iran or from Merv by the south-
east portion of the ‘royal way’ leading to India via Sistan and Kandahar. In the
Indian trade there was constant competition between the Parthians and the
Romans, who carried goods mainly by sea via the Red Sea ports. A special role
in international trade was played by the ‘Silk Route’, which linked the countries
of the Far East and the Mediterranean through Central Asia. As Parthia con-
trolled much of the route and was able to enjoy a monopoly of its trade, Par-
thian merchants made huge profits by reselling Chinese wares, mainly silk, on
the markets of the Roman Empire. The Parthian administration therefore tried
to prevent direct contacts between Chinese and Roman merchants. This inter-
mediary trade enriched the Parthian merchant class, and the state obtained a
substantial revenue from trading dues. Archaeological finds from Seleucia on
the Tigris and written records point to the existence of taxes on trade in slaves,

12. Koshelenko, 19715, pp. 761-5.
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salt and other items.” Local trade also developed and local markets were estab-
lished, as attested by the vast quantity of small bronze coins minted to meet the
needs of those markets. The process was most in evidence in the econo-
mically more developed regions of the country (Mesopotamia, Susiana,
Margiana, etc.)."

FiG. 3. Aerial view of the site of Merv. (Photo: © Vladimir Terebenin.)

Parthian coinage

The Parthian monetary system's was based on the silver drachm (weighing
about 4 g). Coins were first struck in the reign of Arsaces I, the founder of the
state. The main denominations were the tetradrachm (struck in quantty by
Western mints) and the drachm (typical of the Eastern mints). Small bronze
coins were also issued as change. The obverse side of the drachm usually carried
the bust of the king facing left, while the reverse bore Greek lettering around
the edge and portrayed a seated figure in nomadic attire with a bow held at
arm’s length (Figs. 5-10, as identified by D. G. Sellwood in An Introduction to
the Coinage of Parthia, London, Spink & Son, 1971). The tetradrachms and, in

13. McDowell, 19355.
14. McDowell, 19354; Le Rider, 1965.
15. Sellwood, 1980.
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particular, the bronze coins were more varied in type. From the reign of Vo,
gases 1 onwards the drachm also bore Parthian letters. Starting in the seventie
of the first century B.C. the reverse side of coins regularly carried monogram
which, in the view of a number of researchers, are abbreviations for the nameg
of mints. Coins struck by the Merv mint, for instance, were marked with th,
Greek letter ‘pr’.'
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FiG. 4. Merv. Plan of the city: A — Alexandria in Margiana enclosure (Seleucid age);
B - new enclosure (Parthian age). (Courtesy of V. M. Masson.)

16. Pilipko, 1980.
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FiG. 5. Drachm of Arsaces II (211-191 B.c..).
(Courtesy of Christian Schaack.)

F1G. 6. Drachm of Artabanus [ (127-123 B.C.).
(Courtesy of M. 1. Mochiri.)
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FiG. 7. Drachm of Phraates IV (38-2 B.C.).
(Courtesy of M. 1. Mochiri.)

F1G. 8. Drachm of Phraataces and the Queen Musa (2 B.c. to A.D. 4).
(Courtesy of Christian Schaack.)
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FiG. 9. Drachm of Osroes I (A.D. 109-129).
(Courtesy of M. I. Mochiri.)

Fi1G. 10. Drachm of Vologases V (A.». 191-208).
(Courtesy of M. I. Mochiri.)
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The socio-economic fabric

The question of the character of socio-economic relations in Parthi, is
extremely complex and cannot yet be regarded as resolved. Parthia did pq
represent a uniform whole so far as the level and character of socio-economic
relations were concerned. Two basic regions are to be distinguished, one being
Babylonia, Mesopotamia and Elymais, the other the Iranian uplands, the eastery
Iranian steppe and the southern part of present-day Turkmenistan. The differ-
ences between the two regions lay in the ethnic composition of the populatiop
(with various Iranian-speaking peoples in the east and Semitic-speaking peoples
in the west) and in their very distinct socio-economic systems. In the western
regions of Parthia, civilizations based on class divisions had been in existence
for a long time. In the eastern regions, the switch to a class society only took
place at the beginning of the first millennium B.C. In that and particularly in the
Achaemenid period, slavery became a widespread practice in the eastern Iranian
regions. It seems, however, that the principal influence on the social structure of
the indigenous Parthian regions was exerted by the nomadic Parni.” Society in
the eastern regions of Parthia apparently consisted of three basic social groups
which can be defined as classes. The upper class was made up of the azat (free
people), descendants of the nomadic aristocracy of Parni who had become the
ruling class in Parthia and filled the top posts in the state administration. In the
Parthian army it was they who represented its main striking power as the hea-
vily armed and mailed cavalry. They received the lion’s share of the spoils of
war and thus had a special interest in an aggressive foreign policy. The second
social class consisted of the descendants of rank-and-file Parni. They belonged
to the conquerors and so to the ruling class, but they were dependent on the
Parni aristocracy. They formed the bulk of the Parthian army, the mass of
lightly armed archer horsemen. The position of the mass of the sedentary agn-
cultural population was determined by the fact of the nomadic conquest. Its
members were formed into communities, where they personally enjoyed full
legal rights. They owned specific property, which they could buy and sell. But
they were not considered entirely free, and there was a clear distinction between
them and the upper class. They depended on the ruling class, and that depen-
dence was collective. Ancient authors emphasized that in no case could they
obtain full personal freedom. Exploitation of that social class was apparent and
primarily took the form of payment of taxes. It can be presumed that the pre-
vailing trend 1n social development had increased dependence of the peasant
communes on the state. Another move worth recording was the attempt of the
ruling class to abuse its administrative powers for personal ends. This involved
exploitation of the producers. At the bottom of the social scale were the slaves,

17. Koshelenko, 1980, pp. 177-99.
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but our sources arc silent about their position in economic production. In the
western part of the Parthian kingdom the level of development of socio-
economic relations was somewhat different, and the influence of ‘classical’
forms of slavery (handed down from the Seleucid period) was more in evidence.
The major slave-holding centres were the Greek city-states. Manumission
records found in Susa reflect the considerable extent of ancient slavery,” while
material from Babylonia confirms transactions involving the buying and selling
of slaves. Other forms of dependence continued from previous periods, includ-
ing temporary debt-discharge slavery.” It may be supposed that in the Seleucid
period it was the rule to make the surrounding rural territory dependent on the
Greek city-states. This social institution was also inherited by the Parthians. On
the whole, the social structure of society in the western regions of Parthia can
be reckoned to have been extremely complex. In contrast to the East, the circle
of fully free people was much broader, and included the citizens of the Greek
towns, members of the municipal religious communities, the Parthian settlers
and possibly a portion of the peasantry. At the same time, slavery was more
strongly developed than in the East, and there was a much wider variety of
other (non-slavery) forms of dependence.

The king and his council

The Parthian state system displayed a number of original features that were due
to peculiarities of its socio-economic and political development. Most impor-
tant was the fact that the system emerged from three sources: the heritage of
Achaemenid Persia; the principles of Hellenistic statehood under the Seleucids;
and the traditional institutions of the nomadic Parni. The king stood at the head
of the state, but royal power was regarded as the collective property of the
Arsacid family, and only members of the Arsacid family could occupy the
throne — a principle that led to rival claimants and frequently involved dynastic
conflicts. Written sources record the existence of two royal councils, which
seem to have limited the king’s power. One, consisting of kinsmen of the king,
wielded considerable influence, particularly in matters of succession to the
throne. A survival from the time of the Parni, it became an instrument by which
the nobility could influence state affairs. The second council, of priests, or magj,
seems to have enjoyed less influence. Alongside the Arsacid family, six other
noble families played an important role in the Parthian state — an arrangement
possibly due to the influence of Achaemenid tradition.

18. Koshelenko and Novikov, 1979, pp. 41-54.
19. Welles et al., 1959.
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Administration

The Parthian administrative system was fairly complex. Part of the kingdom
was divided into satrapies ruled by satraps appointed by the king. The rest cop.
sisted of vassal kingdoms.?® The Parthian satrapy was much less extensive than
the Achaemenid one. In some cases power over a number of satrapies (usually
along the frontiers) was concentrated in the hands of the same person. The loy-
est administrative unit was the stathmos (in Greek) or diz (in Parthian), which
represented a group of a few villages. The stathmos also had a small mulitary
post. This administrative unit was headed by a dizpat. There was an extensive
and developed bureaucracy, as attested by ostraca from Nisa and by the Par-
thian parchments and ostraca from Dura-Europos. The towns occupied a spe-
cial place in the system of state rule.’ The Greek city-states in Parthia were 3
survival from the Seleucid period. Under the Parthians they formally retained
their autonomy though their position changed very much for the worse. Their
aristocracy, which had previously consisted solely of Greeks and Macedonians,
lost its exclusiveness and was broadly penetrated by members of the local popu-
lation. The urban system became increasingly oligarchical, popular assemblies
declined in significance, and power was concentrated in the hands of a council
made up of representatives of a few of the richest families. Less is known of the
character and evolution of other types of town. The old Babylonian towns (e.g,
Uruk Warka) enjoyed a position in Seleucid times which had made them some-
what comparable to the city-states. Their population was divided into citizens
enjoying full rights and the rest, the under-privileged, without such rights. The
fully privileged aristocracy formed a religious and municipal commune enjoying
a measure of self-rule. These towns also owned a land district. It may be pro-
posed that these religious and municipal communes underwent gradual changes
during the Parthian period similar to those affecting the Greek city-states.
While sources also speak of ‘Parthian towns’, in contrast to Greek ones, there s
no specific information about their internal life. It can only be conjectured that
they did not enjoy autonomy and were under the full control of the local Par-
thian administration.

Apart from the territories forming part of the royal domain and governed
through satraps, much of Parthia consisted of vassal kingdoms. Their role and
importance constantly increased as more and more of the states (Persia, Ely-
mais, Margiana, Sistan, etc.) slipped from the direct control of the central
government. The Arsacid family turned out to be a palliative. Separatism
remained; only its colour changed. What basically fuelled separatism was the
very narrow social support for the dynasty. The Arsacids were unable to creatc
a sufficiently broad unity of the ruling classes or to alter the structure estab-

20. D’yakonov, 1961.
21. Koshelenko, 1979; Sarkisyan, 1952.
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lished at the time of the emergence of the Parthian state, in the specific circum-
stances of the nomadic conquest.

The fiscal system

The fiscal system of the Parthian state is still inadequately known. What we do
know is that there was a general state cadastre for the lands of the royal domain.
The state fixed and strictly controlled tax revenue. Records found in excavations
at Nisa provide evidence of different types of tax collection, depending on the
category of the land. Two categories are known - patbaz and uzbari. Patbaz
was collection in kind for the use of the king. It is less clear what the other cate-
gory was. There are also indications of the existence of special levies for the sup-
port of religious activities, somewhat similar to tithes.2

Parthian culture

The study of Parthian culture still requires further research. Until compara-
tively recently the prevailing view among scholars was that Parthian culture
was eclectic, lacking in originality and devoid of a creative basis. Parthian
culture developed through the interaction of a number of factors — the Achae-
menid heritage, the conceptions of the Hellenistic period, the contribution of
the nomadic Parni, and the particular cultural traditions of the peoples who
made up the Parthian state. The basic trend in the development of Parthian
culture was the synthesis of Greek and local sources. This synthesis, which had
started in the preceding period, assumed substantial proportions in Parthian
times when the Greek population lost its privileged position. It took many
forms and made itself felt in various spheres, notably architecture, sculpture
and painting (Figs. 11-13). Parthian sculpture and painting are best known as a
result of the excavations at Dura-Europos. They are marked by a particular
style, which suggests that this Parthian-Mesopotamian art was one of the
sources of early Christian art. Parthian architecture was marked by monumen-
talism and a break with the traditions of the Greek architectural orders, such
styles being used for purely decorative purposes. The most widespread form of
artistic craft was the fashioning of terracotta statuettes. They abound in Meso-
potamia and Margiana, and provide most important material for the study of
popular beliefs. Although the Arsacid dynasty was, on the whole, marked by
tolerance, and various religions coexisted in Parthia, there can be no doubt that

22. Koshelenko, 1966b, 1977; Pugachenkova, 1967; Rostovtzeff, 1938; Ghirshman, 1962,
1976.
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F1G. 11. Parthian prince from the temple of Shami (sccond century B.C.).
(Courtesy of Ahmad Tchrani-ye Moghaddam, Iran-¢ Bastan Muscum.)
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[i6. 120 Nisa. Rhvton. Ivory. (Photo: @ Viadimir Terebenin.)

Zoroastrianism graduallv grew i mmportance. According to tradition the
Avesta was first codified under Vologases 1. At that ume the symbols of
Zoroastrianism (in the form of fire altars) tirst appeared on coms, possibly indi-
cating its adoption as the official religion. In the indigenous Parthian lands the
Zoroastrian calendar was also used beside the Seleucid era. Morcover Zoroas-
trian principles found their wayv into the ofticial ideology of the dynasty. While
roval power initially based its authority on the right of conquest, 1t subse-
quently sought its justification in religious sanction. The Parthian period prob-
ably saw the introduction of the practice of kindling the coronation fires, which
was later adopted by the Sasanians.” In the castern sector of the Parthian king-
dom Buddhism was spreading fast™ and there were Parthian scholars of Budd-

23. Koshelenko, 19714
24. Koshelenko, 19664, pp. 175-83.
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F1G. 13. Nisa. Detail of a scene on a rhyton. Ivory. (Photo: © Vladimir Terebenin.)

hism who went to China and participated in literary and missionary activities.
Unfortunately, very little is as yet known about the development of literature.
It may, however, be supposed that this was a time when many epic cycles took
shape, apparently including the Rustam cycle.
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Early Mongolia

In the first millennium B.C. Mongolia and the adjoining regions of Central Asia,
unlike China and other countries with a settled way of life, constituted a dis-
tinctively original nomadic world inhabited by aboriginal tribes and clans, who
kept sheep, goats and cattle. One of their principal occupations was the breed-
ing of horses, in particular the Przhevalski horse -~ which had been domesticated
earlier — a small, stocky animal with unusual endurance, widely used by the
Huns, Tirks and Mongols. The two-humped Bactrian camel was of great im-
portance in the climatic conditions of the Gobi Desert. South of the Gobi Des-
ert, a2 small number of donkeys and mules were bred. It is interesting to note
that the wild ancestors of these horses, camels and asses were still found at that
time in the south-western part of the Mongolian Gobi east of the Alai, in
Dzungaria and Kazakhstan. In the period under review — 700-300 B.C. — the ter-
ritory of Mongolia and other parts of Inner Asia knew a fully developed
nomadic way of life, often referred to as Central Asian nomadism.

The people who then lived in the territory of what is now Mongolia,
Inner Mongolia, Dzungaria and southern Siberia have left behind them an enor-
mous number of ‘stone-slab’ graves, ‘reindeer stones’ and other material
vestiges of their existence.

The stone-slab graves are so described because at ground level they are
bordered by a rectangular wall of stone slabs sunk edgewise into the ground. At
one corner of a stone-slab grave there is often a stone column, sometimes dec-
orated with the images of animals. The skeletons found in these graves lie on
their backs, usually with their heads turned towards the east, and are accompa-
nied by the bones of domestic animals, clay vessels and other articles. Some of
the vessels are made of reddish clay with handles; others are of brownish-grey

* See Map 4.
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clay and are covered with hatchings like the clay vessels of the following
Hsiung-nu period.

The peoples buried in these graves had fully mastered casting techniques,
Their graves contain beautiful bronze objects and iron articles (or vestiges of
them). The Scythian-type bronze pots, axes, daggers, arrowheads, bronze and
iron horse’s bits from the stone-slab graves of Mongolia bear a striking resem-
blance to similar articles found in the graves of the region beyond the Bajky
and in Ordos. Mongolia also boasts many specimens of reindeer stones - stone
columns decorated with images of galloping reindeer, sun discs and weapons,
which in technique and design have much in common with the ‘animal style’ of
the ancient monuments of representational art found in other parts of the steppe
belt of Europe and Asia.

In addition, large numbers of cowries from the Indian Ocean, white
cylindrical beads made of prophyllite, fragments of Chinese three-legged ves-
sels, and ornaments of nephrite (rings, discs and half-discs) and mother-of-pearl
have been found in the stone-slab graves of Mongolia.! For the most part, these
objects reached Mongolia through trade with China, Central Asia, Khotan and
Afghanistan. The country’s cultural links extended through Sogdiana to India
and across Kazakhstan as far as the Black Sea and eastern Europe.

The various tribes of the zone, who undoubtedly spoke different lan-
guages and were ethnically and culturally different, possessed many articles that
were similar in shape. This is especially true of the weapons, horse harness and
ornaments. Initially the predominant type of weapon was the bronze-socketed
arrowhead with a flat tip (striking area), oval or rhomboid in shape. This was
subsequently replaced by the socketed trihedral or pyramidal arrowhead.
Horse’s bits showed striking similarities. At first, bits with stirrup-shaped end
rings were exclusively used, but were later supplanted by bits with rounded
rings. With the introduction of bridles and metal bits it became possible to ride
on horseback over long distances, and this led to much closer relations between
tribes and significantly strengthened economic and cultural contacts between
far-flung provinces of the steppe.

In terms of the general level of development, the culture of stone-slab
graves and reindeer stones of Mongolia and other parts of the Eurasian steppe
belt of the seventh to third centuries B.C. coincided with the Late Bronze and
Early Iron Ages. Already by 400-300 B.C. iron articles were widespread in
Mongolia and throughout Inner Asia and heralded the beginning of the next
stage in development.

According to the ancient Chinese bone inscriptions, the famous Shih-chi
(Historical Records) of the scholar Szii-ma Ch’ien, and other sources, the terri-
tory of present-day Mongolia, Inner Mongolia and Dzungaria was in times long
past inhabited by the Hsien-yiin, the Hsiung-nu and other nomadic cattle-

1. Okladnikov, 1955, p. 261.
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breeding tribes. In the first millennium B.c., these territories were successively
inhabited by the Hu, the Tung Hu, the Hsi Hu and the Hsiung-nu.? Amongst
the above-mentioned peoples, the Hu and the Hsiung-nu occupied the territory
of Mongolia. The Tung Hu (which means ‘the Eastern Hu’ in Chinese) lived in
eastern Mongolia and western Manchuria, whereas the Hsi Hu (‘the Western
Hu’) lived in the area to the south-west and west of Mongolia.

The Hsiung-nu Empire

Archaeological evidence from the seventh to the third century B.c. provides a
picture of nomadic societies with a patriarchal-clan organization, using slaves
obtained through capture or purchase. With the further spread of horse-breed-
ing and the development of bronze culture, the tribal-clan élite grew in strength,
while the rank-and-file members of the tribal community were more con-
stricted. The development of property and social differentiations in society led
to the disintegration of the clan structure, and with the onset of the Iron Age,
quite large nomadic tribal unions came into being.

In the period from the seventh to the third century B.C., more powerful
tribal unions arose in Inner Asia — the Hsiung-nu in Ordos and central Mongo-
lia, the Tung Hu in eastern Mongolia and western Manchuria and the Yich-
chih in Gansu and the lands between Dzungaria and Ordos. To the south, Tan-
gut-Tibetan tribes led a nomadic way of life in the vicinity of Koko Nor (Qing-
hai). The Central Asian nomadic world was increasingly becoming a military
and political power.

Relations between China and the nomads were at times anvthing but
peaceful. China of the Ch’in dynasty (246-207 B.C.) built the famous Great
Wall,’ a military fortification running along the length of its frontier. In 214 B.C.
the Ch’in court sent an army of 100,000 men against the Hsiung-nu, captured
Ordos from them and then the foothills of the Yin-shan. Towards the close of
the third century B.C., as a result of their rising prosperity from cattle-breeding,
the development of their iron industry and military skill, the twenty-four Hsi-
ung-nu tribes increased considerably in strength; and from their tribal union the
powerful Hsiung-nu Empire emerged.

The dramatic events that attended the emergence of the nomadic
Hsiung-nu state find literary, albeit somewhat legendary, expressions in the
sources. At the close of the third century B.C., a certain tribal chief, Tou-man
by name, with the title of shan-ysi - which meant ‘the greatest’ or ‘the best’-
headed the Hsiung-nu tribal union. According to legend, he had two sons from
different wives. To secure the throne for his favourite younger son, he handed

2. Sima Qian, 1931.
3. Bai Shouyi, 1980, p. 116.
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over his elder son, Mao-tun, as a hostage to the Yiieh-chih. T’ou-man they
attacked the Yieh-chih, hoping that they would kill their hostage, but Mao-tyy
managed to steal a horse and return home. His father put 10,000 families under
his control. Mao-tun forthwith set about training his cavalry in the arts of war
and ordered all his horsemen to shoot their arrows only in the wake of his whis-
tling arrow. Failure to comply with the order was punishable by death. When
he saw that his warriors were adequately trained, Mao-tun, while hunting, shot
his father with an arrow and killed him on the spot.

After 209 B.C., when Mao-tun proclaimed himself sharn-yii, the Hsiung-nu
state rapidly became a powerful nomadic empire. Lung-chéng, “The Dragon
Site’, the nomadic tribal encampment and headquarters of the Hsiung-nu
shan-yii, was located in the south-east spurs of the Khangay mountains, in a
region where Karakorum and other political centres of the Turkic and Mongol
peoples were later to come into being. The leader of the Hsiung-nu became the
keeper of the nephritic seal which was inscribed with the words: “The state seal
of the Hsiung-nu shan-yi’. The rise of a Hsiung-nu state system, with a capital
for the shan-yii, a seal, flag, border guards and the other attributes of sover-
eignty, marked the beginnings of a distinctive nomadic power.*

The Tung Hu, who heard that Mao-tun had killed his father, decided to
take advantage of the resulting confusion and demanded that Mao-tun should
surrender to them his treasured argamak (a fleet-footed horse) and his beloved
wife. Mao-tun agreed to both demands. They then demanded an uninhabited
strip of the desert, unsuitable for cattle-breeding, but Mao-tun answered: ‘Land
is the foundation of a state. How can it be surrendered?” He then launched a
military campaign against the Tung Hu, who were taken completely unawares
and routed. On his return, he attacked the Yiieh-chih, driving them westward,
subjugated the Wu-sun of Semirechye and recaptured Ordos.

In 198 B.C., a treaty of ‘peace and alliance’ was concluded between the
Hsiung-nu and China. The Han emperor officially recognized that the Hsi-
ung-nu Empire enjoyed power comparable to that of his own empire, and that
its sovereignty extended over all the northern lands beyond the Chinese bor-
ders. The ruler of the Hsiung-nu, in turn, recognized the sovereignty of the
Chinese emperor over all territory behind the Great Wall.* The treaty further
provided that the Han court should give the emperor’s daughter in marriage to
the shan-yii and should send him every year a lavish quantity of gifts — silks,
fabrics, handicrafts, rice, gold and money, which was regarded by the
Hsiung-nu as a form of tribute. The Hsiung-nu also received tribute from the
Wu-huan and subjugated other peoples; they sent their royal daughters to the
Wu-sun and held hostages.

Controlling a key section of the Silk Route, the caravan trade link

4. Konovalov, 1976, p. 3.
5. Taskin, 1968, pp. 25, 42, 47, 48.
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between China and the West, the Hsiung-nu reaped great profits from its inter-
national trade. They zealously fought to maintain control of these routes and
successfully vied with China for the hegemony of Central Asia.

From the time of Mao-tun, there was regular trade between the Hisi-
ung-nu and the Chinese, the Hsiung-nu exchanging cattle, wool and furs for
Chinese goods. Between 129 and 90 B.c., however, the Han emperor Wu-ti
changed the policy of his predecessors and launched a number of major military
campaigns against the Hsiung-nu, but he was unsuccessful. When the Han court
proposed that the Hsiung-nu should become a vassal state, they detained the
Chinese ambassador and refused to discuss the matter, decapitating their own
master of ceremonies who had allowed the ambassador to enter his yurt.

Between 70 and 60 B.C. there was internecine war between various fac-
tions of the Hsiung-nu leadership seeking the throne. When Hu-han-yeh
became shan-yii, one of his brothers proclaimed himself shan-ysi and attacked
him. Hu-han-yeh was obliged to acknowledge his subordination to China in 53
B.C., but managed to preserve Hsiung-nu statehood with all its symbols of
sovereignty. When he finally crushed his rival, Hu-han-yeh was able to act
more and more independently and transferred his headquarters to the Ulan
Bator region, where it remained after his death. But in A.D. 48, as a result of
worsening internal dissension, the Hsiung-nu split into two factions. The elders
of the eight southern tribes proclaimed the aristocrat Pi as shan-y, migrated to
China, fell under the sway of the Han court and moved to Ordos, north and
west Shaanxi.

The Northern Hsiung-nu stubbornly defended their independence, but
eventually, in A.D. 93, they were attacked by an alliance of the Chinese and
Southern Hsiung-nu from the south, by the Ting-ling, red-bearded, blue-eyed
giants from the north, and by the Hsien-pi from the east. The last Northern
shan-yii, descended from Mao-tun, was killed, and Mongolia was taken over by
the Hsien-pi. Some of the Hsiung-nu, notably those of the western branch, did
not surrender.

The Hu-yen, an ancient Hun tribe, assumed leadership and marched
westward. In contrast to the Southern and Northern Huns, they may be
described as Western Huns, whose descendants would later reach Afghanistan,
India and the Roman Empire.

The Hsien-pi state

The Hsien-pi, who took over control of Mongolia after the fall of the
Hsiung-nu state, had emerged as a powerful tribal union as early as the first
century B.C. The main clan of the Hsien-pi had set up their nomadic camp in
south-east Mongolia and lived along the middle course of the Liao-ho river.
A large number of Hsien-pi now settled in central Mongolia and over 100,000
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Hsiung-nu families, who had settled there earlier, adopted their tribal name.
T’an-shih-huai, leader of the Hsien-pi tribal union, in A.D. 155 established the
Hsien-pi state, which rapidly became one of the most powerful empires of it
day, as powerful as the previous Hsiung-nu Empire. The Han court considered
that the Hsien-pi’s horses were swifter and their weapons sharper than those of
the Hsiung-nu, and the Hsien-pi, too, managed to acquire good-quality iron
from the border regions of China. Their political centre, the headquarters of
T’an-shih-huai, was in the south-east near the Darkhan mountains but was later
moved to the former shan-yi’s headquarters in the Khangay mountains.¢

Between A.D. 155 and 166, T’an-shih-huai conducted a series of major mil-
itary campaigns that led to the extension of Hsien-pi power over the Great Steppe as
far as southern Siberia and from Ussuri to the Caspian Sea. Until the third decade of
the third century A.D. the Hsien-pi state was the leading power in Central Asia.

Under their rule Mongolia saw a complex ethnocultural development. From
the mixing of the Huns and Hsien-pi a new culture emerged with its own linguistic
particularities, which was later to serve as the point of departure for the formation
of the early Mongolian ethnic group with its distinctive language and culture.’

Subsequently the Hsien-pi state split into several parts. Until the close of the
third century, it only effectively controlled central and south-east Mongolia. The
Mu-yung, T’0-pa and T’u-yii-hun, kindred tribes of the Hsien-pi, seceded to set up
separate states in the south. At about the same time another Mongolian-speaking
people appeared on the scene in central Mongolia - the Ju-jan, who were destined to
play a key role in the history of the period following that of the Hsien-pi1.?

The economy, social structure and state organization
of the Hsiung-nu

The major achievement of the ancestors of the Hsiung-nu was the opening up
of the steppes and the Mongolian Gobi. Until then, the Great Steppe and the
desert, like the sea, had divided the inhabited wooded steppe into two distinct
and separate belts. The inhabitants of each belt — agriculturists, sedentary cattle-
breeders and forest hunters — had no way of crossing the Gobi, and the steppe
grasslands went to waste unused. The Hsiung-nu bred a large number of horses
and draught oxen and introduced as a mobile home the covered wagon on high
wheels. They were the first to engage in nomadic cattle-breeding (Fig. 1) and in
organized hunts — infinitcly more productive than individual hunting — and by
the third century B.C. were practising falconry.’

. Perlee, 1961, p. 21.

. Bira, 1977, pp. 379-80.

. Ishjamts, 1974, pp. 24-6.
. Gumilev, 1960, p. 96.
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Fie. 1. Nomadic cattle-breeding of the Hsiung-nu.

Drawings from cemeteries of Inner Mongolia (China).
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Apart from cattle-breeding and hunting, they engaged in agriculture, 5
can be seen from the grain hullers found in Mongolia and in the regions of the
Great Wall. War prisoners and deserters from China and other settled countries
were widely used as agricultural labourers.

Their covered wagons on high wheels, in which they lived, were comfor-
table, providing good protection from wind and frost, and more security,
because in the event of danger, the wagon-dwellers could flee with all their pos-
sessions to other encampments.

Although the Hsiung-nu Empire was made up of a large number of djf-
ferent peoples, the Hsiung-nu themselves were divided into twenty-four major
tribes, each consisting of kinship groups, clans and patriarchal families. The
Hu-yen, Hsti-pu and Lan were regarded as the oldest and most prominent, but
from the time of Mao-tun, the Hsiung-nu shan-yi came from another noble
family, the Lian-ti, that became the most distinguished of them all.

The tribal nobility formed the aristocratic élite, while the rank-and-file
members of the tribe were relatively poor. There were quite a number of slaves
engaged in agriculture, handicrafts and cattle-breeding,”® but they were more
like domestic servants. It will be seen that Hsiung-nu society was in a state of
transition from a tribal to a class system, and the Hsiung-nu Empire represented
a particular form of class-based state organization.

The ruler of the empire was the shan-yi. He called himself ‘ch’eng-li ku-
t’n’ (Son of Heaven)."? His power was considerable and hereditary but by no
means absolute. In their administration it is even possible to identify several
classes of officials or, to be more precise, nobles divided into eastern and west-
ern groups, terms which also signify ‘senior’ or ‘junior’. The first class consisted
of the Chu-ch’i princes (‘chu-ch’i’ meaning ‘wisdom’). The Eastern Chu-ch’i
prince was supposed to be the heir apparent, but at times his right to succeed to
the throne was disregarded. The second class consisted of the Lu-li princes; the
third class, the Great Leaders; the fourth class, the Great Tu-yu; the fifth class,
the Great Tang Hu. In addition, the Eastern and Western Chu-ch’i princes and
the Lu-li princes were called ‘four horns’ and the ‘great leaders’, Tu-yii and
Tang Hu were called ‘six horns’. These high-ranking figures were always mem-
bers of the shan-yi’s clan.

Alongside this aristocracy of blood there grew up an aristocracy of talent
— the service nobility (not related to the shan-yi’s family). They were known by
the name of Ku-tu-hou, and were aides of the highest-ranking nobility, per-
forming all the administrative tasks. Apart from this top-level aristocracy, there
was the clan nobility — princes affiliated exclusively with the clans, suz generis
clan chiefs or elected elders.

10. De Guignes, 1756-58, Vol. I, Part 2, p. 15.
11. Harmatta, 1952, p. 287.
12. Ban Gu, Vol. 13, Chapter 97a: 7a.
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Hsiung-nu society possessed its own customary legal system and Chinese
authors have noted that ‘their laws were simple and easily executed’. Major
crimes, such as the drawing of a sword, were punishable by death and theft was
punished by confiscation not only of the thief’s property but also that of his
family. Minor crimes were punished by cuts on the face. Trials lasted no more
than ten days, and at no one time were there ever more than a few dozen people
under arrest. Apart from the customary law a system of public law began to
emerge under Mao-tun. Violation of military discipline and evasion of military
service both carried the death penalty. These extraordinary laws contributed
greatly to strengthening the cohesion of the Hsiung-nu, turning them into the
most powerful state in Central Asia.

Hsiung-nu burials and the finds from Noin-Ula

The main sources for the study of the Hsiung-nu are their graves and settle-
ments, the latter to a lesser degree in view of their nomadic way of life. Many of
them are to be found in Mongolia, southern Siberia and Ordos. There are four
major Hsiung-nu burial sites: two in central Mongolia and two in the south
beyond Lake Baikal. The largest, the Khunui-gol, is located in a remote area of
the Khangay mountains, in the basin of the River Khunui. It was here, in 1956,
that T. Dorzhsuren and other Mongolian archaeologists counted over 300
burials.” In the mountains of Noin-Ula, 122 km north of Ulan Bator, 212 bunial
grounds have been recorded. At the end of the last century, the Russian archae-
ologist Y. D. Tal’ko-Grintsevich located 214 graves at Sudzhinsk beyond the
Baikal, 10 km east of Kyakhta. He also excavated the Derestui burial ground in
the former Selenga District beyond Lake Baikal, with some 260 burials. It seems
likely that these four large burial grounds belonged to the four noble clans of
the Hsiung-nu, and that Mao-tun and other early shan-ysi were interred in the
Khunui-g6! burial ground, which contains some of the most magnificent Hsi-
ung-nu tombs, while Hu-han-yeh and his descendants were buried in Noin-
Ula.

Of particular interest are the contents of the burial chamber of a tomb in
the Noin-Ula mountains accidentally discovered in 1912 by a Mongol Gold
engineer and scientifically excavated in 1924. Like other tombs nearby, Noin-
Ula Tomb No. 6 was square, with sides measuring 24.5 m and an embankment
1.62-1.95 m high. On the south side it was also protected by a long bank. The
sides of the square and the bank were faced with stone and aligned to the points
of the compass. In the inner chamber stood coffins, pointing south, on a floor of
planks which showed faint traces of lacquer and paint. Among the objects
found was a woollen canopy covering the ceiling of the outer chamber and a

13. Dorzhsuren, 1958, p. 6.
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heavy felt carpet, with scenes of animals locked in combat, lying under the cof-
fin. A woollen cloth with embroidered plant motifs and figures of different ap;.
mals was affixed to the ceiling of the outer chamber, covering practically i
whole surface. The fortunate discovery of a Chinese lacquer cup with two
inscriptions made it possible to date Tomb No. 6 quite closely to the beginning
of the first century A.D. It s, in fact, the tomb of Wu-chu-lg, the shan-yi of the
Hsiung-nu Empire.

To judge from the finds in the Noin-Ula tombs, permanent dwellings of
the Hsiung-nu were equipped with plank beds, and their mobile dwellings were
furnished with low tables on short legs. The height of these tables indicates that
people sat round them on the floor, which was covered with heavy felt. It is
interesting to note that such small, low tables were extensively used by Central
Asian cattle-breeding peoples.

The Noin-Ula tombs contained a large variety of Hsiung-nu vessels of
wood, metal and clay. The most remarkable metal vessel was a bronze oil-lamp
mounted on three legs with a conical stem for a wick in the centre. There were
fragments of a big bronze kettle for cooking meat, and a smaller kettle, notable
for its handles in the shape of animal heads. Among other finds were minute
pyrite crystals, pierced with holes and used as dress ornaments, beads of mala-
chite and glass of different colours and amber beads of various shapes and sizes.
Of particular interest was an amber bead in the shape of a lion’s head. Apart
from the beads contained in Hsiung-nu graves of ordinary type, mainly of
women, bronze mirrors and various dress ornaments that belonged to the
various shan-yi have come to light.

Their main form of transport was the saddle-horse. Horse bridles, bits
and saddles resembled those of the Altai in Scythian times. Saddles generally
consisted of two leather cushions padded with wool, but a few had a wooden
frame with pommels at the front and back, and stirrups. The stirruped saddle
represented a major step forward.

In spite of the fact that iron and smelting techniques were known to the
Hsiung-nu and that they could produce various kinds of iron objects, they did
not strike fire from a flint, but obtained it by rubbing two sticks together or,
more exactly, by boring one into the other. The Noin-Ula graves, thanks to the
fine state of preservation of the wood found there, provide a full range of arti-
cles used for fire-making.

The most remarkable piece of bone jewellery work was a carved cylinder
representing a winged and horned mythical wolf. Especially notable were the
embroidered felt carpets of local manufacture found in the Noin-Ula tombs.
The seams of the middle section of the carpets were embroidered in a distinctive
spiral pattern, and their borders were covered with a design in which scenes of
fighting animals alternated with tree patterns.

The Hsiung-nu were in direct and close contact not only with China but
with neighbouring peoples to the east and west, who were culturally very much
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Fic. 2. Hsiung-nu felt carpet from Noin-Ula (Mongolia).

like them. A remarkable bronze crown in the shape of a wolf’s head from Noin-
Ula may be compared to the figures of wolf heads in the art of the Altaic Scyth-
ians. Other Hsiung-nu articles in Mongolia and Ordos display striking similari-
ties with southern Siberian works of art. Animals are portrayed with protruding
haunches ~ a style very characteristic of the art found here.

Of particular interest are the scenes of combat between a yak and a
horned ‘lion” and a griffin attacking a deer, on the felt carpets of Noin-Ula
(Figs. 2-4). The yak 1s highly stylized with an abnormally large head hanging
low and a protruding tongue. Scenes of beasts of prey attacking artiodactyla
have been characteristic of the art of the peoples of Western Asia since early
times — a motif that entered Asia Minor from Mesopotamia and spread through
the Sakas to southern Siberia and then to the Hsiung-nu.

Motifs borrowed from the plant kingdom are exceedingly rare in the art
of Eurasian nomadic tribes, such as the Hsiung-nu. All the more interesting,
therefore, are the conventional representations of trees on the Noin-Ula carpets
in the spaces between the animal combat scenes. Here we have a replica of the
‘sacred tree’, a typical feature of Assyrian art. Hsiung-nu felt carpets were dec-
orated with borders of squares, crosses, ‘battle-axes” and other figures. The
most widespread motif on the seams of the felt carpets consisted of rhomboids
or spirals arranged in two varieties. It is interesting to note that this Hsiung-nu
motif later found widespread application in the art of the Mongolian and Turkic
peoples and can still be seen today on the felt carpets and the protective covers
of the Buryats, Kyrgvz and Kazakhs.

While there is no real trace of the influence of Chinese art on objects

161



N. Ishjamts

‘-‘ "" N
» \“U" " :

F1G. 4. Hsiung-nu felt carpet from Noin-Ula (Mongolia).

found in the graves of common people, traces are to be found in those of the
nobility. The mythological animal embroidered on the silk fabrics found in
Noin-Ula is essentially Chinese in character. Its body resembles an cagle with
upraised tail, of which the tuft is abnormally large. The animal’s paws are like
the tiger paws in the art of the Altaic and southern Siberian tribes of Scythian
date. The front of the chest is represented by a succession of superimposed
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scales, and the wings are in the Persian style of the Achaemenids. Thus we have
here an example of the influences of Hsiung-nu, Altaic, Scythian and Persian art
on fabrics of Chinese character.

Hsiung-nu customs, religion and culture

The influence of the Hsiung-nu and also of Middle and Western Asia on China
was especially great in the military field. As early as 307 B.c., Wu Ling Wang, a

rince of the Chou dynasty, introduced the use of the dress of the nomadic Hu
into China and began to instruct his subjects in the art of shooting with bow-
and-arrow. The Emperor Ch’in Shih-huang-ti introduced large cavalry detach-
ments into the Chinese army and thereby ensured the success of his operations
against the Hsiung-nu at Mén Ch’ien Yang. His cavalrymen were heavily armed
and armoured, like those of the Assyrian army which had introduced cavalry as
an arm of their military organization, and already used chain mail, plate armour
and protective armour for horses.!

When Mao-tun reorganized the Hsiung-nu army, he replaced its heavily
armed horsemen by light cavalry, armed with long composite bows, creating a
military force with much greater manoeuvrability. He reorganized his army,
subjected it to strict discipline, and introduced major improvements in military
strategy and tactics. These developments in military science and weaponry were
of great importance both for China and other countries. The composite bow
and the stirruped saddle were widely adopted throughout the Eurasian steppe,
Parthia and Syria; and the descendants of the Hsiung-nu with their traditional
bows later became one of the most dangerous adversaries of the Roman legion-
aries in Pannonia.®

The emergence of its powerful empire had a great influence on the Hsi-
ung-nu’s material and spiritual life. Although it could not radically change their
nomadic ways, it led to the establishment of an entirely new central head-
quarters for their shan-yi in the Khangay mountains where, in addition to his
residence, they erected a sanctuary and other buildings. Settlements appeared in
the steppe — fortified places for agricultural and craft communities like Gua-dov
(367 x 360 m), Baruun dereegiin kherem (345 x 335 m) in Mongolia and the set-
tlement at Ivolginsk (348 x 200 m) beyond Lake Baikal. In the Talas valley
under the rule of Chih-chih a fortress showing distinct Roman influence was
built, and more than 100 foot-soldiers were garrisoned there. It has been sug-
gested that they may have been Roman legionaries from the defeated army of
Crassus who had surrendered to the Parthians after the battle of Carrhae in
53 B.C. and been sent to serve on their eastern frontier at Merv, from where they

14. Laufer, 1914, p. 217; Kiselev, 1951, p. 321.
15. Uray-Kéhalmi, 1974, p. 148.
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became mercenaries of the Hsiung-nu. Nevertheless, the shan-yi of the Hs;.
ung-nu did not alter their way of life. They continued to receive ambassadors ip
their yurts which were now more presentable than in earlier days. The over-
whelming majority of the Hsiung-nu, especially the rank-and-file, also cong-
nued to live in yurts. The image of a yurt of that period, a covered wagon on
high wheels drawn by oxen, found on one of the south Siberian stone sculp-
tures, and the miniature images of a harness yoke found among the south Siber-
ian and north Chinese bronze articles, need not cause any surprise.’ In these
yurts of the Hsiung-nu, as later in those of the Mongols and Trks, the left side
of the entrance was for men and the right side for women.

Hunting and archery played a major role in their daily life and existence;
and a reference in the Shih-chi shows that they actively encouraged their chil-
dren to learn hunting from an early age: ‘As soon as a boy is able to ride a ram,
he shoots birds and small game with a bow, and when he gets to be a little older,
he shoots foxes and hares.”” The Hsiung-nu women were not only remarkable
horse-riders but had bows and arrows, and assisted their husbands in defending
children and old people from enemy attack. On the wall of the Talas fortress
they fought valiantly beside their husbands and the Romans against the Chinese
troops, and they were the last to leave their posts. The participation of women
in defence and the training of children to handle the bow-and-arrow were evi-
dently dictated by the necessities of life. Only in this way could the nomadic
Hsiung-nu, a numerically small group, defend their independence and way of
life.

The Hsiung-nu practised exogamy, but their shan-yi could only take
wives from a limited number of noble clans. They practised polygamy and levi-
rate marriage was customary, that is, on the death of a father or elder brother, a
wife was transferred to a surviving son or younger brother, provided that she
was not that man’s mother. The shan-y#’s court also complied with this prac-
tice.

The Shih-chi says that on the death of a Hsiung-nu emperor his close rela-
tives and concubines were buried with him, but archaeological excavations do
not bear this out. If such a custom had ever been practised by the Hsiung-nu,
the actual burial of people had long been replaced by symbolic actions. After
the death of her husband, a Hsiung-nu woman would place a lock of her hair in
her husband’s grave as a sign of mourning, symbolizing her journey to the next
world to accompany him.

The Hsiung-nu initially believed in animism, totemism and in life beyond
the grave. From the time of Mao-tun, Shamanism became the state religion. The
chief shaman was chosen from the sorcerers and served the shan-yii, his clan
and relatives. The head-dress of a shaman was found in one of the graves of

16. Bira et al.,, 1984, p. 48.
17. Bichurin, 1950, Vol. I, p. 40.
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Noin-Ula and was very reminiscent of the Mongol darkhans’ head-dress, the
only difference being in the frontal representation of the totem spirits. On the
Hsiung-nu head-dress there is a bird, which may represent the face of the
anthropomorphic spirit of an ancestor.

The Hsiung-nu worshipped the sun, the moon and other heavenly bodies
and made sacrificial offerings to the heavens, the earth, spirits and their ances-
tors. The shan-yii described himself as ‘born of heaven and earth, brought forth
by the sun and moon’. The Shih-chi says: ‘At daybreak the shan-yii sets out
from camp to worship the rising sun, at nightfall to worship the moon.””* The
Hsiung-nu nobles gathered at the shan-yii’s headquarters in the fifth lunar
month and made sacrificial offerings to their ancestors, the heavens, the earth
and the spirits. Three times a year they congregated at the shrine of the moon
where, on the day of the ‘dog’ of the first, fifth and ninth months, they offered
sacrifices to the heavenly spirit.

It is not known whether the Hsiung-nu had images of their ancestors or
spirits. Of great interest, in that regard, was the discovery, in the Noin-Ula
tomb, of a translucent stone 5 mm thick, with a schematic incised representation
of a human figure. Three holes bored into the figure indicate that it was attached
to something. It may have been some kind of anthropomorphic amulet. The
Hsiung-nu prince who ruled over the region of Koko Nor and Gansu wor-
shipped a huge ‘golden 1dol’.

In reckoning time the Hsiung-nu used a duodecimal animal cycle in
which the days of the ‘dog’ and the ‘snake’ were regarded as auspicious for wor-
ship. This duodecimal cycle, which reached the Hsiung-nu from India or Baby-
lon via Sogdiana, remained in force for as long as the Hsiung-nu existed. Their
basic system of calculation, however, was decimal, and they used this in their
military organization. They customarily launched a military expedition at the
time of the full moon, but its outcome hinged on the prophecies of the shamans,
sorcerers and soothsayers. Like the Mongols, they used a ram’s shoulder-bone
to predict the future, placing the bone in a fire, and reading the future from the
lines which appeared on it.

The Chinese sources say that the Hsiung-nu did not have an ideographic
form of writing as the Chinese did, but in the second century B.C. a renegade
Chinese dignitary by the name of Yue ‘taught the shan-yi how to write official
letters to the Chinese court on a wooden tablet 31 cm long, and to use a seal and
large-sized folder’. But the same sources indicate that when the Hsiung-nu
noted down something or transmitted a message, they made cuts on a piece of
wood (k’0-mu) and they also mention a ‘Hu script’. The fact is that over twenty
carved characters were discovered among the objects at Noin-Ula and other
Hun burial sites in Mongolia and the region beyond Lake Baikal (Figs. 5 and 6).
Most of these characters are either identical or very similar to letters of the

18. Ibid,, p. 50.
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Orkhon-Yenisey script of the Tiirks of the Early Middle Ages that occurs now
and again in the Eurasian steppes. From this some specialists hold that the
Hsiung-nu had a script similar to ancient Eurasian runiform, and that this
alphabet itself later served as the basis for ancient Turkic writing.

Myths, legends and other forms of oral literature occupied an important
place in Hsiung-nu spiritual life. Tradition has it that in front of the head-
quarters of the shan-yii there was an artificial pool, the dwelling place of a dra-
gon who had fallen from heaven and become an object of worship. It was not
only the Chinese who worshipped the dragon. While the sources portray the
Hsiung-nu as a redoubtable nation of fierce warriors, they were actually fun-
loving people. They would gather before the headquarters of the shan-yu and
the temple of their ancestors to organize amusements like horse-jumping and
camel races and other festivities. They would sing slow songs, a custom that
later became widespread among the Mongolians. The sounds of flutes and
drums and the strains of a few types of string instruments were heard through-
out the steppes. As early as the beginning of the second century B.c. Hsiung-nu
music and dances were favoured by the Han emperor. The k’ung-hou and the
fife, which had come at an earlier time to Inner Asia from Sogdiana, were
adopted by the Chinese from the Hsiung-nu.

Many Chinese silks and embroidered fabrics as well as cloth of Western
origin were found in the Noin-Ula tombs. There was one woollen wall carpet
of Western manufacture and two of Yueh-chih or Wu-sun origin, a series of
embroideries provisionally described as ‘Graeco-Bactrian’, two portraits dis-
playing similar workmanship and, finally, a tapestry from Parthia or Asia
Minor. There were also some remarkable fragments of wall hangings, decorated
with patterns representing horsemen, a child warrior flinging a spear or a trident
at an eagle, lion griffins and garlands of flowers that have been described in
detail by K. V. Trever."” The two horsemen depicted on the largest fragment are
of Europoid type, with moustaches and tufts of hair over their foreheads remi-
niscent of Gandharan sculpture. Their dress and head-dress are typically Ira-
nian. The horses are notable for their coats of different colours, their cropped
manes, their elegant long-necked heads and their long slender legs. They were
probably the famous thoroughbred Parthian war-horses or the remarkable
‘thousand-1i” horses of the Hsiung-nu. Along the lower edge of the fragment,
between two broad bands, is an embroidered garland of palm leaves inter-
spersed with acacia flowers, their tendrils entwined — a border that is Greek or
Graeco-Indian in design.? Of the two portraits found on the fragments, one has
preserved the face of a man whose features are not Mongolian, but bear a much
closer resemblance to the Turanian type found in Central Asia and Persia.
Trever compared this portrait to the heads found on the bas-reliefs of Gand-

19. Trever, 1940, pp. 141-3, Plates 39-44.
20. Rostovtzeff, 1929, p. 87.
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haran art and concluded that it represented one of the peoples of Central Agj,
whose culture was in contact with the Hellenized culture of Central Asia, such
as that of the Graeco-Bactrians. It is clear that these works are representative of
a great artistic culture and consummate craftsmanship.

This nomadic civilization of the Hsiung-nu exerted an influence even op
the more advanced cultures of China.?’ We might mention in this context the
Hsiung-nu treatment of the tiger, one of the prototypes of the Chinese t0-t,
of winged wolves, goats and horses and, finally, of the bizarre ‘aquiline griffor’,
a fabulous animal with the body of a winged lion and the head of a phoenix.

Hsien-p1 culture

Hsien-pi culture was also suggestive of Hsiung-nu culture in many ways; but so
far it has not been adequately studied. Between the first and third centuries a.p,
it attained a similar level to the culture of the Hsiung-nu. According to histori-
cal sources, the Hsien-pi also recorded events by incising wooden tablets. In
their practice of Shamanism, they initially worshipped a wooden idol. However,
later on, the casting of idols from iron and other metals (Fig. 7) became wide-
spread among the Hsien-pi, as among many other nomadic peoples of Central
Asia. In later centuries, other branches of the Hsien-pi tribe, the Mu-yung,
T’0-pa and T’u-yii-hun in Inner Mongolia and northern China, created a more
advanced form of culture, inheriting many elements from the Hsiung-nu and
also borrowing a great deal from the neighbouring countries of Central Asia,
China, East Turkestan and southern Siberia. In turn, the Hsien-pi also exerted
an influence on them.

The original and distinctive culture of the Hsiung-nu and of the Hsien-pi
together constituted the first important stage in the formation of the nomadic
civilization of Central Asia, playing an important role between East and West
and linking China and Central Asia, while, at the same time, remaining dis-
tinctive — a very significant contribution to world culture.

21. Serodzhav, 1977, pp. 4, 22, 106, 109-11.
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FiG. 7. Hsien-pi terracotta from Inner Mongolia.
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THE YUEH-CHIH
AND THEIR MIGRATIONS*

K. Enoki, G. A. Koshelenko
and Z. Haidary

The Yiieh-chih in Gansu

The Yiieh-chih are the people who, from the latter half of the second century
B.C. to the beginning of the first century A.D., occupied and ruled what is now
Middle Asia and Afghanistan. They destroyed a country called Ta-hsia —
usually identified with the Bactrian kingdom under the Greeks. Their original
home is said to have been in the western part of Gansu Province in China, from
which they migrated via the northern part of the T’ien Shan mountain range.
They were forced to migrate because of the invasion of the Hsiung-nu, who
became predominant in Central Asia. The Yieh-chih settled to the north of the
Amu Darya and ruled the country of Ta-hsia, which lies south of the same
river. There they established five hsi-hou (yabghu) or governor-generalships. At
the beginning of the first century A.D., the Kushans, one of the five yabghu,
became powerful and took the place of the Yiieh-chih. This is an outline of the
history of the Yiieh-chih. Nothing more is known about them except that the
Chinese emperor Wu-ti (140-87 B.C.) of the Former Han sent Chang Ch’ien to
the Yiieh-chih to negotiate a military alliance against the Hstung-nu, but this
was not concluded.

Many theories have been published about who the Yteh-chih were. The
oldest theories were based solely on the resemblance of the name of the Yiieh-
chih to that of the Goths or Massagetae. But the Goths could have had nothing
to do with a people in Central Asia in the second century B.C. Nor can the iden-
tification of the Yuieh-chih with the Massagetae, who lived in the plain east of
the Caspian and Aral Seas in the fifth century B.C., be maintained.

The identification of the Yiieh-chih with Casia' is also based on the simi-

* See Map 4.
I. Egami, 1948, pp. 84 et seq., 1951, pp. 123 et seq.
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larity of the names Yiieh-chih and Casia, but there is some additional positiye
evidence to support it. ‘Casia’ is the name given by the Greeks in the first cep-
tury A.D. to the Kunlun mountain range in the south of the Tarim basin and to
the region stretching north of it, which is famous even today for the production
of jade. According to the Book of Kuan-tzi, jade was produced either in the
country of the Yii-chih, who are considered to be identical with the Yiieh-chih,
or in the mountains on their frontier. The Book of Kuan-tzsi is some time before
the third century B.C., when the Yieh-chih dominated the greater part of Mon-
golia. So it is quite possible that “Yu-chih’, ‘Yiieh-chih’ and ‘Casia’ represent the
same name; and that the Yieh-chih were known to the Chinese to be associated
with jade.? Presumably jade was known by the name of casia because it was pro-
duced in the country of the Yieh-chih, or the Yiieh-chih were known by the
name of Casia because of their jade. In a place near modern Khotan in the
ancient region of Casia, jade is still called gutscha; and ‘gutscha’ is very similar
to the old pronunciation of Yiieh-chih, which may have been ‘zguja™ or some-
thing like that. If the jade was called casia because of the Yiieh-chih, the country
of Casia might have been the place where the Yiieh-chih originated. But the
Yieh-chih were a great horde of pastoral people, and had 100,000 or 200,000
cavalrymen, according to the Shih-chi (Book 123), when they reached the Amu
Darya. This makes it unlikely that they could have originated in a place such as
Casia where the oases could only support a population of a few thousand at the
time of the Han dynasty. It must also be remembered that no other nomadic
people has ever risen to power in any part of the Tarim basin where Casia was
situated. If the Yleh-chih were called by the name of Casia, because of the casia
or jade they produced, they must also have had another name of their own.
What is certain, however, is that the region of Casia and other countries in the
Tarim basin were under the control of the Yuieh-chih; although it is most likely
that Casia was the native place of the Yiieh-chih.

Recently Yang Hsien-i* has identified Chii-chih in the Tso-chuan under
the fourteenth year of Duke Hsiang (559 B.C.) with the Yueh-chih. There 1s
indeed a resemblance between the two names, and there is the statement of
Wu-li, the ancestor of Chii-chih, who was deported to Kua-chou, which the

2. Concerning the Yii-chih as described in the Book of Kuan-tzii, see Matsuda, 1939, and
Kuwabara, 1940, pp. 8-9, 71. Sec also Wang, 1927, and Pelliot, 1929, p. 150. The latest
publication on the Book of Kuan-tzsi concerning the parts in which references are made
to the Yi-chih is Ma, 1979, Vol. 1, p. 255; Vol. 2, pp. 411, 429, 460, 462, 560, 569-70.
According to Professor Ma, these parts of the Kuan-tzi were compiled in its present form
at various times from the beginning of the Former Han to the reign of Wang Mang, that 1s
to say, from 200 B.C. to A.D. 12. Professor Ma also tries to establish the identity of the
Yi-chih with the Yueh-chih in his other book (Ma, 1982, pp. 476-7).

3. Reconstruction made by Haloun, 1937, p. 316. See also a new reconstruction made by
Pulleyblank, 1966, p. 17.

4. Yang, 19834, pp. 232-3. Another book of the same content was published by the same
author (Yang, 19835, pp. 232-3).
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Yiieh-chih occupied in a later period. But Chii-chih is called Jung-tzi, or a bar-
barian of the West, in the Tso-chuan, and the tribe to which he belonged
Ch’iang-jung, or the Ch’iang barbarians of the West. In other words, Chii-chih
is not a tribal name, but a personal one. Moreover Kua-chou, to which the
ancestor of Chii-chih was exiled, was not the place where he lived permanently.
For these reasons, even if Chii-chih (a personal name) can represent the same
sound as Yii