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ZAKHARYIN, Boris (Moscow State University)

SOVIET AND RUSSIAN HISTORIANS ON ARYANS’ PROBLEM (A SYNOPSIS)


The Soviet and Russian scholars have been demonstrating solidarity in following the conception (shared also by the majority of the world’s historians and philologists) of the East-bound direction of primary migrations of ancient Indo-Iranians, that is, towards India, not out of it. But there have also been serious divergence of scholars’ views on two main subjects: (a) the Proto-Indo-Europeans’ (PIE) homeland, (b) the concrete time and routes of moving eastward of the tribes of Proto-Indo-Iranians (PII). 

According to the more traditional theory, supported in Russia by such scientists as S.Tolstov, I.Dyakonov, I.Oranskiy, E. Grantovskiy, G. Bongard-Levin et al., the Proto-Indo-Europeans’ homeland had existed in V – IV millennia in South-Eastern Europe, where from the PIE nomadic tribes’ dispersion started, and  PIIs, being  a bunch of them, moved either directly eastwards, coming first to Northern Iran and to Central Asia and then to Afghanistan and India (S.Tolstov, I.Dyakonov, I.Oranskiy, J. Edelman, G. Bongard-Levin) or first to Caucasus and after that to Central Asia and from there to India (E. Grantovskiy). 

The other theory, elaborated in the 70-ies of the XX century by V. Ivanov and Th. Gamkrelidze, placed the PIE homeland into the region of ‘Asia Minor’, where from migrations of PIEs in northern and eastern directions started presumably in V - IV millennium b.c. According to Ivanov and Gamkrelidze, one group of those people, being the bearers of PII dialects, went northwards into the regions of Northern Caucasus, delta of river Kuban’ and Black Sea coast. A branch of those tribes, predominantly the speakers of Proto-Indo-Aryan (PIA), stayed there, and their early contacts with the natives are still traceable in lexicons of some languages of Northern Caucasus and in local toponyms  (see works by Uslar and Trubachev). The rest of those tribes, speaking Proto-Iranian dialects, went even further northwards, where they had contacts with Finno-Ugrians  - an evidence to that is a number of the archaic Iranian borrowings in the vocabularies of  Finno-Ugrian languages (see works by Ghirshman, Lytkin and Gulyayev). 

The other portion of PIE population of Asia Minor had moved into Iran where in, after centuries of coexistence in that area, the linguistic and cultural split between them happened already in the beginning of III m. B.C. After it both, the Proto-Iranians and Proto-Aryans, had remained roaming across the territories of Iran, where from the Iranians later (in approximately X century B.C.) came to Central Asia, and the Proto-Aryans, moving further eastwards, reached Afghanistan and (via it) the North-Western India. One of the first waves of the migrating PIA settled in the mountainous regions of Central Afghanistan giving later rise to the Dardic languages of Kafiristan (Nooristan). A rather small group of the PIAs already in the II m. B.C. came to South-Western Iran and for a few centuries stayed there in the kingdoms of Mitanni, Noozi and Alalah  - numerous words of PIA origin (names of gods and nobles, terms connected with horse-breading, etc.), present in local documents, serve as evidences of this (see works by Elizarenkova, Bongard-Levin and Ilyin, Grantovskiy). Linguistically the language of these settlers in Mitanni, etc. is more archaic than either Proto-Iranian or Proto-Aryan though its links with the latter one are more evident: e.g., the ancient *s- has been preserved in ‘Mitanni Aryan (MA)’ as well as in Vedic (compare Vedic su:rya- and MA śuriyaaś- ‘the Sun god’ but turned into h- in Avestan (compare Vedic soma- and Avestan haoma- ‘the hallucinogenic drug’); the MA aika- with the archaic diphthong  corresponds to Vedic monophtongal eka-  ‘one’, etc. (see works by Elizarenkova et al. for much more linguistic evidences).

Both, the ancient Iranians and ancient Aryans, were using practically the same term (< *a(:)rya)  for  self-identification – compare Vedic  a:rya-  “noble” and Avestan  airya-nam vae:jo: “spreading of Aryans”. But in spite of their common linguistic, cultural and religious-philosophical heritage, the historical fates of these ethnical unions were different. One of the best illustrations of this was the lexeme pu:/aurva- common for them: the meaning of Vedic pu:rva- was “front, eastern”, corresponding to the eastwards oriented route of Aryans, while Avestan  paurva-  ment “ahead, southwards” pointing at the direction of Iranians movement from Central Asia to Afghanistan (see Ivanov). It should also be marked that in the most archaic strata of  Ancient Indo-Aryan there is already a number of lexical borrowings from Munda and Dravidian languages while they are not found in Ancient Iranian – this is an additional evidence of the fact that bearers of PIA dialects came into India from outside, namely from the West (see publications by Bongard-Levin and Gurov).

The above mentioned and other historico-linguistic aspects of the “Aryans’ problem” will be analyzed in detail in my talk at the Conference.
