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hallinin  esasen bu tiirlii -iglere ahgik oldugu sihalarda viicude
getiriliyordu. Ince yiinli kumaglar, bilhassa Misir'da yapihyor-
du. Nil deltasindaki bazi gehirlerin mamilleri ise, her tarafta aram-
yordu. Sarki Iran’da, Merv ve Nigdpur havalisinde pamuklu kumaslar
yapiiyordu. Islam diinyasindaki ipek saniyiine gelince, bunun
Bizans’tan kaldifi séylenebilir. Bugiin elde kalmig olan en eski Islim
brokarlarini siisliyen .insan ve hayvan motifleri, fran ve Bizans te’sir-
lerinin birer delilidir. Hazar denizi cenubundaki Gircan ile Sarki
Iran’daki Sistan vilayeti;, Bagdad hazinesine ipekli kumaglar yolla-
makla miikelleftiler. Hahalik, Abbasi Imparatorlugu’nun muhtelif
yerlerinde 'gok yayilmug bir san’atti. Hazar denizi cenubundaki Tabe-
ristdn ile,—eski cografyacilarin Ermfniyye dedikleri-— Sarki Anadolu’nun
simal memleketleri, Bagdad’a kiymetli hallar gonderirlerdi. Bu devir
Islam abidelerini siisleyen ve son asirdaki arkeolojik aragtirmalarda
- pargalan sik sik ele gecen seramik eserleri, bu san’atin muhtelif siha-
larda biiyiik bir inkisaf gosterdigini meydana koymaktadir. Buraya
kadar kisaca izah ettifimiz bu saniyi mamflleri tablosunu tamamla-
- mak i¢in, Misir papirus’unun yerine gecen pagavradan yapilan
kigit sandyi'ni de unutmamak lazimdur, Islamlar vasitasiyle Garb’a
da gecen bu mithim - san’at, IX. asirda, heniiz Maveraiinnehr'e
miinhasir gibi idi; bunun baghca merkezi de Semerkand idi. Bu si-
rada Bagdad’da dahi yerleymege baglayan kagit sanaynmn siir’atle
her tarafa yayildifini da ilavefedelim.

* Suf méli sebeple — yéani gelirini artirmak igin — sandyiin inki-
safin1 kolaylagiran Abbési devleti, ticiretin inkigaf ve terakkisi
hususunda hemen higbir sey yapmamgtr. Yollar o kadar bozuk idi
ki, vaktiyle Iran ve Roma hakimiyeti devirlerinde kullanilan araba-
lar aruk unutulmugtu. Develer ile yapilan nakliyat igin, ibtidaf
kegi-yollar1 kafi geliyordu. Mamafih o devrin ibn Hordadbih

-gibi mithim cografyacilan, yollan, su bulunan yerleri, konaklanacak
- ve sigiilacak mevkileri, posta menzillerini biiyiik bir dikkat ve itina
ile tesbit etmislerdir. Devletin resmi miinakale vasitas: olan berfd sis-
temi ve tegkiliti, ehemmiyetle muhéfaza ediliyordu. Biiyiik nehirler-
den gecmek icin ibtidai de olsa, véasitalar mevcuttu. Uzak-Sark ve
Uzak-Garp memleketleri ile deniz yollan ile yapilan ticdret, baghca,
Yahudiler’in elinde idi. Islim cografyacilarimn ehcmmlyetlc tesbit
ettikleri bu yollarin en 1§leklen Bagdad’ dan gegtigi igin, Abbasi bas-

kenti bu miibadeleden ve transitten ¢ok faydalantyordu. Yalmz biyiikk

‘bir kiiltiir ve siyaset merkezi olmaktan bagka, iktisadf ve ticirf faa-

liyetlerin merkezi olarak da parlak bir mevkie sihip bulunuyordu.
Yahudiler’in bunda da biiyiik rolleri oldugu, son arastirmalar ile da-
ha iyi anlaglmgtr [G. Margais, Hist. géné. pub. par G. Glotz,
Histoire -du Moyen Age tomc I, p 363 - 366].

25. GARP'DA PaMUK
. ve : - R
IsLAmMiar TArRAFINDAN GeTiRiLEN  Diter Torrak MansOLLERL

Bar\thold, eserinde Islaim cografyacilanindan bahsederken, bun-
larin, muhtelif sihalarda yetigen tiirlii toprak mahstilleri hakkinda da
bilgi verdiklerini séyler ve bu arada, bunlardan bizilannin, meseld
pamugun, Araplar tarafindan once Sicilya ve Ispanya’ya get1nld101m
kaydederek, Avrupa dillerinde pamuga verilen cotonisminin Arapca '
Kotwdan alindigimi yazar. Barthold’iin- kiigiik kitabinda higbir not
bulunmadigt hilde, garip bir istisna olarak, bunun metin igine ko-
nulmasimi * (kitabimizin birinci basiminda, s. 58-59’da, buna tesa-
diif olunur) dogru bulmiyarak, bunu bir not hilinde buraya ekle-
dik. Bu miinasebetle, Islam  medeniyetinin Garb’a geurdigi belli-
bagh toprak mahstlleri hakkinda kisa malimat vermeyi ve kuguk
bu' bxbhyografya ilavesini faydal gordik.

§ Islam medeniyeti, topraktan istifade hususunu asla ihmil et-
mcmx§, hakim oldugu genig ve biribirinden gok farkh sahalarda, ta-
biat gartlarindan ve imkanlanndan faydalanarak ilerilemeler kaydet-
mig ve bu arada Hiristiyan Garp 4lemine birtakim yeni unsurlar ve
“teknik bakimdan yeni terakki amilleri getirmistir. “Islamiyet’in ilk
zuhur ‘ve yayihy devirlerini gézoniinde tutarak, Islimlarin sadece
hayvan yetigtirme hususunda biiyiik te’sirleri oldugunu soylemnek,
dar bir goriig neticesidir. Ispanya tarihi ile ugragan birtakim alimler,
Islamlarin, ziraat sihasindaki terakkilerini ve Garb’a getirdikleri -

o Lildm Medeniyeti — XI.
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' - bu medyﬁmﬁ amaci -ké:ndi igerisindeki biitiin gatismalara ragmen- Tiirkiye'deki siyasal
“LU . yapiya karg aliernatif bir Islamci model olustirmak ve bunun igin kitleyi hazilamaktr.
; Bu amag dogrultusunda Islamcx medyaya yiiklenen ilk ve en onemli gorev ise, laik
‘ ' : ‘ ’kulturun normiarna karsi glkmaknr Gomnen odur ki bu alanda Islamcilann 6nii agikir,

" BATI. ANADOLU'DA PAMUKCULUGUN.
KOOPERATIFLESME SURECIH

~

Abdullah MARTAL

Uretim ve ticaret boyutlartyla genig bir kitlenin ugrag alan1 ve gegim kaynag olan -
amuk, hem tanimsal faaliyetler agisindan hem de dokuma sanayi, bitkisel ya§ sanayi ve'

an firlinleriyle kimya sanayi agisindan, iilke ekonomisinde 6nemli bir yer tutmaktadir.

u nedenle, iretim bakimindan Tiirkiye'nin Cukurova'dan sonra ikinci bilyiik alam olan

ge B(il‘gesi'nde pamuk“tanmmdaki gelisme ve kooperatiflesme sﬁrecinin Pamuk Bir-
iginin olusum ve faahyetlermm incelenmesi, bu alandak1 global yaklasxmlara xslk tut-

mak aglsmdan degier ta§1maktad1r

Osmanl toplumunda pamuklu dokumalann genig bir kullanim alam olusturmas,
amuk tanminda ig tiketimi kérgllayadak ve bir olgiide ihracat olanaft ve-ribilecek
iizeyde iiretim potanéiyeli saglamigti. Ozellikle 17. yiizyilm ilk geyreginde, pamugun,
hraci yasaklanan mallar kabsammdan ¢ikarimastyla, Ege Bélgeéinde pamuk ekim alan-
ary geniglemeye ve susam ekilen yerlerde pamuk tarim1 yapilmaya baglands, {zmir'in 17.
uzyxldan baglayarak onemli ticaret merkezlerinden biri haline gelmesinde, bu siiregte
erceklesen pamuk ihracatindaki gelismelerin biiyiik katkist oldu.

. 18. yiizythn ikinci yarisida, buhar giiciiniin makinelere uygulanmastyla baglayan
iirecte, Kuzey-Bati Avrupa'da gergeklegen hizlt d(’ihi_igiim Osmanl ekonomisini de derin-
en etkiledi. Ozellikle pamuklu dokuma sektoriinde dig alim ve dig satim dengeleri tama-
men tersine dondii. ‘1827-1850 siirecinde Osmanli devletinin Ingiltere'den
gerceklestirdigi 9 katlik ithalat am;gmm % 75'ini pamuklu dokumalar olugturuyordu.
Diger €l sanatl}ﬁyla birlikte yerli dokuma sanayiinin de agir-darbeler yediéi 19. yiizy1l
boyunca, Osmanli ekonomisinin kapitalist diinya ekonomisinin uydusu durumuna
diigmesi, pamuklu gereksiniminin biiyiik boliimiini digardan alip, ham pamuk satar hale

gelmesiyle ilgiliydi: !

H. Inalctk, "Osmanl Pamukly Pazan, Hindistan ve Ingittere™, DTl Geligme Dergisi 1979780 Ozel Soyisi, Ankora 1981, s. 54,
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Shuster, The Strangling of Persia. New York,1912.
P. M. Sykes. A History of Persia, 3rd ed. . 11, London,
1951. D. N. Wilber, Riza Shah Pahlavi. The Resur-
rection and Reconstruction of Iran Hicksville, NY.,
1975, pp. 5. 7-15, 33, 40. 42.

{MURIEL ATKIN)

COSSAEANS (Lat. Cossaei, Gk. Kossaioi), atribe
of mountain people settled in western Iran; their land
was called Cossaea/Kossafa (attested in Diodorus,
17.111.5; Strabo, 16.1.17; Stephanus Byzantius, s.v.).

Although this ethnonym is frequently mentioned in

classical sources, the ancient ethnographers, geogra-
phers, and historians seem 10 have had only a very
limited knowledge of these people and their land,
customs, and culture, for the information they pro-
vided is vague and contradictory. Stephanus Byzantius
(following Strabo, 16) reported that the land of the
Cossaeans was part of Persia (Strabo, 16.1.17: “bor-
dering on [Persia] as far as the Caspian gates”; cf.
Arrian, Anabasis 7.23.1), but in reality it must have
been situated somewhere in the Zagros mountains
between Media on the north and Susiana in the south.
Strabo (11.12.4) located it beyond the Zagros moun-
tains, which separated Media from Babylonia, but
“above” Media. He also mentioned (11.13.6) the
“(ossaean [mountains}” (Gk. 1d Kossafa)as partof the
castern boundary of greater Media south of Ecbatana;
Polycleitus had reported them as scarcely 1,000 stadia
(i.e., 200 km) from the Euphrates (Strabo, 16.1.13).
. When the Persian kings went down from Ecbatana,
where they usually spent the summer, into Babylonia
they made gifts to the Cossaeans (perhaps actually a
kind of toll; Strabo, 11.13.6; cf. Weissbach, who sug-
gested that Babylonia is an error for Susa); their land
must thus have been situated along the route. That
information was confirmed by Diodorus (19.19.2),
who said that the shortest route from lower Meso-
potamia (specifically from Badaké on the Eulaeus
River) to Ecbatana passed through the country of the
Cossaeans. Their small, barren land was rough and
mountainous, though the mountains were neither very
high nor very snowy and only moderately timbered
(Polyaenus, 4.3.31; Strabo, 16.1.13, 17.18).

The Cossaeans were variously described as the east-
ern neighbors of the Susians by Pliny (Natural History
6.134: cf. Prolemy, 6.3.3, who put them in the region
of Susiana closest to Assyria); as neighbors of both the
Medes (Nearchus apud Strabo 11.13.6; cf. Arrian,
Indica 40.6) and the Uxians (Arrian, Anabasis 7.15.1 ),
and as inhabitants of the mountains of Media by
Diodorus (17.111.4;cf. Polybius, 5.44.7, who included
them among barbarian tribes). They were mountain
tribesmen described as powerful, predatory, and auda-
cious brigands, occupied with continual raiding and
uninterested in agriculture (Strabo. 11.13.6, 16.1.17-
18). They livedinvillage strongholds (Arrian, Anabasis
7.15.2) orin caves and ate acorns, mushrooms, and the
smoked flesh of wild animals (Diodorus, 19.19.3).
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Like their neighbors they were warlike, admired for
their strength and daring; most of them were archers
(Strabo, 11.13.6,16.1.18; Diodorus, 17.59.3,17.111.4;
Arrian, Anabasis 7.15.1,23.1). According to Strabo,
atsome uncertain date 13,000 Cossaean bowmen joined
the Elymaeans in war against the Susians and the
Babylonians (11.13.6, 16.1.18). F. Weissbach (col.
1501) considered this report erroneous because Susa
was part of Elam, but the occurrence of such a conflict
isby nomeans unlikely. It thus seems that the Cossaeans
occasionally entered into military service: Diodorus
reported that they fought in the left wing of the army of
Darius 111 (336-31 B.C.E.) atthe battle at Arbela{q.v.)
in 33t B.C.E. (17.59.3; cf. Curtius Rufus, 4.12.10).

The Cossaeans had been autonomous since ancient
times (Diodorus, 19.19.3) and had never accepted a
foreign ruler: They remained uncongquered and had a
measure of autonomy during the entire period of the
Persian empire (Diodorus, 17.111.4). They were fi-
nally compelled, however, to submit to Alexander the
Great (g.v.), when, after the death of Hephaestion, he
attacked them in the winter of 324-23 B.C.E. (Strabo,
11.13.6; Dijodorus, 17.11 1.4-6; Arrian, Anabasis
7.15.1-3; cf. Plutarch, Alexander 72 .4) and laid waste
to most of their land in only forty days, slaying and
capturing a great number of the inhabitants. A signifi-
cant number of Cossaeans were included in the Persian
army that Peucestas assembled in 323 B.C.E., shortly
before Alexander’s death (Arrian, Anabasis 7.23.1).
Although Alexander is said 1o have founded cities at
crucial points throughout Cossaea (Diodorus, 17.111.6;
Arrian, Indica 40.8), they apparently had no lasting
significance, for Antigonus I, when passing through it
only four years later, in 317 B.C.E., was exposed to
great dangers and lost a considerable number of men
(Diodorus, 19.19.4-8).

It was probably the Cossaeans, rather than the Cissians
{(g.v.), who were the descendants of the Kassites, the
ancient tribal people (Babylonian Kassi) attested in
cuneiform sources from the 18th century B.C.E. on-
ward; they ruled Babylonia until driven out by the
Assyrians in the 7th century B.C.E. and continued to
inhabit the Zagros area on either side of the modern
road from Baghdad to Kerman3ah during the Neo-
Assyrian and Neo-Babylonian periods.

Bibliography: For classical sources any current
edition may be consulted. J. A. Brinkman, “Kas-
siten.” RIA V, 1976-80, pp. 464-73. [F.] Weissbach,

“Kossajoi,” in Pauly-Wissowa, XI/2, cols. 1499-1503.

(RUDIGER SCHMITT)
COTTON
i. Introduction.
ii. Production and trade in Persia.
iii. In Afghanistan.
1. INTRODUCTION

Cotton (panba < Mid. Pers. pambag: katan; in Isfa-
han koliiza; genus Gossypium), particularly the short-
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3:18; Amos 9:13; Sibylline Oracles I11.774-77; 11
Enoch 8:5).

d. The new light. Just as in the traditional myth
God sent light to inaugurate the process of creation,
so light will again burst forth upon a world shrouded
in darkness (cf. Enoch 5:6; 38:4; 45:4; 48:3, 6; 92:4;
1QH VII 24-25; the nucleus of this idea may be
found already in Isa. 30:26).

¢. The new man. The crowning point of the new
creation will be the emergence of the new man (the
“Son of man”; cf. DTN 13; Aramaic W38 N2), to whom
—as at the former creation (Gen. 1:26-28)—all things
will be subject (cf. Dan. 7:13; Enoch 46:1-4; 48:2-
10; IT Esd. 13:3-13). In the Christian development
of this doctrine, the new man is identified, of course,
with the divine man, Jesus Christ.

Moreover, the righteous, who will be spared for

this consummation, will enjoy once more the bliss of

the primeval age. They will again dwell—and not
necessarily after death!—in the garden of God
(Enoch 61:12) and eat freely of the fruit of the
paradisal tree (24:4-5), and they will live as long as
did the antediluvians (25:6). Magnus ab integro
saeclorum nascitur ordo. 'The cosmogonic cycle com-
pletes its revolution. Once again, the creative breath
of God moves in the darkness over the troubled
waters of the world, and once again the sudden burst
of his light heralds a new day.

The Bible opens with the story of creatlo@g not be-
cause this is the beginning of all things, but because
it wishes to proclaim at the outset that the world is
under God. It is the breath of the eternal God that
stirs the primordial waters, and it is the same breath
that turns the dull clod into a living soul. All the
subsequent narratives and chronicles of the OT are
but a reaffirmation of this truth in terms of history,
‘and therefore, in the last analysis, an epic of continu-
ous creation: the divine breath is still hovering over
the turbulent deep, still being breathed into rude
clay. And it is in line with this tremendous concept
that the NT ends with the vision of a new creation,
or rather a completion of the continuous process,
when God who at the first was all in nothing shall
at the last be all in all.

Bibliography. 1. On Hebrew words translated “create”:

a) 813, F. Buhl, Kittel Festschrift (1913), pp. 42-60; J. Van
der Ploeg, Mélanges Lefort (Le Muséon), vol. LIX; 1946), pp.
1-4: R. J. Wilson, ET, LXV (1953), 94-95.

&) map. P. Humbert, Bertholet Festschrift (1954), 259-66;
G. Rinaldi, Aegpptus, XXXIV (1954), 61-65; W. F. Albright,
VTS, 111 (1955), 7, note 5; M. Pope, El in the Ugaritic Texts
(1955), pp. 51-52; F. Vattioni, Review of Biblical Theology, 111
{1955), 218-20. The meaning “create’ is denied to this word
by: G. della Vida, 7BL, LXIII (1944), 1, note 1; J. A. Mont-
gomery, FAOS, LIII (1953), 107, 116; P. Katz, Fournal of Few-
ish Studies, V (1954), 126-31.

2. On the distinction between daylight and the sun, see:
S. Aalen, Die Begrzﬁ‘e ““Licht’’ und “Finsterniss’ im AT, 4m

3. For varying viewpoints on Gen. 1:2, see: W H McClel—
lan, Bibl., XV-(1934), 512-27; K. Smorénski, Bibl., VI (1935),
140-46, 275»93, 361-95; S. Moscati, 7BL, LXVI (1945),
305-10.

4. For Mesopotamian parallels to the idea that man is cre-

ated in the divine image, see: B. Meissner, Babylonien und As-
syrien (1920—), i, p. 371. The idea was enunciated also by
C. Masonius Rufus, a Stoic teacher of the first century A.D.
(Stobaeus CXVII.8).

5. On the six-day scheme, see: J. Wellhausen, Reste des
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1897), p. 142; J. Skinner, Genests
(1910), pp. 7-12; H. Webster, Rest Days (1916), pp. 188-90.

6. On seasonal conditions in Palestine at the beginning of
the agricultural year, see: G. A. Smith, The Historical Geog-
raphy of the Holy Land, p. 77; G. Dalman, Arbeit und Sttte in
Paldstina, 1,1 (1918), 119,

7. For primitive parallels to the idea that man was made
from clay or dust, see: O. Dahnhardt, Natursagen, I (1907),
89-111; J. G. Frazer, Folklore in the OT (1919), I, 3-29. For
Classical parallels, see: J. E. B. Mayor, Commentary on
Juvenal iv.133, xiv.35; E. S. McCartney, Classical Fournal,
XX (1935), 367-78. '

8. On the assumed Sumerian origin of the idea that woman
was formed from the rib of man, see: V. Scheil, Comptes rendus
(1915), pp. 534-36; S. N. Kramer, Enki and Ninhursag,
BASOR, Supplement I (1934), p. 9; E. Villa, Studi ¢ Materiali
di Storia delle Religion:, XV (1939), 126-29; H. Holma,
Orientalia, XIII (1944), 225. But for primitive parallels, see
O. Dihnhardt, Natursagen, I (1907), 115-20.

9. English translations of the ancient Near Eastern myths of
the primordial combat:

a) Ugaritic. 'T. H. Gaster, Thespis (1950}, pp. 133-224;
H. L. Ginsberg in J. B. Pritchard, ed., ANET (2nd ed., 1955),
pp. 129-42.

b) Babylonian (Enuma Bli¥). A. Heidel, The Babyloman
Genesis (1942), pp. 7-47, pp. 119-22 (Ti$pak and Labbu);

E. A. Speiser in J. B. Pritchard, ed., ANET (2nd ed., 1955),
pp. 60-72.
¢) Hittite. T. H. -Gaster, Thespis (1950), pp. 316-36;

A. Goetze in J. B. Pritchard, ed., ANVET (2nd ed., 1955), pp.
125-26. .

d) Sumerian. S, N. Kramer, Sumerian Mythology (1944),
pp. 80-82; T. Jacobsen, JNVES, V (1946), 146-47.

10. On cosmogony in the Apoc. and the Pseudep., see:
W. M. Patton, International Journal of Apocrypha, no. 17 (Apml
1909), pp. 33-37.

t1. For oriental and Greek influences on the concept of the
creative Word, see in particular: L. Durr, Die Wertung des
gotilichen Wortes im AT und im Antiken Orient (1938); W. F.
Albright, From the Stone Age to Christianity (1940), pp. 145-46,
285; FBL, LX (1941), 206-9; E. Hatch, The Influence of Greek
Ideas on Christianity (1957), pp. 246-50.

12. On the oriental background of Wisdom as “craftsman,”
see: W. F. Albright, A7SL, XXXVI (1920), 282-85; C. Story,
FBL, LXIV (1945), 334. ,

13. On cosmogony and eschatology, see: H. Gunkel, Scadp-
Jung und Chaos ir Urzett und Endzert (1895). This classic dis-
cussion can now be augmented from more recent discoveries
of ancient Near Eastern literature (see above), but these dis-
coveries also require modification of Gunkel’s conclusions at
several points. On the idea of creation as a recurrent event,
see: M. Eliade, The Myth of the Eternal Return (1954).

For translations of the Dead Sea Scrolls as indicated, see:
T. H. Gaster, The Dead Sea Scriptures (1956).

T. H. GASTER

COTTON [bgn2, karpas; k&pr&oog; Heb. and Gr.
borrowed from Sanskrit karpasa, perhaps through Pers.;
"N, korai(?)]. The fibers from the fruit of a plant,
Gossypium herbaceum L., which have been woven into
thread and cloth from very early times. 8572 in Esth.
1:6 refers to hangings of cotton in the palace of Susa,

_while Isa. 19:9 mentions weavers of cotton in Egypt.

In the latter passage the context and parallelism seem
to favor the translation ‘“cotton” for *mn (RSV
“white cotton”; KJV “networks”), even though the
word may mean just “white” (cf. Esth. 8:15, where
"N may refer to cloth).

See also FLORA § A5; CLOTH; WHITE.

Bibliography. 1. Low, Die Flora der Juden, 11 (1924), 235-42,
244; H. N. and A. L. Moldenke, Plants of the Bible (1952), pp.
109-10. J. C. TREVER



THE MILLET OF MANCHESTER:
ARAB MERCHANTS AND COTTON TRADE*
Fred Halliday

Behind the desk of Mr Emile Abu-Fadil, for many years the Lebanese
Honarary Consul in Manchester, hung the copy of a fresco whose outlines are
known to many generations of English schoolchildren, Phaenicians Bartering
with Ancient Britons. In the painting, by Frederick Lord Leighton in 1894-5,*
two groups stand confronting each other: on the left are wild men and
women—savages almosi, clad in animal skins——while on the right is a group of
darker figures, upright and noble, draped in fine robes, with pointed beards
and skullcaps. The scene is Cornwall in South-West England, some time befare
the advent of the Romans and the birth of Christ: the barbarians on the left are
natives of Britain, the nobles on the right are Phoenician traders, merchants
who ventured out from Tyre and Sidon in what is _.now Lebanon and whao
sailled to Britain, via the Straits of Gibraltar and the North Atlantic, to
exchange their goods for Cornish tin. '

The degree of continuity between today’s Lebanon and ancient Phoenicia is,
of course, a subject of cantroversy: the state of Lebanaon as we now know it is a
very recent and fragile creation, having been forged out of the wreckage of the
Ottoman Empire at the end of World War I. Most of those Arab merchants
from the Ottoman empire who came to Britain in the nineteenth century would
have called themselves Syrian (sirl) before calling themselves either Arab or
Lebanese, since the word Syria covered what is now Lebanon until the latter
was delineated. But many ¢ame from what is now Lebanon, from the same
region as the traders two thousand years ago. The mativation of these
commercial links, however, was now—two millennia later—the reverse of that
of the earlier period: what attracted Arab merchants to England in maodern
times was not the raw materials available but the manufactured goods and in
particular the cotton goods produced in Lancashire, which made of
Manchester the free-trade capital of the nineteenth century.

* The body of the material in this article is based on research conducted in the mid-1970s an behalf
of the Arab League into Arab communities in Britain. The remaining part of this investigation, on
the Yemeni community, has been published as Arabs in Exile: Yemeni Migrants in Urban Britain,
Landon, I.B. Tauris, 1992,

I should like to repeat-here my thanks to the Arab League office in London apd in patticular to

Muhammad Wahbi and Lakhdar Brahimi for their support in this work. T am also most grateful
oy 4 number of people with knowledge of the Manchester community and {ts context who have
helped me at various stages of the research: in particular to three members of the Manchester
community, Albert Hourani, the late Emile Abu-Fadil, and the [ate Haim Nahmad, for the very
informative interviews they gave me in [973-6 and to Ken Brown, Peter Sluglett, Bili Wiiliams,
Ayman al-Uri and Rohit Lekhi for assistance with other aspects of the research.
l. The painting, a spirit freseo on canvas whick was then plastered to the wall, is in the Royal
Exchange building in Londen and is considered to be one of Leighton's less distinguished works.
He himself had visited Egypt, Greece and Syria in the 18605 and (870s, and developed an interest
in the Middie East that was also evident in the Arab room at Leighton House, west London.
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554 _ KUTLUGH-KHANIDS — KUTN

husband ¢f  <Alam Khatin, became king, and
Pidshih was handed over the vengeance of the wife
and daughter of Suyurghatmish. In the reign of
Pidshih Marco Polo (ed. Yule-Cordier, 23, 91)
passed through Kirman on his return journey
(ca. 1293).

In 695/1296 Muzaffar al-Din Abu ’'I-HaArith
Mubammad Shih Sultin b. Hadidjadi suc-
ceeded his aunt by command of Ghizan Khan, but
his brother slew his vizier and rebelled in Kirman.
The troops of Fars and “Irik besieged Kirmén for
18 months. Muzaffar al-Din came from Tabriz,
forced the town to surrender and executed the ring-
leaders. His methods must have been summary, for
his new vizier left him in terror. Muzaffar al-Din,
who. loved wine, died in 703/1303-4 as a result of his
excesses.

His nephew Sultan Kutb al-Din Il Shih
Dijahédn b. Suyurghatmish succeeded him and ruled
for two years and a half (until 706/1306-7). As he was
very cruel and did not pay his dues regularly to the
Mongol treasury, Oldjeytit deposed him and appointed
a simple governor to Kirman, Nasir al-Din Muham-
mad b. Burhdn. Kutb al-Din IT retired to Shirdz to
Kardudjin, wife of his father. His daughter Kutlugh
Khan (wdlidat al-saldfin) in 729/1328-9 became the
wife of Mubdriz al-Din Muhammad, the real founder
of the Muzaffarid dynasty, who later took possessmn
of Kirman {in 74Ifr340-1).

Before the earthquake of 1896 there still existed
in Kirman the Kubba-yi. sabz (remains of the madrasa
of Turkinibid) bearing the date 640f{x121-3 (i.e.
contemporary with Rukn al-Din). This ‘‘green
mausoleum” was the family tomb for the dynasty
(cf. P. M. Sykes, Ten thousand miles in Persia,
London 1902, 60-2, 194, 264). Turkdn Khatin

~ founded the little towns of Sar-isiyab and Catrid,

to which she brought a water supply. Suyurghatmish
built the madrasa of Darb-i Naw, where he was
buried.

Bibliography: The special history of the
Kutlugh-Khanids is the Sim¢ al-‘wla@ Ui 'l-hadrat
al-“ulyd, written in 716/1316-17, cf. Storey, i, 358,
1297. The author Nasir al-Din was the son of
Kh*idja Muntadjab al-Din Yazdi, the trusted ad-
viser of Kutb al-Din (cf. the Paris ms., B. N.
Persian No. 1377, f., 125). On Burdk, Rukn al-Din
and Kutb al-Din, cf. Djuwayni, ed. Kazwini, i,
211-18, tr. Boyle, i, 476-82. On the whole dynasty:
Ta’rikh-i guzida, ed. Browne, 527-35, 625; Mirkhv-
and, Rawdat al-safa®>, Bombay 1266, iv, 128-31;
of. E. A. Strandman, Chuandamir's afkandling om
Qarachitaiska i Kirman, Helsingfors 1869;
Khvandamir Habib al-siyar, Bombay, iif3, 10-12;
Miinedjdiim-bashi, Turkish tr., Istanbul 1285, iii,
587; Rieu also quotes Wassaf, iii (to the year
694) and the Geography of Hafiz-i Abrg, part ii,
which seems to contain full references. Cf. also
d’Ohsson, Hist, des Mongols, ili, 5, 19, 32, 131-3,
396; iv, 90-3, 269, 485; Zambaur, Manuel, 237;
Boyle, in Camb. hist. of Iran, v, 323.

2. The title Kutlugh-Khan was conferred in
629/1231 by Ogedey on Abi Bakr b. Sa‘d, the Sal-
ghurid [q.v.], cf. d’Ohsson, iii, 398.

(V. MInNORSKY)

UTLUGH-SHAH NOYAN, a notable Mongol

mir in llkhanid Persia, especially during the reigns

/ of Ghazin Khin and Oldjeytii {694-716/1295-1316).,

He was a member of the Manqut tribe, and a des-
cendant of Cingiz Khin’s general Djedey Noyan.
After the accession of Ghazan. Kutlugh-Shah

led the pursuit of the amir Nawrilz, besieged Harat,

where Nawriiz had taken refuge, aad captured and
executed him in 696/1297. He was also charged with
the execution of the fallen wazir Sadr al-Din. In
698/129g he was sent by Ghdzin to Rum to suppress
the revolt of prince Sitimish. In &99/r299 he ac-
companied Ghizdn's invasion of Syria, and was
subsequently appointed by him shaksa of Damascus.
He commanded the right wing of the I1khinid army
when, the Mamlik forces were defeated at Hims.
During the Syrian campaign of 731303, Kutlugh-
Shih was less successful; he was defeated by the
Mamliks at Mardj al-Suffar. He among others was
held responsible by Ghizin, and together with his
fellow-general Ciiban he was senteaced to be beaten
with rods at the judicial enquiry (yarzh#) which
followed his precipitate return to Persia. Any eclipse
that Kutlugh-Shih may have suffered as a result
of this defeat was only temporary, however. On his
accession in 704/1304, the llkhin Oifjeytii appointed
him commander-in-chief. But in 7e7fr307 Oldjeyti’s
armies invaded Gilin, and during the campaign
Kutlugh-Shih was defeated and %illed. His death
cleared the way for the later ascemdancy of Ciban
in the Hkhinid state.

Kutlugh-Shih’s eminence amomg the amirs- of
his time is amply attested in anecdotes concerning
him. Kishani records that during a dispute at court
between Hanafis and Shafi‘ls duarng the reign of
Oldjeytu, Kutlugh-Shih urged im his exasperation
that the Mongols should abandor Islam—of whose
tenets he is represented as havimg a very curious
conception—and return to the ydsdk and ydsan of
Cingiz Khin (Ta’rikh-i Uldjaytd, ed. M. Hambly,
Tehran 1969, 98 = Aya Sofya M5 3019, f. 178a).
On the other hand, in Ibn Bazziz's Safwat al-safd,
a near-contemporary life of Shaykh S$Safi al-Din

| of Ardabil, he is shown as a devotee of Safl shaykhs,

and there is an entertaining acesunt of how in a
contest of piety and abstinence, Kutlugh-Shiah’s
favoured - shaykh was beaten by Ghizan Khan’s
candidate, Shaykh Zahid Gilasf {ed. Ahmad b.
Karim Tabrizi, lith. Bombay 1gsz, 38-9 = Aya
Sofya MS 3099, f. 28b).
Bibliography: references im Cambridge history
of Iran, v, ed. J. A. Boyle, Cambridge, 1968;
B. Spuler, Die Mongolen in Iran®, Berlin 1968.
{D. O. MoRrRGAN}
50 KUTN, Kurtux {A), cotton

1. In the mediaeval Arab and
Persian lands.

In the period of the Arab comguests cotton had
already been propagated from India to eastern
Persia and the neighbouring lands. It was cultivated
everywhere and a flourishing #mdustry produced
cotton goods there. The Arab gesgraphers, in des-
cribing the economy of these lands in the ‘Abbasid
period, speak especially of the pmductxon of cotton
goods, but there is good reason tosuppose that these

- factories used the cotton planted in their own regions.

In modern Afghinistin, Kabwi and Herat had
cotton factories which were knowa for the excellent
quality of their products. Kabmi exported cotton
goods as far as China. Marw and Mishapir were the.
most important centres of the eotton industry in
Khurasin. The province of Marw also exported large
quantities of raw cotton, much appreciated for its
softness. The cotton materials produced at Marw,
especially mulkam, a cotton and sitk fabric, were so
renowned that, according to af-Tha‘alibi, in all
countries fine materials originatiag from Khurdsin
were called -idhidjini (after the name of Marw).

THE ENC?CLOPAEDM OF 15LAM (New Edition], ‘ml 5 19?3 Lasden pB.
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