The American Journal of Social Science and Education Innovations IMPACT FACTOR

(ISS'N —2689-100x) 2021:5.857
Published: February 27, 2021 | Pages: 133-140
Doi: https://doi.org/10.37547/tajssei/Volumeo3lssue02-21 OCLC-1121105668

¢

Reforms Of The Western Turkish Khanate In The Chach
Administration

Yoqubjon Muhamedov
Teacher, Department Of "Archeology”, National University Of Uzbekistan Named After Mirzo
Ulugbek

Copyright: Original
content from this work
may be used under the
terms of the creative
commons  attributes
4.0 licence.

ABSTRACT

The article discusses some of the issues related to the reforms of the Western Turkic Khanate in the
early Middle Ages under Chach, based on written sources and archeological (mainly numismatic)
materials, as well as research on the history of the oasis in recent years. In particular, the existence of
administrative or political governance in the Chach oasis management system during this period, the
location of the administrative centers, the reforms carried out by the khanate in the management of
the oasis, and the methods and tools used in oasis management among researchers were analyzed.
The article also provides a detailed analysis of the history of Chach's administrative reforms by the
Western Turkic Khanate on the basis of scientific sources, especially numismatic materials.
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INTRODUCTION

We need to refer to the sources that have to determine the methods and tools used by
preserved more information about the any state in governing the states within which
administration of the Chach dynasty, it is known, especially the vassals of the
especially the sources in the Chinese Western Turkic Khanate.

chronicles, in order
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As the Western Turkish Khanate established
its rule in the Chach oasis, it resorted to a
number of methods and means, as was the
case with other vassal oasis administrations.
Firstly, written sources in Chinese, Arabic-
Persian and Sogdian languages, and secondly,
numismatic
However, with the exception of some scholars
[1], most historians, while covering the history
of the early medieval Chach oasis, did not
approach the issue in depth, noting that the
Khaganate, like other kingdoms, established
relative rule here, leaving local dynasties in

materials confirm this idea.

place and limited to tribute. emphasized [2].

In order to gain a deeper understanding of the
form of government established by the
Western Turkic Khanate in the Chach oasis, it
is necessary to look at the form of
government of other governments in the
vicinity of the oasis, whose socio-political and
economic-cultural life is similar. The
Khaganate, which simultaneously took control
of Fergana, Otrar, Ustrushna, and the Sughd
region in neighboring Chach, did not initially
interfere in their internal affairs, allowing local
dynasties to
restricting them mainly to tribute, but this
policy changed over time. - Although it is

noticeable that different methods and means

govern themselves and

have been introduced in vassal relations, it is
clear that not all of them have used the same
method. The khanate seems to have ruled
some of them directly, that is, to have
abolished or reduced their position in the local
appointed
representatives of their own dynasty in their

dynasty, and to have

place, while others have ruled indirectly, that
is, by sending their representatives to the
places only as deputies.

Although this is the case, this idea, which most
scholars consider to belong to only a part of
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the Khanate period, seems to have been
accepted for its entire period, with a few
exceptions, and most researchers repeat the
same idea. However, some scholars claim that
the Khaganate distributed its vassals as a
nation to the members of the Ashina dynasty -
princes, and describe Chach as a nation first
on the border of Tardun, then Sheguy shad,
which dates back to the last quarter of the VI
century - the first half of the VII century [3].

It should be noted that the assassination of
the Chach ruler Inye (Inal) by this Sheguy in
605 and the transfer of power in the oasis to
Tegin Tianchji also coincided with these years.
According to Chinese chronicles, if the
representatives sent by the khanate to Sughd
and Tokharistan in the 590s met with the
same title, [4] the question arises as to
whether the national system was not
introduced in these countries as well. If the
states that

"[Haqqg's] sons and brothers were called shad,

Chinese chronicle Tan Shu
all those who ruled over the other tribes with
their soldiers were called shad" [5], the
problem is much more serious. it becomes
clear. Thus, the fact that in almost the same
years in Chach, Sughd and Tokharistan the
representatives of the Tigununvan worked for
some time suggests that the Khaganate also
tried to introduce a national system in the
oasis administrations.

If, as mentioned above, there was evidence
that the Khaganate sent a prince to each of
the other oases, such as Chach, Bukhara,
Sughd, and Tokharistan, in the last quarter of
the seventh century, a number of issues with
the administration of the Khaganate oasis
could be solved. For now, however, it can be
said that although the rule of the oasis was
given to a prince by the khanate, or vice versa,
most of them continued to be ruled by local
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dynasties. Perhaps the method used by the
khanate to nomads in the settlement of
settlements was their own. he must have
tried to use the method of dividing them into
a prince - a tag or a shad - as a "nation" while
leaving the existing chief in his place. So, G'.
As Boboyorov points out, the "nation system"
in the Turkish khanate was different from a
number of subsequent Turkic and Turkic-
Mongol states, that is, it was less developed
and was still in a "budding state."[6] The fact
that the ruling dynasties of the six separate
oasis rulers in East Turkestan, such as Turfan,
Aksu, Karashahr, Kashgar, Khutan, and Qumul,
place, the khanate sent
representatives to control them, and married

remained in

local rulers was an indication of indirect rule.
In the administrations of Fergana and
Tokharistan, the opposite is true. Evidence
that the Western Turkic khagans appointed a
prince of the Ashina dynasty to rule each of
these kingdoms, and that no marital relations
were established between the local dynasty
and the khaganate, established direct rule in

Chach, Fergana, and Turkestan.

The Western Turkic Khanate used different
methods and means in the management of all
three kingdoms, such as Sughd (Samarkand,
Panj, Nakhshab, Kesh, etc.), Bukhara,
Otrar, Khorezm, and so on.
appointed representatives of his household,

Ustrushna,

and sent deputies to some, or established a
marital relationship, which is confirmed by the
following examples:

The Hakans established marriages with the
rulers of Samarkand and Bukhara, probably
Panch, that is, they gave their daughters to
the local rulers;

Nakhshab and
Ustrushona was changed, the power of the

The administration of

The USA Journals Volume 03 Issue 02-2021

- 1121105668

local rulers was abolished, and they were
replaced by representatives of the Khaganate;

In a number of administrations, in particular
dynasties of
administrations in Kesh, Khorezm and Sughd,
were left under their rule.

the local several smaller

Thus, the methods and means used by the
khanate in the Chach administration differed
slightly from most of the dozens of oasis
rulers in East Turkestan and the Amudarya-
Syrdarya oasis, and were similar only to some
of the rulers in Fergana, Tokharistan, and
Sughd. It should be noted that the khanate
used this method not for all the rulers in the
Chach oasis, but for the main dynasty in the
oasis, some small or secondary rulers
continued their rule and their control was
exercised by representatives of the Ashina
dynasty of Chach. This is confirmed not only
by some written data, but also by numismatic
materials, and the presence of different marks
(,,) and titles (“tegin”, “tudun”, ‘“eltabar”,
“xuvu”) on Chach coins minted by different
authorities [8] also confirms. At this point, the
question of why the Khaganate introduced
Chach

administration requires an explanation. For

such an administration in the
this purpose it is necessary to dwell on the
question of "exactly what factors introduced
the various methods and means on the
ground when the khanate ruled its vassals."
According to
introduced methods of governing its vassals

researchers, the khanate

mainly due to the following factors[9]:
Geographical location of oasis dominions;
The strategic importance of oasis rulers.

The first factor is that the oasis is rich in
in the
geographical location of the dominions. The

natural resources or vice versa
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dominions in the relatively narrow valleys of
East Turkestan did not have large pastures
and were not suitable for large populations.
The khanate had little chance of relocating
large populations to these lands or stationing
troops. A similar situation is observed in some
oasis administrations between the Amudarya
and Syrdarya. An example of this is the
Khorezm oasis. The local dynasty here, the
Africans, maintained their rule during the
Turkish Khanate, as they did during the
Hephthalite period, and were limited to
paying tribute based on the Khanate, with the
exception of certain titles and epithets. In any
case, this was due to the fact that the
Khorezm oasis was far from the central
territory of the khanate - Ettisuv [10], and on
the other hand, there was no major political
force that threatened Khorezm at that time. It
is true that the Khorezm oasis was close to the
Sassanid territory of Iran in the south-west,
but the rulers of the oasis in this region, such
as Merv, Dehistan, Gurgan, were also subject
to the khanate.

If we look at the example of the Tokharistan
Yabgulari [11], one of the dynasties that
emerged in connection with the Western
Turkic Khanate, such as the Chach Tegin, the
area was one of the most remote in the
southwestern part of the Khanate, close to
Sassanid Iran. In the 620s, a branch of the
Western Turkic khanate, the Yabgu dynasty,
ruled here, controlling dozens of large and
small kingdoms here on behalf of the khanate.
The Khanate's troops
Tokharistan to the interior of Khorasan and

marched from
Kabul, and claims to the area sometimes
sparked disputes between the Khanate and
the Sassanids. (12) Hence, Tokharistan was of
great strategic importance for the khanate.
Due to this, the khanate used the practice of
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direct administration - the appointment of
representatives of the Ashina dynasty instead
of the local dynasty, which remained relative
until the 750s.

Although strategically small in geography,
administration in Fergana passed directly into
the hands of members of the Ashina dynasty,
who were assassinated in 630 by a local
dynasty in Fergana. [13] Princes of the Ashina
dynasty took over the administration, and this
dynasty It continued to operate until the 750s.
Representatives of this dynasty issued coins in
the name of the Khaganate, which reflected
the title of "Khagan" in the ancient Turkic-
and Sogdian scripts.
attribute the direct administration of the
khanate in Fergana to the fact that the area

Runic Researchers

had extensive pastures. Thus, the natural
geographical location of the Fergana Valley, ie
the location of the ruling class and the
location of the Khanate's armies, and its
suitability for new migration in general, led to
the use of such a method.

In this respect, the Chach oasis and the
Fergana Valley are similar. The Chach oasis
itself and the surrounding areas are suitable
for agriculture and cattle-breeding, as well as
having large pastures, and during the khanate
a significant number of people came here
from the middle basins of the neighboring
Ettisuv and Syrdarya rivers. In this regard, the
share of the Turkish population, which has
long been a significant part of the local
population, is increasing. This is confirmed by
the appearance of dozens of Turkic toponyms
in the oasis [15]. In short, the establishment of
direct rule in Chach, as in Turkestan and
Fergana, can be considered to be related to
the natural geographical location of the land.

136



The American Journal of Social Science and Education Innovations
(ISSN —2689-100x)
February 27, 2021 | 133-140
https://doi.org[10.37547/tajssei/Volumeo3lssue02-21

MPACT FACTOR
2021:5. 857

- 1121105668

According to a number of researchers, the
information about Choch in the Chronicle "Tan
Shu" shows that the four Chach rulers who
ruled the oasis between 640 and 750 met in
the title of Tudun [16], In the Sogdian
document A-14 (720) the person named tdwn
is mentioned as an official in charge of political
issues related to Chach [17], and in Tabari's
work the phrase "Tudun malik ash-Shosh"
("The ruler of Shosh Tudun") is mentioned.
[18] and Beruni's use of the word "tudun" as
the title of the ancient rulers of Shosh [19]
confirms the existence of the Tudun dynasty
in the oasis almost at the same time as the
Tegin dynasty. The fact that the phrase tdwn
c'cynk xwb ("the ruler of Chach Tudun")
appears on coins of the 7th and 8th centuries,
further confirms this idea. The mention of Shi-
go as Fu-wan ("Deputy Ruler of the Chach
State") [21] suggests that the former was the
main dynasty and the latter the secondary
dynasty. However, the constant involvement
of the Tuduns as a decisive factor in the
political events surrounding Chach during the
years 640-750 shows that they took the reins
of Chach's power into their own hands. This
must be due to the fact that the khagans were
directly responsible for the control of the
vassals.

At this point, the question arises as to
whether there was a need to send smoke here
if the Western Turkic Khanate had appointed a
prince-tegin to the administration of the
Chach oasis and taken direct control of the
land. The fact that the princes responsible for
the administration of this land sent their
ambassadors to China as the ruling dynasty of
this land and began to mint coins, signifying a
certain degree of independence in their
According to
Boboyorov, the Chach Tegin had become local

internal administration, G.
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rulers who were not much different from
other vassal rulers in the eyes of the khanate,
who later gave the dynasty members eltabar
titles and sent their representatives with
tudun titles to control them. As a
confirmation of his opinion, the researcher
cites the occurrence of the sentences c’cynk
gwbw tk ’ryttpyr (“The ruler of Chach Tegin? -
Eltabar”) on coins belonging to the Chach

Tegin [23].

This means that the existence of separate
dynasties such as the Tegins and the Tuduns in
the Chach oasis at the same time raises the
question of whether there was dual rule in the
oasis, but a closer look at the written sources
reveals the importance of the methods and
tools used by the Turkish Khanate to govern
its vassals. when approached, it turns out that
this situation is related not to dualism, but to
the peculiarities of the rule of the khanate. By
the way, the title tudun was used to refer to
the representatives who were not directly
related to the ruling dynasty of the Turkish
khanate, mainly to control the rulers of the
conquered lands and to collect taxes there
[24]. This allows Tegin to be considered the
ruler of Chach, and Tudun the representative
sent by the khanate to control him. The
Western Turkic Khanate, while preserving
their old local dynasties not only in Chach but
also in the control of dozens of oasis rulers,
appointed representatives of some of their
dynasties, as well as supervisors, known as
Tudunlikdeb, who held the reins of power. He
controlled the main ruling dynasties of the
oasis, called the “Chach Tengins,” the “Chach
Rulers,” and other small dominions in the
oasis. The main thing was that they acted on
behalf of the Khagans, that is, they were the
deputies of the Khaganate.
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Thus, the Western Turkic Khanate introduced
a number of methods and tools in the
management of the Chach oasis, as in other
oasis administrations, in the suzerain-vassal
relationship. In the Chach oasis, as in Fergana,
Turkestan and Kabulistan, such relations were
carried out directly, ie directly, as evidenced
by the fact that the administration of the oasis
was headed by the Chach Tegin (605-750),
whose origins are related to the Ashina
dynasty. The deputies of the khanate, the
Tuduns, were also associated with the
establishment of direct rule in Chach. In
Samarkand, Panj, Kashgar, Turfan and a
number of other oasis administrations,
indirect management, ie the establishment of
marital ties and thus the control of the
khanate, is not found in the Chach
administration.
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