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Abstract. The Ulus of Jochi, better known as the Golden Horde, was a western Mongol
state founded in the middle of the thirteenth century following the Mongol conquest of the Qipchaq
Steppe and the Rus’ principalities. It was named “Ulus of Jochi” because it was ruled by the heirs
of Jochi (d. 1225), Chinggis Khan (r. 1206-27)’s eldest son.

This paper will examine how the Jochid ulus (in the sense of people) were identified in the
sources composed in the Turko-Mongol states of the Mongol and post-Mongol periods. More
specifically, it will conduct a brief but broad-range examination of llkhanid, Timurid, Shibanid
Uzbek, Crimean Tatar, Ottoman, and “Kazakh” sources in order to investigate the nature of Jochid
ulus identity as understood by their contemporaries. The thesis that this paper will defend is that
the Jochid people, who were identified as Jochi eli as well as Uzbek, Tatar, and Togmag in various
sources, were viewed as one and the same people by their contemporaries, and that the modern
Kazakhs, whose ancestors were identified with these group identities in the sources, are the most
representative descendants of the Jochid ulus. As a result of the study, the author focused on
different opinions regarding the history of the development of the Zhoshi ulus and unified
historical data relating to the period of existence of the ulus.

Materials and Methods. In the course of writing the article, such general methods as
sorting, collecting, systematizing, comparing and conducting an examination of data related to the
history of the Zhochi ulus were used. Among them, the historical similarity of data from a scientific
point of view was highlighted by systematizing and comparing the functions performed by the
descendants of Jochi in governing the country.

Keywords: Ulus Jochi, Horde, Turkic-Mongolian, Chagatai language, khan, sultan,
Kipchak, Kazakh, Shaybanids.
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3AMAHJACTAP KO3IMEH KOIIbI YJIBICHI
(XAJIKBI) TYPAJIBI KEUBIP ECKEPTIIEJIEP
Jcro-10n Jlu
Toponro ynusepcurerti (Kanana)

Anparna. Kazipri tapuxaamana Antei Opaa neren atnes Oenriiai Xombr yisicsr XI1T
FachIpbIH opTacbiHaa MoHrosgap Jemti Kpinmmak neH opbic KHS3AIKTEPIH Kaylan ajlfaHHAH
KeliH Kypbutrad batsic Monron Memieketi. On «Koubl yisich» aen HbHFbIc xaHHbIH (1206-
1227 x.xk.) ynken yibl JXKomiblHbIH (1225 k. 11.) yprnakTapbl 6acKapraHIbIKTaH aTaJJIbl.

Maxkanana MOHFOJI >KOHE OJIaH KEWIHI1 Ke3€HJErl TYPKI-MOHFOJI MeMIIEKETTepiHe
JKa3zpulraH Jaepekkesnepaeri JKomiel yipIicTapbiHa (YWIBIC — XajiblK JIETeHIl Oliaipei)
3aMaHIaCTHIPBIHBIH KO3Kapachkl Moceseci KapacTeipbutansl. Cosl 3aMaHgacTapbiHBIH KOsl
VIBICBIHBIH ~ OOJIMBIC TaOWFAaThIHA KATBICTBI TYCIHITIH 3€pTTEY MaKCaTblHAAa WIXaH/BIK,
tumypuarik, [1luban-e36ex, Keippim-tatap, Ocman koHe «Ka3ak» JepeKTepiHe KIlmripiM, 0ipak
KEH ayKbIMJIbI 3epTTey KYprizinai. by MakamanbIH Herisri Te3uci — apTypdi aepektepae Kourbl
e, e30eKTep, TaTapiap, TOKMaK Jen aTainraH JKOIIbl YIIBICHIHBIH XalKbIH 3aMaHaacTapbl Oip
xanelK gen ecentereH. COHBIMEH Karap Jepekkeslepiae ara-6abanapbl OChl  XaJbIKIECH
colikecTeHAIpIIreH Ka3ipri Kazakrap YKol YIBICBIHBIH HET13T1 Myparepiiepi 00Jbin TaObuIabl.
JKyMBICTBIH HOTHXKeCiHJle aBTOpP, JKOIIBI YJIBICHIHBIH JlaMy TapuxblHa OalIaHBICTBI QpPTYpIi



niKipJepre TOKTaJbII, YIBICTBIH ©Mip CypreH Ke3eHiHe KaTbICThl TApUXU epeKTepai Oip xylere
KEJITIPTeH.

3eprTey MaTtepuajaapbl MeH duictepi. Maxkana a3y OapbichiHna JKomibl yiIbICHI
TapUXbIHA KATBICTHI IEPEKTEP/Il JKUHAKTAY, XKYHesey, CypblnTay, CalbICThIpy, capanTaMa kacay
CUSIKTBI JKaJIbIFa OPTAK JIC-TOCUIACP KOJIIAHBLIIBI.

Tipek ce3aep: JXombl YWIBICH, Op/ia, TYPKi-MOHFOJ, IIIaFaTai Tiji, XaH, CYJITaH, KbIMIIIAK,
Ka3ak, MmubaHuaTep.

Cinreme skacay ymin: JDxro-FOn JIu. 3amanmacrap kesimeH JYKomibl YIIBICHI (XaJIKbl)
Typanel kenbOip eckeprnenep // MUSEUM.KZ. 2024. Ne2 (6). 52-59 66. DOI
10.59103/muzkz.2024.06.07

HEKOTOPBIE 3AMEYAHUSA OB YJIYCE (HAPOJE) J:KYUHU
I''IASAMU COBPEMEHHUKOB
Jncro-FOn Jlu
Yuusepcuret ToponTo (Kanama)

Annoranus. B nepsoii nonoBune XIII Beka pesynbrare 3aBoeBanus Jamt-u Keinuaka u
PYCCKMX KHSDKECTB MOHIOJIaMM 3TH TEPPUTOPUHM BOLUIM B COCTaB 3alaJHO-MOHIOJIbCKOTO
rocyaapcTBa, MMEHOBABILIEIOCS B UCTOUYHUKAX Yiycom J[Ky4u, B COBpeMEHHOI ucropuorpaduu
— 3onoroit Oppoii. [lepBoe HanMeHOBaHHUE OH IMOJIYYNJI, IOCKOJIBKY 3TUM yJycOM MOHI0JIbCKOM
UMIICpUH MPABHIIN MIOTOMKH cTapiiero cbiHa Yunrucxana (roasl npasinenus 1206-1227) xyuun
(ym. 1225).

B cratbe aHanu3upyroTCs CBEAEHUS HCTOYHUKOB, HAIUCAHHBIX B IMpEAENax THOPKO-
MOHTOJIBCKHX TOCYJapCTB MOHT'OJILCKOTO M TIOCIEMOHTOJILCKOTO TIEPHOOB, 00 HIeHTH(PUKAINN
Hapoaa Yayca Jlyuu (ynyc kak jdroAu). B dacTHOCTH, aBTOPOM M3YYEHBI CBEACHUS IIMPOKOTO
Kpyra CpeJHEBEKOBBIX WIbXaHUACKUX, THUMYPHJICKHX, IINOaHUICKO-y30€KCKUX, KpPBIMCKO-
TaTapCKUX, OCMAHCKMX M Ka3aXCKMX HCTOYHUKOB O TOM, KAaK BOCIIPMHHUMAIM COBPEMEHHHMKHU
UJCHTUYHOCTh HacesneHus Yiayca JIKyun. ABTOpOM OOOCHOBBIBA€TCS TE3MC O TOM, YTO
BCTpEUarolrecs: B pa3jINvHbIX UCTOYHHKAX 00O3HAauYeHUs HaceneHus Ynyca J[Kydw Takue Kak
Joxyun snu (Koms! eni), y30eku, TaTapbl 1 TOKMaKH MCIIOJb3YIOTCS JUIsl BCETO HACEJIEHUS M OHU
N0JIpa3yMeBarOT OJIMH U TOT ke HapoA. KpoMe Toro, o MHEHHIO aBTOpa, COBPEMEHHBIE Ka3axH,
MPEIKH KOTOPBIX UAECHTU(UIUPOBATIUCH C STUMH TPYIIIOBBIMU UACHTUYHOCTSMHU B UCTOYHHKAX,
ABJISIIOTCSL  HaubOosiee MpeACTaBUTEIbHBIMH TMOTOMKamMu Yiyca JDxkyuu. B pesynbrare
IIPOBEJCHHOIO MCCIEAOBAHUSA aBTOP OCTAHOBWJICS HA pPAa3jIMYHbIX MHEHUSX OTHOCUTEIBHO
UCTOpUHU pa3BuTHs Ynyca [[kydn u yHUDUIUPOBAT HCTOPHYECKHE IaHHBIE, Kacarouluecs
nepuoja CyliecTBOBaHUS yiyca.

Marepuanbl 1 MeTOAbl MCCIeA0BaHUA. B Xo[e HanmucaHus CTaThbU UCIOJIb30BAIUCH
Takue o0Iine MeToNbl, Kak cOop, CHUCTeMaTu3alus, COPTHUPOBKA, CPAaBHEHHE W IPOBEACHUE
AKCIIEPTU3BI JaHHBIX, CBA3aHHBIX ¢ UcTOpuel Yiyca JLKydn.

Kuawuessble cioBa: Yiyc Jxyun, Opna, TIOpKO-MOHTOJIbCKUI, YaraTauCKun A3bIK, XaH,
CyJNTaH, KbITYaK, Ka3ax, ITMOAHUTBI.

Jas uutupoBanms: J[xro-tOn Jlu. Hekoropeie 3amedanus 06 Yiyce (Hapozae) xyuu
rmazamu  coBpemennukoB /[ MUSEUM.KZ. 2024. Ne2 (6). C. 52-59. DOI
10.59103/muzkz.2024.06.07

Introduction. The llkhanid View of the Ulus of Jochi. The llkhanid Mongol view of the
ulus of Jochi is well presented in the Jami* al-tavarikh, the universal history written in Persian by
Rashid al-Din (d. 1318) in the early fourteenth century. Rashid al-Din refers to the Jochid people
as uliis-i Jiichi, which he divides into “Batu’s ulus (ultis-i Batu)” and “Orda’s ulus (uliis-i Orda)”.
Rashid al-Din adds that Batu commanded half of Jochi Khan’s troops while Orda commanded the



other half [Thackston, 1998]. Importantly, Mayqi (Bayqu), whom the modern Kazakhs view as
their ancestor, is mentioned in the Jami ‘ al-tavarikh as one of the four commanders (amirs) given
to Jochi by Chinggis Khan [Qazagstan tarihy turaly Mongol derektemeler, 2006]. Mayqi later
commanded the right wing of Batu’s army [Thackston, 1998].

The ulus (people) of the Jochid state began to be called Uzbek from the reign of Uzbek
Khan (r. 1313-41) [Joo-Yup Lee, 2016]. Accordingly, the llkhanid historian Hamd Allah Mustaufi
Qazvini refers to the army of Uzbek Khan that invaded the Ilkhanate in the mid-fourteenth century
as Uzbeks (Uzbakiyan) and calls the Jochid state “the kingdom of Uzbek (mamlakat-i Uzbak)” in
his Persian history Tarikh-i guzida [Tizengauzen, 1941]. Qazvini’s son Zain al-Din, who added
the description of the events that took place in Iran between 1341 and 1390 to the Tarikh-i guzida,
also designates the Ulus of Jochi ruled by Jant Beg Khan (r. 1342—57), son of Uzbek Khan, as “the
Ullus of Uzbek (ults-i Uzbak)” [Tizengauzen, 1941: 97].

The Timurid View of the Ulus of Jochi. Like the Ilkhanid historians, the Timurid historians
referred to the people of the Jochid state as ultis-i Jicht and Uzbek. In addition, they used the term
Togmag as the designation of the Jochid ulus. Notably, the Zafar-nama by Sharaf al-Din ‘Ali Yazdi
(d. 1454), completed in 1425 and dedicated to Ibrahim Sultan (r. 1415-35), son of Shahrukh
and grandson of Temiir (r. 1370-1405), uses both ultis-i Jichi and Uzbek for the Jochid nomads,
including the Kazakh ancestors, that is, the nomads of the eastern Qipchaqg Steppe. For instance,
Yazdi relates that when Temiir crossed the Syr Darya and invaded the Qipchaq Steppe, the Jochid
ruler Urus Khan (r. ca. 1368-78) brought together “all the Jochid people (tamam-i uliis-i Jiichi)”
in response [Sharaf al-Din ‘Al1 Yazdi, 1957]. Yazdi also writes in the Zafarnama that “some of the
Uzbek people (ba‘zi uliis-i Uzbak)” were pillaged during Temiir’s campaign in “the right wing of
the Ulus of Jochi Khan (ults-i dast-i rast-i Juchi khan)” [Sharaf al-Din ‘Al Yazdi, 1957: 541].
Elsewhere, Yazdi refers to the envoys dispatched to Temiir by Edigii (d. 1419) and Temiir Qutluq
Khan (r. 1397-99), who became the new rulers of the Jochid Ulus after Toqtamish Khan’s
downfall, as “the Uzbek envoys (ilchiyan-i Uzbak)” [Sharaf al-Din ‘Ali Yazdi, 1957: 34].

Other Timurid historians also used both ultis-i Juchi and Uzbek to refer to the Jochid
nomads. Nizam al-Din Shami, who composed another Zafar-nama, the earliest known history of
Temiir, which he wrote in Persian in 1404 at the order of Temiir himself, refers to the Jochi realm
as “the Uzbek domain (vilayat-1 Uzbik)” in his work when describing a Jalayir amir who revolted
against Temiir and fled to Urus Khan [Tauer, 1937]. Similarly, Mu‘In al-Din Natanzi refers to the
throne of the western wing of the Jochid state, which Urus Khan had captured, as “the Uzbek
throne (takht-i Uzbak)” in his Muntakhab al-tavarikh-i Mu‘ini, [Aubin, 1957] a general history
from Creation to 1413-14, written in Persian in 1413—14 for Shahrukh (r. 1405—47), son of Temiir.
Describing the conquest of the Ulus of Jochi by Temiir, Natanzi states that “the entire capital of
the Uzbeks was destroyed by the Chaghatay (majmi‘-i paytakht-i uzbak dar zir-i dast va pay-i
jaghatay ‘aliyaha safilaha shud)” [J. Aubin, 1957: 349]. He also designates the domains of Temiir
Malik, son of Urus Khan, as “the Ulus of Jochi (ults-i Jichi)” in his work [Aubin, 1957: 427].

Timurid historians also used the term Togmag as a designation for the Jochid ulus [Go, de
Rachewiltz, Krueger, Ulaan, 1990] For instance, Natanzi employs the term Togmag to refer to the
armies of both Temiir Malik and Temiir’s protégé Toqtamish. He calls the army of the former “the
Togmagq troublemakers (btilghatilan-i Tuqmaq)” and the army of the latter “the Togmaqg army
(lashkar-i Tagmaq)” [Aubin, 1957: 425-436].

Here, one should note that the ulus of Urus Khan and Toqtamish Khan, who were Jochid
leaders from modern-day Kazakhstan, that is, the eastern Qipchaq Steppe, were not distinguished
from the right wing Jochid ulus by Timurid historians. In other words, Timurid historians did not
differentiate between the Kazakh ancestors inhabiting the eastern Qipchagq Steppe and their
western counterparts residing in the western Qipchaqg Steppe. The Shibanid Uzbek View of the
Ulus of Jochi. The Shibanid Uzbek historians identified the Uzbeks with the ulus of Jochi. Notably,
Otémis Haj1, who wrote the Tarikh-i Diist Sultan or Chingiz-nama, a history of the Ulus of Jochid,
in Chaghatay Turkic in Khorezm in the 1550s, refers to the Jochid ulus as Uzbeks. He writes as



follows: Again, during the time of Berke Khan, the Uzbek people became Muslim. After that, they
turned away from religion and became unbelievers. This time, Uzbek Khan became a Muslim.
Since then, the Uzbek people have not abandoned Islam (Basa, Barki Han zamaninda Ozbeg
ta’ifasi musulman bolup erdilédr. Olardin song yend murtadd bolup kafir bolup erdildr. Bu yol ki
Oz Beg Han musulman boldi. Andin birii Ozbeg ta’ifasining Islami tagayyur tapmadi)
[Kawaguchi, Nagamine, 2008].

Abii al-Ghazi Bahadur Khan (r. 1644—63) attributes the origin of the designation Uzbek to
Uzbek Khan in his Sajara-i Tiirk, a history of the Chinggisids up to the ‘Arabshahid Uzbek
dynasty. He explains that Jochi eli became Uzbek eli after Uzbek Khan’s reign as follows:

[Uzbek Khan] brought the el and ulus to the faith of Islam. Thanks to this possessor of
good fortune, all the people had the honor of receiving the glory of Islam. It is after him that all
the el of Jochi was called the el of Uzbek (el ulusni din-i islamga korkiizdi barc¢a halq ol sahib-i
davlatning sababindin $araf-i islamga musarraf boldilar andin song baréa Jochi elini Ozbik eli
tidilar) [1. Desmaisons, 1970].

Just as the Timurd historians viewed the ancestors of the Kazakhs inhabiting the eastern
Qipchag Steppe and their western counterparts as one and the same Jochid people, Uzbek
historians also viewed the Shibanid Uzbeks and the Kazakhs as belonging to the same Uzbek
people. Notably, the Uzbek court historian Fazlallah b. Rizbihan Khunjt (d. 1521) writes in his
Mihman-nama-i Bukhara, which provides a first-hand account of Muhammad Shibani Khan’s
third campaign against the Kazakhs, that there are three branches (tayifa) that “belong to the
Uzbeks (manstb bi-Uzbak).” The first is the Shibanids (Shibaniyan). The second is the Kazakhs
(Qazaq), “who are, in strength and ferocity, well known throughout the world (ki dar quvva va
ba’s mashhiir-i afaqgand).” The third is the Manghit (Manfit [sic]), “who are the rulers of Astrakhan
(ki 1shan padshahan-i Hajji Tarkhan-and)” [Tarikh-i padshahi-i Muhammad Shibani, 1962].
KhunjT thus states that “the Kazakhs are a branch of the Uzbeks (Qazzaq yik tayifa az Uzbak-and)”
[Tarikh-i padshahi-i Muhammad Shibani, 1962: 171]. Although Khunji does not mention the
Crimean Tatars here, in all likelihood, he identified them with the Manghits. In short, the Shibanid
Uzbek historians identified the Jochid ulus with the Shibanid Uzbeks, Tatars, and Kazakhs.

The Crimean Tatar View of the Ulus of Jochi. Unlike the llkhanid, Timurid, and Shibanid
Uzbek historians, who used Uzbek as a new name of the Jochid ulus, the Crimean Tatar historians
used, for the nomadic people of the Jochid realm (ulus-i Ciici), the term Tatar, which they also
employed as a self-name. The term Tatar was a name that was used to denote the Mongols by the
Muslim writers and the Rus’ chroniclers when they first came into contact with the former. At
some point, unlike their eastern Jochind counterparts (who used the self-name Uzbek), the
Crimean Tatars adopted Tatar as a self-designation. The Crimean histories produced from the
sixteenth century onwards and various diplomatic letters used Tatar as a self-appellation [Unal,
Giirtilkan, 2013]. Notably, the Es-Sebu’s-Seyyar fi Ahbar-1 Muliik-ii Tatar, a history of the Ulus
of Jochi and the Crimean Khanate composed by Sayyid Muhammad Reza in 1737, refers to the
Jochid people as Tatars. For instance, mentioning the conversion of the Jochid people to Islam
during the reigns of Berke Khan and Uzbek Khan, it calls the former Tatars [Abduzhemilev, 2019].
Elsewhere, it refers to the Mongol army led by Hiilegii’s commander Kitbuqa, who was defeated
by the Mamluks, as Tatars [Abduzhemilev, 2019: 87].

The ‘Umdat al-ahbar is another history of the Ulus of Jochi and the Crimean Khanate
written by ‘Abd al-Ghaffar Qirim1’s in Ottoman Turkish in 1744, which provides insights into the
Crimean Tatar view of Jochid ulus. Qirimi uses Tatar or the phrase “Mongols and Tatars” to
designate the Crimean Tatars as well as the Jochid ulus in his work. For instance, he writes that
Berke Khan “led all the Mongol and Tatar tribes to Islam and ruled for about 16 years (ciimle
tavaif-i Mogol ve Tatar’1 Islama gétiirdii ale’l-ihtilaf on alt1 y1l han-1 alisan olub...)” [Mirgaleyev,
2014].

Like the above-mentioned historians, Qirimi applies the term Tatar to both left and right
wings of the Ulus of Jochi, without differentiating the two. He refers to Toqtamish Khan, the



Jochid ruler from the eastern Qipchaq Steppe, that is, modern-day Kazakhstan, and his army as
Tatars, when describing his invasion of Transoxiana, which was under Temiir’s rule [Il. M.
Mirgaleyev, 2014: 68-92]. Importantly, Qurimi also identified the Tatars with the Uzbeks.
Mentioning the Islamization of the Jochid people, he writes, “The Muslim Tatars were called the
Uzbek people because of this reason (Islim ehli olan Tatar’a Ozbek Halki dimesine bais isbu
sebebdendir)” [Mirgaleyev, 2014: 55-75]. In short, Jochi’s ulus (ulus-i Ciici), Uzbek, and Tatar
were all regarded as the same people by Crimean Tatar historians.

The Ottoman View of the Ulus of Jochi. Like the Crimean Tatar historians, the Ottoman
historians employed the term Tatar to denote the Jochid people. Notably, the Ottoman historian
Mustafa ‘Al1 (d. 1600) used Tatar to denote the nomads of the Jochid realm in his universal history,
Kiinhii’1-ahbar. For instance, he employs the term Tatar to refer to the Jochid people ruled by such
khans as Batu, Urus, and Toqtamish, among others [Derya Ors, 2021]. Alf also uses Tatar along
with Mogul to denote the Mongols. He writes that the third volume of his work covers the history
of the Tatar people (kavm-i Tatar), namely, the Chinggisids and Timurids (Al-i Timur u Al-i
Cengizi) [Joo-Yup Lee, 2021].

Similarly, Evliya Celebi (d. c. 1684), the celebrated Ottoman traveler, also used the name
Tatar, which he applies to Temiir and the Mongols, to refer to the people of the Jochid realm. For
instance, he writes that “the Tatars of Hiilegii, the Tatars of Chinggis Khan, the Tatars of Temir,
and the Tatars of Toqtamish Khan once came to Crimea and left after assaulting and plundering it
(Hulagii Tatar: ve Cingiz Han Tatar1 ve Timur Leng Tatar1 ve Tohtamig Han Tatarlar1 Kirim’a
geliip nehb [ii] garetler ediip gitimislerdir)” [Dagli, Kahraman, Dankoff, 2000].

In short, the Ottoman writers such as Mustafa ‘Ali and Evliya Celebi regarded the nomads
of the Jochid realm, including modern-day Kazakhstan, and the Mongols as belonging to the same
Tatar people. The Mamluk View of the Ulus of Jochi. When the Mongols first appeared in the
Islamic world in the early 13th century, Muslim writers generally referred to them as Tatars (7atar
or Tatar) or Mongols (Mughil). They applied Tatar to the Chinggisid-led nomads of the Mongol
states, which included the Ulus of Jochi (Golden Horde). Mamluk chroniclers followed this
Muslim practice and referred to the Jochid ulus (as well as the Mongols) as Tatars. For instance,
al-Malati, a late Mamuk historian, refers to the ruler of the Ulus of Jochi as “the king of the Tatars
in the Land of the Qipchags (malik al-tatar bi-Dasht Qibjaq)” [Umar ‘Abd al-Salam TadmurT,
2002]  Ibn Taghribirdi, a fifteenth century Mamluk historian, also refers to the ruler of the Ulus of
Jochi as “the king of the Tatars (sahib al-Dasht wal-tatar)” [Muhammad Amin, 2006].

Like the Ilkhanid and Timurid histories, some Mamluk histories also used the designation
Uzbek to refer to the Jochid people/state from the fourteenth century. For instance, the Ulus of
Jochi controlled by the Mongol military commander Mamay (d. 1380) is called “the territories of
Uzbek (bilad-i Uzbak)” in the Tarikh al-duwal wa al-mulik [Sbornik materialov, 1884].

The “Kazakh” View of the Ulus of Jochi. Perhaps, the works of Muhammad Haidar
Dughlat (d. 1551) and Qadir “Ali Bek JalayirT may tell us how the pre-modern Kazakhs viewed
themselves as a Jochid ulus. Although the former was a member of the Chaghatyid ulus, the
Dughlat, the tribe to which he belonged, has now become Ulu Jiiz (Senior Horde) Kazakhs. The
latter was a member of the Kazakh Jalayir tribe, also now belonging to the Ulu Jiiz.

Muhammad Haidar uses the terms ulis-i Jiichi and Uzbek when referring to the Jochid
people of the Qipchaq Steppe in his Tarikh-i Rashidr, a history of the Moghul Khanate written in
Persian in 1546. For instance, he refers to Abu al-Khair Khan (r. 1428-68), the progenitor of the
Uzbek Khanate, as “the greatest ruler (padshah) of the Ulus of Jochi” [*Abbasqult Ghaffart Fard,
2004]. Like the above-mentioned Uzbek historians, Muhammad Haidar regarded the Kazakhs of
his time as Uzbeks. He refers to the Jochid nomads led by Janibeg Khan and Giray Khan, the
founders of the Kazakh Khanate, not only as Kazakhs, but also as “qazaq Uzbeks (Uzbak-i
gazaq)”. Furthermore, praising ‘Abd al-Rashid Khan (r. 1533-60), the Moghul khan to whom he
dedicated his work, for having achieved victory over the Kazakhs, Muhammad Haidar states that
‘Abd al-Rashid Khan “triumphed over the Uzbeks (bar Uzbak zafar yaft)” [ Abbasquli Ghaffari



Fard, 2004: 187]. He also refers to the domain of (Janibeg Khans’ grandson) Tahir Khan (r. 1523—
33), that is, modern-day Kazakhstan as “Uzbekistan (Uzbakistan)” [*Abbasquli Ghaffari Fard,
2004: 541].

Similarly, Qadir ‘Alf Bek Jalayir refers to the Kazakh ulus as Uzbeks in his Jami® al-
tavarikh, a Chaghatay Turkic history, which he wrote as a continuation of Rashid al-Din’s Jami’
al-tavarikh in 1602 and dedicated to Boris Godunov (r. 1598-1605). For instance, listing the names
of such Kazakh khans as Janibeg Khan and Baraq Khan, Jalayiri relates that a certain Ahmad
Khan “is called Aqmat Khan by the Uzbeks (Ozbikya Agmat Han tib eyiirldr)” [Berezin, 1854].
Describing the left wing and the right wing of Urus Khan’s ulus called the Alach Thousand and
the Qataghin Thousand, respectively, Jalayirt states that “these are the ones who have been Alach
Thousand’s aghas. They are famous and well known in Uzbekya (bu Ala¢ mingining agasi bola
kelgin bular turur. Ozbikya arasinda ma‘liim mashhir turur)” [Berezin, 1854: 171].

In short, both Muhammad Haidar Dughlat and Qadir ‘Ali Bek Jalayiri viewed the Kazakhs
and Uzbeks as belonging to the same Jochid ulus.

Conclusion. This paper has conducted a brief but broad-range examination of the Jochid
identity as presented in various Ilkhanid, Timurid, Shibanid Uzbek, Crimean Tatar, Ottoman, and
“Kazakh” sources composed in the Mongol and post-Mongol periods. The Jochid ulus (people)
were referred to as ulas-i Jachi or Jochi eli, Uzbek, Tatar, and Togmaq by their contemporaries.
Although the designations Uzbek and Tatar are usually associated in modern scholarly literature
with the ulus of Abu al-Khair Khan or the modern Uzbeks and the Crimean/Kazan Tatars,
respectively, these two ethnonyms were, as demonstrated above, new generic designations
attached to the Jochid ulus, who included the Kazakh ancestors, during the post- Mongol period.

Importantly, the Turko-Mongolian sources discussed above do not divide the Jochid ulus
into “proto-Kazakhs” or “proto-(Shibanid) Uzbeks” or “proto-Crimean Tatars.” Furthermore,
although the Jochid ulus later split into Shibanid Uzbeks, Kazakhs, and Crimean Tatars, among
others, the latter groups were differentiated from each other only politically and not ethnically in
the sources. In other words, they were viewed as one and the same people, that is, the same Jochid
ulus by their contemporaries.

However, the modern descendants of the Jochid ulus, namely, the modern Crimean/Kazan
Tatars, Uzbeks, and Kazakhs, among others, have now become different nations. The modern
Uzbeks came into existence in 1924 when the Soviet Union created the new Uzbek nation, made
up of not only the original Shibanid Uzbeks, but also sedentary Iranic-speaking elements. The
modern Uzbeks speak Qarluqg Turkic, a Turkic language related to Chaghatay Turkic, not Qipchaq
Turkic, which was the lingua franca of the Jochid ulus. Furthermore, the modern Uzbeks view
Temiir/the Timurids (and the Qarakhanids), not the Shibanid Uzbeks or the Jochid ulus as their
progenitors. The modern Crimean Tatars are a mix of the original Tatars and various sedentary
elements of Crimea, who were descended from the Goths, Greeks, Italians, Armenians, Alans, and
Anatolian Turks, among others. The modern Crimean Tatars mostly speak a hybrid Turkic
language (not Qipchaq Turkic) and are experiencing a process of language loss. In contrast, the
modern Kazakhs speak Qipchag Turkic, consist of the tribes and clans that descend from the Ulus
of Jochi or the Mongol empire, and view themselves as heirs of the Ulus of Jochi. Consequently,
one may argue that the modern Kazakhs are the most representative heirs of the Jochid ulus.
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