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History of the Study of Archaeological Monuments in the Valley of the River Taldy
(Shetsky district of Karaganda region)

The article highlights the history of studying monuments located in the Taldy River valley, which form the
foundation of the proposed Taldy Historical and Archaeological Museum-Reserve. The historiographical
analysis of the study of monuments in the Taldy archaeological microdistrict allowed the authors to analyze
and systematize previous research, as well as to determine the role and significance of these monuments for
Central Kazakhstan. By examining articles, monographs, and field research reports, the authors identifiedykey
stages of archaeological excavations and refined the methodologies applied in different periods. Two main
phases of research have been distinguished. The first phase is associated with the activities of the Central Ka-
zakhstan Archaeological Expedition under the general leadership of Academician A.Kh. Margulanand covers
the years 1947-1964. From 1965 to 2010, research in the microdistrict was practically not conducted. Field
archaeological work, including excavations, exploratory surveys, and stratigraphic analysis, played a key role
in this study. During extensive expeditions (1947-1964 and from 2011 to the present)pnumerous archaeolog-
ical sites from various historical periods, ranging from the Bronze Age to the Golden Horde era, were exam-
ined, including burial mounds, settlements, and ritual complexes. Special @ttention was paid to excavation
methods, including the clearing of burial mounds, identifying structural features of burial sites, recording
stratigraphic data, and analyzing cultural layers. Since 2011, the modernistage of research has been ongoing,
characterized by a rapid accumulation of new material that is of fundamental importance in addressing ques-
tions of the genesis, periodization, and chronology of the archagolegicalicultures of Central Kazakhstan and
neighboring regions.

Keywords: Central Kazakhstan, archaeology, history of study,smonuments, Bronze Age, Early Iron Age,
Middle Ages.

Introduction

The group of monuments consideredyin this article is located in the Shet district of the Karaganda re-
gion. It is located in the river valley ofithe Taldy (Taldynura) extending from west to east for several tens of
kilometers. The need for coverage of the history of its study can be explained on the basis of two topical as-
pects. Firstly, the monuments investigated.in this territory constitute the base for the projected Taldyna His-
torical and Archaeological Museum-Reserve. Secondly, the materials obtained during the excavations of re-
cent years are of great importance in‘terms of refining the periodization and chronology of the Bronze Age
cultures.

The study of‘monumentstin Taldy (Taldynur) valley is inextricably linked with the first systematic re-
search in Central Kazakhstany which represented a kind of “white spot” until the mid-1940s. Situation began
to change for the better-after establishment of KazSSR Academy of Sciences in 1946 and organization of
Central Kazakhstan archeological expedition (1947) under direction of A.Kh. Margulan. The tasks of the
lattersincluded bothsprospecting and exploratory work as well as excavation of archaeological sites in order
to establish the chronology of antiquities of the region.

The archaeological study began in 1947 with the excavation of a dugout at the Baibala settlement [1;
196-197]. It 'had stone walls consisting of two rows of stone slabs. The space between slabs was filled with
stone fragments. This architectural peculiarity is usually called armoured dwelling. The construction features
of this dwelling allowed A.Kh. Margulan to draw parallels with other excavated structures dated to the Late
Bronze Age. Unfortunately, the settlement was destroyed as of 1955.

During three field seasons of 1951, 1952 and 1955 the study of Bylkildak complex was conducted. The
complex includes three extensive groups of monuments (I, 11, I11), occupying a high rooted coastal terrace
and numbering about 200 structures. About 20 structures of the developed Bronze Age were excavated in the
burial ground [2].
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The material found in them largely belongs to the Alakul cultural complex. However, the appearance of
ceramic vessels of one fence indicates their Late Bronze Age (Begazy-Dandybayev) origin. The presence of
different constructions on such a vast burial field is naturally associated with a long period of use of the buri-
al ground. The presence of a mound with arch-shaped stone lining (“mustache”) allows to speak about the
functioning of the monument until the end of the Early Iron Age.

In the picturesque valley of the Shortandy-Bulak river there is a rather large settlement of the Late
Bronze Age, with 39 structures fixed by depressions. In 1955 the Central Kazakhstan archaeological expedi-
tion carried out excavations of two dwellings (No 14 and 21), which evidently belonged to the semi-dugout
type, i.e. they had a sunken pit with the remains of frame and pillar constructions, observed as the remains of
log walls and pits from support poles. The cultural layer contained fragments of roller-type pottery, metal
and stone products, as well as carved bone decorated with filigree geometric motifs [1; 198-215].

In 1955, two rounded fences were excavated in the Baibala | burial ground. It contained burials in stone
boxes, as well as fragments of Nuri-Fedorovo ceramic vessels and fragments of metal ornaments [3;,78-81].

Another complex was investigated in the Baibala Il burial ground. It was a mound with an earthen
structure 28 m in diameter and up to 1.8 m high. Under the mound there were two fences insertedinta each
other. A burial in the form of a stone box was revealed in the central part of them.4It contained human re-
mains and accompanying equipment, typical for Nurin-Fedorovo cultural complexs[3;:55-56].

In 1964 M.K. Kadyrbaev excavated another complex of Nurin-Fedorovo €ulture insthe Taldy 1 burial
ground. It was a mound with a diameter of 12 m and a height of 0.5 m. Twa.inserted,rectangular fences were
found under the mound. Cremated remains and fragments of ceramic vessel.decorated with a carpet orna-
ment were found in the burial chamber [4].

The materials received during the first works were of great importance for formation of the first idea
about cultural variety and identity of antiquities of all region. They also promoted understanding of their
chronology and genesis. For example, the first original periodizationyof the culture of the Bronze Age popu-
lation, created by the outstanding archaeologist K.A. Akishev andisuccessfully tested during his PhD thesis
[5], was based in particular on the data from the excavatiens of the Taldy (Taldynur) valley monuments.

Materials and Methods

When writing a scientific article, an important research method is historiographical analysis, which al-
lowed the authors to study and systematize previous studies on the archaeological sites of Central Kazakh-
stan. Having analyzed the research materials of the predecessors: published articles that provided factual ma-
terial on the work carried out at the Taldy arehaeological microdistrict; the collective monograph “Ancient
Culture of Central Kazakhstan” [3], whichisummarized the research of the first half of the 20th century; and
the monograph by A.Kh. Margulan'“Begazy-Dandybay culture of Central Kazakhstan” [1], which summa-
rized the results of archaeological\workiofthe Late Bronze Age on the burial grounds and settlements of the
Begazy-Dandybay culture, alsespublishes reports on field research at the monuments of Senkibay-2, Taldy,
Kyzyltau, conducted by the authars of the article under the guidance of I.A. Kukushkin [6-8]. The authors
identified the key.stages of archagological research, as well as clarified the specifics of the methodology used
at different times. One of.the main methods in this work is field archaeological research, including excava-
tions, geological exploration and stratigraphic analysis. During long-term expeditions (1947-1964 and from
2011 to the present);.many archaeological sites were explored, including mounds, settlements and ritual
structures. Specific excavation methods were described, such as the clearing of mounds, the identification of
structural features of burial structures, the fixation of stratigraphy and stratigraphic analysis of cultural lay-
ers.

Considerable attention is paid in the article about the artifacts discovered during the excavations. The
typological method is used to classify ceramic products, metal objects (daggers, spearheads and arrows),
jewelry and other finds. The comparative analysis allowed the authors to correlate the identified objects with
similar finds in Central Asia and neighboring regions, which helps in clarifying the periodization of cultural
strata.

Results

The study of these antiquities is important for solving both regional and global problems. Some of them
can be identified separately.

Firstly, based on the results of primary processing of the obtained Alakul materials of Senkibai-2,
Talda-1, Kyzyltau, Tabyldy burials, etc., we proposed a new periodization of Petrovsky and Alakul antiqui-
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ties. Instead of two separate cultures, it is proposed to include both groups of monuments of the Alakul line
of development into one culture of the same name, which went through two phases (early and “classical”
ones). The early phase bears a resemblance to certain complexes. It is subdivided into two stages with their
own specific features. The first stage is called the Petrovsky stage (XIX—XVIII centuries B.C.), as it bears a
resemblance to similar antiquities of neighboring regions (large ground graves, characteristic forms of ves-
sels, presence of specific ornamental elements) and is fundamentally synchronous with them, marking the
rapid nature of settlement of Petrovsky tribes. The second one is the Nurtai stage (XVI11 — first half of XVII
centuries BC). It reflects specific regional features, illustrated by A.A. Tkachev [9].

Secondly, fragments of Yelunin ceramics were found in the embankment of structure No 178 of the
Senkibay-2 burial ground. It remains poorly studied despite of long-term researches of Central Kazakhstan.
The issue of its boundaries is still under the question. However, discovery of such ceramics in thesvalley of
Taldy (Taldynura) substantially expands its areal to the Central Saryarka, and, apparently, it is not'the final
boundary. Such single finds indicate that practically all territory of Saryarka in pre-Andronoy: time,seems to
be occupied by population close to Yelunin population in cultural aspect [10].

Discussion

The first excavations were conducted in the Nurataldy-1 burial ground in 2011."Militaristic bronze find-
ings (knives, spear and dart tips) were found in the course of the study of Alakul fences'No 1-2. They are
considered to be very unique for the region.

In the same year, a complex of the Golden Horde period was studied in the Nurataldy-2 burial ground.
It consisted of adobe fence covered by an earthen embankment, containing @ paired burial. It is noteworthy
that in terms of rituals, one of the dead was buried in accordance with Muslim canons. The other one was
buried in accordance with pagan rites, and was accompanied by awvariety,of equipment, which has analogues
in the antiquities of the X1I11-XIV centuries [11].

Considering the importance of the results obtained during theistudy of the Nurataldy-1 burial ground, it
was decided to continue the excavations of the monument in'2012. They covered enclosures No 3, 4 as well
as a separate box, located at some distance, indicating the former vastness of the burial field. Quite interest-
ing is the intact burial of a woman decorated with'gilded 1.5 turn pendants, bronze bracelets on each arm and
bronze beads on her feet.

Excavations of Senkibay-2 began in 2014. It is one of the largest necropolises in Central Kazakhstan. It
comprises 197 structures. Most of them appear to belong to the developed Bronze Age period. However, an
early Iron Age burial ground and a ritual ancient Turkic fence are also present at the site. Structure No 26
was excavated in 2014. It contained Alakuhtype [12].

During two field seasonsi2014 and 2021 excavations were carried out at the Tankara burial ground.
They covered the complexes ‘of)Begazy-Dandybayev culture, namely quadrangular-shaped fences with
ground stone boxes in their inner,space)[13].

Not far from the Tankarasburial ground there is a large necropolis of Bada, where structures No 2 and 3
were excavated iny2015. These were earth mounds with stone fences. They contained burial chambers in the
form of cysts (like'a bex, the walls were lined with masonry of tiles and stone), characteristic of the
Nurinsko-Fedorovka culture [14].

In 2015,4it was decided to continue the research of the burial grounds of Nurataldy-1 and Nurataldy-2,
wheressignificant, results and unique for Central Kazakhstan materials were obtained. Thus, in the building
No 5 of the Nurataldy-1 necropolis, a burial was found containing a metal vessel, which at that time became
one of the oldest in Kazakhstan, along with the one found earlier in the Ashchisu burial ground [15]. It was
made by Alakul metallurgists using a complex technology using a wax model [16].

Of no'less importance were the works at the Nurataldy-2 burial ground, where an earthen mound was
excavated, containing a mud-brick enclosure with a peshtak, which generally copied the idea of the portal-
dome construction of the mausoleums. The discovered burial was made in accordance with pagan canons,
accompanied by a set of items of horse harness and weapons [11]. Its significance is explained by the ex-
tremely small number of previously studied complexes of the Golden Horde time. In this connection, each
new object significantly expands our understanding of this era.

In 2016, excavations of the grandiose mausoleum (No 1) and peripheral structures (No 2-13) of the
Karazhartas burial ground began. These were left by the bearers of the Begazy-Dandybayev culture. The
main complex (No 1) had a pyramidal-stepped shape after clearing the surface soil and consisted of 5-6 rows
of walls. At the moment, it is considered the largest and most complexly constructed structure among the
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known burial complexes of this culture. Its wall dimensions (excluding the outer fence) were 14 x 14.5 x
14.3 x 13.5 m. with rounded through holes, as well as a large collection of ceramics [16]. The metal invento-
ry discovered during the study of the site is represented by bronze needles, a bullet-shaped arrowhead, dag-
gers, a pendant in the form of an “anchor” and a gold ring with rounded through holes, as well as a numerous
collection of ceramics [17].

In the same year, the excavations of the Bada burial ground were continued. It involved the study of
structure No 1. The excavations were completed in 2017. The burial ground consisted of two fences inserted
into each other (quadrangular and rounded, respectively) and contained several burials with fragments of pot-
tery of the Nurinsky-Fedorov type found inside them [18].

Excavations at the Karazhartas burial ground were continued in 2017. These covered structures No 14-
15, 17-18, 23-25, 26, 28-30. Further investigation of the blockages of the walls of structure No 1 was carried
out. The obtained materials expanded the data on the funeral rite and the objective world of the Late\Bronze
Age population of the region [17]. At the end of the field work, the expedition led by A.Z.\Beiseneyv carried
out restoration work on the monument.

Two looted Bronze Age structures No 16 and 24 at the Senkibai-2 burial ground were investigated in
2017. In this respect, of some interest is an additional burial (structure No 24) of the'Early Iron Age, where
the skeleton of a woman lying flat on the back was excavated. The skeleton wassaceompanied by beads, a
metal mirror and a stone altar [19].

Four barrows with stone enclosures and two enclosures without embankmentsywere investigated in the
Kyzyltau burial ground in 2017. These contained 21 Bronze Age burials(andfone unmarked burial of later
date (No 6, 10-14). Of the greatest interest are the ritual objects with horse banes, symbolizing a chariot
complex. Such a ritual, as a rule, marks highly status funerary gonstructions, expressively emphasizing their
belonging to the tribal aristocracy. The orientation of the majority of the dead and sacrificial horses in the
eastern direction, as well as some, rather blurred features in_.the ornamentation are considered the result of
the Srubnaya culture (“timber framework™) influence [20].

Investigations at the early Alakul burial ground of Tabyldy (constructions 1-4, 10G) were carried out in
2018. These comprised 19 constructions. Structures 3 and 4 are of the greatest interest. Paired horse burial
was found in the first one. Together with the burial,chamber, it graphically imitates a team of chariots. Sev-
eral undisturbed burials were found in the structure 4» They allowed to reconstruct some aspects of funeral
rites and principles of wearing jewellery (jaw<face pendant, 1.5-turn pendants) [21-22].

Excavations of the Kotyrtas burial mound.were carried out in the same year. Here, complexes of early
Alakul and Golden Horde times were investigated. The latter period is of considerable interest as it is poorly
studied. The structure excavated had a quadrangular enclosure under the mound with two peshtaks and an
entrance between them. A burialwas found in the inner space of the fence. It had the form of an earth pit.
Apparently, it was a cenotaph,“containing only scattered chopped horse bones in the backfill. In terms of
construction, the structuresinvestigated is almost identical to the structure No 2 of the burial ground
Nurataldy-2, copying the strueture of the portal-dome mausoleum [23].

The works of\V.V. Varfolomeyev in Akkezen are of particular importance in the study of pro-town cen-
ters of the Late Bronze Age..Akkezen is one of the largest settlements in Central Kazakhstan, with at least 71
structures. In 2018-2020 several sites were excavated on the territory of the monument, as well as an elon-
gated residential structure measuring 32x7 m. It had stacked masonry walls and was framed by an external
fence..The material obtained belongs to the Begazy-Dandybayev culture [13].

Moreover;, VV.V. Varfolomeyev undertook reconnaissance work in the form of pitting and limited exca-
vation-at the settlements of Azhar, Azhar-2, Baibala-2, Saurambai and Shokpartas, where materials of
Eneolithic; Middle and Late Bronze Age, as well as Early Iron Age were found [24].

The excavations of the Taldinsky-1 burial ground began in 2018. They have been carried out without
interruptions to the present time. The complexes of two cultural traditions were excavated during the first
field season. These are Alakulskaya culture (constructions No 6-8) and Begazy-Dandybayevskaya culture
(construction No 5). Of certain interest is the ceramic complex of structure No 7. It has some archaic features
dating back to the time of the Alakul culture in Central Kazakhstan [25].

Three high status complexes (No 1-3) of Nurin-Fedorovo culture were studied in the Taldinsky-1 burial
ground in 2019. They were rather large earth mounds with double stone fences and contained burials with
cremation and burial rites accompanied by characteristic tableware. Indicative is the discovery of an earring
with a flared section, which is a kind of “visiting card” of this cultural tradition [26].
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In 2019, the Turkic memorial-ritual complex Akbauyr was also excavated, which was a chain of 6 fenc-
es of Kudyrginsky and Yakanursky types. The anthropomorphic half-length sculpture discovered at the site
is noted for its rather well-preserved and detailed elements (an image of a face, an ear, a breastplate and a
cup, a pose is indicated). Its iconographic likeness undoubtedly correlates with the ancient Turkic tradition.
This is evidenced by the canonical pose with a cup in one hand, as well as a number of other features [27].

In the same year, quite large-scale works were carried out in the Senkibay-2 burial ground, where the
constructions No 1-4 were excavated. Judging by the characteristics of the ceramic complex, some of the
materials obtained refer to the early phase of Alakul culture. The other ones seem to correspond to its “clas-
sical” stage [6-7].

In 2019 the following works were carried out: the excavations of two Tasmolin complexes of elite plan
at Karazhartas and Karazhartas-2 burial mounds, as well as the research of Alakul structures No 3, 5, 7, 9
and 15 of Kyzyltau burial mound. Of the greatest interest is the discovery of horse bones in barrow No 7 and
an intact burial in barrow No 9. The latter contained a paired mixed sex burial accompanied by pottery ves-
sels, remains of a jaw-face pendant in the form of “solar” plaques and beads, gold temple fings and charac-
teristic bracelets with twisted ends. In general, the materials of the monument correspondto. the early<phase
of Alakul culture [8].

In 2020, works at the Taldinsky-1 burial ground were continued. Seven complexes of the Alakul and
Begazy-Dandybayev cultures, as well as a Kipchak Khanate period lining were‘@xcavated: As a result of the
2018-2020 investigations, it was established that the western edge of the monument.was apparently occupied
by burial structures of the Nurin-Fedorovo culture, the central part contained the burial structures of the
Begazy-Dandybayev culture, and the Alakul burial structures were found.in‘the eastern part.

Two complexes of the Alakul culture in the form of earthen mounds with stone fences (No 5, 178) were
excavated in 2020 in the Senkibai-2 burial ground. The fragments,of ceramics of Yelunin culture (Southern
Siberia and the Altai zone) found in embankment of one of constructions are of special interest. They, proba-
bly, got there accidentally. However, these indicate their penetration in‘the southerly direction [10].

In the same year, the excavations of the Kokterek complex were carried out. The complex was a barrow
with stone ridges (“whiskers”). It consisted of a.central structure and a satellite barrow with two arc-shaped
stone mounds departing in an easterly direction. The,pottery fragments found during the excavations allow to
conclude that the mound is of Hun culture.

The excavations of the Baibala 111 burial ground in 2020 have a certain significance. Here, a grave was
found under the embankment of one of the stone barrows. It contained fragmentary remains of a buried per-
son: a lower jaw fragment, fragments of tibiaxand pelvic bones. However, the cultural affiliation of the mon-
ument was determined by the iconographic.appearance of a statue located in the mound’s floors, which cor-
responds to the Kipchak tradition.

In the same year, new excavationsswere carried out at the Nurataldy-1 burial mound, covering a large
necropolis-forming barrow andia nearby row fence. It is noteworthy that the mound has been reused more
than once. For example, a raw/mausoleum of the Golden Horde period was cleared out on the very top of the
mound. It was a family vault., A-burial of the early Iron Age was found below, in the embankment. However,
the bulk of the materialswas_provided by Alakul-type complexes. They were represented by the following
burials: those of children, as well as a mound-forming one. It is noteworthy that peculiar “rays” of slabs in
the interior space were found for the first time. They radially departed from the main burial. A pair of horses
imitating a chariot team was unearthed next to the burial site.

The excavations of Saka elite complex at the Kyzylzhartas burial ground were carried out in 2020-2021.
The materials obtained have been partially published. One of the objects investigated was 37 m in diameter
and 1.75'm.igh. It was encircled by a fence 56 m in diameter. It is quite noteworthy that the complex in-
cluded several statues [28].

Conclusions

Summing up the archaeological study of monuments in the Taldy River valley, it is possible to highlight
some milestones (stages) of its study. The first stage, covering 1947-1964, associated with the activities of
the Central Kazakhstan Archaeological Expedition under the leadership of a prominent scientist — Acade-
mician A.Kh. Margulan, was of great importance in forming an idea of the number and diversity of historical
and cultural monuments. The monuments identified and studied with his participation formed the basis of the
Taldy archaeological microdistrict. It is also indicative that perhaps the first large-scale excavations on the
territory of Central Kazakhstan are also associated with the study of antiquities of this microdistrict
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(Baybala, Bylkyldak, Aksu-Ayuly Il and many others). The materials obtained during these works were of
great importance for forming the first idea of the cultural diversity and originality of antiquities of the entire
region, and also contributed to the understanding of their chronology and genesis. For example, the first orig-
inal periodization of the culture of the Bronze Age population, created by the outstanding archaeologist
K.A. Akishev and successfully tested during the defense of the thesis of the candidate of historical sciences,
was based mainly on excavation data from the Taldy archaeological microdistrict.

The second stage, from 2011 to the present, is associated with the implementation of various state pro-
grams. To date, through the efforts of a team of Karaganda archaeologists, more than 100 objects of histori-
cal and cultural heritage have been identified on the territory of the Taldy historical and archaeological park,
excavation and restoration work of which has been carried out on more than 30 monuments. There is a sig-
nificant accumulation of new material related to the study of problems in the field of genesis, periodization
and chronology of the mixture of cultures inhabiting the territories of the Taldy historical and archaeological
park throughout all historical stages.
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Tanabl 63eHi 00MBIHAAFBI APXEO0JIOTHSVIBIK €CKePTKIITePAi 3epTTey TAPUXbI
(Iller aynansl, Kaparanabl 00/1bICHI)

Maxkanmaga Tamael 'TapuxXu-apXeOoNIOTHSUTHIK CasOaFbIHBIH HETI3iH KypaWTeiH, Tangel e3eHiHiH OoibIHIa
OpHATACKaH CKePTKIIITepi 3epTTey Tapuxsl 3epiaenenreH. Omapsl 3epTTey/IiH eKi Heri3ri ke3eHi OemiHim,
KapacThIpbuFaH. Talapl apXeoJNOTHSUIBIK MHKPOAyJaHBIHBIH E€CKEePTKIIITEPiH 3epAeNieyIiH TapuxXHaMalbIK
Tangaysl aBTOpJapFa AIIBIHFBl JKYMBICTApIbl TalJayra oHe kyieneyre, Optanplk Kazakcran ymiH
SCKepTKIIITep/iH peii MeH OpHBbIH Oenrineyre MyMKiHIiK Oepi. Maxananapzapl, MOHOTpadUsIapIbl JKoHE
JaJIalbIK 3epTTeyliep Typallbl €CenTep/i 3epTTel OTBIPHIN, aBTOPIAP apXEOJIOTHSUIBIK Ka30aiap/blH Herisri
KE3CH/IEPiH aTam ©TTi, COHBIMEH KaTap OpTYpJi Ke3eHAeple KOJAAHBUIATHIH OMICTEPHiH CPEKIICTIKTEpiH
HaKThLIaAel. bipinmi keseHi ©O.X. MapryiaHHBIH JKammsl okerekmimirinmeri Opransik  Kazakctan
apXCOJIOTHSUTBIK IKCIICAUIIUSCHIHBIH KBI3METIMEH OaliTaHbICTHI skoHE 1947—1964 sxpuimapabl KaMTHIBL 1965—
2010 >xpuTmap apaibIFbIHIA [IaFBIH ayldaH TEPPUTOPHSACHIHAA KYMBICTAp alFaKThl XKYpri3ureH koK. by
3epTTeyle Ka3ba, Oapiay ®oHe CTpaTUTrpadUsUIbIK TalgayAbl KAMTUTBIH JATAIBIK apXEOIOTHSUIIBIK JKYMBICTAp
Oacthl pen arkapabl. Kemksuinsik sxcrieaumusiiap (1947-1964 xone 2011 skpuigaH Kazipri yakpITKa AeHiH)
KoJa adyipineH AnteiH Oppa AdyipiHe NEHiHr opTypili Tapuxu Ke3eHJepjeri KOpraHaap, elmiMeKkeHIep
JKOHE CAJITTHIK KEILICHJep CHUSIKTHI KONTEreH apXeoNOTHsIIBIK HbICaHAapAbl 3eprreai. Obanapasl TazapTysl,
Kepiey KYpbUIBICTAPBIHBIH KYPBUIBIMABIK EpEKIICTIKTepiH aHBIKTaylIbl, CTPATHIPa(UsUIBIK IepeKTepAi
TIpKeyai )KoHe MOJICHH TONTAp/bl TAlIayAbl Koca anFaHa, Ka30a ojicTeMeciHe epekile Ha3ap ayAapbUIFaH.
2011 >xpuman Oactam Kasipri yakeiTka JneiiH Optanblk KazakcraH >koHe IeKapanac eHipiepIiH
apXCOJIOTHSUTBIK MOJICHUCTTEPIHIH TeHE3UCI, Ke3CHIETYl MEH XPOHOIIOTHSICHI MOCEIICIICPiH MICITy CalachlHAa
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TYOereii MaHbI3bl 0ap jkaHa MaTepUalJap/blH KOIIKiH TOpi3/i )KHHAKTaTybIMEH CHUIATTAaJaThlH 3aMaHAYyH
Ke3€H KaJlFacya.

Kinm cesoep: Opransik KazakcTaH, apxeoyiorus, 3epTTey TapuXbl, ECKEPTKIIITEp, Koja I9yipi, epTe Temip
JI9yipi, opTaraceIp.

AWM. Kykymikun, ©.b. Maken, O.C. [lloxaraes

HcTopusi u3yueHusi apxeo0oru4ecKux NaMATHHUKOB B J10J1MHe peku Tajabl
(IHerckmuii paiion, Kaparanauackasi 00,1acTh)

B crarbe ocBemiaercst ucTOpHs N3YYSHUS] TAMATHUKOB, HAXOIIUXCS B TONWHE p. Talibl, KOTOPBIE COGTAB-
JSTIOT OCHOBY HpOeKTHpyeMoro TalIMHCKOTO HCTOPHKO-apXeOoJOTHYECKOro My3es-3aloBeqHuKa. heropro=
rpaduUecKuil aHaIu3 U3YYCHHUs] TAMSITHUKOB TalJHHCKOTO apXeoIOrHIeCKOro MUKpPOpaioHa, MO3BOMMI aB-
TOpaM MPOAHAIU3UPOBATh U CHCTEMATH3HPOBAThH MPEIUIECTBYIONIHE PAOOThl, U 0003HAYUTH POTBLU MECTO
naMsaTHUKOB Juis LlenTpansroro Kaszaxcrana. M3yuas craTeu, MOHOTpaduu ¥ OTYETHI O MONEBBIX HCCIEI0Ba-
HUSAX, aBTOPBI BBIAEIMIN OCHOBHBIE 3Tallbl apXEOJOTMYECKHX PACKOIOK, a TAakKe YTOYHMIN O0COOCHHOCTH
NPUMEHSEMbIX METOJMK B pasHbIe MEPHOIbl. BBIeNeHbl 1Be OCHOBHBIC BEeXH MX H3ydeHmns. [lepBBIil sram
CBsI3aH C JesITeNIbHOCThIO0 [[eHTpansHo-Ka3zaxcTaHCKON apXeonmorndecKoi 3KCIEeIUIHEH o1 OGIIAM PYKOBO-
nctBoM akanemuka A.X. Maprynana u oxBatbiBaeT 1947—-1964 rr. B Teuenne 1965=2010 5r. pabotsl Ha Tep-
PHUTOPHUHU MUKpOpaioHa (haKTUUECKH He MPOBOIIIMCH. [ JIaBHYIO POJIb B TAHHOM HCCIIEI0BAHUN CHITPAIIH I10-
JIEBBIE APXEOJIOTHYECKre PabOThI, BKIIOYAIONINE PACKOIIKU, Pa3BeAOYHbIC UCCACAOBAHUS U cTpaTurpapude-
ckuii aHanmu3. B xoge mHoronmetHux skcmeaummit (1947-1964 u ¢ 2011 roga mojHacrosmee BpeMs) ObLIH
U3y4eHbl MHOTOUYHCIICHHBIE apXEOJIOTHIECKHE OOBEKTHI, TAaKHE Kak KypFaHbl, MOCSNICHUS X PUTYaTbHBIE KOM-
TUIEKCHI, Pa3HBIX UCTOPHYECKUX IEPHUOAOB OT OPOH30BOTO BEKa HO(30I0TOOPABIHCKON 3moxu. Ocoboe BHH-
MaHHe YAEIEHO METOJUKE PACKOIMOK, BKIIOYAs PACYMCTKY KYPLAHOB, BBIIBICHHE KOHCTPYKTHBHBIX OCOOCH-
HOCTe# IorpedalIbHEIX COOPYKEHUH, PUKCAINIO CTpaTHUrpaGUIeCKUX NTaHHBIX U aHAIN3 KYJIbTYPHBIX CIIOCB.
C 2011 roma u Mo HacTosIIee BpeMs MPOJOJDKACTCA{COBPEMEHHBII JTall, XapaKTePU3YIOLIHICS JTaBUHOO0-
Pa3HBIM HaKOIUICHHEM HOBOTO MaTepHalia, MMEIOUIero NPHHIMIHAIFHOE 3HAUeHNEe B 00JIACTH PEIICHUs BO-
MPOCOB T'eHe3Kca, MEePUOAN3AINE M XPOHOJIOTHH apXeoJIOTHUecKuX KynbTyp Llentpamsnoro Kaszaxcrana u
COMpeeNbHBIX PETHOHOB.

Kniouesvie cnosa: Lentpanbaplii KazaxcTaH, apXeonorusiy MCTOpUS H3YUEHHS, TAMSITHUKH, OPOH30BBIN BEK,
paHHMI KeNe3HbI BEK, CPEHEBEKOBbE.
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