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Abstract
The iconic minaret of Djām stands in a remote mountain valley in central Afghanistan,
the finest surviving monument of the enigmatic Ghūrid dynasty. The seasonally nomadic
Ghūrids rose to prominence ca 545 / 1150-1 when they devastated the capitals of the
neighbouring Ghaznawid dynasty. Over the next sixty-five years, the Ghūrids expanded
their polity into Khurāsān and the northern Indian sub-continent, before succumbing to the
Khwārazm-Shāh and then the Mongols. Their summer capital of Fīrūzkūh, which isthought
to be modern Djām, was abandoned and never re-occupied.
The re-discovery of the minaret half a century ago prompted renewed interest in the
Ghūrids, and this has intensified since Djām became Afghanistan’s first World Heritage site
in 2002. The few studies that have been published, however, have largely been historical
or architectural; relatively little archaeological data has been collected from Ghūrid sites
and Djām has suffered extensive looting in recent years.
Two seasons of archaeological fieldwork at Djām, the detailed analysis of satellite images
and the innovative use of Google Earth as a cultural heritage management tool have resulted
in a wealth of new information about known Ghūrid sites, and the identification of hundreds
of previously undocumented archaeological sites across Afghanistan. Drawing inspiration
from the Annales School and Adam T. Smith’s concept of an ‘archipelagic landscape’, I have
used these data to re-assess the Ghūrids and generate a more nuanced understanding of
this significant Early Islamic polity. In addition to complementing the événements which
form the focus of the urban-based historical sources, the new archaeological data have
enabled me to reconsider the urban characteristics of the Ghūrids’ summer capital and
explore the issues of Ghūrid identity, ideology and the sustainability of their polity. The
use of Google Earth, in particular, represents an advance in archaeological methodology
applicable to semi-arid landscapes throughout the region.
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Dari translation of the Abstract

ﺧﻼﺻﻪ ﻣﻮﺿﻮﻉ :
ﻣﻨﺎﺭ ﻣﺠﺴﻤﻪ ﺍی ﺟﺎﻡ ﮐﻪ ﺩﺭ ﻳﮏ ﺩﺭﻩ ﮐﻮﻫﺴﺘﺎﻧﯽ ﺩﻭﺭﺩﺳﺖ ﺩﺭ ﻣﺮﮐﺰ ﺍﻓﻐﺎﻧﺴﺘﺎﻥ ﻗﺮﺍﺭ ﺩﺍﺭﺩ ،ﻳﮑﯽ ﺍﺯ ﺑﻬﺘﺮﻳﻦ ﺁﺛﺎﺭ ﺗﺎﺭﻳﺨﯽ
ﺳﻠﺴﻠﻪ ﻏﻮﺭﻳﺎﻥ ﻣﻴﺒﺎﺷﺪ  .ﻏﻮﺭﻳﺎﻥ ﭼﺎﺩﺭﻧﺸﻴﻦ ﻓﺼﻠﯽ ﺑﻪ ﺩﺭﺟﻪ  545 / 1150-1ﭘﻴﺸﺮﻓﺖ ﻧﻤﻮﺩﻧﺪ ،ﺯﻣﺎﻧﻴﮑﻪ ﺁﻧﻬﺎ ﻣﺮﮐﺰ
ﺣﮑﻤﺮﻭﺍﻳﯽ ﺧﺎﻧﺪﺍﻥ ﻏﺰﻧﻮﻳﺎﻥ ﺭﺍ ﺩﺭ ﻫﻤﺴﺎﻳﮕﯽ ﺷﺎﻥ ﻭﻳﺮﺍﻥ ﮐﺮﺩﻧﺪ .ﻏﻮﺭﻳﺎﻥ ﺩﺭ ﺟﺮﻳﺎﻥ ﺷﺼﺖ ﻭ ﭘﻨﺞ ﺳﺎﻝ  ،ﻗﺒﻞ ﺍﺯ ﺁﻥ ﮐﻪ
ﺑﻪ ﺧﻮﺍﺭﺯﻡ ﺷﺎﻩ ﻭ ﺑﻌﺪ ﺑﻪ ﻣﻐﻮﻝ ﻫﺎ ﺑﭙﻴﻮﻧﺪﻧﺪ ،ﺣﮑﻤﺮﻭﺍﻳﯽ ﺷﺎﻥ ﺭﺍ ﺗﺎ ﺑﻪ ﺧﺮﺍﺳﺎﻥ ﻭ ﺷﺒﻪ ﻗﺎﺭﻩ ﻫﻨﺪ ﺷﻤﺎﻟﯽ ﮔﺴﺘﺮﺵ ﺩﺍﺩﻧﺪ.
ﭘﺎﻳﺘﺨﺖ ﺗﺎﺑﺴﺘﺎﻧﯽ ﺷﺎﻥ ﻓﻴﺮﻭﺯ ﮐﻮﻩ ﮐﻪ ﺟﺎﻡ ﻓﻌﻠﯽ ﻣﻴﺒﺎﺷﺪ  ،ﺗﺼﺮﻑ ﺷﺪ ﻭ ﻫﻴﭽﮕﺎﻫﯽ ﺩﻭﺑﺎﺭﻩ ﺍﺷﻐﺎﻝ ﻧﮕﺮﺩﻳﺪ.
ﮐﺸﻒ ﺩﻭﺑﺎﺭﻩ ﺍﻳﻦ ﻣﻨﺎﺭ ﻧﻴﻢ ﻗﺮﻥ ﭙﻴﺶ ﻋﻼﻗﻤﻨﺪی ﺟﺪﻳﺪی ﺭﺍ ﺑﻪ ﻁﺮﺯ ﺣﮑﻮﻣﺖ ﻏﻮﺭﻳﺎﻥ ﺍﻳﺠﺎﺩ ﻧﻤﻮﺩ ﻭ ﺍﻳﻦ ﻋﻼﻗﻤﻨﺪی ﺯﻣﺎﻧﯽ
ﺗﺸﺪﻳﺪ ﻳﺎﻓﺖ ﮐﻪ ﻣﻨﺎﺭ ﺟﺎﻡ ﻣﻨﺤﻴﺚ ﺍﻭﻟﻴﻦ ﺳﺎﻳﺖ ﻣﻴﺮﺍﺙ ﻓﺮﻫﻨﮕﯽ ﺟﻬﺎﻧﯽ ﺍﻓﻐﺎﻧﺴﺘﺎﻥ ﺩﺭ ﺳﺎﻝ  2002ﺷﻨﺎﺧﺘﻪ ﺷﺪ .ﻣﻄﺎﻟﻌﺎﺕ
ﺍﻧﺪﮐﯽ ﮐﻪ ﺩﺭ ﺍﻳﻦ ﺯﻣﻴﻨﻪ ﺑﻪ ﻧﺸﺮ ﺭﺳﻴﺪﻩ ﺍﺳﺖ ،ﺑﻴﺸﺘﺮ ﺭﻭی ﻣﻮﺿﻮﻋﺎﺕ ﺗﺎﺭﻳﺨﯽ ﻭ ﻣﻌﻤﺎﺭی ﻣﻨﺎﺭ ﺟﺎﻡ ﺗﻤﺮﮐﺰ ﺩﺍﺷﺘﻪ ﺍﺳﺖ.
ﻣﻌﻠﻮﻣﺎﺕ ﻧﺴﺒﺘﺎ ﮐﻤﯽ ﮐﻪ ﺩﺭ ﺭﺍﺑﻄﻪ ﺑﻪ ﺑﺎﺳﺘﺎﻧﺸﻨﺎﺳﯽ ﺩﺭ ﺳﺎﻳﺖ ﻫﺎی ﻏﻮﺭﻳﺎﻥ ﻭ ﺟﺎﻡ ﺟﻤﻊ ﺁﻭﺭی ﮔﺮﺩﻳﺪﻩ ﺍﺳﺖ ﺩﺭ ﺳﺎﻝ ﻫﺎی
ﺍﺧﻴﺮ ﺷﺪﻳﺪﺍ ﻣﻮﺭﺩ ﺳﺆ ﺍﺳﺘﻔﺎﺩﻩ ﻗﺮﺍﺭ ﮔﺮﻓﺘﻪ ﺍﺳﺖ.
ﺩﻭ ﺩﻭﺭ ﮐﺎﺭﺳﺎﺣﻮی ﺑﺎﺳﺘﺎﻧﺸﻨﺎﺳﯽ ﺩﺭ ﺳﺎﺣﻪ ﻣﻨﺎﺭ ﺟﺎﻡ ،ﺍﺯ ﻗﺒﻴﻞ ﺗﺠﺰﻳﻪ ﻭ ﺗﺤﻠﻴﻞ ﺩﻗﻴﻖ ﺗﺼﺎﻭﻳﺮ ﻣﺎﻫﻮﺍﺭﻩ ﺍی ﻭ ﺍﺳﺘﻔﺎﺩﻩ
ﻣﺒﺘﮑﺮﺍﻧﻪ ﺟﺴﺘﺠﻮﮔﺮ ﺯﻣﻴﻦ ) (Google Earthﺑﻪ ﻋﻨﻮﺍﻥ ﻳﮏ ﺍﺑﺰﺍﺭ ﻣﺪﻳﺮﻳﺖ ﻣﻴﺮﺍﺙ ﻓﺮﻫﻨﮕﯽ ،ﺳﺒﺐ ﺷﺪ ﺗﺎ ﺍﻧﺒﻮﻩ ﺍﺯ
ﻣﻌﻠﻮﻣﺎﺕ ﺟﺪﻳﺪ ﺩﺭ ﻣﻮﺭﺩ ﺁﺩﺭﺱ ﻫﺎی ﺍﻧﺘﺮﻧﺘﯽ ﺷﻨﺎﺧﺘﻪ ﺷﺪﻩ ﻏﻮﺭﻳﺎﻥ ﻭ ﺷﻨﺎﺳﺎﻳﯽ ﺻﺪ ﻫﺎ ﺳﺎﻳﺖ ﻣﺴﺘﻨﺪ ﻧﺸﺪﻩ ﺑﺎﺳﺘﺎﻧﺸﻨﺎﺳﯽ
ﺍﻓﻐﺎﻧﺴﺘﺎﻥ ﺑﺪﺳﺖ ﺑﻴﺎﻳﺪ .ﺑﺎ ﺍﻟﻬﺎﻡ ﮔﺮﻓﺘﻦ ﺍﺯ ﻣﮑﺘﺐ ﺍﻧﺎﻟﻴﺲ ) (Annalesﻭ ﻧﻈﺮﻳﻪ ﺁﺩﻡ ﺳﻤﺖ) ،(Adam T. Smithﻣﻦ ﺍﻳﻦ
ﺍﻁﻼﻋﺎﺕ ﺭﺍ ﺑﻪ ﻣﻨﻈﻮﺭ ﺷﻨﺎﺳﺎﻳﯽ ﺩﻭﺑﺎﺭﻩ ﺳﻠﺴﻠﻪ ﻏﻮﺭﻳﺎﻥ ﻭ ﺍﻳﺠﺎﺩ ﺩﺭک ﺩﻗﻴﻘﯽ ﺍﺯ ﺍﻳﻦ ﺣﮑﻮﻣﺖ ﻣﻬﻢ ﻗﺮﻭﻥ ﻭﺳﻄﯽ ﺍﺳﺘﻔﺎﺩﻩ
ﻧﻤﻮﺩﻩ ﺍﻡ.
ﺑﺮ ﻋﻼﻭﻩ ﺗﮑﻤﻴﻞ ﺍﻭﻳﻨﻤﻴﻨﺘﺲ ) (événementsﮐﻪ ﺭﻭی ﻣﻨﺎﺑﻊ ﺗﺎﺭﻳﺨﯽ ﺷﻬﺮ ﻧﺸﻴﻨﯽ ﺗﻤﺮﮐﺰ ﺩﺍﺭﺩ ،ﺍﻁﻼﻋﺎﺕ ﺟﺪﻳﺪ
ﺑﺎﺳﺘﺎﻧﺸﻨﺎﺳﯽ ﻣﺮﺍ ﺗﻮﺍﻧﺎﻳﯽ ﺑﺨﺸﻴﺪﻩ ﺗﺎ ﻣﻄﺎﻟﻌﺎﺕ ﻣﺠﺪﺩ ﺧﻮﻳﺶ ﺭﺍ ﺩﺭ ﺭﺍﺳﺘﺎی ﻣﺸﺨﺼﺎﺕ ﭘﺎﻳﺘﺨﺖ ﺗﺎﺑﺴﺘﺎﻧﯽ ﻏﻮﺭﻳﺎﻥ ﺩﻭﺍﻡ ﺑﺪﻫﻢ
ﻭ ﺭﻭی ﻣﺴﺎﻳﻞ ﻣﺎﻧﻨﺪ ﻫﻮﻳﺖ ،ﺍﻳﺪﻭﻟﻮژی ﻭ ﺗﺪﺍﻭﻡ ﻁﺮﺯ ﺣﮑﻮﻣﺖ ﻏﻮﺭﻳﺎﻥ ﺗﺤﻘﻴﻖ ﻧﻤﺎﻳﻢ .ﺍﺳﺘﻔﺎﺩﻩ ﺍﺯ ﺟﺴﺘﺠﻮﮔﺮ ﺯﻣﻴﻦ) Google
 (Earthﺑﻄﻮﺭ ﺧﺎﺹ ﻧﺸﺎﻥ ﺩﻫﻨﺪﻩ ﭘﻴﺸﺮﻓﺖ ﻗﺎﺑﻞ ﻣﻼﺣﻈﻪ ﺭﻭﺵ ﺑﺎﺳﺘﺎﻧﺸﻨﺎﺳﯽ ﻋﻤﻠﯽ ﺩﺭ ﻣﻨﺎﻅﺮ ﻧﻴﻤﻪ ﺧﺸﮑﻪ ﺩﺭ ﺳﺮﺍﺳﺮ
ﻣﻨﻄﻘﻪ ﻣﻴﺒﺎﺷﺪ.
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Preface
The challenges (and rewards) of undertaking archaeological fieldwork in a country like
Afghanistan have been numerous and need to be outlined to put the following research
in context. This thesis draws heavily on the work of the Minaret of Jam Archaeological
Project (MJAP), which I initiated in 2003 in conjunction with Istituto Italiano per l’Africa e
l’Oriente (IsIAO). I embarked on the project, which was under the overall direction of Prof.
Giovanni Verardi (IsIAO), envisaging that it would be comprised of three seasons – the
great potential and urgent need for archaeological fieldwork at the site were immediately
evident when we reached Djām on 8th August 2003, although our original remit was merely
to conduct an archaeological impact assessment of the proposed route of a new road on
behalf of UNESCO and NAIA.
The short 2003 season highlighted the previously undocumented extent of the looting
at Djām and the limited data about the site as a whole. Unfortunately, our plans for a second
season of fieldwork in 2004 had to be postponed for security reasons due to a rebellion
in Ghūr province. Further security concerns in 2005 prompted the Italian government to
place restrictions on its institutions’ activities in Afghanistan, so Prof. Verardi suggested
that I sever the project’s official link with IsIAO and run MJAP as an independent project.
I succeeded in raising A$67,400 (US$72,400 – nearly three times the 2003 budget) in
funding, enabling us to undertake a highly productive three weeks of fieldwork at Djām
in August 2005, again in conjunction with our colleagues in NAIA, and with UNESCO’s
approval.
Alison Gascoigne, who participated in the 2005 field season as the project’s ceramicist,
joined me as co-director of the project in 2006. Once again, however, despite raising a
considerable sum of funding, assembling a highly capable, diverse team and receiving
approval from UNESCO and the Afghan authorities, we were forced to postpone the
fieldwork, twelve hours before departure. On this occasion, Andrea Bruno, the architect
responsible for overseeing the structural stabilization of the minaret, raised objections
about our proposed stay in the MoIC rest house at Djām overlapping with his work there
and the nature of our planned archaeological fieldwork. Attempts by Prof. Graeme Barker
to facilitate a compromise with Bruno and his allies in UNESCO ultimately proved fruitless
– we remain perplexed at how non-intrusive archaeological survey work could jeopardize
the stability of the minaret which has stood for eight centuries.
The subsequent moratorium on further archaeological fieldwork at Djām increased the
importance of other aspects of our research – i.e. the analysis of satellite images available
through Google Earth. With the approval of our funding bodies and the MoIC, we decided
to use the A$120,000 (US$128,500) we had raised to undertake a study of other, less wellxxvi

Preface

known Early Islamic sites in Ghūr province in 2007, integrating detailed analysis of satellite
images and archaeological fieldwork. The collaborative fieldwork we planned with NAIA
and students from Kābul University was designed to complement a series of seminars
and practicals we gave on archaeological survey techniques in Kābul University in August
2007, as part of Afghanistan’s National Development Strategy for capacity building. Bilingual booklets based on the seminars have since been published (Thomas 2009b) and
donated to NAIA and Kābul University.
Unfortunately, the kidnappings of twenty-three South Koreans and two Germans in
southern Afghanistan just prior to us going into the field, prevented us from leaving Kābul.
Although we made good use of our prolonged time in Kābul (Gascoigne & Thomas in
prep.; Thomas et al. 2008), the repeated frustration of our attempts to conduct fieldwork in
central Afghanistan caused us to initiate the Archaeological Sites of Afghanistan in Google

Earth (ASAGE) project. We are particularly grateful to the trustees of the Cary-Robertson
Fund for permitting us to divert funds allocated for the 2007 survey work towards this
ground-breaking research, which has been so productive (Thomas & Zipfel 2008; Thomas,
Kidd et al. 2008; Thomas in press; inter alia).
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Note on transliteration and dates
The issue of how to transliterate Arabic, Persian, Turk,1 Russian and Chinese names and
titles vexes every scholar researching central Asia. Despite centuries of argument, no
single system has been agreed for each of the various languages and scripts (Morgan
1987: 4); indeed, the number of systems used seems to proliferate, rather than decline with
each publication, as authors nominally adopt one of the more commonly used systems,
but then apply their own caveats – Willem Vogelsang (2002: x), for example, follows the

Encyclopaedia of Islam “in the main” (see also Wheatley 2001: xvii). Some profess not to
want to make any particular philological argument and do not apply any rigorous system
(Christensen 1993: vi); others, especially those writing for a more general audience,
generally dispense with diacritics (Kennedy 2006: xxiv), unless they are essential (Lee
1996: xlvi), or useful (Ball 2008: xix), however that is determined.
Given the range of options, and the fact that I am an archaeologist and not a linguist,
I have decided to adopt the system used in the Encyclopaedia of Islam (Leiden: E.J.
Brill; Fig. 0:1), despite its idiosyncrasies which often irritate English-speaking scholars. It
should be noted, however, that the Encyclopaedia of Islam is not totally consistent, which
is unsurprising given the size of the project, the number of contributors and the twelve
volumes and index published from 1960 to 2009. The normal spelling of countries, titles
and words in common English usage (i.e. words occurring in the Australian Pocket Oxford

Dictionary, 1980) are retained (Afghanistan rather than Afghānistān, for example; sultan
rather than sulṭān, etc.). Plurals are simply made by adding an ‘s’ rather than using the
correct format from the original language which can be confusing to non-linguists.
Where an archaeological site is not listed in the Encyclopaedia of Islam, I have decided
to retain the transliteration in Ball’s gazetteer to avoid potential confusion, although I also
refer to alternative transliterations used by other scholars when these differ markedly from
those in the gazetteer. Following Ball (2008: xx), I have used the Wade-Giles system for
Chinese names.
Dates present a similar, if less intractable problem. Where applicable, I have attempted
to provide both

AH

(Anno Hegirae) and CE (Common Era) dates. The Islamic calendar is

lunar, and thus on average eleven days shorter than the solar Julian calendar. It starts
with the Prophet’s Hidjra or emigration from Makka to al-Madīna in 622 CE, hence the Anno
Hegirae Islamic dates. Where a day and month are not specified, a year in the Islamic
calendar will straddle two years in the Julian calendar, and vice versa.

1

Following Ball (2008: 28 fn. 5), the term Turk will be used as a noun and an adjective, referring to

people speaking one of the Turk group of languages, rather than the terms Turkish or Turkic.
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0:1 Transliteration style used in the Encyclopaedia of Islam (Gibb et al. 1960: xiii)

0:2 Exceptions to the Iran transliteration style used by Ball (1982 I: 8)
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EI – Encyclopaedia of Islam (2nd edition)
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