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106 Timothy May

giving her the capability to provide for most of the altan urugh, including members of the
Chaghatayid and Ogédeyid families. In this manner, as stated by her own admirers, she
secured the throne for Méngke. We will never be certain if Sorqoqtani’s reputation was as
sterling as portrayed. Like Téregene, she was very intelligent, but unlike her fellow khatuns
she also had the benefit of being on the side that wrote the history of the Mongol Empire.

Curiously, Sorqoqtanis actions, while underappreciated by historians, did not go
unnoticed by her son. One can see the tie between the Silkk Road, merchants, and the
Mongolian government among the first acts of Méngke Khan, The yam or postal system
of the Mongols allowed messengers and officials to quickly traverse the empire. The postal
stations were supported by the local population and were originally arranged so as not to
be a burden. Yet, by the time of Méngke, not only did official messengers and officials use
the system, but merchants used them as well. The increase in traffic due to permits given
to non-government figures became a heavy burden to local populations, causing increased
poverty as well as the flight of peasants and nomads, thus threatening the communication
network of the empire. Mongke eliminated many of these abuses and restored the yam to
its original purpose.”’ This is not to say that merchants no longer traversed the Mongol
empire—they certainly did, but no longer could the web of government institutions and
commerce become as intertwined as it did in the 1240s.

In summary, the Mongolian queens of the 1240s stand in remarkable contrast to each
other. Nonetheless, they all left an indelible imprint on Mongol Empire for better or for
worse. In addition, their actions impacted on the Silk Road and the Mongol Empire in
subtle ways that cannot be ignored. Indeed, our picture of them is richer because of the
Pax. Mongolica that allowed merchants and envoys to traverse the Mongol Empire on the Silk
Road. <Timothy.May@ung.edu>

J/ADDE YAYIMLANDIKTAN i
7-RA GELEN DOKUMAN

<we D‘“““ v /(\

\
' % C"«Qmp mnms \ o
Cﬁ; /

W"m e N
\\fw‘mﬁ ‘i( _j/

79T, May, The Mongol Conquests in World History, pp. 119—122, provides a summary. For a more detailed study,
see T. Allsen, Mongol Imperialism: The Policies of the Grand Qan Méingke in Chma, Russia, and the Islamic Lands,
1251—1259 (Berkeley, 1987).

The Queen of the Chaghatayids: Orghina Khatin and

the rule of Central Asia®

Qm@{ﬂs& ) Honl &) { 0307 E}

BRUNO DE NICOLA

Abstract

When Chinggis Khan died in 1227, his sons inherited different parts of the empire that had been built
by their father. Chinggis Khan’s second son, Chaghatai (d. c. 1241), became the ruler of the lands
of present-day Central Asia, conforming the origin of what became to be known as the Chaghataid
Khanate. After the death of its founder, this political entity experienced a long succession crisis that
lasted for a decade until a woman, Orghtna Khatin, took control of the khanate in the name of her
son. Although a ruling woman is not an exceptional case in the Mongol empire, she was the first and
only woman that ruled over the Chaghataid Khanate, and that did so peacefully and without major
upheavals for nine years. Additionally, she did not adopt a passive role but was involved in the running
of the khanate, playing her cards in the always-unstable political arena of the Mongol empire. This
article looks at the ascension to the throne, the reign and the legacy of this Mongol woman in Mongol
Central Asia by contextualising her rule within the history of the region in general and in that of the
Mongol empire in particular.

Introduction

The prominent position that some noblewomen acquired in pre-modern nomadic societies
has caught the attention of scholars for some time, and especially since the 1970s. Some
of them have suggested that certain socio-economic circumstances of nomadic life were
behind the fact that nomadic women “were more important in society than their settled
sisters”.2 They argue that this active role in society is behind the accounts of ancient
historians such as Herodotus in his description of the tribes of Amazons and Scythians.®
Yet, apart from this account, the majority of women’s presence in historical records from
Antiquity is circumscribed to figurine representations of female goddesses in prehistoric
times or narratives that have more to do with legend than with historical characters.* For
later periods also, a certain degree of climatic determinism has been used to explain why

¢t is a great pleasure to participate in this collection of articles in honour of Professor David O. Morgan.
Through his academic contribution he has been responsible (without his knowledge) for initiating my fascination
with the bistory of the Mongol Empire. For that I will always be grateful.

2R, Frye, “Women in pre-Islamic Central Asia: The Khitun of Bukhara”, in G. R. G. Hambly (ed.), Women
in the Medieval Islamic World (New York, 1998}, pp. 55—59, 61.

3Herodotus , The History of Herodotus of Halicarnassus, Book IV, Melponeme (London, 1935), §§ 114-115.

4See Frye, “Women in pre-Islamic Central Asia”, pp. 55~59.

JRAS, Series 3, 26, 1-2 (2016}, pp. 107—120
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Tarkan (1/751). However, this statement con-
flicts with the account of Chaghatay’s death
given by Juwaynl which says that Yesiiliin
had Chaghatay's physician and Wazir exe-
cuted after his death, as referred to above.

Rashid al-Din also says that Chaghatay
had six sons, named M&’etitken, Mochi-Yebe,
Balagshi, Sarban, Yesii Mongke, and Baydar.
When speaking of the ulus of Chaghatiy
after his death, however, he refers to a sev-
enth son Qadaqay (1/773). When Chaghatay’s
eldest son was killed during the siege of
Bamiyan, Chingiz, and after him Ogedey
and Chaghatdy, nominated the dead man’s
newborn son Qara-Hiilegii, as Chaghatay’s
heir. After Chaghatay’s death, his senior
wife, his advisor Habash ‘Amid and other
statesmen accepted this nomination. But
Ogedey’s successor Giiyitk Khan declared

that it was not right for the grandson of

a Khin to become the ruler when there
were still sons living, and so he made Yesii
Chaghatay's successor (Juwayni, 1/228-229).
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HasHEM RAJABZADEH
TR. MUSHEGH ASATRYAN

Chaghatay Khanate, the name of a
dynasty of descendants of Chaghatay
(qv.), one of the sons of Chingiz Khan,
also called the wfus (domain) of Chaghatay.
The Chaghatay khans ruled for 136 years
{624~764/1227-1363) over Transoxania (Ma
ward al-Nahr) and parts of Khvarazm,
Kashghar (Kashgar), Khutan (Khotan) and
other regions until they were overthrown by
Timiir leng (Tamerlane) in 764/1363.

Chaghatay’s descendants sought to
expand the area under their control,
originally conquered by Chinglz Khan,
and according to Rashid al-Din Fadl
Allah “n the time of Ogedey in the year
634/1237 Chaghatdy’s sons and grandson
Biui. .. waged war on Bogshi and Burtas and
Burjan which they soon captured’ (1/668).

According to the mediaeval Persian
sources, when dividing the vast territories
under his control among his sons, Chingiz
Khin specified the regions stretching from
Uyghiir to Samarqand and Bukhara, with
Almiliq (650 km northeast of Lake Issyk-
Qol) as the capital, as Chaghatiy’s portion
(Wassaf, abridged version, 27; Shabankara’,

Encyclopaedia Islamica, vol. V, Leiden: E. J. Brill, 2015. iISAM DN. 242530

g B (WIS TN Vo Yo




e moirs o?! the Research D%@am[mm% o ﬁét”’?/ 4

Duoos

2 6 Aashis 2015

MADDE YAYIMLANDIKTAN
SONRA GELEN DOKUMAN

(10 KO, /70-[)3/54;@ 99/ !P»B?»//f'

KEBEK AND YASAWR
— The Establishment of
The Chaghatai-Khanate —

KATO Kazuhide

Introduction

In the latter half of 13th century, the Mongol Empire split into some
historical worlds, such as China, Iran, Central Asia, Qipchaq Steppes, as times
went by. The process of this split was that of power struggles among the
Mongolian rulers which were known as “Rebellion of Ariq Boke” and “Rebellion
of Qaidu” and they involved the whole of the Empire.

The Chaghatai Ulus (ulis = tribe, nation) which had their headquarter in the
Il Valley established their power in Mawara’ al-Nahr and Semirechye seizing the
moment of these internal troubles, and about 1306 under Du’a Khan succeeded in
getting the sovereignty there by themselves. This was a birth of a Mongol state in
Central Asia, what is called ‘the Chaghatai-Khanate’ which equaled to the Yian
Dynasty (5t8f) in China, the Il-Khanate in Iran and the Qipchag-Khanate in
South Russia.! '

This newborn state had to hurry up to strengthen Khan’s power and arrange
the ruling system, in order that it might rule princes of the Chaghatai Ulus and
the Ogedei Ulus who would behave only for their own interests, and might
rebuild the sedentary society of Central Asia which had been confused by the long
power struggles among Mongol leaders.

But no sooner had Du’a himself had felt happy at the result of unification
than he died of a disease in 1307, and so the works were thereafter handed to his
sons. Barthold says that under the reign of Kebek Khan (1318-26) the
Chaghatai-Khanate succeeded in centralizing and got its firm foundation for the
first time.?

In this writing, I'll try to trace concretely the way how the Du’a family
strengthened Khan's power and established its reign system during the first
quarter of 14th century, dealing with the struggles between Kebek and Yasawr
both of whom were princes of the Chaghatais.

On this story of the struggles between Kebek and Yasawr, D’Ohsson already
wrote in detail in the chapters of the Il-Khanate history, but ignored throughly
the meaning of them which would have worked in the history of the
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Some two centuries later two native authors mention the consumma-
tion of this change. Babur (1483—1530) writes in his Memoirs (the
Baburname):

On the north [of Fergana}, though in former times there must have been towns
such as Almaliq, Almatu, and Yangi, which in books they write Taraz, at the
present time all is desolate, no settled population whatever remaining, because

of the Mongols and the Uzbeks.

Babur’s cousin and slightly younger contemporary, Muhammad
Mirza Haydar, sketches in his book Tarikh-i Rashidi the following picture:

Some of the towns of Moghulistan are mentioned by name and described in
standard works. Among them is Balasaghun. In books of repute and histories,
Balasaghun is said to have been one of the cities built by Afrasiyab, and [the
authors] have praised it very highly. The author of the Surat al-lughat gives the
names of eminent men of every town. In Samarkand, he reckons fewer than
ten, but i1 Balasaghun he mentions the names of a great number of learned
and notable persons, and quotes traditions concerning some of them. The mind
is incapable of conceiving how there could have been, at one time and in one
city, so many men of eminence, and that now neither name nor trace is to be
found of Balasaghun. Another town mentioned in books is Taraz. It is said that
the Moghuls call Taraz *“Yangi”. Now in those steppes which they called Yangi,
there are remains of many cities, in the form of domes, minarets, and traces of
schools and monasteries; but it is not evident which of these ruined cities was
Yangi, or what were the names of others.

Finally yet another possible effect of the Mongol invasions deserves
mention. The steppes of Eurasia are the home not only of nomads but
also of other creatures, marmots among them. These rodents tend to be
infested with fleas, which in turn harbor the virus that can cause bubonic
plague among humans. It seems that the disease was indeed affecting the
Mongols but stayed at a low endemic level among them. Once it reached
outsiders, however, it broke out in the catastrophic epidemic of the Black
Death that by the end of the fourteenth century wiped out a good third
of Europe’s population. The gate of entry was, some historians suspect,
the Crimean port of Caffa, and the year was 1347. Caffa was a Genoese
colony at the time, and a disagreement with Janibeg, the Khan of the
Golden Horde (1341-57), led to a siege of the city by the Mongols. The
besiegers apparently tossed the bodies of people who had died of plague
into the city, and the disease, catching on and traveling in Genoese ships,
spread like brushfire ~ first in Egypt and then on the European side of
the Mediterranean.
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About a century after the Mongol invasion, some Chaghatayid khans
began to convert to Islam. This tended to happen when they chose to
live not in Semireche but in Transoxania, thus among staunchly Muslim
populations. True, many of their subjects there were Turks, who had
entered that territory since Kok Turkic and Qarakhanid times, and some
of whom nevertheless remained nomads and lived in a style not unlike
that of the Mongols themselves; but the area’s settled population,
whether Iranian or Turkic, and whether urban or agricultural, had sur-
vived and conserved or recovered the florescence of its Islamic civiliza-
tion — in contrast, as we have seen, to Semireche.

Islam played a fundamental role in the resilience of native identity
and renaissance during these years of Mongol rule, and an especially
seminal part was assumed by its Sufi dimension (just as it was to do cen-
turies later during the years of Soviet rule). In the thirteenth and four-
teenth centuries, the dominant orders in Mongol Central Asia were the
Kubravi and Yasavi tariqas. The Kubravi Shaykh Sayf al-Din Bakharzi
of Bukhara can serve as an example.

Shaykh Sayf al-Din Bakharzi had been a disciple of Najm al-Din
Kubra in Urgench, the founder of the Kubraviya order of dervishes,
who at a critical moment sent him with a proselytizing mission to
Bukhara. While Kubra perished during the storming of Urgench by the
Mongols, Bakharzi not only survived their seizure of Bukhara but sub-
sequently attained such prestige that the aforementioned Berke (Khan
of the Golden Horde, 1257-67), a convert to Islam, came to Bukhara to
visit the shaykh. Moreover, Sorqagtani, the widow of Toluy and mother
of the Great Khans Mongke and Qubilay, herself a Christian, is said to
have donated the considerable sum of 1,000 balish' of silver for a

U Balish, Persian lor “cushion,” was (he standard thirteenth-century Mongolian monetary unit
(interestingly, it rather than its Turkic synonym yastug scems to have been the term used by the
Mongols). Sce B. Spuler;, “Balish,” EZ, vol. 1, p. 996.
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444. Manz, Beatrice Forbes. “The developmentrand meanihg of Chaghatay iden-
tity”, in: Jo-Ann Gross ed., Muslims in Central Asia: expressions of identity and
change. Durham, Duke University Press, 1992, pp. 27-45, bibliogr.

Auteur d’une premidre étude sur I'ulis chaghatiy au milieu du 14° 5. (The rise and rule
of Tamerlane, Cambridge University Press, 1989 — v, Abst.Ir, X1V.497), B.F. Manz décrit
les premitres phases de la transformation progressive de cette vaste communauté¢ dominant
les populations sédentaires des oasis de Transoxiane, en un groupe ethnique. Le processus
commence avec la formation d’une organisation politique, marquée par I'abondance et la
mobilité des alliances inter-tribales, et dont la classe dirigeante partageait un certain nombre
de traits communs explicites, tels ’adhésion & un mode de vie nomade, la foyauté a la dynas-
tie chaghatayide, ainsi que le voisinage d’une population sédentaire qu’elle exploitait, mais
dont elle avait adopté la religion, I'islam sunnite, et connaissait 1a langue, le persan. A ['ave-
nement de Tamerlan, les membres de 1'ulits chaghatdy constituaient donc un groupe bien

défini, uni 2 1a fois par un certain nombre de traits culturels communs, ef par un ensemble de
liens politiques actifs et complexes. A la suite des conguétes de Tamerlan, I'identité chagha-
tay primitive resta intacte, servant désormais & définir la classe dirigeante, et  la distinguer .
de la masse des sujets. Comme la dynastie timouride légitimait sa domination par ses liens
avec la lignée de Chaghatdly, et que I'€lite chaghatdly conservait le monopole sur nombre de
postes de haut niveau dans I'empire, la dynastie et I'élite timourides partagérent un souci
commun de préservation de cette identité, fondée sur une fangue distincte, une généalogie et
! des traits culturels — auxquels se mélerent bientdt ceux des populations iraniennes avec les-
* quels I'uliis chaghatdly s’étail maintenu en étroit contact. S.AD.

Abstracta Iranica (Suppl. Studia Iranica),

. 1516, 1992-1993, Tehran 1997. p. /01 - {0}
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CHAGATAI

1919 and temporarily upstaged militant Sinhalese
Buddhist activists. The CNC remained effective until
1942, but it never attained the significance of its
Indian counterpart. In the 1920s the CNC lost Tamil
and Kandyan Sinhalese support, and during the state
council period (1931-1946) even low-country Sin-
halese members were independent of CNC control.

[See also Sri Lanka and Indian National Con-
gress.]

Michael Roberts, ed., Documents of the Ceylon Na-
tional Congress and National Politics in Ceylon, 1929—
1950, 4 vols. (1977). PaTrick PEEBLES

CHAGATAI, political and ethnic term derived
from the name of Chagatai (d. 1242), Genghis
Khan’s second son by his chief wife, and designating
the territory of the appanage (#lus) assigned to him
by his father at the time of the division of the Mon-
gol empire in 1224. The territory of the Ulus Cha-
gatai consisted of Transoxiana {roughly the area
between the Amu Darya and Syr Darya rivers in
present-day Uzbek SSR), the Semirechie region of
present-day Kazakh SSR, eastern Turkestan (pres-
ent-day Xinjiang Uighur Autonomous Region of the
People’s Republic of China), anid northern and east-
ern Afghanistan. Its capital was at Almaligh in the
[li Valley (near present-day Kuldja).

The Chagatai khanate was founded after Cha-
gatai Khan's death by his grandson, Kara Hulegu
(r. 1242-1246) on the territory of the Ulus Cha-
gatai. The early khans preserved the nomadic Mon-
gol traditions and avoided mixing with the sedentary
population of Transoxiana. There was no central-
ized authority until the accession of Kebek Khan
(r. 1318—1326), who artempted to consolidate his
power in Transoxiana. In the second half of the
fourteenth century, the khanate split into two sec-
tions: the western in Transoxiana, which retained
the name Chagatai and favored assimilation with
the sedentary Muslim population, and the eastern
in Semirechie and eastern Turkestan, which did not
want to break with the nomadic traditions. The lat-
ter became known as Mughalistan and its inhabi-
tants as Mughals (i.e., Mongols). After the death of
Kazan Khan in 1347, power in Transoxiana passed
to various local Turkic emirs, and the Chagatai
khans remained only nominal rulers untl Timur
(Tamerlane) established his supremacy in 1370.

The term Chagatai was also applied, by extension,
to the nomadic Turkic and turkicized Mongol pop-
ulation (as distinct from the sedentary Iranian) that
inhabited the territory of the Ulus Chagatai and con-
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stituted a privileged military caste. The term con-
tinued to be used in this sense in the fifteenth century
under the rule of the Timurids and was used loosely
to designate the entire Turkic population of the
Timurid empire. After the collapse of the Timurids,
the Chagatai became mixed with the nomadic
Uzbeks, but the name was still used as a tribal des-
ignation. Moreover, the descendants of Timur who
departed from Transoxiana under pressure from the
Uzbeks at the beginning of the sixteenth century and
founded an empire in India were also called
Chagatai.

As an ethnic, tribal designation, Chagatai today
is applied to a portion to the sedentary population
of the Kashka-Darya and Surkhandarya regions of
the Uzbek SSR, which is partly Uzbek- and partly
Tajik-speaking. The term is also applied to the East-
ern Turkic literary language that was formed in the
fifteenth century on the territory of the former Ulus
Chagatai.

[See also Mongol Empire.]

René Grousset, The Empire of the Steppes, translated
by Naomi Walford (1970). Gavin Hambly, ed., Central
Asia (1969). H. H. Howorth, History of the Mongols
(1876). Maria E. SusTELNY

CHAGATAI LITERATURE, a medieval Islamic
Central Asian literature written from the fifteenth
to the twentieth century in Chagatai, an eastern
Turkic literary language that developed from the
Karakhanid and Khwarazmian Turkic literary lan-
guages. Chagatai literature assumed its classical
form in the fifteenth century under the patronage of
the princes of the Timurid dynasty (1405-1507),
whose realm originally included most of the former
Ulus Chagatai. Although the term Chagatai was
rarely applied to this literature by fifteenth-century
authors (who called the language Turki), it later
gained currency among both Eastern and Western
scholars, particularly in the nineteenth century. Cha-
gatai literature is sometimes also referred to as Old
Uzbek, since the modern language most closely re-
lated to Chagatai is Uzbek, although the term pre-
Uzbek would be more accurate.

In its development, Chagatai literature was heav-
ily influenced by Persian models, particularly in po-
etry. Persian verse forms, romantic themes, and po-
etical imagery and vocabulary were adopted
wholesale. Certain native Turkic verse forms (¢.g.,
tuyug) were also made to conform to the Arabo-
Persian metrical system. Chagatai prose, on the
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ntroduction

Chaghatay can be defined as a form of written Turkic used in Central Asia from the fifteenth
entury up to World War I'. From this huge period, a great number of written records have come
éWn to us. Thus, scientists are in a relatively favourable position to describe the history of the
urkic communities which used Chaghatay as a literary language. Nevertheless, some areas of their
_ ultural life cannot be examined in detail as they are barely dealt with by the available sources. These
areas include medicine: for instance, there is no written record from the Chaghatay period that deals
ith veterinary medicine?.

In spite of the fact that few sources written in Chaghatay contain information about Turkic
edical history, there is a unique work which serves as-an indispensable source describing late
‘haghatay medical history. In comparison with other works, it provides an extremely large amount
£ material on medicine; however, it is unpublished and almost unknown. The first 12 folios (8v0-
419) of the treatise were translated into German by Armin Vambéry (1867: 164-172). The treatise
self was subsequently mentioned only a few times: some of the more significant works include
hury (1904: 59-60), Eckmann (1964: 378) and Hofinan (1969: 271).

In the present paper, this treatise will be discussed in detail as an initial, modest step towards

- the full critical edition4.

The Author and His Work

The author of the treatise is Sayyid Subhan Quli Muhammad Bahadur, born in 1624 as one of
' the last members of the famous Astrakhanide dynasty. His ancestors had emigrated from Astrakhan
~in about 1554 because of the Russian invasion. They founded a dynasty in Transoxiana and then
“played an important role in Bukhara. Subhan Quli ruled as khan in this town from 1680 to 1702
* (Hofman 1969: 262). ‘

Similarly to many rulers in the Middle Ages, he had a wide range of interests: he patronized
- every art and science, protected the clerics and dervishes, wrote poetry in Persian and Chaghatay,
- devoted attention to the hygienic situation by means of his hospitals, gathered together the most
" important medical books of his time, practised as a physician, and wrote a treatise on medicine
- (Hofman 1969: 268-271).

The MS of the treatise was discovered by Armin Vambéry during his scientific expedition in
" Central Asia between 1862 and 1864; he found a late copy of the original work in Herat. The MS

- * University of Szeged, Department of Altaic Smdies, Szegen/HUNGARY. e-mail: laszlokaroly@hotmail.com
845
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EIN HEIL:IGENSTAAT IM ISLAM: DAS ENDE
DER CAGHATAIDEN

UND DIE HERRSCHAFT DER CHOGAS
IN KASGARIEN

I

Der Verfasser desfezkirei azizan(Ms.40)) Muhammed
Sadiq geht in dem eigentlichen Werk (iiber die Ein-
leitung siehe unten in II), das S. 8 Z.3 mit amma ba'du
beginnt, auf Machdimi A‘zem zuriick. Der hinterliess

sechz1g Nachfolger (Stellvertretex) ?), die den Weg lehrten,

Y Sxehe ,Die osttirkischen Handschriften der Sammlung
Hartmann' (Mitt, Sem. Or. Spr. VIL (1904) Abt, II) S. 5 u, 18£
Einigos Allgemeine 8. in ,Nachtr'ﬁ.gé’.

2y Deor Chalifa, heute in Kalgarien chalpa gesprochen, ist
eine wichtige Personlichkeit. Er steht awischen Mwid und Fir,
ist der Jiinger, Adept, der bereits die tarigat, die er vom Pir er-
halten, durch Lehren weitergeben kann, wie im Handwerk der
Chalfa alle Arbeiten des Meisters macht, nur dass er nicht mit
eignem Material arbeitet, Aus nVertreter des obersten Lehrers*

(g0 auch osmanisch; Sami, gqamdasi turki S. 1079 s v. &Rl:
5)1.':\4])9 zso._w)o ‘S:L.&é[ O/)&c,\_a_' &L,LM PRy

‘00' ud-e’ U“"‘-’-)"U) wurde es ,Lehrer’ im allgemeinen, und ich
hérte mehrfach Persouen als chalpatim bezeichnen (das Pronomen.
ist hier nicht wirkliche Beziehung, sondern nur Ehrentitel; so
wird der Verfasser des {ebat ul agizin, S6f1 Allabjar, in Kaggar
gewthunlich seperjasotum genannt; vgl, Chofam; Chenim, osm.
hanym (ma dame); Igem ist ,Gott’ mach Glosear *Arabishs (Ms.
in meinem Besitz); der Buchdrucker Niur Hagi in Kajgar wird
durchaus Nir Hijim genanni, und so in. vielen andern Filllen).
Nichts Anderes als ,Lehrer’ wird ckalifa auch sein in dem chalifat
al' arab wal ajam der Bauinschrift an der Portalruine des Pir-i-

‘Alamdir in Damghin (8. Sarre, Denkmdiler Persischer Baukunst,

Berlin, Wasmuth, Lief. 4, Erlauterung 8. 4). Bei genaunerer Priifung
der Foto ergab sich mir, dass der Erbauer der Moschee nicht
ein Fiirst, sondern ein hoher Geistlicher ist: ,der erhabene Maula
(Molla), der Lehrer der Araber und Perser, Herr (Sultan) der
Richter des Ostens’ u.s, w. — Eine andere Erklirung von Hagim
8, in Nachtriige.
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military power for more than a century. Mongol influence continued in
government structures as well. Turkic and Mongolian words entered into
Persian vocabulary and several Mongol institutions, such as the military
governor — darigha — and the imperial guard, the keshig, lasted through the
Safavid dynasty.”® A more contentious element of Mongol tradition was the
yasa (Mongolian: jasagh), usually translated as law” or ‘code’. Scholars dis-
agree over whether or not the yasa was a specific set of laws existing as a
written document. The precepts preserved deal primarily with military and
administrative matters which were tried in the Mongol court, the yarghu.
By the fourteenth century however the term yasa was a general one, encom-
passing both Jaw and custom (yosun). There was considerable disagreement
over how much the yasa and the shara conflicted. For rulers who adhered to
both the Mongoel and the Islamic order, like Ghazan Khan and later
Tamerlane, there was apparently no contradiction, while scholars hostile to
Mongol rule considered the two systems mutually exclusive. Whatever the -
reality of the yasa, as a marker of identity it remained cenwral to Turco-
Mongolian governmern:.mo For centuries the Mongol empire continued to
set the standard of imperial power against which all dynasties had to measure
themselves, and reference to Mongol ancestry was used in Islamic lands into
the nineteenth century.

The Chaghadayid khanate

Transoxania and the Silk Road cities lay within the Chaghadayid khanate,
about which we bave distressingly little information since the area produced
almost no indigenous historical writing. Most of the setiled regions were
included in the satellite administration created by Ogedel in r229, which
remained in existence for some time after Qubilai’s accession.” The families
of the early officials Mahmiid Yalavach and Yeh-li Ahai retained their
positions for decades; that of Yalavach until after 1302."* Their long terure
suggests that the Chaghadayid administration did not suffer from the vicious
bureaucratic iifighting that plagued Iran. Political history presents a strong

99 Melvilie, "Keshig'.

100 For recent discussion see: Denise Aigle, ‘Le grand jasaq de Gengis-Khan, I'empire, la
culture mongole et la shart'a’, Journal of the Economic and Soctal History of the Orient, 47,1
(2004), Pp- 3179; David Morgan, “The “Great yasa of Chinggis Khan” revisited’, in
Arnitai and Biran (eds.), Mongols, Turks and others, pp. 291-308.

ror The census conducted in Bukhird about 1265 was at his orders. (Michal Biran, Qaidu
and the rise of the independent Mongol state in Central Asia (Richmond, 1997), p- 35-)

10z Biran, Qaidu, p. 98; Allsen, ‘Mahmild Yalavac’, pp. 122-36.
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Dava

At the dawn of the fourteenth century, Dava was ths Chaghtai
Khan. He died in 1306 C.E. His rule lasted for thirtytwo years.
Kunjuk

Dava was succeeded by his eldest son Kunjuk. He lacked the
brilliance of his father, and failed to have a firm hold on power.
He was overthrown in 1308 C.E. by Taliku.

Taliku
Taliku belonoed to the house -of Mutakan. He was a son of

Kadami, a grandson of Mutakan. On accession -he became a
Muslim. This was resented by the Mongols. In 1309 C.E. within one .
year of his accession, he was assassinated by his owa oﬁicer< .
Kubak .
On the assassination of Taliku, the Memgcna instailed ’{ubak'
on the Chaghtai throne. Kubak was a son of Dava. Dava had
ailied himself with Kaidu the Kban of Karakuram. Thereafter
differences arose betwesn Chapar and the house of Dava. When
after the assassination of Taliku power was once again captured by
the house of Dava, Chapar aitacked. the Chaghtais. In the confront:
g,tidn that followed Chapar was defeated and the territories under
Chapar who belonged to the Ogaidai house were annexed by the
Chaghtais. That was a great triumph for the Chaghtais.
Isan Buga

Kubak, ‘however, could not enJoy his triumph, -Within a year
of his accession, in spite of his victory over Chapar, Kubak was over-
thrown by his brother Isan Buga. In 1418 C.E., Isan Buga -invaded
Khurasan, -but was defeated. That made him unpopular; and

availing of this. opportunity Kubak came tc power again by over-

References :
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2. History of the Mongols : Bartold Spulez.
3. The History of the Mongol Conguests @ 3. J. Saunders.-
4, Hizstory of the Islamic Peopies : Brockelmann.
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The Chaghtais
- 1227-1306 C.E.

Chaghtai C . ) ’ )

On the death of the Mongol emperor Chenghiz Khan his son
Chaghtai was assigned the territories comprising the basin of the
Ili in the east, and the valleys of the Oxus and the Jaxartes in the
west. The Chaghtai dominions comprised two cultural units, In
the western part of the dominions the Muslims were jn majority, and
they lived in towns and cities. In the eastern part the people were
mostly non-Muslims. The people were mostly nomads, and this part
comprised very few cities. Chaghtai was a typical Mongol, and he
had his capital at Almaligh in the eastern part of his dominions.
Almaligh was a typical Mongol city in the valley of the upper Iij
near the site of the present day Kulja., The Chaghtai dominions were
also known as the <*Middle Kingdom™, as they lay beiween the
Khanate of Mongolia in the east ; the Khanate of the Golden Horde
in the west ; the Khanate of Siberia in the north ; and the Khanate
of the Il Khans in the south. During the course of its life the
Chaghtai Khanate was distracted by religious differences, and the
attacks from the other Mongol states. In the early years of their
rule the Chaghtais lost Khawarzam to the Golden Horde. Chaghtai
did not favour Islam, but he had to employ Muslims for service
under the State particularly in Transoxiana. Chaghtai’s Minister was
a Muslim known to history as Jamiat-ul-Mulk. Chaghtai ruled for
fourteen years and died in 1241.

- Kara Halaka

Both Chaghtai and his brother Ogadai the Mongol averlord at
Mongolia died in 1241. After the -death of Ogadai his widow
Turakina became the Regent till the successor of Ogadai could be
elected. Chaghtai had four sons ; Mutakan ; Yasu Mungo : Baidar;

References :
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500 TUGGURT — TUGHLUK TEMUR

space between the palm groves and the route nationale

{large groupings and industrial zone). The palm groves,

which encompass the town on the east, have becen

regenerated by the Great Canal (150 km/95 miles)
intended to drain the whole of the Oued Righ.

Bibliography: Ch. Ferraud, Les Ben Djelldb, sul-

lans ide Touggowrt, in Rev. Afr., Algiers (1879); idem,

Le Sahara constantinos, Algiers 1877; B. Verlet, Toug-

gourt et Quazgla, deux fonctions urbaines, in Travaux de

UInst. de Recherches Sahariennes, Algiers (1960); CL.

Nesson, Structure agraire ei évolution sociale dans les oasis

de I'Oued Righ, in ibid., (1966), 85-127; J.-]. Perennes,

Structures agratres el décolonisation, les oasis de Oued R’hir

(Algéne), Algiers-Paris 1979; A. Amiche, Lespace urbain

de Touggourt (Oued Righ), étude d’aménagement, diss. Univ.

of Provence 1994, unpubl. (M. Cotr)

TUGH (r.), amongst the early Turks an emblem
of royal authority, a standard or a drum (the
former being used as a batte-flag and a rallying-
point on the battle-field), known from the time of the
Tirgesh or Western Turks in Transoxania (see below)
and of the Uyghurs.

l. In older Turkish usage.

The traditional old Turkish standard was a horse’s
tail or a bunch of horse hair on a pole, or, in the
regions of Inner Asia adjacent to Tibet, the tail of a
yak (futds). A great ruler would be described as hav-
ing nine fughs, the maximum (tokuz tughlugh khan).
Mahmud al-Kashgharl, Duwan lughdt al-turk, tr. Atalay,
ii, 127, tr. Dankoff and Kelly, ii, 213, defines tagh
as (1) a drum beaten in the ruler’s presence, ie. as
what would in later Islamic times be described as the
nawba [see NAKKARA-KHANA and TABL-KHANA] (such great
drums, kirgd, were later used by the Mongols as ral-
lying-points in battle, see Doerfer, i, 473-5 no. 339);
and (2) an ‘alam, with the ruler’s nine standards made
of brocade or orange silk. This last definition must
reflect. Chinese influence. In fact, Clauson takes tugh
to be a loan word from Chinese & “banner”. Middle
Chinese dok, and the borrowing must have taken place
early. The historian al-Tabari speaks of the tikat al-
turk, those of the Khakin of the Turks which Arab
scouts saw (‘@yana) when the commander Asad b. ‘Abd
Allah was campaigning in Khuttal in the upper Oxus
region [see KHUTTALAN] in 119/737 (i, 1598, cf. also
1611, 1616). Whether the meaning here is flags or
horse tails’ emblems does not emerge from the con-
text with certainty, but al-Tabarl’s source might have
been expected to have used the familiar term alam
if ordinary flags had been intended.

The word passed from the various Turkish languages
into Mongolian as tukh/tuk in the sense of “battle-
flag” and even as far as Tibetan (as thug) and Tungusic
languages. Regarding Mongol usage, Marco Polo states
that a corps of 100,000 of the Great Khan’s troops
is called a fuc, just as one of 10,000 is called a foman
[see TOMAN. 1) (Yule-Cordier, The Book of Ser Marco
Polo, *London 1903, i, 261, cf, 263-4). Finally, one
may mention that Turkish soldiers brought the term
into the history of the Indian Subcontinent in that
the commander Ghiyath al-Din Tughluk (tughluk “the
man with the fugh”) was in the early 8th/14th cen-
tury the founder of the Tughlukid line [¢.0.] of Dihlf
Sultans (see A. von Le Coq, Tiirkische Namen und Titel
m Indien, in Aus Indiens Kultur. Fesigabe R. von Garbe,
Erlangen 1927, 2). .

Bibliography: See on the early usage of fughs
and on the linguistic aspects, Doerfer, Tirkische und
mongolische Elemente im Neupersischen, i, 618-22 no.

969; Clauson, An etymological dictionary of pre-thirteenth

century Turkish, 464. See also /4 art. Tug (Bahaeddin

Ugel) {mainly concerned with carly usages, and does

not cover the Ottomans).

2. In Ottoman usage.

Under the early Ouomans, the fgh continued to
be an emblem of royalty and viceroyalty, with the
sultans themselves campaigning under their banners
(sometimes having on them a crescent moon emblem,
amongst several others, sce HILAL. ii, at Vol. III, 383h-
384a and Figs. 17-19) and as many as seven or nine
tughs, horse tails suspended from a pole surmounted
by a golden ball. Those 10 whom royal authority had
been delegated had a lesser number of tughs. Sandjak
beyis and mir-liwas had one tugh; beylerbeyss, two; viziers,
both the kubbe wezirs [g.v.) of the Imperial Diwan and
provincial ones, three; and the Grand Vizier, five.

Bibliography: For older bibl, see EI' art. s.v.
(Cl. Huart); also Pakalin, iii, 522-5; Gibb and
Bowen, i, 139-40. (C.E. Bosworrs)
TUGHLUK TEMUR (d. 764/1363), Caghatayid

[g.0.] kkan in Central Asia. The fullest source of infor-
mation, though largely concerned with his conversion
to Islam, is the 10th/16th-century Ta’rikh-i Raghidi of
Mirza Haydar Dughlat, who reproduces a Mongol
tradition that his ancestor, the amir Puladéi, had
brought Tughluk Temiir from the Kalmak country
and enthroned him as khan of Caghatay’s ulus at the
age of cighteen (ca. 752/1351). But whereas Haydar
names as his father the &han Esen Buka (d. ca. 718/
1318), which is chronologically impossible, a 9th/15th-
century genealogical work, the Mu%zz al-ansab, makes
Tughluk Temiir the son of Esen Buka’s younger
brother Emil Kh*adja {Ko¢a). Tughluk Temiir ruled
over the eastern tracts of Cangatay”s ulus, the region
still dominated by nomads and barely touched by
Islam, and known as Jata or Mogholistan [g.2] to dis-
tinguish it from Ma ward’> al-nahr [g.0.], which was
governed by other Caghatayid kkans; the division of
the wlus into two rival khanates dated from not long
before Tughluk Temiir's own accession. Tughluk
Temiir’s conversion may not have been as complete
as Haydar suggests: he is known to have sent to Tibet
for a Buddhist teacher at some time after 1360 (7he
Blue Annals, tr. G.N. Roerich, Calcutta 1949-53, ii, 504).

Tughluk Temiir twice invaded Mi wara’ al-nahr,
in Rabi® I 761/March 1360 and in Djumada I 762/
March 1361: on both occasions he received the sub-
mission of local amirs, including the future conqueror
Timir (Temiir), whom he appointed as governor of
Kish (Shahr-i Sabz). On the second expedition, Tugh-
luk Temiir advanced as far as Kunduz and the Hinda
Kush before retiring again to Mogholistain. His harsh
conduct, and that of his commanders, in M3 wara’
al-nahr had in any case alienated Timiir among others.
Timirid chroniclers differ as to the date of Tughluk
Temiir's death, Yazdi (ed. llahdad, 87; ed. Urunbaev,
fol. 107b) implying 765/1364, while Natanzi (125)
confirms the year 764 supplied by Haydar. He was
buried in Almaligh [¢.2.]. His son Ilyas Kh“adja, whom
he had left as his deputy in M3 war®® al-nahr, was
recalled to succeed him, but was himself murdered,
together with most of his brothers, by the Dughlat
amir Kamar al-Din. The later khans of Mogholistan
claimed descent from Khidr Kh“adja, allegedly an
infant son of Tughluk Temiir who had escaped the
massacre.

Bibliography: Mirza Haydar Dughlat, Ta’rikh-i
Rashidi, tr. E.D. Ross, with commentary and notes
by N. Elias, A history of the Moghuls of Central Asia,
London 1898, w. 5-15, 23, 38-9; Nizam-i Sham,
{@far-nama, ed. F. Tauer, Prague 1956, i, 15-16,
18-19; Sharaf al-Din ‘Ali Yazd, Lafar-nama, ed.
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