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n modern times, the most important region bear-
ing the name Khost is that comprised within the
Lodern Afghan province of Pakhtia, lying to the
«outh of the Sefid-Kih range iri« the basin of the
caitu, an affluent of the Kurram Tiver which drains
castwards to the Indus; henee the ethnic and tribal
~onnections of Khost with the regions of Kurram,
wohat and northern Waziristan on the modern
pakistaniside of the Durand Line have always bcen
close. 1Xhost now forms an important forestry region
of Afghinistin, and in the southern, sub-tropical
sone, dates, citrus fruits, etc. are grown; recent
Afghan governments have made considerable agri-
~ultural investment here (sce J. Humlum et alii, La
seographie de I'A fehanistan, élude d'un pays aride,
Copenhagen 1959, I0I, I05, and J. C. Griffiths,
Afghanstan, London 1967, 119-20). In the 19205,
[Khost was the epicentre of a conservative, tradition-
.list Pathan rebellion against the tentative reforms of
King Aman Allah, which scriously weakened the
culer’s position and damaged the economic health of
the country (March 1924-]January 1925) (sec W. K.
Fraser-Tytler, Afghanistan®, London 1967, 204-6; V.
Gregorian, The emergence of modern Afghanstan,
politics of reform and modernization, 1880-1946, Stan-
ford 1969, 282-4; L. Duprec, Afghanistan, Princeton
1973, 449, 459, 479)-

Finally, the Imperial gazelicer of India, iii, 138, Vi,
306, mentions a Khost in Balaéistan, the site of a
<mall coalfield, 35 miles cast of Quctta.

(C. E. BOSWORTH)

KHOTAN, a town of the People’s Republic of
China, in the autonomous region of the Uyghurs.
The town, and the territory which depends on its
resources as an oasis, lie between the desert of Takla-
malkhan and the massif of Kuen-luen on the one
hand, and the Kara-Kash and Yorung- Kash rivers on
the other. The kingdom of Khotan became known to

e Chinese world in about 125 B.C,, following the

mission of Khang K?’ien, under the name Yu-t’ien.
The name represented by this transcription seems to
have had no connection with the town of Yotkan.
Although numerous archaeological relics have been
found at that site, Yotkan cannot correspond to Yu-
ien. In fact, according to Pelliot (Notes on Marco
Polo, 412, s.v. ‘‘Cotan’), Yu-t'ien corresponds to
*>Qdan, with the variant *’Odon arising from the
transcription Yu-tuen given by Hiuan-tsang (1b1d.,
409); the name encountered in the Khotanese texts
is just a transcription of the Chinese Yu-t’ien under
the form Yiittina, while documents of the 4th century
in Kharoshti script give the form Khotana (L. G.
Gercenberg, Khotanosakskiy yaszik, 10). Yotkan is a
ruined pre-Islamic cemetery, approximately 8 km.
west of the town itself.

In fact, the kingdom of Khotan was not really
known to the Chinese until after the conquest of the
T'arim basin, carried out by Han Wu-ti (140-87 B.C.),
in the years following rxo B.C. and through the re-
conquest by the later Han between 73 B.C. and ca.
170 A.D. Little is known of the history of the ruling
dynasty and the name of the town is always trans-
cribed Yu-t’ien in the Chinese sources. From the
latter we learn that the population of the kingdom
reached a total of 50,000. All that we can say is that
this population spoke a language of Iranian type,
which has become known as a result of discoveries
made at the beginning of the 2oth century and which

has been deciphered principally by Liiders, Sten

Konow and H. W. Bailey. It now seems that the
Khotanese spoke a dialcct of the Saka language.
It was in the course of the first centuries A.D.
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that the kingdom of Khotan received Buddhism. Ac-
cording to the Tibctan tradition, which agrees in
some points with the account given by Hiuan-tsang,
Buddhism was introduced to Khotan by a Kashmiri
monk called Vairocana, during the reign, almost
certainly legendary, of King Vijayasambhava (L.
7Ziircher, The Buddhist conquest of China, in Sintca
Leidensia, xi, Leiden 1972, 340-I). This assessment
is confirmed by the fact that one of the oldest dated
Buddhist monuments is from 269 A.D. (A. Stein,
Sand-buried ruins of Kholan, 1902z, 405).

[n the #th century, Hiuan-tsang writes in his
Memoirs (Watters, On Yuan Chwang's Travels, i,
299): ““We arrive in the kingdom of K’ju-sa-tan-na.
(Nole:) In Chinese, this signifies “Breast of the
Earth’: it is the formal namec used in the region. The
local language uses the expression “ Kingdom of
Huan-na’’. The Hiong-nou call it Yu-touen; the Hou
(Iranians), Ho-tan; the Indians, K’iu-tan. Forinerly
they (the Chinese) cealled it Yu-t’ien; it is an incor-
rect form”. (On this passage, cf. Pelliot, Notes on
Marco Polo, 409-17).

Thus, in the T’ang period, the polite and literary
form is “Gostana’ or ‘“‘Gaustana’, difficult to in-
terpret according to Pelliot; the local lanzuage used
the expression Xuan-na (Huana?), this name faith-
fully rendering thc namne which appears in the
Khotanese texts under the forn Hvatina, Hvamna,
and Hvam: the nomads of the north would have pro-
nounced it *’Odan or *’Odon, 2 name which is found
much later in Syriac, translated from Persian, in the
story “The History of the Pairiarch Mar Yaballand
and the monk Rabban Sdumd, published by Chabot
(Paris 1895, 22), where the latter identifies the town
of “Loton” with Khotan. In fact “Loton”™ iS an erro-
neous form from the Persian original, where the lam
has appeared as a result of confusion with the initial
alif, whence we deduce the correct form “Odon™
proposed by Pelliot fifty years ago, while Budge (T4¢
monks of Kitbldi Khdn, London 1925, I 38) and Mont-
somery (The history of Yaballaka III, New York
1927) have retained the form “Loéton’’. This formn
appears in the works of Kiashghari (Brockelmann,
251), with “Odon’’ and “Khotan”. Finally, the Iran-
ians would have pronounced it Ho-tan (Xuit-tan)
which assumes an original *Hwatan, precursor of the
Khotan of the Muslims, while the Indians would have
pronounced it K’u-tan (*K’iut-tan) which presup-
pose a form Khutan or Khotan. The land was known
to the Tibetans under the name of Li-yul, “land of
Li"’, although they knew the town under the name
of Hu-ten, which is just a transcription.

In the T’ang period, the kingdom of hhotan was
bounded to the south by the Kuen-luen, while in the
ecast its territory touched that of Kroraina (Niya,
Ceréen and the Lob-Nor region), and in the west that
of Kashghar (Khyesa) which stretched from the Pa-
mirs and T’ien-shan to Maralbaghi and beyond. The
language used throughout the Khotan region was
Saka-Khotanese, which was related to the T adjik ver-
nacular of the Pamirs, of which no ancient evidence
has yet been recovered, to the language of Kashghar
in the west and north, of which some traces have been
recovered at Tumshuk (the Turkish name of a site
whose ancient name has disappeared), and in the
cast to the language spoken in Kroraina, of which
apparently no relics remain.

The kingdom of Khotan at that time had a large
population which had, no doubt under the influence
of Buddhism, lost all interest in expansion and showed
an extreme aversion to matters of war; Hiuan-
tsang noted that the Khotancse were remarkable
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craftsmen with a considerable taste for literary pur-
suits, also for music and dance. The region was the
centre of a considerable comimercial activity, being
placed on the southern branch of the Silk Route,
which was in use throughout antiquity and the Middle
Ages; through the Khotanese texts we possess ac-
counts of the travels of officials to Kashmir and Kan-
su, which permit us to gain an‘acquaintance with the
geography of Central Asia, in patticular the names of
towns; thus we find that Kighghar is Kyesa, Niya is
Nifia, Ceréen is Ysabadi parram, Urninéi is Yirrdm-
cind, Turfan is Tturpani, Leou-lan is Raurata, Yu-
men kouan is Kviyikye, etc.

The dynasty of the kings of IKhotan in the T’ang
period (7th-10oth centuries), the family name of which
was apparently Vija (preferable from Viéa) was in
existence before that time, for the history of the Suei
(83, 5b) mentions, according to Pelliot (op. laud., 419)
a king called Vijayavikrama; under the T’ang, the
dynasty is known to us from a list which can be recon-
structed from the texts of the History of the T Jang
and which can be partially cross-checked by reference
to the names preserved in the Khotanese texts: a cer-
tain number contained in the latter cannot be placed
with certainty in this list: these are: Visanakhan,
Vigakirti, ViSavikram and Vi§asagrama. On the other
hand, there are some that can be dated, in particular
the last kings of the dynasty: Visasambkhava (g12-
966), ViSaSura (967-977) and Visadarma (978-982)
(Gercenberg, op. cit., 12). It was shortly afterwards
that the kingdom of Khotan was conquered by re-
cently-converted Muslim Turks; the kingdom of Kho-
tan was henceforward to be one of the collection of
Turkish states in the region which constituted Turke-
stan.

The town of Khotan, unlike Kishghar and the
northern part of the Tarim basin, is not mentioned by
the Hudud al-‘alam in the description of the Turkish
tribes (§ 13, p. 96) in the section of the Yaghma of
eastern Turkestan, but in that of China (§ 9, p. 85).
As the Hudiid al-‘alam dates from the year 372/982-3,
1t may be supposed that in about the year 980, when
king ViSadarma, was alive, Khotan and its territory
formed a sort of enclave between the region of Kish-
ghar which was occupied by the descendants of Satuk
Bugbra Khan (died 344/955-6) and the territories be-
longing to China and Tibet; the king of Khotan, ac-
cording to this source (p. 85), styled himself ‘““Ruler
of the Turks and the Tibetans’ (‘azim al-Turk wa
*I-Tubbat).

A little later, Gardizi, who was writing after 431/
1040, reports (according to Barthold, Ot&et o poiezdkie
v Srednyaya Afiya, 94) that even the town of Kai ( ?),
situated at fifteen days’ march from Khotan in the
direction of China, was under the domination of Togh-
uzghuz Turks (cf. Hudiid al-‘Glam, 255). According
to Gardizi, the inhabitants of Khotan were Buddhists,
but he mentions a Muslim cemetery to the north of the
town (tbid., 255, n. 3), and in the town itself two
Christian churches, although no documentary cvi-
dence of this has been found. As regards the Muslim
world, Gardizi shows us that in the first half of the
5th/xxth century, Muslim proseclytism was already
actively exercised in Buddhist circles, and it is pos-
sible that the implanting of this group was a contrib-
utory cause of subsequent events.

At the beginning of the sthfrrth century, the
Turkish rulers of Kashghir had becoine very power-
ful (Barthold, 12 Vorlesungen, Berlin 1935, 79 ff., par-
ticularly 88-90), and had founded the dynasty of the
IKarakhanids (see 1Lex-knANs). The son of Bughri
Khan Harin, himself the grandson of Satuk Bughra
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Ichan, who called himself Kadlr Khan Yasuf and %5
reigned in Kashghar from about 4o1/1o1x0, decided,
for rcasons unknown to us, to conquer the territory
of IKhotan. Sceing that he died in 4231032 (Ibn al-
Athir s.a.), it is likely that the conquest of I{hotan
was accomplished sometime between the years rox3
and 103z, for we possess money struck in his name at -
Kishghar and at Yarkand from 404/1013-14 onwards s

(A. Markov, Inventarniy katalog, etc., 192 ££.). On the
conquests of Khotan, cf. Barthold, Turkestan?, 281,
n. 2.

Later, IKhotan, like Kiashghar, passed under the
authority of the llck-Khins [¢.v.], and subsequently

under that of the Kari-Khitiy [¢.v.]. After these -
events, the crisis arising in Central Asia as a result -

of the expansion of the Mongol empire led the
Khardzm-5hah to make an agreement with Kiicliig,
who had deposed and expelled his father-in-law, the
Giir-Khin of the Kara-Khitay, and a partition of the
western sector of the I{ara- Khitay empire took place,
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between the two rulers, giving to the Kh*arazm-Shah
the territory to the cast of the Syr-Darya as far as
the heights of Kishghar and of Khotan (Barthold,
T'urkestan®, 356-7); after his succession to the throne,
Kiucliig, who had married the daughter of the Giir-
Khan, a Buddhist fanatic, undertook a ficrce persecu-
tion of Islam in the regions under his authority,
particularly in Khotan, after his agreement with the
Kh"arazm-Shahs [g.v.]. According to Djuwayni (tr.
Boyle, 65-6, 70-3), Kii¢lig persecuted the Muslims
cruelly and crucified the Imam ©Ala> al-Din Khotani
at the door of his madrasa in Khotan. In the time of
Haydar Mirza [¢.v.], nothing more was known of this
martyr; even his tomb was unknown (7Ta’rikz-i
Rashidi, tr. E. D. Ross, 218, and ch. xlii). Thus there
was no indigenous historical tradition at Khotan, or
1f there was, the texts have been lost. Arabic and
Persian geographical literature provides us with only
the most meagre of information; the real situation is
misrepresented by al-Sam*®ani (f. 18gb) and by Yikat,
who followed al-Sam‘ani in his own writing (ii, 303).

Under the reign of Ogedey, Diuwayni (ir. Bovle,
517) reports that ‘“the lands between the banks of
the Amu-Daryda and the frontiers of Khitay were
pPlaced under the orders of the Chief Minister Mahmid
Yalava& and of his son Mas‘ad Beg; those included
Transoxania, Turkestan, Otrar, the land of the Uy-
ghurs, Khotan, Kashghar, Djand, Kh%arazm and
Farghana’. Rashid al-Din (Djami¢ al-tawarikk, tr. J.
A. Boyle, The successors of Genghis Khan, New York-
London 1971, 94), also writes as follows: “The Ka’an
(Ogedey) placed all the lands of Khitay under (the
orders of) Mahmiid Yalavaé, and (the region of) Bezh-
Ballk and IKara Khodjo, with the territory of Uy-

ghuristin, Khotan, Kashghar, Almalik, Qavallk, Sa-

markand and Bukhird as far as the banks of the
Oxus under (the orders of) Mas‘Gd Beg, the son of
Yalavad”. In the remainder of his work, he makes no
further mention of Khotan: nevertheless, under the
year r253, Barthold (12 Vorlesungen, 1S4) writes as
follows: “After the re-establishment of order, the
[rontiers of his government (sc. of Mas‘id Beg) were
extended further: to him were subjected Transoxania,
Turkestan, Otrar, the land of the Uyghurs, Khotan,
Kashghar, Djand, Kh¥irazm and Farghana". After
the death of Mengli (Mdngke) in 1259, a conflict arose
between ISubilay {¢.v.] and his younger brother Arik-
boge in the course of which a cousin of Arik-bige, the
Caghatayid Alugu, took to himself the entire area
entrusted to the authority of Mas‘dd Beg: the latter
appealed to Arik-boge who gave him full authority to
dispossess Alugu, but in the course of his mission he
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.t wver to the side of Alugu who died ca. 12060.
v Arik-bhoge had been eliminated during this period,
ubilay appointed in his place another Caghatayid,
aaad, who took possession of part. of the former
pOsSUssSIons of his grandfather Caghatay, but Barak
«s compelled nhis turn to submit to Kaydu, grand-
~on of Ogcdey, who sought to reconstitute the terri-
tory wiven to him by Cingiz Khin. (Barthold, r2 or-
esungen, 184-0). I'inally, a move or less stable equi-
G brium was established between Ixubilay and Kaydu,
., much so that according to a passage of Marco Polo
‘. Yule-Cordier, 1, 188; ed. IHambis, Paris 1955, 62-
it is reported that in the 1270s Ikhotan was under
;1}:- authorily of the Einperor of China, while Yarkand
sepended on Kaydu.

While Central Asia was the object of partition be-
(ween great powers, 1t 1s nevertheless certain (Bar-
thold, 12 Vorlesungen, 188-9) that a number of indi-
~cnous dvnasties survived as vassals, especially at
Ikhotan. In reference to these last, Barthold mentions
r-.n;.:#nc Persian verses of which the date 1s unknown,
which were composed in honour of the sultan of
Ishotan, Munmish-Tegin, the last words being quoted
mn Tuckish (edndan bizi ey shah kigiiydd Turk “yavlak
Lari bolmish Munwish Tdgin''. Barthold (op. cit., 195)
also mentions the fact that Djamal Karshi, in the
appendices (Mulhakdt) to his translation of an Arabic
diclionary of the 4th/xoth century, devotes consider-
.ble space to the town of Khotan, giving a bricf des-
cription and a list of some persons native to the place.
Again according to Barthold (op. cit., r95), Muham-
nuwd Elavdar (op. cit., tr. Ross, 30r) writing in Kagh-
vharia, distinguished according to his own terms, four
classes at Kashghar and at Khotan; first—{Ziimen, the
peasantry ; second—kawéin, the army; third—oymak,
the nomads (who were entitled to a certain quantity
of grain, textile goods, ctc.); and fourth—the class of
the officials and the “wlama’.

Mich later, it seeins that Khotan shared the fate
-1 other towns in the Tarim basin, in particular of

Iiichghar and other towns in the same region; in the |

1Sth century it was a part of the state established by
the Khddijas, who defeated the descendants of Cagha-
tav, and were compelled to submit to the domination
of the Djungar, and later, in ca. 1760, to that of the
Manchus who eliminated the Djungar. Later still, 1n

the seventh decade of the 19th century, Khotan was |

abliged to accept temporary domination by Ya‘kub
3¢ and after the death of the latter in 1877 to submit
once again to the Manchus. With regard to a historical
work completed on 11 Sha‘ban 1311/24 I'ebruary 1894
in Khotan and dealing with events subsequent to
1280/1863, cf. Bull de I’Acad. (1921), 209; cf. also the
hapter on the Khodjas of Khotan in Ta’rikh-1 eme-
myye, ed. Pantusov, 161 ff. The principal source for
the history of this region is provided by reference in
the Chinese dynastic histories and in other works
concerning the autonomous region of the Uyghurs
ttself, which have appeared in Chincse from the 18th
century to the present day. It is there that the docu-
ientation concerning the town of IKhotan is found.

The town itself, like all those in the Tarim basin,
has known a variety of activities, but the silk in-
dustry which has continued from the Han period to
the present day is the principal activity. At the time
of writing, the industrialisation of the region is being
'leveloped by the Pcople’s Republic of China, al-
though it is not possible to assess what progress is
being made; it seems that the Chinese governinent is
t_.‘.?nccntrating there on the scarch for raw materials.
I'here is no certainty about the population figures:
according to Kornilov, Kashgariya, Tashkent 1903,

- [ A g wley o (S F = i

273, the population amounted to only 15,000; ac-
cording to I, and P. Sykes, Through deserts and oases
of Central Asia, London 1920, 216, the population was
50,000,

Bibliography: In addition to works cited in
the article, see especially 1. Bretschneider, Mediae-
val researches, ii, 47 ff., 246 1f.; M. Hartimann,
Chinesiscli-Turkestan, Halle 1908, 93 ff.; on the
statc of the Khodjas and their connectinns witl
Khotan, cf. idem, Der islamische Orient, i, Derlin
1905, 195 ff. and the index. These sources mnay be
comnpleted by numerous works in Chinese,

(L. HaMBis)

KHOTIN (in Ottoman Turkish usage Khoting in
modern Turkish and in Romanian, Hotin; PPolish
Choczim and variants; German Hwthyn (r5th/cen-
tury), Chotim, Chotin, Chotczyn, etc.; Italian (r&th/
century) Cucino; and other forms): a fortress and
town on the right (formerly Moldavian) bank of the
Dnestr (Turla), 20 km. south of Kamenets Podolsk
(Kamanice [sce xkAMANICA]). Khotin 1s now (since the
end of World War II) in the Ukrainian S.S.R., 2nd
forms the administrative centre of the rayon of the
same name in the oblast of Cernovits (Cernauti, Czer-
nowitz).

Khotin, which occupied an easily-defensible site
at thc point where the important mediaeval trade
route from the Baltic to Constantinople crossed the
Dnestr, was from the inid-14th to the late 18th cen-
tury a military stronghold and commercial catrepot
of some importance. The region of Khotin, which was,
in the 16th and 17th centuries, disputed between
Poland and Moldavia, had attracted Ottoman atten-
tion as early as the reign of Mehemmed 11, and in the
16th century Muslim merchants frequented the route
via Khotin to Poland. Khotin was besieged unsuccess-
fully by ‘Othman II in 1030/x1621; thereafter it was
restored to Moldavian control, and i1s so descnibed
by Ewliva Celebi, who visited it in the retinue of
Melek Ahmed Pasha in 1658 (Seydhat-name, v, 124-
5). In r084/1673 Khotin was occupied by the Poles,
but it was regained by the Ottomans in the following
campaign season (Silahdar, Ta’rikh, Istanbul 1928,
i, 628 ff.). The Ottoman occupation of Podolia in
1083/1672 carried the frontiers of the Empire bevond
the Dnestr, but with the retrocession to Poland of
Podolia, and the evacuation of Kamanida in 1110/
1699, KKhotin became the most iinportant Ottoman
fortress 1n the region of the upper Dnestir; this 1m-
portance was to increase in the course of the 1Sth
century, as the conflict with Russia became ever more
acute.

Khotin was occupied by the Russians in 1713; on
its return to the Ottomans in 1125/r714, the old
fortifications were rebuilt and increased in height by
more than a half, as part of a general strengthening
and rebuilding programme, which was supervised by
a special comunission sent from Istanbul. The contem-
porary Moldavian historian Cantemir described the
Khotin of this period as the most clegant and well-
fortified town of Moldavia, praise which is echoed
in an Ottoman description of the town written at
the same time. Also in rr2s5/r714, Khotin and its
surrounding districts were removed from the juris-
diction of Moldavia and reorganised as an eydlet, as
part of the strengthened Ottoman frontier defences
along the right bank of the Dnestr, becoming, in the
words of a German observer, “die cinzige Vormauer
der Moldau”.

The 18th century stronghold of Khotin consisted
of the medieval ¢ kal‘c and the more extensive new
outer works encircling the old fortress on three sides.
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familiar (see al-Damiri, op. cil., ii, 35 3-4), and modern
systematic practice has simply ratified the vox
popull In retaining the name “nisnas’ and applying
it to the Somalian Cercopighecus pyrrhonotus. T
conclusion, having been born out of confused images
of the gibbon and a pygmy in travellers' tales, to
become subsequently a monstrous human mutation
blighted by divine punishment, the nasnds has finally
been placed, by common logic, in one of the familics
defined by kird.

Bibliography: In addition to references given
in the article, see Kazwini, ‘Adja’h al-makhlilat,
and Damirl, Hayat al-hayawan al-kubra, Cairo
1356/1937; lbn al-Takih al-Hamadhani, X. al-
Bulddn, tr. H. Massé, Abrégé du livre des pays,
Damascus 1973; Ibn Taghribirdi-G. Wiet, Les bio-
graphies du Manhal Sdfi, Cairo 1932; Idrisi,
Nuzhat al-mushtak (K. Rudjar), ed. Leiden, Opus
geographicum, s fascs., 1970-5; Ibn Battata, Rilila,
Cairo 1346/1928; N, E]lssécf, Thémes et motifs des
Alle et une nuits, Beirut 19.49; R. and D. Morris,
Men and apes (with bibliogr.), London 1966, Ir. tr.
Hommes et singes, Paris 1967, and coll. ‘““Marabout”’,
MU No. 219, Paris 1971; M. Lombard, La chasse ci
les produits de la chasse dans le monde musulina
(VIIIe-X1e siécle), in Annales 1:SC (May-]Junc
1969); B. Heuvelmans, Sur la piste des bélcs
tgnorées (ch. “Les bétes a face humaine d’Indo-
Malaisie”), Paris 1955, i, 13-233; E. G. Boulenger,
Les singes, Paris 1942. (F. VIRE)
KIRESUN (see GIRESUN].

KIRGIZ, a Turkish people, mentioned as early
as the oldest Chinese accounts of Central Asia (from
the 2nd century A.D.) under the name Kien-Kuen,
which according to P. Pelliot (JA, Ser. 2, vol. xv,
137) goes back to a Mongol word, singular kirkun.
The lands of the Kirgiz are not exactly defined in
these sources; according to a very reliable source,
- the land of the IKien-Kuen lay north-west of the
land of the IK’ang-Kiu, i.e. of Sogdiana. The namec
Kirghlz first appears in the Orkhon inscriptions of
the 8th century; at that time the IKirgiz (as the
contemporary Chinese annals also tell us) lived on
the Upper Yenisei (Turkish Kem), north of the
Kog-men or Sayan mountains. The same name
(Kikman) 1s also mentioned in Gardizi (W. Barthold,
Otcet o poezdke v Srednyuyu Azivu, 86 = ed. ‘Abd al-
Hayy Habibi, Tehran 1347/1968, 262); according to
this source, the capital of the Khan of the Kirgiz
was 7 days’ journey north of these mountains. There
is also said that the Kirgiz had red hair and a white
colour of skin (surkhi-1 miy wa sapidi-1 piist), which
is explained by their alleged relationship with the
Slavs; the same anthropological features, of which
there is no longer any trace among the modern
Kirgiz, are mentioned in the Chinese T’ang-shu;
linguistically, the Kirgiz were then already Turki-
cised. They did not come to the fore politically till

about 840 A.D., when they succeeded in conquering |

the lands of the Uyghur in Mongolia. Nothing was
known in Muslim lands of this event; Marquart's
endeavour (Osteuropditsche und ostasialische Slretf-
ziige, Leipzig 1903, 91-2) to connect with this the
story in Djahiz of the defeats of the Toghuzghuz, can
be utterly rejected; like IKudima (ed. de Goeje, 202,
l. 13) Djahiz only refers to the hostility between the
Toghuzghuz and the IKharlukh (IKarluk ([g.v.]).
Istakhri (ed. de Goeje, 9-10) and others mention the
Kirgiz (IKhirkhiz) as castern neighbours of the
Kimiak [sce KIMAK] and as northern neighbours of
the Kharlukh and Toghuzghuz; in the east their
lands are said to have stretched to the ocean. The
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most important article of export for trade w-.
Muselim lands was musk. The cthnic and hl'-',tr;w.; :
continuity between the Kirgiz and the people lwm? '
today under the same name in the USSR is su;)p(%
but not proved. The Kirgiz were probably driven Gy
of Mongolia in connection with the foundation 4
the empire of the Khitdy in the beginning of g,
roth century [see KarA xkiITAY) and the advancs, o
the Mongol peoples; on the other hand, a bodyﬁ 3
Kirgiz must have migrated as early as this centu;w-
southwards tn the present abode of the gf'num.
Kirgiz (Ikara Kirgiz); according to the Hudid 8-
‘alam (f. 18a, tr. Minorsky, 98, comm. 293-4, eves -
the town of Pancidl (the modern Aksu in Chmm,,ﬁr '
‘Turkestan) was in possession of the Kirgiz, TI;;.
Kirgiz are not mentioned again in this region iy -
the 16th century; what the Chinese C’ang-Te, why -
was there in 1259, records of the Kirgiz (es; ;ecu]} -
on the usc of dog-sledges, cf. Bretschneider, M,,-d
tacval researches, 1, 129) he had only been told .'.
and did not see himself, and these stories pmndbir ’-,
do not refer to the people of the land he 4_"
through. The main body of the people had probabjs -
remained on the Upper Yenisei; the Kara K}utév
when driven out of North China had to fight with
these Kirgiz during their trek westwards. In the -
fertile region of the modern administrative dlStl"sC"""'
of Minusinsk the Kirgiz graduall) adopted agr- -
culturc and a scttled mode of life. Accordinz g ~
the Hudid al-‘alam (f. 17b, tr. Minorsky, 97, comm, -
286) there was onlv one town among the Kirgiz,
called IKemidjkat, where their Khakan lived, ang ;{__.
no other towns or villages, but only tents; on the
other hand, Rashid al-Din says (ed. Berezin, Trudi -
Fost. Otd. Arkl. Obshé. vii, 168-9) that the KL“EL
had “many towns and villages”. I'rom these and.
similar statements Radloff has drawn the cgnclu._m
(J4, Ser. 6, vol.ii, 328) that the present state of
Kirgiz culture is much lower than it used to be. .-

In the 13th century the Kirgiz on the Yenisei har.i
to submit to the Mongols under Cingiz Khan {g.r.}." e
Negotiations for their submission were already begm
in 1207, but it was only settled in 1218 when the -
last rebellion was put down. After the decline of the .

empire of the descendants of Cingiz Khin the hirgiz

"
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| had sometimes to be under the yoke of the Mongols; °

sometimes of the Kalmucks, and sometimes of the ‘.l_:--
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Russians; in 1607 they recognised the suzerainty of
the Ixamk but by 1609 we find them Kkilling a tax- .
collector sent by the Kazik. In 1642 they were-
described by the Kalmuck Khin Batur as I\&lIHUCh.,
in 1646 by the Russian plenipotentiary Danivi -
Arzhinskiy as Russian subjects. In 1703 they were . i
transferred by the Kalmucks, by arrangement with'“"_:: %
Russia, southwards to the region of the modem - ::
Semirec¢ye; they are then said to have numbered.
3,000-4,000 tents. As mentioned above, a portion of - '_ -
the Kirgiz had migrated at a much earlier date' '
shortly after rsrq4 a certain Muhammad is- mentioned
as being invested as Khin of the Kirgiz by Sa%d .
Khan the ruler of the Mongols (Ta’rikk-i Ra&fu...l.,
tr. E.D. Ross, London 1895, r4r):; in the 16th .
century the Kirgiz were for the most part under the °. i

]

*E
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rule of the Khins of the IKazik. The Kirgiz were ™
called Burut by Kalmucks; they were nearly all
driven out from Semiredye to Farghina and Ixarate- | |
gin; it was only after the destruction of the Ialmuck "
empire by the Chinese (1758-9) that they retumed
to their old scttlements in the southern part ﬂf
Semiretye. At this date the name Kirgiz was trans-
ferred to the Kazik by the Russians: to dhtlnglﬂSh
them fromn the latter, the true lurfnz were called
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[Kirgiz  (Ixara Kirghliz). The term *IKard”
. never acdopted by ﬂ.lG people thetqselvcs and
" aw  definitely repudiated. In Semirecye, the
i irehiz, outwardly at least, plfg[essed Islam;
which takes its name from the principal
o Manas, the wars against the Kalmucks arc
{ cihed as wars of religion. Unlike the ILazik, thc
irghlz had neither princes or nobles; the
Nders, called Manap, were not chosen by any kind
 cleetion but owed their position entirely to their
r-onal influence. Owing to the continual state of
1”,- (he tribes of the Ixara Klrghiz did not break up
,,,“,‘ .mall subdivisions as was the case with the
Cabes of the Kazik; an aul (camp) of the ICara
~ol:dz comprised the menmbers of a whole tribe and
efore occupied a much greater arca than an aul
ixazik. In the 18th century authority over the
oarda INirghiz was claimed by the Chinese, In the
. th first by the Ozbegs in FFarghiua and later by
e Iussians; the final establishment of Russian
cale dates from 1864. The prosperity of the IKaré
1.Irehiz has been seriously affected by the Russian
.lonisation and particularly by the rising of 1916,
Chen a considerable portion of the people migrated
i, China: the Russian government resolved—Dbut
aothing came of it owing to the revolution of 1917

o take from the Kard Kirghlz all their grazing-
sronmds except the valley of the Tekes and to throw
(hese lunds open for Russian colonisation.

(atil recently in both Russia and Western Europe
(he name ““Kirgiz” meant particularly the IKazak;
they are sometimes called also “Kirgiz- Kaisak”
(Ivaisalk, corrupted from Kazalk, to distinguish them
(rom the Russian Cossacks). On the separation of the
Kazik, from the Ozbeg, cf. ABU ’L-KHAYR and
kazik. The whole of the IKXazak people was for lonyg
ander the rule of one Khin who therefore had a
considerable military force at his disposal; Khan
Ivisim (d. 924/1518) was particularly powerful. In
.pite of several defeats from the Mongols allied with
ihe Ozbegs in the 16th century, the Kazak still had
+ strong nomadic kingdom at the end of this century
under the rule of Khin Tawakkul, who, during the
last vears of the reign of KXhan ‘Abd Allah b. Iskandar
(4.0.) was able to make a successful incursion into
M:i ward al-Nahr, and later still even held the town
of Tishkent. In the 17th century the power of the
Ikhins only rarely extended over the whole people;
but about this time Tashkent and Ifarghdana werc
usnally in the possession of the Kazak, sometimes
under nominal recognition of the suzerainty of the
Ikhins of the Ozbegs. At this time must have taken
place the division of the Kazik into three “Hordes”
(called by the Kazik themselves djtiz ‘““hundred”;
the: great horde (el djiiz) occupied the most easterly,
the little (kishi djiiz) the most westerly part of the
so-called “ Kirgiz steppes” and between the two the
central horde (orta djiiz). Towards the end of the 17th
century this division was already an accomplished
fact. Khiin Tyawka, celebrated as the law-giver of
his people (in 1694 a Russian embassy was received
by him in the town of Turkistin and in 1698 onc
fromn the Kalmucks), still ruled all three Hordes and
haa a representative in each of them. In 1717 un-
successful negotiations for the submission of all
three Hordes to Peter the Great were conducted; in
1723 the towns of Sayriam, Tashkent and Turkistan
were conquerced by the Kalmucks. For a short period
after this, the suzerainty of the Khan of the Little
Horde was recognised by all the Ifazik and the
agreement embodying this was sealed by the sacrifice
of a white horse; but the treaty had no practical
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results. In 1730, Abu ’'I-Khayr negotiated with Russia
and concluded a treaty by which he declared himself
and his people Russian subjects. This treaty was
renewed several times in the 18th century; but it was
not till the 1g9th century, especially after 1847, when
the Russians were firmly established on the southern
fronticr of the Kirgiz steppes on the Slr Darya, that
Russian rule became definitely established over the
steppes and their inhabitants. The castern part of the
steppes  was adininistered from  Siberia and  the
western from Orenburg; regulations for the govern-
ment of the Siberian Jazik were published in 1822
and again in 1868. Even after the abolition of the

| Khian's authority, the descendants of Cingiz Khan

or “Sultans’ exercised a considerable influence over
the people as a nobility (among the Kazak called
“white bones”, ak siiyck); their authority has becn

gradually destroyed by the measures of the Russian

Government. The last popular lcader of the Kazak
was Kenesari, who fought against the authoritics in
Siberia and Orenburg from 1842 in the mountains of
Ala Tau: several risings were stirred up until 1373
by his son Sadik (so-called by the Russians, properly
Siddik). Another son, Ahmad, later wrote the life
of his father Kenesari and of his brother Sadik,
entitled: Sultant Kenisara i Sadik. Biografieskiye
oferki sultana Akhmeta Kenisarina. Obrabotano dlya
pelali 1 snabfeno primecaniyami E. T.Smirnovim,
Tashkent 1889 (review by V. Rosen in Zap., v,
122-3).

The most southern part of the Kirgiz steppes was
conquered in the 1g9th century by the Ozbegs of
Farghiana and Khiwa and partly colonised; the ad-
vance of the Russians in this part was thereiore as-
sisted by the Kazik. After the foundation of the
general-gouvernement of Turkestan (1867) and the
general-gouvernement of the Steppes (1832) (Semi-
reCve belonged at first to the latter, but was later
again united to Turkestan), the government of Kirgiz
steppes had less unity than before. On the other hand,
after the Revolution an administrative unit was
established called at first by the Russians the “Kirgiz
Republic” and by the people themselves “Kaziki-
stan’’. Today the Kirgiz form one of the Union Re-
publics in the USSR. The number of the population
in the Kirgiz Socialist Soviet Republic was 3,145,000
in 1973 (43.8% Kirgiz, 24.2% Russians, 11.3% Uz-
beks, etc.). The whole number of Kirgiz living in the
USSR was I,452,000 in 1970. The number of Kirgiz
living in China and Afghanistan is over 100,000. The
Kirgiz language belongs to the northwestern (Kip-
chak) group of Turkic languages.

Bibliography: There exists the {following
guide to the bibliographies: E. E. Novicenko,
Bibliografiva bibliografiy o Kirgizis, 1852-x967. A n-
notirovanniy ukazatel' literaturi, Frunze 1969.—
The most important of earlier bibliogra-
phies are: A. N. Kharuzin Bibliografideskiy uka-
zatel’ statey, hasavushéikhsya elnografis Kirgisov 1
Karagirgizov, in Einografideskoye Obosrenive ix
(1891); N. Veselovskiy, Dopolneniye K bib!ia_g-;nﬁ-
feskom ukazatelvu sialey, hasayushéikhsva Kirgisov
1 Karagirgizov, sostaviennomu A. N. Kharusinim,
in Linografideskoye QObozrenive, ix (1891); A. E.
Alcktorov, Ukasatel’ knig, furnal’ nikh + gaseinikh
statey + sametok o kirgszakh, in Isvesttva Obshlestva
Arkheologii, Istorii ¢ Etnografii pri Imperatorskom
Kaszanskom Unaversitete, xvi-xx (x9oo0-4); Z. L.
Amitin-Shapiro, Literatura o Kirgisit (ror8-rgz4).
Annotirovannly ukazatel’, Trunze 1963; idem,
Literatura o Kirgisii (1925-1936). Annotirovanniy
wkazatel’, I'runze 1965; idem, Amnnotirovanniy
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ukazalel’ literaturl po istorii, arkheologii v étnografi

Kirgizit (ryzso-rgr7), I'runze 1958. The fullest

history of the Kirgiz steppes is that by

A. Levshin, Opisaniye Ktrgiz-kaisakskikh ord 1

stepey, St. Petersburg 1832 this is supplemented

by many quotations in Velyaminov-Zernov, [ss-
ledovaniyva o kazimovskikl isaryalkl i Isarevidall,

ii. Of general works, sce \V. Barthold, Hisloire

des tures d’Asie Cenirale, Paris 1945; R. Grousset,

L'empire des steppes, Paris 19s52; D. Sinor, Inlro-

duction a U'histoire de ' Jurasie Centrale, Wicsbhaden

1963; S. M. Abramzon, Kirgizi © ikl élnogenceti-

ceskie 1 1storiko-kul’ turnive svjazi, Leningrad 1971,

Oneveryday life (esp. of the IKazik) in the rgth

century: W, Radloff, Aus Sibirien®, Leipzig 1393,

i; idem, Proben der Volkslitteratur, clc., iii, V.

On laws: N. Grodekov, Kirgizi i Karakirgizi Syr-

Daryinskoy oblasti, Tashkent 1889. On present

conditions: Obzor narodnogo khozyaystva Kirgiz-

skoy A.S.S.R. 1924 god, Pod red. Y. P. Krutilina;

S. A. Tokarev, ILtnografiva narodov SSSR. Istori-

Ceskiye osnovi bita © kul'turl, Moscow 1958 (with

a lengthy Dbibliography). On language and

literature : Philologiae turcicae fundamenla, 1-11,

Wiesbaden 1959-64. (W. BArTHOLD - [G. HAZAL])

KIRID (see 1kriTisi].

KIRIM, a peninsula jutting out into the Black
Sea south of the Ukraine (Russian Krim; English
Crimea; French Crimée; German Krim; with an area
of 25,500 km?), connected with the mainland by the
isthmus ca. § km. wide of Perekop (in Turkish Or
Kapi), and ending to the east in the peninsula of Kerc
[g.v.]. The northern and central parts are flat; to the
south lies a mountainous arca consisting of three
ranges, the most southern of which, Mt. Yayla
(1,545 m. high), falls down steeply to the coastal
strip. The climate is relatively mild and on the south-
eastern coast similar to that of the Mediterranean
area. The water of the few rivers and brooks—
especially that of the Salghir—is used for irrigation.
- The flat grounds are cultivated; in the mountains
there are pastures besides woods, and wine-growing
is not without importance. Some minerals are found
(iron ore near Ker¢, fluorspar near Sevastopol) and
at present there is also all kinds of industry.

In antiquity, the peninsula was inhabited by the
Scythians. From the 6th century B.C. onwards, Greek
colonies existed on the coasts. Around 480 B.C. these
formed the Bosporean State, whereas In the Ist
century B.C. they belonged for a short time to the
Pontian kingdom. From 63 B.C. onwards, the Roman
Empire wielded supreme rule (sce Paulys Realenzyklo-
pidie der klassischen Altertumswissenschaft, new ed.
by G. Wissowa, vi. Halbband, Stuttgart 1399, cols.
2254-69: H. G. Gundel, Die Krim tm Altertim, n Das
Gymnasium, liii (1942), 117-38). In the 4th century
A.D. first the Goths came, then the Huns. Until 1239
the Byzantine empire held the Chersonese (Old Rus-
sian Korsun?®), while the main part of the peninsula
belonged to the territory of the Khazars [q.v.].
During the roth and 1xth centuries there was the
Russian colony Tmutarakan?® (probably near modern
Taman?), important in relations with Byzantium.
From around 1030 the peninsula was dominated by
the Kumans or Kipéak [q.v.], and from 1239 by the
Tatars of the Golden Horde. They also wielded a sort
of supreme rule over the Genoese colonies that came
into existence here (since 1261-5, especially in Kaffa,
mod. I'eodosiya, see XEFE). These colonies took over
the role of the Byzantinc Chersonese and became of
great significance for trade with Byzantium and the
Mediterranean arca until their downfall m 147%s5.
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They were to a certain extent tributary to the Tatarg,- ';
Occasional plunderings of these towns by the Gf)ld;-n
[Horde (sce BATU’IDS), c¢.g. in 1298-9, or sicges, eg
13413, remained incidental,

Kirlim is only rarely mentioned by the Arab g,qg,
raphers (and cven then partly following the lldlldﬂ.

reports, as by Idrisi). The first contact with Islanm,
dates trom a campaign of the Riam Saldjikid sultag

Kay Kubad ¢Ala? al-Din LI {q.9.] (6106- -34/1219-36} - .

After the Golden Horde occupied the peninsula, firsy-. %
in 1223 and then, definitively, in 123%-9, the religions - 7
situation did not change immediately. At the in. £

stigation of the Egyvptian Mamnliks (who entertained

trade relations with the peninsula) a mosque was
erected at Old Kirim (also Solichat{Solghad); another .
was built later by the Khin Ozbeg (712-42[13 11"413”'

[q.v.].

influences of the futuwwa [q.v.] asserted themselves,
Next, there existed of old also Jewish settiements,
but little is known about them in these centuries

except from tombstones. Karaites or Kara’im {g.z.}
were found at Cufut Kale, and the Orthodox Christ- -
ians had a bishopric of Gothia at Old Kirirn. Westemn .

or Latin Christianity, supported mainly by the
Franciscans, was represented by the Genoese unul
the downfall of the latter in 1475. Already 1n 1261 2
Latin bishop is mentioned, and in 1318 the bishopric
of Kaffa was founded. Its jurisdiction stretched from

Varna (in modern Bulgaria) to Saray [¢.0.], the capital |

of the Golden Horde. The bishopric of Cherson, which

came into being In 1303, was definitively estabiished =

in 1333, with parishes in the individual towns. From

here efforts were made to effect a union with the -

other Christians and to start missionary work among

the Tatars, but at the end of the 14th century these .
attempts came to an end for lack of success. From -
1351 until after 1370 there had even existed 2 Lann -

bishopric at Saray.

In the r4th century, during emnbittered fights with - °

the Venetians in the Mediterranean and the Aegean
Sea, the Genoese founded trading factories in Sughdak
(Russian Suroz), in Balaklava (then Cembalo}, 1n

modern Sevastopol, in Tana (Azov, Turkish -‘\zak i -

(g.v.]) and in Moncastro (Ak Kirman {g.r.}, Rumanian
Cetatea Alb3, since 1368) to the west of the mouth of
the Dnéstr. Until r343 the Venetiaus had a colony
at Tana (Azov). Besides Italians, who had their own
rule and system of justice, there were living In these

towns Arabs from various Near Eastemn laads; Turks
from Anatolia; Lurs [g.v.]; Greeks; and above all, .-
such a large number of Armenians that hirim was ;

sometimes called Armenia Magna or Armenia Man-
tima. About the Crimean Goths we are informed by

reports of the x3th century, and latterly in the 16th
century by Augier Ghislain de Busbecq, ambassador . -

of the Austrian emperor to Siileyman II (see E. S.
Forster, The Turkish letters of Ogier Ghiselin de Bus-
becq, Oxford 1927, repr. 1963; \W. von den Steinen,

During the latter’s reign, Sunni Islam had gained SN
a firin footing among the Tatars of Kirlmn, like among - &
the rest of the Golden Horde. [From JZgypt shortlived -
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Vier Bricfe Busbecgs aus der Tiirker, 1920). Since that -

time they have merged with the Iirim Tatars.

The Mongols of the Golden Horde had a governor
on the peninsula (hakim or wali), who kept up his
own diplomatic relations with the Nile vallev. We
hear also of an “amir of the right wing' and “of the
left wing of the army”. Until the middle of the r5th

century Kirim, thinly populated except for the coasts,
recmained a centre, especially through Bvzantine

intermediarics on the Dardanelles, for trade with = ¥

LLgypt. l‘or a long period via the Kirlm slaves
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Pashiapiya whose Persian name Kolén, with imdla,
. Arabicised as Kulayn and Kulin. His nisba is
qus variously given in the sources as al-Kulaynl,
- kulint, or, crroncously, al-Kalini.
rew (acts are known about his life.'Since his chief
Ceansmitters  of  Jmami  traditions were several
oholars of Ixumm, at s certain that he studied in
That town for @ prolonged timme, most likely during
e last decade of the 3rd century A.H. (903-13).
1o also transmitted from several scholars of Rayy,
anong them his maternal uncle Muhammad b. CAll
.1- Isulayni al-Razi, known as “Alin, and al-Nadjdshi
Jeseribes him as lhe shaykl of thc Imamiyya in
[avy in his time. [t is uncertain if it was in Naysabar
. olsewhere that he heard Mubammad b. Isma“l
al-Naysaburi, his transmitter of the traditions and
vicws of the prominent Imami scholar al-lIfadl b.
Shadhian of Naysabir, whom he evidently held in
hl_"h esteem. At an unknown date, perhaps in the
iirst decade of the 4th century A.H. (913-23), he
moved to Baghdiad where he lived and taught in the
Narb al-Silsila near the Bab al-Kiafa on the west
hank of the Tigris. Here he completed his voluminous
Kitab al-Kafi, on which he is said to have worked
for twenty years. The book, though mostly a col-
lection of traditions of the I'mams, was meant to be
a wuide to authoritative Iimami doctrine in theology
and fikh. Thus it is arranged according to subject
matter and tends to contain only those traditions
which the author considered as reflecting orthodox
teaching. Only exceptionally are the views and
claborations of Imami scholars quoted, such as the
claborations of al-Fadl b. Shidhin on the law of
inheritance. The work is divided into the uwusiil,
dealing mainly with theology, prophecy, the imamate,
and prayers; the furi®, dealing with fikh; and a
{inal volume, entitled K. al-Rawda, containing
miscellancous traditions of mostly edifying or
paraenetic character. His other works, all of which
are lost, included a refutation of the Karimita, a
bcok on transmitters (ridjal), a collection of letters
of the Imams, an anthology of poems about them,
and a book on the interpretation of dreams. The date
of his death is given as 328/939-40 or 329/940-1. The
latter date, mentioned by al-Nadjashi, is more likely
to be correct, since al-Tisi, who in his earlier K.
al-Fihrist gives the year 328, in his later K. al-Ridjal
specifies Sha®bin 329/May 941. The funeral prayer
was led by the Imami Hasanid Aba Kirdt Muhammad
b. Dja‘far, and he was buried near the Bab al-Kufa.
The reputation of al-Kulayni and his K. al-Kdfi
appears to have been modest during his lifetime and
for a century after his cdeath. Ibn al-Nadim (writing
in 377/987-8) does not even mention him, and Ahmad
h. “‘Abdin (d. 423/1030) observed that his tomb had
become obliterated. The K. al-Kafi was evidently
not widely used in the Imimi communitics as an
authoritative source of fikh. Though the Shaykh
al-Mufid (d. 413/1022) in Baghdad referred to 1t as
one ‘“‘of the most important and useful books of the
Shi‘a”, his student the Sharif al-Murtada (d. 436/
1044) included al-Kulayni in his general censure of the
Imami traditionist school of Kumm and accuscd him
of including numerous forged and rationally absurd
traditions in the K. al-Kaf7. It seems to have becen
largely due to the influence of the Shaykh al-Tsi
(d. 460/1068), who praised al-Kulayni and rclied
extensively on the K. al-Kafi in his fikh works, that
the latter gained popularity. The favour in which
the K. al-Kdfi was held by the pro-Mu‘tazili Imdmi
school of Baghdad, in spite of the criticism of al-
Murtada, was partially based on al-IKulayni's support
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of the thenlﬂgy of the anti-anthropomorphist wing
within the school of Kurmnm which was later rep-
rescnted by Ibn Babawavh al-Sadik, the only scholar
of Kumm whose works were preserved in Jarge
number, evidently because of their author’s relative
closeness to Muftazili theological doctrines. The K,
al-Kdfi soon came to be considered as one of the four
canonical collections of traditions on which Imaini
[tk is to be based, and often as the most authoritative
one among them. It reached the peak of 1ts fame in
the Safawid and post-Safawid age, when numerous
commentaries, interpretations, glosses, studies of
various aspects, Persian translations, and an abridg-
ment of it were composed. A tomb of al-Kulayni
with a kubba was now shown on the east bank of
the Tigris near the modern al-Ma’mun bridge in
Baghdad, and has continued to attract large numbers
of visitors until the present.

Bibliography: al-Nadjashi, al-Ridjal, Tehran
n.d., 202f.; al-Tasi, Fihrist kutub al-shi‘a, cd.
A. Sprenger, Calcutta 1853-5, 326-7; idem, al-
Ridjal, ed. Mubainmad Sidik Al Babr al-‘Ulam,
Nadjaf 1381/1961, 495 f.; Ibn Shahrishib, Ma‘alim
al-‘ulama®, ed. ‘Abbas Ikbil, Tehran 1353/1934,
88: Ibn al-Athir, viii, 273; Ibn Hadjar, Lisaz
al-mizan, Haydaribad r3z29-31/[1911-13}, v, 433;
al-Bahrani, Lu’lwat al-Bahrayn, ed. Muh. Sadik
Bahr al-¢Uliun, Nadjaf 1386/1966, 386-95; al-
Khwansari, Rawddl al-djannat, ed. A. Isma‘iliyan,
Kuinin 13g9o-2/19y0-2, vi, 108-19; “Ali Husayn
Mahfiz, introd. to ‘Ali Akbar al-Ghaffarl’s ed.
of al-Kulavni, al-Kafi, Tehran 1381/1961.

(W. MADELUXG)

KULDJA or GuuLpjA, modern lli or I-ning, a
town in the fertile and nineral-rich upper valley
of the Ili river {¢.7.] in Central Asia. IFor the
mediaeval historv of the district in which modern
Kuldja lay, see ALMALIGH.

The town of Ixuldja (‘““Old Kuldja") was probably
a new foundation in 1762 by the Chinese after their
victory over the Kalmucks [sece KALMUK] In 1759,
and they named it Ning-yiian-chen. Two vears later
the town of Hoi-viian-chen was founded as the
headquarters of the Chinese governor-general
(dsandsiin) of Chinese Turkestan; this was Known
s “Great” or ‘“New’ Kuldja. The Impenal gov-
ernment resettled in the largely depopulated re-
gion, amongst other peoples, 6,000 families of
Muslim Turks from Kashgharia, after the devastation
of the latter province during the wars with the
IKalmucks: these camec to be called the Tarandis,
“agriculturists’’. Also in the 18th century were
settled there Chinese Muslims (probably, in fact, of
mixed Chinese and Uyghur Turkish blood) called
the Dungans or T'ung-kan. In 1851 a trade treaty
was made at Kuldja between the advancing Russians
and the Chinese, opening the upper lli region to
Russian traders, and in 1860 the Treaty of Peking
between Russia and China gave both Russia and
Britain the right to establish consulates in, amongst
other places, Kuldja. In 1862 V. Radlov wvisited
both Old and New Kuldja and described them fully
in his Aus Siberien, Leipzig 1893, ii, 305 {f., 3306 {f.,
see also his Das Ili-Thal in Hoch Asien und seine
DBewohner, in Petermann’s Mitthetlungen (1366);
decade or so later, the American traveller k. Schuyler
visited Old KKuldja and its hinterland, see his Turki-
stan, notes of a journey in Russian Turkistan, Kho-
kand, Bukhara, and Khuldja, l.ondon 1876, 1i,
156-201.

I'ollowing a Dungan rebellion in Shen-si, which
spread to Kan-su [sec KANsu] and other Muslim
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areas of western China proper in 1862, revolt also cruinbled in 1911, a revolutionary government Proe
broke out amongst the Muslim population of northern claimmed its independence in the 11§ region, but in

Chinese Turkestan, sc. in the province of Dzungaria, 1912 the new Chinese governor of the whole pmvin;l |
amongst both Taranc¢is and Dungans, and in 1863 it Yang Tscng-hsin (1911-28) managed to {:onr;i]ja{;
spread to the IKuldja area. After hard fighting be- | the scparatists and secure unification of the I1i a5g
tween the Chinese authoritiecs and the rebels, New Sin-kiang regions (see R. Yang, Sinkiang under the
Kuldja was captured in 1865 by the rebels and com- administration of governor Yang Tseng-hsin, 1917

pletely razed; Schuyler, op, cit., ii, 162-4 ¥found the 1928, in Cenlral Asiatic Jnal., vi i1961], 270-7).
sitc utterly deserted apart from the one or Lwo Yang weathered a further potential crisis in 1916-17
houses of Dungan squatters. The Russian consulate | when thousands of Kazakhs fled from Tsarist RUS‘_‘;i&r:
in Kuldja and a Russian factory in the area were oppression into the [li and Kishgharia regions (1bid,,
destroyed 1n this strife. The Dungans and Tarandcis 305-8), and under his long tenure of power, the
now began to fight amongst themsclves, and after | whole of Chinese Turkestan enjoyed an unwonted

much internccine warfare, power passed in 1867 to a period of prosperity and firin government. He kept :
Taran¢i leader who styled himself Sultin A%i Khin | up good relations with Soviet Russia, and even after !
or Abu ’l-A‘ld (in Russian sources, often ADbil- the Kuomintang’s diplomatic break with Russiz in :
Oglya); after savage massacres perpetrated by the 1927, the Russian consulates at Kuldja and in other ;
Tarandis, some 5,000 Dungans and others fled west- towns remained open. His successor Chen Shu-jen ?

R

wards iInto Russian territory for refuge. In 1867 | followed a <imilar policy, and in a secret treaty of
also, Ya‘kub Beg {4.v.], a Khokandi by birth who | 1931 conceded to the Russians rights to commercial
had earlier fought against the Russians at the battle | offices in IKuldja or IH, Ururnchi, etc.

of Ak Masdjid [see KHHOKAND], established his power These governors in the far west of China had been
In Kashgharia, sc. the southern part of Chinese | virtually autonomous, but in 1941 Chiang Kai-shek
Turkestan. Since Ya‘kiib Beg was believed to be | managed to extend the direct control of Chunking
anti-Russian and received two diplomatic missions | over Sin-kiang, with disquicting effects on the non-
from British India, the appearance of an ostensibly | Chinese population elements there. Hence in No-
hostile power in Central Asia disturbed Russia, and vember 1944 there was a rebellion of the Kazakh
was a factor in the Russian decision to annex coin- Turks 1o the Il region, soon joined by the Uvzhurs.
pletely in 1875-6 the IKhanate of Khokand [g.v.]. An kastern Turkestan Republic was proclaimed in
It further led to the Russian occupation in 1871 of | IKuldja, independent of the Sin-kiang Chinese pro-
Kuldja and the upper Ili basin, this being announced | vincial government in Urumchi. The Kuomintang
as a temporary measure, till China should re-establish | government in distant Chunking was unable io do
her authoritv in Kashgharia and Dzungaria. The | more than come to a comnpromise with Abhmad
local ruler Ala Khan was deported to Russia, and | Djan’s régime in Kuldja, but by the end of 1948 its
lived out his life there as a state pensioner. | influence in Sin-kiang was in any case declining
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The Russians probably assumed that Ya‘kab Beg
would never be dislodged from power and that the

perceptibly. In September 1949 representatives both
of the Kuldja régime and the Urumchi one started

o o TR l‘liu'q\- -

Kuldja district would eventually be permnanently | negotiating with the Communists in Peking, and in
annexed. In fact, Ya‘kib Beg was defeated in | Deccember of that year a Communist Provincial ;
1876-7 by the Chinese forces and died in May 1877; People’s government was established in Sin-kiang. !
his state collapsed totally and Chinese authority | The Communists eventually accorded to the province F
was restored in Eastern Turkestan. In 1879 negotia- a certaln autonomy, and in 1954 the Kuldia region §
tions began between the Chinese diplomat Ch’ung-hu | was made into the Ili Kazakh Autonomous Disirict
and the imperial Russian government, but the Treaty | of what in 1955 became the Sin-kiang Uighur :
of Lividia made in that vear was abortive, and | Autonomous Region. Now, under the Chinese name
negotiations dragged on for a considerable time, the | of I-ning, IKuldja is one of the chief towns of that :
retrocession of Kuldja being used as a bargaining | Region. ;

counter for extracting concessions elsewhere, till in
1881 the Treaty of St. Petersburg was made, and in
1883 Kuldja was finally evacuated by Russia. Russia
nevertheless retained trading privileges in the upper
I1i valley, received an indemnity of 9 million dollars
for the expenses of the Russian occupation, and
acquired consulates at Kuldja and Kashghar which
in the ensuing decades gave her important influence
in Chinese Turkestan, e.g. during the period of the
Chinese Revolution 1g91r-12, when Chinese scttlers
in the Kuldja region were massacred by the Muslims
and the Russian consular defence forces of troops
enlarged. Chinese Turkestan was from 1882 onwards
organised as a formal province of China under the
name of Sin-kiang “New dominion’’. The population
of [Old] Kuldja was estimated at 7,700 in 1872, of
whom 4,100 were Muslims; two or three years later,
Schuyler estimated the population of the town at
10,000, over half of whom were Tarandis. These
estimates were made at a time when the whole region
was in a devastated and depopulated condition, and
by ca. 1900, the estimated population of Kuldja had
risen to 30,000.

When the authority of the Manchu Imperial
government in the Sin-kiang capital of Uruinchi

Bibliography: (in addition to sources men-
tioned in the article): C. P. Skrine, Chinese Czniral
Asia, London 1926; O. Lattimore ¢f alii, Pivot of
Asia, Sinkiang and the Inner Asian jroniters of
China and Russia, Boston 1950, 36-9: R. A.
Pierce, Russian Central Asia 1867-1917, a study
in colonial rule, Berkeley and Los Angeles 160,
11, 28; J. A. Dabbs, History of the discovery and
cxploration of Chinese Turkestan, The Hague 1963,
index; G. M. \Wheeler, The modern history of Sovies
Central Asia, London 1964; A. Lamb, in Zeniral-
asien, ed. G. Hambly, Frankfurt 1966, ch. xx,
Eng. tr. London 1969. (C. E. BOoswORTH)
KULLIYYA (a. lit. ‘“‘completeness”: Turkish:

fakiilte; Persian: danishkada) acquired in the 19th
century the technical meaning of faculty as a
unit of teaching and learning, mostly at the
university level, according to branches of learning.
Islamic education in masdjid, madrasa or khanakdh
did not know of a division into Rulliyvdt, which
presupposes 1nstitutionalised specialisation. So it
was only 1n 1930 that al-Azhar in Cairo was re-
organised according to three kulliyyat of higher
studies: usidl al-din, shariae, and al-dirdsiat al-ara-
biyya. Nadjaf in Iriq, as a centre of Shi‘l1 Ithna
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(IT, 255, III, 2). On the other side, we have secen
that the problem for the metaphysician is to know
who established the existence of its object. 1bn Sini
believes that this object, being implied in all sciences,
does not need be to vouched for by one of them. More-
over, it is for metaphysics to provide the role of
supplying the other sciences with the basis of their
object. Ibn Rushd criticises this vidtvpoint, but by
relving on his own one, namely that the first philos-
ophy poses the question to itself about substance
as the first analogue of being. “Ibn Sind, believing
in the truth of the doctrine which does not want an y
of the sciences to set forth its own principles, and
taking that simpliciter, believes that it is the task
of the person who concerns himsclf with the first
philosophy to give a clear exposition of the existence
of substance apprchendable by the senses, cternal
or not. He say that the natural scientist posits by
hypothesis that nature exists (yada‘u wadn anna
'I-tabi‘a mawdjiida) and that the scholar of divine
scicnce is the one who gives the demonstrable proof
of its existence” (7afsir, iii, 1423-4). Ibn Rushd
then replies: *““Yes, the specialist in the first phi-
losophy secks for the principles of substance as sub-
stance and sets forth clearly that the separateness
of substances is the principle of the physical sub-
stance. But in making clear this search, he constantly
calls for (vusddiru) what physics clearly scts forth,
whether in regard to the substance which can be ge-
nerated and 1s corruptible, in the first book of the
Pliysics (189 B 30-191 b 34), where it is demonstrated
that it is made up of matter and form, or whether in
regard to the eternal substance, in Book viii (260
a 2o ff.), where it is set forth that the driving force
of that substance is stripped of all matter. Then
he clearly lays down that the principles of the
substance which are neither the Universal ideas («l-
kulliyyat) nor the Numbers (al-a‘dad) [of Plato]”
(1bid., 1424-5). Onc should mention a final diver-
gence between the two philosophers. Ibn Rushd notes
that Aristotle, in the tenth book of the Metaphysics,
has an enquiry into’ the unit, the multiple, the iden-
tical (ruwa huwa), the similar, the opposite and in-
to still further notions ‘‘which bring out the general
concomitants (al-lawahik al-‘Gmma) of the being as
such” (Tafsir, iii, 1403). In effect, metaphysics is
a speculation about the being as such and about the
“things” which are concomitant with it” (al-umiir al-
lahika lahu) (tbid., iii, 1395). Now we have seen
that what is concomitant with being for Ibn Rushd is
the division of being for Ibn Sinia. It seems that
this fundamental divergence holds good for all the
other oppositions.

Ibn Sind’s metaphysics is consequently open to
a region beyond the world, the earth and the heavens;
1t makes a mystical systemn possible. For Ibn Rushd,
on the contrary, although metaphysics studies
the principles of beings which are objects of other
sciences, it is not the foundation of those sciences,
but their completion. I1e writes in his Z'afsir, ii, 701,
“Since ... ecach science only concerns itself with
studying a certain being which is its special object,
it 1s clear that there must necessarily exist a science
which studies the absolute being (al-huwiyya al-muf-
laka); if therec were not, our knowledge of things
would not be completely exhaustive (lam tustawfa ma-
‘rifat al-ashya’)” (Tafsir, ii, 7o01). IFurthermore,
whilst Ibn Rushd seeks for the first cause of the
movements of substances apprehendable by the sen-
scs, corruptible or incorruptible, and finds it in the
immobile Prime Mover, Ibn Sina sets himself the task
of ““making an enquiry into the first cause from which

every being is brought about by causality (Lullic maze-
djiid matliil) in as much as it has been the result of
causality, and not simply in as much as it is a mo-
bile being (mawdjid mutaharrik) or a quantifiable
being (mawdijtad mutakammim) (Shifa®, Iahiyyat, i,
14). But there is a problem there; it is not possible
for metaphysics to speculate on causes in as much
as they are causcs simpliciter (al-ashab bi-md hiya
ashab mutlaka), in the first place because this science
treats of notions” “which do not raise the question
of proper accidents owed to these causes as such,
such as the notions of universal and particular, of
act and capability, of possibility and neccessity”
(ibid., 7); and then because the science of causes
taken simpliciler presupposes that the existence of
causcs has heen established for the things which
have a cause (ithbat al-ashab Ii 'l-umir dhawal al-
asbab). Ibn Sina adopts here a very clear view of
the problein of causality: it is not sufficient for
the existence of a cause to be demonstrated in the
eyes of reason. The existence of causes and effects
is not proved by an intuition of causality; it comes
from the division of being into the necessary and
the possible. The first cause is thus the being nec-
essary by itself. This is why there exists a being
necessary so that all other beings have causes, since
these exist even at the time when they are only pos-
sibilities. Now if one adopts as the point of depar-
ture experience of things apprehendable by the senses,
all the causes that one will find are at the szme
time effects. One would not therefore be able, by
tracing back the series of cause-cffects, to reach
the first cause, whether one went back infinitely or
whether one came to a stop, as did Arisiotle in his
search for the Prime Mover, by an arbitrary decision:
avayxn cwnvat! On this point, Ibn Sina has set
forth a highly original idea in his Isharai (ed. Sulav-
man Dunya, Cairo 1958, 11, 4514-5). It concerns
the position of the cause which is not an eifect, in
relation to the scries of causc-effects. If it forms
part of their ensemble (djumla), it is necessarily an
extreme limit (faraf). But if one takes a series made
into a hierarchical chain (silsila muraitiba) of causes
and effects which 1s made up only of cause-eifects,
““there 1s a need for an external cause for this en-
semble, but undoubtedly in continuity with it in
regard to limit (thtadiat ila “illa Eharidia ‘anka,
laRinnaha lattasile biha ... taraf®*)”. Ibn Sini
envisages the case where this succession is infinite,
and then the cause-cffects would form an infinitely
limited ensemble. This ensemble is the universe;
God 1s 1its “limit”, but He is exterior to it. On the
contrary, Ibn Rushd's Prime Mover is probablv at the
peak of the hierarchy of substance, but it is a sub-
stance and forms part of the world of substances.
Just as metaphysics finishes off the sciences, likewise
God supports the universe like the kevstone of an
arch.
Bibliography: Given in the article.
(R. ARNALDEZ)
MA GCHUNG-YING (Maithews' Chinese-English
Dictionary, Revised American Edition 1909, charac-
ters nos. 4310, 1505, 7489), also known as ¢A ssy-
LING, or “Little Commander” ((za is an affectionate
diminutive used in colloquial Kansu Chinese—sce
the Hsin-Hua isu-tien, Peking 1971, 124; Ssu-ling:
sece Malthews’, nos. 5585, 4043), the youngest and
best-known of the five Chinese Muslim war-
lords comprising the “\Wu Ma” clique {¢.©.] which
controlled much of Northwest China during the
latter half of the Republican Period (1911-49).
Little is known of Ma Chung-ying's early years.
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IHe was born at Linhsia (formerly Hochow) in south-
castern Kansu, ca. 1910 (there is a contradiction
in the Biographical dictionary of Republican China,
which holds that Ma was born in r9rr, but that he
became a junior officer in 1926 “at the age of seven-
teen’; op. cil., 403, col, 1). Little ig known of Ma’'s
immediate family, but it is clear that he shared
the same paternal grandfather as the Kansu-Chinghai
warlords Ma  Pu-ch'ing (Mattheios’, nos. 4310,
53603, 1168) and Ma Pu-fang (Malthews', nos. 4310,
5303, 1815), and that he was thus a scion of the power-
ful Ma family of Pich-tsang, a small village some 30
km. west of Linhsia (Mei, op. cit. in Bibl., 6060).
Ma Chung-ying was also distantly related to the
Kansu-Ninghsia warlords Ma Hung-k'uei (Malthews’,
10Ss. 4310, 2386, 3651) and Ma Hung-pin (Malthews’,
nos. 4310, 2386, 5259), the most powerful represen-
tatives of the Ma family of Han-chia-chi, a large
village some 25 km. south-west of Linhsia. Together
these five Hui warlords were to become famous—or
infamous—as the “Wu Ma’ Northwestern Muslim
clique.

Ma Chung-ying first entered military service
during 1924 when, at about the age of fourteen, he
joined the local Musliin militia. One year later, in
August 1925, troops of the “Christan General”’, I'eng
Yii-hsiang, invaded Kansu. The invading forces,
under the command of Feng’s subordinate Liu Yii-fen,
forined a part of the Northwest Army, more common-
ly known as the First Kwuomanchiin (‘‘National
People’s Army’’), a vast rabble which is estimated
to have numbered in excess of 100,000 men during
the late summer of 1925. IFeng intended, through
his subordinate Liu, to colonise large tracts of
Kansu with Kuominchiin soldiers; he also intended
to finance his struggle against the Northeastern
warlord Chang Tso-lin with taxes raised and opium
cultivated in the Northwest. Not unnaturally,
these aims found little favour with the people of
Kansu, Ninghsia and Chinghai; nor were the local
warlords much inclined to support I‘eng Yii-hsiang.

In 1926, one year after the Kuominchiin invasion
of Kansu, Ma Chung-ying recceived his first com-
mission as an officer in the forces commanded by one
of his uncles, Ma Ku-chung (Boorman and lHoward,
op. cit. in Bibl., 463). During the same year, Liu Yii-
fen, who was in occupation of the provincial capital
at Lanchow, was attacked by a combination of local
warlords from eastern Kansu (Sheridan, op. cif. In
Bibl., 195-6). Fighting was prolonged and severe,
but the Muslim warlords of western Kansu seem to
have remained aloof from the struggle, and Liu
eventually succeeded in reimposing Kuominchiin
rule on the province. During his conflict, Ma Chung-
ying, still only sixteen or seventeen years of age,
is said to have “laid siege to and captured Linhsia
on his own initiative” (Boorman and Howard, tbid.).
Liu Yii-fen ordered troops under the command of
Ma Lin (a great-uncle of Ma Chung-ying) to recapture
Linhsia, but the young soldier easily defeated them,
winning for himself a reputation as a military
strategist and the nicknamec “Little Commander’’.
Ma Chung-ying's triumph was short-lived, however,
for his uncle and commanding officer Ma Ku-chung
had not ordered the occupation of Linhsia, and he
dismissed his nephew for insubordination. The
“Iittle Commmander’ learned this lesson well; he
withdrew to the Sining area of Chinghai and began
to build up his own forces,

The Kuominchiin ‘pacification’” of Kansu left
large areas of the province devastated, but failed
to break the rebellious spirit of its people. In 1927
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north-western Kansu was racked by a violent earth-
quake; this, coinbined with the increased use of good
arable land for the cultivation of the opium pPoOppYy
and arbitrary tax increases imposed by Liu Yii-fen,
caused widespread famine, Karly in the spring of 1928
the paticnce of the Northwestern Musliis ran out,
and the standard of revolt was raised against the
IKnominchiin by the Muslim leader Ma T’ ing-hsiang
(Matthews’, nos. 4310, 6404, 3076; sce Sheridan, 250).
Ma Chung-ying (who according to one source had
fled to Sining, together with a group of nis followers,
because of an illicit affair with a young Mnslirn girl
from a strictly orthodox family; see Jkvall, op cil.
in Bibl., 9406) rapidly becamne involved in this revolt
against the Kuominchiin. The city of Linnsia, which
remained in Kuominchiin hands, was besieged three
times by Muslim forces. Robert Ekvall, an American
who travelled through south-castern Kansu at this
time, records that ‘‘The revolt had by this time
assumed all the aspects of a holy war. Chanting
prayers, forty or fifty thousand fighters went into
battle with fanatical zeal ... the young rebel leader
Ma Chong-ing (sic) seemed to bear a charmed life
and by his reckless courage gained the utmost in
obedience and devotion from his ruffian troops.
The Chinese (i.c. the Kuominchiin) were panic-
stricken at the desparate courage of the Moslems,
but eventually, by machine-gun fire and light artille-
ry, proved superior’” (Ekvall, 946-7). The Kuomin-
chiin was unable, however, to crush the Muslimn
revolt entirely; no sooner had the rebellion been
suppressed in one area, than it broke out afresh in
another. By September 1928 over 100,000 people
had died (Sheridan, loc.cit.). Anti-Kuominchin
feeling amongst the Muslims gradually gave way to
racial hostility against all Han Chinese. On 14
February 1929, about 20,000 Muslims forced their
way into Tangar, a city of some 5,000 families In
western Kansu. An American eyewitness described
the scene as follows: “‘[The Muslims] forced an
entrance by ladder over the north wall. linmediately
by they began to murder the Chinese in the most
brutal way, cutting over the head with swords ...
The Muslims were in the city only about two hours,
but during that time the official figures show more
than 2,000 killed, 700 wounded, and J 2,000,000 da-
mage’ (Sheridan, 251). Kuominchin reprisals
against the Muslims were equally bloody. According
to American diplomatic reports (see Sheridan, tdid.),
the ravages of war and famine reduced people to
cannibalism; between 1926 and 1929 as many a
2,000,000 people may have died. One casualty was
Ma Chung-ving's father, who was executed on the
orders of Liu Yii-fen in the winter of 1929 (Boorman
and Howard, 1btd.).

In 1929 Ma Chung-ying, his position strengthened
by several victories over the forces of the Kkuomin-
chiin, approached the Nationalist leader Chiang
Kai-shek with a request that his private army should
be recognised as a Kuomintang frontier unit. At about
this time, Feng Yii-hsiang declared himself indepen-
dent of the National Government at Nanking; as
a result of this, Ma Chung-ying’s distant relative
Ma FHung-k’uei, the strongest of the ‘‘\Wu Ma’ clique,
declared in favour of the nationalist cause. Ma Chung-
ying went to Nanking, where he enrolled briefly
at the military academy. In 1930 he returned to
Kansu where he was appointed garrison commander
at Kanchow (Changyech) in the far north-west, near
the frontier of Sinkiang [¢.v.]; from here he con-
trolled a small fief, including the towns of Suchow
and An-hsi, which “freed him from any financial
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worry and allowed him to prepare his army for an
expedition to Sinkiang” (Nyman, op. cit. in Bibl.,
xo1). Before striking out into Singkiang, however,
Ma seems to have made another bid to extend his
personal power basc in KKansu, Once again he met
with failure, this tiimme at the hands of his uncle Ma
Pu-fang (Norins, op. cil. in Bibl., 41). " h

In 1930 Sinkiang, China's largest provdnce, was
under the control of Chin Shu-jen, an avaricious
and incompetent warlord from IKansu; over 9o% of
Chin’s subjects were Muslims, but the Han Chinese
warlord seems to have nurtured a fierce hatred for all
Muslims, whether of Hui or Turkic cthnic origin.
Chin’s anti-Mushin sentiment may well have derived
from the various Ilui risings in Kansu; certainly,
when a combination of famnine and war drove starving
Han Chinese refugees to flee from his native IKansu
to Sinkiang in the late rgzos, Chin welcomed them
with open arms. Less than 200 km from the north-
western frontier of Ma Chung-ying’s fief in Kansu
lay the ancient oasis city of Komul (I{omul {g.v. in
Suppl.]). When Chin Shu-jen seized power in Sinkiang
during 1928, IKomul (Chinesc name IHami) was still
a semi-independent state, ruled by the aged monarch
Maksid Shah, the last autonomous Khiinate 1n
Central Asia. When Maksitd died of old age in 1930,
Chin Shu-jen, who held the heir-apparent hostage
in Urumchi, the provincial capital, announced the
abolition of the Khanate and its full absorption
within China. Chinese officials took over the ad-
ministration of Komul, and Chin began to settle
Han Chinese refugees from his native Kansu on
arable land expropriated from the indigenous Uyghur
[g.v.] farmers. Local unrest grew rapidly, and in 1931,
following the abduction of a local Muslim girl by a
Han Chinese tax collector, open rebellion broke out.

One of the leaders of the Komul revolt, a Uyghur
called Yulbars Khin [q.v.] travelled to Suchow In
north-castern Kansu where he met Ma Chung-ying
(now officially Commander of the 36th Division of
the Kuomintang, though Yulbars comments that

there were so many Mas in this force that it was

commonly called the Ma-chia-chiin, or ‘“Ma House-
hold Army’’; see Yulbars, op.cif. in Bibl., 87-8).
Ma agreed to enter the fray, ostensibly to help his
Uyghur co-religionists and in 1931 he led his troops
into Sinkiang in an open challenge to Chin Shu-jen.
Ma was wounded during the autumn, and withdrew
temporarily to Kansu to recuperate. In August
1932 Ma’s troops again entered Sinkiang. Initially,
they cooperated with the Uyghurs in their struggle
against Chin Shu-jen. Ma's crack cavalry units,
generally considered to have been amongst the best
troops in China, fought their way to the outskirts
of Urumchi before being repulsed by White Russian
mercenaries under the command of Chin Shu-jen
(see Wu, op. cit. in Bibl., 73-100); meanwhile, Uyghur
forces under Yulbars Khan and Khodja Niyaz
H:idjdijl took control of the greater part of southern

Sinkiang, and an “East Turkestan Republic” was |

proclaimed at Kashghar [q.v.].

In April 1933 the incompetent Chin Shu-jen was
ousted by Sheng Shih-ts’ai, his Chief-of-Staff.
The new warlord, whose home province was Liaoning
in the far Northeast, enjoyed the support of a group
of some 3,000 battle-hardened Manchurian troops
who had been driven into Siberia by the invading
Japanese and repatriated to Sinkiang by the Soviet
authorities. During the remainder of 1933, Ma Chung-
ying's forces made two further attempts to take
Urumchi, and despite judicious use of his White
Russian and Manchurian troops, Sheng was forced

|

to appeal to the Soviet Union for aid. In January
1934, Soviet military units entered Sinkiang and
attacked Ma Chung-ying's cavalry with aeroplanes
and, apparently, poison gas. The Muslim warlord
was forced to fall back on Turfan, but instead of
withdrawing to his old base in north-eastern Kansy
he took the decision to try and hold southern
Sinkiang.

This decision broughit the Kansu Aduslims into
direcct conflict with the Uyghur Muslims of Sinkiang,
their erstwhile allies. There had been indications
of such a split for some time; as soon as fighting
on the northern front had becoine bogged down be-
fore Urumchi, units of Ma’s forces had advanced
into the Tarim Basin where his troops *‘aroused
the antagonism of the Turki natives by Jooting
and plundering” (Boorman and Howard, 464). It
rapidly became clear to most of the Uyghur popula-
tion (though notably not to Yulbars) that Ma was
just another Kansu warlord, and not the saviour
of the Muslims of Sinkiang they had hoped for.
(There was never any question of Ma beiug viewed
as a mahdi, and there seems to be no reason for
assuming that he considered himself as such. Nyman,
101-3, is certainly iistaken in suggesting this.)
The retreating Ma Chung-ying fell back on Kashghar,
where he destroyed the nascent Islamic ‘“‘East
Turkestan Republic'’; he then transferred command
of his forces to his brother-in-law, Ma Hu-shan
(Matthews’, nos. 4310, 2101, 5630), and, In 2 move
which still remains shrouded in myvstery, crossed
the frontier into the Soviet Union during July 1934.
His brother-in-law, Ma Hu-shan, went on to occupy
the whole of the southern rim of the Tarim Basin;
here, as the ‘‘Commander-in-Chief of the 36th
Division of the Kuomintang’, Ma established a
strange Hui-ruled fief on the borders of Tibet.
Ma Hu-shan's statelet, ‘“Tunganistan’ [¢.v.] was to
endure until 1937, when his forces melted away
and he took refuge in British India.

It is not clear whyv Ma Chung-ying should have
deliberately chosen to enter the Soviet Union when
his military position was far from hopeless—afiter
all, he had been driven back from Urumchi by Soviet
forces. Ma’s eventual fate is uncertain; an article
published anonymously in the Journal of the Royai
Central Asian Society during 1935 states that he
“died on arrival at Moscow’, however, it 1S more
likely that he was held by Stalin as a weapon 1n
reserve against Sheng Shih-ts’ai, the Soviet puppet
in Sinkiang. Ma may have been executed by Stalin
at Sheng’s request when the latter visited Moscow
in 1938; certainly, he was never seen again, though
for many years stories of his iImminent return
circulated amongst both the Uyvghurs of Sinkiang
and the Hui of Kansu.

Bibliography: R. B. Ekvall, Revolt of the
crescent in Western China, in A sia and the Americas,
no. 29 (r929), 944-7, 1004-7; anon., Recent events
in Ssnkiang, in Journal of the Royal Ceniral Asian
Society, xxif/1 (1934), 81-S; Feng Yu-chen, Hsin-
chiang yii Hstn-chiang shih-pien (“‘Sinkiang and
the Sinkiang disturbances’), in Shih-shsh ylich-pao
(Nanking), x/2 (Feb. 1934), 79-107; anon., The
rebellion i Chinese Turkestan, in JRCAS, xxiifx
(19035), 100-5; S. Hedin, Big Horse's flighi: the
trail of war 1n Ceniral Asia, London 1936; G. Vasel,
Flammen wn der Wiiste, Berlin 1936, Eng. tr.
G. Griffin, Ay Russian jatlers sn China, London
1937; Nohara Shiro, Bachuet no rireks (“The life
of Ma Chung-ying”), in Katkvoyen, i/4 (r938),
I p.; anon., Goba renmai ni tsuite (““The ‘Five Mas'
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group”), in Kaikyo Jijo, if/1 (1938), 12 PpP.; anon., |
Durchdringungspolitik in Zentralasien, in Berichte |

des Asien Arbeithreises (Vienna-Peking), i (1939),
5-30; Wu, Aitchen K. (Wu Ai-chen), Turkistan
tumult, London 1940; Y. P. Meci, Stronghold. of
Muslim China, in Asia, x1 (1940), 658-60:.~Nr.
Norins, Galeway lo Asia: Sinkiang, New York 1944,
sce esp. 41-5; O. Lattimore, Pivot of Asia: Sinkiang
and the Inner Asian fronticrs of China, Boston
1950, se¢ csp. 09-72; An Ning, Hsin-chiang nei-
mae (“The inside story of Sinkiang™), n. p. 19s2;
Chang Ta-chiin, Hsin-chiang chin ssu-shi nien
pren-luan chih-liich (“A brief account of forty
years' turmoil in Sinkiang"), Taipei 1954; idem,
Ssu-sh wien tung-luan Hsin-chiang (“Iorty years
of turmoil in Sinkiang”), Hong Kong 1956 (the
Hong Kong edition of Chang’s work is considerably
more cxtensive than the earlier Taipei edition);
A. S. Whiting and Sheng Shih-ts’ai, Sinkiang: pawn
or pwot?, Ann Arbor, Michigan 1958; J. Ji. Sheri-
dan, Chinese warlord: the career of Feng Yii-hsiang,
Stanford 1966; H. L. Boorman and R. C. Howard,
Biographical dictionary of Republican China, New

York and London 1967, sce “Ma Chung-ying”’, also

“Chin Shu-jen’’, ““Sheng Shih-ts’ai”’, etc.: Yao-lo-

po-shih (Yulbars Khan), Yao-lo-po-shih hui-i lu

(““‘A record of the memories of Yulbars”), Taipei

1969; Chan Fook-lam (Gilbert), The road 1o

power: Sheng Shih-ts’ai’s carly years in Sinkiang,

I930-34, n Journal of Oriental Studics (Hong

Kong), vii (1969), 224-60; Baymirza Hayit, Tur-

kestan zwischen. Russland und China, Amsterdam

1971, also published in Turkish at Ankara in the

same year; L. IX. Nyman, Great Britain and Chi-

nese, Russian and Japanese interests in Sinkiang,

I918-34, Lund 1977; J. Chen, The Sinkiang story,

New York 1977. (A. D. W, FORBES)

MA HUA-LUNG (Matthcws' Chinese-English
dictionary, Revised American LEdition 1969, charac-
ters nos. 4310, 2211, 4258), also known MA cit’Ao-
CILING (Malthews!, nos. 4310, 233, 1171), a Chinese
Muslim leader and exponent of the “New
Teaching” who played an important part in the
great mid-r3th/xgth century Muslim risings against
the Ch’ing dynasty.

Ma Hua-lung was born at an unknown date during
the first half of the r3th/rgth century, probably at
Ch’in-chi-p’u (Hartmann, op.cit. in Bibl., 14), a
walled city in Ninghsia [¢.¢.] province situated on
the right bank of the Yellow River some 8o km. south
of Ninghsia city (the modern Yinchwan). We know
little of Ma's personal background. Po Ching-wei, a
member of the Shensi gentry who participated in the
struggle against Ma (and therefore a hostile source),
states that ‘‘Ma Hua-lung's family lived at Chin-chi-
p’u for generations’'; seemingly, Ma came from a
well-to-do family background, for he was ‘‘the
leading rich man in the area, as well as a person with
a military title which he earned by substantial
contributions to the government’”. Furthermore,
he was a man of considerable political and religious
significance, for Po tells us that he was “very much
respected and trusted by the Moslems in Ninghsia
... [and] ... he was a sweeping influence over the
Moslems of the other provinces too’ (Po Ching-wei,
Feng-hsi-ts’ao-t’ang-chi, iii, 7-11; cited in Chu, op.
cit. in Bibl., 346-7).

In Ma Hua-lung's time, Chin-chi-p’u, said to have
been a Muslim centre ‘for more than a thousand
years’’ (Bales, op. cit. in Bibl.,, 218), and described
as the ‘‘Medina of Chinese Islam' (Wright, op. cit.
in Bibl.,, rrr), indicating a significance secondary
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only to that of Hochow (often described as the

“Mecca of Chinese Islain’), was a prosperous trading
centre which thrived on the tea and salt trade with
Mongolia. Bales, 243, notes that “‘it was a purely
Muslim city and no Chinese official was resident
there, The officials lived at [ingchow" (a sinall city
some 30 km., to the north),

Ma Hua-lung’s lincage is unclear. He does nnt
appear to have been directly related by blood to Ma
Ming-hsin [g.v.] of An-ting, but he was certainly a
spiritual descendaut of the latter. Mubammad
Tawadu® (op. cif, in Bibl., 117) states that he was
the sixth shaykh of the Nakshbandi faritka founded
by Ma Ming-hsin ca. x175/1761 near Lanchow. Ma
Hua-lung's father, Ma LErh (Matthews’, nos. 4310,
1751), the fifth shaykh in Ma Ming-hsin’s silsila, is
sald to have died *“a lingering death” (Wright, 109)
at the hands of the Chinese; Ma Hua-lung was thus
both a spiritual and a direct blood descendant of
Ma Irh, the f{ifth head of the Nakshbandiyya-
Djahriyva order in Northwest China (see, however,
Israell’s 1974 thesis, 273-324, for an alternative
analysis).

[t seems that, after the harsh suppression of ““New
Teaching” adherents in the Kansu-Chinghai border-
lands resulting from the defeat of the r196/r781 and
1198/1783 Muslun risings, the surviving ‘““New Teach-
ing” leaders moved eastwards towards Ninghsia.
According to I‘letcher (op. cit. in Bibl., 77), it was
Ma Hua-lung who made Chin-chi-p’u into the fore-
most ‘““New Teaching’’ centre in all of China. From
this bastion he was able to exercise an influence on the
Chinese umma far in excess of that wielded by Ma
Ming-hsin during his prime, for during the three-
quarters of a century following the death of the latter,
the ““New Teaching’” had spread from the Kansu-
Chinghai border area across much of China. Seeming-
ly, Ma Hua-lung played an important part in this
process of proselytisation, for in a memorial addressed
to the Imperial authorities at Peking requesting the
prohibition of the “New Teaching’’, Tso Tsung-t’ang,
the Ch’ing commander who eventually crushed the
1862-78 Muslim rebellion in Northwest China,
complained that Ma, who styled himself the Tsung-fa
A-hung (““General Grand Mulla’’, Matthews’, nos.
0912, 5943, 1, 2931), had ‘“‘sent out people to spread
this evil religion everywhere’”. According to Tso,
these missionarics, known as hai-li-fer (Matihews’,
nos. 2014, 3865, 1850, possibly a corruption of the
Arabic Sufi term Rhalifa, see Israeli, op. cit., 1974,
298), were ‘‘disguised as businessmen’ (Tso Tsung-
t'ang, Memorials, cited in Chu, op. cit. in Bibl., 1966,
156-8). In fact, Muslim merchants dominated the
North China caravan trade, and it is more than
probable that mauny of the ‘““New Teaching” hai-li-fei
were also legitimate merchants. Tso continued:
““According to the testimony of lately captured
Mushim rebels, there are missionaries of the New
Teaching in Peking, Tientsin, Heilungkiang, Kirin,
Shansi and Hupeh” (Tso, Memorials, 1bid.); it is
also probable that the “New Teaching” had spread
across Szechwan (where it was definitely established)
to Yunnan [¢.v.] where it may have played some part
in the “Panthay”™ [¢q.v.] Muslim rebellion of Tu
Wen-hsiu [q.v.].

During the great Muslim rebellion of 1862-78
[see AL-SIN], four main centres of Muslim power were
to cmerge in Northwest China (excluding only the
Turkic areas of Sinkiang which were either to pass
under the rule of Ya‘kub Beg [¢.v.] of Kaishghar
[g.v.], or to maintain a precarious independence
under incompetent local leadership in Dzungaria
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Chinese sources may be found in C. 1.. Pickens,
Chinese annals, pp. 30-3 of his /A nnotated bibliog-
raphy of literature on Islam in China, Hankow
1950; this source is especially uscful for details
of the 1196-9{/1781-4 Muslim risings contained in
the Z'a-Ci'tng Kao-tsung Shun-huang-ti  shih-lu
(i.c. the official edicts of the Ch’icu-luyg period),
See also Wei Yiian, Sheng-wou chi (“1listory of the

Imperial wars”), 1842, chiian 7 (cited in l“ord,

op. cit. below). For further details, see 1. 1), Leslic,
Islam 1n China to 1800: a bibliographical guide, in
Abr-Nahrain, xvi (1976), 25 (Section H, “Imperial
Lidicts”). Further primary sources, including the
P'ang-Hut chi-lileh (“‘Brief record of the pacifi-
cation of the Muslims”, Kansu, ca. 1196/1781)
may be found in Pai Shou-i, ed. Hui-min ch'i-i
(““The righteous uprisings of the Muslim people’),
published in 4 vols., Shanghai 1952, of which
vols. 1ii and iv refer to cvents in the Chinese north-
west during the 18th and rgth centuries.
Secondary sources dating from the late 19th and
early 20th centuries include: C. Imbault-Huart,
Deux nsurrcctions des Mahométans du Kansou,
in JA, ser. 8, vol. xiv (1889), 494-525; J. J. M. de
Groot, Sectarianisin and religious perseculion in
China, Amsterdam 1903-4; M. Broombhall, Islam
i China: a neglected problem, London 19ro, see
esp. xso-1; H. M. d’Ollone, Reccherches sur les
musulmans chinois, Paris 19rr; and M. Hartmann,
Zur Geschichte des Islam in China, Leipzig 1921.
More recent works include Mu Shou-ch’i, Kan-
Ning-Ch'ing shih-liieh (*‘A brief history of Kansu,
Ninghsia and Chinghai’), Lanchow 1936, chifian 18,
pP. 37; chitan 19, p. 6 etc. (cited in Ford, op. cit.
below); in Arabic, Muhammad Tawadu¢, al-Sin
wa ’l-Islam, Cairo 1945; Pai Shou-i, Hui-hui min-
tsi 11 hsin-sheng (‘“The rebirth of the Muslim
people’), Shanghai 1951, see esp. 46-7; Chu Wen-
djang, The policy of the Manchu government
in the suppression of the Moslem rebellion tn Shensi,
Kansu and Sinkiang from 1862 to 1878, Ph. D.
thesis, Univ. of Washington, 1955 (the greater
part of this thesis was later published [see Chu,
19066], but several important appendices were
omitted from the published version, most notably
Supplement 1V, “Ma Hua-lung and the New
Sect’, which may be found at 343-60 of the un-
published thesis); Mary C. Wright, The last stand
of Chinese conservatism: the T 'ung-Chih restoration,
1862-1874, Stanford 1957, repr. New York 1969,
see esp. 107-13 of the 1969 edition; L. J. Schram,
The Monguors of the Kansu-Tibetan frontier, in
Transactions of the American Philosophical Sociely,
li/3 (x961), 63-5. A particularly important source
1Is Saguchi Toru’s Jithaci-jiikyi seitki Higashi
Torukisutan shakaishi kenkyic (‘““The social history
of Eastern Turkestan in the r8th/rgth centuries”),
Tokyo 1963. Also of importance is Immanuel C. Y,
Hsu’s The Il crisis: a study of Sino-Russian diplo-
macy, 1781-188x, Oxford 1965, see esp. 23-4, and
197, n. B, The most recent sources include: Chu
Wen-djang, The Moslem rebellion wn Northwest
China, 1862-78, The HMHague-Paris 1966; J. Ford,
Some Chinese Muslims of the scvenleenth and
eightcenth Centuries, in Astan Affairs, 1xifz2 N.S.
vol. v/12 (1974), 144-56 (for Ma Ming-hsin, see
esp. 153-6); R. Israeli, Chinese versus Muslims:
a study of cultural confroniation, Ph.D. theslis,
Univ. of California, Berkeley 1974; J. Fletcher,
Central Asian Sufism and Ma Ming-hsin's New
Teaching, publication unknown, 1976 (?), 75-96;
Israeli, Lstablished Islam and marginal Islam in
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Clana: from ccleclicism lo syncretism, in JESI)

xxifr (r978), 99-109. (A. . W. Foggpa;

MA WARA? AL-NAHR (A.) “the land which ;i:~_-;
beyoud the river”, i.e. beyond the Oxus or ﬁ,,m:,,
Darya [gq.¢.), the classical Transoxiana or
Transoxania, so-called by the conquering Aral,,
of the 1st/7th century and after in contrast to M4
din al-Nahr, the lands of Khurisin {g.2.] this S5ice
of the Oxus, although the term Khurasin was ot
infrequently used vaguely to designate all the
castern Islammic lands beyond western Persia,

I. THE NAME

The fronticrs of Mia wara? al-nahr on the north
and east were where the power of Islam ceased and
depended on political conditions; cf. the statements
of the Arab geographers on Ma wara? al-nahr in G, Lo
Strange, T'he lands of the Lasterin Caliphate, Cambridge
1905, 433-4; W. Barcthold, Turkestan down to the Mon-
gol invasion, I.ondon 1928, 64 ff. The phrase M3 war3?
al-nahr passed fromn Arabic literature into Persian.
As late as the gth/rsth century, Hafiz-1 Abri [g.2.}
devotes a special chapter (the last) to 3Ma wari? al-
nahr in his geographical work. Under the infiuence
of litcrary tradition, the phrase Ma ward? al-nahr
was uscd down to quite recent times in Central Asia
itself (e.g. by Bibur, in his Babur-nama, ed. Bever-
1dge, sce index; by Mirza Haydar Dughlat later in the
1oth/16th century in his Ta’rikh-1 Rashidi, tr. Eiias
and Ross, 4 history of the Moghuls, London 1895, 74,
05 ff., 150, etc.; and by the Uzbek Muhammad Salih,
cf. Sprav. knizhka Samarkandskii oblasti, v, 240 and
passim), although to the people of Central Asia the
lands 1n question were on their side of and not across
the river. (W. BARTHOLD)

2. HisSTORrRY

Pre-Islainic Transoxania comprised, in the widest
sense, Soghdia (Arabic Sughd [gq.v.], essentially
the basin of the Zarafshin river) and the lands
as far as the Sir Darya basin, northwestwards to
Khvirazm [¢g.v.] and eastwards to Farghana [¢.v.] and
across the Tien Shan Mountains into Eastern or Chi-
nese Turkestan (on the general concept of ‘““Turke-
stan’’, Lastern and \Western, see TURKISTAN). For
these regions in classical times, see W. Tomaschek,
in P, 1, cols. 2804-13 (Baktra, Baktriane, Baktria-
noi), 11, cols. 2406-8 (Chorasmia). All this was still
largely an Iranian region, with such Middle Iramian
languages flourishing there as Kh¥arazmian and
Soghdian, both written in scripts going back to the
Aramalc alphabet; Bactrian in the upper Oxus
provinces of Tukhiristan, Caghiniyian, Khuttal(an)
and Walkhsh [q.ve.], written In a modified Greek
alphabet; and Khotanese and Tokharian dialects
in the Tarim basin of Eastern Turkestan, written
in scripts of Indian origin. In Soghdia, however, the
strong cultural influence of Sasanid Persia may have
given Persian a foothold in the main cities at least.
Narshakhl states that just after the time of the
conquest of Bukhard by Kutavba b. Muslim (sc. in
ca. 94/712-13), the people there used Persian (pdrsi)
for reciting the Kur’in, though no doubt Soghdian
remained for some time to come the main language
of daily intercourse (Ta’rikh-i Bukhara, ed. Mudarris
Ridawl, Tehran 1939, 57, tr. R. N. Frye, The kistory
of Bukhara, Cambridge, Mass. 1954, 48). Just over
two-and-a-half centuries later, al-Mukaddasi, 33s,
calls the speech of Bukhird dari, i.e. Persian; this
must nevertheless still refer to urban speech patterns

only, for Soghdian lasted much longer in the country-
side.
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In regard to rehigion, no single faith was dominant. l “king, ruler’), e.g. in Soghdia and Farghina. Such

Luddhisin was still in full bloom in Kastern Turkestan
and still strong in the upper Oxus“provinces, where
it was the faith of the northern bt;gnch of the Heph-
thalites [see MAYATILA] who put up such a strenuous
resistance to the Arabs in the later 1st/7th and early
~nd/Sth centuries, and where Balkh [q.v.] was still
a major Buddhist centre; but it had, for some time,
been waning in Soghdia. When the Chinese Buddhist
pilgrim Hiuen-Tsang arrived in Samarkand in ca. 630,
he found the Zoroastrians completely in the ascen-
dant there and the Buddhist monasteries deserted:
the restorative measures which he took can only
have arrested this decline temporarily. [For as in
the linguistic ficld, cultural pressures from Sidsinid
Persin must have given Zoroastrianisin an access
of prestige and power in Transoxania, even though
direet Sasanid military authority did not extend be-
vond Marw (cf. W, Barthold, Histoire des Tures d’Asie
Cendrale, Paris 1945, 33-5). Manicheism and other
cduahist faiths were tolerated, and their adherents
found an especially svimpathetic haven in Eastern
Turkestan and among the Uyghur Turks, as nuimerous
surviving religious texts from the Tarim basin attest;
as late as ca. 372/982 the Hudid al-‘alam, tr. Mi-
norsky, London 1937, 113, § 25.13, records the pre-
<¢nce in Samarkand of a conventual house of the
Manichaeans, Rhanagah-i Manawiyan, with audilores
or nrghiushak. Mazdakites are mentioned also in
Samarkand, and if the followers of the late 2nd/8th
century heretic al-Mukanna, the ““wearers of white”
(sce below) were Mazdakites (or Manichaeans?),
their adherents still persisted at Kish and Nakhshab
in the time of the continuator of Narshakhl Ahmad
b. Muhammad b. Nasr (Ta@’rikh-i Bukhara, 88-o,
tr. 75). The Christian presence was strong. A bishop
1= mentioned at Marw in 334 A.D. and there was
probably one in Samarkand by the 6th century.
Nestorians, Jacobites and Melkites were all represent-
cd in Transoxania. When the Samanid amir [sma‘il
b. Ahmad [q.v.] conquered Talas in 280/893, a ‘“‘great
church” was transformed into a mosque (1bid.,
102, tr. 86-7). The absence of any one preponderant
faith meant that there did not exist in Transoxania
a dominant priesthood as there was in Sasanid Persia,
though religious scholars (akbar: al-Tabari, 11, 1257)
are mentioned in KXhwarazm at thc time of IKutayba’s
incursions of 9¢3/71x2, perhaps Zoroastrian priests;
but resistance there to the Arabs was on grounds
of local patriotisin rather than on a religious basis.

Sociallv, there was an influential class of merchants
in such Soghdian towns as Bukhard, Paykand and
Samarkand, which was involved in long-distance
trade operations with the Turkish peoples of the
Siberian steppes and with the Chinese. The Arab
invasions would not seriously hamper thesc trade
movements, and indeed, the Soghdian merchants
cventually found new markets within the Islamic
caliphate for the goods which they imported from
Inner Asia. The landed aristocracy of dilikans was
dominant in the countryside and sinaller towns,
and the pattern of large estates in Khwarazm, along
the Oxus channels and their canals, revealed by
Sovict archaeology, was probably repeated in the
irrizated lands of the Zarafshin valley and the
upper Oxus ones. The local Iranian princes of
Transoxania mentioned in the sources, such as
those in rural Ilak [¢q.v. in Suppl), Shash [¢.v.]
and Farghina, and in cities like Samarkand and
Bukhira, comprised the more powerfuill members
of the dihkan class and bore Iranian rcgnal titles
such as tkhshid [q.v.] from Old Versian khshavathiva-

a land-owning class (which may be called, not ana-
chronistically, one of feudal magnates) of dikkans
was the backbone of resistance to the Arabs, and
continued to play a leading social role—eventually as
an Islamised caste—in Transoxania till the end of the
Siminid period, during which political authority was
still to a considerably extent decentralised: its
decline only came with the influx of Turkish steppe
peoples in the sthfrith century and after.

The Arabs who had invaded Persia and over-
thrown the Sisinid empire penetrated to Tukhiaristan
in ‘Uthmin’s caliphate, during the governorship in
Khurasin of ‘Abd Allih b. ¢Amir [g.2.], and al-
Balidhuri, Futiih, 408, reccords, on the authority
of Aba ‘Ubayda, a plunder raid across the Oxus to
Miymurgh near Samarkand in 33/653-4. It would
have been obviously unwise to commit major Arab
forces across the river until some progress had been
made against the resistance of the Hephthalites
in Cisoxania and until a key point like Balkh had
been captured (first raided in 32/653, but not fuilv
secured till the time of Kutayba, see BALKE) and
the Oxus crossing-points of Amul-i Shatt [g.vz.] and
Zamm taken.

In the spring of 54/674 Mu‘wiva’s general ‘Ubayd
Allah b. Ziyad [q.v.] crossed the Oxus, attacked
Paykand and defeated the army of the local Sozhdian
ruler of Bukhara, the Bukhir-Khudi. Yazid I's gover-
nor, Salm b. Ziyad (61-4/681-3) was the first Arab
commmander actually to winter across the rniver. Any
hopes of Arab progress in Transnxania were dashed by
the civil wars which broke out in the heart of the
caliphate on Yazid’s death and the protracted resis-
tance to the Umayyad government in Damascus of
the anti-caliph “Abd Allah b. al-Zubayr, even though
the Soghdian cities remained disunited and their
nominal suzerain the Chinese emperor was unable,
despite embassies despatched to Peking and appeals
for help, to supplv any assistance.

[t was the great Kutayba b. Muslim al-Bahili
[¢.0.] who was the first Arab general to establish
a firmer Arab hold over Transoxania. Appointed
governor of the east by al-Hadidjad] in 86/705, he
was to enjoy a ten years’ tenure of power, spanning
the caliphate of al-Walid b. ‘Abd al-Malik, a reign
particularly significant for the extension of Muslim
power in both east and west. Kutavba first campaign-
ed successfully mn the Upper Oxus provinces at the
invitation of the ruler of Caghiniyan, who sought aid
against local rivals (§6/705). Between S§7/706 and 9o/
709 he conquered Pavkand and Bukhar3, installing in
the latter city a local prince Tughshada as his vassal,
and received the submission of Tarkhan of Samar-
kand and his successor Ghirak. Mosques were now
built in Bukharid, Samarkand, etc., in order to en-
courage the implantation of Islam and the inhabitants
of Bukhard were forced to give up half the houses of
the madina or shahrastan as billets for the incoming
Arab garrison; but according to Narshakhi, 57,
tr. 48, Kutayba had to pay the local inhabitants two
dirhams a time to attend the Friday pravers. It was
first in 88/707 that IKutavba had to repel Turkish
forces which appeared in Transoxania when the
people of Bukhara appealed to the powerful Kaghan
of the Eastern Turks, whose name is known only in
the Chinese trauscription of Mo-¢%:; and a fur;.her
‘Turkish invasion into Soghdia in 93/7r2, at the in-
vitation of the pcople of Samarkand, repulsed bv
IKutayba in the following year, may be that mentim{-
ed in the early Turkish Orkhon inscriptions (Khodo-
Tsaldam, Kiiltigin T E 39) as the one undertaken by
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the prince Kiiltigin which penetrated as far as Tdmair
Kapigh, the “Iron Gate" (sc. the present Buzgala
defile between Kish and Tirmidh), “in order to
organise the Soghdian pcople” (the connection of
these seems fairly certain, as proponed b}:,'Mzirquart
and Barthold; cf. R. Giraud, L'empire degs Turcs
célestes, les régnes d'Elterich, Qapghan et Ligd (680-
734), Paris 1960, 44, 182-3, who also notes that this
same Inscription (Kiiltigin I, E 31) mentions an
carlier expedition to the Iron Gatc under Tonyukuk
In 701). Kutayba further sent two expeditions against
Khwvarazm in 93/712, when the KhW¥irazm-Shih
was killed, although it was long before Islam became
firmly implanted there [see xuYirazm]. His forces
also campaigned in the Sir Daryi valley in U shrisana
[g.v.] and Shish, meeting no resistance from the
Turks, although the briefl report in al-Tabari, 1i,
1270, of a raid by one of his commanders as far ag
Kaghghar, on the other side of the Tien Shan, seceins
improbable (see Il, A. R. Gibb, The Arab invasion
of Kashghar in A.D. 715, in BSOS, ii [1923], 467-74).

The Turks’ ability to intervene once more in
Transoxanian affairs was for a while hampered by
internal disputes between the Eastern and Western
Turks, but after 716, a forceful ruler, Su-lu, made
himself leader of the Western Turks or Tiirgesh. In
106/724 he inflicted a sharp defeat, the so-called
“Day of thirst’’, on the Arab commander Sa‘id b.
‘Amr al-Harashi who had invaded I'arghana, in the
Sir Darya basin, and this reduced aggressive activity
on the part of the Arabs for a decade or two. It is
from these years, immediately after the fall of
IKutayba, that there dates the important cache of
documents in Soghdian, the archives of Divistic,
prince of Pandjkent on the upper reaches of the
Zarafshan, kept at his stronghold on Mount Mugh,
sacked in 104/722-3 by the Arabs (al-Tabari, ii,
1447-8; cf. A. L. Mongait, Archaeology in the U.S.S.R.,
Moscow 1959, 289-95). In the ensuing years, the
Arabs, now on the defensive, were pushed back by
the joint efforts of the Soghdian princes and the
Turks, so that by 110/728 the Arabs only held
Samarkand and Dabiisiyya. The Arabs themselves
were divided after 1:16/734, when the rebellion of
al-Harith b. Suraydj al-Mudjashi®i [¢.v.] broke out,
first in Tukharistan and then in Transoxania (where
al-Ilarith allied with the Kaghan of the Tiirgesh,
Su-lu), lasting for several years. There was also
much discontent amongst that part of the indigenous
Transoxanlan population which had been converted
to Islam but which nevertheless found itself still
liable to pay the poll-tax for the benefit of the Arab
treasury.

Arab fortunes only revived under the energetic |

and experienced—he had fought under IKutayba—
governor Nasr b. Sayyar al-Kindni [¢.v.] (r20-30/
738-48), who made a generous financial settlement for
the new converts and for those inhabitants who had
apostasised from Islam when Arab military control
had been relaxed and looked like disappearing al-
together, and who brought al-Harith b. Suraydj
to terms In 126/744. He carricd Arab arms into
Farghina again, but spent most of his efforts in
pacifying Soghdia and in conciliating its people.
Arab embassies to the Chinese court were resumed
by Nasr after an hiatus in the period 115-23/733-41,
and the regulation of commercial contacts may
have been one of the motives involved (see Gibb,
Chinese rccords of the embassics of the Arabs wn Ceniral
Asia, in BSOS, ii [1923], 619-22).

Nasr was forced to abandon both Transoxania
and IKhurdsin by the growing menace of the ‘Abbas-
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id da‘wwa under Aba Musliin [7.0.], and pro-*Abbasid
governors were installed in the East from 130/7.48 on-
wards. This internal revolution amongst the Arabs
must have been welcomed by the dihkans of Trans-
oxania, disturbed at the waning of their political
and social influence through the increased momentum
of conversions o Islam, In 133/750-1 there was,
morcover, a pro-Alid rising among the Arab garrison
of Bukbara, bloodily suppressed by the new CAbbisid
governor Ziyad b. $ialih al-Khuzai {¢.v.). Althouzh
the Bukhir-Khuda had co-operated with the Arab
authorities against the insurgents, he was afterwards
exccuted on Abi Muslim’'s orders.

Mecanwhile, the dissensions into which the Tirge:h
steppe confederation had fallen in 738 with Su-lu’s
defeat in battle at the hands of the Chinese and his
assassination by a rival Turkish chief, permitted 4
recrudescence, now on a scale much more threatening
than ever before to the Arabs, of Chinese activity
in Central Asia. In 748 Chinese forces captured
the Tiirgesh capital of Sayab, in the Cu river valley
to the north-east of IFarghina, and in 749 execuicd
the local ruler of Shiach for “‘the non-fulfilment
of his duties as a wvassal”. For several decades,
virtually since the first coming of the Arabs, the Sogh-
dian rulers and the princes of Tukhiristan (including
among the latter the Yabghu, Arabic Djabbiiva) had
been sending embassies to China appealing for help
against the invaders. Now in 750-1 the Korean general
Kao-hsien-chih was sent by the Chinese governor of
Kuc¢a in Eastern Turkestan, firstlv against rebels in
the Pamirs region of Gilgit [¢.v. in Suppl.], and then
iInto Farghana. Here the Chinese army, assisted by the
Turkish Karluk [¢.2.], met an Arab force under Zivid
b. Salih at Athlakh or Atlakh near Talas in 133/751,
and was soundly defeated, with heavy losses of killed
and captured (see D. M. Dunlop, A new source of in-
Jormation on the Baltlc of Talas or Atflakh, in Ural-
altitscher Jahrbiicher, xxxvi [1965], 326-30). Amongst
the prisoners-of-war were Chinese artisans who are
supposed to have taught the people of Samarkaud the
art of paper-making (al-Tha‘alibi, Lata’if al-maariy,
tr. Bosworth, The book of curious and entertaining
tnformation, Edinburgh 1968, 140, and KAGHAD).
This marked the end of Chinese attempts to assert
their hegemony west of the Tien-Shan; to the sub-
sequent entrecaties of the Iranian princes of Trans-
oxania and Kh¥irazm for help against the Arabs,
the T’ang emperors, pre-occupied by succession
quarrels 755-63, were compelled to return non-
comiittal answers. Arab authority was thus made
reasonable firm in Transoxania for the first time,
since the local potentates no longer had any strong
allies either in the Turkish steppes (the Eastern
Turkish confederation had collapsed with the death
of the Kaghan Mo-ki-lien in 744, to be replaced by
that of the Uyghurs, who were essentially concerned
with Mongolia and Eastern Turkestan) or in the Far
ILast. That the masses of population in Transoxania
were as yet far from wholly reconciled to Arab poli-
tical and social domination was to be demonstrated
by various outbreaks of religio-political protest In
the early “Abbisid period (see further on these, be-
low), but Arab authority was by that time never
seriously jeopardised.

For the detailed history of this first century
or so of Arab domination in T ransoxania, see F. H.
Skrine and E. D. Ross, The heart of Asta, a history
of Russian Turkestan and the Cemdral Asian Rhanalces

' from the ecarliest times, London 1899, 34-39; Gibb,

The Arab conquests tn Cendral Asia, l.ondon 1923 ;
Barthold, Histoire des Turcs d'Asie Cendrale, 47 ff.:
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idem, Turkestan down to the Mongol invasion®, London |

1968, 180-96; R. Groussct, L'empire des steppest,
Paris 1952, 150-72; A. D. H. Bivar, in G. Hambly e!
alir, Central Asia, London 1969, 63-8.

Under the first ‘Abbasids, Transoxania gradually
became integrated politically as-a province of the
caliphate as a whole. The first. povernors appointed
there by the victorious Abt Muslim speedily began
intriguing against their patron at the instigation
of the caliph Abu ’'l-*Abbiis al-Saffal, who became
deeply suspicious of his over-mighty subject. Abi
Muslim accordingly executed Sibd® b. al-Nu‘min
al-Azdi in 135/752-3 at Amul, whilst the fugitive
Zivad b. Silih was executed, to Aba Muslim’s satis-
faction, by the Iranian dihkdin of Birkath, on the route
from Samarkand to Ushrisana. Discontent among
Abt Muslim’s own {ollowers after his death at the
caliph al-Mansar’'s hands in 137/755, discontent
which came to regard the inurdered leader as a semi-
divine, messianic figure who would return and
cstablish a reign of justice (cf. G.-11. Sadighi, Les
mouvemenlts religicux iraniens au I1¢ et an I11¢ siécle
de I'hégire, Paris 1938, 134 ff.), united secctarian
Islamic and non-Islamic religious dissent with
politico-social resentment at Arab domination; these
combined strands made Transoxania a much-
troubled region in the ensuing decades. The rapidly-
changing series of Arab governors sent out to govern

Khurasin and Transoxania (see the list in Zambaur, |

Manuel, 48) were mostly intent on lining their own
pockets during their expectedly brief tenure of
power there rather than on trying to bring about a
community of interest between the Arab central
government representatives and the local popula-
tions. Several governors debased the local silver
currency, although it is favourably recorded by
Narshakhi that the governor Ghitrif b. “Ata’ [q.v.
in Suppl.], appointed to Khurdsin in 175/791 by
his own nephew Hirtan al-Raghid, introduced the
useful reform of alloy dirhams, called (hifrifi, to re-
place the old, largely-vanished coinage of the Bukhar-
Ikhudas (see Barthold, Turkestan, 203-6).

Most of what we know about Transoxania’s speci-
fic history in this period from the advent of the
¢Abbiasids to the rise of the Samanids is concerned
with various rebellions there. In the caliphate of
al-Mahdi, ca. 159-60/776-7 and during the governor-
ships of Humayd b. Kahtaba al-Ta’1 and Abt CAwn
¢cAbd al-Malik b. Yazid, there occurred the outbreak
of the Khiridjl mawld Yasuf al-Barm al-Thakafi at
Bukhara and in the countryside of Badghis, and later,
in the time of al-Ma’miin, Yisuf’s grandson Mansur b.
¢Abd Allih also rebelled; such Kharidjl activity was
an aspect of the general vitality of KharidjI doctrines
in Khirasin and Sistidn at this period. More serious

at the time and with a protracted aftermath was the |

movement of the ‘“‘wearers of white garments’ (al-
mubayyida, ispidh-diamagan), followers of the “veiled
prophet” al-Mukanna® [g.v.], whose real name was
Hishim b. Hakim or Ata>, a former partisan of Abi
Muslim’s. The revolt, erupting during Hunayd’s
governorship, is treated at length by Narshakhi
(77-89, tr. 65-76; Barthold, Turkestan, 198-200;
Sadighi, op. cit., 163-86; B. S. Amorctti, Sects ana
hicresies, in Camb. hist. of Iran. 1v. I'rom the Arab
invasion to the Saljugs, ed. R. N. I'rye, Cambridge
1975, 498-503). It attracted widespread support
in Soghdia, at Kish and at Nakhshab or Nasaf,
whilst in Bukhird, the son of the Bukhir-Khudi
T'ughshiida, Bunyit, renounced olfficial Islam and
joined the movement. It is not casy to discern
from the sources the exact nature of al-Mukanna®'s

religious doctrines. He himself may have been origi-
nally a Zoroastrian, but his ideas may have come to
include nco-Mazdakite clernents and perhaps even
Manichacan ones:; and certainly, Abu Muslim, whose
avatar al-Mukanna® claimed to be, was aceorded an
exalted, almost divine position. The outhreak was
suppressed during the governship of al-Musayyab
b. Zuhayr al-Dabbi (163-6/730-3), but the “wearers
of white garments’ persisted in the rural areas of
Transoxania and Khurisin for at least two centuries
after this. The years 191-4/806-9 were characterised
by the revolt centred on Transoxania, but with
partisans joining his standard from the upper Oxns
provinces of Caghiiniyin and Khuttal and from
Khvarazin, of Rifi¢ b, Layth, the grandson of Nasr
b. Sayyar. The motive behind this seems to have been
purely personal, without any religious or ideological
itmpulse, and doubtless the prestigze of Rafi¢s descent
from the popular Nasr b, Sayyir brought hire sup-
port. ‘The Arab governor of Samarkand was killed,
and Rifi¢ secured help from the Iranian prince of
Shiash, from the Karluk and the Toghuz-Oghuz
Turks of the steppes and from Tibet before he sub-
mitted voluntarily to al-Ma’miun and secured pardon
(see Barthold, Turkestan, 200-1).

Thus intervention by the Turks in Transoxanian
affairs continued during the early ‘Abbisid perind,
but not on the same scale as during the Umayyad
one. The disintegration of Tiirgesh power in the
Western Turkestan steppes was followed by the ascen-
dancy of the Toghuz-Oghuz, precursors of the Oghuz
or Ghuzz [¢.v.] who are mentioned in the 4thfroth
and sth/rrth century Islamic sources as harrying the
borders of Simanid Transoxania and then emerging
to form the tribal backing of the Saldiuks [g.v.] when
they overthrew Ghaznawid power in Khurasan and
entered northern Persia and the central lands of the
Middle East. In the early ‘Abbasid period, the
Toghuz-Oghuz had their pasture grounds on the
confines of Kh*arazm and also along the lower Sir
Darya. The Karluk, possibly the ancestors of the
later Ilek Khians [¢q.v.] or Karakhanids, took over the
eastern Sir Daryia basin and Semirecye (Turkish
Yeti Su, ‘“the land of the seven rivers”), acquiring
in 766 Suyab, the former capital of the Turgesh.
Islamic Transoxania suffered sporadically irom
their incursions, and these Turks continued also
to give help on occasion to insurgent local Iranian

princes and to rebels like Rafi¢ b. Layth. To protect

the settled agricultural lands, walls were built to
the north of Bukhara and in Shash; in Il3k, in the
great southern bend of the Sir Darya, the construction

of a wall from the mountains to the river 1s ascribed

to ‘Abd Allah b. Humayd b. Kahtaba, governor

of Khurasan in 159/776 after his father’s death.

As shows of strength, the Arabs periodically sent

expeditions into Farghana; Ghitrif b. SAtd’ sent

thither an army to drive out the forces of the Yab-

ghu of the Karluk, and Fadl b. Yahya al-Barmaki

(x77-9/793-5) exacted the submission of the Afshin or

prince of Ushrisana, who according to Gardizi, had
never before acknowledged the suzerainty of any out-

side ruler. The caliph al-Maldi received at one point
the homage of various Central Asian rulers, amongst

whom are mentioned the Ikhshid of Soghdia, the
Afshin of Ushrisana, the prince of IFarghina, the
Yabghu of the Karluk, the IXaghan of the Toghuz-

Oghuz, etc., but this cannot have meant much in

practice. This was also a period when, because of

the early “Abbisids’ dependence on their Khurasanian
guards, Transoxanian fighting men entered the
caliphal army in considerable numbers; in the reign
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of al-Mu‘tasim, the Afshin of Ushrisana, Haydar,
was to play a leading role in suppressing the revolt
of Babak al-Khurrami (g.».] in northwestérn Persia
until his own spectacular fall in 226/841 [see AFPSHIN].

Of special concern to us here is the coﬁtcmporary
risc to power, under the overlordship of the [ihirids,
of the Samanids, who laid the foundations for
what became a powerful amirate, at first in Trans-
oxania and then also, in the 4th/roth century, in
Khurasin (204-395/819-1005)., Whether the seini-
mythical ancestor of the Simadinids, the person
given the title of Siman-Khuda, was really a scion
of the Sasinids or not (see Bosworth, The heritage
of rulership wn carly Islamic Iran and lhe search for
dynastic conneclions with the past, in Iran, JBIPS,
xi [1973], 59-9) 1s impossible to decide, but the
family was clearly a typical Iranian diltkdan one hailing
from Tukharistin. A Siman-Khuda of the late Umay-
yad period is said to have accepted Islam at the hands
of the governor Asad b. “‘Abd Alldh al-Kasri (105-9/
723-7), and in the caliphate of al-Ma’mun, his {our
grandsons, Nil, Ahmad, Yahya and Ilyis received,
as rewards for their fidelity to al-Ma’mun's interests,
the governorships of Samarkand, lrarghina, Shash
and Harat respectively. The Harat branch was unable
to maintain power south of the Oxus, and the
Simanids developed essentially as the dominant
power in Transoxania, being designated governors,
in cffect independent rulers there, by the caliph in
201/8%75 after the downfall of the TAahirids at the
hands of the Saffirids Ya‘kib and ‘Ainr b. Layth
[q.vv.]. For a detailed consideration of the Samanid
dynasty and its history, see sAMANIDS, and for the
present, a useful general survey by Frye, The Sama-
nids, in Camb. hist. of Iran, iv, 136-61I.

Here 1t may merely be noted that i1t was a cardinal
feature of Samanid policy, froimn the time of the
real founder of the dynasty’s fortunes, Isma‘ll
b. Ahmad . (279-95/892-907) [gq.v.], onwards, to
maintain those frontiers of Transoxania which faced
the steppes against the pagan Turks and thereby to
provide a bastion against nomadic pressure from
Inner Asia. Isma‘il in 280/893 led a punitive expedi-

tion against the Karluk, taking an immense plunder |

(presumably of beasts and slaves) from them at Talas
(modern Dzhambul), and he also brought to heel the
prince of Ushrusana. Other outlying Iranian princi-
palities were however normally allowed to subsist
as vassals, sending tribute and/or presents to the
amirs, of the Samanids. This was the case with the
Afrighid Khwarazm-Shahs, the Saffarids in Sistan, the
Farightunids in Gazgan, the Aba Dawudids 1n Balkh,
the Muhtadjids in Caghiniyin, etc., and whilst the
amirs remained vigorous and incisive, this was no
source of weakness. Contemporary geographers
describe the fringes of Transoxania as dotted with
ribafs [¢g.v.] against the pagan IKarluk, Oghuz and
Kimik [g.v.], where ghazis or enthusiasts for the

faith, from the Transoxanian towns, could work off |

their energies in the defence of Islam. In Isfidjab
[g.v. in Suppl.], on the northernmost frontier of Islam,
as many as 1,700 ribats arec mentioned, partly manned
by volunteers from Nakshab, Bukhara and Samar-
kand. Even when some of these Turks had been
nominally converted to Islam, ribdls as centres for
offensive and defensive operations were still ncces-
sary; al-Mukaddasi, 274, tells how two places on
the middle SIr Darya, in the district of Isfidjab,
were frontier points (thaghran) against the Iirkmens
(al-Turkmaniyyin) who had only become Muslims
“out of fear”. It was also from these frontier-posts
that Sifis and other zealots set off into the flerra

[ |
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incognita of the steppes as evangelists, such as the
missionary from Nishipar, one Abu ’l-Hasan Mu-
hammad al-Kalimatl, who worked amongst the
Karluk in the middle ycars of the 4thf/roth century
and who played some part in the conversion of the
founder of the Karakhinid line, Satuk Bughri Khan,
the Islamic ‘Abd al-Karlin (Barthold, Turkestan,
175-8, 254-0).

Transoxania flourished under the Saminids, and
there was a dying-down of sectarian religious and
socio-political protest movements during their time,
compared with the previous period, although these
did not entircly disappear. The geographers and
travellers praise the casec of life there, the plentifulness
of provisions, the comnparatively light band of govern-
ment and incidence of taxation and tolls. There was
quite a complex central administration in the capital
Bukhiiri, known to us from the accounts of Narshakhti
and of the encyclopaedist of the sciences Aba “Abd
Allah al-Kh¥arazini {q.v.], with a cluster of diwans
or government dcpartments adjacent to the palace
built in Bukhira by Nasr b. Ahmad (301-31/913-23);
the model for these was doubtless the €Abbasid
burcaucracy in DBaghdid (see Narshakhi, 3r-2,
tr. 25-7; Bosworth, Abi “Abdallah al-Khwarazmi
on the technical terms of the secrelary’s art. .., in

JESHO, x11 [1969], 113-64). Because of the province’s

frontier position, the people of Transoxamia are
described as tough, bellicose and self-reliant; also,
perhaps because of the coniinued social influence
of the dihkan class, the ancient Iranian virtues of
hospitality and liberality were kept up (see PBos-
worth, The Ghaznavids, their empire in Afzhanistan
and eastern Iran 949-rogo Ldinburgh 1963, 27-34).
Culturally, both the Samanids themselves and the
local, petty courts of the empire encouraged the
persistance of Iranian oral and literary traditons,
seen in the birth and florescence of New Persian
lyrical and heroic poetry (by Shahid Balkhi, Radaki,
Dakiki, etc.) which characterised the 4th/roth century
and prepared the-way in the early part of the foilow-
ing century for such figures as Firdawsl and the
Ghaznawid lyric poets (see G. Lazard, The risc of
the New Persian language, \n Camb. hist. of Iran, 1v,
595-632). At the same time, Transoxania shared to
the full in the Arab-Islamic heritage of the caliphate
as a whole. Several of the compilers of the canonical
collections of hadiths, the sunan, were from Trans-
oxania and Khurasin, and their scholars plaved a
large role in the consolidation and elaboration of

| orthodox Sunni theology (kalam) and law (fizk).

Similarly, the fourth section of al-Tha‘alibi’s literary
anthology, the Yatimat al-dahr, shows how brilliantly
Arabic poetry and artistic prose were cultivaied
in Khurdasin, Transoxania _and KkhW%arazm (see
V. Danner, Arabic litcrature tn Iran, in Camtbr. kisi.
of Iran, 1v, 5606-94; Bosworth, The snleraciion of
Arabic and Perstan culture in the roth and carly
Ir1th centuries, In al-Abdbhath, xxvii [1978-9], 60, 63 fi.).

As 1n other fields, during the period 750-1000
Transoxania acquired strong economic and commer-
cial links with the heartlands of the caliphate, in-
cluding with the supreme centre of consumption,
‘Irik and its capital Baghdid. Instead of the old
military svstems of the Arab muddtila and then of
the early “Abbasids’ Khurasinian guards, the caliphs
began in the 3rd/gth century to surround themselves
with Turkish slave troops (see pjaysi. i and GHULAM.
1]. Hence the trade in Turkish slaves, who passed

| from the Iuner Asian steppes through Transoxania

to the slave markets there, became highly important,

I Turkish slaves were an integral part of the annual



-
o . -'“i'ﬂ'

Ty I s

L A o T, LR

T -

= e T — sl W w EoE o gy el gy

tribute which the Tihirids, whose governorate in-
volved responsibility for Transoxania, forwarded to
Baghdad; according to Ibn Khurradiadhbih, 28,
20,000 were sent each year, theif value amounting
to 600,000 dtriiams. In the Saminid period, a century
or so later, al-Mukaddasi, 340, states that the Sim:-
nid government issued special licenses (adjwiza)
for the transit across their lands of Turkish slave
bovs and collected dues for them at the Oxus cros-
sings. The detailed list of the products of the Inner
Asian steppes, the Siberian forest zone and the Volga
basin given by idemn, 323-6, has been convenicntly
translated by DBarthold, Twurkestan, 235-6. Trans-
oxania and Kh¥arazm processed and sewed together
the furs of the forest lands, these being highly-prized,
luxury articles in Islam [se¢ rarw], and were imn-
portant centres for the manufacture of cotton and
other textiles. Particularly mentioned are the silks
and satin brocades of Samarkand; the towels of Kar-
miniva; the cloth of the village of Zandana, ncar
Bukhara used for the livery of the Siminids’ palace
cuards; the cottons of Tawawis, also near Bukhara;
and the cotton garments of Wadhar near Samarkand.
Narshakhi, 24, tr. 19-20, mentions a firaz {q.v.]
factory (kargah) in Bukhéra, where carpets, cloth,
ete. were woven for the caliphs and which were also
exported as far as Syria, Egypt and Byzantium; it
may have been founded when al-Ma’min was gov-
ernor in Marw, but by Narshakhi’s time (or by that
of his continuator?) was no longer in use (see R. B.
Serjeant, Islamic textiles, material for a history up
to the Mongol conquest, Beirut 1972, 92-100). Another
luxury item which came into the caliphate, certainly
by sea but also probably overland through Central
Asia and Transoxania, was Chinese porcelain, includ-
ing the “imperial” variety, ¢ini faghfiri as the
(;haznawid historian Abu ’l-Fadl Bayhaki calls it,
imported in the time of HarGn al-Raghid (see P.
Kahle, Chinese porcclain in the lands of Islam, in
Opcra minora, Leiden 1956, 3 54); whilst from KhWva-
razm, the local bdrand] melons were so coveted as
to be exported for al-Ma’miin and al-Wathik in leaden
containers packed with snow (al-Tha‘ilibi, tr., The
book of curious and interesting information, 142).
The direct interest of the caliphs and their ministers
in Central Asia, as well as being seen in the bay!
al-firaz at Bukhard, to which the caliphs’ tax-
collectors came each year to collect the stipulated
taxation of the city in textiles, is paralleled by the
fact, mentioned by 1bn Fadlan, that in the opening
years of the 4th/roth century, the caliph al-Mukta-
dir's vizier Ibn al-Furit [¢g.z.] had an extensive
estate at Artakhushmithan in Kh¥arazm, administer-
cd by a local Christian steward or wakil (Reise-
bericht, ed. A. Z. V. Togan, Leipzig 1939, § 1, text 3-4,
tr. 2-3, and Excursus 5a, I10-11).

The increasingly acute internal dissensions within
the Saminid amirate of the later 4th/roth century,
when powerful Turkish commanders like the Sim-
djiris, Fa’ik and Begtuzun secured an ascendancy in

the state, making and unmaking amirs at will, and

when an internal financial crisis, bringing sharp
increases in taxation, manifested itself, heralded
the fall of the dynasty. The decisive factor here was
the appearance on the northern frontiers of Trans-
oxania, now unguarded, of the Karluk. The Karluk
were converted to Islam in ca. 349/960, and from their
centres at Kishghar and Baldasaghun [q.ve.] (the
latter in the Cu valley, perhaps near modern Irunze)
began to take advantage of the amirate’s wealkness.
Apparently with sotne encouragement—-as, in former
times, against the Arab governors—f{rom the local
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Iranian dihliins, the Karluk temporarily occupied the
capital Bukhiird in 382/992. IFurther incursions follow-
ced, and in the end, the I arakhinids or Ilek(Ilig
Khins, as the ruling family of the Karluk begins to
be called, divided up the Saminid dominions with
Mabhiiad of Ghazna {¢.v.]), the IKarakhanids taking
‘Fransoxania and the fihaznawids Khurisin (sce

Barthold, 7Turkestan, 2406-71; idem, Histoire des
Turcs d'Asie Centrale, 59 {f.; Grousset, L'empire des

sleppes, 198-203).

I'or a detailed account of the political and dynastic

changes in Transoxania over the next two centuries
or so before the coming of the Mongols, sce ILEK-

kiANs and for the next wave of Inner Asian peoples

to enter Semireéye and Transoxania, the Kitai
(Chinese Ki’-tan or Liao) from the Mongolian
fringes of northern China, sce KAKA KHITAY; and
since the history of the Great Saldjuks, suzZerains
of ‘I'ransoxania in the sultanates of Malik-Shih and
Sandjar [g.vv.], impinges on that of Transoxania, see
further SALDJUKS.

The long-terin political, social and ethnic effects
of the installation of Turkish and Mongol peoples
like these in Transoxania were profound The
pastoralisation of the land outside the oases and
irrigated river valleys may have begun in the Kara-
khanid period, since we know about royal hunting-
grounds (ghuritks) being set up. The process certainly
took cffect under the Mongol Cagnatayids and the
Timirids, when urban life declined In the province
after the savage sackings of towns by the AMongols in
the 7thfr3th century. Political authority was now
decentralised, with tribally-organised nomadic con-
federations, often without firinly-fixed capitals,
directing affairs, instead of the centralising states
and autocratic rulers of the Perso-Islamic tradition.
This is, indeed, one aspect of the fact that, with
the fall of the Samainids, the ancient bastion which
had for centuries protected the Iranian and AMiddie
Eastern heartlands from the incursions of steppe
people was now removed. Transoxania becaine a corri-
dor of entry for these hordes—Karakhinids, Saldjuks,
Mongols, etc.—until the advent of the Saiawids
in Persia, who, though themselves oi Tirkmen
stock, constituted a powerful and resolute barrier
state which increasingly had the advantages of better
firearms and military techniques (sce BARUD, vj and
could accordingly withstand the assaults of the Shay-
binid Uzbeks or Ozbegs and others from across the
Oxus and the Atrek.

But by this time, sc. the roth/r6th century,
the passing of the previous five or sIX centuries
had almost completely accomplished the process
of ethnic and linguistic Turkicisation in Transoxania
and Kh¥irazm, the old ‘“‘Iran extérieur”. The con-
tinued influx of Turks gradually swamped the
Iranians or Tiadjiks [q.v.], as the Turks called them
in distinction from themselves, and the population
became mixed, with the Turkish element emerging
uppermost, as it also did eventually at the other end
of the modern Turkish world, i.c. in Adharbaydiin
and Anatolia. It was the same in regard to language.
It is unclear exactly when Soghdian died out, but
this must have been roughly contemporaneous with
the fall of the Samianids; and the New Persian which
had been replacing Soghdian during the Simamd
period subscquently vanished also from most of
Transoxania. In Khwirazm, Turkicisation began in
Saldiuk times, although the mdigenous Iranian
languages persisted until the Sthirgyth century (sce
Barthold, Histotre des Tures d'Asie Centrale, 109-10).
Only in the upper Oxus regions of what were the
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nediaeval provinces of Caghiniyin, Khuttal and |

Wakhsh did an Iranian-speaking population persist
now speaking the form of New Persian known as
Tadjik/Tadzhik [see 1rRAN. iii. Languages, in Suppl.],
and living in what is now the Tadzhik SSR, their
numbers amounting to under 1 3/4 millichs (1970
census)., It is also during these centurics of the
Turkicisation of Transoxania that the region becomes
known, at least in popular parlance, as Turkistin
[q.v.]).

Transoxania and Eastern Turkestan or Kishgharia
were of course the first Islamic lands which Cingiz
Khan encountered when he came westwards with
the Mongol hordes. Balasighiin [q.v.), the main
urban centre of Semireéye, was occupied after it had
already suffered a scvere plundering by the Kari
Khitay. Bukhéara was ravaged in 616/1220, and soon
afterwards, Otrar or Utrar [¢.v.], the former Farab
[g.v.], in the SIr Darya basin, and Samarkand were
attacked before Cingiz pushed on into Khurisin
in pursuit of the Kh¥irazm-Shih ¢Ali> al-Din
Muhammad [see kHYARAzM-sHAHS]. Gurgandj [q.v.]
in Kh“irazm was bravely defended, but fell to the
Mongols (618/1221) and was later named Urgené.
The Great Khin Ogedey (1227-41) appointed gover-
nors in Transoxania for Nakhshab, Bulhara and
Samarkand, and the sedentary indigenous population
was at the beginning of his reign ruled by his re-
presentative Mahmud Yalawa¢ Kh¥irazmi [q.v.],
appointed to collect the taxation there. Djuwayni
praises Mahmud Yalawaé's just rule and that also
of his son Mas‘id Beg [q.v.]), stating that Bukhir3
rcached 1ts former level of prosperity (the latter
governor was, for instance, the founder of the
Mas®udiyya madrasa in Bukhira), though in fact
there was a popular, anti-Mongol rebellion there led
by one Mahmud Tarabi, only ended by the appear-
ance of a large Mongol army (636/1238-9) (see
Barthold, Turkestun®, 381-519; Grousset, L’empire
des stcppes, 293 ff., 324-8; Hambly, The carcer of
Clhingiz Khan and The Mongol empire at ils zenilh,
in Central Asia, 86-113).

Transoxania, together with those steppe lands to
the north henceforth to be known as Mogholistan
[g.v.] or Mughulistin, came within the u«lus or patri-
mony of Cingiz’s second son Caghatay, together with
Eastern Turkestan (KhW%irazm came within the
ulus of Djocl, the eldest son, together with western
Siberia and South Russia); but the Caghatay khanate
was not properly constituted till some time after
Caghatay’s own death in ca. 1241. Caghatay and his
descendants took little interest in the sedentary and
urban life of Transoxania. Pre-Mongol Turkish land-
owners and chiefs, the successors of the Iranian
dihkans, remained influential in the countryside;
the descendants of the IKKarakhinids remained in
power 1n IFarghdna, it seems (Barthold, Histoire des
Turcs d’Asie Centrale, 118-19). In Mogholistan, to
the north of the Il river, there was a distinct de-
cline of urban life in favour of pastoralisation
(see ibid., 149-53). Urban traditions in Transoxania
were much stronger, and espccially notable in
the towns there is the prominent role, from Karakhi-
nid times onwards, of local Hanafl religious leaders
functioning as headmen (rt#’asa?, sing. ra’is), usually
with the title of sadr or sadr-i djahan. Leadcrs
with this title are found in Bukhard, Samarkand,
Khudjand, Uzgend, Shash and Almaligh; the best-
known of these were the Al-i Burhin in Bukhara (till
the revolt of Mahmud Taradbi in 636/1238) and their
successors, the Al-i Mahbabi (till the mid-8th/r4th

century) (see O. Pritsak, Al-¢ Burhan, in Isl., xxx |
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[1952], 81-96, and sADR). Because of this lack of
interest in the settled lands on the part of the Ca-

ghatayid khins, the nomadic traditions of the

Mongols lasted longer amongst them, as also amongst
the Golden Horde in South Russia and the Kipcak
steppes [see pDAsuT-1 Kir¢ax in Suppl.], than in the
Persia of the Il-Khianids or the northern China of
the Great Khins. The Caghatayid khins' favoured
encainpinents were in Sermnireéye, in the Ili basin,
with the town of Almallgh [¢.v.]), between the Tien-
Shan and ILake Balkash, as their administrative

:ntre; this town flourished and is favourably des-
cribed by western travellers to the Great Khins’
court until it was destroyed in the civil strife amongst

the Mongols in the 8thfr4th century. Kebek (ca.
1318-20), though still, like the previons khans,
resistant to Islain, moved his capital to Trans-
oxania proper and built a palace near Nakhshab in
the Kagshka Darya valley, although this did not en-
tail renunciation of the nomadic life; from the Mongol
term for “palace’, karshi, the nearby town of Nakh-
shab came to receive the name which it still bears
today, that of Karshi/Karshi [see xarsHi]. Kebek’s
move must nevertheless have favoured the eventual

conversion of the Caghatay khins to Islam, from the
time of Tarmashirin onwards (1326-34). Caghatayid
rulec lasted 1 Transoxania till the rise of Timdar
(sce below), and in other parts of Central Asia tiii
after then, but Timar'’s successes were facilitated by
increased disunity amongst the Caghatavid familyv,
with Caghatayid puppet rulers placed on the throne
by Turkish amirs. For an account of the khanate, see
CAGHATAY KHAN and CAGHATAY KHANATE;; Barthold,
Flistoire des Turcs d’'Asie Cesndrale, 153 ff., 169-72;
Grousset, L’empire des steppes, 397-420; Hambly,
The Chaghatas Rhanate, in Central Asia, 127 ff.
Timur, a Barlas Turk from Kish in Transoxauia,
sicceeded by force of arms to the Caghatavid heritage
there. In 771/1370 he becaine de facfo ruler of Trans-
oxania, ruling in the name of fainéant descendants
of Ogedey, sc. Soyurghatmish (771-90/1370-88) and
then his son Mahmud (770-7816/1388-?1413). He
linked himself by marriage to the Caghatayid royal
house, including to a daughter of Khidr Khodia
(d. 8o1/1399) of Mogholistian, who was reputedly a
son of the last significant Caghatavid khan Tughluk
Timir (760-71/1359-70). Under the rule of Timar’s
descendants, above all, that of Shahrukh (8o07-50/
1405-47), Transoxania enjoyed much material
prosperity, with Samarkand and Bukhird becoming
lively centres of artistic and literary life, of painting
and book-production, and of poetry in both Persian
and in Lastern Turkish or Caghatay. Samarkand
was the city which Timiuar preferred to all others
as his main capital. European travellers like the
Spanish envoy Clavijo (1403) describe the splendour
of bhis court, and firie buildings in Samarkand,
of which the Gir Amir mausoleum and the Bibi
Khanum mosque survive, attest the high aesthetic
level of early Timirid architecture. The reign
of Timur’s grandson Ulugh Beg [g.v.] (ruler in Trans-
oxania from 8r4/rgrr, at first as Shahrukh’s deputy,
to 853/r4.49) is associated with his foundation of a
short-lived observatory in Samarkand and the compi-
lation of astronomical tables (sec Barthold, Ulugh-
Leg, tr. V. and T. Minorsky, in Four studics on the
hastory of Central Asia, 1i, Leiden 1958, r29-34).
As his second capital, Timir developed Shahr-i Sabz
in the Kaghka Darya valley, in the heart of the area
of the Barlas Turks aund near his own birthplace,
starting there the construction of impressive build-
Ings, including his own tomb (sce Barthold, Shahr-i
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Sabz from Timiir to Uliigh Beg, tr. J. M. Rogers, in
Lran, JBIPS, xvi[1978], 103-26, xviii [1980], 121-43).
Popular Islam, in the form of a cultivation of Sifi
mysticism and the growth of a network of dervish or-
ders, cspecially flourished in Transoxania - during
Caghatayid and ‘I'imarid times, and the -:}mykha and
their orders enjoyed the patronage of the gl'imirid
rulevs. Thus the Nakshbandi shaykl Khvadja Ubavil
Allalh Ahrir (8006-95/1404-90) strengthened the nas-
cent farika in ‘Iransoxania, benefiting particularly
from the favour of Timur's great-grandson Abi Sa‘id
and his son Sultan Ahmad; the Nakshbandiyya were
hencelorth to play a major role in the history of
Islam in Central Asia [sec ALRAR, KIIYADJA,, in
Suppl.). Meanwhile, the Caghatayids managed to
survive during these years in the lands beyond
Transoxania, and under Isen Buka II (833-67/1429-
62) flourished in Mogholistin and Eastern Turkestan,
being hostile however to the later Timirids, [For
the detailed history of this period, see Barthold,
Historre des Turcs d’'Asie Centrale, 165-84: Grousset,
op.cil., 486-546, 568-80; Mahin Hajianpur, 7he
Timurid empire, in Central Asia, 150-062: TIMUR
and TIMGRIDS..

In 9o6f/1500, Muhammad Shaybani, the scion of a
line of Mongol khans, the descendant of Djoci’s
voungest son Shiban (one part of whom had remained
in Siberia as khins and another part of whom had
moved southwards into Transoxania, forming the
horde of the Uzbeks [¢.v.] or Ozbegs), secized power
in Transoxama from the last Timiirids. Transoxania
was, Indeed, to become the permanent home of the
Shaybanids and the Uzbeks, this last Turkish people
agiving their name to the modern Uzbek SSR, in
which they probably form some 709 of the present
population. The Shaybanids brought into Trans-
oxania a Turkish following amongst whom the
nomadic steppe traditions remained strong and
who were virtually untouched by Iranian cultural
and religious influences, as had been most of their
predecessors there. It was the strength of popular
religion, that of the dervishes and $iafis, already
notable in Timurid times (see above), rather than
that of the orthodox ‘wlama’, which characterised
Islam there in the time of the Uzbeks. Like Timuiir,
they exalted the cult of the Sufl saint Ahmad Yasawi
[g.v.], whose tomb in the lower Syr Darya valley
at Yasl had long been a popular pilgriimage place
for Turks from all over Inner Asia. The Shaybanids
in fact made Yasi their capital for a while, and under
thern it received its new name of Turkistan, indicative
of its importance to the Central Asian Turks in
general.

Politically and diplomatically, Sunni Transoxania
under the Uzbeks was in the xoth/16th and rxth/r7th
centuries frequently involved i1n warfare with the
powerful and aggressive Shi‘l monarchy of Safawid
Persia. As so many carlier Turco-Mongol dynasties
had done, the Shaybanids coveted the rich province
of Khuridsin, and invaded it on sevcral occasions.
But Mubammad Shaybani (9o05-16/1500-10) and
successors of his like Abu 'l-Ghiazi ‘Ubayd Allih
(040-0/1534-6) failed to overcome the experienced

troops of Shah Isma‘ll and Shih Talhinasp, who had |

a greater appreciation of the value of the modern
weapon of fircarms and who had scasoncd troops
in their Klilzilbash Tiirkmens and then in their
Georgian, Armenian, elc., slave guards. The long-
tern result of this warfare was the virtual sealing-off
of Transoxania from the rest of the Islamic world
through the erection by the Safawids of this bulwark
on their northeastern frontier. Although Turks
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from Central Asia and Afghins streamned into
Muslim India as mercenaries, adventurers, etc,,
the traffic was largely one-way. fence Transoxania
became culturally introverted and impoverished,
since the steppelands of South Russia and western
Siberia were by the 17th century beginning to come
under Russian, Christian control, and the popular
Islam of such orders as the Yasawiyya, the Ci: shtiyya
and the Nakshbandiyya, though intense in religious
fervour and emotion, was weak in intellectu:d con-
tent. Only in the sphere of Iastern Turkish or Cagha-
tay literature may it be said that Transoxania
made a significant contribution to the cultura)l
stock of Iiastern Islam at this time. It was a flexible
and expressive enough language for Bibur [gq.0.] to
write his memoirs in it; to produce a lively folk-
poctry, seen c.g. in the verses of the 13th century
Goklen Tirkmen bard Makhdiam Kuili; and to give
risc to a genre of historiographv amongst the Shay-
binids, the Djanids or Ashtarkhanids and the
Manglts of Bukhara and the “Arabshahids of Khiwa
m the former Kh¥arazm, although such outstanding
figures as the roth/16th century Shaybinid historian
IHafiz Tanlsh [¢g.v. in Suppl.] continued to write for
preference in Persian. For the detailed history of the
Shaybinids, see Harnbly, The Shaybanids, in Central
Asia, 163-74; Darthold, Histoire des Turcs d’Asie
Centrale, 185 {f.; and SHAYBANIDS.

In the course of thc roth/i16th century, Dikhira
and Khiwa formed themselves into separate, often
mutually-hostile khanates, and then 1n the early 18th
century, a third Uzbek khanate arose in the Farghana
valley, that of Khokand. The three principalities
were to have separatc existences, punctuated by
much squabbling and internecine warfare, till the
Russian occupation of Central Asia in the second
half of the 19th century,. Bukhara and Khiwa
remaining, however, as virtual protectorates of
Russia until the afterinath of the Bolshevik Revolu-
tion.

The history of these khanates can be followed
under BUKHARA, KH¥ARAZM, KHIWA, KHOKAND; See
further DJANIDS, KUNGRAT, MANGITS, and also INAK
in Suppl.

Bibliography: Given in the article.
(C. E. BOSWORTH)

MA? (A.) “water”. The present article covers
the religio-magical and the Islamic legal aspects of
water, together with irrigation techniques, as follows:

. Hydromancy

. Water 1n classical Islamic law

. Hydraulic machines

. Pre-20th century irrigation in Egypt

. Irrigation 1n Mesopotamia

. Irrigation in Persia

. Irrigation in North Africa and Spain

. Irrigation in the Ottoman empire

. Irrigation in pre-20th century Muslim India
Irrigation in Transoxania

IZconomic aspects of modern irrigation
. Ornamental uses m Mushm India
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1. HyproMaNCY

As a vehicle for the sacred, water has been em-
ployed for various techniques of divination, and in
particular, for potamonancy (sc. divination by means
of the colour of the waters of a river and their ebbing
and flowing; cf. 1I'r. Cumont, Eludes syrienncs,
Paris 1917, 250 ff,, notably on the purification power
of the Iiuphrates, consulted for divinatory reasons);
for pecgomancy (sc. omens given by rivers, springs,
floods, a fecature of Babylonian divination, «cf.
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Anwarl and Rashid-i Watwit [g.vv.], who secem to
have ignored him rather disdainfully. Djamal al-
Din's ascetic 1deas—including the idea c{f/f:"'mhuncia-
tion—are best presented in the ku_sidasﬁwhich he
wrote in the fashion of Sand’i, though thdse are far
inferior to Sana’'s ones. His Diwdn—comprising
kasidas, quatrains, and ghazals—contains no less
than 10,000 verses and displays the lucid and flowing
‘Iraki style. Djamal al-Din is said to have died either
in 588/1192 or in 600/1203, the former being more
likely.

Bibltography: Wahid-i Dastgirdi, Diwan-1
Ustad Djamal al-Din Muhammad b. ‘Abd al-
Razzak Isfahani (with biographical introduction),
Tehran 1x1320/1941; C‘Awfi, Lubab al-adad, cd.
Sa‘id Nafisi, Tehran 1335/1956, 759-60; Badi® al-
Zaman Furuzan-Far, Suklhan va sukhanvaran?
Tehran 1350/1971, 547-54; J. Rypka et alu,
History of Iranian lilerature, Dordrecht 1968, 213-
x4: idem, in Cambridge history of Iran, v, 584-5.

(A. H. ZARRINKOOB)

DJAMAL KARSHI, sobriquet of ABU ’L-FADL
DjamAL AL-DIN MunAMMAD B. ‘UMAR B. KHALID,
scholar and administrator in Turkestan
during the Mongol era. He was born at Almaligh
around 628/1230-1, his father a hafiz of Balasaghun
and his mother originating from Merw. He enjoyed
the patronage of the local Turkish dynasty founded
at Almallgh [g.v.] by Buzar (or Uzar), and obtained
a position in the chancellery there. In 662{1204,
however, he was obliged to leave Almaligh, and for
the remainder of his life resided at Kashghar, though
travelling widely in western Turkestan.

In 681/1282 he composed a Persian commentary
(surah) on the great lexicon al-Sthah of Djawhbarl
[g.v.], subsequently adding to it a historical and bio-
graphical supplement. Djamal Karshl's Mulhakat
al-Surah is in fact the only historical source we
possess emanating from the Central Asian state
founded by Kaydu {g.v.]. Extracts of the work, which
includes particularly valuable sections on the
Karakhanids [see 1LEk-kHANS] and the Mongol
rulers of - Turkestin [see CAGHATAY KHANATE],
surveys of various Central Asian cities, and biogra-
phies of local divines, were edited by Barthold in
Turkestan, Russ. ed., i, 128-52. The Mulhakat was
completed soon after the accession of Kaydu's son
Capar [g.v.] in 702/1303, the latest date mentioned.

The date of Djamal Karshi’s death is unknown.
The surname is due to his connection with the rulers
of Almaligh (karshi = ‘‘palace’), and is not a nisba
from Kuraysh as was formerly supposed.

Bibliography: V. V. Barthold, in Zapisk:
Vostocnogo Otdeleniya Imperatorskogo Russkogo
Arkheologileskogo Obshlestva, xi (1897-8), 283-7;
idem, Turkestan®, 51-2; Brockelmann, I, 296, S I,
528: H. F. Hofman, Twurkish literature, 111, 3,
Utrecht 1969, 84-9, with full MS references.

(P. JACKSON)

AL-DJAMICA  AL-ARABIYYA, the Arab
League. Established at the end of the Second World
War, this reflects the desire to renew the original
unity, a desire which has continued to be active
in Muslim communities following the decline and
subsequent collapse of the Arab-Islamic empire.

It was during the final years of the xgth century
and before the First World War that Arab natio-
nalists became aware of their national homogeneity,
based on a common language and destiny, and on a

similar way of life and culture (kawmiyya [g.v.]).
Egypt, reverting to the cause of Arabism between
the two World Wars, in order to put an obstacle In
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the way of Hishimite designs (a plan for a Greater
Syria conceived at ‘Ammin, or for a Fertile Cres-
cent, put forward by Baghdad) took the initiative
of assembling in Alexandria representatives of the
Arab States regarded as being independent. This
meeting, marked by the signing of a protocol (7 Octo-

ber 1944), laid the foundations of a unity which was
ratified the following year in Cairo, where on 22 March
1945 the Pact of the Arab League was signed by
Saudi Arabia, Egypt, Iraq, Lebanon, Syria, Trans-

jordan and Yemen.

Subsequently, the League has been joined by the
following countries: Libya (1953), Sudan (r9s56),
Tunisia and Morocco (1958), Kuwait (1961), Algeria
(1962), South Yemen (1967), the United Arab Ermnira-
tes, Katar, Bahrayn and ‘Uman (1971), Mauritania

and Somalia (1974) and Djibouti (1977). Furthermore,
the Palestine Liberation Organisation has been ad-
mitted, first in the capacity of an observer (1965),
then as a full member (1976).
The text adopted by the founders after long dis-
cussion, is remarkable for its flexibility and its sim-
plicity. It specifies that the object of the League
is ““the forging of links between the member States
and the coordination of their policies’” with the aim
of fostering collaboration in respect of each one
of them.
The components of the Organisation are
currently the following:
— The Council of the League, the supreme body,
which can meet at the level of Heads of State, Prime
Ministers or Foreign Ministers. Summit meetings
composed of Heads of State since 1964 have been:
. Cairo (13-17 January 1964).
. Alexandria (5-11 November 1964).
. Casablanca (13-18 January 1965).
Khartoum (29 August-2 September 1967).

Rabat (21-23 December 1969)
. Algiers (24-29 November 1973).
Rabat (26-29 October 1974).
. Cairo (25-26 October 1976).

The council decides questions of administration by

a simple majority, but in all important cases, deci-
sions are only binding if they have been taken unani--

mously. Conversely, they are binding only on the
States that have voted for them (art. 7).

— Five other councils, at ministerial level (common -~

defence, economics, information, health, youth) were
instituted in 1950.

— Ten permanent committees are charged with
studying various questions entrusted to them and

submitting in various cases projects for resolution or -

recommendations.
— An administrative tribunal and a committee of
financial control are directly responsible to the Coun-
cil of the League.

— Seventeen specialised agencies have been institued

by particular agreements to investigate common
technical problems.

— The permanent Secretariat-General, which 1s
directed by a Secretary-General elected by a two-

thirds majority, himself assisted by a number of =

additional secretaries, comprises several departments
and controls specialised bureaux, institutes and social

centres. Three Egyptians have successively held the

office of Secretary General of the Arab League:

— ‘Abd al-Rahmin €Azzam Pasha (March 1945 -

October 1952),

— ‘Abd al-Khalik Hasstina (October 1952-May 1972). |

— Mahmid Riyad (since 1 June 1972).
The Secretariat-General maintains permanent
delegations to the United Nations in New York and



