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The article presents 35 non-local coins discovered during archaeological excavations at the Taraz settlement.
The chronological range of the finds spans from the 1 to the 19 century AD and includes Byzantine imitations,
Bukharkhudat dirhams, and Chinese coins of the Han, Tang, Northern Song, and Qing dynasties. The study
contributes to the reconstruction of the region’s international connections based on numismatic evidence. The
research methodology combines the results of large-scale archaeological excavations conducted between 2014
and 2017, typological classification of the coins, and comparative historical-geographical analysis. It is generally
accepted that foreign coins did not participate in local monetary circulation; rather, they were most likely used
as a store of value, a commodity, and may also reflect the movement of people. Among the principal results of
the study are the detailed publication of a bracteate imitating the obverse of a solidus of Emperor Anastasius, an
imitation combining the obverses of the solidi of the Byzantine emperors Phocas and Heraclius, three Bukharkhudat
dirhams, and Chinese coins, including a hoard of 22 Qing dynasty coins dating to the mid-19% century. Furthermore,
the findings demonstrate the necessity of an interdisciplinary approach to numismatic material in the study of the
political, economic, and cultural history of Central Asia. The analysis confirms the role of Taraz as a major trade and
political centre that facilitated interaction between nomadic and sedentary cultures along trans-Eurasian routes.
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Tapux FbinbIMAAPbIHbIH KaHAMAATbI, «Ka3apxeonorua» MLLUC, AnmaTbl K., KazakctaH
2PhD, ®dutuBuUabAM My3elii, Kembpuax yHmBepcuteTi, Kembpuax K., bipikkeH Koponbaik
3KoppecnoHaeHT aBTopbl, 4OoKTOpaHT, Farabi University, Animartsl K., KasakcTaH

Tapasga (OHTYCTiK Ka3akcTaH) KyprisinreH COHFbl apxeonoruanblik Kasba 6apbicbiHAa TabblaFaH BU3AHTUANDIK,
MMUTaumanap, byxapxyaar XKaHe KbiTal TUbIHAAPbI

MaKanazsa Tapa3 KasnacblHAA KYPri3ireH apxeonorusanbiK Kasbanap bapbicbiHAa TabbinfaH 35 KaTKephik
TUbIH cMnaTtTanagbl. TabbiNFaH TUbIHAAPAbIH, XPOHOMOMUAbIK ayKbiMbl I—=XIX Facbip/iiap apanbifblH KAMTUAbI KaHE
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onapapblH KaTapblHAa BM3aHTUA TUbIHAAPbLIHA KAacanfaH umuTaumanap, byxapxyaaT ANpxXemaepi, COHAan-aK XaHb,
TaH, ConTycTik CyH »KaHe LIMH AnHacTUANapbIHbIH, KbiTalh TUbIHAAPLI 6ap. MaKana HyMU3MaTUKabIK MaTepuangap
HerisiHge amaKTafbl XasblKapanblk 6GalinaHbiCTapabl KaWTa KaHFbIpTyFa ynec Kocadbl. 3epTTey aaictemeci
ayKbIMAbl apXeonormanbiK KasbanapabiH (2014—2017 »KiK.) HOTUXKENepiH, TUbIHAAPAbIH, TUNONOTUANBIK XKiKTeNyiH
YKOHE CafbICTbipMasibl Tapuxu-reorpaduanbik Tangayabl ywractbipadbl. ColpTTaH KeareH TUbIHAAPAbIH, XKeprinikTi
aKla alHaNbIMblHA KaTbiCMafaHAblFbl — fblbIMAA OPHbIKKAH TYMKbIPbIM, ONAP KYHAbIIbIKTbI KUHAY Kypasbl,
Tayap peTiHAe naiAanaHbiifaH, coHaan-aK agamaapablH KOHbIC ayaapyblHbIH, KepceTKilwi 60aybl MyMKiH. Herisri
HOTWUXKENep KaTapblHa: MmnepaTop AHAcTacMi CONMAIHIH, aBepCiH MMUTAUMANAUTbIH GpaKkTeaTTbiH; Bu3aHTUA
nmnepatopsapbl Poka KaHe MpaKknuii conmatepiHiy, aBepcTepiH GipikTipreH nmuTauma; yw byxapxyaaT AMpXemi;
coHpam-ak XIX f. opTacblHAafbl LIMH AMHACTUACBIHBIH, 22 TUbIHbIHAH TypaTblH KeMOeHi Koca anfaHaa, KblTal
TUbIHAAPbIHBIH, TOMbIK KapuanaHbiMAapbl atagbl. COHbIMeH KaTap 3epTrey HaTuxkenepi OpTanblK A3UAHbIH,
CanACKU, SKOHOMMKA/bIK KIHE MILEHMU TapUXblH 3epTTey bapbiCbiHAA HYMM3MATUKabIK MaTepuansa NaHapanblK
TaCiNAiH KaXeTTiniriH kepceteai. Tanaay TapasabiH TPaHCEYPa3MANbIK }Konaap 6OMbIHLLIA KeLneni })KaHe OTbIPbIK LW bl
M3eHMeTTePAiH 63apa dpeKeTTecyiH KamMTamMacbi3 eTKeH cayAa-Caacu opTanblk peTiHAeri peniH pactanabi.

Kap:KblnaHgbipy Kesi: Makana KP fKBEM fbinbim KomuteTiHiH, 2024—2026 K. apHanfaH 6afgapnamasnbik-
HbICaHa bl KapKblaaHAablpybl WeHbepiHae, MTH BR24992939 kobackl adacbiHAa AalbiHAANAbI.

Cinteme ywiH: Cmaunos X.E., Monecky A., Kaamaauaposa |.T. Tapasaa (OHTYCTiK KasaKkcTaH) KyprisifireH CoHFbl
aApXeonorunanblK Kasba bapbicbiHAa TabbinFaH BM3AHTUANBIK UMUTAUMANAP, DyxapXyaaT KaHe KbiTall TMbIHAAPbI.
Kazakcman apxeonoaudcel. 2026. Ne 2 (32). 391-422-66. (ArbiaLwbIHWA).

Yyman Erun6aeBuuy Cmaunos?!, Agpuan Monecky?, UHKap TypcyHranmesHa Kasmaguaposa’*
'KaHanapat uctopmnueckmx Hayk, TOO «Kasapxeonorua», r. Anmatsl, KasaxcraH
2PhD, my3eit Putusnabama, Kembpuaskckuin yHusepcuter, r. Kembpuax, CoeanHeHHoe KoponescTeo
3*ABTOP-KOPPECMNOHAEHT, AoKTOpaHT, Farabi University, r. Aamatsl, KazaxctaH

BusaHTMiicCKMe uMuTauum, GyxapxyaaTckue U KUTaliCKMe MOHeTbl, 06Hapy)XeHHbIe B X04e NoCAeaHUX
apxeonornyeckux packonok B Tapase (KOKHblit KasaxcraH)

B cratbe npesactaBneHbl 35 MHO3EMHbIX MOHET, OBHAPY)KEHHbIX B XO4E aPXEONOTMYECKMX PACKOMNOK Ha
ropogmie Tapas. XpOHONOTMYECKMIA AMANA30H HAaXO40K OXBaTbiBaeT nepuog, ¢ | no XIX B. U BKAtOYAET nogpaxkaHus
BM3aHTUMCKUM MOHEeTaMm, ByxapxyaaTcKue AMPXeMbl, @ TaKKe KUTAaMCKMe MOHETbl AMHACTUI XaHb, TaH, CeBepHas
CyH v LnH. CTaTbsA BHOCUT BKNAL, B PEKOHCTPYKLMIO MEXAYHAPOAHbIX CBA3EN permoHa Ha OCHOBE HYMWU3MATUYECKOTO
MaTepuana. MeTogonorna nccnefoBaHMA coveTaeT pesynbTaTbl KPYNMHOMACWTAabHbIX apXeosorMyecknx packornok
(2014-2017 rr.), TUNONOTMYECKYIO KAaccUUKALMIO MOHET U CPaBHUTENbHbINA UCTOPUKO-reorpadpuyeckmnini aHanms.
ObLLEeNPUHATO, YTO MHO3EMHbIE MOHETbl HE Y4acTBOBA/IM B /IOKA/SIbHOM AeHEeXHOM obpalleHun, a, BeposTHee
BCEro, MCMNo/Ib30BaNnUCb KaK CPeAcTBO HAKOMAEeHUA CTOMMOCTW, TOBAp, a TaKXKe MOIIN OTpaXkaTb nepemelleHue
nopen. Cpefn KAKYEBbIX pPe3ynbTaToB [AeTasnbHasa nybnuKkauma 6pakTeaToB, UMUTUPYIOLWEN aBepc connaa
Mmnepatopa AHacTacusA; NOAPaXKaHWA, COYeTalolWen aBepCbl CONUAOB BM3AHTUMCKUX MMMepaToB PokM u
Npaknusa; Tpéx ByxapxyLaTCKUX AMPXEMOB; A TAKKe KUTAWCKUX MOHET, BK/OYasA Knag ns 22 MoHeT guHactum LnH
cepeamHbl XIX B. Kpome Toro, pesynbtaTbl UCCNEA0BAHUA AEMOHCTPUPYIOT HEOHXOAMMOCTb MEXANCUMMIUHAPHOIO
noaxoza K HyMM3MaTUYECKOMY MaTepuany npm M3yvyeHUn noaUTUYECKOM, SKOHOMUYECKON U KYNbTYPHOW NCTOPUK
LleHTpanbHoM A3un. AHaNM3 NOATBEPKAAET po/b Tapas3a Kak TOProBo-noMTUYECKOTO LEeHTPa, obecneymBaBsLLero
B3aMMOLENCTBME KOUEBbIX U OCEA/bIX KYNbTYP BAO/Ib TPAHCEBPA3MIACKMX MapLLPYTOB.

UctouHuk ¢PuHaHcupoBaHuA: CTaTbA NOATOTOB/IEHA B pPaMKax NPOrpamMHo-LeneBoro GUHaHCMPOBAHMUA
KomuteTta Haykm MHBO PK 2024-2026, NPH npoekta BR24992939.

Ona uutnposaHma: Cmawnnos XK.E., Monecky A., Kaamaguaposa U.T. BusaHTUNCKME MMUTaLMK, ByxapxyaaTckue
M KUTAMCKME MOHETbI, 0BHaPYKEHHbIE B XOA4e NOCAeLHUX apXeoaorMyecknx packonok B Tapase (KOHbI KasaxcTaH).
Apxeonoausa Kazaxcmara. 2026. Ne 2 (32). C. 391-422 (Ha aHra. a3.).

1 Introduction

Historical Taraz was the largest urban centre in the Talas Valley, an intermontane depression in
the northern Tian Shan, nestled between the Kyrgyz range to the north and the Talas Alatau range to the
south. The remains of the ancient and medieval settlement lie at the heart of the modern city of Taraz, the
administrative capital of the Jambyl Region, Republic of Kazakhstan (Fig. 1)*. (*Ilustrations prepared
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Fig. 1. Map of Kazakhstan showing the location of Taraz
1-cyp. Tapa3s KanacblHbIH, OPHANACKAH Kepi KepceTiireH KapTa
Puc. 1. KapTa € ykazaHnem mecTonosioxKeHua ropoaa Tapas

by the authors). The site is listed among the Republic’s monuments of national historical and cultural
significance under the designation “Taraz (15-19" centuries)” [[Tpuka3... Ne 318-HK, 2025].

Among the earliest non-local coin finds from Taraz are those documented by Senigova such as a
Roman silver denarius of Vespasian (69—79), minted in Rome in 73 CE [Cenuropa 1972: 47], as well as
issues of the Kushan kings Huvishka and Vasudeva, the latter indicating the dissemination of Indo-Kushan
religious ideas to Taraz [Cenurosa 1972: 52].

One of the earliest recorded coin finds retrieved during archaeological excavations was reported
by Bernshtam, who mentioned a “barbarian imitation” of a 5"-century Eastern Roman Empire solidus
[bepnamram 1939: 170 and 171, fig. 2; 1941: 23]. Masson later provided a detailed description of this coin
which was interpreted to have been inspired by the solidi of Justinian I [Maccon 1951: 97].

The ZENO.RU — Oriental Coins Database records two later non-local coins found in the vicinity
of Taraz: a Ghorid of Bamiyan, Baha’ al-Din Sam b. Muhammad (AH 588—-602/ 1192—1206 CE), dinar,
struck at Balkh (no. 257306), and a hyperpyron of the emperor of Nicaea, John 11l Ducas Vatatzes (1222—
1254), struck at Magnesia (no. 314615). According to Hendy’s classification, the latter belongs to the
second issue dated 1232—1254? [Hendy 1999: 485-486, nos. 5.1-5.17]. In a more recent classification
[Oberlander-Tarnoveanu 2000: 504], this issue was assigned to the first phase of activity of the mint which
was tentatively dated between 1222 and 1230.

These finds clearly indicate contacts with the Roman, Byzantine and Kushan Empires as well as
Balkh. No other non-local coins such as those listed above are known from Taraz in the scholarly literature.

2 Methods
In terms of archaeological context and the stratigraphic method, the study is based on materials from
large-scale excavations at the Taraz settlement conducted between 2014 and 2017. The methodology of
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fieldwork included recording finds within the framework of the site’s relative chronology, grounded in the
principle of stratigraphic layer deposition.

Regarding the identification of the numismatic material, the classification of the coins was made
according to series, issuer, type, mint, date of production and functional purpose. For the bracteate and the
imitation of Byzantine solidi, iconographic, stylistic and fabric were considered, which helped to recognise
the characteristic imitations specific to the Silk Road.

Written sources consulted included Chinese texts (Hanshu, The Great Tang Dynasty Record of the
Western Regions), Byzantine accounts (Menander Protector), and medieval Arabic works (Narshakhi’s
History of Bukhara). Analytical methods included comparative, chronological, and historical-geographical
approaches. Particular attention was paid to correlating archaeological finds with the published results.
This integrated approach, with its focus on coin finds, advances understanding of the history of the region,
particularly its place in the wider international setting, and reaffirms Taraz’s role as an important Eurasian
trade and political centre.

2.1 Archaeological Context

Systematic archaeological investigations at Taraz were initiated in 1927 and continued intermittently
until 2018 [baiinakos u ap. 2011: 20]. A pivotal phase commenced in 2014, when the Jambyl Regional
Administration relocated the city’s Green Market beyond the historical centre, thereby making the area of
old Taraz accessible for extensive archaeological research excavations aimed at creating the “Kone Taraz”
Archaeological Park. After the demolition of the modern day market structures, the site presented a nearly
flat surface with no visible traces of medieval architecture, a consequence of intensive urbanisation over
the past two centuries, which had completely levelled the original topography. Unlike unaltered settlement
mounds, no ramparts or fortification remnants were discernible.

Nevertheless, excavation placement was guided by a subtle but clear elevation in the area designated
as Quarter 5, traditionally associated by earlier researchers with the medieval shahristan (urban core) of
Taraz. Given the total absence of surface markers, only large-scale, contiguous excavation could yield an
objective picture of the city’s spatial organisation.

Between 2014 and 2017, approximately 18,000 m? were investigated, primarily exposing cultural
layers from the 10"-13" centuries. The upper 1.5-2.0 m consisted of late deposits —fragmentary Kokand-
era (1709-1876) structures and Soviet-era (post-1918) market infrastructure (concrete foundations, water,
sewage and electrical lines), which partially destroyed and mixed earlier strata. Once these modern
intrusions were removed, numerous — albeit redeposited — artefacts and ecofacts emerged: pottery, bones
and charcoal, intermixed with contemporary refuse. However, in the underlying Qarakhanid layers (10"
12" centuries) — a period described in written sources as Taraz’s golden age—exceptionally informative
contexts were preserved, key aspects of which included: whole and fragmentary ceramic, metal and glass
vessels; two jewellery hoards; a coin hoard; an undisturbed storeroom containing copper and ceramic
vessels; and a craft workshop with a jug and millstones. Many objects found displayed signs of fire,
indicating a sudden, catastrophic abandonment.

The excavation covered an area of 200 m (east-west) by 80—130 m (north-south) and revealed 14
city blocks divided by seven streets. Two major thoroughfares were identified: an east to west aligned street
(Street A) and a north to south aligned street (Street B), probably leading to the eastern and southern gates.
Five north to south running inter-block streets intersected Street A, while intra-block passageways (circa
2 m wide), often lined with shops, completed the communication network. The urban layout displayed a
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high degree of regularity: streets and blocks formed an orthogonal grid aligned with the cardinal directions,
with only minor deviations consistent with ancient and medieval solar orientation traditions. During the
first excavation season, a central stone-paved road with a ceramic water conduit was uncovered — testimony
to advanced urban infrastructure.

The scarcity of post-Qarakhanid layers is attributable to large-scale 20"-century redevelopment. As
Senigova noted, during the construction preparations of the bazaar site in 1960-1962, bulldozers removed
up to 1.5 m of cultural deposits [Cenurosa 1972: 26-28]. Fragmentary Kokand foundations were restricted
to the western sector, where a hoard consisting of 22 Qing-dynasty Xian Feng coins of emperor Wen Zong
(1851-1861 CE) was discovered, confirming limited later use of the area. Thus, the site’s archaeological
value is concentrated in the Qarakhanid archaeological strata, offering a unique opportunity to reconstruct

the urban planning, architecture and daily life of one of medieval Kazakhstan’s key cities [Cmaunnos u zip.
2023: 33-35] (Fig. 2).

L

Main North-South Anerial R pand

y
LLFFFFF

“@uarter 10

Quarter2

Fig. 2. Excavation plan of Taraz — after — Smailov et al. 2023: 38, fig. 3: A— Jeweller’s Hoard;
B — Chinese Coin Hoard; C — Phocas/Heraclius imitation solidus; D — Bracteate modelled on Samanid dinar;
E — Bracteate modelled on Anastasius solidus

2-cyp. TapasapiH Ka3ba kocnapbl ([Cmannos n ap. 2023: 38, puc. 3] 6oiibiHWAa): A — 3eprep kembeci;
B — KbITalt TubIHAapbIHbIH, Kembeci; C — ®oka/Upaknuii connarepiHis, MMUTaLUACHI;
D — CamaHua anHapbl yaricivaeri 6pakteaT; E — AHacTacuii conuai yariciHaeri 6pakTeat
Puc. 2. NnaH packonok Tapasa (no: [Cmannos u ap. 2023: 38, puc. 3]): A — Knag toBennpa;

B — Knapg, KuTackmx moHeT; C — nogpaxkaHue conugy ®okun/Mpaknus; D — 6pakteaT no obpasuy
CamaHMAaCKoro AnHapa; E — 6pakTteat no ob6pasuy connpa AHactacua
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3 Analysis of the Material

This article presents a corpus of non-local coins recovered at Taraz, comprising a bracteate and
an imitation inspired from the iconography of Byzantine solidi, Bukharkhudat dirhams and Chinese
coins. A total of 35 non-local coins were found in archaeological contexts, 22 of which form a hoard. The
catalogue is arranged by series, with entries which include issuer, mint (when known), description, metal,
die axis, denomination, weight, diameter, observations and references. With one exception, No. 1 in the
catalogue, all the coins are stored in The State Historical and Cultural Museum-Reserve “Yezhelgi Taraz”
in Taraz.

Bracteate and imitation of Byzantine solidi

Bracteate with obverse type of solidus of emperor Anastasius (491-518)

Obverse. DN ANASTA-2IVS PP AVG. Frontal bust with head turned three-quarters right, wearing a
helmet, cuirass, holding a spear over right shoulder and a shield over the left shoulder.
Reverse. Incuse impression of the obverse type.
1. AV 0.70 g; 15 mm; pierced at 8 o’clock.
As Hahn, Metlich 2013, no. 3 or nos. 6-7.

Imitation combining obverse types of solidi of emperors Phocas (602—610) and Heraclius (610-641)

‘Obverse 1’. Frontal bust, bearded, wearing crown without pendilia, chlamys fastened by a circular
fibula, holding cross in right hand. Imitative inscription partially visible towards the edge. As Hahn,
Metlich 2009, nos. 7-22, 30 or 45 a—d.
‘Obverse 2’. Three standing figures: Heraclius between Heraclius Constantine and Heraclonas. As
Hahn 1981, nos. 44-53, 66—-69.

2.AV VI 3.64 g; 15 mm
Accession number ETKM TK-2477/H-1273.

396 KaszakcmaH apxeosnoauscel Ne 2 (32) 2026
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Bukharkhudat Issues

Al-Mahd1

Obverse. Stylized Sasanian-style crowned bust to right. Inscription in Sogdian script in front
of the face and al-Mahdi in Arabic behind the head.
Reverse. Stylised fire altar with bust above it flanked by two attendants.

3. Billon dirham IV 1.96 g; 23 mm
CwmupnoBa 1963: no. 17; Treadwell 2007: type 3; Gariboldi 2017: 80, no. 147 ff.; Bates 2017: type 3a,
Bukhara or irregular mint, AH 145-155/ 763-772 CE and possibly later.
Accession number ETKM TK-1029/H-319

Obverse. Stylized Sasanian-style crowned bust to right. Inscription in Sogdian script in front
of the face and al-Mahdi in Arabic behind the head.
Reverse. Stylised fire altar with bust above it flanked by two attendants.

4. Billon dirham VIII 1.82 g; 24 mm; chipped
CwmupnoBa 1963: no. 17; Treadwell 2007: type 3.1; Gariboldi 2017: 80, no. 147 ff.; Bates
2017: type 3a, Bukhara or irregular mint, AH 145-155/ 763-772 CE and possibly later.
Accession number ETKM TK-2144/H-919

KasakcmaH apxeonozuscol Ne 2 (32) 2026 397
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Obverse. Stylized Sasanian-style crowned bust to right. Inscription in Sogdian script in front
of the face and al-Mahdi in Arabic behind the head.
Reverse. Stylised fire altar with bust above it flanked by two attendants.

5. Billon dirham IV 0.94 g; 24 mm; chipped
CwmupnoBa 1963: no. 17; Treadwell 2007: type 3; Gariboldi 2017: 80, no. 147 ff.; Bates 2017: type 3a,

Bukhara or irregular mint, AH 145-155/ 763-772 CE and possibly later.
Accession number ETKM TK-2145/H-920

Obverse. Stylized Sasanian-style crowned bust to right. Inscription in Sogdian script in front of the
face and al-Mahdi in Arabic behind the head. On the bust, instead of the three dots, Arabic bh bh
(bakh, bakh).

Reverse. Stylised fire altar with bust above it flanked by two attendants.

6. AR dirham 4.42 g; 24 mm
Treadwell 2007: type 3.2; Gariboldi 2017: 106, no. 301; Bates 2017: type 3b, Chach (?), unknown date

after AH 145-155/ 763-772 CE.
Accession number ETKM TK-960/28/H-68
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Chinese Coins

The Han Dynasty

50

Obverse. T (right) and £k (left)Wu zhu (in seal script).
7. Copper alloy 1.81 g; 21 mm

Hartill 2005: 91.

Accession number ETKM TK-2956/H-1752.

The Tang Dynasty (618-907 CE)

Obverse. F3(FF)JTIEEE Kai Yuan tong bao.
Reverse. Dot on the right side of the hole.
8. Copper alloy 4.00 g; 24 mm
Hartill 2005: 105, no. 14.1, reverse type n. Early Type (621-718 CE).
Accession number ETKM TK-2051/H-826

GO

Obverse. FA(FF)JCIBE Kai Yuan tong bao
Reverse. Plain.
9. Copper alloy 2.39 g; 24 mm
Hartill 2005: 105, no. 14.1. Early Type (621-718 CE).
Accession number ETKM TK-983/H-273.
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Obverse. B3(FF)JCIBEE Kai Yuan tong bao
Reverse. Plain.
10. Copper alloy 3.11 g; 24 mm
Hartill 2005: 105, no. 14.1. Middle Type (718-732 CE).
Accession number ETKM TK-2050/H-825.

The Northern Song Dynasty (960-1127 CE)
Emperor Tai Zong (976-997 CE)

Obverse. XJZEEE Tai Ping tong bao. Li script.
Reverse. Plain.

11. Copper alloy 2.65 g; 20 mm
Hartill 2005: 129, no. 16.16 or 16.17, 976-989 CE.
Accession number ETKM TK-2957/H-1753.
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Emperor Shen Zong (1068-1085 CE)

Obverse. BBEE(57)75E Xi Ning yuan bao c/wise. Li script.
Reverse. Plain.

12. Copper alloy 3.49 g; 24 mm
Hartill 2005: 137, no. 16.180, 1068—1077 CE.
Accession number ETKM TK-2052/H-827.

The Qing Dynasty (1644-1912 CE)

Emperor Gao Zong (1736-1795 CE)
Ili mint, Xinjiang

Obverse. Zf#IBE8 Qian Long tong bao
Reverse. §%% / = Boo i left and right.

13. Copper alloy 3.90 g; 25 mm
Hartill 2005: 313, no. 22.395, 1775-1795 CE.
Accession number ETKM TK-926/H-252.
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Qing Dynasty Hoard
The Qing Dynasty (1644-1912 CE)

Emperor Wen Zong (1851-1861 CE)
Ili mint, Xinjiang.

Obverse. [FZJ5E8 Xian Feng zhong bao

Reverse. &3 #== = Dang wushi (Value Fifty) above and below. Boo i left and right.
14.1. Copper alloy 24.16 g; 45 mm

Hartill 2005: 387, no. 22.1089, 1854-1855 CE.

Accession number ETKM TK-2476/2 H-1272.

Obverse. &2 J5E8 Xian Feng zhong bao

Reverse. 13 o== = Dang wushi (Value Fifty) above and below. Boo i left and right.
14.2. Copper alloy 21.91 g; 44 mm

Hartill 2005: 387, no. 22.1089, 1854—-1855 CE.

Accession number ETKM TK-2476/1 H-1271.
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Obverse. B2 5EE Xian Feng yuan bao

Reverse. EF ¢~ Dang bai (Value One Hundred) above and below. Boo i left and right.
14.3. Copper alloy 49.61 g; 51 mm

Hartill 2005: 388, no. 22.1092, 1854—1855 CE.

Accession number ETKM TK-2475/9 H-1259.

Obverse. 2 JTE8 Xian Feng yuan bao

Reverse. EF ¢ ~ Dang bai (Value One Hundred) above and below. Boo i left and right.
14.4. Copper alloy 44.74 g; 50 mm

Hartill 2005: 388, no. 22.1092, 1854-1855 CE.

Accession number ETKM TK-2475/20 H-1270.
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Obverse. 2 JTE8 Xian Feng yuan bao

Reverse. &5 9=~ = Dang bai (Value One Hundred) above and below. Boo i left and right.
14.5. Copper alloy 44.15 g; 51 mm

Hartill 2005: 388, no. 22.1092, 1854—1855 CE.

Accession number ETKM TK-2475/15 H-1265.

Obverse. B2 JGEE Xian Feng yuan bao

Reverse. EF ¢~ ~ Dang bai (Value One Hundred) above and below. Boo i left and right.
14.6. Copper alloy 43.46 g; 51 mm

Hartill 2005: 388, no. 22.1092, 1854-1855 CE.

Accession number ETKM TK-2475/19 H-1269.
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Obverse. B2 5E Xian Feng yuan bao

Reverse. EF ¢ ~ Dang bai (Value One Hundred) above and below. Boo i left and right.
14.7. Copper alloy 42.06 g; 51 mm

Hartill 2005: 388, no. 22.1092, 1854-1855 CE.

Accession number ETKM TK-2475/11 H-1261.

Obverse. B2 5EE Xian Feng yuan bao

Reverse. EF ¢ ~ Dang bai (Value One Hundred) above and below. Boo i left and right.
14.8. Copper alloy 42.06 g; 51 mm

Hartill 2005: 388, no. 22.1092, 1854-1855 CE.

Accession number ETKM TK-2475/2 H-1252.
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Obverse. [ ZJ5E Xian Feng yuan bao

Reverse. &5 9= = Dang bai (Value One Hundred) above and below. Boo i left and right.
14.9. Copper alloy 41.45 g; 50 mm

Hartill 2005: 388, no. 22.1092, 1854—1855 CE.

Accession number ETKM TK-2475/17 H-1267.

Obverse. 2 JGE8 Xian Feng yuan bao

Reverse. E 8 ¢%% ~ Dang bai (Value One Hundred) above and below. Boo i left and right.
14.10. Copper alloy 41.08 g; 50 mm

Hartill 2005: 388, no. 22.1092, 1854-1855 CE.

Accession number ETKM TK-2475/10 H-1260.
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Obverse. [ ZJ5E Xian Feng yuan bao

Reverse. &5 ¢ = Dang bai (Value One Hundred) above and below. Boo i left and right.
14.11. Copper alloy 39.93 g; 50 mm

Hartill 2005: 388, no. 22.1092, 1854—-1855 CE.

Accession number ETKM TK-2475/13 H-1263.

Obverse. B2 GE Xian Feng yuan bao

Reverse. &5 ¢ = Dang bai (Value One Hundred) above and below. Boo i left and right.
14.12. Copper alloy 39.77 g; 50 mm

Hartill 2005: 388, no. 22.1092, 1854—-1855 CE.

Accession number ETKM TK-2475/18 H-1268.
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Obverse. B2 JGEE Xian Feng yuan bao

Reverse. B ¢~ ~ Dang bai (Value One Hundred) above and below. Boo i left and right.
14.13. Copper alloy 39.73 g; 51 mm

Hartill 2005: 388, no. 22.1092, 1854-1855 CE.

Accession number ETKM TK-2475/12 H-1262.

Obverse. B2 JGEE Xian Feng yuan bao
Reverse. EH ¢~ ~ Dang bai (Value One Hundred) above and below. Boo i left and right.

14.14. Copper alloy 35.22 g; 50 mm; incomplete casting.
Hartill 2005: 388, no. 22.1092, 1854-1855 CE.
Accession number ETKM TK-2475/14 H-1264.
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Obverse. [ ZJTE8 Xian Feng yuan bao

Reverse. &5 ¢~ ~ Dang bai (Value One Hundred) above and below. Boo i left and right.
14.15. Copper alloy 26.01 g; 48 mm

Hartill 2005: 388, no. 22.1092, 1854—1855 CE.

Accession number ETKM TK-2475/7 H-1257.

Obverse. B2 5EE Xian Feng yuan bao

Reverse. EF ¢ ~ Dang bai (Value One Hundred) above and below. Boo i left and right.
14.16. Copper alloy 25.85 g; 47 mm

Hartill 2005: 388, no. 22.1092, 1854-1855 CE.

Accession number ETKM TK-2475/6 H-1256.
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Obverse. 2 JGE8 Xian Feng yuan bao

Reverse. E 5 ¢~ ~ Dang bai (Value One Hundred) above and below. Boo i left and right.
14.17. Copper alloy 25.29 g; 50 mm; incomplete casting.

Hartill 2005: 388, no. 22.1092, 1854-1855 CE.

Accession number ETKM TK-2475/5 H-1255.

Obverse. [ ZJTE8 Xian Feng yuan bao
Reverse. &5 9= = Dang bai (Value One Hundred) above and below. Boo i left and right.

14.18. Copper alloy 24.68 g; 50 mm
Hartill 2005: 388, no. 22.1092, 1854—-1855 CE.
Accession number ETKM TK-2475/3 H-1253.
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Obverse. [ ZJTE Xian Feng yuan bao

Reverse. B ¢ ~ Dang bai (Value One Hundred) above and below. Boo i left and right.
14.19. Copper alloy 24.46 g; 47 mm

Hartill 2005: 388, no. 22.1092, 1854-1855 CE.

Accession number ETKM TK-2475/16 H-1266.

Obverse. B2 5E Xian Feng yuan bao

Reverse. EF ¢~ Dang bai (Value One Hundred) above and below. Boo i left and right.
14.20. Copper alloy 23.29 g; 50 mm

Hartill 2005: 388, no. 22.1092, 1854-1855 CE.

Accession number ETKM TK-2475/8 H-1258.
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Obverse. B2 JTE Xian Feng yuan bao

Reverse. B ¢~ ~ Dang bai (Value One Hundred) above and below. Boo i left and right.
14.21. Copper alloy 21.91 g; 44 mm

Hartill 2005: 388, no. 22.1092, 1854-1855 CE.

Accession number ETKM TK-2475/1 H-1251.

Obverse. f{ZJGE Xian Feng yuan bao

Reverse. B F " ~ Dang bai (Value One Hundred) above and below. Boo i left and right.
14.22. Copper alloy 20.79 g; 50 mm; incomplete casting.

Hartill 2005: 388, no. 22.1092, 1854-1855 CE.

Accession number ETKM TK-2475/4 H-1254.

4 Discussion

It is known that the development of diplomatic relations between the Western Turks and Byzantium
was driven by their common opposition to Sasanian Persia. In this context, a reference to the Talas Valley
was provided by Menander the Protector’s History, a 6"-century Byzantine source. According to him, in
569 CE, the Byzantine embassy led by Zemarchus of Cilicia was received by the Turkic Khagan Dizabul,
who successfully negotiated an alliance against the Sasanians. The embassy stopped at a location called
Talas, where envoys from Rome, Persia and Byzantium were present [[lectynuc 1860: 380].
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During recent archaeological excavations at Taraz, items recovered included a gold bracteate
(No. 1), which copies the obverse of a solidus of Emperor Anastasius (491-518), and an imitation (No. 2)
which combines obverses of solidi of Byzantine Emperors Phocas (602—610) and Heraclius (610-641).
As mentioned above, a “barbarian imitation” of a 5"-century solidus of the Eastern Roman Empire was
found during the 1936 or 1938 season of archaeological excavations [bepuamram 1939: 170, 171, fig. 2;
1941: 23]. A few years later, Masson [1951: 97] identified the coin in question as a solidus of Justinian .
The images of the coin published in Bernshtam’s article do not allow for such an attribution. The imitation
is beyond any doubt based on prototypes of late Eastern Roman/Byzantine solidi which combined a three-
quarter facing bust on the obverse with a Victory/angel holding a jewelled cross to left on the reverse.
Genuine solidi of this type were produced during the reigns of all the emperors who ruled between 450 and
542. Under Justinian I a new type of bust was introduced, a frontal one, first at Constantinople in 537 and
secondly by the mint of Thessalonica in 542.

The bracteate inspired by solidi of Anastasius is the first example of this kind found at Taraz,
and shares similar physical characteristics with other examples found in Central Asia and China. It was
manufactured using the known technique of execution which involved the use of a purposefully made
die to stamp a thin sheet of gold. It is to be noted that the die engraver attempted to copy as closely as
possible the inscription and the portrait from a genuine solidus of Anastasius. With the exception of the
second S, the legend was rendered and even divided correctly, although the shape of the lettering is a
clear indication that the maker was not entirely familiar with the Latin alphabet. Like other bracteates,
this specimen is creased and pierced, indicating its use, at some point, as an item of adornment. Two
other bracteates imitating solidi of Anastasius are known from urban and funerary contexts in Central
Asia [Naymark 2001: 110, nos 15—16 with bibliography]. Those known from China and Inner Mongolia
seem to occur primarily in burial contexts [Guo 2021a: 234]. The Taraz bracteate is illustrative of the
early phase of production and distribution of Byzantine coins and their derivatives in Central Asia and
in China where they are most common [Guo 2021a: 217]. One possible explanation for the higher
number of finds of solidi of Anastasius is that they could represent payments made by the Sasanians to
Hephthalites [Naymark 2001: 149; 2017: 38].

During the 2016 season of archaeological excavations at Taraz, a coin-like imitation was discovered
which at a first glance seemed to have been inspired by Byzantine solidi of emperor Phocas (no. 2). It
was discovered together with other metal and ceramic objects [Cmammos 2016: 113; Cmaunmos u mp. 2023:
20, 22, 62-63] in what it is thought to have been a storage room located opposite the caravanserai in the
eastern part of the city, near the main thoroughfare. The weight of this imitation (3.64 g) is lower than
that of a genuine Byzantine solidus which is typically around 4.45 g. By comparison, the average weight
of bracteates rarely exceeds 1 g. In rare instances two bracteates, were stuck together to imitate a solidus
with obverse and reverse such as the one discovered in 2011 in a burial mound from Shoroon Bumbagar
Tomb in Bayannuur Soum, Mongolia, in which a member of Turkic aristocracy was interred [Guo 2021b:
265-266, 263] which weighs 2.76 g.

On what was conventionally designated as ‘obverse 1’ there is a clear, sharp depiction of a facing
portrait holding a cross in the right hand whilst on the other side three standing effigies are vaguely visible.
The style of the portrait bust is very different from those encountered on the genuine solidi of Phocas. The
Byzantine die cutters of the early 7*" century produced portraits in very low relief, applying purely linear
treatment. A distinctive characteristic of the portrait on this imitation is the great deal of care displayed in
the treatment of the eyes, cheeks, hair, moustache and beard. This is clear evidence of the importance given
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to the representation of the ruler’s portrait on this category of objects. That the inscription appears to have
been less relevant than the portrait is indicated by its treatment as series of pseudo-letters which were not
even properly transferred onto the flan which was smaller in diameter than the die employed. The three
effigies from ‘obverse 2’ are not easy to distinguish but are visible. In the period after the reign of Phocas
only two instances are known issues of genuine Byzantine solidi in which three standing figures were
represented. The first example is provided by the solidi of Heraclius, which depict Heraclius Constantine
and Heraclonas on the obverse of Class IV issues, dated between 636/637 and 641 [Grierson 1968a:
260-264, nos. 38-50]. The second instance is that of Constans Il who had his three sons depicted on the
reverses of the solidi of class VII which are dated between c. 663 and 668 [Grierson 1968b: 434-435,
nos. 40—43] or 667(?)-668 [Hahn 1981: 240-241, nos. 39—42]. There are noticeable differences in the way
the three effigies are rendered on the solidi of the two emperors. On the solidi of Constans I, his three sons,
of which the one on the left is always shown shorter than the other two, were represented on the reverse
above the mintmark. On the imitation found at Taraz there is clearly no space for an exergue. As a result,
this narrows down the options for the prototype used to only the solidi of Heraclius struck between 636/637
and November 64 1. That this imitation was produced by striking is confirmed by the solid edge (Fig. 3) and
the minor traces indicating double striking visible on the side with the bust of Phocas.

The die cutter who carved the die for the
Phocas side was evidently a skilled artisan. The
intricate details of the bust from ‘obverse 1’ stand
in stark contrast with the unclear representation of
the three effigies on ‘obverse 2’ which exhibits the
softness and loss of detail typical for a transfer die.
This die would have been copied directly from a
ey genuine solidus of Heraclius. In the context of the
A analysis of gold coins and bracteates from Penjikent,

) V. Raspopova [1999: 456] noted that all finds

imitating Byzantine coins are dated no later than

629. Taraz Phocas/Heraclius provides a later date for

Fig. 3. Edge of coin No. 2 this phenomenon, 636/637—641, which extends the

SI_DCchpéNgrz THbIHHBIH, T\j?zﬁ chronological span for the production of gold solidi-

+ o TYPT MORETBL T like objects towards the middle-second half of the 7™
century and later.

So far, this imitation is unparalleled in that it combines obverse types proper to Phocas and Heraclius.
It also indicates a certain level of availability of solidi of class IV of Heraclius which are otherwise
undocumented in the existing surveys undertaken for Central Asia [Naymark 2001: 91-166] and China
[Guo 2021a; 2021c; 2022]. For the former area the implications seem to be more complex as there are no
known imitations of solidi of the second half of the 6™ or the 7" century [Naymark 2001: 148]. In China
the most recent Byzantine solidi used as prototype for an apparently unique imitation [Guo 2021c: 15,
no. 57], seemed to have been those of Constantine IV of class 11T which is dated 674681 [Grierson 1968b:
528-529, nos. 8-10]. Therefore, the imitation found at Taraz enhances the existing record of objects of this
type and has the potential to change current understanding of the phenomenon.

Information about the context in which solidi of emperor Heraclius reached Central Asia is provided
by the documented direct contacts between the Byzantine Empire and the Turkic peoples from the second
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half of the 6" century onwards. The solidi with two busts, of Heraclius and Heraclius Constantine [Grierson
1968a: 247-254, class 11, nos. 8-25; Hahn 1981: 211-213, nos. 8-28], issued between 613 and 629, could
have reached Central Asia as part of the arrangements of the Byzantine-Turkic alliance of 626—628 against
the Sasanian Empire [Guo 2022: 66]. This could be the possible explanation for the higher number of
bracteates which were modelled on class 11 solidi of Heraclius with a short beard portrait found in Central
Asia [Naymark 2001: 117, no. 27 (solidus), 117-119, nos. 28-30 (bracteates)], Mongolia [Guo 2021b:
264, nos. J.275, K.273, L.261 (bracteates); 266, no. A.272 (solidus); B.259 (imitation)] and China [Guo
2020: 346, 348-349, figs. 13.6, 13.7; 2021c: 14—15, nos. 53—56]. The obverse type of solidi of class II was
a highly influential one, as illustrated by its use on the obverse of anonymous pre-reform Umayyad dinars,
Arab-Sasanian pashiz and even as late as the 12" century copper-alloy dirhams of the Artugids of Mardin.
This should not come as a surprise as solidi of Heraclius formed the bulk of the gold specie before and
after the Muslim conquest of the eastern Byzantine provinces in the 630s [Naymark 2001: 149-150]. In
this context it should be noted that two bracteates are known which appear to imitate solidi of Heraclius
[Naymark 2001: 116—117, nos. 25-26 with bibliography] displaying facing busts of the emperor with long
beard, long moustache wearing a diadem. If possible, these two objects should be re-examined because no
solidi of this apparent type were issued during the reign of emperor Heraclius. The portrait of Heraclius
with a long beard, alongside that of his eldest son, was used on the solidi produced at Constantinople
between 629 and 631/2 [Hahn 1981: 213-214, nos. 28-37]. This and other instances [Lin Ying 2005:
17, fig. 5 caption describing an imitation of a solidus of Leo, despite the portrait and the pseudo-legend
indicating Phocas] in which the limitations of the quality of the data were recognised, such as the two
most important surveys undertaken to date [Naymark 2001: 98-99; Guo 2021a: 234], highlight the need
for a critical reassessment and where possible, physical re-examination of the coins, together with the
integration of the more recent data available for Central Asia, China and in the ZENO.RU database.

Based on the current level of information, it is impossible to specify where the imitations and
bracteates of Byzantine solidi were produced as their iconographical range, stylistical differences and
physical characteristics point to a multitude of manufacturers. A certain level of agreement seems to exist
in scholarly literature about the role played by the Turkic and Sogdian involvement in their dissemination
along the Silk Road [Raspopova 1999: 458; Lin Yin 2003; Lin Ying 2003; 2005: 18]. It was under the
Turkic khagans, that the political and economic significance of Taraz began to increase, making it an
important hub of international trade.

The iconography of the imitations and bracteates modelled on the solidi of the 5" to 7™ century,
particularly, the preference for the representation of the busts of Byzantine emperors, seems to have played
an important role in the complex trade and cultural exchanges of the time, but also in the way the people
along the Silk Road expressed social status and power, both in life and death. The archaeological contexts
from which the Taraz bracteate and solidus-like imitation were recovered provide new information about
the length of time these types of objects could have been in use, in this particular case most likely for their
intrinsic value.

In this context it is worth mentioning that during the recent archaeological excavations a gold
bracteate was also recovered, modelled on a Samanid dinar of Nuh 11 b. Nasr (AH 331-343/ 943-954 CE)
[CmamtoB u apl. 2023: 20, 22] which will be published and discussed elsewhere.

Bukharkhudat dirhams, which copied the Sasanian drachms of Varahram V (420438 CE), were
known in contemporary sources with reference to taxes as muhammadi, khwarazmi, musayyabri or ghitrifi
dirhams, and for extended periods of time formed the bulk of the coins used in daily transactions in
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Transoxiana. In the Talas Valley, they only appear sporadically. Three of the coins (Nos. 3-5) found at
Taraz are of type 3a [Bates 2017]. This type which was struck in very large numbers, is the most common
in the series and was probably produced and circulated for a long period of time beyond AH 155/772 CE
as is indicated by hoards such as those from Beshiktepe and Miankale buried in the mid 5 century AH
[Kounes 1990: 55].

During the 2016 season of excavations, in a midden pit, a so-called “Jeweller’s Hoard” was found.
The hoard, concealed in a pear-shaped ceramic vessel, contains 93 gold, silver and bronze pieces of
jewellery as well as ingots, beads and six coins [Smailov et al. 2023: 54]. Of the six coins, one is an undated
Bukharkhudat dirham, of the rather uncommon type 3b (No. 6), with bh bh (“wonderful/bravo!”) on the
bust, interpreted as possible mark of quality or blessing. The specimen is quite worn and the silver content
appears to be higher than those of type 3a which might explain why it was hoarded. Davidovich considered
such coins to be “treasure” (bullion) rather than currency [[laBugouu 1963: 91]. The remaining five coins
are Karakhanid billon dirhams of Yusuf b. Suleiman (AH 460-472/ 1068—1070 CE). The latter provide a
terminus post quem for the concealment of the hoard which confirms that the Bukharkhudat dirhams were
still available as late as the Karakhanid period [Treadwell 2007: 25].

A possible explanation for the presence of Bukharkhudat type coins at Taraz is the fact that the
Talas Valley was an area of resettlement of Bukharan dehgans — noble landowners and representatives of
the local administration. This hypothesis is supported by the information provided by Narshakhi in his
History of Bukhara, according to which dehqans and wealthy merchants, fleeing the raids and tyranny
of Abruy, escaped to Turkestan, where they founded their own city, Hamukat [Haprraxu 2011: 23]. The
archacological site known as the Kostobe settlement, 15 km north-east of Taraz, identified as Hamukat,
provides evidence for the existence of political, economic and cultural connections between Bukhara and
the Talas Valley.

Among the finds from Taraz published here, the Chinese coin finds constitute the quantitatively
dominant group which is unsurprising given their low face and intrinsic value. The earliest among them is a
Wu zhu coin dated after 25 CE of a type which was produced until the 7" century (No. 7) [Hartill 2005: 91].
Aspecimen of asimilar rather crude style and fabric, was published from Sir Aurel Stein’s collection [Wang
2004: 296, pl. 2, no. 19]. Since the Wu zhu coins remained in circulation until the 7" century, it cannot be
asserted whether this specimen belongs to an early issue. However, it is necessary to note mentions from
written sources that pertain to Taraz. The first written reference indirectly associated with Taraz dates to
the 1% century BCE and is contained in the Han Shu, a work by Ban Gu dedicated to the history of the Han
dynasty. It describes a city built by the Zhizhi Chanyu in the 1st century BCE on the Dulai River. It should
be noted that the name of the city is not explicitly mentioned in the cited source. However, in scholarly
literature, the identification of the Dulai River with the Talas River is generally accepted, as it is known that
representatives of the Han dynasty used precisely this designation for the territory [bepuimram 1941: 25].
According to the source, following internal political conflicts, Zhizhi Chanyu, together with his supporters,
resettled to the territory of the state of Kangju, where he was allocated a plot of land on the Dulai River to
protect the eastern borders of the Kangju ruler from the Wusun. However, having taken advantage of the
local ruler’s trust, Zhizhi Chanyu organised raids against neighbouring tribes, which caused dissatisfaction
on the part of the Kangju ruler. In turn, representatives of the Han dynasty, concerned by the actions of
chanyu Zhizhi, organised a military campaign against him [baub 'y, ch. 96A]. Of particular interest is
the description of the city itself as having been built in the Roman style, as well as information regarding
the supposed participation of Roman legionaries in the army of Zhizhi Chanyu [Dubs 1991: 31]. The
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latter hypothesis was subject to debate among scholars, with opinions still divided. Later contacts with the
Roman world are supported by the isolated finds of Roman coins discovered in the territory of Southern
Kazakhstan, including a denarius of emperor Vespasian discovered at Taraz [Cennrosa 1972: 47].

In the centuries following the mention of Zhizhi Chanyu, the absence of mentions of Taraz or the
Talas Valley does not necessarily have to be interpreted as evidence of the settlement’s cessation. This is
most likely the result of the lack of events which were significant enough to have been worth recording.
Later accounts of Arab geographers and Chinese written sources provide more descriptive accounts of
both the Talas Valley and Taraz which was described as a city inhabited by diverse ethnic groups. One of
the earliest authors to provide a description of Taraz is the Chinese Buddhist monk, scholar and traveller,
Xuanzang, who in his Records of the Western Regions of the Great Tang Dynasty, recounted his visit of the
city of Do-lo-si (Taraz), described as a settlement with a circumference of approximately 89 li, which was
inhabited by merchants from various countries living together. This description offers an important insight
into the cosmopolitan character of Taraz’s population as early as the 7" century and points to its importance
as a commercial centre [Croanbizan 2012: 40].

A distinct group is formed by the three Kai Yuan Tong Bao coins of the Tang dynasty which were
issued from 621 CE onwards. Two specimens (Nos. 8-9) belong to the early type dated between 621 and
718 and one of the middle type dated 718—732 (No. 10). The four other Kai Yuan Tong Bao coins found at
Taraz, preserved in the collection of The State Historical and Cultural Museum-Reserve “Yezhelgi Taraz”
in Taraz, bring the total of Tang dynasty coins to seven. For the latter the specific period of production is
not known but it is clear that at Taraz the Tang dynasty coins form the best represented group of single
finds of Chinese coins. Two later Chinese coins of Northern Song, a Tai Ping tong bao (No. 11), a Xi Ning
yuan bao (No. 12) were also recovered. The Northern Song coins are the only ones contemporary with
the occupation layers in the excavated area. Wu zhu type coins were produced up to 621 and finds such
as those from the Dunhuang limes site suggest that were still in circulation at the time of the introduction
of the Kai Yuan [Wang 2004: 29]. Given that these coins were found in an archaeological layer dated to
the 10"-12" centuries it is difficult to ascertain whether they reached Taraz in the 7"-8" centuries or later
and are therefore residual/redeposited. Tang era coins could have reached Taraz during the period when
the contacts with China increased to be subsequently disrupted after the battle of Talas/Atlakh in 751 CE
which brought the entire area under Abbasid control.

Noteworthy are the most recent coins, consisting of a single Qian Long Tong Bao (No. 13) produced
between 1775 and 1795, and a hoard of 22 coins of emperor Wen Zhong (Nos. 14.1-22), all contemporary
with the Kokand era layers. All the Qing Dynasty coins were produced at the Ili mint, Xinjiang province
and display the physical attributes characteristic of the products of the mint: dark colour due to the lack
of or low zinc content and poor workmanship which frequently resulted in coins being incompletely cast.
The latter technical aspect might also indicate that some of the coins were privately produced, given that
the government was not always able to meet demand especially during such difficult times as that of
the Taiping Heavenly Kingdom Movement. The hoard is composed of two Dang wushi (Nos. 14.1-14.2)
and twenty Dang bai, (Nos. 14.3—14.22) produced from early 1854 until the summer of 1855 when a
new denomination, Dang si, was introduced [Hartill 2005: 260]. These coins are distinguished by their
large size, 44—45 mm, weights of 21.91 and 24.16 g for Xianfeng and 44-51 mm and weights ranging
between 20.79 and 49.61 g for Dang bai. The hoard was concealed in circumstances which cannot now be
determined.
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5 Conclusion

From the beginning of the Common Era, the Kangju dominated the Talas Valley. However, the
question of whether Taraz belonged to the Xiongnu or the Kangju remains open to further interpretation.
With the emergence and rapid development of the Turkic states, and until the Mongol conquest of the region,
Taraz remained under the control of various dynasties, including the Ttirgesh, Karluks, and Karakhanids.

In the Talas Valley, the major urban centre of Taraz played a significant role as a link between the
nomadic and sedentary worlds for centuries. Active exchange of goods, knowledge and technologies took
place in the city which was inhabited by merchants from various lands, who professed different religions
and spoke different languages, reflecting a high degree of ethnic and cultural diversity.

Archaeological finds, such as the coins published here, serve as important evidence of the presence
of people from distant lands in the Talas Valley. However, most of these coins did not participate in the
everyday monetary circulation of the region. Some of these coin-like objects or coins were used as social
status markers, stores of value, preserved as treasure, used as bullion or lost and not recovered because of
their low face value. The role played by these single coin finds will be better understood once the Tiirgesh,
Karluk, and Karakhanid coinages of Taraz and the Talas Valley have been published.

The non-local coin finds provide new evidence which highlights the international connections of
Taraz and confirms its role as one of the key centres in the network of roads across Eurasia. The systematic
integration of numismatic material with other sources will add new perspectives on the nature of the
region’s interaction with various political entities from Central Asia which will help to reconstruct the
historical, cultural and economic processes at play in the Talas Valley.
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