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220, ABDIROV, Murat, Xan Kuéum : izvestnyj i neizvestny;, Almaty, Zalyn,
1997, 174 p., tab.
[Han Kadam, known and unknown] ,

The 16th century Chingisid ruler of Siberia, and nemesis of Ermak, the Russian
conqueror of Siberia, is the focus of Qazaq historian Murat Abdirov’s biographical
treatment of Ki&am Xan. Asina Previous work, devoted to the history of Cossacks on the
territory of what is now Qazagstan, Abdiroy seeks to challenge myths widely held among
both Russian scholars, and the Russian public, concerning the history of the peoples of the
Qazaq steppe. As Abdirov notes, many Russian prejudices concemning Kaeim found their
way in Qazaq historiography, especially in the Soviet ern. However, in « setting the record
straight » the polemical aspects of Abdirov’s work are 6nly a footnote a broader treatment of

to the continued resistance to Russian authority on the part of Ka¢am’s descendants, the
Kuchumids, over the course of the [7th century. The last chapter is devoted to an equally

last khans of Kasimov, Muscovy’s puppet Chingisid principality, and who eventually
converted to Christianity. AF.
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314 KUCUK SA‘ID PASHA — KUCUM KHAN

Trade (Tidjdret Negdreti) in 1874 and Chief Secretary
of the Grand Vizier a year later.

1t was during these later years that Sa‘id Efendi
came into contact with Prince °Abd al-Hamid,
advising him en administrative matters, so that one
of the latter’s first acts after his accession to the
sultanate was to raise him to the rank of Pasha and
appoint him as Chief Secretary (1876-8), at which time
he acquired the nickname Kiidiik (“the small one”)
to distinguish him from Ingiliz Sa‘idd Pasha, who also
advised the sultan for a time until he was dismissed
due to implication in the Al Su‘awi affair.

Kii¢iik Sald now became the Sultan’s chief in-
strument in the Ottoman cabinet. As minister of
justice (1878-9), he worked to modernise the Nizim-
#yye secular court system, introducing the institution
of public defender, and also securing promulgation
of new commercial and criminal codes of law. In
seven terms as Grand Vizier (1879-80, 1880-2, 1882,
1882-5, 1895, 1901-3, 1908}, he faithfully carried
out the sultan’s reform programs, also taking the
initiative to introduce important reforms. He devel-
oped a program to centralise government control of
the provinces, modernised the financial system, in-
creased tax collections and balanced the budgets,
negotiated the settlement with the empire's foreign
creditors that led to the creation of the Public
Debt Commission (1881), established the Istanbul

_Chamber of Commerce to develop native trade and

industry, modernised and expanded the system of
secular schools on the elementary and higher tech-
nical ievels in particular, reorganised and modernised
the regular police, and ‘made the secular courts fully
independent of government interference so they
could administer justice without fear of intervention.
He played a major role in modernising the bureaun-
cratic hierarchy, introducing examinations for ap-
pointment and promotion and establishing a pension
system so that aged officials could retire without
fear of poverty.

As the sultan became increasingly withdrawn and
subject to the influence of his palace coterie, Said
Pasha became more and more fearful of his master.
At the same time, his rivalry with Mebhmed Kimil
Pasha became so intense that he at times feared for
his life, and at one point refused the sultan’s call to
resume the Grand Vizierate. As a result, Sa“id Pasha
was not included in the disfavour of the Young Turks
for most of the sultan’s advisers following the Young
Turk Revolution (108), and in fact served twice more
as grand vizier during the Constitutional period which
followed, in 1911 and 1912, with the support of the
Committee of Union and Progress, leading its fight

against the Liberal Union Party, and directing the

government’s efforts against the Italian invasions
of Libya and of the Dodecanese islands. In the face
of strong military pressure in support of the Liberal
Union, however, Sad Pasha resigned for the final

time (17 July 1912), so that the hero of the Russo-

Turldsh war, Abmed Mukhtir Pasha, could establish
2 non-party government to resolve the crisis. Sa%id
Pasha then served as chairman of the upper house
of the legislature, the Council of Notables (1913-14)
until he retired shortly before his death.
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>(KUCUM KHAN, a Tatar Khin of Siberia,
in whose reign this country was conquered by the
Russians. Abu 'l Ghazi (ed. Desmaisons, 177), is the
only authority to give informaton regarding his
origin and his genealogical relation to the other
descendants of Cingiz Kh3n. According to this
source, he reigned for forty“years in “Tiaran”, lost
his eyesight towards the end of his life, was driven
from his kingdom by the Russians in 1003/1594-5, -
took refuge with the Manghlt (Nogay) and died
among them. References to Kudum .are also found
in the work of the Ottoman Turk Sayfi, said to
have been written in ggof1582 (Leiden MS., No. 197;
tr. without a reference to the MS. by Ch. Schefer as
an appendix to his translation of the history of
Central Asia. Histoire de I'Asic Centrale, by SAbd
al-Karim Bukhari, Paris 1876, 303 ff.). Kulum’s
kingdom and its capital are there called “Turad”;
“'the Russians had taken this town during Kudum's
absence. Kutum afterwards returned and drove out
the Russians after a long siege (one to two years),
but the latter carried off his son a prisoner to Moscow.
These stories seem to show that Sayfi's work was
probably composed later than the year given in the
title (Schefer, loc. cit., Preface, p. iv, even gives the
year 990 A.H. as date of death of the author).
- The name of “Isker” for the capital of Kudum
{near the confluence of the Tobol and Irtish) seems
to be found only in Russian sources; it is only from
the latter also that the principal events of his reign
can be chronologically arranged. Kulum did not
inherit his kingdom from his father but had expelled
his predecessor Yidigir; in 1563 Yadigir is still
mentioned as king of Siberia, while in 1569 we find
KuCum. In 1581 Isker was conquered by Russian
Cossacks under Yermak; the Cossacks owed their
victory to the use of fire-arms, then still unknown
in Siberia. Kudum's son Makhmet-Kul (Muhammad
Kull) was sent a prisoner to Moscow. It was not till
Yermak fell in an unexpected attack (1586 or 1585)
that Isker was vacated by the Russians; but by the
year 1587 we find troops, who had just arrived,
building the Russian town of Tobolsk near this
town. Kuéum did not suffer his last defeat at the
hands of the Russians till 20 August 1598. He is
said to have been slain by the Nogay, with whom
he had taken refuge, out of revenge for his father’s
raids on them. The document used by Radloff (4us
Sibirien®, Leipzig 1893, 146 ff.) dealing with an
embassy from Kuéum to Bukhiri and the order by
‘Abd Allih Khin to his governor in Kh¥irazm to
send teachers of religion to Siberia, cannot be genuine.
Kh™irazm was at this date an independent kingdom
and not under the rule of the Khin of Bukhiri. The
form “Kéziim” adopted by Radloff is also not to be
found in any historical sources.
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