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HACEGAN’A AIT KOLLAR VE TASAVVUFUN ELESTIRISH:
HOCA ALi AZIZAN R RAMITENT'NIN MENAKIBI’NDA CEMAATSEL
! TBENZERSIZLIK IDDIAST

Prof. Dr. Devin DeWeese
Cev.: Necdet Tosun ™

Mogol déneminden 19. Asra kadar Orta Asya’nin dini ve siy4si hayatinda ta-
savvufi diisiince ve milesseselerin gii¢lithdkimiyeti, aragtirmamizi tasavvuf ve
muhalifleri arasinda siiregelen miinékasaya yonlendirmeyi, ancak dogrudan
tasavvuf aleyhtar: tartigmaya yogunlagmaksizin (ki bunun 6rneklerini Rus yo-
netimi donemine kadar cok az bulabilmekteyiz) bu konudaki gozle goriiliir
ornekler fizerinde diigiinmeyi ve daha ziyade cirl olan miibalagal tasavvuf
tenkitlerini miitilaay: dnermektedir. Bu miib4lagali tenkitlerde bile, tasavvuf
muhaliflerinin (hatta s@ifiler arasindaki muhaliflerin/elegtiricilerin) delillerini,
tasavvufu miidafaa diigiincesiyle tersine donmdig tepkilerinin i¢inden gegirerek
gostermeye meyilli olan ve bize acaba gergek bir gerginligi yansitan haldki mii-
nakagalar mi1 yoksa sadece bir dénemde sekillenmig zihni ve mantiki miindza-
ralar m1 oldugu belli olmayan ifadeler birakan kaynak kitaplar 6niimiizii kes-
mekte ve bizi engellemektedlir. ‘

Yine de biz bu hususta birkag 6rnege ve siirece igaret edebiliriz. Inaniyo-
rum ki bu 6rnekler, genel olarak Orta Asya’nin Rus hikimiyeti donemi &nce-
sindeki din tarihi konusunda oldugu kadar, bu bdlgenin gifahi (halk arasmda

yaygm olan, sozlii) ve kitdbi (medresede Sgrenilen) din tefekkiirli {izerinde

#  Bumetin, Devin DeWeese, “Khojagéni Ongms and the Critique of Sufism: The Rhetoric of
Communal Uniqueness in the Manéqib of Khoja "Ali *Azizin Rémitani”, Islamic Mysticisim
Contested, ed. Frederick de Jong- Bernd Radtke, Leiden 1999, pp. 492-519" dan terciimedir. Ya-
zar, Amerika’da Indiana University’de gretim diyesidir,

. Ar. Gér, Dr., Marmara Univ. Tlahiyat Fakiiltesi
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Khojagani Origins and the Critique of Sufism:
The Rhetoric of Communal Uniqueness in the
Mandgqib of Khoja ‘Al ¢ Azizan Ramitani™

The overwhelming dominance of Sufi thought and organizations in ‘the
religious and political life of Central Asia from the Mongol era down to the
nineteenth century suggests a redirection of our search for an ongoing debate -
between Sufism and its opponents, away from a focus on outright anti-Sufi
polemic (of which we find remarkably few examples in Central Asia until the
era of Russian rule) and toward 2 consideration of patterns discernible in the
content, and above all in the use, of rhetoric critical of Sufism. Even here we
are hampered by our sources, which tend to reveal the arguments of Sufism’s
opponents (even among the Sufis) primarily through their inverted reflection in
defenses of Sufism, leaving us uncertain as to whether such implied “debates”
actually echoed real tensions, or merely stylized dialectic, at 2 given time.

We can nevertheless point to several patterns and continuities i this
connection that T believe are instructive with regard to Sufism’s hold on
popular and learned religious imagination in Central Asia, as well as to Central
Asia’s religious history in general, before the period of Russian domination.
These include the relative rarity of actual anti-Sufi literature produced in
Central Asia after the thirteenth century; the “practical” focus of opposition

" to Sufism in Central Asia, which is couched above all in terms of suspicion

regarding specific aspects of Sufi ritual or organization (the pursuit of ecstatic
states, the use of music and dance, asceticism and seclusion, the visitation of
saints’ shrines, the role of the shaykh); occasional hostility toward the political
and economic influence enjoyed by Sufi [493] shaykhs or communities; and
the appropriation of anti-Sufi thetoric — including elements drawn from eac ‘
of the preceding categories — in Sufi hagiography and in rivalries among Sufi
communities.

It is the latter issue that will be considered in this brief contribution —

and not the broader question of incorporating anti-Sufi polemic within Sufi

# Originally published in Islamic Mysticism Contested: Thirteen Ceniuries of
Controversies and Polemics, eds Frederick De Jong and Bernd Radtke (Leiden: Brill,
1999). This essay has been reset, with the original page numbers in square brackets
within the text. '
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Richard Nelson Frye, Bukhara: the medieval achievement,
Norman, Okla. 1965; Guy Le Strange, The lands of the
Eastemn Caliphate, Cami:ridge 1930; Josef Marquart,
Wehrot und Arang: Untersuchungen zur Mythischen und
geschichtlichen 'Landeskunde von Ostiran, Leiden 1938;
Muhammad b. Ja<far Nar sh : akhi, The history of Bukhara,
translated from a Persian abridgment of the Arabic
original by Narshali, [by] Richard N. Frye, Cambridge,
Mass. 1954; The Times comprehensive atlas of the world,
London: Times Books, 2005; Uzbek Savet ensiklopediyast,
Tashkent 1971-1980; Armin Vambéry, History of Bokhara:
from the earliest period down to the present, London 1873.
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