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Bibil for example, and to resist the Muslim advance
became no more than a few battles which in no way
altered the situation. Finally Sa‘d marched on al-
Madi’in and, after having besieged and conquered
Bahudasir, one of the seven or ten towns which made
up the al-Mada’in (“the towns’’) group, was even able
to ford the Tigris; this remarkable occurrence was
regarded as the result of divine favour. After reaching
the east bank of the river the Muslims occupied
the other towns of al-Madad’in, which had been
abandoned without a struggle by Yazdadiitd (Dhu
'|-Hididia 15 or 16?). Another battle of some
importance took place on ‘Iraki soil, at Djalala’
(on Safar 16 or 17?; other dates are also ment-
ioned in the sources), marking the definitive
overthrow of Sasanid dominion in ‘Irak by ‘the
Muslims.

Problems associated with the battle. There
are two such problems which, in all probability,
must remain insoluble: 1) The total strength of the
forces which met at al-Kadisiyya, for there is too
great a difference between the figures given in the
sources and every attempt to arrive at an evaluation
comes up against the impossibility of finding any
solid foundation to build on; 2) the chronology of
the events preceding the battle and following it and
thus of the battle itself—~dates given in the sources
for the battle vary between the years 14 and 16, but
the earlier date must be rejected since there is too
much circumstantial evidence against it. Islamists
working on the chronological problem, such as
Wellhausen, Caetani and S. M. Yusuf, have looked
for an answer by reasoning from the facts, and since
it has proved impossible to reconcile the data given
in the sources have chosen those which shored up
their own beliefs. They consider it impossible that
the Muslims could have recovered their strength
almost immedjately after the defeat at the Bridge
and have dated the battle of al-Buwayb in 14 (accord-
ing to Caetani no earlier than Ramadin), which
obliges them to date the battle of al-Kadisiyya at
the beginning of 16 (Wellhausen adds further con-
siderations of the supervening events of the period
which occurred between this battle and the battle
of Dialtld®). In addition, Caetani and S. M. Yusuf
consider the relationship between the campaign in
Syria and that in “Irak and decide that the caliph
‘Umar could not have concerned himself with the
second until after the end of the first, that is after
the battle of Yarmik: as this celebrated victory of
the Muslims over the Byzantines took place on
12 Radjab 15/20 August 636, the battle of al-K&di-
siyya could not have been fought before the early
months of the year 16. S. M. Yusuf places it a little
after Radjab 15, i.e. 2 month after Yarmik.

After a fresh examination of the facts as they
developed and as they are set down in chronological
accounts in the sources, the author of the present
article has concluded that Muharram 15/February-
March 636 is the date to be preferred for the battle
of al-Kadisiyya. The Muslim success at al-Buwayb
soon after their defeat at the Bridge is not to be
considered impossible for the following reasons:
1) the troubles which broke out at al-Mad®’in stopped
the Persians from capitalizing on their victory at
the Bridge; 2) Muslim reinforcements from Medina
arrived immediately. Nor is it necessary to suppose
that “Umar could not have been concerned with the
‘Iraki campaign until after the battle of Yarmik,
for such a view makes it extremely difficult to deter-
mine the date when the caliph resolved to send a

figh_ting army into ‘Irdk; in fact, 1) if ‘Umar did not

take his decision until after Yarmik, there is not.a
sufficient interval of time between the great battles
of Yarmuk and al-Kadisiyya for Sa‘d’s march,
with .the halts he made and his waiting period for
the enemy (which the sources describe with too great
detail for them to be ignored); it was perhaps this
difficulty which led Caetani to propose that the
battle did not take place in Muharram 16 but
some months later; 2) if, to allow the necessary
time for Sa‘d’s march and his waiting for the
enemy, the caliph were presumed to have taken
his decision in 15 during the month preceding the
battle of Yarmik, then ‘Umar would have directed
his forces towards ‘Irak precisely at the moment
when he must have béen greatly preoccupied by the
news of the Byzantine emperor’s preparations for
the offensive. On the contrary, if we concede that
Sayf has given an exact account of the assemblage
of the ‘army at Sirdr during Mubarram 14 and of
Sa‘d’s long march, then it follows that ‘Umar decided
at the end of the year 13 to renew with vigour the
campaign in “Irdk, that is during the period 'when
his victories in Syria were following one after the
other. These considerations, which are also supported
by other circumstances—which the author of this
article intends to set forth in another work-—Iead
us to decide on the date of Muharram 15/February,
March 636 for the battle of al-Kidisiyya.
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) (L. VEccla VAGLERII)
i, In additioﬁ to thé two towns mentioned above,

vkt knows three other places called al-Kédisi)')"a,

narrllely two villages in the district of al-Mawsil in

the Nahr al-Khazir between al-Mawsil and Irbid, and
a third near Diazirat b. ‘Umar; see Yakut, ql-.«wf@ﬁ—
tarik ed. Wiistenfeld, 337. Ibn al-Athir also mentions
an al-Kadisiyya near. Baghdad (xii, g1). For jthe
possible relationship of these places and others sim-
ilarly named to a people (Kédishaeans) thatf‘uay have
settled them, see Noldeke, ZDMG, xxxii, 157f,
162; J. Marquart, Eraniahr nach der Geographie des
Pseudo-Moses Xorenag®i (Abhandlungen der GOtt. Ges.
der Wiss., 1go1), 77, 78. (M. STRECK-[J. LASSNER])

)[KA_D_J_Z\R, Turcoman tribe, from which sprang a

“ruling dynasty of Persia {see next article). There

is no foundation for the statements of later historians
that the Kadiar tribe entered Iran with Hilaga [g.v.]
In the gth/rsth century they formed part of th; B(}z
Ok branch of the Turcomans of Anatolia, dwelling in
the Kayseri-Sivas region and recognizing the suze-
rainty of the Dhu 'I-Kadr rulers, They probably take
their name from a leader named Karagar (= Kargar).
In the 9th/15fh century they were divided into four
sub-tribes (oba): Aghta Koyunlu, Aghtalu, Sham Ba-
yatl, Yiva. The first two of these were branches. c:i
the great tribes belonging to the wulus of the Dulkadirli.
The third was a branch of the Bayats of northern
Syria (it is very probable that the Dulkadirli .dynasty
sprang from the Bayats); Sham Bayati owes its name
to the fact that it wintered in Syria, but we do not
know to which of these subtribes the ¥adjar dynasty
belonged. After the Kadjars had entered Iran and
settled in northern Adharbaydiin (Arrdn) they were
joined by an important clan called Igirmi (== Yirmi)
Daort.

The defeat of the Ilara Koyunlu by the Ak- }_(oy\l.m—
lu, who thenceforth ruled much of Iran, prompted im-
portant branches of the Turcoman tribes of Anatolia
to move into Persia: thus towards the end of the gth/
15th century the Kadjar sett_led in the Karabigh
(Gandja) district of northern Adharbaydian. In 8?7}
1491-2 a member of the ruling house of the Ak Ko-
yunlu, named Dana Khalil-oghiu Ibrahim Beg and
known as Ayba (or Tba) Sultdn, with the support
of the Kadiar raised to the throne Uzun Hasan’s
grandson Rustam Beg. When - Rustam Beg was
defeated by Abmad b. Ughurlu Mubammad b.
Uzun Hasan Beg he took refuge with the Kadiar
in 1497. Although the Kadjar supported Rustam,
the latter was defeated again and killed. Soon after-
wards a part of the Kadiar rallied to Shah Isrfu'l‘il
and, like so many other Anatolian Turcoman tnbe's,
coutributed tothe establishment of the Safawid

dynasty. For the next two centuries, however, they
were not held in such esteem by the shahs as were;
e.g., the Ustadjalu (Ustadjlu), Tekelii, Shamlu and
Dhulkadr (Dulkadir). At this period the Kadjar were
again dwelling in north Adharbaydian. At the end of
the 10th/16th century Imam Kuli Khan, who was
beglerbegi of Iarabdgh, was a member of the Yiva
oba of the Kadiir. But during Safawid times the
Iiadjar were administered mostly by the Ziyad
Oghlu family from which sprang the future ruling
Kadjar dynasty. At the time of Shah “Abbas some
of the Kadjir were transferred to the district of
Astaribad, to be a barrier against the raids of the
Yaka Turcomans. ! .

In the 12th{18th century, whereas some tribes—
Shamlu, Dulkadir, etc.—broke up and lost their
power, the Avshar (Afshar) and Kidjar remained
numerous and strong. Hence under Nadir Shih the
Afshar were able to put an end to the Safawid dynasty
and seize power, and at the end of the century the
Kadjar could succeed the Zand. In the 18th century
the Astarabad Kagdiar were divided into two
branches: the Ashika Bagh and the Yukhari Bagh.
The Ashaka Bash were formed by the Koyunll (or
Kowanla), ‘Izz al-dinld, Sham Bayatl, Kara Miasanla
(Musalu?), Washla (Ashli?) and Ziyadla subtribes.
The Kadiar dynasty belonged to the Koyunla (or
Kowanld) subtribe of the Ashaka Bash. As for the
Yukhari Bash, they were formed by the other six
subtribes, 4.e., Dawald, Sapanli, Kéhnalid, Khazina-
aarl\'x, Kayakid, and Kerl{?). The chief subtribe
of this branch was the Dawald.

The KAadiar rulers never forgot that they were
Turks. They were even proud of it. Thus, some mem-
bers of the Kagdiar dynasty bore the names of Ill_\'hir:\id
and even Ottoman rulers, £.g., Hilligi, Abaka, Ar-
ghun, Ildirim Bayazid etc. We see also some Kadjar
clans {oymak) in Anatolia in the Ottoman period, be-
tween the 16th and zoth centuries.
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idem, Safevi devletinin kurwlus ve gelismesinde

Anadoly Tiirklerinin rolu {in press). (F. SUMER)
“KADJAR (kafar “marching quickly”, cf. Sulay-
man Efendi, Lughat-i Caghatai, Istanbul 1208, 214;
P. Pelliot, Notes sur Uhistoire de la horde d'or, Paris
1950, 203-4), a Turcoman tribe, to which the
Kadjar dynasty of Persia belonged; also a village
in the Litkah district of Amul {g.0.]. Nineteenth cen-
tury Persian historians assert that the Kadiar took
their name from Kadjar Noyan b. Sirtak Noyan. The
latter was the son of $abi Noyin b. Dialar, and
was appointed atabeg [g.v.] to Arghiin (Rida Kuli Kban
Hidayat, Ta’rikh-i rawdat al-safi-yi nasiri, Tehrva-n
1961-2, ix, 4). It is also alleged that the Kadiar
migrated from the Mughan steppe to Syria towards
the middle of the 8thf14th century and that they came
back to Persia with Timir. This may well be so,
but there does not appear to be any mention of.a
tribe by the name of Kadjar in Mongol or Timurl'd
times. What may be the earliest mention of them Is
in 897/1491-2 when the laghkar-i kadiar is said to
have joined Dani Khalll b. Ibrahim of the Ak
Koyunld to free Rustam Beg b. Maksiid from t.he
fortress of Alindjak, where he had been held captive
by rival khans (Yahya Kazvini, Lubb al-tawdrikh,
1936-7, 225-6, quoted by F. Siimer, Oguzlar, Apkara
1967,and Ibn Karbald’, Rawdaial-djinan wa-d_zanngt
al-diandn, ed. Dja‘far Sultan al-Kard’i, Telzrz{r_x 1946-
4, 526), but it should be pointed out that Kadjar may
here be simply the name of a person. E

Kara Piri Beg Kadjar is mentioned as being among ‘
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