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5131 PRITSAK, OMELJAN. “Von den Karluk
zu den Karachaniden” Z.D.AM.G. 101
(1951) 270-300. The Turkic peoples in
th.e 7th-8th centuries and their contacts
with the Chinese. Islam's eastern neigh-
bors, they ruled the steppes in the gth
century. After the destruction of the Uygur
state in 840 A.D, Karluk rulers assumed
the title of “Kagan.”
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377. |Rusrouck] GuiLLauME de RUBROUCK. Voy(l):'e dans 'Empire Mongol, texte

traduit du latin, introduit, présenté et annoté par Claude et René KappLER. Paris,
Payot, 1985, 1v-318 p. (Coll. Bibliothéque Historique).

Outre le travail délicat de la traduction faite sur les manuscrits mémes, C. et R. Kappler |
' — kP AAKVRY,

ont fourni une grande introduction au récit de voyage (53p.). des notes complémentaires

(35p.) en fin de volume, de nombreuses notes infra-paginales, 5 cartes, deux index. Un . aF RASYH

tableau des Gengiskhanides et un calendrier du voyage. J.-P. Rousse a préface le livee. ~JiECS

Guillaume de Rubrouck, franciscain, né @ Rubrouck en Flandre frangaise, se trouve au ERzuﬁ i
couvent de Saint-Jean-d'Acre, lorsque Saint Louis le charge d'une mission diplomatique SivAS

~ 11 B RS

auprés d'un khan mongol de Russic mérdionale. Cette mission durera deux ans (1253-1255)
et Rubrouck ira jusqu'd la capitale de la Mongolie, Karakorum, ou il rencontrera le Grand

Khan Mingii. Ce long voyage (16.000 km, aller-retour, depuis Constantinople) est raconté -~ 42¢ RJATCH,

par Rubrouck dans la relation qu'il écrit pour Saint Louis: c'est un témoignage des plus
anciens et des plus précis sur la géographie des régions traversées, les peuples et leurs
coutumes, principalement sur tous les aspects de la civilisation mongole de ce temps, rcli-
gieux. ethnologiques, politiques. Le récit est personnel el exceptionnellement vivant. Au
retour, Rubrouck descend le long de la rive ouest.de la Caspienne, effleure le Caucase, passe
4 Darband et Tiflis puis longe I'Araxe jusqu'd Erzerum, puis Sivas, pour traverser fa
Cappadoce et passer en File de Chypre. Témoignages sur Arrin, Géorgie, Azarbiyjin. Le ?
persan est alors la langue diplomatique des Mongols. C.F
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O. Von den Karluk

PRITSAK,
21808 - Pw! ZDMG 101 (1951),

zu den Karachaniden.
pp. 270-300

HAMADA, Masami. L'inscription de Xiate (Shata).
Silk Road Studies V: De Dunhuang a Istanbul:
hommage & James Russell Hamilton / présenté par Louis
Bazin et Peter Zieme. Turnhout: Brepols, 2001, N
pp.63-65. [Arabic script, probably in Arabic, possibly {\(B\i)ﬂ‘

attributable to Karakhanids or Karlugs.]

BEEDDE a7 UMLA NG
SONR A BN DO KT

=

Salman, Do .Or ;4/(}37(})
“XI ve. YW cormn p/d (%)r/élno/a
O&’Jrv&bfz kobiley ve hepdinted {‘j&ﬂ',,

e e S

I
Jur

1952 say. /9 <s. 77-103

Dl nioat  Araphrmolary Ponbd.




Karluklar, 1973, 182 "
s 2213 sh. Haz. Hiiseyin Salman, M. 10103 G. 32

-0Centrismo ¢ divulgazione

e stavano-i Qarlug?:

e ¢ Letterature -

ii /| Serie Orientale.

4788 DONINLP.G. Eur
scientifica: da che part
Annali della Facolta di Lingu
Straniere di Ca’ Foscari, 23 1

15 (1985) pp-47-52

| o\ o

+Xl ve Xit. Asnin fik Yansinda Karluk Kabilesi ve Bugdnki \zteri®, Tirk

SALMAN, Huseyin (Dr.),
(1982), 77 - 103.

Dinyast Aragtumalar, 19,



J66L ZNWWIL g |

JA X11/2, 166 —188

/{a«’r/ué/ﬂ-f)

186 TURKLER,

rasan vildyetinde, ,siyah bayrak acan" Abbési ta-
raftann Haris b. Surayc 'in, Belh'i, arkasindan da
valilk  merkezi olan Merv i zaptetmesi Mavera-
iinnehr 'de  durumu  biishiitiin kanstirdi. Yeni
valilerin ii¢ yil (734—737 ) kendisiyle ugrasmak zo-
runda kaldiklan Haris, sonunda Tiirgislere sizindi.
Hakan Su-lu Maveraiinnehr ‘e karsi son seferinde
hayli miittefik bulmustu: Haris taraftarlarindan bas-
ka, Sogd hiikiimdar: ( yani Garak veya oglu ), Us-
risana hakimi, Sas ( Taskent bolgesi) hiikiimdan,
Huttal hitkiimdan. al-Tabari 'de zikredilen bu liste
~Maveraiinnehr deki Arap niifozunun nasil Tiirk-
lere gecmis oldugunu agikea géstermektedir (H.
A. R. Gibb, ayn. esr., s. 70 ). Hakan, Belh ‘e dogru
ilerledi. Cézcain'a girdi, dnce Toharistan’t Araplara
kars1 ayaklandirarak mahalli bir destek saglamay fay-
dal gériiyordu. Vali Esed b. Abdullah, 737'de hakan
ordusunu arkadan vurmaga muvaffak oldu ( Haris-
tan savasi). Esisen Su-lu, Araplarla birlesen Ciiz-
cin hiikimdarnnin hiyanetine ugramugti ( Mavera-
tinnehr 'deki bu Tiirk-Arap miicadelesi igin bk,
Gibb, ayn. esr., s. 41—71; aynca W. Barthold,
Turkestan.., s. 187—191 )- Memleketine dénen Su-lu
Kagan herhalde smriinii harcadigi bu miicadeleye
devam edecekti, fakat kendisi, o zamanlara kadar
biiyiik hizmetlerini gérdiizii Kiil-cor (Baga Tar-
kan, bk. Ed. Chavannes, ayn. esr., s. 285 not 1)
tarafindan &ldiiriildii (738 ). Cin’in, Tiirk baghug-
lanm birbirine diistirme planina dayanan tahrik¢i
siyaseti bir daha hedefine ulasmis ve essen Kara
ve San olmak iizere ikili teskildt halinde yasayan
Tiirgis boylarimi  birbirine lyice diisman etmigti.
San - Tiirgisler, miicadeleyi kazandilar (Ed. Cha-
vannes, ayn. esr., s. 46 v.d., 83). Bashuglan Baga
Tarkan (Kiil-cor), rakibi Kara - Tiirgis basbugu
Tu-mo-~ge'yi yenerek ve onun kagan yapilmasimi
istedigi Su-lu’nun oglunu ortadan kaldirarak, ken-
dini kagan ilan etti. Bu arada Cin’in On-oklar
kagam tiyin ettigi, Asina gilesinden Hin 'i 739 'da
maglib edip 8ldiirmesi (bk. Ed. Chavannes, ayn.
esr., s. 79; bdylece Asmna soyunun Garp Gok-Tiirk-
leri kolu sona erdi), Cin i bu defa Kara-Tiirgigleri
desteklemege sevk etti. 742 "deki Tiirgis kagani ll-et-
mis Kutlug Bilge, bir Kara-Tiirgis baghugu idi. 753'te
hakan olan ve Uygur hakan Moyen-gor'un himayesine
giren Teiiri Bolmis da, bir Kara-Tiirgig idi. Uzun sii-
ren iki taraf arasindaki miicadeleye Karluklar da karig-
mislar, boylece, ihtimal Peceneklere (as. bk. ) menge’
teskil eden ve bilhassa miihim bir tarithi hadise olarak
kalabalik Oguz kiitlelerinin (as. bk.) Sir-Derya'ya dog-
ru garba intikalini kolaylastirmus olan Tiirgis 1ktidan
biishiitiin zayiflamists. Nihayet, 20 sene iginde gittikge
kuvvet kazanan Karluklar diger To-lu ve Nu-si-pilere
kars: istiinlitk kazanarak, 766 'da, agirhk merkezi Cu
vadisi olmak iizere kendi hakimiyetlerini kurdular (Ed.
Chavannes, ayn. esr., s. 85; V. Minorsky, Hudiad
al-*Alam, s. 301 v.dd. ).

7- KARLUKLAR:

HIk olarak Cin kayitlarinda 413 yilinda zikre-
dildigi  bildirilen (Ko-lo-lu > Kalaluk) ve ad-
lan karlk (kar yigimi) manasinda olan (bk.
Gy. Németh, A honfoglals..., s. 59; Oduz Kea-
gan destam, ngr. W. Bang — R, Rahmeti, s. 25:
veya Karalug=karal ~ kanl: kanlmak, kansms ol-
maktan ,kenigmis™ halk, bk. G. Doerfer, ayn. esr.,
I1, 385; buna karsi bk. Gy. Németh, Der Volks- -
name Karluk und seine semantische Gruppe, Acta
Linguistica, 1969, XIX, 14 v. dd.) Karluklarm Tiirk
soyundan geldigi ve Gok-Tiirklerin bir boyunu teg-
kil ettigi avm Cin kaynaginda belirtilmis ve otur-
dugu siha olarak da Altaylarin garbindaki Kara
~Irtis ve Tarbagatay havalisi gésterilmistir (Ed.
Chavannes, ayn. esr., 5. 54 not 4). On-oklarn bir
kismimt meydana getirdikleri anlagilan Karluklar,
burada ii¢ kabileden kurulu birlik halinde bulunu-
yorlardr ( Kitabeler, ,,Ug-Karluk" Sine-usu, cenup,
str. I; bu ii¢ kabile sunlardi: Mou-lo [ Mou-la 1.
G'ese [Po-fu], Ta-seli; bk. Ed. Chavannes,
ayn. esr., s. 85 not 4; krs. Liu, 11, not 800. Bu ad-
lan  agiklama tecritbesi i¢in bk. H. Ecsedy,
AO, 1964, XVII, 83 not 13; Mu-lo=Bu-
lak ?, C'e-se [veya Ci-szu] = Cizil [ belki i¢-l ],
Ta-se-li = Tashk? [ belki dig-il]). Daha Istemi za-
maminda Tiirk hakimiyetinin Hazer similine ve
Maveraiinnehr e dogru genislemesinde stiphesiz
biiyiik rolleri olan Karluklarm her iki Gok-Tiirk ha-
kanhg devrindeki durumu yukanda agiklanmugt,
630—680 yillan arasinda, diger Tiirk boylan gibi
bunlanin da zaman zaman Cin’e baskaldirdiklan g5-
rilmektedir. 640 siralannda Turfan 'm simaline ka-
yan Karluklar, Cinliler tarafindan maglib edilerek
(650), P'ei-ting eyaleti (Tann Daglaninmn gimal
sihas1) 'ne baglandilar. Fakat her kabile kendi
reisi tarafindan idire ediliyordu. Bu haberi veren
Cin kaynaklarinm, 665’ dogru tekrar toparlanan
Karluklanin  Cin niifazundaki ne Garp, ne Sark
Gok-Tirk kanadina bagh olmaksizin yasadiklarini
kaydetmesi dikkate deger (bk. Ed. Chavannes,
ayn. est., s. 33, 63, 67 not 2). Evvelce Kiil-Erkin
tinvAmim tasiyan Ug-Karluk beyi bu tarihlerde
yabgu iinvimim almis ve kuvvetli bir orduya si-
hib olmustur (Ed. Chavannes, ayn. esr., s. 85).
Daha sonra Kapgan Kagan tarafindan I1. Gak-Tiirk
hakanhgina baglandigim  gordiigiimiiz  Karluklar,
Cin'in de tesvik ve tahriki ile Gok-Tiirklere karst
ayaklanarak siddetli miicidelelerde bulunmuslardi.
Bilge Kagan'in gliimiinden sonra tekrar failiyete
gecerek, Uygur ve Basmillarla birlikte, Gok-Tiirk
hakanlginin - yikilmasinda te'sirli oldular. Basmil-
lar htkim duruma geldikleri swrada (742), Sag
yabgu mevkini alan Karluk basbugu, Uygur ha-
kanhgimin  kurucusu ¥utlug Bilge Kiil zamaninda
Sol yahgu oldu. Fakat bu, Karluklarin tamamm
temsil etmiyordu: Bisbalik havilisinde oturan Kar-
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perbaps less of a defeat for the Ottoman Empire than
has been commonly accepted, and the Ottomans were
able to withdraw from a disastrous war with their
pride, if not their territories, intact. Within governing
circles of the Empire the settlement nonetheless was
to generate considerable opposition, particularly from
military elements, and it is probably in these internal
repercussions, leading up to the Edirne Incident of
11151703, as much as in the actual territorial ad-
justments, that its significance lies.

{Istanbul x928), 144-5. Mehmed Raghid, Ta’rikh?
(Istanbul 1282), ii, 415-74 (texts of treaties at
PP- 449-73; western-language versions were pub-
lished in Flugschriften soon after the conclusion of
the congress, in Vienna, Venice and elsewhere;
- cf. also R. Knolles, The Generall Historie of the
Twrkes*, iii, London 1700, ad Sfinem, for the first
English edition of the treaties). For important
Ottoman works still in MS. form, cf. the references
given in the article by 1. Parmaksizoglu, s.v.
Karlof¢a, in 14. The account by J. von Hammer,
GOR, vi (Pest, 1828), 636-78, is based in part on
these, and is still useful on that account. The studies
on the Congress of Carlowicz by Popovic (1893)
and Munson (1940) are now superseded; the results
of recent research by R. A. Abou-El-Haj are to be

(Princeton 1963) and in articles in JAOS, Ixxxvii/s
(1967) and Ixxxix[3 (1963), and Islam, lif1 (1974).
(C. J. Heywoop)

Khallukh (whence frequent confusion in the sources
with the Khaladi [¢.v.], Chinese Ko-lo-lu (north-
western Middle Chinese *KAr-la-luk), a Turkish
tribal group in Central Asia. They were origi-
nally a small federation of three tribes (whence the
name given to them in the Uyghur Shine-usu inscrip-
tion ca. 760 of Ut Karlk; the Hudid al-Slam, 98, on
the other hand, mentions seven tribes of the Karluk),
and comparatively unimportant. Their paramount
chief never bore the title of khaghan or khan, but in
the 7th and 8th centuries had that of éltzber {perhaps
*“*possessor of a land or people’), one of only moderate
rank (see A. Bombaci, On the ancient Turkic title
Elabar, in Proceedings of the IXth meeting of the
Permanent Imternational Aliaistic Conference, Naples
- 1970, 24, 57-8), and Kaishghari does not mention
them amongst the twenty Turkish tribes listed in the
introduction of the Diwan lughat al-turk (tr. Atalay,
1, 28). Kashghari does, however, mention the Karluk
in connection with certain Turkish words or phrases,
and defines them as a nomadic tribe, distinct from
the Oghuz, but, like them, counted as Turkmen (tr.
i, 473, cf. Barthold, Four studies on the history of
Central Asia, iii, A history of the Turkman people, 78).
Our first information on the Karluk comes from
Chinese sources, which_mention. them as having been
subjugated by the Western T'u-chiieh or Turks ca.
640-50. At this time they were a pastoralist people
located on the upper reaches of the Irtysh River and
tiorth of the T'ien Shan. In the early years of the
8th century they passed under the control of the
Eastern T’u-chiieh- empire, and the Orkhon inscrip-
tions mention the rebellion of the Karluk against the
‘Khaghan in 711-14 (see Sir Gerard Clauson and E.
Tryjarski, The inscription at Thke K hushotu, in RO,
xxxiv/1 (1971), 27-8, 29). The Karluk took part with
“the Basmil and Uyghur in the general upheaval which
" brought about the disintegration of the Eastern T’u-
chiieh empire (743-5), but were in turn defeated by
the Uyghur and compelied to move westwards to-

Bibliography: Ewliya Celebi, Seyapatnime, vii )

found in his unpublished Ph.D. dissertation’

- EARLUK, early Arabic form Kharlukh, Persian

- southern

wards Transoxania {on all these events, see E.
Chavannes, Documents sur les Tou-kiue {T'urcs)
Occidentauz, St. Petersburg 1900; Liu Mau-tsai, Die
chinesische Nackrichien sur Geschickie der Ost-Tiirkes,
(T'u-kiie), Wiesbaden 1958; L. N. Gumilev, Drevmie
Tyurki, Moscow 1957; J. R. Hamilton, Les Ouigours
4 P'épogque des Cing Dynasties, Paris 1955). :
They now come within the orbit of Muskm writers,
According to Istakhri, 290, the boundary between the
Karluk and the Oghuz was the region of Isfidiab on
the middle Syr Darya, and the Hudud al-Glam {372/
982), 97, cf. Map v, 279, Places them south of the

Issik-Kél, 4.e., on the southern fringes of the Semij- -

reye. Their ruler now appears in Muslim sources
with the title of yabghu (Arabic form djabbuya,
probably reflecting a western Turkish dialectical
pronunciation of the word), adopted equally by the
chief of the Oghuz [see GHU2z]: There were also Karluk
who had penetrated southwestwards into the upper
Oxus basin and Tukharistin, where Arabic sources
mention them in connection with the Arab campaigns
against the epigoni of the Hephthalites in this region;
the prince of the Karluk here also bore the title of
yabghu.

These Karluk on the northern fringes of Trans-
oxania were long a refuge for political and religious
dissidents and refugees fleeing before the Arab
advance into Central Asia; thus the Yabghu, together
with the local Soghdians and the ruler of Tibet, sup-
ported the rebellious- Arab governor in Samarkand,
Rafi* b. Layth, against the Caliph Hariin al-Rashid.
Such contacts, however, probably disposed the
Karluk to reception of the Islamic faith and culture,
whereas the more westerly Oghuz remained at a
perceptibly lower cultural level. The campaign of the
Samanid Amir Ism3a%l b. Ahmad [g.v.] against Talas
in 280/893 struck into the heart of their lands, and
commercial and religious penetration must have
followed; the geographers of the 4th/roth century
mention the existence of mosques in several towns
east of Talas. The comparatively advanced state of
the Karluk at this time is reflected in the statement
of the Hudid al-Glam that they were a pleasant-

natured people, near to civilized folk in their living ..
standards; the same source describes several of their

settlements in the southerrr part of the Semiretye
where some of the Karluk practiced agriculture and
whither merchants resorted (97-8, 286 ff.).

The royal family of the Karakhanides, who put an
end to the Samanid amirate in Transoxania at the
close of the 4th{ioth century and divided its lands
with the Ghaznavids, may conceivably have sprung
from the Karluk (this thesis is maintained by O.
Pritsak, Von den Karluk zu den Karachaniden, in
ZDMG, ci (1951), 270-300); but equally possible
candidates are such groups as the Cigil, Yaghma,
Tiirgesh, etc., and it is strange that Kashghari, who

sprang from the Karakhanid milieu, does not mention

a Karluk origin for the dynasty [see ILEK-KHANS].
Some Karluk tribesmen certainly remained as a
nomadic tribal group within the Karakhinid domin-
jons, for in the 6th/12th century we hear of tension
between them and the Karakhanid khans; it was the
prétext of help for the Karluk at odds with Caghrl
Khin of Samarkand which enabled the Kh*arazm-
Shah Il Arslan -to invade Transoxania in 553/1158
(see Diuwayni-Boyle, i, 288-9; Bosworth, in Cam-
bridge history of Iran, v, 148-9, 187-8).

At the opening of the 7thf13th century there were
Karluk rulers in the region to the north of the Ilj
River and eastwards from their earlier centre in the
Semiredye, e.g., in Almallgh and Kayallgh,



