
been adequately considered for historical research on Iran or the relationship between
Iran and foreign countries. Among the few recent scholarly endeavors that engage
one of these travelogues is George A. Bournoutian’s From Tabriz to St. Petersburg:
Iran’s Mission of Apology to Russia in 1829 (2014). Drawing upon Persian, English,
and Russian-language sources, it discusses the Iranian mission to Russia after the
murder of Alexander Griboyedov (1795–1829) by an angry Iranian mob in the
context of contemporary Russo-Persian wars. Nile Green’s The Love of Strangers
remains the most ambitious work to date using the travelogue of Mirzā Sāleh to
“write Muslims into the cultural history of Europe, as both participants and admirers
of that culture” (p. xiii).
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Slavery and Empire in Central Asia, Jeff Eden, Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press, 2018, ISBN 978-1-108-47051-3 (hbk), 227 pp.

By the end of the nineteenth century tens of thousands Shiʿa Iranians were taken
captive by Sunni Turkmen and Kazakh slave raiders and enslaved in the cities and
steppes of Central Asia. Slave-raiding was an act of resistance on the part of
Turkmen and Kazakh nomads against the surrounding Persian and Russian
empires as well as a nomadic proxy strategy used by the Central Asian khanates on
the Khurasan frontier. This “forgotten slave trade” is the subject of Jeff Eden’s
book Slavery and Empire in Central Asia. Eden offers exhaustive research on the
Central Asian slave trade covering the period between the mid-eighteenth and the
late nineteenth centuries. This is a surprisingly understudied topic given the preva-
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lence of the phenomenon and the abundance of suitable primary sources such as eye-
witness accounts, captivity narratives, and transcripts of interviews with slaves. As
Eden acknowledges, the scholarship on the topic remains scant and limited to
works on Russian imperial abolitionism, such as Liubov Kurtynova-D’Herlugnan’s
monograph The Tsar’s Abolitionist: Languages of Rationalization and Self-Description
in the Russian Empire and M. D. Farah’s article “Autocratic Abolitionists: Tsarist
Russian Anti-Slavery Campaigns.”1 These works view Russia as an abolitionist
power, which Eden sets out to challenge by arguing that abolitionism was neither
the motive nor the result of the Russian imperial conquest of Central Asia. By con-
trast, he proposes to credit slaves for their own emancipation, suggesting that the wide-
spread slave uprising in Khwarazm in 1873 served as the impetus for abolition in the
region.

While the book preserves an overarching chronological progression, Eden organizes
his work into thematic chapters, each tackling a particular aspect of the slave trade.
The introductory chapter presents the reader with the social, historical and political
context of the Central Asian slave trade. Relying on the Khivan Chagatai chronicle
Firdaws al-iqbal, with its numerous references to captive-taking, Eden explains that
instead of being an exclusively nomadic practice, slavery was a “normative part of
warfare across the region” (p. 6). The strength of this chapter lies in its questioning
whether Russia—itself a participant in the slave-taking—can a priori be considered
abolitionist. The following chapter, “Beyond the Bazaars: Geographies of the Slave
Trade in Central Asia,” explains the decentralized nature of the slave trade due to
its close connection with caravan routes. Here, Eden highlights that “the urban
centers of Khwarazm and Bukhara were, for many slaves, merely transit points”
(p. 55), whereas transactions occurred in caravanserais. The author draws his evidence
from eyewitness accounts of travelers to Central Asia as well as unpublished interviews
with slaves who had escaped or were surrendered by their owner to the Russian border
authorities. Concluding on the decentralized and rural characteristics of slavery, Eden
convincingly argues against the notions of “Russian and local authorities effectively
abolishing the slave trade in 1870s” (pp. 55–6). His reference to Turgun Faiziev’s pub-
lished collection of documents related to slavery confirms the continuation of slave
trade in Bukhara beyond 1870.

In the third chapter, “From Despair to Liberation: Mirza Mahmud Taqi Ashtiya-
ni’s Ten Years of Slavery,” Eden summarizes and analyzes Ashtiyani’s captivity narra-
tive. Detailing his ingenious and arduous path to freedom, Ashtiyani’s memoir reflects
subversive agency held by slaves. Eden compellingly links this agency to the 1873 upris-
ing, discussed in the final chapter, and provides both a continuous and pointed analy-
sis. In the subsequent chapter “The Slaves’ World: Jobs, Roles, and Families,” the
author offers a window into the “possible range of slaves’ experiences” (p. 140),
drawing evidence from the Russian border authorities’ interviews of escaped slaves.
The way in which Eden references these interviews is one example of his meticulously
pointed use of primary sources: it is impressive that with institutional imperial records,

1See Kurtynova-D’Herlugnan, The Tsar’s Abolitionists; Farah, “Autocratic Abolitionists.”
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Eden manages to depict a “history from below” that maintains slaves at the forefront
of their story. Here, by showcasing slaves’ agency and social mobility, albeit limited and
subject to chance, Eden demonstrates that slaves were essential to the Central Asian
social fabric and that they achieved their own emancipation.

Chapter 5, “From Slaves to Serfs: Manumission along the Kazakh Frontier,” chal-
lenges Russia’s abolitionist status by demonstrating that, once at the Russian border,
escaped slaves were primarily drawn into serfdom to settle the borderlands of the
empire or sent back under the guardianship of their masters. The latter was often
the case for the slaves who were bought in early childhood and their masters were
the only “family” known to them. Eden successfully persuades the reader by using
the same interviews, but this time discussing individual cases to support his point.
The following chapter, “The Khan as Russian Agent: Native Informants and Abol-
ition,” studies the mixed results of the Russian Empire’s efforts in terminating
slavery among nomads with the help of Kazakh and Turkmen community
members as informants. Eden demonstrates that while Russia used its informants as
proxies against Iran, these informants “came to use their newfound status not only
for personal interests, but also as a form of resistance against their own colonial
patrons” (p. 163). The final chapter, “The Conquest of Khiva and the Myth of
Russian Abolitionism in Central Asia,” details how slaves sparked an uprising in
Khwarazm. In discussing the slave uprising of 1873, Eden drives his argument
home by showing that, upon conquering Khiva, Russia had no intention of emanci-
pating the slaves: the first wave of the uprising resulted in the public execution of two
slaves. Slaves’ persistence with another wave of rebellion left Russia with no choice but
abolition. As Eden persuasively illustrates, only five years after the conquest “Russians
would write abolition into a treaty with the Bukharan Amir, and even then the ruler
was allowed a deferment of ten years before full emancipation would have to take
effect” (p. 184).

Eden’s monograph successfully fills the gap in the Central Asian and global histories
of slavery and the broader Eurasian history, and lays ground for further research in
comparison of Central Asian slavery with slave trade in other parts of the Islamic
world. He persuasively discredits Russia’s abolitionist narrative but does not supplant
it with any alternative, though this falls beyond the scope and the aim of the book. The
reader is left to wonder: why did Russia conquer the region? In response to this ques-
tion, Russia’s “civilizing mission”—which Eden acknowledges to be overlooked by the
Soviet and western scholarship—and its connection to the Russian conquest of
Central Asia and eradication of slavery is an important avenue for further research
and debate.
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Qazaqlïq, or Ambitious Brigandage, and the Formation of the Qazaqs: State and Iden-
tity in Post-Mongol Central Eurasia, Joo-Yup Lee (Studies in Persian Cultural History
8), Leiden: Brill, 2016, ISBN 978-90-04-30648-6 (hbk), xvi + 239 pp.

Qazaqlïq is a form of living, of fighting, and of pursuing the goal of establishing oneself
as a ruler. The phenomenon is well known in Central Eurasia from the late Mongol
period. Famous qazaq fighters were Timur and some Timurids, in particular the last
important Timurid ruler in eastern Iran, Ḥusayn-i Bayqarā, but also many Chinggi-
sids, including the founders of what was to become the Qazaq polity, Jānībeg and
Girāy sultans, later khans (late fifteenth century), and, on the other hand, the
founder of what later became the “Uzbek” state in Central Asia, Muḥammad Shay-
bānī Khan (late fifteenth–early sixteenth centuries).
Joo-Yup Lee goes beyond this basic knowledge in many ways. His book offers the

first systematic study of the qazaqlïq phenomenon, and it covers not only the regions
where Persian and later Turki were the main idioms of historiography, but also the
western part of the Eurasian steppe zone, including the Crimea and what is today
Ukraine, where Russian and Latin are more important, and where Tatar and
Ottoman Turkish also have their place. Thus, readers get a full picture of what it
meant to be a qazaq in post-Mongol Eurasia. This is supported by Appendix I,
“The Use of the Terms Qazaq and Qazaqlïq in Written and Oral Sources”
(pp. 171–82), a very welcome tool.

Lee proceeds through a study of early (and later) occurrences of the term qazaq and
its equivalents in many languages. I found the quotations in Russian and Latin particu-
larly interesting (probably because I had no idea that the word was used in those
languages for roughly the same way of life). The western groups are treated above
all in chapter 3, “The Qazaq, or Cossack, Groups of the Black Sea Steppe”
(pp. 74–93), and the title announces that in this chapter Lee argues that the Cossacks
indeed originated in groups that practiced a sort of qazaqlïq. The argument is not
based on the similarity of the words—“cossack” in Russian is kazak, closer still in pro-
nunciation to qazaq than the English word—but on the use of the term in the sources
(Russian, Latin, Polish, Tatar, Ottoman). There are also Tatar groups who lived in the
same region and in the same style. Qazaqlïq therefore is not linked to Islam or to
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