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The eighteenth and nineteenth centuries witnesshcht changes in the socio-
political structures of the Bukharan, Khivan andKand polities. All three saw the
emergence of ruling dynasties that reformulatediisigensation of sovereignty, ushering
in a legitimation of rule new to Central Asia. Thisange in statecraft mirrored profound
socio-cultural changes occurring within the soegebdf the three khanates. The rise of a
new conceptualization of leadership reorienteddbieof power, thereby upsetting the
socio-political complex that constituted the leganyCentral Asia, of Chingizid
statecraft. In turn, this cast into a new lightthiations between sedentary and nomadic /
semi-nomadic populations which had been governdtdiywery legacy, with the
advantages increasingly resting squarely on tleeddithe former. Even after becoming
partially or completely sedentarized, these semiamtic kinship groups came to identify
their way of life as something distinct from theatralizing drives of the new rulership,
thus setting the stage for a variety of conflichilaar to historians of other Turco-Muslim
polities, including various such states in Anatalm Persia: the tension between
centrifugal and centripetal tendencies.

In the Central Asian context, however, this cendyd / centripetal fault line did
not merely repeat patterns of conflict familiathose who have studied the early
centuries of Ottoman and Safavid history. The atu@riable is the fact that, in the three
khanates, the retirement of the central legitingizininciples of Chingizid

governmentality, if not the entire apparatus asgediwith that statecraft, came so late.
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This was both a result of and a response to irtierred developments occurring beyond
the territories that would come to constitute tbedins of the three khanates. The
looming eighteenth-century presences of the Pefgbah successors to the Safavids in
Khorezm, the Tsarist Russians among the three Qexdgs, and the Chinese in Eastern
Turkestan were all conducive to the emergencdeatiée mental and political
battleground of ideas and contestation whereinciaimants to power could articulate
innovative visions of centrally-oriented statecr@ftese claimants' victory in that
battleground ushered in the region's first tastenotlernity’, with that term being
defined in this paper as 1) an abandonment ofisrhatic’ rule - a crucial part of the
Chingizid legacy (see below) - as well as 2) aouative breed of centralization that,
through its uncompromising and ideologically matghstrictness, marked a departure
from past centripetal drives.

It will not be attempted here to prescribe a ugitate to ‘Islam’ in this embryonic
process of modernization. Rather, one must spegedfific aspects of 'Islam’ and their
significance. In Central Asia as in many other eats, Islam could mean different
things, both on a personal as well as an institatievel, at various times and places.
While these specific ‘aspects’ of Islam receivaibiet discussion below, my general
observation may be stated as follows: some of ¢eralers reformulated the
relationship of the sovereign to Islam and the comitg of believers as a means of
justifying their departure from the Chingizid tradin. Perhaps what is most striking is
that this reformulation doe®tappear to have become an especially contentiaues ies
the rulers and ruled. Neither in the form in whitclvas conceptualized and placed by the

state, nor in the landscape of social identitysdbe relationship of the ruler to Islam
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appear to have generated the same level of distageolicy - often justified by
invoking Islam - in the areas of taxation, laboligdtions, and armed service.

This paper thus argues that a new breed of cezattialn and a departure from
Chingizid legitimation were common to all three Rates and that these phenomena
constituted an embryonic Central Asian experiericeanlernity before the arrival of
colonial rule. It begins with an explanation of omderstanding of the Chingizid
heritage, and then moves on to explore the indalidantexts of the three khanates

before ending with some general observations anduasions.

Chingizid (and other) Heritages and their Salienc€entral Asia

In the thirteenth century, an identity revoluticstaorred in precisely that part of
the world where there should not have been oner &fe invading Mongols swarmed
across the entire Eurasian Islamic world, the Muslhroniclers clearly noted their
disgust at the brutality and customs of the newesnidhey painstakingly recorded the
specific forms of violence and punishment visitgdh®e Mongols upon those who
resisted them, in such graphic detail that theyHmen well known even to Western
popular culture for centuries. Yet it was not aiflg heaps of skulls that bothered the
chroniclers, for the Mongols brought with them dically different culture that offended
contemporary Middle Eastern Islamic sensibilitiése chroniclers noted their
amazement at the nocturnal drinking parties helflbggol commanders, where, it is
recorded, unbelievable amounts of alcohol werewuoesl. These bouts often turned
violent and apparently led many of them to veryyedeaths. An equally interesting

though less popularized custom of the Mongol wesniecorded by the chroniclers was
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the prevalence of washing taboos. The Mongol af8cand soldiers whom the Muslims
peoples encountered only washed themselves orispaed apparently rare, occasions,
with the result that their bodies emitted a steinch enough to merit expressions of
disgust in the chronicles that have come down fo us

In the aftermath of the sack of Baghdad (1258),vem!d hardly have expected
that within a century versions of the system oftjall legitimation brought by the
Mongol chiefs and their Turkic and Mongolian sotdierould come to dominate political
life from Central Asia to the coasts of the Aegaad Mediterranean. Yet, historians of
the Islamic world have accepted that this is pedgihat happened; from the llkhanid to
the Mamluk realms and from Persia to Central As@d ties to Chingiz khan became a
prerequisite for any aspiring ruler. Those laclsagh ties either becargéregensor
sons-in-law by marrying Chingizid princesses (asTd#mur and his sons) or set up
Chingizid princes as formal sovereigns.

The explanation for this development is that trehenement of the Chingizid
principle in the Western and Central Asian Islamazld was not as much of a departure
from past definitions of sovereignty as the prestin above might suggest. While the
chroniclers did indeed perceive the Mongols asiderts, the Turco-Mongolian armies
that descended upon the Islamic world were butae, although the most important
so far, of invaders who formed a part of what BeatForbes Manz has termed the
"Turco-Mongolian heritage". Manz argues that "theglition had its origins in the pre-
Mongol period, and achieved its classic formuldtiander ChingiZ The massive influx

of Turkic nomads into Anatolia and the Middle Estsiting in the eleventh century, and

L All of this information is from a lecture given IByof. Roy Mottahedeh in April 2005.
?Beatrice Forbes ManZhe Rise and Rule ofTamerlarg@ambridge, 1989), p. 3
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the establishment of ruling dynasties of Turkiveta formed the cultural and political
backdrop over which Chingizid descent gained urtepresd supremacy in this part of
the Islamic world.

The Turco-Mongolian heritage, then, did not corsidely of Chingizid
legitimacy. In reference to the Western Asian Istamorld, John Woods has argued that
three models of sovereignty, the prophetic, calj@ral sacral, dominated political life in
the centuries before and after the Mongol congiféisile the Mongol invasion dealt a
lethal blow to the first two, the expansion of #aeral model became especially
pronounced after 1258. In this model, the rulecticad "charismatic” rule by virtue of
the charisma (Turkiajghur)disposed to him by the divine. God makes him "the
repository of sovereignty on earth” so that "God e king conduct parallel activities."3
According to Woods, this sacral model became ealbgwiidespread with the
conversion of the Mongol rulers of Western Asidstam. At that time, in the fourteenth
century, "a curious amalgam of legitimizing prinegpevolved, in which the Sacred Law
of a decapitated Sunni-Jama'i Islamic universa siacame inextricably bound up with
the concepts and ideals of the devolving nomadan@izkhanid world empiré' This
process bequeathed to much of the Islamic worbdliding Central Asia, an amalgam
that | refer to as the Chingizid heritage: charigomale, the Chingizid principle, and,
finally, the assignment of specific social roleshte sedentary and nomadic components
of society.

The basic division in Turco-Muslim societies acrtbes Muslim world was that

between the taxable, peasant class and the ndolgaiailitary’ class. This division had

% John WoodsThe Agquyunlu: Clan, Confederation, Empalt Lake, 1999), pp. 5-6
4 .
Ibid., p. 7
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its roots in the nomadic negotiation of power aagplibver largely sedentary lands. It had
lasting influence on the Muslim world, remainingpandation of governance in the
Central Asian khanates as well as the Ottoman Emetl into the nineteenth century -
although by that time the numbers, functions, awnersity of the non-taxable classes had
exploded beyond recognition. TemUr made it a cetage of his administration, thus
uniting much of Central Asia, and in the regiondhasion took on a particular form: the
military / peasant dichotomy corresponded to lisgaiand ethnic differences. Whereas
in the Ottoman Empire from the outset all officjateluding ulema, were defined as
'military’, TemuUr adhered closely to Mongolian itexh. A key argument of Manz is that
he kept the sedentary, Persian speaking, madeasaerbureaucrats of the towns in a
distinctly inferior position, to the extent thatvgonment consisted of two symbiotic
though utterly separate cultural and administrasjeeres.In fourteenth and fifteenth
century Central Asia, then, tribal kinship groupsupied a privileged position in society
and maintained strict psycho-cultural barriers leetwthemselves and sedentary people.
Within the unsettled, Turco-Mongolian or Chaghategphere, two key axes of authority
bequeathed by the Mongols to Central Asia retdinen resilience in the administration
of the khanates. One was the relationship betwesamikor (Turkic, ndker)or liegeman
and thenoyan(also calledeki,in Turkic bek)or tribal chief® Like Chingiz, Temiir
consolidated his rule over a number of kinship gepeach with their ownoyanand
retinues ohokers.Decimal organization, an innovation pushed thrdagiChingiz in

1203 after subduing a rival tribal confederati@ryed as another one. As Fletcher

argues, this variety of military organization diot permit Chingiz (or Temdr) to

®>Manz, pp. 108-27
® Joseph Fletcher. "The Mongols: Ecological and $&eespectives.Harvard Journal of Asiatic Studies,
Vol. 46, No. 1 (June, 1986), p. 17
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ignore or erode the political and cultural authyooit thenoyanshut it did give him direct
channels of access to transmit military commanlthough Chingiz khan did not push
centralization through on anything approaching ‘emodines, these two principles of
Mongol socio-military organization had importanhsequences for the Central Asian
khanates: the Chingizid heritage had inherentarténsion between centripetal and
centrifugal tendencies.

The above presentation readily admits that what talling the Chingizid legacy
or heritage did not entirely stem from Mongoliaedition. Predating the Mongol
invasion, Central, South, and West Asia all featwmarious Turco-Muslim polities, and
lands now in Mongolia and northern China witnessedparate process of social and
military interaction between non-Muslim Turkic akibngolian groups. This paper has
not set itself the task of delineating which segimenthis legacy owed their existence to
Mongolian or other political traditions. Rathertakes as its starting point the approach
that the history of Central Asia's last khanatesioabe understood outside the context

of the monumental legacy of the Chingizid invasibthe Islamic world.

The Bukharan Emirate

From the collapse of Shaybanid rule in 1598 taieeof the Manghit dynasty in
1785, the Astarkhanid (Astrakhanid) or Janid dynaded Bukhara. The Astarkhanids,
however, suffered heavily from the irruption of Perso-Afghan chief Nadir Shah into
South and Central Asia. Safavid rule in Persiaditattively come to an end in 1722 due
to a prolonged struggle between the dynasty anGHileai Afghans, the rulership of
which Nadir Khan (later Nadir Shah) claimed by 1736 conquered Khiva and reduced

Ibid., p. 30
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Bukhara to vassalage in 1740 (a year after he ddakkhi), nevertheless annexing all the
Bukharan lands west of the Oxus. In addition toibence associated with his rule, his
Eastern policy included the resettlement of sigaiit numbers of nomadic Qizlbash
(Turkman) tribesmen on Bukharan territory as wellree transfer of the capital to
Mashhad. In Persia proper, his reign featured feignit, brutal upheaval as he attempted
to replace Twelver Shiism with Sunnism as the stdigion, possibly to placate his
Sunni Afghan core supportétéhmad Khan, who established the Afghan Durrani
dynasty as a regional power, arranged his murder4i, marking the end of Perso-
Afghan dominance in Movarounnahr.

The Manghit kinship group served as chief advisotke ruling dynasty In the
final decades of Janid rule, the Manghits apprtgutithe position abtalig, or instructor
to the heir apparent, and secured a power basé athieved them to supplant the weak
rulers™ Shah Murad (1785-1800) became the first Mangket to adopt the title of
amir. Under the Manghits, Bukhara became the most polstete in Movarounnahr.
Their rule lasted until the bombardment of Bukhark921 and the flight of the last
Manghit emir, Sayyid Olimkhon.

The Manghits were one of numerous Uzbek tribal gsdhat arrived in the
fifteenth and sixteenth centuries in southern Geitsia as part of the Shaybanid
invasion. Under the Shaybanids and afterwardsintelithe nineteenth century, these

Uzbekbeksbecame the principal holders of power outside #mital. In this sense they

8 David MorganMedieval Persia, 1040-179Zondon, 1988), pp. 152-5

° On this fascinating and little-studied Afghan dytyase Umar Kamal Khan, AdvocaRise of Saddozais
and Emancipation of Afghans: a history of the pdatyed byMultanis for the establishment of indepand
Afghanistan from the year 1638 A.D. to year 1747. MMultan, 1999).

D |raLapidus A History of Islamic Societig€ambridge, 1993), p. 427

1 Paul Georg Geis®re-Tsarist and Tsarist Central Asia: Communal Catment and Political Order in
Changeg(London, 2003), p. 127
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occupied a role comparable, though not identioahat of the Chaghatayiseksunder
Temdr. In the Khivan and Khokand khanates, thedeekJkinship groups constituted one
of a limited number of serious threats to the total aspirations of centralization; in
Bukhara, by contrast, they were by far the grestash threat.

With the ascent of Shah Murad to the Manghit thraneew chapter began in
Bukharan history. The severe weakening of centsghkhanid authority during the
period of vassalage due to Shah Nadir's aforenmedipolicies - a process which, of
course, had allowed the Manghits to become powerfille first place - clearly struck a
raw nerve with the new emir, for as soon as heissdjgovereignty he embarked on a
centralization and reform program radical by comterary standards. His first such act
was pregnant with symbolic meaning; he abandorelthingizid title of khan and
adopted the more traditionally Islamic oneadiir al-musliminor the leader of the
believers. Shah Murad was not the first CentrahAsuler to do so - Temur had done
the same, and today is still referred to in Uzagmir Timur but he backed up this
symbolic gesture by abandoning the custom of fdynmatalling a Chingizid rulet?
Henceforward, the dispensation of sovereignty watadh from ties to the Manghit
dynasty alone and the relationship of the rulésteom would depart from Chingizid
tradition.

Additionally, Shah Murad initiated four key reforriat took the emirate far from
the model of its Janid predecessor. In the aréiaarice, he responded to the increasing
capacity of Bukharan traders (due to ascendant @voiah networks that included Russia

and India) by instituting a reform of the currenicgt, for the first time,

2 |bid., p. 127. As Geiss notes, this did not méenend of all Chingizid customs, the enthronement
ceremony continuing for some generations.
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standardized the exchange system and silver compoheoinage? With regards to
taxation, he attempted to centralize tax colleciioime eastern parts of the emirate,
delegating authority to centrally appointed offi€ieather than relying on the traditional
mechanism of using theeksand their retinues for this purpose. Similarlynheved in
the direction of favoring taxes prescribed byshari ‘arather tharganun.Finally, the
areas of administration and law courts also expeee this shift to a more Islamic
emphasi¢? Shah Murad established a foundation on whichreidgzessors could build;
his attempt to weaken the power of beksthrough Islamization (as a legal or
administrative phenomenon, no reference here Imeaue to belief or practice) set a
precedent that defined the rest of Bukharan histoder the Manghits.

The reigns of the next two emirs, Haydar Amit (1-2&) and Nasrullah (1827-
60) carry Bukharan history to the arrival of théootal Russians. Historians generally
recognize the former as having adopted a less ssigeeposture than his fatHer.
Although he initially attempted to pursue the ceuwrsreform and centralization, by the
end of his reign he faced a major uprising fromtlagoUzbek kinship group, the

Qipchags?® At this time also, Shahrisabz emerged as a rgllyint for disgruntletbeks

3. M. Muminova (ed.)lstoriia Uzbekskoi SSR s drevneishikh vremen daiktaginei(Tashkent, 1974), pp.
115-6"Geiss,pp. 127-8

5 Ibid., p. 129; Mary HoldsworttTurkestan in the 18Century(Oxford, 1959), p. 4

® This, at least, is the description furnished bysSeis well as Holdsworth (p. 14). However, the waiu
edited by Muminova (n. 13) characterizes the 18214&ising at some length as an insurgency of the
peasant masses against feudal oppression centeurd &attago'rg'on in the eastern part of the ateninl
am not a specialist but am inclined to view thiarelsterization with some suspici@il the Soviet
literature | have read on the khanates goes td lgnegths to find evidence of class-based discamted
violence in these polities. Even the best Sovieblses studying the khanates, such as Yuri Breggl a
R.N. Nabiev, cannot avoid this framework, perhapsdasons beyond their control. At the same tthee,
Muminova volume is a serious work of scholarshipe Tact that its treatment of this rebellion does n
mention Qipchaq at all suggests the possibility tifva uprising may have consisted of multiple stean
which different scholars have stressed at vargrgls in the context of their own biases. Muminga,
125-7
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as thebekof that city supported the Qipchaq revolt. Shabaseekswould provide the
Bukharan center with numerous headaches wellletaadlonial / protectorate period.

Nasrullah pursued a much more radical course dfaleaation than either of his
aforementioned Manghit predecessors. In the 18@0sought to do away with théker
power base of thieeksby creating, for the first time, a standing araigarbozalso
apparently referred to in Turkic gara chirik) or infantry>’ This infantry included
approximately 2,000 farmers, craftsmen, and slessgding in settlements maintained by
the emir that did not fall under the purview of &@kl18 By creating a pool of armed men
who depended for their livelihood only on the seigm, Nasrullah succeeded in
supplanting th@odkersand, in the early part of his reign, killed thoussuwfbeksand
nokers.This development undoubtedly contributed to theaesponist path of Nasrullah's
career, notably his conquest of Khokand in 1842camsolidation of power over
Shahrisabz in 1855. Under Nasrullah, Bukhara feffitlst administered some provinces
directly through town-based bureaucrats recruitexh theSartpopulation rather than
throughbeks®

The above presentation supports the conclusionithiéie Bukharan emirate
during the course of the eighteenth and ninetemarituries, Islam became a partner of the
modernizing drives of the centralizing state. Thiamically legitimated reform package
created fertile ground for an embryonic processtloiogenesis, whereby the traditional

Turco-Muslim division between sedentary and nomemh& on sharper

¥ Muminova, p. 117

® Geiss., p. 129

® Some academic debate has occurred over the defioitithe wordSart. Geiss defines Sartas "a non-
tribal rural or urban dweller in pre-revolutiona@gntral Asia.” What seems clear is that it refetced
sedentary populations and had slightly differemnzations in the context of each individual khanat
Yuri Bregel has written an article on the use eftdrm in Khorezm (see below), but | have not enoss
a piece written after the early Soviet Orientalsgiscifically dealing with its use in the other khates.
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meaning. As the vast bulk of the emirate's sedgpigpulation increasingly came under
the direct control of the center (rather than unidandirect control through the Uzbek
beks)the Uzbeks became marginalized in numbers and rétythe the last adherents in
Central Asia of the Chingizid legacy with all itglitary, administrative, and conceptual
connotations. If one defines one's terms carefatg might say that this represented a
battle between Islam and the Chingizid leg@djthen | speak of Islam, | refer to a
conceptualization of the religious tradition asadministrative system on the part of the
center that excluded Chingizid principles. | do m&an to suggest that the Uzbeks who
legitimized their own authority on Chingizid modelere something other than 'Muslim’,
for they clearly defined themselves as such. Thet that their understanding of
sovereignty constituted an historical amalgam laihigc, Turco-Mongolian, and
Chingizid traditions of governance, whereas thairtal foe in the capital identified that
very amalgam as a threat to his power and the ggsegf his realm.

It needs to be clarified that the institutions onginarily associates with 'Islam’ -
mosques, courts, madrasas, or even shrines eatl sery much on the sidelines of this
showdown. Clearly the weight added by certain etniteeshari ‘aoverganundid mean
that Islamic institutions played a role in the caliting drive. But | have not encountered
any suggestion in the scholarship that figures igdigeassociated with such institutions,
such as th&azi, kazi-kalongr shaykh ul-islanthemselves urged the emirs to pursue such

a course. An examination of identity at the mieneel, and the ways in which historical

01 one does not define one's terms carefully, careeasily fall into the trap of claiming that trenter
represented 'high' Islam and the tribal groupsufaoplslam. This framework is well known in the
literature and is now coming under suspicion. Mgrapch is to distinguish between Islam as a sysfem
practices and beliefs, this being irrelevant far phesent paper, and Islam as a complex of preaxipl
governing statecraft and administration.
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actors conceptualized religious and other practicéseir locality to distinguish
themselves from others, might very well turn todlgut of such figures. Such an

examination is not proposed here.

The Khivan Khanate

Before the invasion of Nadir Shah, the Janid rudé¢tshorezm divided the oasis
administratively among four Uzbek tribal group® thyghur-Naiman, the Qunghirot-
Qiiat, the Nukus-Manghit, and the Qanghli-Qipch&tter the death of Nadir Shah, each
of these groups effectively ruled independentliheir independent spheres. Following
Chingizid tradition they installed a khan formatyKhiva, which had succeeded
Urganch as capital of Khorezm after a sixteenthiucgrshift in the Amudaryo. Without
exception, a Qazaq of Chingizid lineage servechas® While the Manghits dominated
the oasis in the 1760s, tim®qof the Qunghirots, Muhammad Amin, gained supremacy
in the 1760s. His dynasty remained in power uS@Qf?

Khiva felt the influence of Nadir Shah and the i®dRussians much more
acutely than Bukhara. The former did not redute Massalage but fully incorporated it
as part of his realm from 1736 until his death7d7. This decade was an unhappy one in
Khorezm due to Nadir Shah's aforementioned migradaicy, with a good portion of
the population suffering from violent Qizlbash s&hd in some cases retaliatifiés for
Russo-Khivan relations, they came to transcendmisommercial ties when, in 1717,

Peter | dispatched an (unsuccessful) expediti@)Qff0 soldiers to subdue

2 Guliamov, la. G. (ed.)storiia Uzbekskoi SSR s drevneishkikh vremen ulisgy XIXveka v chetyrekh
tomakh: tom pervy(iTashkent, 1967), p. 605

2 Geiss, pp. 137-8n0q;: the Khorezmian equivalent bék.

Z Muminova, p. 119
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Khiva.?* Russo-Khivan tensions reached a new level witfT #agist conquest of the
Qazag steppe in 1824-5. Khivan / Khorezmian agtahong the Qazags between the
Caspian and the Syrdaryo naturally predated thioke drussians by some centuries;
after 1825, Khiva did not automatically cease tantaan its claims of authority over
certain groups among the Qazags. This led to fredriessian accusations of Khivan
meddling in its internal affairs. Seymour Beckes hated that for this reason alone the
Russians had much better relations with Bukhafactareflected in the outcomes of the
1868 peace treaties). Another source of tensiomeber, stemmed from the increasing
activity of Russian merchants in Khorezm and aselecent to it in the last quarter of
the eighteenth century and the first quarter ohiheteenth century. In the decades
preceding its invasion of Khorezm, the Russian Eenpiade incessant demands that
Khiva recognize the equality of Russian merchanitsirealms, grant immunity to
Russian caravans on the banks of the Syrdaryoy@erd up the Amudaryo to Russian
commercial and military interests. In this cont&ktholas | sent off yet another
(unsuccessful) Russian expedition against Khivi389>°

While smaller in population than its Bukharan néigih) the Khivan khanate
featured greater political and social diversityrkinen, Qazaq, and Qaraqgalpaq tribal
groups resided in the vast deserts surroundingasie®® In Khorezm itself, Bregel has
argued that until the first half of the nineteecgimtury the bulk of the sedentary
population identified itself aSarts.During the Mongol and Timurid periods, the term

Sartalways denoted Iranian-speaking people; the sittemmtury Khivan historians

% H
Ibid., p. 119
% Seymour BeckeRussia's Protectorates in Central Asia: Bukhara &iila, 1865-1924London,
2004), pp. 13-14
*Georg, p. 137
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contrasted Iranian-speaking Khorezmig®ets,with Iranian-speaking Bukharans,
Tajiks?” Bregel has identified a number of elements cortistijuheSartidentity in the
Khivan khanate. These include their descent "frieenancient sedentary population of
Khorezm", their traditions associated with urbad agricultural lifestyles, their
predominance in the southern part of Khorezm, tiheimbership in the taxpaying class,
and their exclusive recruitment for filling the karof the civilian (as opposed to the
military) administratiorf® In Bregel's view, another key factor in undersiiagd
KhorezmianSartidentity lies in exploring their relationship withe Khorezmian
Uzbeks. The division betwe&artand Uzbek was one both of lifestyle and of
geography. In southern Khorezm, ®artspredominated and an office reservedSarts,
themehterran the local government. On the other hand, Untitedd groups populated
much of northern Khorezm; a military official, tgeshbegigoverned this area. In
addition to collecting taxes and being involvetbital government, thgoshbegand
mehterserved as the khan's principal advisers on milag civilian matters
respectively in the nineteenth cent@tftheqoshbegalso had the responsibility of
overseeing the activities of the semi-nomadic Qez@araqgalpaqgs, and Turkmen
residing in northern Khorezf During the course of the nineteenth century, nudiye
northern Uzbeks migrated south, adopting a sdifestyle; this period also saw the

consequent turkification of tt@artsby the middle of the nineteenth centtift is also

 yuri Bregel. "The Sarts in the Khanate of Khivagurnal of Asian Historyyol. 12, No. 2 (1978), pp.
1489

% bid., pp. 150-1

% bid., pp. 130-1

¥ |bid., p. 134

% The article merits two further unrelated observagtid-irst, Bregel quotes Soviet ethnographic seurce
the effect that as late as the 1950s Khorezmianvietvees expressed awareness of the differencedret
themselves and 'Uzbeks'. Second, this particuésephas received harsh criticism from Adeeb Kkhalid
his Politics of Muslim Cultural ReforrgBerkeley, 1998). Khalid interprets it as claimihgt a unitarysart
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possible that this process contributed to land Byrag at least one scholar has argued
that the landless peasant rather than the peasaliihalder was the predominant figure of
nineteenth-century Khivan agricultural Iffe.

Along with theSartsand Uzbeks, the Turkmen tribes constituted yetremot
significant socio-political element in the Khivaaliy. In the course of the nineteenth
century, the conflict between nomadic Turkmen aukstarized Uzbeks became the key
fault line in Khivan political life, culminating ia series of massive Turkmen uprisings
after 1900 against Khivan and Russian rule. Th&man moved into Khorezmian
territory from the western part of modern-day Tuekmstan in the sixteenth century due
in part to hunger for grazing lafidlin terms of their socio-cultural internal orgariaa,
the Turkmen tribes differed greatly from the Uzbdk@ one, in the Khivan context they
adhered to a modified version of thek-nokesystem. Bregel argues that Khorezmian
Turkmen resided in smaller groufmbas)united by blood ties through the paternal line.
With their augmented migration rates into Khorezmetritory in the seventeenth
century, members of th@asbecamenokersnot in relation to their own leaders, as
among the Uzbeks, but directly under the centrilaity, the khan in Khiva?

The first two Qunghirot rulers of Khorezm, Muhamn#edin (1765-91) and
Avazinoq(1799-1804) maintained reverence for the requir¢mie@hingizid descent in
a formal ruler. lltuzar (1804-6) became the fitder in Khorezm to abandon the

Chingizid legacy and proclaim himself khan of Khitge appears to have had a

identity existed and that tieehterrepresented the interestsSdrtsto the khan. He accuses Bregel of
"misunderstanding... the nature of both power amrounity inpremodern Central Asia." (p. 201, n..4d4)
fact, the article (as | interpret it) makes no scietim.

2 M. Y. Yul'dashevKistorii krestiian KhivyXIXvekéTashkent, 1966), p. 6

¥ u. le. Bregel'Khorezmskie Turkmeny vXIX vékoscow, 1961), p. 21

* Ibid., p. 118
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centralizing agenda in mind from the outset ofrais, but fate gave him little time to
realize his ambitions. His successor, MuhammadrR&l806-25) took on the reigns of
centralization and reform with great vigor. Hisarehs included standardization of the
coinage, development of a currency system withié mynt, codification of customs
regulations and centralization of tax collectioe. &lso initiated an attack on all the tribal
components of the Khivan polity with the goal alueing their autonomy from the
center. First and foremost, this meant the Uzbe&hip groups. In 1811, he launched a
highly destructive punitive expedition against Quingt (modern-day Kungrad,
Qaraqgalpagstan), a realm in the western part dfiieeezmian domains. Throughout
Khivan history Qunghirot served as a bastion biirresistance to centralization,
comparable in this respect to the status of Srathris the Bukharan emirate. He utilized
his 1818 Khorasan campaign to compel the participaif the Turkmen Ahal Teke and
Goekleng tribes, and likewise subdued the Chouddtriien of Manghyshlag. A
diplomatic attempt to compel Qazaq submission i91ailed due to Russian presstite.
In the realms of administration and military orgaation, Muhammad Rahim instituted
two innovations. First, in a pattern similar to dieypments in Bukhara, he sought to fill
his government witlsartsas a means of undermining Uzbek power. Secondg e ed
radically from the Chingizid heritage by attachtodhimself a personal body nbkers
recruited from the Turkmen tribes. This had thd difact of undermining Uzbek
influence and of centralizing control of the hightpbile Turkmen. Those Turkmen

groups which he could not defeat militarily, he glouas allies, again

3 Guliamov, pp. 668-9
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through thendkersystent® While these innovations did not translate intavhlis
centralization, they set a powerful precedenttierdourse of Khivan history.

In terms both of mechanism and outcome, the Khoeeme presents a very
different model from the variety of centralizatiparsued in Bukhara. The period from
the death of Muhammad Rahim | to the 1850s witrteaseexpansive Khivan policy,
coinciding with the reign of the bellicose Bukhaeamir, Nasrullah, and the course of
Khivan-Turkmen and Khivan-Uzbek relations followtee pattern established in the first
quarter of the nineteenth century.

Ultimately, Khiva did not do as well where Bukh#&egely succeeded, namely in
the complete standardization of legal and admatise practice across all the constituent
elements of the polity. This was undoubtedly duaéogreater socio-political diversity of
the Khivan khanate. Nevertheless, one should rsst lgghtly over a significant
development attributable directly to the centraligefforts of the Qunghirot khans,
namely the complete subjugation and even sedeaianzof the north Khorezmian
Uzbeks - the very group which had in the eighteeptiiury presented the greatest
obstacle to centralization. Where the Khivans sbtheir Uzbek problem, however, they
created a new Turkmen one. Due to their loosdiadithn with the Chingizid tradition,
and the prevalence among them ofdbarather thamotkerbased organization, the
Turkmen as a whole could not be undermined eddilg.khans' innovations made some
progress in this direction, but some tribal groapgys remained beyond the center's
reach.

Clearly, the character of centralization also tonka form different from that
observed in Bukhara; in the Khorezmian contexisiaace on Islamic legitimacy did not

*¥Geiss,p. 139
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strike the Khivan khans as necessary to justifjpdbaing the Chingizid heritage. In fact,
Bregel discovered evidence that Turknsranssought education and confirmation from
Khivan pirs*” However, these channels of religious authoritgheoextent they existed,
never presented themselves to the khans as aldesitaans of implementing
centralization, at least with respect to the Tumkmfenong theSartsand Uzbeks, of
course, a religious educational and legal hieradithyndeed exist on lines comparable to
those found in Bukhara. This in and of itself dad represent a departure from the past.
Nevertheless, Khiva does offer some similaritieth&éoBukharan case, as clearly the
ramifications of the khans' policies for ethnogénesthe khanate were great. The work
of Bregel has suggested that the sedentarizatitredfizbeks - a result of Khivan
centralization, as | have tried to suggest - aed ttultural and ethnic mixing with the
Sartsled to the emergence of some kind of new , sedetiabek’ ethnicity, however
embryonic. This in and of itself may arguably bermed among the greatest historical
developments in modern Central Asia. Surely, tHemKhivan case fits the bill of

'modernity’ as | have defined it.

The Khokand Khanate

In the eighteenth century, a numbebeksheld power in various parts of the
Farghona Valley. Among these, the Ming dynastydrtte city of Khokand® The rise of
this local family to regional power status occumethe second and third quarters of the
eighteenth century in the context of internatiaelelopments. In the second quarter of

the eighteenth century, the Mings asserted thigraver the two major cities in the

¥ Bregel,Khorezmskie Turkmeny, 175
¥ The Khokand and better-known Chinese Ming dynastiese nothing but the etymology of their name,
mingbeing the Mongol and later Turkic word for "thoudaand a unit of the Chingizid decimal system.
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valley, Andijon and Marghilon. Between 1756-60, @t@nese invaded Kashgar as well as
the Qalmyq state of Jungaria. Abdulkarim bii, thimdyruler in Khokand, approved the
requests of Qalmyg and Kashgar Muslim refugeeadsistance against the Chinese. This
gesture propelled him to valley-wide significafit@he Chinese dimension would
constitute an important part of the story of theokdnd khanate from its modest
beginnings all the way until its dissolution by tte@onial Russians in 1876. In large part
this stemmed from the importance of the Farghorshiar trade route through the Tien
Shan mountains for the economic vitality of thdexahnd the Khokandian urge to keep it
under tight control.

In its socio-political makeup the Khokand politgeenbled the Bukharan emirate
in some respects and the Khivan khanate in otWéth.respect to administration, the
structure of government and the legal system irsé¢tied regions of the Khokand
khanate closely mirrored that of Bukh&t@s in the Bukharan emirate, the Uzbek groups
in the valley both stood in the way of and congtilithe target of state centralization. At
the same time, the khanate came to occupy the ¢aitiitory of modern-day Kyrgyzstan,
as well as a good part of south Kazakstan up tvMAchet (modern-day Qyzylorda). The
presence of such a large nomadic population in Ehdk borders makes it comparable to
Khiva. At the same time, the polity is unique matvn right for having as subjects, on
the one hand, large numbers of people leading pletely nomadic lifestyle, and, on the
other, the population of one of the world's mostsgdy populated valleys. Of course, the
khanate is also distinguished by the fact thatkefBukhara and Khiva, it did not survive

colonial rule.

¥ Guliamov, p. 659
“ Holdsworth, p. 9
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The Kyrgyz residing in the southern part of modeéay-Kyrgyzstan came under
the rule of the Khokandians during the reign oflidéa Bii (c. 1770-98). At this time,
broad confederacies constituted the organizatiométefining the lives of most of the
Kyrgyz nomads. Narbota's successes among the Kyeguited not as much from
outright conquest as from strategic alliances inithvidual tribal leaders! The conquest
of the northern parts of the Kyrygz lands occuiretthe first quarter of the nineteenth
century. Khokand was most interested in the cafleaif taxes on the nomads' herds, and
to this end established a whole network of foressmcluding that at Pishpek in 1825.
This focus on taxation was important for the exgare of the Kyrgyz under Khokandian
rule, for the literature has suggested that, irkedhcontrast to Bukhara and Khiva, the
Khokandian consolidation / invasion saw the risa oéw elite landowning group among
the Kyrgyz known amanap.In 1961, the Kyrgyz scholar Usenbaev challenged the
argument of V. V. Bartol'd that theanap(Russianmanapstvohad emerged in the
eighteenth century, dating its rise to the firstatte of the nineteenth centdfyUsenbaev
argued that the titlmmanapdid not exist in "southern Kirgiziia", and that étldifference
between théays|of sedentary areas] and thranapsvas that the former had more
limited power and their power did not depend oiir fireeage.*® In the vein of much
Soviet literature on Islam among Central Asian ndsn&Jsenbaev also wrote that
Khokand used "the clerdgukhovenstvo)as a means of Islamizing the Kyrygz and
consolidating control, an argument seriously undeechby the fact that the center did

not in fact extend various forms of land tenurerdlie nomads or attempt to

1 Geiss, p. 147

% K. UsenbaevObshchestvenno-ekonomicheskie otnosheniia Kirgipeviod gospodstva Kokandskogo
khanstvaFrunze, 1961), p. 120. It bears mentioning thatrbsev relies heavily on Russian colonial
archives and travelogues.

“ bid., pp. 126-7
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sedentarize them on a massive stafe.any rate, thenanapargument has apparently
made its mark on the literature, receiving conftiomein a recent work as wéfl Noting,
then, that the argument has been received seribyslgme specialists, one can state that
Khokand approachesbmeof the nomads it conquered differently than Buklzard

Khiva.

The literature describes the reigns of Alim Khar9@-1810) and Umar Khan
(1810-23) as periods of centralization. These wlers certainly had ambitious plans for
asserting their control, but they faced greatditties in realizing their goals. Alim was
the first Ming to abandon the title bii used by his predecessors and adopt that of khan,
thus dispensing with the need for a Chingizid seiger. He lacked the strength, however,
to coerce the valley's Uzbeks on the model of BuklbaKhiva. Under Umar, the
dispensation of rule began to take a turn towdre$8ukharan model. Umar khan
adopted the titlef amir al-mumininat that time claimed by the Bukharan ruler. He also
emulated the posture of a classical Islamic ruldns patronage of cultural life and
architecture, including the capital's main mos@a®org notes a shift towardbari 'a
during his reigrf® According to one source, the early nineteenthurgrsiaw "the bestowal
upon a variety of parties honors and titles comrdmg to Bukharan [ones], the
construction of an administrative system and, imhanner, the emergence of a
centralized staté'"

There is at least one piece of evidence sugges$iatghe Ming rulers experienced

some success in popularizing the claim of theilagyynto sovereignty in the

“ Ibid., p. 31

% 3. S. Soodanbeko@bshchestvennyi i gosudarstvennyi stroi KokandskbgastvaBishkek, 2000), pp.
54-56

® Georg, p. 149

" Guliamov, p. 662
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khanate. In 1842, when Nasrullah of Bukhara occlidleokand and imposed a Manghit
ruler, a coalition of KhokandiaB®arts,Kyrgyz confederacies and Uzbek Qipchags united
to oust the Manghits and return a Ming ruler tottitene? Although the alliance
succeeded in its goal, it broke down soon aftethénaftermath, the Qipchags installed
their preferred Ming candidate and the last Khokam#éthan, Khudoyor. Qipchaq
pogroms ofSartswere followed by retaliatory massacres of Qipchasggated by the
khan?® While Khudoyor relied heavily o8artsin his battles with the Uzbeks, in the
meantime some Kyrgyz groups joined forces withnibv hostile colonial Russians. This
bloody and anarchic backdrop set the stage fdrRtlssian sack of Khokand (1866) and
the khanate's final decade of existence as an iahpessalage.

By the criteria of modernity as | have definedtite establishment of a new
dispensation of sovereignty, and the tireless piup$gentralization - the Mings squarely
fall in the category of the ‘modern’. Although ttodgarly failed in completely reducing
the autonomy of the tribal groups under their rillere are strong indications that they
succeeded in obtaining the acknowledgment and aplobtheir subjects of the
retirement of the Chingizid heritage. Ultimatelye tnokandian failure to undermine the
authority of the Qipchaq and Kyrgyz leaders didnestlt from lack of imagination.
Khokandian history withessed attempts to establigarmanent, standing army, and to
sedentarize at least some nomads. The historipkreation for the Khokandian outcome
may very well lie in the fact that, socially ancdbgeaphically, the realm was too unwieldy

to be managed by a center that sought both toasengs prerogatives and

# Georg, p. 150. The volume edited by Guliamov hss affered the explanation that the Manghit
governor's demand for an additional quarter ohér@est as tax fueled the alliance (p. 663).
Georg, p- 151
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redefine itself; in other words, the Chingizid itexh had been custom tailored to suit

precisely such a polity, spanning the divide ofribenadic and settled worlds.

Conclusion

Independent of their success in realizing theitraéming aspirations and gaining
popular acceptance of their abandonment of thegtthprinciple, all three ruling
dynasties discussed in this paper adopted metmodsrenciples of governance different
from past modes of statecraft in Central Asia.tiée did so, moreover, in the context of
an uncertain and unstable international landscédqeeein formidable outside powers
threaten to encroach upon the region. This sitmatmoturn, generated a level of
instability that yielded fertile ground for the ergence of rulers with new visions of
strong governance. It is therefore no coincidehaethe rulers of Bukhara, Khiva, and
Khokand all abandoned the Chingizid descent prieap a pillar of governance at
roughly the same time, around the turn of the e&mh century. Facing the threat or
reality of instability, many elements of these &secieties responded positively to the
promise of strong rule. Thus, structural conditiprevailed that made possible the
emergence of a new vision of centralized rulepgtteng to arm its dislike of centrifugal
tendencies with an ideologically legitimated disgzion of sovereignty. The new
dynasties in all three khanates sought to obviaggassibility of competing groups
crystallizing in opposition to their rule. | haveferred to this process as a pre-colonial
experience of modernity, based on the associatitreaoncept of modernity with states
that seek to rationalize, systematize, and undetsteeir subject populations in new

ways. This is, naturally, but one aspect of modgrand the khanates were clearly not
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'modern’ by the more recent standards of indugaiadn, commodification,
materialism, etc.

My belief that these dynasties represented a férmarernity’ also rests on my
argument that in all three polities the new dispgon of sovereignty and centralization
had a profound impact on processes of ethnogeMébireas in the case of the Khivan
Sartsand Uzbeks state policy led to the emergence efagthnicity, in many cases the
settled / nomad divide acquired a formidable ndiersee that frequently led to mass
violence. State policies, then, clearly impacteshtidy formation among subjects.

This leads to one final suggestion regarding tlaioaship between religion and
ethnogenesis in the Central Asian context. Bukiénaja and Khokand present three
different models of the use of the administratind kegal complex of Islam as a
mechanism of consolidating power: Bukhara emplalednsistently, Khiva did not
utilize it at all, and Khokand experimented witle tiossibility. At first glance, this would
seem to indicate that Islamically-legitimated sted#t tends to succeed in undermining
centrifugal tendencies. However, we have also gbdahat Bukhara, the most
successful of the three in centralizing effectiwglih comparably little violence, was the
least socially diverse of the three realms, whekdémga and Khokand both had large
nomadic, semi-nomadic, and sedentary populatianse ©f them adhering to Chingizid
modes of organization and sovereignty and othdrdfribe above hypothesis about the
role of Islam were true, Khokand would have faretidy at least on some level than
Khiva. And yet the Khivan Qunghirot dynasty, howeNmaited in its sovereignty,
outlived Khokand by almost half a century. Thisrsedo suggest that Islamization of

institutions wasiotthe key to successful centralization in CentrabAsithe period
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before colonialism; rather, dynasties that adoptaditary, consistent ideology that
matched the specific conditions of the particuldity, and that could therefore
accommodate the notions of justice and sovereigfrttye bulk of the population, had a

better chance of ensuring central supremacy anuiniaing inter-group violence.
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