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Jizzakh Railway Timetables and Silk
Road Myths

How to compare a modern train corridor with older travel routes without turning a
resemblance on a map into a historical fact

Imagine opening the ticket search on the Uzbekistan Railways website. You enter Jizzakh as one of your
cities, choose a date, and prepare to compare trains. The search tool is about a particular journey: seats on
a given date, stations on an operator's network, and a service that must actually stop where you intend to
board or leave it. Now imagine opening a tourist map of the Silk Roads. Jizzakh appears near routes
between better-known historic cities, and a promotional paragraph suggests that an ancient road passed
through a nearby gorge. Both sources discuss movement through the same broad landscape. But are they
describing the same route?

Not necessarily. The first source is an operational system built for present-day rail travel. The second may
summarize centuries of travel, trade, politics and changing routes. A railway line that runs through a place
today cannot, by itself, show where a merchant or pilgrim walked a thousand years ago. Nor does an
ancient pass explain why a particular contemporary train stops at a particular station. The useful question
is not whether Jizzakh is “on the Silk Road” in a broad promotional sense. It is what dated,
independently interpretable evidence would justify connecting two particular itineraries.

This guide uses Jizzakh (also written Jizzax or, in some older romanizations, Djizak) as a practice case. Its
focus is source literacy, not a reconstructed historical route and not a ticket recommendation. Any journey
examples are hypothetical. No timetable, seat availability, fare or station-platform information is promised
for your travel date.

1. First separate the four things called a “route”

PHYSICAL ALIGNMENT HISTORICAL JOURNEY HERITAGE CORRIDOR SCHEDULED SERVICE
Geography on Evidence of Defined A train on
a map past movement heritage context a travel date

Four meanings of "route". One kind of evidence cannot silently stand in for another.
A route can refer to a line drawn on a map, a path people used, a sequence of named stopping places, or a

transport company's scheduled service. Confusing those meanings creates a deceptively convincing story.

Physical alignment. A visible railway track, roadbed or mountain pass is a geographic feature. It may

constrain movement. But similarity between two alignments on maps does not establish continuity of use
across centuries. An old path could have shifted after a flood, a new bridge, a political change or a change
in available water. A later railway engineer could have chosen similar terrain because the valley offered a
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practical gradient; that would explain a resemblance without proving direct inheritance from a caravan
route.

Documented historical journey. A dated itinerary, travel account, toll record or archaeological pattern
may show that people or goods moved between specific places in a specified period. Such a source can be
powerful, but it is still not automatically a scale-accurate map. A traveller might omit small settlements,
use a historical place name that has multiple possible modern identifications, or describe the main
destination rather than each overnight stop. A claim about an exact path needs closer evidence than a
claim about exchange between two towns.

Network corridor. Scholars and heritage bodies use corridors to describe systems of interaction over
large areas and extended periods. The UNESCO World Heritage description of the Silk Roads:
Zarafshan-Karakum Corridor describes an 866-kilometre corridor and 34 component parts across very
different landscapes; it addresses routes of exchange rather than a single rail-like line [S3]. Its 2023
inscription is a specific heritage decision, not a universal certification that every modern route near the
Zarafshan basin duplicates a medieval road.

Scheduled rail service. A current railway search identifies possible trains for particular cities and dates.
The Uzbekistan Railways e-ticket homepage currently includes Jizzakh among selectable city names and
provides a train-schedule interface [S1]. That supports a narrow statement about the operator's current
public interface. It does not prove every listed city is served by every train, that every train has seats, or
that any historical merchant followed its route.

Keep those four meanings in separate columns. Only combine them after identifying a bridging source.

2. Why Jizzakh is a good case, and what the sources
actually establish

Jizzakh is a regional administrative centre in central Uzbekistan. The national tourism portal describes the
Tashkent-Samarkand railway as passing through the city [S2]. The same tourism material discusses the
Iron Gate or Temir Darvoza landscape as a strategic passage associated with historical movement [S2].
That combination makes the area an attractive setting for learning how multiple historical layers can share
a landscape. It does not license a sentence such as “the present Jizzakh train follows the original Silk
Road.”

The official tourism site's prose has a different purpose from an engineering plan or an archaeological site
report. It helps people discover places. It may identify a locality and explain why the wider region is worth
visiting, but its historical compression leaves open questions about dates, the exact path, the road's users
and the evidence supporting its interpretation. A promotional description is useful as a lead; it is not
enough on its own to resolve contested details about a road's alignment.

A second source has another scale. UNESCO's description of the inscribed Zarafshan-Karakum Corridor
explains exchange across an east-west system of valleys, oases and desert crossings [S3]. A reader should
not silently transfer that inscription's scope to the entire Jizzakh railway corridor. A UNESCO listing
establishes a defined set of protected component sites and an evaluated heritage rationale. The report
does not say that a modern passenger service reproduces a particular caravan itinerary.
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There is also a distinct UNESCO Tentative List entry, Silk Roads: Fergana-Syrdarya Corridor, submitted by
Uzbekistan in January 2023 [S4]. A Tentative List is a country's inventory of potential future nominations: it
is not the same status as a World Heritage inscription. In comparative work, label the first document
“inscribed 2023” and the second “Tentative List, submitted 2023.” Even more important, do not treat the
Fergana-Syrdarya entry as evidence that every stop on the contemporary Tashkent-Samarkand railway

belonged to one homogeneous premodern caravan corridor.

To make a claim about the exact journey of an identifiable traveller, researchers would look for documents
with usable locations and dates: a travel diary with a route sequence, an inscription tied to a documented
road, an excavated stopping place with stratigraphic context, or a historical map whose scale and creation
date are known. Some of these may not be available for the specific alignment in question. That absence
should be recorded as uncertainty, not filled by copying the shape of the nearest modern railway.

3. A timetable is dated evidence, not a permanent
characteristic of the city

The official railway ticket interface is useful for checking what the operator currently offers, and its city
selector includes “Jizzakh” [S1]. That observation was checked on 3 November 2026. It says nothing about
what a traveller will find on an earlier or later date or whether a particular service will call there. The
correct way to quote a train search result is to attach the journey date, observation date, operator, origin
and destination station labels, and—if relevant—train number. Never reproduce a currently displayed
arrival time as an enduring local fact.

Suppose an undated tourist guide reads, “Take the morning fast train, then visit the old caravan pass.”
There are at least five unanswered questions. Was the guide compiled before a timetable change? Which
stations are meant, and do city names conceal station differences? Is “fast train” an operator classification
or an adjective? Is a pass visit possible given local transport and access arrangements? And where is the
source showing that this pass was used in the precise historical period named by the guide? A present-day
reservation result answers only the first part of the present-day travel question. It does not validate the
historical connection.

A 2026 historical overview published by the Uzbek-language outlet Postda dates the extension of a Central
Asian railway network through Samarkand to 1888, discusses connections toward Tashkent and Andijan in
1899, and separately lists a Jizzakh-Sirdarya railway section in 1962 [S5]. Those are different
network-building claims, not proof of one timeless line. A further check against dated engineering
or railway archival documents would be necessary before assigning a construction year to the precise
track at today's Jizzakh passenger station. In particular, a reference to a 1962 section must not be
mistaken for an opening date of every rail link in Jizzakh or of the full Tashkent-Samarkand corridor.

Likewise, the railway company's own public corporate history says the present joint-stock company was
established on 7 November 1994 on the basis of the former Central Asian Railway within Uzbekistan [S6].
That is the history of a corporate entity, not the starting date of all rail transport in the region. A named
institution may be younger than the infrastructure it now operates.

These distinctions matter to the reader who sees a railway station beside a heritage sign. Three different
dates can be true at once: an ancient period of travel in a wider landscape, a nineteenth- or
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twentieth-century phase of railway construction, and a contemporary timetable. If the dates are collapsed,
what sounded like history becomes misleading storytelling.

4. What a map can prove—and what it cannot

Before placing two maps side by side, write the metadata under each. A map without a date can be
attractive but almost useless for chronology. A map without a scale can exaggerate the similarity of
alignments. A map with national borders can mislead when projected onto centuries in which those
borders did not exist.

Ask when the map was produced, when the depicted journey supposedly occurred, and what source
informed the line. Those are three different dates. A modern map that reconstructs a tenth-century trade
network was produced now, depicts an earlier period, and may derive from scattered and debated
evidence. It is not a tenth-century drawing simply because the caption says “Silk Road, AD 900."”

Next inspect the legend. Does a line stand for a railway, a paved road, a documented caravan road, an
inferred corridor, or merely a thematic connection between places? Does the author use solid and dashed
lines consistently? A dashed line may mean uncertainty, a seasonal route, a planned alignment or
something else entirely. A reader must not assign meanings that the creator did not specify.

Coordinate systems and scale create more pitfalls. A line ten pixels wide on a small tourism image can
cover multiple kilometres on the ground. The reader who traces a “historic route” exactly beneath a
present-day railway at that scale is making a precision claim the map cannot support. Two lines appearing
to overlap could be no more specific than “both used the general valley.”

Finally compare nodes, not just the line shape. Were the settlements named in the source in existence
under the same names at the time? Did the source identify a station, a fortress, a market, a pass, a water
source or an entire district? A named present-day rail station should not be retrospectively assigned to a
medieval caravan list. Instead, create separate records for a modern station and an older named site, and
mark any proposed link between them as a hypothesis needing evidence.

5. The three-date test

e HISTORIC EVENT o SOURCE RECORD e RAIL EVIDENCE

When did it happen? When was it documented? What service/date is shown?

Do not collapse these three dates into one historical claim.

Any claimed continuity should survive three questions.

Date of the historic evidence: When was the journey, structure, inscription or artefact originally
created? If only a broad century is supportable, use that century rather than supplying a falsely exact year.

Date of the source about it: Was the evidence recorded by a contemporary observer, documented in a
later archive, or reconstructed by modern historians? A later reconstruction may be excellent scholarship,
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but it must be described as such. If an author writing in 2026 describes a route of the 1200s, “recorded in
2026" and “used in the 1200s” belong in different fields.

Date of the railway evidence: What is the date of the particular timetable, route announcement,
engineering record or map being cited? A 2019 announcement cannot establish 2026 departure times. A
corporate founding date does not establish the first operation of a particular station. An operator's city
selector checked today proves a present interface field, not a permanent service frequency.

Only after this test should one draw an arrow from one document to another. The arrow can read “same
broad geographic corridor suggested” or “precise alignment independently demonstrated.” These are not
equivalent verdicts.

6. Four route-comparison cards

Use these cards as a free printable or classroom exercise. They are designed to separate evidence from
inference and can be copied into a notebook. The examples are instructional composites, not quotations
from historical travellers or live train bookings.

Card A — A modern journey search

Evidence in hand: The operator's public e-ticket portal includes Jizzakh in its city selector; a user can
access a train-schedule search [S1].

Supported sentence: “Jizzakh appears in the operator's public journey-search interface as checked on 3
November 2026.”

Unsupported leap: “There is a train from Jizzakh to every other city every morning,” or “the fast train
follows a medieval merchant path.”

What to collect next: Exact travel date, station names, displayed train and schedule, operator
confirmation, and current ticket validity rules. Do not store another traveller's personal booking
information in a public teaching file.

Card B — A heritage-oriented tourism paragraph

Evidence in hand: Uzbekistan's national tourism portal identifies the Tashkent-Samarkand railway and
describes the Iron Gate/Temir Darvoza area in its account of Jizzakh [S2].

Supported sentence: “The tourism portal presents modern transport and historical landscape attractions
within the Jizzakh context.”

Unsupported leap: “The railway engineers built their line exactly over the old pass route,” or “this
promotional paragraph provides a dated measured archaeological alignment.”

What to collect next: A dated scholarly map or site report with locations, historical-period boundaries
and an explicit argument about route connections.
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Card C — UNESCO corridor documents

Evidence in hand: UNESCO describes the inscribed Zarafshan-Karakum Corridor as a multicompartment
heritage network and separately publishes Uzbekistan's 2023 Fergana-Syrdarya Tentative List submission
[S3][S4].

Supported sentence: “Different heritage documents describe different ancient travel networks and have
different formal statuses.”

Unsupported leap: “Every feature shown in any UNESCO Silk Roads document is an inscribed site,” or “a
modern railway stop is a World Heritage component because it lies near a corridor.”

What to collect next: The formal component list, period-specific supporting documentation, official
boundary map and a separate source for any proposed Jizzakh connection.

Card D — A railway chronology paragraph

Evidence in hand: A 2026 historical overview describes several construction and connection phases,
including dated references to the Samarkand, Tashkent/Andijan and Jizzakh-Sirdarya rail links [S5].

Supported sentence: “The published overview describes multiple dated phases of rail construction and
expansion.”

Unsupported leap: “All present-day track in and around Jizzakh was built in the first year mentioned,” or
“the transport corridor has been unchanged since antiquity.”

What to collect next: A dated archival route diagram, technical railway history, route-specific
engineering record and a clear distinction between a line, a section, a branch and a scheduled passenger
train.

7. A field method for students, journalists and travellers

The fieldwork exercise starts at the level of publicly visible evidence. Do not enter restricted railway
premises, stand on tracks, photograph sensitive infrastructure against posted rules, or approach workers
for unapproved interviews. An ordinary public view of a station name sign may be enough to practice
careful description. If a map is required, make an original schematic of the evidence categories rather than
pretending to publish a georeferenced historical route.

Create two sheets. The first is a modern transport observation sheet. Record date and time of
observation, language of the source page, issuer, station label exactly as displayed, the purpose of the
document, and whether the timetable was actually searched for a particular journey date. Do not copy
identity details, payment references or a stranger's ticket. Identify whether you are looking at an official
operator page, a commercial reseller, a third-party travel blog or a photographed board. A screenshot of a
result without a timestamp is a weaker source than a captured link and observation note.

The second is a historical-route source sheet. Record the author or institution, publication date,
purported travel period, named places, type of evidence, approximate geographic scope, and degree of
uncertainty. Include a column titled “not established.” That column is often the most intellectually honest
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part of the work. It can say “no precise Jizzakh alignment established,” “site name requires identification,”

or “this source is a tourism summary, not an excavation plan.”

Now write three comparative sentences. Sentence one states what is directly documented by the
modern source. Sentence two states what is directly documented by the historical source. Sentence
three states the relationship between them, explicitly choosing one of four labels: no comparison possible,
broad geographic proximity, historically argued connection, or precise route overlap supported by
independent location evidence. If you cannot justify the strongest label, do not use it.

To test the exercise, invite another reader to see your evidence notes without telling them your
conclusion. Can they reproduce the claim? Will they understand whether your claim concerns a city, a
pass, a railway station or a corridor of many settlements? If they cannot, revise the label before writing a

more elegant paragraph. Accuracy comes before narrative fluency.

8. Why “Silk Road” is not a train service category

In tourist writing, “Silk Road” can mean an aspirational itinerary linking famous cities, a marketable style
of tour, a region with historical connections, or an analytical term for networks of exchange. It is not a
single year, a continuous paved road, or a standard modern railway class. The UNESCO corridor
description makes clear that exchange networks involved different environments, settlements and kinds of
movement [S3].

A 2023 national tourism announcement about a themed tourist express, for example, reports an
operator-partner itinerary across several Central Asian cities and describes the train's interior design [S7].
Its railway and Silk Road language belongs to a modern tourism product, not proof of a particular
ancient path or a permanent timetable. Such announcements have their own publication dates and may
describe a launch or a plan. They are not live booking guarantees, and they do not identify every historical

route of every place named in the tour.

This distinction does not make historical travel narratives useless. It makes them better. People did move
ideas, languages, goods and skills across central Eurasia in many periods. The historian's challenge is to
describe those movements accurately without giving a route more precision or stability than the
documents support. Likewise, today's rail passenger deserves an itinerary based on the current operator
and a clearly specified journey, not an evocative label on a heritage map.

9. A decision checklist before publishing a map comparison

A short article, classroom handout or heritage walking route is ready to claim a link only when its sources
answer a concrete set of questions. Has it identified the exact modern and historical locations separately?
Has it marked the date of the historic activity, date of documentation and date of present-day travel
information? Has it distinguished a World Heritage property from a Tentative List item? Does it explain
what the drawn line represents and what uncertainty the map conceals? Does it avoid passing off a tourist
slogan as a primary historical record? Is any present-day itinerary verified directly against the operator for
the user's own date? Are image, map and archival reproduction rights established separately from factual

accuracy?
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If a condition fails, the publication can still be useful, but its conclusion must become narrower. Rather

than “the railway runs along the ancient Silk Road,” write, “Modern railway travel and historical route

narratives both concern the wider Jizzakh landscape; the precise relationship between alignments has not

been established by the sources examined here.” This is not a weak conclusion. It tells the reader exactly

what was tested and what remains to be found.

Reusable five-column evidence log

Source and issue
LEYC

Railway e-ticket
portal, observed
2026-11-03 [S1]

Uzbekistan Travel,
undated page
observed 2026-11-03
[S2]

UNESCO World
Heritage profile,
inscription 2023 [S3]

UNESCO Tentative
List, submitted
2023-01-31 [S4]

Postda historical
overview, 2026-03-22
[S5]

Period or travel date
covered

Contemporary booking
interface, no particular
trip searched

Overview spanning
different periods

Historic cross-regional
exchange over many
centuries

Historical corridor
narrative

Multiple dated rail
phases

Place/scale

City selector

Jizzakh city and
surrounding sites

Zarafshan-Karakum
inscribed
components

Fergana-Syrdarya
proposal

Central Asian railway
network

Claim actually
supported

Jizzakh is included as a
city option

Region has a present rail
link and described
heritage attractions

A defined corridor
property exists

Uzbekistan proposed
candidate Silk Roads sites

Overview discusses
Samarkand,
Tashkent/Andijan and
Jizzakh-Sirdarya phases

Important limit

No frequency, fare or
train on a chosen date
verified

Tourism narrative is not
a measured ancient road
plan

Does not determine
Jizzakh railway alignment

Tentative does not mean
inscribed

Requires line-specific
primary engineering
evidence for precise
track claims

This log makes a practical second use possible: a traveller can check a rail booking independently, while a

student can evaluate a heritage narrative. Neither needs to pretend the other task has already been

performed.

10. Take the right question on the journey

A train timetable is a record of a service for a defined time. A historic-route map is an interpretation of

movement in another time. A heritage designation is an institutional decision about a defined property. A

tourism advertisement is a proposal for an experience. Jizzakh gives us a vivid place to learn those

distinctions because present railway travel and older regional-route narratives appear close together in

descriptions of the landscape.

The strongest travel-history writing resists the tempting sentence that everything is “the same road.” It

can instead explain where, when, according to whom, and at what scale a connection is supported. A

modern route can lead you toward an interesting question about the past; it cannot answer the question

simply by passing nearby.
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Sources and evidence notes (for reader; URLs checked 3
November 2026)

» [S1] Official operator, O‘zbekiston temir yo‘llari, e-ticket and schedule portal:
https://eticket.railway.uz/en/ . Publicly visible city selector and schedule interface, no train search or live
purchase completed. This link does not substantiate specific departures or fares.

» [S2] Official national tourism portal, “10 reasons to visit Jizzakh region”:
https://uzbekistan.travel/en/o/10-reasons-to-visit-jizzakh-region/ . Contemporary railway presence and

historical landscape description. Undated tourism prose; not an archaeological map. See also the general
region page: https://uzbekistan.travel/en/r/jizzakh-region/ .

* [S3] UNESCO World Heritage Centre, Silk Roads: Zarafshan-Karakum Corridor:
https://whc.unesco.org/en/list/1675/ . Inscribed in 2023, with formal component list and Outstanding
Universal Value text.

* [S4] UNESCO World Heritage Centre, Uzbekistan's Silk Roads: Fergana-Syrdarya Corridor
Tentative List: https://whc.unesco.org/en/tentativelists/6649/ . Submission dated 31 January 2023; not an
inscription.

* [S5] Postda, “O‘zbekiston temiryo‘llari tarixidan,” published 22 March 2026:
https://postda.uz/uz/uzbekiston/ozbekiston-temiryollari-tarixidan/ . A historical overview used as a secondary

chronology, not a primary construction record for any precise Jizzakh alignment.

* [S6] Uzbekistan Railways, corporate history on official company website: https://railway.uz/ru/ .
Company formation date 7 November 1994; do not interpret as inauguration of all rail links.

» [S7] Official Uzbekistan tourism portal, 13 April 2023, themed tourist express announcement:
https://uzbekistan.travel/en/o/uzbekistan-has-launched-tourist-express-through-ancient-cities-silk-road/ . A

dated modern tourism-product announcement, not proof of a medieval alignment or today’s bookability.
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