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48,
7b)
60P,
137%,

1738,
207°,
3138,
3200,
392%,
430°,

444°,
4478,
447°,
511P,
6o7®,
608®,
630",

631",

6328,

6320,

633°%,
657°,
6628,
6800,

6868,
6978,
8220,

825°,
8568,
89sP,
973,

. 98¢,
. 11610,

ABAZA, |. 26, read 1036{1627.

ABBAS I, 1. 2, for second son read third son.

‘ABD AL-HAKK B. SAYF AL-DIN, 1. 13, for studying read staying.

ABU ’L-LAYIH AL-SAMARKANDI, add to Bibliography: A. Zajaczkowski, Le trasté arabe
Mukaddima d@’Abou-I-Lait as-Samarkandi en version mamelouk-kiptchak, Warsaw 1962,

1. 30, for Memons read Moplahs.

ADJDABIYA, L. 22, for Zanana read Zanita.

AK SHEHR (i), last line, read 386/996.

AKHAL TEKKE, l. 6, after Duriin delete [¢.v.].

‘ALl BEY, 1. 6, read Abu ’I-Dhahab.

AMAN, add to Bibliogiaphy: E. Nys, Le droit des gens dans les rapports des Arabes et des Byzantins,
in Revue de droit international et de législation comparée, 1894, 461-87.

AMIR KHUSRAW, 1. 35, for Sighdr read sighar; 1. 40, for Bahiyya read Bakiyya; 1. 70, read 718/1318.
CAMMAN, L. 4, insert comma after Palestine.

1. 4 of Bibliography, for Princetown read Princeton.

after ANKARA add: ANMAR ([see GHATAFAN].

ARAL, 1. 38, read 861{1456-7.

ARBUNA, signature: for Ep., read Cu. PELLAT.

ARISTUOTALIS, 1. 7, after Nicolaus of Damascus (saec. 1 B.C. add: Nicolaus Damascenus, On the
philosophy of Aristotle, ed. H. J. Drossaart Lulofs, 1965.

1. 25, for will be published by Muhsin Mahdi read has been published by Muhsin Mahdi (Beirut 1961).
1l. 54 f., for Not one. ... library. read Al-Farabi’s commentary on the De Interpretatione (to be com-
pared with Ammonius and Boethius) has been edited by W. Kutsch and S. Marrow, Beirut 1960,
from an Istanbul manuscript [see AL-FARABI, iii a).

1. 52 and 1. 60, for ‘Middle Commentary’ read ‘Short Commentary’.

1. 9 (De Interpretatione), add: and, together with the commentary of al-Farabi, by W. Kutsch and
S. Marrow (see above).

1. 36 (Rhetoric), add: Arabic text now edited from the Paris manuscript by A. Badawi, 1959.

1. 47 (Poetics), add: Good use of the Arabic version has been made in the new Oxford edition of the
Greek text by R. Kassel, 1965.

1. 53 (Physics), add: Edition of the first book, with commentary by Abd ‘Ali b. al-Samh, by W.
Kutsch and Kh. Georr, in MFOB, xxxix (1963), 268 ff.; edition of books i-iv by A. Badawi, 1964.
. 55 (De Caelo), after al-Bitriq), add unreliable edition by A. Badawi, in Islamica, xxviii (1961),
123-387.

1. 65 (Meteorology), add: Unreliable edition by A. Badawi in Islamica, xxviii (1961), 1-121I.

1. ¥1 (De Naturis Animalium), add: De generatione animalium, edition of the Arabic version by
H. J. Drossaart Lulofs, to appear in 1965.

1. 16 (De Anima), after (Typescript), add: now published in the Proceedings of the Arab Academy of
Damascus.

l. 27 (De Sensu, ctc.), add: Critical edition by H. Gitje, Die Epitome der Parva Naturalia des
Averroes, 1961,

1. 48 (Nicomachean Ethics), add: Books 1-4 have been discovered by D. M. Dunlop in the library of
the Iarawiyyin, Fez, see Oriens, xv (1962), 18-34.

L. 52 (De Mundo), add: S. M. Stern, The Arabic translations of the Ps.-Arisiotelian treatise De mundo,
in Le Muséon, 1xxvii (1964), 187 ff.

1. 63 (Protrepticus), add: 1. Diiring, Aristotle in the ancient biographical tradition, 1957, 203.

1. 3 (De Pomo), add: Edition of the Latin translation by M. Plezia, 1960.

ARNAWUTLUK, l. 18, read 29 July 1913.

ARSLAN B. SALDJUK, 1. 34, read 427/1035-6.

ARZ2U KHAN, II. 12-15, read: He produced an enlarged and corrected edition of Hansawi’s Ghard’b
al-lughdt and called it Nawddir al-alfiz (ed. Saiyid Abdullah, Karachi 1951).

for ASAF-DJAH read ASAF-DJAH.

after AL~ ASHDAK add: ASHDJA® [see GHATAFAN].

‘AZIM ALLAH KHAN, add to Bibliography: Pratul Chandra Gupta, Nana Sahib and the rising at
Cawnpore, Oxford 1963, 25-7, 63-4, 70-1, 75, 82, 84, 102-3, 115-7, 171, 177, 179, 190.

‘AZ1Z MISR, 1l. 25-6, read According to Memdiith Pasha, later Ottoman Minister of Internal Affairs,
this ...

BADA’UN, add to Bibliography: On the name Bada’an: A. S. Beveridge, in JRAS, 1925, 517;
T. W. Haig, +bid., 715-6; C. A. Storey, tbid., 1926, 103-4; E. D. Ross, ibid., 105.

BAGHDAD, 11, 59-60, for S.W. read S.E. and for S.E. rcad S.W.

BALADIYYA, Il. 50 and 54, for Commission read Council.

BALAT aL-SHUHADA?, 1. 22, for Ta’vikh al-Umain wa 'l-Mulik read Tarikh al-Rusul wa’l-Mulik.
before BEIRUT insert BEING AND NON-BEING {see wupJUD and “ADAM respectively].
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. 11958, BHITAL, add: Bibliography: Annemarie Schimmel, in Kairos (Salzburg), iii-iv (1961), 207-16 (where

additional references are given).

. 1203%, BIDJAPUR, add to Bibliography: A. Slater, The ancient city of Bijapur, in Qly Journ. Mythic Soc.,

ii (1912), 45-52.
12115, BIHZAD, 1. 16, for printers read painters.

. 1242%, BISHR B. GHIYATH aL-MARIS], last line of col., for S I, 340; Ritter, in Isl., 16, 1927, 252 f.;

read S 1, 340 (on the spurious K. al-Hayda, allegedly the account of a disputation with Bighr by the
Shafi‘i ‘Abd al-“Aziz b. Yahya al-Kinani, d. 235/849; also Cairo (Matba‘at al-Sa‘dda) n.d); Ritter, in
Isl., xvii (1928), 252 f.; Massignon, in REI, 1938, 410 (on Bishr’s name in the ¢sndds of the al-Djimi¢
al-sahih, attributed to the Ibadi authority al-Rabi¢ b. Habib};

, 12557, BOHORAS, 1. 13 of Bibl., read St. Isl., iii (1955).

1259%, BORNU, 1. 7, for were read where.
1280°, before BRUSA insert BROKER [see DALLAL, SIMSAR].

. 1348°, BOSTAN — ii, add to Bibliography: T. O. D. Dunn, Kashmir and its Mughal gardens, in Calcutia

Review, cclxxx/8 (April 1917).

VOLUME I1

P. 1%, CELEBI, L. 26, for ‘barbarian’ read ‘barber’.

P. 29%, before CHINA insert CHILD [see SAGHIR and WALAD].

P. 60®, before CONSUL insert CONSTITUTION [see bUSTUR].

P. 71°, DABBA, 1. 1, for TABIKHA 7ead TABIKHA.
1. 14, for 7th/13th century read 7th century A.D.
1. 18, for 6th/12th century read 6th century A.D.

P. 428, 1. 41, read the last Amir to lead in prayer.

P. #48%, DAFTAR, L 10, for n. 1 read n. 3.

P. 79Y Ll 27, for Adab al-Katib read Adab al-Kuttdb.

P. 105*, DAMAN, add to Bibliography: O. Spies, Die Lehre von der Haftung fiir Gefahr im islamischen Recht,
in Zeitschr. vergl. Rechtswiss., 1955, 79-95.

P. 107%, DAMAWAND, add to Bibliography: M. B, Smith, Material for a corpus of early Iranian Islamic
architecture. I. Masdjid-i djum‘a, Demdwend, in Ars Islamica, ii (1935), 153-73, and iv (1937), 7-41;
W. Eilers, Der Name Demawend, in ArO, xxii (1954), 267-374.

P. 116%, DAR AL-°AHD, add to Bibliography: Muhammad °Abd al-Hadi Sha‘ira (Cheira), al-Mamadlik al-
halifa, in Bull. Fac. Arts, Farouk I Univ., iv (1948), Arabic section 39-81; idem, L¢ statut des pays de
“<Ahd” au VIIe et VIII® siécles, in Actes X XI¢ Congrés intern. Oriental., Paris 1949, 275-7.

P. 1228, DAR FUR, ll. 39-40, for [see DANKALI] read [see DONGOLA].

P. 122P, |, 28, for 1894 read 1874.

P. 123%, L. 21, for Abu ’'I-Kasim read Abu ’l-Kasim.

P. 137, DARD, l. 36, delete Bahadur Shah I.

P. 183>, DAWUD PASHA, 1. 18, for 1021/1612 read 1025/1616.

Bibliography: s.v. Hadjdji Khalifa, Fedhleke, read: i, 252, 256, 268-70, 374; ii, 19 ff., .. .; s.v.

Na‘ima, Ta’rikh, read: i, 408, 412-3, 432, 434, 436; ii, 96, 141, 224 ff., . . .; s.v. E. de Hurmuzaki,
read: 180-1, 183, 197 ff., 200 ff.; s.v. Hammer-Purgstall, iv, read: 331, 356, 381-2, 407, 453, 462, 476,
549, . . . Add to Bibliography: M. Sertoglu, Tugi tarihi, in Belleten, xi (1947), 489-514, passim.

P. 209, DERWISH MEHMED PASHA (V. J. Parry), add to Bibliography: Cl. Huart, Histoire de Bagdad
dans les temps modernes, Paris 1901, 74-6.

Pp. 243-5 DHU NUWAS, passim, for Yasuf Agh¢ar read Yasuf As’ar.

P. 280°, DIMASHK, 1. 48, after Marwian, add and nephew of the famous Hadjdjadj b. Yisuf.

P. 2888, 1. 27, for in 959/1552 read before 926{1520.

P. 288P, 1. 21, for Bib al-Hadid read Bib al-Nasr.

P. 289%, 1. 23, for Bab al-Hadid read Bab al-Nasr.

P. 290P, 1. 27 of Bibliography, to Arabic texts add: Muhammad Adib Taki al-Din al-Husni, Muntakhabat al-
tawdrikh U-Dimashk, 3 vols., Damascus 1928-34.

P. 337%, DIWAN-I HUMAYUN, L. 13, for Bayazid II read Bayazid 1.

P. 3388, 1. 16, for every day read four days a week.
). 25, for Four times a week a meeting was held read Meetings were held.

P. 3398, L. 23, for 1054/1654 read 1064/1654.

P. 362", AL-DJABR wa 'L-MUKABALA, signature: for W. HARTNER read W. HARTNER and M. SCHRAMM.

P. 3722, MiR DJAFAR, add to Bibliography: M. Edwardes, The battle of Plassey and the conquest of Bengal,
London 1963, index.

P. 392°, DJALAL aL-DIN HUSAYN aL-BUKHARI, add at end of Bibliography: A collection of 42 of his
letters addressed to one Mawlina ‘Izz al-Din and compiled by Tadj al-Hakk wa ’1-Din Ahmad b.
Mu‘in Siyah-piish is preserved in the Subhan Alldh collection of the Muslim University, Aligarh.

P. 4047, DJALIYA, L. 1, for (al-Andalus) read (al-Usba).
at end of article add: See further, for Muslim communities throughout the world, MusLIM.

P. 410°, DJAMS, DJAMACA, add to first paragraph of Bibliography: A. Murtonen, Broken plurals. Origin
and development of the system, Leiden 1964.

P. 433°, DJAMCIYYA (iii), . 27, for Diiraz read Shiraz.

P. 4348, penultimate line, for the read they.

P. 435, L. 28, for op. cit. (in Bibl.) read Ta’rikh-i mashriata-i Irans.

P.

438%, DJAMNA, at end of article add: Diamni is used as a name of other rivers in India, especially for part
of the Brahmaputra in Bengal, called Djin by Ibn Battiita. See also GANGA.
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4708,
470°,

471°%,
472%,

473%,
479°,
5018,

501P,

504"

518D,
535Y,

576°,
5878
587,
595%
597%,

597°,

5982,

598P,
600P,

6028,
6020,

605°,

6068,

ADDENDA AND CORRIGENDA

DJARIDA (i) B, 1. 33, for (1955) read (1956).

add to Bibliography: A. Merad, La formation de la presse musulmane en Algérie (1919-1939), in IBLA,
1964/1, 9-29.

(i) C, 1. 29-30, delete magazine; for 1928 read 1933; delete organ of.

(ii), II. 10-12, for In 1875 . ... Constantinople; read Newspapers in Persian appeared in India as
early as 1822 and 1835 (see S. C. Sanial, The first Persian newspapers of India: a peep into their
contents, in IC, vii (1934), 105-14), and in Constantinople in 1875;

last line, for Isfahan 1327/1949, 2 vols. read Isfahan 1327-32/1949-54, 4 vols.

DJARIMA, 1. 2, after djereme, add and currently in Irin,

AL-DJAWNPURYL, add to Bibliography: A. S. Bazmee Ansari, Sayyid Muhammad Jawnpiri and his
movement, in Islamic Studies, iif2 (March 1963), 41-74.

AL-DJAWWANT, 1. 40, for Ahmet III, 2759, read Ahmet III, 2799 and 2800, neither of which,
however, indicates al-Djawwini as the author, and add Yale, L-672 [Nemoy 1245].

at end of paragraph add: There have now appeared his Mukhtasar min al-kalam fi ’l-fark bayn man
ism abihi Sallam wa-Salam (ed. al-Munadjdjid, Damascus 1382/1962) and his manuscript of al-
Zubayr b. Bakkar, Diamharat nasab Kuraysh (Kopriili 1141, with notes dating from the year 558/
1163, see the edition by M. M. Shakir, Cairo 1381/1962, intr. 32 ff.).

DJAYPUR, 1. 3, for craftsman read craftsmen.

1. 7, for Yad-i Ayydn read Yad-i Ayyam.

DJAZA? (ii), 1. 2, for kanin-i djazd’t (cezii) read kawin-i diazd® (cezd).

DJIBUT]I, after the third paragraph, ending of the majority., insert the following paragraph, omitted
tn error in the English edition:

Djibitiis the administrative centre of a region misleadingly called “Céte Frangaise des Somalis”,
“French Somaliland”: in fact more than three-quarters of its area (ca. 23,000 sq. km.) and of its
coast belong to the ‘Afar, while less than a quarter belongs to the Somalis, It is a desert region, with
practically no agriculture. Outside the capital, the population is almost entirely nomadic; all the
inhabitafits are Muslim. Besides the ‘Afar (numbering some 25,000}, it contains the subjects of four
‘“sultanates’’: the whole of Tadjoura (Tadjurra, in ‘Afar Tagorri) and Goba‘ad, the majority of
Rahayto, and a small part of Awsa. The ‘Afar {called by the Arabs Danaikil [¢.v.]} form a relatively
organized population, with a firmly hierarchical social structure, divided into regional ‘commands’
ruled by hereditary chiefs and based on a family and tribal organization. Among the Somalis, the
only autochthonous tribe is that of the ‘Ise, nine-tenths of whom in any case belong to Somalia or to
Ethiopia. This tribe is unusually anarchical, having no true chiefs: the ugas, who lives in Ethiopia,
has no effective power; a minimum of authority is exercised by councils of elders, who dispense
justice. The ‘Ise groups which normally wander throughout the country during part of the year
total about 6000 individuals. They belong mainly to the sub-tribes Rér Mise, Urweyne, Firlabe,
Horrdne and Mammasan.

DJUGHRAFIYA, 1l. 50, 57 and 71, for Aryabhafa read Aryabhata.

1. 24, for Siyaghi read Siyaki.

1. 18, after Journal insert of.

DJUMHURIYYA, 1. 44, for Siyasat read Siyasal.

DJOUNAGARH, 1. 15, before thriving insert a.

1. 19, for enshines read enshrines.

1. 3, for Ridia> read Radia’.

1. 65, for Manawadar read Manawadar; for ta‘lukas read ta‘lukas.

1. 67, for zortalbi read zortalbi.

l. 11, read college.

1. 25, read ta“lukas.

1l. 41-5, for 1t has . ... employ of the ruler. read It has two large-size cannon, originally from the
armament brought by Khidim Siileyman Pasha, Ottoman governor of Cairo under Siileyman I and
commander of the fleet sent from Suez against the Portuguese settlement of Diu in India; they were
brought to Djunagarh by Mudiihid Khan of Palifana (see Cam. Hist. India, iii, 334, 340).

1. 15, for Zarfin read zarrin.

AL-DJUNAYD &. <ABD ALLAH, 1. 7, for Ditishaba b. Dhibir read Djaysinh b. Dahir; 1. 12, for Ibn
Dhabir’s read Ibn Dahit’s [These readings, kindly communicated by Mr. A. S. Bazmee Ansari, make
it possible to correct the texts of Ibn al-Athir, iv, 465, 466, v, 40, 101, and al-Baladhuri, 441-2, which

have respectively Jnl': o ddua and ads>  (cf. Cat-nama, ed. U. M. Daudpota, Delhi 1959,

index; Islamic Studies, iij2 (Karachi, March 1963), 139-40, n. 25).—Author’s note].

DJUR’AT, L. 11, for Muhabbat read Mahabbat.

1. 33, for Yakta read Yakta.

1. 1, for Mohahi read Mohani; for Kanpur read Kanpur.

add to Bibliography: Garcin de Tassy, Histoire de la littérature hindoue . . 2, Paris 1870, ii, 112-8.
AL-DJUWAYNI, ABv 'L-MA¢ALI ‘ABD AL-MALIK, l. 17, after century. add It was printed repeatedly,
and was.translated by L. Bercher in Revue Tunisienne, 1930.

1. 33-4, for Unfortunately, . . .. published. read Only the first section of his great work, the Skdmsl,
has been published (ed. H. Klopfer, Cairo 1960).

1. 41, read 181-4.

1. 49, after edition. add There is, finally, his ‘akida, which he dedicated to Nizam al-Mulk (al-‘4 kida
al-Nizamiyya); it was edited by Muhammad Z3hid al-Kawthari (Cairo 1367/1948) and translated by
H. Klopfer (Das Dogma des Imdm al-Haramain, Cairo and Wiesbaden 1958).

1. 11, for Brockelmann, I, 388 read Brockelmann, 1, 486, S 1, 671 and add to the Bibliography: A. S.
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Tritton, Muslim theology, London 1947, 184-90; L. Gardet and M.-M. Anawati, Introduction d la
théologie musulmane, Paris 1948, index s.v. Juwayni.

609, AL-DJUZDJANI, ABU AMR, 1. 21, read harim.

609®, 1. 7, for the read his.

1. 10, read Rayhan.

1. 47, read Nasiri.

1. 59, read Zakariyya.
1. 63, read Amir Hasan.

640°, DUSTUR (ii), 1. 4, for 1807 read 1808.
1. 4, for and of read and four of.

694°, ELCI, add to Bibliography: Enver Ziya Karal, Selim [11. tin hat-ts humayunlart, Ankara 1946, 163-86.

694, ELICPUR, for [see GAWILGARH] read [see ILIEPUR, also BERAR, GAWILGARH, “IMAD SHAHI].

7258, FADAK, 1. 3, after from Medina. add: C. J. Gadd has shown that the name reflects the ancient
Padakku, which was occupied in 550 B.C. by the Babylonian king Nabonidus (see 4 natolian Studies,
viii (1958), 81).

729, FADILA, add to Bibliography: E. Wagner, Die arabische Rangstreitdichtung und thre Einordnung in
die allgemeine Literaturgeschichte, Wiesbaden 1963 (Abh. d. Ak. d. Wiss. u. Lit. in Mainz, Geistes- und
Sozialwissenschaftliche Kl., Jg. 1962, Nr. 8). .

»35%, FADL ALLAH HURUFI, Bibliography: H. Ritter, Studien sur Geschichte der islamischen Frommig-
keit, 11, Die Anfinge der Hurifisekte, in Oriens, vii{1954), 1-54; Abdilbaki Gélpinarh, Bektagilik-
Hurtifilik ve Fadl A4k wn oldiiriilmesine diigiiriilen 4¢ tarih, in Sarkiyat Mecmuast, v (1964), 15-22.

241% FAHD, L. 51, for (kasa) read (kas‘a).

7518, FAKHR AL-DIN, 1. 13, for westwards read eastwards,

8520, FATIMIDS, l. 52, after bribery add (see also H. Monés, Le malékisme et Véchec des Fatimides en
Ifrigiya, in Et. or. ... Lévi-Provengal, i, 197-220).

8538, 1. 11, after in the Zib add (on which see L. Massiéra, M’sila du X¢ au XI° s., in Bull. Soc. hist. et
géogr. de la région de Sétif, ii (1941), 183 ff.; M. Canard, Une famille de partisans puts adversaires des
Fatimides en Af. du N., in Mél. d’hist. et d’archéol. de I'Occ. mus., Algiers 1957, ii, 35 ff.).

862b, add to Bibliography: A. R. Lewis, Naval power and trade in the Mediterrancan, A.D. 500-1100, Princeton
1951, especially 259-62 (The disruptive role of the Fatimids); G. Wiet, Grandeur de I’ Islam, Paris 1961,
152-71; S. D. Goitein, Jews and Arabs, New York 1955,82-4; H. Monés, Le malékisme et Uéchec des Fati-
mides en Ifrigiya, in Etudes &’ orientalisme dédiées & la mémoire de Lévi- Provengal, Paris 1962, i, 197 ff.

8643, FATIMID ART, 1. 52, after traditions which they continued. add: On the representation of living
creatures in Fatimid art, see al-Makrizi, Khitat, i, 416, 472, 477: figurines (famdthil) representing
elephants, gazelles, lions, giraffes, or birds, peacocks, ¢ocks, etc., elephants sometimes bearing warlike
accoutrements. More particularly, the tents of the caliphs and the viziers were decorated with
suwar adamiyya wa-wahshiyya: op cit., i, 474; some tents bore a special name according to whether
they were decorated with elephants, lions, horses, peacocks or birds: op cit., i, 418. On the activity of
Fatimid painters (muzawwikin), see al-Makrizi, op. cit., ii, 318.

8802, FENER, add to Bibliography: J. Gottwald, Phanariotische Studien, in Vierteljahrschrift fiir Siid-
osteuropa, vii-2 (1941), 1-58.

919®, FIRDAWSI, 1. 63, for ii, 477 read i, 493.

9658, FUTUWWA, 1. 36, for Bast madad al-tawfik read Kitab al-Futuwwa (Bast madad al-tawfik being the
title not of the K. al-Futuwwa but of a short treatise composed in Ottoman Egypt; see the preface
of H. Thorning, Beitrdge zur Kenntnis des isl. Vereinswesen, 1913, 9 f.).

9678, 1. 1, after documents, add: e.g. Ibn Battuta, selections tr. H. A. R. Gibb, London 1929, 123-41; tr.
H. A. R. Gibb (Hakluyt ser.), ii, 1959, 413-68.

1. 13 of Bibliography, add: Iréne Mélikoff, Abi Muslim, le ‘‘ Porte-hache’ du Khorasan, Paris 1962;
and at end of Bibliography, add: M. Molé, Kubrawiyat II, Ali b. Sihdbaddin-i Hamaddini’nin Risdla-{
Sutuwwatiya’sy, in Sarkiyat Mecmuasi, iv (1961), 33-72.

9692, 1. 9-10 of Bibliography, for A complete copy .... Basle, read A complete copy, formerly in the
possession of Prof. Tschudi, is now in the University Library of Basle (M. V1. 35);

969®, 1. 15, after (Rieu, 44) add see now the communication by R. M. Savory, in Isl., xxxviii (1963), 161-5.

970°, GABAN, at end of article add: In 1137 Gaban was taken by the Byzantines, but was occupied soon
afterwards (1138-9) by Malik Ahmad Danishmand. In 613/1216 the district was attacked by Kay
Ka’us I [g.v.]). In 666/1268 king Haytham was obliged to cede the fortress to Baybars. and add to
Bibl.: Alishan, Stssouan, 48-9, 2105 Cl, Cahen, La Syrie. . ., 360, 623; R. Grousset, Hist. des Croisades,
ii, 87, 266; K. M. Setton (ed.), History of the Crusades, ii, 637, iii, 635; Makrizi, Sulik, if2, 528-9; Ibn
Iyas, Ta’rikh, i, 229-30; Ramsay, Asia Minor, 382.

996°, GHALAFIKA, 1. 13, for L. O. Schuman read L. S. Schuman.

. 1021%, GHASSAN, 1. 6, after ‘Ayn Ubagh delete [g.v.].

[Shortly before this article by Dr Shahid was published, the editors interpolated a note communicated
to them by another scholar, which introduced a newly-discovered inscription from a Ghassanid
building. Dr Shahid has now pointed out to them that this note on buildings deals with an aspect of
the subject which he had discussed in articles listed in his Bibliography and which he had therefore
decided not to treat in detail in the body of the article; the insertion of the note might give the
impression that the editors had thought that the part allotted to Ghassanid buildings was insuffi-
cient. The editors readily express their regret if any such misunderstanding has occurred and take this
opportunity of mentioning that Dr Shahid is at present engaged on a book on Arab-Byzantine relat-
ions before the rise of Islam which will include a comprehensive chapter on Ghassanid structures.]

P. 10748, GHINA?, 11. 8-9, for Ibn Bana [¢.v.] or Banata (d. 278/891) read ‘Amr b. Bana or Banata (d. 278/891)

[see IBN BANA],



C

CABRA [see KABRA;

CADIZ [see KADIS]

CAESAREA [see KAYSARIYYA, KAYSERI, SHAR-
SHAL]

CAGHANIYAN (Arabic rendering: Saghiniyin).
In the early Middle Ages this was the name given to
the district of the Caghin-Rad [g.v.] valley. This
river is the northernmost tributary of the river
Ami-Darya [g.v.]. The district lies to the north of
the town of Tirmidh [g.v.]), the area of which,
however, (including Camangin) did not form part of
Caghaniyan either politically or administratively
{Ibn Khurradiadhbih, 39). Wé/aigshagirt {= Fayqabad)
was regarded as the boundary with the district of

Khuttalin ([g.v.]; between the rivers Pandj and

Wakhsh). Incidentally, the area around Kabidiyan
{(Kuwadiyan; [¢.v.]) to the south-east, has frequently
been regarded as an independent district.

The region had a pleasant climate, good water
supplies, good soil, and corresponding agriculture.
Its peasants, however, were considered lazy, thus a
considerable number of poor (darwishan) were to be
found in Caghiniyin, and the area was sparsely
populated. The capital was also called Caghiniyin
(the derivation by Markwart, Wehrot 93, from the
Mongol faghan ‘white’ is surely wrong). It was
situated on the side of a hill where there was running
water. The population of the town was also regarded
as poor and ill-educated, and despite its greater size,
it was soon overshadowed by Tirmidh (Istakhri, 298;
Hudad al-*Alam, 114, no. 25 and no. 27, also ibid.,
63, 119, 198; Sam®ni 352 v). Round the year ¢85,
the taxes were 48,529 dirhams (Mukaddasi, 283,
290). Other known places in the district were
Barangi and Darzangl. Maps of the area: Hudidd
al-*dlam, 339, and Le Strange, map ix.

History: In the 5th and 6th centuries, Caghai-
niyin was one of main Hephthalite (see HAYTAL)
areas and was under Buddhist influence. Even in the
4th/10th century it was considered a border region
against the ‘Kumédjl’, who are regarded as remnants
of the Hephthalites (Bayhaki, ed. Morley, 499, 576,
611, 696; and also Markwart, Wekrot 93 f., with
further data), though they may also have belonged
to the Saks (Hudid al-*dlam, 363). In Sasanid times,
it was ruled by its own dynasty with the title
Caghan-Khudait (Tabarl, ii, 1596). In 31/651, its troops
took part in Yazdagird III’s fight against the
attacking Arabs. Some of them (prisoners ?) could
be found in Bagra around 59/678 (Baladhuri, ed. De
Goeje, 419 f. = ed. Cairo 1901, 413; Spuler, Iran, 19).
In 86/705 the Caghian-Khudat submitted to Kutayba
b. Muslim [¢.7.], who had conquered Transoxania for
the Muslims. Thus Caghiniyin became part of an
Islamic region, and accepted its culture from Balkh
rather than from Bukhiri and Samarkand (Tabari,
ii, 1180; Dinawari, A4khbdr, 330; Spuler, Iran, 29

Encyclopaedia of Islam, II

and note 6; H. A. R. Gibb, Arab Conquests in
Central Asia, 1923, 32 (Turkish ed., 28); Gh. H.
Sadighi, Les mouvements relig. iraniens, 1938, 24 f.).
In 119-121/737-9, the inhabitants fought on the side
of the Arabs against the western Turks, their allies,
and Sughd refugees (Tabari, ii, 1596; Ind., p.735; Bar-
thold, Turkestan, 191; B. G. Gafurov, Ist. Tadsikskogo
Naroda, i, 1949, 147). They took part in the civil war
between the Umayyads and “Abbasids (Tabari. ii,
1423, 1767); in 191-195/806-10, in the rising of Rafi¢
b. Layth against the “Abbisids (Ya‘kubi, Hist. Isl.,
1883, ii, 528), and in 323/934, followed for a short
time a certain ‘False Prophet’ Mahdi (name? title?)
(Gardizi, 37 f.). Abd ‘All (see ILYAsiDs), who ruled
over this district as well as over Tirmidh and Shiiman
and Khariin further east, had come here for purposes
of defence in 337/948, after he had been deposed as
governor of Khurisin. He is described as a member
of the Muhtadj dynasty. It is not evident whether
there was a link between this house and the Caghin-
Khudat. When he became governor of Khurasan once
more in 341/952, he passed the rule of Caghaniyin
on to his son. Deposed again in 343/954, he was
buried in Caghiniyan (Radab-Sha‘bian 344/Nov. 955)
(Ibn Hawkal 4o01; Mukaddasl 337; Gardizi 36f.;

Yakit, Learned Men (Gibb Mem. Ser. VI), i,
143; Barthold, Twurkestan, 233, 247/49; Spuler,
Iran, 97).

Towards the end of the 4th/1oth century, alengthy
war broke out between the amir of Caghaniyin (who
ranked as one of the Mulik al-afrif), the rulers of
Gozgan (Djazdjan; [q.v.]), and other candidates
(Narghakhi, 157; further information in Barthold,
Turkestan, 254; Minorsky in Hudad al-Alam, 178,
with further data). It ended in 390/999, when Cagh3-
niyin came under Karakhanid rule. In 416/1025,
the district joined Mahmid of Ghazna, and in 426/
1035, it repelled Karakhinid attempts to recover
it with the assistance of the Ghaznawids (Bayhaki,
ed. Morley, 82, 98, 255, 575 f., 611, 616 [see KARA-
xuANIDS]). Finally, Caghaniyan came under Saldjak
rule in 451/1059. They suppressed a rising in 457/
1064 (Ibn al-Athir, ed. Tornberg, x, 22). By ca. 561/
1165, the Karakhanids (who were subject to the
Kara Khitdy) had once again achieved a position of
great influence (al-Kitib al-Samarkandi, in Barthold,
Turk. russ., i, 71 £). Around the years s570-571/
1174-75, the country came under the rule of the
Ghirids (Djuzdjani, Tabakat, 423-6).

The district is not mentioned during the time of the
Mongol conquests; and subsequently it is hardly
found in Mongol sources. In the 7th/r3th century,
Caghaniyin belonged to the Caghatay empire, and the
Transoxanian Khin Barak (generally called Buriak
[¢.v.] by the Muslims) had the centre of his empire
here in 663-670/1264-71. In Timiir’s time, the place-
name Dik-¢ naw (now: Dénaw) is mentioned (Sharaf

I
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al-Din Yazdl, ed. I14hdad, 1885, i, 124), and this
appears to be on the site of the ancient town of
Caghaniyan (thus Barthold, Twurkestan, y2; Mar-
kwart, Wehrot, 93). There is mention of Caghiniyin
on only one further occasion, in the Bdbur-nima
(ed. Beveridge, 1905, index), where it is probably a
historical reminiscence. Apparently no mediaeval
ruins have survived in Caghaniyan, and the old settle-
ments have vanished. Today the district belongs
to the Ozbek SSR, and the Ozbek language has
supplanted the old Iranian. The regions to the east
of the Kafirnahan river, however, together with
Kabidiyan, belong to the Tadjik language area and
to the Tadjik SSR.

Bibliography: W. Barthold, Turkestan,
index; Le Strange, 435-40; J. Markwart, Wehrot
und Arang, 1938, index; Hudid al-*dlam, index;
B. Spuler, Iran, index. (B. SPULER)
CAGHAN-RUD (Caguin-Ropn), the seventh

and last tributary on the right of the river Ami-
Darya [¢.v.]. It comes from the Buttam mountains,
to the north of Caghaniyan [¢.v.], flows past that
town and several smaller places, and finally into the
Amii-Darya above Tirmidh. The river is called by
this name only in the Hudud al-*dlam, (71, no. 11,
p. 363), and in Sharaf al-Din ‘Ali Yazdi, Zafar-nima
(ed. Ilahdad), 1885, i, 196 (= translation by F. Pétis
de la Croix, i, 183). Mukaddasi, 22, calls it “river of
Caghaniyan”, and distinguishes it from the Kafir-
nihin, the 6th tributary (further to the east) of the
Amu-Darya. Ibn Rusta, (BGA vii, 93), on the other
hand, gets the two rivers, their sources, and their
tributaries mixed up; he calls the Caghan-Rad:
Zami/Zamul. Today, the upper part of the river is
known as Kara Tagh Darya, and from Dih-i naw
(Dénaw = Caghiniyan) onwards: Surkhan.

Bibliography: Le Strange, 436, 440; W,
Barthold, Turkestan, 72; J. Markwart, Wehrot und
Arang, 1938, 89-94 (he attempts a classification of
the pre-Islamic Iranian sources); B. Spuler, Der
Amai-Darjd, 234 (in Jean Deny Armagam, Ankara
1958, 231-48); Brockhaus-Efron, Enciklop. Slova#
xxxii/1 (= 63), St. Petersburg 1901, 109; Bol’shaya
Sovetskaya Entsiklop®. 41, (1956) 315.

(B. SPULER)

CAGHATAY KHAN, founder ofthe Caghatay
Khanate [g.v.], the second son of Cingiz-Khan and
his chief wife Borte Fudjin. Already in his father’s
lifetime he was regarded as the greatest authority
on the Yasa (the tribal laws of the Mongols as
codified by Cingiz-Khan). Like his brothers he took
part in his father’s campaigns against China (12r11-
1216) and against the kingdom of the Kh¥arizm-
Shah (1219-1224). Urgandj, the latter’s capital, was
besieged by the three princes Djoti, Caghatay and
Ogedey and taken in Safar 618/27th March-24th
April 1221, In the same year Caghatay’s eldest son
Mo’etiiken was slain before Bamiyan. After the
battle on the Indus (according to Nasawi, transl
Houdas, 83, on Wednesday 7 Shawwal 618, probably
24 November 1221) Caghatay was entrusted with
operations against Sultan Djalal al-Din Kh¥arizm-
Shih and spent the winter of 1221-1222 in India,
During Cingiz-Khian’s final campaign against the
Tangut (1225-1227) he remained in Mongolia in
command of the forces left behind there.

After his father’s death Caghatay no longer took
an active part in any of the campaigns. As the
eldest surviving son of Cingiz-Khin (his brother
Djoti had predeceased his father) he enjoyed enorm-
ous prestige. In the year 1229 he presided with his

uncle Otigin over the kuriliay at which Ogedey was
elected Great Khan: owing to his position as the
recognized authority on the yase, he exercised an
influence to which even the Great Khin Ogedey
had to bow. He seems to have spent this period
partly in Mongolia at his brother’s court, partly in
the territory allotted to him by Cingiz-Khin, where
he held his own court-camp. Like all the Mongol
princes Caghatay had separate camps (ordu) for
winter and summer. His summer residence according
to Djuwayni was at some place on the Ili whilst his
winter quarters were at Kuyas, probably to be
identified with the Equius of William of Rubruck,
near Almaligh, i.e., in the region of the present-day
Kulja. The residence of Caghatay’s successors is
called Ulugh Ef (in Turkish ,,Great House) by
Djuwayni and others.

Caghatay had received from his father all the
lands from the Uyghur territory in the east to
Bukhara and Samarkand in the west: we must not
however regard these lands as a single kingdom
governed from the Ili valley and only indirectly
subject to the Great Khan. Everywhere, even in
the Ili valley itself, the local dynasties who were
there before the Mongols remained. On the relation-
ship of these dynasties to the Mongol rulers we have
no accurate information; we know equally little
about what sovereign rights the court on the Ili
could claim from the Great Khin and his deputies.
The settled lands of Central Asia were certainly not
governed in the name of Caghatay but in that of
the Great Khan. In the account of the suppression
of the rebellion in Bukhird in 636/1238-123¢9
Caghatay is not mentioned; the governor of Ma wara®
al-Nahr at this period was Mahmad Yalavag, a
Kh"arizmi by birth, who had been appointed by
the Great Khan. Even the generals of the Mongol
forces in Ma wara’ al-Nahr were appointed by the
Great Khan. When, soon afterwards, Mahmid
Yalavag was arbitrarily dismissed from his office by
Caghatay the latter was called to account by his
brother and had to admit the illegality of his action,
Ogedey was satisfied with this apology and granted
the land to his brother as a fief (indj#); but the
legal position of this territory was not thereby
altered. During the last years of Ogedey’s reign, as
well as under Mongke, all settled areas from the
Chinese frontier to Bukhara were governed by
Mas‘dd Beg, the son of Mahmud Yalavaé, in the
name of the Great Khan,

It cannot be ascertained how far Caghatay’s
Muslim minister Kutb al-Din Habash ‘Amid had
a share in the administration of the country along
with the representatives of the Great Khan. According
to Raghid al-Din this minister came from Otrar,
according to Djamal Karghi from Karmina, and like
many other Muslim dignitaries at this time had
made his fortune among the Mongols as a merchant.
He was on terms of such intimacy with the Khan
that each of Caghatay’s sons had one of Habagh
¢Amid’s sons as a companion.

In general Caghatay was not favourably inclined
towards Islam. Among the infringements of Mongol
law which he rigidly punished was the observance
of certain prescriptions of Islam. Among the Mongols
it was forbidden to slaughter an animal by cutting
its throat, which is the method prescribed by the
shari‘a; another law frequently broken by the
Muslims at their ablutions was that which prohibited
washing in running water. The cruel punishment
which Caghatay visited upon any such trans-
gressions made his name hated among the Muslims,
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According to Djuwayni, Caghatay survived his
brother Ogedey, who died on 5 Djumadi II 639/
11th December 1241 though only for a short period.
On the other hand Raghid al-Din states that he
died seven months before Ogedey, .., apparently
in the beginning of May, 1241.

Bibliography: Djuwayni-Boyle; Raghid al-
Din, Djami¢ al-Tawarikhk, ed. E. Blochet, Leiden
1911; V.V, Barthold, Four Studies on the History
of Central Asia, Vol. i, transl. V. and T. Minorsky,
Leiden 1956. (W. BarTHOLD-[]. A. BoYLE])
CAGHATAY KHANATE. The Central Asian

Khanate to which Caghatay gave his name was
really not founded till some decades after the
Mongol prince’s death. Caghatay was succeeded by
his grandson Kara-Hiilegii, the son of M&’etiiken
who fell at Bimiyan. Kara-Hiilegli had been desig-
nated as Caghatay’s heir both by Cingiz-Khin
himself and by Ogedey; he was however deposed
by the Great Khan Giiyik (1241-1248) in favour
of Yesii-Méngke, the fifth son of Caghatay, with
whom Giiyiik was on terms of personal friend-
ship. In 1251 Yesii-Mongke was involved in the
conspiracy against the Great Khan Mongke, who
reinstated Kara-Hiilegii and handed Yesii-Mongke
over to him for execution. Kara-Hiilegli however
did not survive the homeward journey and the
execution was carried out by his widow, Princess
Orkina, who now ruled in her husband’s stead,
though her authority does not seem to have extended
beyond the Ili valley. As appears from the narrative
of William of Rubruck, the whole Empire was at
this period divided between Moéngke and Batu:
Batu’s portion was the whole area west of a line
between the rivers Talas and Cu, east of which all
territories were directly subject to the Great Khan.
Mas‘Gd Beg [see the previous article], who enjoyed
the confidence of both Khins, was governor of all
the settled areas between Begh-Baligh and Kh¥arizm.

With the death of the Great Khan Mdngke in 1259
a different condition of things arose. During the
struggle for supremacy between Kubilay and Arigh
Boke, the brothers of the late Khan, Alughu, a
grandson of Caghatay, agreed to take possession
of Central Asia for Arigh Béke and support him
from that quarter against his enemies. He actually
succeeded in bringing the whole of Central Asia
under his sway, including areas such as Kh¥arizm
and the present-day Afghianistin which had never
previously been numbered amongst the possessions
of the House of Caghatay. He had of course won
these victories for himself and not for Arigh Boke.
He everywhere proclaimed himself as an independent
ruler; and Arigh Béke, who had tried to assert his
rights, was finally forced to vacate this territory
after some initial successes. Mas‘ad Beg still remained
the governor of the settled areas, now no longer in
the name of the Great Khan but as the representative
of Alughu.

Alughu may be regarded as the founder of an
independent Mongol state in Central Asia: he
enjoyed his success only for a brief period, as he died
in 664/1265-1266. Mubarak-Shah, the son of Kara-
Hiilegii and Orkina, the first Caghatay convert to
Islam, was proclaimed Khan in March 1266. Already
in the same year he was dethroned by his cousin
Burak (or rather Barak) Khin [¢.v.], the nominee
of the Great Khan, who was soon however to become
little more than a satellite of Kaydu [¢.v.], now the
real master of Central Asia. After Burdk’s death in
1271 Kaydu appointed Nikpiy, a grandson of
Caghatay, to succeed him; Nikpay was followed by

Buka-Temiir, another grandson of Caghatay; and
in 1282, Kaydu’s choice fell upon Du’a, the son of
Burak. The faithful ally of Kaydu in all his wars
against the Great Khan, Du’a defeated and deposed
his son Capar shortly before his own death in 1306
or 1307. The Caghatay Khinate was from now on
to remain in Du’a’s family almost to the moment
of its extinction, the throne being occupied, for
longer or shorter periods, by six of his sons, of
whom we need mention here only Esen-Buka
(1309-1318), Kebek (r318-1326) and Tarmaghirin
(1326-1334).

It was some time before the Caghatay Khanate
received an independent organisation of its own.
Djamal Karshi’'s work, written in the reign of
Capar shows that affairs in Central Asia were in
much the same condition even at this period, when
there had long been a strong Mongol central govern-
ment in China and Persia, as they had been in the
early years of the Mongol conquest. The Mongols
were apparently less under the influence of Islam
and Muslim culture than in Persia and were able to
preserve their own peculiar ways of life for a much
longer period of time. Except in the Uyghur country
Islam was everywhere the state religion by the time
of the Mongol conquest, even in the Ili valley,
although these areas had been little influenced by
Arabo-Persian culture. The Mongol conquest, as
Rubruck pointed out, was followed in these regions
by an extension of the pasture lands at the expense
of the towns and cultivated areas; at a later period
urban life altogether disappeared under the influence
of Mongol rule, except in Md wara® al-Nahr and the
present-day Sinkiang. The Muslim civilisation of
Ma wara? al-Nahr naturally exercised some influence
on the Mongols, particularly the rulers; but this
influence was not strong enough to induce the mass
of the people to change their mode of life. When the
ruling family decided to settle in Ma wara’ al-Nahr
and break with the customs of the people, their
action resulted in the complete separation of the
eastern provinces.

Even the brief reign of Yesii-Méngke (1246-1251)
appears to have been favourable to those who
professed Islam. The chief minister then was a friend
of the Khan’s youth and a foster-son of Habagh
¢‘Amid, Baha® al-Din Marghinani, a descendant of
the Shuyakh al-Islam of Farghina. As a patron of
poets and scholars he is praised by his contemporary
Djuwayni, who was personally acquainted with him.
Habash ‘Amid, who was hated by the Khan as an
adherent of Kara-Hiilegli, owed his life to the inter-
cession of Bahi’ al-Din. Nevertheless, when Baha?
al-Din was involved in his master’s downfall, he was
handed over to his foster-father, who ordered his
execution in the cruellest fashion.

Under Orkina, Habash ‘Amid again occupied the
position he had held under Caghatay; this princess
however was favourably inclined to the Muslims;
she is described by Wassif as a protectress of Islam
and by Djamil Karshi was even said to be a Muslim.
Her son Mubarak-Shih, raised to the throne in
Ma wara’ al-Nahr, certainly adopted Islam, as did
his rival Burak Khin some years later. The rule of
Alughu seems to have been less favourable to the
Muslims, and the events of the following years
postponed for several decades the final victory of
Muslim culture. Kaydu and Capar, as well as Du’a
and other princes, remained pagans and resided in
the eastern provinces. In the reign of Esen-Buka
the armies of the Great Khan penetrated deep into
Central Asia and ravaged the winter and summer
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residences of the Khan; the continuator of Rashid
al-Din in his account of these happenings says that
the winter residence was in the region of the Issik-
Kul, while the summer residence was on the Talas.

Esen-Buka’s successor Kebek was the first to
return to the settled lands of Ma wara® al-Nahr.
Though he did not adopt Islam he is praised by
Muslims as a just prince; he is said to have built or
restored several towns; he also had built for himself
a palace in the neighbourhood of Nakhshab, from
which the town takes its modern name of Karghi
(from the Mongol word for “palace’’). He introduced
the silver coins afterwards called Kebeki, which may
be considered the first independent coinage of the
Caghatay Khanate.

After two brief interregnums Kebek’s brother
Tarmaghirin was raised to the throne. This Khan
adopted Islam and took the name of €Ala” al-Din;
the eastern provinces were entirely neglected by
him and the nomads of those provinces rose against
him as a violator of the Yasa. This rebellion appears
to have taken place about 734/1333-1334; it was
headed by Buzan, a nephew of the Khin, and
resulted in Tarmaghirin’s flight and death. Buzan
can have reigned only for a few months since he was
succeeded in 1334 by Cangshi, another nephew of
Tarmaghirin. Statements of contemporary Christian
missionaries show that the centre of the Khinate
was now again transferred for a brief period
to the Ili valley and Christians were allowed
to propagate their religion unhindered and to build
churches; it is even said that a 7-year old son of
Cangshi was baptised with his father’s consent and
received the name of Johannes.

Some years later Nakhshab is mentioned again
as the residence of the Caghatay Khan. This was
Kazan, who was descended, not like Du’a and his
sons from Yesiin-To%a, but from Biiri, another son
of Md%tiiken. Kazan fell in battle in 747/1346-1347
in the course of a struggle against the Turkish
aristocracy, and with his death the rule of his house
in Ma ward> al-Nahr came to an end. Till 1370,
descendants of Caghatay were placed on the throne
by the Turkish amirs as nominal rulers; in the time
of Timir these rulers were chosen from the family
of Ogedey. Nevertheless under Timar and his
successors the nomad population of Mi war3d® al-
Nahr, who as a warrior caste enjoyed many privi-
leges, were still as before called Caghatay.

Bibliography: As in the article on Caghatay.

For genealogical tables of the House of Caghatay,

based on both the Chinese and the Persian

sources, see Louis Hambis, Le chapitre cvii du

Yuan che, Leiden 1945.

(W. BartHOLD-{J. A. BoYLE])

CAGHATAY LITERATURE {see TURKS]

CAGHATAY TURKISH [see TURKS]

CAGHRI-BEG Diwop 8. MikHALL B. SALDIOK
was the brother of Tughril-Beg [¢.v.], and the co-
founder with him of the Saldjikid dynasty. The
careers of both brothers were, for the most part, in-
extricably bound together. It is difficult to ascertain
which was the elder brother. They seem to have
been born about 380-385/990-995, and there is no
evidence whether their family was already, or only
later became, Muslim. Little is known about their
life before the year 416/1025. They were orphaned
at an early age, and must have been brought up,
until they were about fifteen years old, by their
grandfather Saldjik, in the Djand region, during
which time their uncle Arslan-Isra’ll was fighting
in the service of the last Simanids. After the

death of the grandfather, ill-defined political reasons
caused them to remove, with a section of their
tribe, to the territory owned by a Karakhinid
who was, for a time, known under the title-name of
Bughra-Khan. Subsequently they quarrelled with
him, and joined, without, however, combining their
forces with his, their uncle, who was then in the
service of a rival Karakhanid, ‘Ali-Tegin of Bukhari,
Tradition gives here an account of a highly im-
probable escapade of Caghri-Beg in Armenia. In
416{1025, the Saldjukids were involved in the defeat
of ‘Ali-Tegin by the combined forces of Mahmiid of
Ghazna and the supreme Karakhanid, Kadir-Khan,
whereupon Arslan-Isra’ll, with his tribal group,
had to settle in Ghazna territory. Tughril and Caghrl,
on the other hand, remained with ¢Ali-Tegin, and
then, after being involved in disagreements with him,
possibly over the leadership of the tribe, transferred
themselves to Khwarizm (between 421/1030 and
425/1034 ?). The threats of the Oghuz prince Shih-
Malik, the old enemy of their family, who had by
then become master of Djand, forced upon them
another displacement, and, as the Turcomans of the
Ghazna territory had abandoned their Khurasanian
encampments as a result of disorders following the
death of Mahmid, Tughril and Caghrf demanded,
and then seized forcibly, from his successor, Mas*id,
the right to take their place. Although they had
become the quasi-official concessionaries of the
border plains to the north of western Khurasin,
they certainly did not show themselves to be well-
behaved guests. MaSsid was at first unaware of
the potential seriousness of what he believed to be
mere local unrests, but even the town populations
grew weary of paying taxes to the Ghaznawid
without being safeguarded against the pillage of
their countryside. The Saldjikids had, on the other
hand, represented themselves to the Muslim aristo-
cracy as faithful adherents of the orthodox religion,
and a growing party, in Khurasin, felt that it
was advisable, by submitting to them, to divert
elsewhere the depredations of their men. In 423/
1036 Marw opened its gates to Caghrl-Beg, who
had the Khutba recited there in his name as auto-
nomous prince. Soon Nishapir did the same for
Tughrll, and then, later, Caghrl penetrated into
Harat and sent his kinsmen towards the Sistan region.
Ma‘siid reacted too late. His heavy armies wore
themselves out physically and morally chasing an
elusive enemy across the desert, and, in 431/1040,
at Dandinkan the Saldjikids defeated him beyond
all hope of recovery.

The conquerors divided up their conquered terri-
tories, and, while Tughril went off to try his luck at
fresh conquests in Iran, Caghrl kept, in Khurasan,
the base of the young Saldjikid power. His career
there has nothing to compare with the remarkable
developments that followed that of his brother.
During the first four years, he made complete his
possession of Khurisin by annexing, on the one
hand, Balkh and then Tirmidh, and; on the other,
Khwirizm, whose prince had been driven out by
Shih-Malik. In addition, a son of Caghrl, Kavurt,
acting in a more or less autonomous capacity,
occupied Kirmin. But from then onwards, the chief
military activity of Caghrl’s forces consisted in a
difficult struggle against the Ghaznawids, who, in
their mountain stronghold, and fortified with the
resources found in their Indus provinces, resumed
the war, sometimes with success. The intrigues
of the Ghaznawids compromised, but for a very
short time only, the relations of the Saldjiikids with
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the neighbouring Karakhinids. On their side, the
Saldjlikids interfered in the internal quarrels of
Ghazna, where Mas‘ad’s successor, Mawdud, had
married a daughter of Caghrl, but where, against a
successor of Mawdiid, the Saldjikids encouraged
the usurper Farrukhzad, only to find themselves
soon afterwards at war with him also. Hostilities
went on intermittently in the Balkh and the Sistan
districts, and in Sistin the danger was for ja
while so grave that it became necessary to recall
the Turcomans temporarily from Kirman. Caghrl
was, by that time, old, and the conduct of
operations fell in fact upon his son Alp-Arslan
[g.v.]. Saldjikids and Ghaznawids were forced to
recognize that their power was about equal, and
in 451/1060, Caghri and Ibrahim of Ghazna concluded
a peace that remained virtually undisturbed by their
successors. Some months later, Caghri died (at the
beginning of 452/ end of 1060).

Practically nothing is known of Caghri-Beg’s
government. The chief of the plundering nomads
became prince of a territory in which the traditional
administration was continued or resumed. He gave
himself the title of Malik al-Mulik. A brother of
the famous Isma‘li writer Nasir-i Khusraw for a
long time held a prominent position in the service
of his vizir, but it would be impossible to conclude
from this a heterodox orientation on the part of
the sovereign. Nevertheless, the fact that neither
Nizam al-Mulk nor the authors of moral tales, nor
the diwans of the poets, have preserved any note-
worthy information about Caghri from the time
that he was separated from his brother, gives the
impression of a weaker personality and a rather
passive political attitude, from a religious and all
other points of view.

It is difficult even to obtain a clear assessment of
Caghrl’s relations with his kinsfolk. After Dandakin,
Sistan appears to have been handed over to Misa
Payghu (Yabghu ?), the uncle of Caghri and Tughril,
but the power of the chiefs of this family seems to
have been unstable, and in 446-448/1055-1057%,
hostilities arose between them and Yakiti, one of
Caghrl’s sons, who came, it is true, from Kirman. It
appears that from then onwards Caghri was consi-
dered in Sistin as the suzerain over his young
cousins. A more important question is that of the
relations between Caghrl and Tughril, holding in
mind the successes that made the latter the protector
of the Caliphate and the legally recognized master of
the entire Muslim East. The only certainty is that
the good relations between them were never belied.
It seems that in Sistin Caghri accepted Tughril’s
decisions. In any case, when in 450/1058-9, the revolt
of Ibrahim Inal constituted a grave threat to
Tughril’s sultanate, Tughril in part owed his preser-
vation to the help brought to him by Alp-Arslan and
Yakati. Relations between Caghri and Tughril must
have been made easier by the fact that the latter was
childless. Therefore when the Caliph wanted to
form a marriage alliance with him, it was a daughter
of Caghri that became the wife of al-Ka’im. Caghrl
had married a Khwirizmian princess, who had
already a son, Sulaymin. When his brother died,
Tughril married her. It is not certain whether Alp-
Arslan, who was to unite the two inheritances, had
been selected for that fortune by the two ruling
brothers, or whether, as Tughrif’s vizir declared,
Sulayman had been intended—at all events, the latter
had played no role under either Caghri or Tughril.

Bibliography: A. Sources. On the origins
there is little information available except through

the Malik-nama, which is lost but utilized by Ibn
al-Athir, “All b. Nisir (4 kkbdr al-dawla al-Saldjn-
kiyya, ed. Muh. Ikbal, Lahore 1933), Bar-Hebraeus
(Chronography, ed. trans. Budge), and especially
Mirkhwiand. From the time of the entry into
Khurasan onwards, this source can be supple-
mented by the Ghazna historians, Bayhaki and
Gardizi (see also the analysis of the former by
Kazimirski in his introduction to the Diwdn of
Manadihri), and also by Zahir al-Din Nighaparl
{now published by Djalal-i Khavar, Tehran 1953,
making unnecessary the Rdpat al-Sudir of his
embellisher Rawandi). Sources are scanty for
Caghri’s autonomous period, the chief ones being
Ibn al-Athir and the Akhbdr, supplemented
locally by the Ta’rikh-i Bayhak of Ibn Funduk, ed.
Bahmanyar, 1938, and the anonymous Ta’rikk-¢
Sistin, ed. Bahar 1937 (there exists, on the other
hand, nothing on Caghri specifically in the
histories of Kirman). His relations with Tughrll are
treated in Ibn al-Athir, and also in the other
largely Mesopotamian chronicles, especially the
Mir’at al-Zaman of Sibt Ibn al-Djawzi. Also to
be consulted are the beginning and end of Nasir-i
Khusraw, Safar-nama.

B. Modern Studies. Barthold, Turkestan;
Muh. Nazim, The Life and Times of Sultan
Mahmud of Ghazna, 1931; Cl. Cahen, Malik-
nameh et Uhistoire des origines saldjukides, in
Oriens, 1949; art. Caghri-Beg, in IA4, by Mukr,
Halil Yinang. On the legendary escapade (?) of
Caghriin Armenia, the article of Ibrahim Kafesoglu,
Dogu Anadoluya ilk selcuklu akim, in Fuad Kopriili
Armafam, 1953, and my discussion with him
in JA 1954, 275 ff. and 1956, 129 ff.

(CL. CAHEN)

CAHAR AYMAK, four semi-nomadic tribes in
western Afghanistin [see Avmak]. There is little
information and much confusion about these tribes,
consequently various sources have different names,
locations and even languages ascribed to them. At
the present they speak Persian and are Sunnis,
unlike the Shi‘i Haziras with whom the Cahar
Aymak are closely linked. Some sources erroneously
identify the two. The origin of the name Cahar
Aymak is unknown but is at least as early as the
18th century A.D. at the time of the early Durrani
empire. It may have been originally a name of a
tribal confederation formed between local Persian-
speakers and Mongol Hazédras against the Turko-
mans. The admixture of Turkic elements is also
probable. The Djamshidis live north of Harat with
their centre at Kughk. The Taymiri or Sunni
Hazaras are scattered with one centre at Kal‘a-i
Naw; the Taymani are located in Ghur, and the
Firazkiihi on the upper reaches of the Murghib
River. The origins and history of the various tribes
are unknown. Their number has been estimated
from 400,000 to a million.

Bibliography: G. Jarring, On the Distribution
of Turk Tribes in Afghanistan, Lunds Universitets
Arsskrift, 35 (1939), 79-81, where older biblio-
graphy is given. Add. B. Dorn, History of the
Afghans, London 1829, ii, 69; A. C. Yate, Travels
with the Afghan Boundary Commission, London
1887, 228-234; D. Wilber, Afghanistan (Human
Relations Area Files, New Haven 1956), 55;
N. A. Kislyakov and A. Pershits, Narodi Predney
Aziy, Moscow 1957, 23. 107, 124. {R. N. FRYE)
CAHAR MAKALA [see N1zAMI ARGDI SAMAR-

KANDI]
CAIN [see HABIL WA KABIL]
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CAIRO (see AL-KAHIRA]

GAKIRDJII-BASHI, chief falconer, a high official
of the Ottoman court. In the Kantinndme of Mehem-
med II (TOEM Supp. 1330 A.H,, 12) he is mentioned
among the aghas of the stirrup, immediately before
the lashnagir-bashi (¢.v.]. During the 16th century
the numbers and sub-divisions of the aghas of the
hunt (shikdr aghalari} increased greatly, and the
Cakirdii-bashi is joined by separate officers in charge
of the peregrines, lanners, and sparrow-hawks
(Shahindji-bashi, Doghandii-bashi, and Atmadiadji-
baghi). Until the time of Mehemmed IV (1058/1648-
1099/1687) the Doghandii-bashi and his staff belonged
to the Inner service (Enderiin); the others to the
outer service (Biran). During the 17th and 18th
centuries the falconers dwindled in numbers and
importance.

Bibliography: Gibb and Bowen 1fi, 347-8;
Ismail Hakki Uzungarsili, Osmanli Devletinin
Saray Teskildtr, Ankara 1945, 420 ff.

(B. Lewis)

CAKMAK, AL-MALIK AL-ZAHIR SAYP AL-Din,
Sultan of Egypt, was in his youth enrolled
among the Mamliiks of Sultin Barkik. He gradually
rose, till under Sultin Barsbay he became Chief
kadiib {g.v.]. Chief Master of the Horse, and finally
Atidbeg (Commander-in-Chief). On his deathbed
in 842/1438, Barsbay appointed him regent to
his infant son al-Malik al-‘Aziz Yasuf. The various
divisions of the Mamliiks, originating in the body-
guards of the Sultins Barkiik, Nasir Faradi, Mu-
’ayyad Shaykh and Barsbay, were at enmity with
one another and their sole aim was to obtain all the
wealth and influence they could. In the confusion
that arose the only course open to Cakmak was to
seize the reins of government for himself. Sultin
Yisuf was deposed, placed in confinement in the
citadel, retaken after an attempt to escape and finally
taken to Alexandria and kept under a mild form
of custody. Soon afterwards the resistance of the
governors of Damascus and Aleppo also collapsed;
they had been defending Sultan Yiasuf’s claims to
further their own interests. The Syrian rebels
were defeated, the leaders executed and Cakmak’s
supremacy was assured in 843/1439. Like his
predecessor Barsbay ([¢.v.] Cakmak wished to
make war on the Christians under pretence
of checking piracy on the north coast and there-
fore sent ships via Cyprus to Rhodes but the
Egyptians had to return as the resistance offered
by the Knights of St. John, who were well prepared,
was too strong for them. In the years 846/1442
and 848/1444 the Egyptians again made unsuccess-
ful attempts to conquer Rhodes, and had finally
to make peace with the Knights. Cakmak’s foreign
policy was a successful one; he was on good
terms with all Muslim rulers and did not, like
Barsbay, fall into the error of causing irritation
by petty trickeries. Against the advice of his
amirs, he allowed Timir's son 3hdh Rukh to
send a covering for the sacred Ka‘ba, although
this was a privilege of the Sultans of Egypt (see
the article BAIBARS in EIY). The populace was still
so strongly incensed against the Mongols that
they actually attacked an embassy which included
one of Timir’s widows. He was also on good terms
with the Ottomin Sultan and the princes of Asia
Minor. In his domestic policy, in Egypt itself, he
was not quite able to put a stop to the mis-
management of the state monopolies [see BARSBAY].
Jews and Christians were tormented with strictly
enforced petty regulations. He could not restrain

the arrogance and outrages of the Mamliiks so that
the only way he could protect women from them on
the occasion of festivals was to forbid them to go
out. He himself was an exceedingly frugal and pious
man, liberal only to the learned, and thought no
price too high for a beautiful book; he left but little
property behind him on his death. Through his
example the morals of the court improved. When, in
the year 854/1453, he felt the approach of death—
he was now over 80 years old-—he had homage paid
to his son ‘Uthman whom the Caliph chose to be
Sultan. The amirs and officials of the court and a
large multitude of the people attended his funeral,
contrary to the usual custom sincerely grieving at
his loss.

Bibliography: Weil, Chalifen, v, 215-248;
Muir, Mameluke or Slave Dynasty of Egypt, 149-
155; al-Sakhawi, al-Daw? al-Lami®, iii, 71-74; Ibn
Taghribirdi, al-Nudjim, ed. Popper, vol. vii, 30 ff.;
al-Manhal al-Sifi, ed. Wiet, no. 838; Ibn Iyas
(Bulak), passim. (M. SOBERNHEIM)
CAKMAK, Musrtara FEvzi, also called Kavakl,

marshal in the Turkish army. Born in Istanbul in
1876, he was the son of an artillery colonel. He
entered the war academy (Harbiye, [¢.v.]) where he
became a lieutenant in 1895, joined the staff course,
and was gazetted as a staff captain in 1898. After
spending some time on the general staff, he was
posted to Rumelia where he became successively a
Colonel, divisional commander, and Army Corps
Chief of Staff. He served on the staff of the army of
the Vardar during the Balkan War, and during the
World War saw service at the Dardanelles, in the
Caucasus, and in Syria. He became a general in 1914.
In December 1918 he became, for a while, Chief
of the General Staff in Istanbul, and in Feb. 1920
Minister of War. He used his position to send arms
and give other help to the nationalists in Anatolia,
and in April 1920 left with Ismet [Indnii] to join them.
In May he became minister of defence and on 21

‘January 1921 was elected president of the council

of ministers of the Ankara government, and was
sentenced to death s absemtia in Istanbul. On
2 April 1921, after the second battle of Inénii, he
was promoted full general by the Grand National
Assembly, and became acting Chief of the General
Staff as well as premier and defence minister. He was
formally elected as Chief of Staff by the Assembly on
1z July 1922, while Ra’>uf Bey became premier. In
October 1922, after the victory of the Turkish forces
on the Sakarya, the Assembly passed a motion of
thanks to him (together with Ismet and Kazim
Karabekir Paghas), and promoted him marshal
(Mushir). He remained chief of the General Staff
until his retirement, ostensibly under the age limit,
in January 1944. In 1946 he was elected as an
independent candidate on the Democrat Party list,
and in August was nominated as opposition candi-
date for the Presidency, receiving 59 votes in the
Assembly, as against 388 for Ismet Indnii., In 1948
he appeared as honorary president of the newly
formed Party of the Nation (Millet Partisi). He
died on 10th April 1950,

Bibliography: Ibrahim Alaettin Govsa, Tiirk
Meshurlary  Ansiklopedisi, Istanbul, n.d., 9o;
Siileyman Kiilge, Maresal Fevzi Cakmak®, Istanbul
1953; Elaine D. Smith, Turkey: Origins of the
Kemalist Movement ..., Washington 1959, 168-9.

(Ep.)
CALA [see BUKHARA]
CALATAYUD [see KALAT AYYUB]
CALATRAVA Jsee KALCAT RABAH]
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CALCUTTA (KALIKATA), the capital of West
Bengal and the largest city in India, situated about
80 miles from the sea on the left or east bank of the
Hugli, a branch of the Gangi (Ganges), which is
navigable for the largest ocean vessels. A centre of
rail, river and ocean traffic, and lying midway
between Europe and the Far East, it is one of the
busiest ports of the world. About five-sevenths of
India’s overseas trade is shared by Calcutta and
Bombay, with Calcutta having the major share;
about one-third of the country’s organized factory
industry is in its vicinity. It has a large international
airport. Area, 32.32sq.m.; pop. (March 1, 1951)
2,548,677, a density of 139 persons per acre. In-
cluding Howrah (pop. 433, 630) which is really a
part of Calcutta, and the suburbs which are within
half an hour’s bus journey to the city, Calcutta has
three and a half million people.

The crowded metropolis of today grew out of a
cluster of three mud villages at the end of the 17th
century. Calcutta is first mentioned in a Bengali
poem, Manasd-vijaya by Vipradasa (ASB text, 144)
written in 1495, but the portion in which Calcutta is
referred to is possibly a later elaboration. The first
definitive mention of Calcutta then occurs in the
A’n-5 Akbart (Lucknow text, ii, 62), compiled about
1596, as a rent-paying village in the sarkar of Satgaon
under the Mughal emperor Akbar. The foundation
of the city occurred about a century later in 16go0.
The English merchants, who had been in Bengal
for about fifty years, felt the necessity of a fortified
place, and under the direction of Job Charnock and
after two futile attempts after 1686 they finally
settled at Sutinuti, the northern portion of present
Calcutta, on 24 August, 1690. In 1696 the English
were allowed to build a fort and two years later they
secured permission from Prince ‘Azim, grandson of
the emperor Awrangzib, to rent the three villages of
Satanuti (north), Kalikata (centre) and Govindapur
(south), which formed the nucleus of modern
Calcutta. In 1707 Calcutta was made the seat of a
separate Presidency. In 1717 the English were
permitted by the emperor Farrukhsiyar to purchase
38 villages in the vicinity of their settlement. The
names of some of these 38 villages still survive in
the street-names of the city today. In June, 1756
Siradj al-Dawla, Nawwib of Bengal, captured it and
during his temporary occupation he named it
€Alinagar. Modern Calcutta dates from 1757 when,
after the battle of Plassey (June), the English
became virtual masters of Bengal; the old fort was
abandoned and the present Fort William begun by
Clive on the site of Govindapur. In 1772 the treasury
of the province was transferred from Murshidabad
to Calcutta, which in 1773 became the official
capital of British India. It remained India’s capital
until 1911 and that of Bengal as well until 1947.

Though Calcutta is a creation of English rule, it is
an important centre of Muslim life. On 1 March 1951
Calcutta city had a Muslim population of 305,932 and
including two of its immediate suburbs, Howrah and
Garden Reach, Calcutta had a Muslim population

almost equal to the entire population of Dhaka
(Dacca), the capital of East Pakistin and the historic
centre of Muslim activity. About 131,000 Muslims had
left Calcutta on the eve of the census of 1951 in view
of the unsettled conditions of the time, and the census
of 1961 is likely to show a considerable increase of
Muslim population. Calcutta is an important centre
of Muslim culture., The Calcutta Madrasa was
founded in 1781 by Warren Hastings for the encour-

agement of Islamic learning. It had among its
Principals Islamic scholars of repute like H. Bloch-
mann and Sir E. Denison Ross. The Asiatic Society,
founded in 1784, possesses over 6,000 Arabic and
Persian MSS. and has to its credit a large number
of valued publications bearing on Muslim history and
culture. The National Library has in its Bdhar
collection a good number of Arabic and Persian MSS.
and has recently acquired the rich collection of the
distinguished historian of Muslim India, Sir Jadunath
Sarkidr. The Indian Museum and the Victoria
Memorial exhibit some rare and beautiful examples
of Indo-Islamic paintings. The University of Calcutta
has two Post-Graduate Islamic departments :
(i) Arabic & Persian and (ii) Islamic History &
Culture. In Calcutta lived the sons of Tipd Sultan,
and the last king of Awadh (Oudh), Wadjid °Ali Shah,
who died in 1887. Of the Muslim monuments, the
only one with any architectural pretensions is the
mosque in Dharamtala St., built in 1842 by Prince
Ghulam Muhammad, son of Tipi Sultin; the oldest
are the Nimtala mosque (built some time after 1784),
the mosque and tomb of Bhonsri Shih at Chitpur
(1804) and Djumma Shah’s tomb in Netadji Subhis
(Clive) St. (1808).

Bibliography: Ghulam Husayn Salim, Riydd
al-Salatin, Calcutta 1890-98; C. R. Wilson, Early
Annals of the English in Bengal, vol. i, Calcutta
1895; idem, Old Fort William in Bengal, 2 vols.,
London 1906; List of Ancient Monuments in
Bengal, Calcutta, Bengal Secretariat Press, 1896;
A. K. Ray, A short history of Calcuita, Calcutta
1902; H. E. A. Cotton, Calcutta old and new,
Calcutta 1907. (SUKUMAR RAY)
CALDIRAN, the plain in north-western Persian

Adharbaydjin, the western boundary forming part
of the present-day frontier with Turkey (cf. Farkang-i
Dijughrafiyd®i-ysi Iran, iv (Tehran, 1330 shamsi), 154),
which on the 2 Radjab 920/23 August 1514 was the
scene of a decisive Ottoman victory over the
Safawids.

The campaign was launched by Selim I, despite
the reluctance of his troops and military advisers,
on the 23 Muharram 920/20 March 1514 as the first
enterprise of his reign after he had secured his
throne by the elimination of his brothers, and is
properly to be regarded as the final response to
those separatist tendencies which for over half a
century had been manifesting themselves among the
Turkish tribal elements of Anatolia in darwish
revolts or in active support for pretenders of the
Ottoman line, and which now threatened to draw
the entire province into the Safawid orbit. The
profound disquiet of the region may be judged from
the mass executions and arrests of suspected dissi-
dents which preceded the actual military operations,
and the gravity with which this situation was
regarded is to be inferred from the risks which Selim
felt compelled to take in order to achieve a final
settlement. Whether the Safawids had inspired this
dissatisfaction by their subversive missionary
activities or merely benefited from the prevailing
anti-Ottoman sentiments by appearing as an alter-
native hegemony is difficult to determine; but it is
clear that the counterheretical allure which the
Ottomans gave to their attack upon the Shi9
Muslims of the east was but the fagade to a starkly
political purpose.

The campaign, which seems to have been modelled
on that of Mehmed II against Uzun Hasan in 1473,
is described in detail in the journal preserved in
Feridiin Beg, although the fundamental logistical
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problems of moving an army of the size attributed
to the Ottomans across home territories where they
could not live off the land are scarcely touched upon.
But that these could be solved and that the fractious
troops could be held under discipline throughout
all the unfamiliar hardships of campaigning in these
regions was certainly the most impressive display of
Ottoman might that Anatolia had ever witnessed
and far more overawing to Shih Isma‘il and his
supporters than the firearms and artillery which
usually figure so prominently in the narratives as the
reason for the Ottoman victory (cf. Lutfi Pagha’s
highly romantic account of Isma‘il’s astonishment as
contingent after contingent of Ottoman troops took
the field).

The campaign may be regarded as having succeeded
in its primary object in that it neutralized for over
a generation the attraction exerted on Anatolia from
the east. The ‘“‘scorched earth” tactics of the retreat-
ing Safawids prevented any long occupation of their
invaded territories, and although Tabriz was entered
by the Sultin on the 17th Radjab/7th Sept., within
a week preparations were made for returning to
winter quarters at Amasya. From here the following
year operations were begun in south-eastern Anatolia
which were to bring an end to the semi-independent
principality of the Dhu ’l-Kadr-oghll around
Elbistan and add definitively to Ottoman territory
Diyarbekr and northern Kurdistan.

Bibliography: Among the general histories of
the Ottoman Empire, Hammer-Purgstall’s is still
the most circumstantial account of this campaign

(ii, 392 ff.), Zinkeisen (ii, 566 ff.) and Jorga (ii,
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Uzungarsili, Osmanlt Tarihi, ii, Ankara 1949,
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ndmeler, etc,, Ankara 1956, 22 ff.), the most
important being those of Shukri, British Museum,
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(correspondence, journal of the campaign, fath-

ndmes) are of exceptional importance. The

Persian sources (a full discussion of which is to

be found in Ghwulim Sarwar, History of Shdh

Isma‘il Safawi, Aligarh 1939, 3-16) seek to

palliate the magnitude of the defeat and their

accounts are coloured by this purpose; the most
important is that of Khwandamir, Habib al-siyar,

iv, Tehran 1333, 543 ff., whose version underlies

those of Hasan Rumli, Aksan al-Tawdrikh, ed.

C. N. Seddon, Baroda 1931, 143 ff. (with various
expansions) and Iskandar Beg Munshi, ¢Alam-
ard-yi ‘Abbdsi, Tehran 1341, 31ff. (who, in
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account is that of Paolo Giovio, Historiae Sui

Temporis, Paris 1558, i, 133-163 ff. (an Italian

translation of this section is given in F. Sansovino,

Historia Unsversale dell’ Origine, Guerre et Imperio

de Turchi, Venice 1654, ff. 323-360); also in
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Teodoro Spandugino (ff. 132-140) and the Vita et
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account of its outcome (a Latin translation in

P. Lonicerus, Chronica Turcorum, Frankfurt 1578,

i, ff. 95-97). The narrative in R. Knolles, The

Generall Historie of the Turks, London 1621,

505-515, while noticing Menavino, follows Jovius

throughout, as does also that of T. Artus in his

continuation of De Vigenere’s translation of

Chalcocondylas, L’Histoire de la Decadence de

VEmpire Grec, Paris 1650, i, 358-374, though this

does include, too, the accounts in J. Leunclavius,

Historiae Musulmanae Turcorum, Frankfurt 1591,

cols. 691-704, 742-745. P. Bizaro, Rerum Persi-

carum Historia, Frankfurt 1601, is important only
in that it contains the letter of H. Penia from

Constantinople, dated 6 Nov. 1514, 275-278. The
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(J. R. WaLsn)

CALENDAR [see ANwA’, TA’RIKH]

CALICUT ([see KALIKAT]

CALIPH [see KHALIFA]

CALLIGRAPHY [see KHATT]

CAM (or Cuam), A people of Malayo-Polynesian
origin which settled before the Christian era on the
southern coasts of the Indo-Chinese peninsula. The
Chamt appear in history at the end of the 2nd
century A.D. with their foundation, in 192, of the
kingdom of Champa [see saNF], which occupied the
coastal provinces of present-day Viet-nam, from
Quang-binh in the North to Binh-thuan in the South.

Up to the 1oth century Champa experienced a
period of magnificence during which the Cham
dynasties were able to extend their territories
slightly and to develop their civilization. But during
the following centuries the country came into open
conflict with its Vietnamese and Khmer neighbours,
and then suffered the Mongol invasions. These
struggles, aggravated by internal revolts, quickly
led Champa towards disintegration. In spite of a
short period of victorious fighting during the reign
of the famous Ché Bong Nga (1360-1390), and
Chinese intervention on his side, the kingdom was
nearing its end. In 1471 the Vietnamese emperor
Le Thanh Ton conclusively subjected Champa and
it became a dependency of Viet-nam; a part of the
inhabitants took refuge on Cambodian soil, and
gradually it disappears from the history of the
Far East.

The Cham people, deeply affected by the culture
of India, adopted its religion and writing in the
second century. They practised Hinduism and
Brahmanism up to the 15th century.

Although the Muslims were already established
in Champa from the middle of the 4th/10th century
(there is prcof of the existence, from the sth/rith
century onwards, of Arab trading communities
living in contact with the Cham), Islam was not
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seriously practised by the Cham until after the fall
of their kingdom.

To-day two-thirds of the Cham living in Viet-nam
still practise Brahmanism; the other third, together
with the Cham who emigrated to Cambodia, are
Muslims. In the absence of precise and up-to-date
statistics, there are an estimated 15,000 Cham living
in the south of central Viet-nam (the provinces of
Phan-rang and Phan-thiet) and 20,000 living in
Cambodia (on the banks of the Mekong).

Cham society, originally matriarchal and organised
in clans, adopted, under influence from India, the
caste system and Hindu customs. The Cham, skilful
craftsmen and experienced farmers, with a reputation
as courageous soldiers, lived as pirates, raiding the
neigbouring provinces and trading in slaves. Nowa-
days they constitute racial minorities in process of
assimilation. Apart from work on silk and metals
and the cutting of precious stones, the Cham were
outstanding builders. Cham architecture has left us
numerous sites and monuments, of which most are
unfortunately in extremely bad condition. Cham
monuments are all identical in silhouette, a tower
with diminishing stories, built in pink sandstone,
terra cotta, and above all in brick. However their
style is not uniform. Hindu motifs can be recognised
in their decoration. These towers were religious
buildings (the cult of Shiva) all of whose interior
furnishings have disappeared. The scenes on the
bas-reliefs again give concrete expression to the
Cham’s pronounced love of music, which has had
a very deep influence on the music of Viet-nam.

Bibliography: Jeanne Leuba, Les Cham
d’autrefois et d’aujourd’hui, Hanoi 1915 (re-edited
with the title Un royaume disparu, les Cham et
leur art, Paris 1923} ; Georges Maspéro, Le royaume
du Champa, Paris 1928; Jean-Yves Claeys, In-
troduction @ I'étude de U Annam et du Champa, in

Budletin des amis du Vieux Hué, Hanoi 1934.

(G. MEILLON)

CAMALAL [see anDI1]

CAMBAY [see KANBAYA]

CAMEL ([see DJAMAL]

CAMEROONS, a former German colony on the
west coast of Africa, now consisting of (a) an
independent state, formerly under French trustee-
ship, and (b) a territory at present (1960} under
British trusteeship. It lies at the eastern end of the
Gulf of Guinea, between Nigeria, Spanish Guinea,
and former French Equatorial Africa. Area 503,600
sq. km., 4,000,000 inhabitants, of whom 20,000 are
non-African.

Created as a result of German penetration from
the Bight of Biafra towards Chad (1884-1910) and
conquered by the Allied Forces between 1914 and
1916, the Cameroons was divided in 1919 into a zone
under British mandate (80,000 sq. km.) and a zone
under French mandate (423,000 sq. km.). The first
has in practice been integrated administratively
with Nigeria, while the second has developed along
distinctive autonomous lines.

(a) Thanks to its geographical situation the foriner
French Cameroons presents a remarkable assort-
ment of climates and peoples, which make it as it
were an intermediary zone between West Africa,
Central Africa and Equatorial Africa. The relief
map shows a narrow coastal plain separated from
the forest plateau of the south by a range of fairly
high mountains. North of the valley of the Sanaga
the uplands and savannah country of Adamawa
fall in a rugged escarpment to the Chad plain and

the valley of the Benue. Along the Nigerian frontier
a series of mountain ranges, including the Manen-
gumba, Bamileke, Bamun, Alantika and Mandara
massifs, culminates on the seacoast in the volcanic
Mount Cameroon (4,070 m.).

The population of the forest-covered south in-
cludes pygmy hunters, Bantu and Bantu-type
farmers and fishermen; in the central savannah and
the Bamileke mountains, semi-Bantu farming
peoples; in the uplands and the northern plains,
‘Sudanese’ and ‘Ubangians’ of various origins; in the
mountains, long-established palaeonigritic peoples;
in all, 3,100,000 Africans and 15,000 immigrants.

After the 1914-18 war, Cameroons was placed under
a B Mandate by the League of Nations. In 1940,
under Col. Leclerg, it rallied to Free France. In 1946
the system of the mandate was replaced by
that of the trusteeship of the United Nations,
Cameroons becoming an Associated Territory of the
French Union. In 1957 it was established as a State
under trusteeship, possessing some degree of internal
autonomy: the Prime Minister and his government
were responsible to the Legislative Assembly sitting
at Yaunde. A High Commissioner dealt with the
spheres reserved to France—currency, defence, and
public order. The administrative structure includes
21 departments and some 60 arrondissements.
Municipal administration is inspired by that of
metropolitan France. The French government
announced at the end of 1958 its intention of
renouncing trusteeship and of recognising the in-
dependence of the Cameroons on 1 Jan. 1960; this
decision, after arousing lively opposition in the
United Nations Assembly from the Soviet block
and certain Afro-Asian states, was carried through
and made effective on the appointed date.

The economy is predominantly agricultural
(coffee, cocoa, vegetable oils, timber, cotton,
bananas) with cattle husbandry important in the
north. Current industrial development: electro-
metallurgy at Edea, gold and diamonds in the east,
tin in the west, petroleum in the south. Chief towns:
the port of Duala (100,000 inhabitants), Yaunde, the
capital (30,000), Garua capital of the north (15,000),
Marua, Ngaundere, Edea, Nkongsamba, Fumban,
Tchang, Kribi, Mbalmayo, and Ebolowa.

The south is almost entirely Christianized:
600,000 Catholics and 300,000 Protestants, with
animist survivals, and a tendency toward the
formation of syncretistic sects.

Islam has some 600,000 followers in the northern
plain, Adamawa and the Bamun massif. It seems
to have penetrated the area about the 12th century,
coming from the east (Wadai, Bagirmi) and the
north-west (Kanem, Bornu), but experienced its
period of great expansion only at the beginning of
the 19th century, under the influence of the conquer-
ing Fulani, successors of Uthman dan Fodio: his
son Mohamman Bello and particularly his lieutenant
Mé&dibbo Adama (died 1847) who conquered Fumbina
and gave it its present name of Adamawa. Adama
took the title of Amiru (4mir) and made his
capital at Yola (Nigeria) where the limibe (Fulani
chiefs) went to receive the investiture until the
Franco-British conquest. His work was continued
up to the beginning of the zoth century by the
Amirs Mohammed Lawal, Sanda and Zubeiru; they
were however not able to subdue the Kirdi (heathens)
who took refuge in the nountains of the north.

Since the European conquest, some groups of
Muslim immigrants have arisen in the towns of the
south, where they are butchers, peddlers, and shoe-



10 CAMEROONS — CAMPANER

makers. They are thought to number some 25,000.
They do a little proselytising by marriage.

Fulani influence prevails in the Islam of the
Cameroons, with its tendency towards Mahdism.
But, in addition to the 300,000 Fulani, there are in
the north some Hausa, some Kotoko, and some
Shua (or black Arab) Muslims of long standing, and
Islam tends to spread among the pagan farmers of
the plains and the Kirdi who have come down from
the mountains. The Bamun of Fumban, long at war
with the Fulani, saw their aristocracy converted by
agreement or by force in 1917 by the Fon Njoya the
Great who at this time took the title of Sultan and
the name of Ibrahim.

Higher Muslim education is little developed, and
the modibbe (or malams) who wish to continue their
studies have to go to Nigeria, Chad, or the Sudan.

The Kadiriyya sect is the oldest, but not the inost
numerous; its principal centre is Garua. The
Tidjaniyya sect has predominated since the convers-
ion of Mohamman Bello, who received the wird of
El Hadj Omar about 1840; its adherents probably
amount to some 300,000. Mahdism comes next in
importance. Local mahdis appear every four or five
years, but their influence is generally short-lived
and localized. On the other hand, since the settlement
of several thousand Fulani in the Sudan at the time
of the British conquest of Nigeria, the Sudanese
Mahdiyya has had numerous adherents in the
Cameroons.

Wahhabi influence is slight, exercised -chiefly
through the medium of former soldiers of the
negro guard of King Ibn Sa‘id, nearly all Hausas.
The Muslims have long remained aloof from local
political trends. Precolonial institutions and hier-
archies are better preserved among them than among
the peoples of the south. Nevertheless, in contrast to
the confessional and political divisions of the South,
the westernized élite of the north have been called
on to play an increasingly important role as arbi-
trators, until, in 1958, a Fulani Muslim of modernist
tendencies was appointed Premier of the newly
formed State.

Bibliography: Lembezat, Le Cameroun, Paris
1952; Froelich, Cameroun-Togo, Paris 1956;
Cardaire, Contribution a étude de U'Islam noir:
I'Islam au Cameroun, Douala (Cameroons) 1949;
Annual reports to SDN and UNO.

(P. ALEXANDRE)

British Cameroons. This territory on the
West Coast of Africa, between the Cameroon
Republic on the east and Nigeria on the west, is
that part of the old German colony of Kamerun
which passed in 1919 into British control, first
under a League of Nations mandate and subse-
quently as a United Nations Trust territory.
Following administrative practice, which is to some
extent justified by real ethnic and cultural differen-
ces, it is convenient to consider it as two distinct
units.

The Southern Cameroons [administrative capital
Buea] has a total area of 16,581 square miles and a
population of some 800,000. Until 1954 this territory
was administered as an integral part of the Eastern
region of Nigeria but a series of changes since that
date have raised it to the status of a self-governing
region within the Nigerian federation with its own
regional government and a legislative assembly
with a majority elected by universal adult suffrage.
The political future of the region, which has not
hitherto proved economically self-sufficient, is at
present uncertain, The United Kingdom has under-

taken to separate the administration of the region
from that of the Federation of Nigeria by October
1960, the date when the Federation assumes com-
plete independence. A plebiscite is to be held not
later than March 1961 to decide between incor-
poration in Nigeria and reunion with the Cameroons
Republic, the latter course being favoured by the
present regional government.

The tribal pattern of the territory exhibits a
marked degree of political fragmentation. The bulk
of its population, speaking a large number of Bantu
and semi-Bantu languages, have their nearest
affinities with neighbouring peoples in the Cameroons
republic. The Tikor and Bali peoples who are
dominant in the central grasslands have migrated
into this area from the north-east in the last few
centuries and their traditional culture is of the pagan
Sudanic type. The Christian missions have a con-
tinuous history in the area since the establishment of
the Baptists at Victoria in 1858. The most reliable
figures of missionary adherents show 58,000 Catholics
and 65,000 Protestants but the number of those who
have been strongly influenced by the missions is
much greater. Islam is not numerically important.

There are no known mineral resources of commer-
cial value within the territory and no industry
beyond the processing of palm oil and rubber. The
country is overwhelmingly rural in character and
even the largest towns, Mamfe and Kumba, have
fewer than 10,000 inhabitants. Most of the exported
cash crops of bananas, palm-oil, palm kernels and
rubber are produced from the plantations admi-
nistered by a government subsidised agency, the
Cameroons Development Corporation. The growth
of cash crops, especially cocoa, by individual small
farmers is increasing with official encouragement,
but the mass of the people in the interior are still
engaged in subsistence agriculture as are those of
the Northern Cameroons.

The Northern Cameroons, an area of 17,000
square miles with a population probably slightly
smaller than the Southern Cameroons, is a narrow
strip of territory more than 500 miles long but
nowhere more than 80 miles wide which is divided
into two by a ‘“corridor” of Nigerian territory,
some 45 miles wide, on either bank of the Benue.
Administratively the territory has been completely
integrated with the Northern Region of Nigeria.
The greater part falls within the Adamawa Province,
but the Dikwa emirate in the north, formerly a part
of the old “empire” of Bornu is appropriately
incorporated, as a division, in Bornu province and
three districts in the south belong to the Benue
province. By a plebiscite held under United Nations
auspices in November 1959 the people of the territory
have postponed the final decision as to whether or
not it is to remain with Nigeria after independence.
The ruling tribes, Kanuri and Shoa Arabs in Dikwa
and Fulani in Adamawa, are strongly Muslim but
much of the hill country has never fallen effectively
under their influence and remains entirely pagan.
There are Catholic and Protestant missions in
Adamawa and a few thousand converts to Christianity
have been made. [For an account of the religious
history see the preceding section on the French
Cameroons]. (D. H. JonEs)

CAMIENIEG [see xAMINCA]

CAMPANER, a ruined city of Gudiarat in
Western India, Lat. 22° 29’ N., long. 73° 32’ E.,
about %8 miles south-east of Ahmadabad, talien by
the Gidjarat sultin Mahmad Shih I ‘Begadd’ on
his conquest (889/1484) of the adjoining stronghold
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of Pawigarh, which had successfully resisted Ahmad
Shih I in 821/1418. The Begada occupied Campanér
forthwith, building a city wall with bastions and
gates (called Djahanpaniah; inscription EIM 1929-30,
4-5), and a citadel (bhddar). He renamed the city
Mahmudibad, and it was his favourite residence
until his death in 917/1511; it remained the political
capital of Gudjarat until the death of Bahadur
Shah in 942/1536. When Gugdjarat came under the
Mughals after g8o0/1572 Campanér was the head of a
sarkdr of 9 mahals (Jarrett, A%n-i Akbari, ii, 256;
of 13 divisions, according to the Mir’dt-1 Sikandari);
it fell to the Marathas at the end of the 18th century,
and came into British hands in 1853 ; almost deserted,
it was not recolonized.

Monuments. Of Mahmiid’s seven-storeyed palace
(Sat manzil) built in steps on the cliff edge opposite
Pawiagarh only the lowest storey remains; the other
monuments other than the walls (cf. Bombay
Gazetteer, iii, 307-8) are all mosques and tombs,
which in their similarity exhibit a local style. The
Djami¢ Masdjid, c. 929/r523, is inspired in plan by
that of Ahmadabad [¢.v.], 100 years older; but here
there is a double clerestory in the l#wdn in the space
of one dome only; the arcuate maksira screen and
the trabeate hypostyle liwan are well integrated;
the side wings of the liwan are proportioned as a
double square (8.5 by 17.0 metres); a zandna en-
closure is formed by screening off the northernmost
mihrdb; and the external surfaces, as in all the
Campanér buildings, are the subject of rich plastic
decoration—particularly the buttresses supporting
each of the 7 sumptuous mikrabs. The other buildings
—1I0 mosques, many nameless tombs—are of similar
style, characterized by refinement of decoration;
the niches in the mindrs of the Nagina masdjid are
of an exquisite marble tracery excelled only by
that of Sidi Sayyid’s mosque in Ahmadabad {g.v.].
The tombs use the arch more freely than the mosques,
and their carved decoration is of consummate
delicacy, skill and craftsmanship.

Bibliography: J. Burgess, On the Muham-
madan architecture of Bharoch... Champanir .. .,
ASWI vi(= ASI, NIS xxiii), 1896 (text, measured
drawings, plates); ASI Annual Reports, specially
1925-6, 24-5, and 1929-30, 34-5; Bombay Gazetteer,
iii; E. B. Eastwick, Champanir and Pawagadh in
Indian Antiqguary, ix (1880), 221-4; J. Fergusson,
History of Indian and Eastern Architecture, ii, 242;
E. B. Havell, Indian Architecture, 134-43; P.
Brown, Indian Architecture (Islamic Period), 58-9.

(J. BURTON-PAGE)

CAMPINA [see KANBANIYA]

CANAK-KAL‘E BOQHAZi (Canak-kale Bogazi)
is the name now given in Turkish to the Darda-
nelles. This narrow channel, which unites the
Marmara and the Aegean Seas, has a length of about
62 km. (Gelibolu-Cardak to Seddiilbahir-Kumkale)
and a width ranging from 8 km. down to 1250 m.
(Canak-kale to Kilitbahir). The strait was known to
the ancient Greeks as the Hellespont (6 ‘EAAfjomov-
Tog, in Doric 6 ‘EXAdomovToc), a name that remained
in usage amongst the Byzantines. It is called in some
of the mediaeval Western sources and sea-charts
Bucca Romaniae, Brachium S. Georgii (a term which
denoted the entire channel separating Asia and
Europe, i.e., embraced the Bosphorus as well as the
Dardanelles), Bocca d’Aveo (Avido, Aveo, the
ancient Abydos: “ABu8oc) and also Dardanelo (cf.
Pauly-Wissowa, s.v, Hellespontos, and Tomaschek,
17). To the Ottomans it was the Ak Deniz Boghazi,

Kal®e-i Sultiniyye Boghazi and later Canak-kal‘e
Boghazl.

The more notable localities on or near the European
shore of the Dardanelles are Bolayir, Gelibolu (i.e.,
Gallipoli, the ancient Kallipolis), Kilya (not far
from the old Sestos), Eceabad (Edjeabad, formerly
Maydos, +¢.e., the ancient Madytos), Kilitbahir
(Kilid al-Bahr) and Seddiilbahir (Sedd al-Bahr).
Along the Asiatic shore are situated Cardak, Lapseki
(the ancient Lampsakos-Lampsico, Lapsico, Lapsaco
in the mediaeval Western sources), Canak-kale (near
the old Abydos), Erenkéy and Kumkale (Kum
Kal‘e).

Sultan Mehemmed II (855-886/1451-1481), in
order to establish a more effective control over the
Dardanelles, built new defences on either shore of
the strait, amongst them a fortress close to the
ancient Abydos. This fortress received the name of
Kal%-i Sultaniyye (according to Pirl Re’is (Kitab-
Bahriyye, 86), because a son of Mehemmed II,
Sultan Mustafa, was associated with its construction.
Cf. also Ibn Kemail, 100 = Transkripsiyon, 10I,
where it is called Sultiniyye). The town of Kal‘e-i
Sultaniyye counted amongst its inhabitants, during
the 17th and 18th centuries, a considerable number
of Armenians, Jews and Greeks. As a result of the
establishment there (perhaps ca. 1740) of potteries,
and of its subsequent reputation as a noted centre
for the manufacture of earthenware, the town came
to be known as Canak Kal‘esi (danak = an earthen
bowl), the older name falling out of current usage.
Canak Kal‘si belonged, in 1876, to the Ottoman
wildyet of Djezd%r-i Bahr-i Sefid and thereafter to
the sandjak of Bighd. It is now the centre of the
present province of Canak-kale. The town suffered
much from fire in 1860 and 1865, from the earthquake
of August 1912, and from naval bombardment in
1915 during the course of World War 1. Canak-kale,
in recent years, has largely regained its former
prosperity and was estimated, in 1940, to have
24,600 inhabitants.

The Ottoman Turks absorbed (c. 735-¢. 745/c. 1335~
c. 1345) into their own territories the emirate of
Karasi {¢.v.] and then, after the town had been
ruined in the earthquake of 755/1354, established
themselves at Gallipoli [see GELIBOLU], which served
them as a point of departure for their subsequent
conquest of Thrace. It was now, for the first time,
that a Muslim state held control over the lands on
either side of the strait. The Ottoman Sultan
Bayazid 1 (791-805/1389-1403) strengthened the
defences of Gallipoli (792/1390), further improve-
ments being carried out there in the reigns of
Mehemmed I (816-824/1413-1421) and Murad II
(824-855/1421-1451). Ottoman control of the Darda-
nelles was destined, however, to remain insecure, as
long as the Sultan had no large and efficient fleet at
his command: Christian naval forces sailed into the
strait in 767/1366 (the ‘‘crusade” of Amedeo of
Savoy, which brought about a brief restoration of
Gallipoli to Byzantine rule), in 801/1399 (expedition
of the Maréchal Boucicaut to Constantinople), in
819/1416 (the Venetian defeat of the Ottoman naval
forces before Gallipoli) and again in 848/1444 (Papal
and Venetian squadrons sent to the Dardanelles at
the time of the Varna campaign). Sultin Mehemmed
IT (855-886/1451-1481), anxious to secure a more
effective control of the Dardanelles, caused new
defences to be built where the waters of the strait
are at their narrowest, i.e., the fortresses of Kal‘-i
Sultaniyye on the Asiatic, and of Kilid al-Bahr on
the European shore. The manufacture and use of
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fire-arms had now advanced to such a degree that
the Sultin was able to furnish these new defences
with large guns capable of firing across the channel.
A restoration of the two fortresses was carried out
in 958/1551 during the reign of Sultin Sulaymian
Kaniini (926-974/1520-1566). At this time the region
of the Dardanelles was included in the eyalet of
Djeza’r-i Bahr-i Sefid, ¢.e., it formed, together with
some of the islands and coastal areas of the Aegean
Sea, the province of the Kapudan Pagha or High
Admiral of the Ottoman fleet.

The fortifications along the shores of the Darda-
nelles fell gradually into disrepair during the late
16th and early 17th centuries. It was not until the
Cretan War (1055-1080/1645-1669) that the Porte,
under the threat of a Venetian irruption into the
strait, initiated new measures of defence. Kal-i
Sultaniyye and Kilid al-Bahr now underwent
(1069-1070/1658-1660) a thorough restoration. More-
over, new forts were built at the Aegean mouth of
the Dardanelles-Sedd al-Bahr on the European, and
Kum Kal‘ on the Asiatic side of the channel. The
danger arising from the presence of a Russian fleet
before the Dardanelles during the Ottoman-Russian
war of 1182-1188/1768-1754 led to the creation of
new forts along the shores of the strait, this task
being carried out under the guidance of the Baron
de Tott. A further effort was made to establish a
more modern system of fortification in the Darda-
nelles towards the end of the reign of Selim III
(1203-1222{1789-1807). The fact that in 1221/180%
an English fleet under the command of Sir John
Duckworth forced a passage into the strait under-
lined once more the urgent need for a complete
modernization of the defences on the Dardanelles.
Control of the strait was to become thereafter a
matter of more than local concern, the status of the
Dardanelles (and also of the Bosphorus) being
regulated in a series of international agreements
negotiated during the 19th and zoth centuries. Of
more recent events associated with the Dardanelles
it will be sufficient to mention here the Gallipoli
campaign of 1915-1916 fought in the course of
World War 1.
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CANARY ISLANDS {see AL-DJAZA’IR AL-
KHALIDAT]

CANDERI, town and old fort in north-central
India, 24° 42" N., 78°¢° E., on a tableland over-
looking the Betwa valley on the east. Early references
by al-Birlini (421/1030) and Ibn Battata do not
mention the fort and probably relate to a site some
15 km. north-north-west known now as Burhi
{Urda, ‘old’} Candéri; here there are ruined Islamic
fortifications among Hindi and Djayn remains,
probably of the early 8th{i4th century, for although
the city fell in 649/1251 to Ghiyath al-Din Balban,
then nd’b of Nasir al-Din, whose aim was the seizure
of booty and captives, it did not come into Muslim
hands until ‘Ayn al-Mulk’s defeat of the Radja
Haranand in 705/1305. Four years later it formed
the rendezvous for Malik Kafur’s force before his
march on Warangal in Telingana. The new Candéri
seems to have been built by the Ghiri kings of
Milwi in the early g9thfisth century (inscriptions of
Dilawar Khin and Hughang, in AR, ASI, 1928-9,
128, and EIM 1943, 47), from whom it was wrested
in the Malwi interramal struggles by ¢Ala’ al-Din
Shah Khaldji I in 842/1438 (Bayley's History of
Gujardt (Ta’rikh-i Alfi], 123), and remained under
the Khaldji’s governors until the vacillating governor
Bahdjat Khan revolted, supporting against Mahmad
I1 his brother $ahib Khan, the puppet Muhammad II,
and appealing to Sikandar L&di of Dihli for support
in 919/1513. Hereafter Canderi’s position on the
borders of Bundelkhand and Malwa led to its
changing hands frequently: Sikandar’s forces
remained in occupation until 921/1515, but after
their withdrawal it was seized by the Rani of
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Citawr who set up Medini Ray, Mahmid II’s
dismissed minister who had escaped the massacre

at Manda [g.v.], as governor; from him it was taken
by Babur in 934/1528, who restored it to Ahmad
Khan, son of Sahib Khan. Later it fell to the Pirbiya
Radjput Paran Mal, who lost it to Shir Shah c. 947/
1540 but later retook it and massacred and degraded
the Candéri Muslims, an act which brought retri-
bution from Shir Shah in 950/1543 (Briggs’s Ferishta,

ii, 160). After Akbar had gained the siba of Malwa, !

Candéri became the headquarters of a sarkar
(A%n-i Akbari, i, 122), when it was said to have
been a large city with 14,000 stone houses and over
1200 mosques. Thereafter it passed frequently into
Bundel hands, and after the early 12th/18th century
remained in Hinda possession.

Monuments. The cit}r is walled, with 5 gates,
one of which is the Katighati hewn through the
rock outcrop; the fort, which stands some 70 metres
higher, is dependent for its water supply on a large
tank at the foot of the hill, access to which is by a
covered way. (Map in Cunningham, ASI, ii, Plate
XCIII). The Djami¢ Masdjid is similar to that
of Manda with its tall domes over the liwan stilted
between springing and haunch, but with the cornice
supported by a row of serpentine brackets, a con-
tribution of Gudjarat workmen; two tombs known
as the madrasa and the Shahziadi ki rawda
are of excellent workmanship in a similar style;
probably somewhat earlier is the Kashk Mahall,
a large square building with intersecting passages
on each of the remaining four storeys which divide
the interior into four quadrants, in the suburb of
Fatehabad, 3 km. west, identified with the seven-
storeyed palace (Sdt manzil) whose building was
ordered by Mahmiad Shah I in 849/1445. At the
western foot of the fort is an unattached gateway,
the Badal Mahall darwiaza, a triumphal arch
between two tapering buttresses, somewhat over-
ornamented.

Bibliography: Cunningham, A4SI, ii, gives
historical sketch with references to original
sources in 404-12 (mainly Ferishta). Also C. E.
Luard, Gwalior State Gazetteer, i, 1908, 209-12.
Earliest inscr., 711/1312, in Ramsingh Saksena,
Persian Inscriptions tn the Gwalior State in IHQ,
i, 1925, 653, there assumed to be from New
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ments, Cunningham, op. cit.; M. B. Grade, Guide
to Chanders, Arch. Dept. Gwalior 1928; ASI
Amnnual Reports, specially 1924-5, 163-4; Sir John
Marshall, The monuments of Muslim India, in
Cambridge History of India III, 1928, 622 ff.

(J. BURTON-PAGE)

CANKIR{ (earlier also known as Kianghri,
Kankri, and popularly as Canglri or Cengiri), the
ancient Gangra (in Arabic sources Khandjara or
Dijandjara), a town in the north of Central Anatolia,
40° 357 north, 33° 35’ east, at the confluence of the
Tatlitay and the Acilay, a tributary of the Kizil
trmak, at an altitude of 2395 ft. (730 m.); since 1933,
on the Ankara-Zonguldak railway (105 m. (174 km.)
from Ankara). The town was once the capital of a
sandjak (Hwa’) of the eydlet of Anadolu; after the
Tanzimdt, it became the capital of a sandjak of the
wildyet of Kastamonu; under the Turkish Republic,
it is the capital of a wildyet (s!) with 3 kazas
(Cankiri, GCerke$, and Ilgaz/Koghisar).

It was known even in antiquity as a fortified place,
and was occasionally used by the Byzantines as a place
of exile. Later it again gained importance because of

its impenctrable fortress in the battles with the Arabs
and the Turks. The Umayyads repeatedly advanced as
far as Khandjara in their raids against the Byzantines.
They did this in 93/711-12 (al-Tabari, ed. de Goeje,
ii, 1236; Ibn al-Athir, ed. Tornberg, iii, 457; al-
Ya<kibi, ii, 350 who calls the town Hisn al-Hadid), in
109/727-28 (al-Ya‘kabi, ii, 395), and in 114/731-32
(Bar Hebraeus, Ketabd de Maktebinit Zabne, ed.
Bruns and Kirsch, ii, 125; compare also al-Tabari,
ii, 1561, and Theophanes under the year 6224).
When the Byzantines sacrificed the eastern border
provinces as a result of their defeat near Malazgird
(Manzikert) in 1071, the Saldjilks and the Danigh-
mendids divided the loot. The former settled after
a short intermission in Nicea (Iznik) and Konya, the
latter spread over the northern half of Asia Minor
from Amasya to Kastamonu. Cankirl is mentioned
as being among the conquests of the first Danigh-
mendids in 468/1075-76 (Hasan b. ‘Ali Tokadi (?),
Ta’rikh-i Al-¢ Danighmand, in Husayn Husam al-Din,
Amasya tarikhs, Istanbul 1322, 11, 286 ff.; Hezarfenn,
Tankik al-tawadrikh, in ZDMG, 30, 470). In 1101, an
army of crusaders left Constantinople for the region
of the Danishmend-oghlu, in order to rescue
Bohemund of Antioch whom these had captured at
Malatya and imprisoned in Niksir. The army con-
quered Ankara and advanced towards Cankirl
(praesidiumn Gangara), but the attack failed, and
shortly afterwards the army was completely routed
near Amasya by the united Saldjiks and Danigh-
mendids (Albert of Aix, 1. VIII, c. 8; Ibn al-Athir,
ed. Tornberg, x, 203; cf. ZDMG 30, 476; Chalandon,
Les Comneénes, i, 224 £f.}). The Comnene emperor John
conquered Cankiri in 1134, with the aid of heavy
siege-weapons, after he had attacked it without
success in the previous year (Chronicle of Niketas, i, c.
6, and particularly John Prodromos; see Chalandon,
op. cit., ii, 84 ff.); but shortly after the emperor’s
departure, the fortress was recaptured by the
Danishmendids, never to return to Byzantine rule.

Subsequently we find Cankirl in the hands of the
Saldjiks of Konya (cf. Chalandon, passim). After
the collapse of the Ram Saldjik empire, (Anatolia),
Cankirl became part of the region of the Candar-
oghlu of Kastamonu. For a short time the town
formed part of the empire of the Ottoman Murad I
(this according to “Aziz Astaribadi, Bezm u rezm),
later it was taken from the Candar-oghlu by
Bayazid 1 in 795/1392-93 (according to Neghri} or
in 797/1394-95 (according to ‘Ashikpashazade, and
the anonymous chronicles; Sa‘d al-din, i, 159),
together with the greater part of their possessions.
In 1401, Timir returned them and finally, in 822/
1439, they were annexed by Melemmed I (‘Aghik-
pashazade, Istanbul edition, 88 f., ed. Giese, 79;
Leunclavius, Historiae Musulmanae Turcorum,
Frankfurt 1591, col. 475; von Hammer’s statements,
GOR, i, 70, are based on a misunderstanding). During
the subsequent peaceful period under Ottoman rule,
Cankiri is very much in the background. Historians
hardly mention it, though Ewliya Celebi (Seydhai-
name, iii, 250f.) and Katib Celebi (Dithan-niima,
645), have left detailed descriptions of the town.
The first mention by an European visitor dates
from, the years 1553-55, and is by Dernschwam (in
his Tagebuch einer Reise nach Konstantinopel und
Kleinasien, ed. Babinger, Munich 1923, 196). There
is an eye-witness description by Ainsworth, almost
300 years later. The town has also been visited and
occasionally described by Russian and German
travellers in Asia Minor.

The fortress, which had been attacked by Arabs,
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Danishmendids, Byzantines and Crusaders, is now
in ruins. The only surviving monument is the grave
of Karatekin, who conquered the town for the first
Danishmendid prince, and is now revered as a saint.
The prehistoric cisterns on the castle hill, which are
described in detail by both Ewliya Celebi and
Kitib Celebi, have not yet been closely investigated,
nor has the ‘‘Medjid Tagh” (Tash Mesdjid), a
monastery of the Mewlewi Dervishes. This has
inscriptions, which, according to what Ainsworth
was told, date from the time of the Arab Caliphs,
Some of the mosques are said to date back to
Byzantine times (cf. Cuinet). The main mosque was
built by Suleyman I in 996/1558-59.

The extensive salt-mines near Maghira, 2 hours
south-east of Cankiri (Cuinet, iv, 427, and Mircker),
were already famous in Byzantine times. Their
product was known as Iayypnvév &hag (Nikolaos
Myrepsos, at the end of the 13th century, in Du
Cange, Glossar. ad scriptores med. et inf. Graec.).
Even today this salt is still being mined in the same
way (at a rate of 3000 to 5000 tons a year.) The
great earthquakes which have repeatedly shaken
the town (the most recent in February 1944), were
already mentioned in mediaeval times. Al-Kazwini,
Athdr al-Bilad, ed. Wiistenfeld, 368, mentions one
such catastrophe which destroyed the town in
August 1050.

According to Texier, the number of inhabitants in
Cankiri in the middle of the 1gth century was 16,000,
predominantly Muslim. Amongst the inhabitants
there were not more than 40 Greek families. In 1839,
Tshihatsheff estimates about 1800 houses, 40 ot
them Christian. For the end of the 1gth century,
Cuinet gives the following figures: 15,632 inhabitants,
amongst these 780 Greek and 472 Armenian. The
Sdlndme of Kastamonu gives the number of
inhabitants as 11,200, Leonhard (1903) as 25,000 in
5000 houses, J. H. Mordtmann about 30,000 in
5000 houses, amongst these 150 Greek and 50
Armenian families, who probably left after the
First World War. The 1950 census gave the
following figures: the town of Cankiri 14,161, the
kaza 73,402, and the vilayet 218,289 inhabitants
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CANNANORE [see KANNANUR)

CAO (&w Persian transcription of Chinese f5%u),
name given to the paper currency that was in circu-
lation in Iran for about two months in the autumn of
the year 693/1294. The Cao was introduced at the
instigation of the Chief and Finance Minister of the
TNkhan Gaykhata (1291-95), Sadr al-Din Ahmad b.
‘Abd al-Razziak Khilidi or Zindjini, following the
example of China, and was issued for the first time,
according to Rashid al-Din, on the 1g9th Shawwal

693/13th September 1294, according to Wassaf and
others somewhat later, namely in Dhu ’l-Ka‘daf
23rd September—22nd October, at Tabriz and other
provincial capitals where it was manufactured and
distributed by the so-called Cao-Khdnas, specially
constructed for the purpose at considerable expense.

This new currency however met with very great
opposition and the result was that trade and
industry came to a standstill, the towns became
depopulated and the country headed towards
complete ruin, so that after two months the paper
money had to be withdrawn from circulation in
favour of the old coins,

The Cao, made of the bark of the mulberry-tree,
was oblong in shape and, in addition to some Chinese
signs, bore the skakdda. Underneath this was the
name “Irindjin tGréi” (transcription of “Rin-é%n
rdorje” meaning “very costly pearl”) which had
been given to Gaykhitd by the Tibetan Bakhshis,
and, inside a circle, the designation of the value:
one (or one half) up to ten dindrs. Besides this, these
“bank-notes”’-—according to the continuator of the
work of Bar Hebraeus—bore the red impression of
the state seal in jade (the Altamga), granted by the
Great Khan to the Ilkhans. As regards the method of
printing, it may be assumed that this was done by
means of wooden blocks.

Bibliography: K. Jahn, Das iranische Papier-
geld, ArO, x (1938), 308-340; B. Spuler, Die
Mongolen in Iran®, 1955, 88-89, 301-302, and
the sources and publications listed in these two
works. (K. JAHN)
CAPANOGHULLARI (see Supplement and

DEREBEY].

CAPAR (Cirir), the eldest son of Kaidi [¢.v.] and
great grandson of the Mongol Great Khan Ogedey
(Uk/gatay: regn. 1220-41), after his father’s death
in 700/1301 and his own succession to the throne
on the Imil in the spring of 702/1303 (Djamal Karshi
in W. Barthold, Turkestan, Russian ed. i, 1900, 138),
he fought in the beginning continually against the
claims of Kubilay’s successors upon the Great
Khanate, considering it his own prerogative as one
of Ogedey’s descendants, who were the central
‘“protectors of the genuine Mongol tradition”. In
August 1303, together with Duwa, the Khan of
Caghatay’s Ulus, he submitted to the Great Khan (the
emperor of China) by means of an embassy to
Khanbaligh (Peking). Thereby a plan for a Mongol
federation with full freedom of movement for trade
was to be realised. In September 1304 negotiations
were made from China concerning it with the
Ilkhan Oldjaytii (¢.v.]. In fact, the federation did not
last: with the aid of Chinese troops Duwa forced
Capar out of his Ulus in West and East Turkestan,
and succeeded him there. After Duwa’s death
(1306-7) Capar attempted to regain these provinces,
but could not hold his own against Duwa’s son Kebek
(Turkish Kepek = “bran”, cf. Ibn Battiita, ii, 392) and
was forced in 1309 to flee to China and the court
of the Great Khan. Thereupon a Kuriltay in the
summer of 1309 confirmed the almost complete
disintegration of Ogedey’s Ulus, whose inheritance
was for the most part taken over by the Caghatay
line (cf. the article &1vG1zIDSs, 11, beginning, and III).
According to Raghid al-Din (ed. Blochet, Didms¢
al-tawdrikh, ii, 9), Capar looked “like a Russian
or a Circassian”, apparently no longer of pure
Mongol stock.

Bibliography: Wassaf, lith. Bombay 1269/
1852-53, 449/56, 509/21; Kashani, Ta’rikh-i
Sultan Uldjayta, (MS. Paris, Suppl. Persan 1419)
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fo 21v-27v. — W. Barthold, 12 Vorlesungen .. .,
Berlin 1935, 186 ff., 199/202; Barthold, Four
Studies in Central Asian Hist.,, Leiden 1956,
128/32; R. Grousset, L'Empire des steppes, Paris
1939, 362 ff.; B. Spuler, Dse Mongolen in Irant,
Berlin 1955, 107, 232, 451 (with further bibl.). —
Concerning the Mongol Federation, cf. W. Kotwicz,
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talistyczny, xvi (1950), 428/34. (B. SPULER)
CAPAROGHULLARI [see &APANOGHULLARI,
Supplement]

CAPITULATIONS ([see IMTIYAz].

CARACUEL (see KARAKAY]

CARAVAN f{see azaLay and KAFILA]

CARAVANSERALI [see FUNDUK]

CARDJOY [see AmUL)

CARLOWIGZ [see KARLOFEA]

CARMONA [see KARMUNA]

CARNATIC [see KARNATAK[

CARPETS ([see KALI]

CARTHAGENA [see KARTADJANNA]

CASABLANCA [see AL-DAR AL-BAYDA’]

CASHNA-GIR, in Persian, ‘taster’, title of an
official, generally an amir, at the court of the Muslim
sovereigns (including the Mamliks) from the time
of the Saldjikids. It is not always clear in what way
he is connected with the overseer of the food,
khvdnsaldr; perhaps the two are often confused.
The title does not appear to be found, even in Iran,
under previous dynasties, although caliphs and
princes did undoubtedly have overseers for their
food, and even had it tasted before they eat, as the
dishes were always suspected of being poisoned. The
term &dshna-gir is also found as the name of a kind
of crystal decanter (al-Tanikhil, Nishwdr, viii, ed.
Margoliouth, Damascus 1930, 150).

Bibliography: 1. H. Uzungarsily, ‘Osmanle

Devleti Teskildtina Medhal, Istanbul 1941, index.

(CL. CAHEN)

CASHNAGIR-BASHI. chief taster, a high official
of the Ottoman court. Already under the Saldiiikids
and other Anatolian dynasties the laghmnagir, amir
lashnagir or amir-i dhawwak appears among the
most important officers of the Sultan. Ibn Bibi
(Al-Awdmir al-*Ald’yya, edd. Necati Lugal and
Adnan Sadik Erzi, Ankara 1957, 164) mentions the
Sashnagir together with the mir dkhdr and the amir
madjlis. In the Kanunname of Mehemmed II (TOEM
Supplement 1330 A.H. 11-12) the Clashnagir-bashi
appears as one of the aghas of the stirrup, in the group
headed by the agha of the janissaries. He follows
after the Mir-i ‘dlam, Kapldji-bashi, Mir dkhtir and
Cakirdji-baghi, and precedes the other aghas of
boluks [g.v.). A document of 883/1478-9 lists 12
dhawwadkin (tasters) as subordinate to their chief
Sinan Bey (Ahmad Refik, Fadtik dewrine ‘a®id wethi-
kalar, TOEM, no. 49/62, 1335-7, 15). Later the
numbers of tasters employed rose considerably,
reaching as high as 117 (‘Ayn-i ‘All, Kawdnin-{
Al-i “Othman, 97). In the 18th century, D’Ohsson
mentions only 50, and gives the Zashnagir-bashl a
much lower rank, in the sth class of the outside
service (birin), under the Commissioners of Kitchens.
By this time he has clearly fallen in status, and has
responsibilities more strictly related to the prepa-
ration of food.

Bibliography: Ismail Hakki Uzungarsil,
Osmanly Devieti Teskilétina Medhal, Instabul 1941,
88; idem, Osmanly Devietinin Saray Teskildt,
Ankara 1945, 426-7; Gibb-Bowen 1fi, 348;
D’Ohsson, Tableau, vii, 22-3. (B. LEw1s)

CASTILLE {see KASHTALA]

CASTRO GIOVANNI (see KASR YANI]

CATALDJA (Catalca, ancient Metra). 1. 41° 08’ N,
28° 25" E. Thracian capital of the most rural of
the 17 kadd’s in the wildyet of Istanbul, 56 km. by
asphalt road and 71.41 km. by rail (the station lies
2.3 km, NE of town) WNW of Istanbul. Catalca
borders the Kara su (ancient Athyras) stream at an
altitude of 255 feet near the centre of a range of
hills forming the backbone of the fortified “Catalca
Lines” extending from the Black Sea at Karaburun
to the Marmara at Biiyiikcekmece. Catalca was
taken from the Byzantines by Murid I in 775/1373.
The fortifications were built during the Russo-
Turkish war of 1294-5/1877-8, but were passed
without fighting by the Russians in their advance to
San Stefano. The Catalca Lines were a rallying
point for Mahmid Shewket Pasha’s forces which
put down the abortive counter-revolution at Istan-
bul in April 1909. In November 1912 retreating
Turkish troops repulsed the Bulgarians at Catalca.
The fortifications were reconditioned but saw no
action in the 1914-18 and 1939-45 World Wars.
Since 1950, Turkish forces have been substantially
withdrawn with adverse economic consequences for
the district. Some promise of producing oil wells
and a proposed atomic reactor may counteract
this trend. In 1955 the population was growing fast
with 5,534 in town and 58,988 in the kazas 3 other
nahiye’s of Biiyiikgekmece, Hadimkdy (Boyabk) and
Karacakéy, and in its 67 villages. Population
pressure on the land area of 1684 sq. km. is causing
litigation. The district produces beets, sunflowers,
grapes, vegetables and cattle. In 1953 there were
only four small industries, some 30 shops, 2
elementary and 1 middle schools in Catalca.

2. Gatalca is also the Ottoman name of Pharsala,
a town and kada’ in Thessaly 6o km. SE of Trikala,
captured in 799/1397 by Bayazid I (Hammer-
Purgstall, i, 250). According to Shams al-Din Sami
(Kdmus al-Aam, iii, 1867) it had a population of
5,000 under Ottoman administration and boasted
6 mosques, a medrese, many tekke's, notably that
of Dirbill Baba, the Bektashi and g1 villages in a
fertile plain.

3. Gatalca is also the name of a village in the
kdadd® of Nizip (Nisib) in the wildyet of Gazi Antep
(Ghazi ‘Ayntab). The word Catal, or fork (cf.
Tamklariyye Tarama Sozliigi, i, Istanbul 1943, ii,
1945, 213) figures in 82 names of inhabited places
in Turkey (Ttirkiye’de Meskun Yerleri Kilavuzu, i,
Ankara 1946, 240-1).

Bibliography: Cuinet, Turquie d’Asie, iv,
map between §94-5, coordinates inaccurate; I. H.
Danismend, . .. Kronoloji, i, 54-5, ii, 343, iv, 302,
passim; F. S. Duran, Biiyiik Atlas, Istanbul/
Vienna, n.d. (1957 ed.?), 28; Encyclopaedia
Britannica, 1956 ed., v, 314; Great Britain,
Admiralty, 1.D. 1129, A Handbook of Turkey in
Europe, London, n.d. (1919 ?), Map 1: 800,000,
passim; idem, B.R. 507. Turkey, i, London 1942,
passim; F. F. Greene, Report on the Russian Army
and its campaigns in Turkey 1877-1878, New
York 1908, 362-3; 427-8; Iktisat ve Ticaret Ansi-
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1948, 6; de la Jonquitre, Histoire de Vempire
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Osmanly Tariki vi, 127; Mehmet Ali, Catdldja
Wilayeti, Istanbul 1341/1925; Mustafa Reshid
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CATANIA (see SIKILLIYA]

CATEGORIES [see MAKOLAT]

CATR (see MIzALLA]

CAUCASUS [see kaBK]

CAUSE ([see “ILLA}

CA’OSH (modern Turkish: gavus). A term used
by the Turks to indicate (a) officials staffing the
various Palace departments, (b) low-ranking military
personnel. The word is met in Uygur, where it refers
to a Tou-kiu ambassador; Mahmid Kashghari
defines it as ‘a man who controls promotion in army
ranks, and supervises the maintenance of discipline’.
The word ca’ishk passed from the Pelenegs and
Saldjikids to the Turks (cf. the péyag tlaobotog,
chief of the imperial messengers of the Lascari and
Paleologi). The Persians used it as a synonym for
sarhang and ddrbdsh, and under the Arabs it became
variously djd’ish, sha’ish, shawish, and sha’ash. It is
still seen in the latter form in N. Africa, where it
means a court usher or mace-bearer.

Under the ancient Turks, the Saldjukids, the
Ayyiibids, and the Mamliiks, the ¢3°3sk formed a
privileged body under the direct command of the
ruler, and often appointed to a special rdle. Under
the Ottoman Turks, the &3’dshes of the Diwan were
part of the official ceremonial escort when the Sultan
left the palace, or when he was receiving viziers,
foreign ambassadors etc., The Sultan or Grand
Vizier also used them as ambassadors and envoys
to convey or carry out their orders. The cd’ish
baski, chief of the &d°Ishes of the Diwian, acted as
deputy to the Grand Vizier, particularly in the
administration of justice; being a court official, he
was a member of the ‘“4ghads of the stirrup”. The
¢a%ashes of the Diwan were either paid out of
treasury funds or allotted zeSamefs or arpallks.
Furthermore, in the odjak of the Janissaries, the
sth Orta consisted of 330 cd’iskes, men already of
long service, under the command of a bdsh-éa’dsh.

The ranks of &i’ask and £d’ash wekili were used
in the cavalry and navy at the beginning of the
19th century. When the army was reorganized in
12411826, a &d’dsk held the equivalent rank of a
sergeant, and the system remains the same to
this day.

In certain religious sects and orders (e.g., Yazidi
and Rifa‘), the title &’@sk corresponded to a
grade in the hierarchy of the sect. There were
also {a’dshes in the guilds, where they were re-
sponsible for seeing that the rulings of the Guild
Council were enforced.

Bibliography: Important bibliography con-
tained in the article ‘gavus’ by M. F. Kopriili, in
14, iii, fasc. 25, 362-369. Additional works:
Gibb-Bowen, If1, 1950, index; L. Bréhier, Les
Institutions de P'Empire byzantin, Paris 1949, 148,

(R. MANTRAN)

CAWDORS (or DjivuLpur), a Turcoman
tribe, the first settlers of which came to Khwarizm
in the 16th and 17th centuries, the bulk following in
the 18th century. After the wars against the Khanate
of Khiwa, a proportion of them was driven off to the
Mangishlak peninsula, whence some clans emigrated
to the steppes of Stavropol’. Part of the tribe sub-
mitted to Khiwa and settled permanently in
Khwirizm.

It is now a sedentary tribe with a population of

some 25,000, in the Nukhus area (Autonomous
Soviet Socialist Republic of Kara-Kalpakistin).
[See: TORKMEN]. (Ep.)
CAWGAN (Pahlawi: &abikdn; other forms:
Saygan (attested in Ibn Yamin); &aigdn (cf. &4l in
Vullers, Lexicon persico-latinum; compare Arabic
sawladjan); Greek: v{uxdvtov, French: ckicane), stick
used in polo (bolo: Tibetan for ‘ball’, introduced into
England around 1871); used in a wider sense for
the game itself, (g#y-«) fawgdn bdzi, “game of (ball
and) fawgdn”; also used for any stick with the end
bent back, particularly those for beating drums. The
éawgdn is not the same as the mall (mallewm), which
is a hardwood sledge-hammer. According to Quatre-
meére (Mamluks, i, 123), the sawladjdn, a bent stick,
was used for mall (polo), and the djikan (fawgan),
with a hollow scooped out of the end, for rackets; but
Van Berchem (C.I.A. Jerusalem-ville, publ. IFAO,
1923, 269, n. I) raises the objection that al-Kal-
kashandi does not make this distinction. The game
originated in Persia, and was generally played on
horseback, though sometimes on foot (lawgan
piyada bdzi, testified by the Akbar-nama, quoted by
Quatremeére, 130). The earliest reference to it is in
the short historical romance, Kdrndmagh-i Ardashér-i
Pdbhaghin (“Deeds and exploits of Ardaghir”)
written in Pahlawi in the early 7th century: Ardaghir
(Noldeke, 39) and his grandson Ohrmizd (id., 68)
excelled at the game; the latter passage is reproduced
almost word for word in al-Tabari (quoted by
Quatremére, 123), and put into the form of a poem
by Firdawsl (Skdkndma, tr. Mohl, v, 274), but
in both texts Ohrmizd is replaced by his father
Shapur. Quatremére’s detailed and learned note
provides many quotations: from Cinnamus, on the
popularity of T{uxdviov in Byzantium (122); from
the Aghani and al-Mas‘adi, on the sawladidn (124);
from the Kdbis-ndma, on the dangers of the game
(x25) and the notable accidents it had caused (sbid.,
and 127, 129); from Abd Shiama, on its suitability
for keeping soldiers and horses in good physical
condition; from various other writers (its popularity
with the Mongols, Kurds, and rulers of Egypt)
(126-28); on the metaphorical use of gy, fawgdn and
sawladjan in prose and poetry (130-132). To these
literary texts many more could be added, but it
suffices to mention the references to Firdawsl (tr.
Mohl, especially vii, 224; and F. Wolff, Glossar zu
Firdosis Schakname, under géy and &0gdn), Nizami
(Khusraw w Shirin: description of a game between
two teams of female players, led respectively by
the king and his favourite), Sa‘di (cf. Massé, Essai
sur Saadi, 228), a poem of Hifiz (Diwdn, ed.
Kazwini-Ghani, no. 271, and ed. Khalkhali, no. 268,
v. 6), and above all the short mystical poem of
<Arifi (15th century), Giy « Cawgdn (see Bibl.). The
game began by one of the players throwing the ball
as high into the air as possible; another caught it
and did the same thing, and thus the ball passed from
team to team (there were originally four players in
each team; see Firdawsi, op. cit., ii, 250 ff. and 288).
The Kabasnima (cf. R. Levy, A Mirror for Princes,
London 1951, 86) kept the same number of players,
“in order to avoid a dangerous scramble”. Anthony
Sherley gave a brief description of the game at the
end of the 16th century, when he was at the court
of the Shah ‘Abbas (quoted by Sykes, 341); 12
players divided into two teams, and each carried
a long-handled éfawgdn no thicker than the finger.
Chardin (approx. 167s) described the game as
follows: ‘“‘the object is to get the ball through the
opposing side’s posts, which are at the end of the
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pitch and through which one can pass (Voyages, iii,
181); ... as the stick (fawgdn) is short, the riders
must bend below the level of the pommel . ... and
strike the ball on the gallop; the game is played
between teams of 15 or 20 players” (440). A similar
account is given in the early 19th century by
Malcolm (History of Persia, i, 299 n.); both he
and Chardin remark on the shortness of the
dawgdn, and here they are at variance with Sherley.
But the information given by Sherley on the position-
ing of players and posts and the size and shape of
the mallets agrees with the pictures on two 16th
century miniatures, one in the British Museum
(MS. Add. 27257, fol. 107), the other in the Imperial
Persian Library (reproduced in “Iran’, publ. by
New York Soc. in conjunction with UNESCO). They
illustrate the text from Nizami’s Khusraw and
Shirin (mentioned above); one can clearly see the
fawgan’s long thin handle and convex end (fawgdns
of the same shape can be seen in the Victoria and
Albert Museum, Salting Bequest miniature, no. 1228,
16th cent., and another miniature reproduced in
René Grousset, Civilisations de I'Orient, i, 243, 16th
century). In the British Museum miniature (Add.
27257) the mallets have circumflex-shaped heads;
another 16th century miniature (H. d’Allemagne,
Du Kurdistan au pays des Bachktiaris, i, 160) reveals
both the above head and also the hammer type,
with tapering handles. Others were shaped rather
like a golf club; see A. Sakisian, La miniature
persane, fig. 48 (dated 1410, Shirdz school). An
even earlier shape is mentioned by Cinnamus (quoted
by Quatremeére, 122: ‘“stick with a large round end,
inside which small cords are intertwined”’—it was
thus a sort of racket) and by the Insha® (quoted by
Quatremeére, ibid., “‘a stick with a bulging conical
head made out of wood”, i.e., ‘“‘convex’; mahdidba
should be corrected to mahkdizba); this short spoon-
shaped éfawgdn figures on a modern miniature of
Indo-Persian style, signed and dated (Sykes, 336);
another Indo-Persian miniature, more realistic, of
the 18th cent., is contained Kiihnel, Miniatur-
maleret in Islam. Orient. pl. 112. The text of the
Inshda®> (and of two others, Nuwayri and Khalil
Dhahiri, quoted by Quatremére) concerns the
diwkdnddr, an official responsible for the care of
the fawgdns and for the conduct of the game. The
coat of arms (two curved lawgans placed back to
back) of this officer is known from the inscriptions
and coats of arms, on the one hand, of a madrasa in
Jerusalem (built by Il-malak, djgkdnddr -to the
Mamliak sultan of Egypt, al-Malik al-Nasir, 1340),
and of a lantern inscribed with the name of the
same person, preserved in the Istanbul Museum

(studied by M. van Berchem, C.I.A4. Jerusalem-ville, -

266-270, publ. IFAO, Cairo 1923), and on the other
hand, of the tomb of a dj#kdnddr (d. at Maragha,
1328) of the Egyptian sultan Kala‘Gn (A. Godard,
Athdr-¢ Iran, i, 1936, 144-149, fig. 101 & 103).
According to Sykes, the political chaos following
the fall of the Safawids resulted in the disappearance
of the game, and now it is played only in certain
parts of India; Sykes claims to have reintroduced
it into Tehran ca. 1897.
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trans. of certain extracts, in JA4, vol. ccxxiii
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CAY. Tea appears to be mentioned for the first
time in an Arabic text by the author of the Akhbdr
al-Sin wa'l-Hind (ed. and transl. by J. Sauvaget, 18),
under the form sdkh, whereas al-Biruni, Nubadh fi
Akhbar al-Sin, ed. Krenkow, in MMIA, xiii (1955),
388, calls it more correctly dja’. It was introduced
into Europe towards the middle of the 16th century
by the Dutch East Indies company; but it is only
in the middle of 17th century that its use spread,
particularly in England.

In Morocco the first mention of tea dates back to
1700. It was a French merchant, with business
contacts in the Far East, who introduced it to the
sultan Mawliy Isma‘il. For a long time this com-
modity remained rare and expensive. At first the use
of tea was known only to the bourgeoisie, but it
afterwards spread to all classes of society. In Morocco
mint tea has become the national drink. Its proper-
ties, and the ceremonies of its preparation and
consumption have been the subject of several poems
in Arabic and Berber; at the court of the sultans of
Morocco a special corps of officials, called mwdlin
atdy, was formed to prepare it.

In Morocco, in Mauretania, and in the departments
of Oran and Algers, the name of tea is dfdy. Tunisia
and the department of Constantine use {dy. In Libya
shahi is found; this perhaps represents the Eastern
Arabic ghdy, contaminated, by popular etymology,
with the root sh-k-w.

The radical ¢dy certainly seems to come from the
English ‘tea’, but with the pronunciation (fer) which
this word had until about 1720, when it rhymed
in fact with ‘obey’ and ‘pay’ (cf. Yule, Hobson-
Jobson, 1903, 905). It is known that it was English
merchants who introduced the use of tea in Morocco,
and that for along time they kept a virtual monopoly
on its importation.

As for the prefix d-, which figures in western
Maghribi names, it must represent the Berber
definite article in the masculine singular. Indeed, in
Morocco and Tlemcen, its presence dispenses with
the use of the Arabic definite article. Therefore the
word dtdy was probably borrowed through Berber;
it is established that in the 17th century the prin-
cipal centres for importation were Agadir and then
Mogador, which are situated in Berber-speaking
country. [For Cay and Caykkina in Persia and
Central Asia, see SUPPLEMENT].

Bibliography: J. L. Miége, Origine et déve-
loppement de la consommation du thé au Maroc, in

Bulletin économique et social duw Maroc, xx (1957),
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CECENS, name given by the Russians to a
Muslim people living in the valleys of the southern
tributaries of the Sunja and Terek Rivers in the
Central Caucasus (native name = Nakhéio or
Veynakh).

The Celens belong to the linguistic family of the
Ibero-Caucasian peoples; their language forms with
Ingugsh, Batzbi and Kistin a special group rather
close to that of the Daghistani languages.

The Cetens are the descendants of autochthonous
Ibero-Caucasian tribes which were driven back and
kept in the high mountains, between the pass of
Daryal and the valley of Sharo-Argun, by the Alains.
Nearly all their history until the 18th century is
unknown; we know only that it is in the 16th
century that their tribes of shepherds began to
emigrate into the piedmont which today forms the
northern part of the Ceéens country (in Russian
“Ceénya’). At first subject to the Kabard princes
[¢.v.], they made themselves independent in the
18th century, a little before the arrival of the
Russians.

Sunni Islam of the Hanafi school penetrated into
their country only from the 17th century, both
through Daghistan and Crimea, but until the middle
of the 18th century it remained rather superficial;
it was firmly implanted only at the end of the century
thanks to the influence of the Nakshbandis. Among
their western neighbours, the Ingush {g.v.], it was
implanted still later, in the first half of the 1gth
century. At the beginning of the 2o0th century some
traces of animism still persisted (cult of the patron
spirit of the clan).

At the time when the first Russian detachments
appeared, the Cetens were divided into clans, of which
some were grouped together in tribes: Mi¢ik, I¢keri,
Aukh, Kist, Nazran, Karabulakh, Ghalghay (this
latter gave birth later to the Ingush nation). The
term ““Ceden”” was applied by the Russians to the
whole of these tribes in the middle of the 18th
century from the name of the ‘“Ceten” aul on the
river Argun where, in 1732, there occurred the first
combat between a Russian detachment and the
natives. The Russian advance toward the south
began in the middle of the 18th century and was
accelerated after the annexation of Eastern Georgia
in 1801; it was slow and methodical, marked by
the construction of fortresses, the establishment of
Cossack colonies and the destruction of the villages
of the natives, who were driven always back toward
the high mountains. The Cetens offered fierce
resistance to the Russian advance. A popular
movement, directed by the Shaykh Mansir Ushurma,
burst out in 1785 and was crushed only in 1791. In
the first half of the 19th century the Celen country
became the principal bastion of the imamate of
Shamil (cf. DAgHISTAN and SHaMmiL), and the
Russian domination was imposed only in 1859;
it was moreover marked by frequent revolts, of which
the most important, that of ‘Alibek Aldamov of
Simsiri in 1877, lasted a year and spread to all the
Ceten country. In 1865, an important group of
Ceéens, nearly 40,000, emigrated to Turkey. On the
eve of the revolution of 1917, the Celen country was

pacified and partially colonized by Russian colonists
(especially Cossacks) in the plains of the north.
Moreover, the discovery of the petroliferous strata
at Groznly attracted a growing number of Russian
workers (10,000 in 1905, more than 20,000 in 1917).

Until the Revolution, Celen society preserved a
very archaic proto-feudal social structure, less
developed than that of their Dighistin and Kabard
neighbours. The great patriarchal family of 40 to
50 people maintained its position almost everywhere
as also the rigorously exogamous clans, faipa,
gathering together the descendants of a common
ancestor. Finally, Cefen society did not recognize
any division into social classes, all the Celens con-
sidering themselves as uzdens, ‘“‘nobles”.

Soviet Ceénya. — After the October Revo-
lution, the Ceden country was the last bastion of
native resistance against the Soviet regime (Imamate
of Uzin Hadjdji, cf. DAgHisTAN); on 20 January
1921, it was included in the Mountain Republic
(Gorskaya Respublika), and on 30 November 1922
upper Ceénya was set up as the Ceéen Autonomous
Region. On 7 July 1924 the Ingush country situated
to the west of Ce¢nya was, in its turn, transformed
into the Ingush Autonomous Region (cf. INGugH).
On 4 November 1929 the lower country with Grozniy
was included in the Ceden Autonomous Region. In
January 1934, the two autonomous regions were
joined into one, the Ceden-Ingush Autonomous
Region, which was transformed on 5 December 1936
into the Ceéen-Ingush Autonomous Soviet Socialist
Republic. On 25 June 1946 a decree of the Supreme
Soviet of the U.S.S.R. abolished the Republic, and
Ceten and Ingush people were deported to Central
Asia (the same decree affected other Caucasian
peoples: Balkars, Karaéays [gg.v.)). On ¢ January
1957 a new Supreme Soviet decree rehabilitated the
deportees and re-established the Celen-Ingush
Autonomous Soviet Socialist Republic, authorizing
the survivors to return to their country between
1957 and 1960.

At present, the Celen-Ingush A.S.S.R. (area
19,300 sq. km.) has a total population of 700,000
inhabitants (1958), the Ce&ens representing as yet
only a minority.

The census of 1939 counted 407,724 Cedens, of
whom roughly 30,000 were in the A.S.S.R. of
Daghistin and the rest were in their own Republic;
the Ingush numbered 92,074 in the western part of
the Republic (the high valleys of Asa, Sunja, and
Kambileyka). The capital Grozniy, a big industrial
centre (226,000 inhabitants in 1926), is an almost
entirely Russian city.

The Celen-Ingush now form a ‘‘nation”, divided
into two ‘‘nationalities” very closely related to one
another. In fact, nothing distinguishes these two
peoples except the fact that the Ingush have taken
only a negligible part in the Shamil movement. They
speak very similar languages, Ingush being simply a
dialect of Ceten. The Ce&en language properly
speaking is divided into two dialects—Upper Cegen
(or Caberloy), spoken in the nountains, and the
Lower Ceéen of the plains; this latter, the basis of
the written language, is endowed with a Latin
alphabet (after a fruitless attempt to transcribe
Celen into Arabic characters). For its part, Ingush
was established as a written language in 1923 (based
on the Lower Ingush dialect of the plains) and also
transcribed into Latin characters. In 1934, after the
fusion of the two Autonomous Regions, Ceden and
and Ingush, the two written languages were unified
into a single language—‘“Ceden-Ingush”, written
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from 1938 in a Cyrillic alphabet. At present, they
are once more officially separated. The new Ceden-
Ingush literature has developed only during the
Soviet period.

Bibliography: N. E. Yakovlev, Voprosi
izuleniya Celenyt zev i ingushey, Groznly 1927;
A. R. Berge, Cetnva ¢ felentzt, Tiflis 1859; and
Shamil i Cetnya, in Voennly Sbornik, St. Peters-
burg 1859, ix; D. D. Mal’sagov, Ceéeno-Ingush-
skaya dialektologiya + puti razvitiya Celeno-
Ingushskogo litcraturnogo (pis’mennogo) yazika,
Groznly 1941; and Kul'turnaya rabota v Celne i
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kavkaz 1928; A. Dirr, Einfiihrung tn das Studium
der Kaukasischen Sprachen, Leipzig 1928.

(A. BENNIGSEN)

CELEBES, one of the four larger islands in
Indonesia. With the exception of the north-eastern
peninsula, which was one of the areas of early
Christianization, and the south-western peninsula,
where Islam also started its penetration in the 16th
century, the island remained inaccessible to the
influence of foreign religions until the second half
of the 19th century. A new Christian community
then came into €xistence in Central Celebes, inhabited
by the Jo-Radja. It is said that this community
suffered a great deal from the military activity of
the Dar al-Islam movement after Indonesia became
a republic in 1949; reliable information is lacking,
however. The Muslim community of the south-
western peninsula is not very different from those
elsewhere in Indonesia; some details on its history
are given under Makasar. For a general discussion
of Indonesian Islam cf. pjAwa. (C. C. BERrG)

CELEBI (Turkish), “writer, poet, reader, sage,
of keen common sense’’ (thus Mohammad Kho’ in
Khuldsa-i °Abbdasi, in P. Melioranskiy, Zapiski
Vostotnago Otdéleniya, xv, 1904, 042; similarly
Ahmed Wefik Pagha in Lehdje-i ‘Uthmani, i, 1876,
482). It is a term applied to men of the upper classes
in Turkey between the end of the 13th and the
beginning of the 18th century, as a title primarily
given to poets and men of letters, but also to princes
(thus all the sons of Bayazid I (d. 805/1403) were
given it). An Adharbaydjani poet of the gth/isth
century, Kasim-i Anwar (died 835/1431-2) uses
Celebi also in the sense of the mystical term ‘Beloved’,
i.e., God (C. Salemann in Zapiski Vost. Otd. xvii,
1907, XX X1IV). Heads of an order were also called
Celebi; it was applied to the head of the Maw-
lawi [¢.v.] order from the time of Djalal al-Din
Rimi’s successor, Celebi Husim al-Din (died 1284/
683 [g.v.]) right into the 20th century. According
to its usage, the word would thus correspond
roughly to the Persian Mirza [¢.v.] from amir-zdda.
In its secular meaning the word has been replaced by
Efendi [¢.v.] in the Ottoman empire since ca. 1700.
Occasionally, Celebi also appears as a proper name.
In Syrian and Egyptian Arabic, shalabi/djalabi today
has the meaning of ‘barbarian’.

There has been no satisfactory explanation of the
origin of the word. The following have been sug-
gested: 1) as late as the 7th/13th (!) century, borrowed
by the Nestorian Mission from the Syrian sélibka
‘cross’, which was subsequently taken to mean
a worshipper of the crucifix (Ahmed Wefik Pagha,
Lehdje, loc. cit.); the same, though taken over con-
siderably earlier: Viktor, Baron Rosen in Zapiski
Vost. Otd. v, 305 ff.; xi, 310 ff.; with additional
source references also found in P. Melioranskiy,
Zapiski Vost, Otd. xv, 1904, 036 ff.; cf. also Menges,
as in the bibliography; the same, but taken over

in Anatolia, perhaps through Kurdish intermedia-
tion (cf. below, no. 4): Nikolay N. Martinovitch,
JOAS 54 (1934), 194-9 (although the Nestorians never
played a role in Anatolia); 2) from the Arabic dialab,
pl. diulban, “imported slave”’, a separate body in the
Mamlik period in Egypt, which was specially
trained in administrative work, Woldemar, Frh.
von Tiessenhausen in the Zapiski, xi, 1898, 307 ff.;
3) from the Greek xadiiemv,c “beautifully speaking,
singing, writing”’, hence, as early as Byzantine
times, ‘‘of high rank”: thus Celebi would appear to
have developed in Anatolia: V. Smirnov in Zapisks
xviii, 1908, 1 ff. (according to a private communica-
tion from F. Dolger, 3/I/1959, the meaning “of
distinguished rank’ is, however, not verifiable in
Greek): 4) taken from the Kurdish theled “God”,
thelebi ‘‘noble lord, wandering minstrel” which,
in turn, had come into that language ‘from a
non-Indo-Europian language’’: this is the explanation
given by Nik. Jak. Marr in Zapiski xx, 1910, 99/I51I,
and it is based on his Japhetic theory; 5) from the
Anatolian Turkish alab/édldd “God” (there are
examples in the 13th-15th centuries in Mansuroglu,
and in later centuries current particularly among
the Yiiritks [¢.v.], a word which, according to
Muhammad Kho’, Khuldsa-i “Abbdsi [excerpt from
Mirza Mahdi Khan, Senglikh] comes from the Greek.
K. Foy, in MSOS, Westasiat. Studien, ii, 124;
P. Melioranskiy in the Zapiski, xv, 1904, 042; W.
Barthold also favours this view (in which case the
development would be opposite to that of the Iranian
word khvadhai “lord” > khuda ‘‘god’”); 6) Man-
suroglu (see bibliography) is undecided, but he does
not believe in the foreign origin of the word. —
Several of these attempts at a derivation (1, 2, and 4
in particular), seem impossible and far fetched.
Though the word is apparently of Anatolian origin,
there is no evidence of its Greek descent [as—on the
contrary—Efendi]. It seems doubtful whether Ibn
Battita (ed. Defrémery and Sanguinetti, ii, 270),
means ‘‘Greek” in his mention of the meaning of
the word Celebi “in the language of Rim” (thus W.
Barthold), or whether this is merely a reference to
its use in Anatolia. To the Greeks (such as G.
Phrantzes, Chron. 70), the word Celebi appears
Turkish.

Bibliography: The most recent survey of
the etymology is by M. Mansiroglu, in the
Ural-Altaische  Jahrbiicher, xxvii, 1955, 97/99;
E. Rossi in Tirk Dili Arastrmalart Yillsgs:
Belleten 1954, 11/14; K. H. Menges in Supplement
to Word VII, Dec. 1951, 67/70. Concerning the
Greek sources of the word, G. Moravcsik, Byzan-
tino-Turcica®, Berlin 1958, ii, 311.

(W. BARTHOLD-[B. SPULER])

CELEBI EFENDI [see DIALAL AL-DIN, MAWLANA]

CELEBI-ZADE (or K¢tk ¢ELEBI-ZADE) Isma‘il
¢Asim Efendi, 18th century Ottoman historian, poet
and skaykh al-islim. His familiar name (lakab) derives
from his father Kii¢iik Celebi Mehnied Efendi
(Stdiill-¢ ‘Othmani, iv, 205) who was “foreign secre-
tary” (re’s 4il-kiittab) for about ten months in 1108~
09/1699 (Rashid, Ta’vikh, ed. 1282, ii, 387, 421). He
was born in Istanbul, and, from the statement of
Miistakim-zade Siileyman Efendi (Tukfe-s Khattdtin,
Istanbul 1928, 650) that he was 77 years of age at
the time of his death, his birth should be fixed about
1096/1685 about 1096/1685. His contemporary,
Salim Efendi (Tedhkire-i Shutard, Istanbul, 1315,
452) says that he was given the grade of miilazim
by Faydullah Efendi in 1108/1696-97, but, as M.
C. Baysun suggests (14, fasc. xxv, 371b), this was
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probably an honorary degree conferred on the boy
of twelve out of respect for his father’s position
—an action quite in character for this notoriously
simonistic shaykk al-islam. (cf. Na‘ima, Ta’rikh,
ed. 1280, vi, Supp., 6-7. It is probable that the
mustakillan of Sélim’s text should be corrected to
mustakbilan, “in anticipation). His teaching career,
all of which was passed in Istanbul, began in
1120{1708 at the madrasa of Ken®n Pagha, from
where he advanced to the Dizdariyye (1125/1713),
the Ahmed Pasha in Demir Kapl (1130/1718), the
Arifiyye (1131/1719) and finally (1135/1723) the
madrasa founded by his father-in-law, the kddi
asker ‘Omer Efendi, in Molla Girani (Silim, op. cit.
and Isma‘l “Aslm, Ta’rikh, ed. 1282, 110). On
28 Ramadian 1135/5 April 1723, he was appointed
official historiographer (wakd’ -niiwis) in succession
to Rashid Efendi, which post he filled until about
1143/1730 when his patron, the Grand Vizier
Ibrahim Pasha, was sacrificed to the rebels and his
favourites driven from office (cf. Aumap III). In
1145-46/1732-33, he was kdd? of Yeiii Shehr (Larissa
in Thessaly); in 1152-53/1738-39, of Bursa; in
1157-58/1744-45, of Medine; and in 1161-62/1748-49,
of Istanbul. His next appointment did not come
until 1170/1757, when he was made kddi asker of
Anatolia for one year; and on the 5 Dhu ’l-Ka‘da
117230 June 1759, he attained the ultimate dignity
of shaykh al-islam, in which office he died after
eight months (28 Djumada I1 1173/16 Feb. 1760).
He was buried next to his father-in-law, ‘Omer
Efendi, in the courtyard of Molla Girani (Hafiz
Huseyn Efendi Ayvansariyi, Hadikat al-Diewamit,
Istanbul 1291, i, 208).

His history (twice printed as a supplement to that
of Rashid: Istanbul 1153 and 1282) covers the
period 1135-41/1722-29, and although, even by the
standards of the official histories, notably super-
ficial and frequently little more than a court chronicle,
it has some of the virtue of its defects in being a
wholly characteristic expression of the frivolity and
complacency of the so-called Tulip Period of Ottoman
history. In his verse he uses the poetic signature
(makhlas) ‘Asim; and while his stature as a poet is
overshadowed by such great contemporaries as
Nedim, Seyyid Wehbi and Neyll, nevertheless, his
diwan  (lithographed, Istanbul 1268), with its
graceful language and delicate sententiousness, has
always been regarded as one of the masterpieces of
this period in which Ottoman diwdn poetry finally
develops its own recognizably authentic voice. His
abilities and range as a prose writer can be better
appreciated from his collected letters (Miinshe’at:
Istanbul 1268) than from his history, where he
deliberately models his style on that of Raghid
Efendi. His only other surviving work is a trans-
lation from the Persian commissioned by Dimad
Ibrahim Pasha of the Sefdret-name-i Cin of Ghiyath
al-Din al-Nakkish (Browne, iii, 397; M. F. Kopriili,
MTM, ii (1331), 351-68) under the title ‘Adjd%b al-
Lata%f (ed. “All Emiri, Istanbul 1331). A Mawlid
risdlest attributed to him by Miistakim-zade (op.
cit. 651) is otherwise unknown.

Bibliography: The only reliable biographical
information is in the notice by M. C. Baysun
already referred to (but on 3724, 1. 3, for cemdziyel-
evvel read, after Silim, Djumada II). Babinger,
293, is a not entirely exact translation of the
Sidjill-i “Othmani, i, 366, which itself contains
errors. Both Dijemal al-Din, Ayine-i Zurafd’,
Istanbul 1314, 45 and Rif‘at Efendi, Dawhat
al-Mesha®kh, Istanbul n.d.,, 101 derive from

Wasif, Ta’rikk, Istanbul 1219, i, 179. In addition
to Salim, op. cit., Safa’ (Tedhkire, Millet, °All
Emirl, 771), 279 and Ramiz (4ddb-1 Zurata®,
Millet, ‘Ali Emiri, 762), 173 are contemporary
opinions of his poetry. Apart from the short

article of “Ali Djinib, Haydt, i, no. 20 (1927),

3-5, no study has been made of his diwdn, which,

moreover, requires re-editing from the Bayezid MS.,

no. 5644, with marginal corrections in his own

hand. Sadeddin Niizhet Ergun, Tiirk Sairleri, i,

108-111, contains extracts from some of the

sources mentioned above; references to Fatin, von

Hammer, Gibb, etc. may be found in Babinger.

(J. R. WaLsh)

CELEBI ZADE EFENDI [see sa‘iD EFENDI)

CENDERELI [see DJANDARLI]

CEPNI, an Oghuz tribe, which holds an
important place in the political and religious history
of Turkey, and in the history of its occupation by
the Turks. The most intimate miirids of Hadjdji
Bektagsh belonged to this tribe, an important branch
of which must therefore have been living in the
Kirshehir region in the 13th century. In the second
half of this century there was another important
group of the Cepni in the Samsun region, who in
676/1277 successfully defended Samsun against the
forces of the Emperor of Trebizond, and in the 14th
century played the chief part in the conquest of the
Dijanik (Ordu-Giresun) district; the Hadjdji Emirli
principality which controlled the Ordu-Giresun
region in the 14th century was probably founded by
this tribe. At the beginning of the 16th century the
region round Trabzon, especially to the west and
south-west, was in their hands and was hence called
wildyet-i Cepni after them. From the 16th century
onwards they began to penetrate the region east of
Trabzon too, where even in the 18th century the
Cepni were waging fierce struggles with the local
people. Thus the Cepni played a very important
réle in the conquest and turcicization of the Samsun-
Rize area.

Important groups connected with this tribe are
found in other parts of Turkey too in the 15th and
16th centuries. The largest lived in the Sivas region
and practised agriculture. There was another im-
portant group among the Tirkmens of Aleppo, one
branch of which began to settle in the ‘Ayntab area
in the 16th century; another, generally called the
Bashim Kizdilu, migrated to western Anatoiia and
settled in the districts of Izmir, Aydin, Manisa
and Balikesir.

There was another important branch of the
Cepni in the Ak-koyunlu confederation; they were
led, in the time of Uzun Hasan and his first succes-
sors, by Il-aldi Beg; and were later in the service of
the Safawids. In the 16th century there were Cepni
aleo in the Erzurum district, and some clans around
Konya and Adana too.

In the 15th and 16th centuries there were many
villages named, after the tribe, Cepni; in some cases
the name survives to the present day. Bektashi and
Kizilbagh doctrines were from of old widespread
among the Cepni.

Bibliography: Faruk Siimer, Osmanl dev-
rinde Anadolu’da yasayan bam Ugoklu Ofuz
boylarina mensup tesekkiiller, in Iktisat Fakiiltesi
Mecmuasy, X, 441-453, Istanbul 1952.

(FARUK SUMER)

CERAMICS {see FAKHKHAR]

CEREMISS (native name Mari), people of the
eastern Finnish group, living principally in the basin
of the Middle Volga to the north-east of Kazan in
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the Autonomous Soviet Socialist Republic of the
Maris as well as in the neighbouring territories:
A.S.S.R. of Tatirstin and of Baghkiria, regions
(oblast’) of Gorki, of Kirov and of Sverdlovsk of the
R.S.F.S.R. The total number of Ceremiss reached
481,300 in 1939; they are divided into three distinct
groups by their dialects and their material culture.
The Ceremiss of the plains (lugovie) live on the left
bank of the Volga, those of the highlands (gornie)
on the right bank, and the eastern Ceremiss emi-
grated in the 18th century into the valley of the
river Belaya in Baghkir country.

The Ceremiss descend from the Finnish-Ugrian
tribes of the Volga, subjugated in the 8th century
by the Khazars, then, between the gth and the 13th
century, by the Bulghars. It is through the medium
of these latter that the Arabs became acquainted
with the Ceremiss (under the name of Sarmis). After
the destruction of the Kingdom of Greater Bulgaria,
the Ceremiss fell under the domination of the
Golden Horde, then of the Khinate of Kazan. The
ancestors of the present Ceremiss were never con-
verted to Islam, but they submitted, nevertheless,
as early as the high Middle Ages, to the indirect
influence which we recognise in our own day in
certain ritual terms: payrdm (the feast of spring),
karam (sacred grove), keremet designating the spirit
of the forests (from kardma = miracle).

Conquered by Russia in the 16th century, the
Ceremiss were from that period very strongly marked
by Russian culture and, in the 1gth century, the
majority were officially converted to orthodox
Christianity. At the end of the 19th century, only
the Ceremiss of the eastern group remained Animists
(the Ci-maris).

From the outset of 1905 to the October Revo-
lution and even beyond, one notes among the
Ceremiss living in contact with the Tatars and the
Muslim Baghkirs numerous conversions to Islam. It
is unfortunately impossible to judge the new in-
fluence of Islam on the Ceremiss because the converts
generally adopt the language and customs of the
Tatars and “‘Tatarize”” themselves.

Bibliography: 1. N. Smirnov, Ceremisi,

Istorileskiy-Etnografiteskiy oferk, Kazan 1889; and

Oclerki drevney istoriy narodov Srednego Povolz’ya

1 Prikam’ ya, in Materiali i Issledovaniya po Arkhe-

ologiy SSSR, no. 28, Moscow 1952; Ya. Yalkaev,

Materiall dlya bibliografiteskogo ukazatelya po

marivedeniyu, 1762-1931, Joshkar-Ola 1934.

(CH. QUELQUEJAY)

CERIGO [see CoKA ADASI]

CERKES, The name of Cerkes (in Turkish éerkas,
perhaps from the earlier ‘‘kerkéte”’, indigenous name:
Adighe) is a general designation applied to a group of
peoples who form, with the Abkhaz [g.v.], the Abaza
(cf. BEskESEK ABAzA) and the Ubakh, the north-
west or Abasgo-Adighe branch of the Ibero-Caucasian
peoples.

The ancestors of the Cerkes peoples were known
among the ancients under the names of Xtvdol,
Kepyetal, Zuyyot, Zuyof, etc., and lived on the
shores of the Sea of Azov and the Black Sea and in
the plains of the Kuban to the south and the north
of this river, extending perhaps to the Don.

In the roth century, the Russians settled in the
peninsula of Taman (the principality of Tmutarakan)
and entered into contact with the Cerkes, whom
their chronicles designate under the name of Kasog
(Georgian name = Kaghak, Kasagi in Osstte). From
the 13th to the 15th century, the north-west Cau-
casus was subjected to the Golden Horde and it is

after the collapse of the latter that the eastern
Cerkes tribes (the present Kabard) began to play a
role in the history of the Caucasus.

The Kabard princes maintained in the 16th
century friendly relations with the rulers of Moscow
(the second wife of Ivan IV was a Cerkes princess).
In the 17th century the Kabard tribes led the
coalition of Caucasian peoples which halted and
repulsed the advance of the Kalmiks and from that
era, the Cerkes held supremacy which they lost
only after the Russian conquest.

Distribution of the Cerkes Tribes. — Before
the Russian conquest in the middle of the rgth
century, the Cerkes peoples, numbering more than
a million, inhabited the north-west Caucasus (country
of the Kuban) and a part of the eastern coast of the
Black Sea and the peninsula of Taman up to the
neighbourhood of the Abkhazi.

The principal tribes were:

— The Natukhay (Natkuadj) in the peninsula of
Taman and near the estuary of the Kuban.

— The Shapsug, divided into the ‘“‘Great Shapsug”,
on the left bank of the lower Kuban and along the
river Afips, and the ‘Little Shapsug” on the shores
of the Black Sea. These two tribes spoke the same
dialect; more to the East, in the basins of the
tributaries of the Kuban Belaya, Pshish and Psekups
lived the largest of the Adighe tribes: the Abadzekh.
Before 1864, these three tribes formed g/10 of the
total of the entire population of Western Adighe
tribes. Among the other Western tribes, the most
important were the Mokhogh on the river Farsu, the
Temirgoy (Kemgui, Cengui) between the Laba and
the Kuban; the Bjedukh at the confluence of the
rivers Pshish and Psekush with the Kuban; the
Khatiikay between the lower Belaya and the
Pshish, and finally the most eastern of thie western
tribes: the Besleney to the south-east of the Mokhogh.

The eastern tribes or Kabards (Kaberdey) [cf.
KaBARDA] lived from the 18th century in the
basin of the upper Terek and some of its tributaries.
They were divided into two groups: the tribes of
the Great Kabarda, between the rivers Malka and
Terek (to the west of the Terek) and those of the
Little Kabarda (between the Sunja and the Terek,
to the east of the latter river.

To these tribes must be added two others who
were of non-Adighe origin but who were in point
of fact assimilated by the Cerkes and whose history
is indissolubly bound to that of the latter: the
Ubskh [¢.v.] and the Abaza (cf. BESEKESEK-
ABaza).

After the conquest of the country by the Russians,
the greater part of the western Cerkes emigrated in
1864-65 to Turkey and there remained in Russia
only a small fraction of them. The last Soviet census
(1939) counted only 164,000 Kabards and 88,000
western Adighe thus distributed:

1.— Kabard: The 152,000 in the Kabard-Balkar
A.S.S.R. and 7,000 to 8,000 in the two Autononious
Regions of Adighe and Karaday-Cerkes (auls
Katzkhabl’, Blefeps and Khodz’). In addition, the
census of 1939 counted as Kabards the 2000 Kabard-
speaking Armenians of Armavir (territory of Kras-
nodar) of the Armenian-Gregorian religion, the 2100
“Cerkes of Mozdok” of the A.S.S.R. of North Ossetia
who are Kabards converted to orthodox Christianity,
and finally a little group (500 to 6oo) of Kabard-
speaking Jews of the district of Mozdok.

2.— The Besleney: about 30,000, of whom
20,000 are in the Autonomous Region of Karacay-
Cerkes (this group adopted the literary language of
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the Kabards and is assimilated by the Kabard
nation), and 10,000, in the Autonomous Region of
Adighe and near Armavir, who adopted the literary
language of the Adighe.

3.— The Lower Adlghe: in number about
55,000, principally in the Autonomous Region of
Adighe. After the migration of 1864-65, the tribal
differences shaded off rapidly, and the scattered
elements of the tribes remaining in Russia con-
solidated in an ‘““Adlghe Nation” commune; only the
following tribes still conserve some peculiarities of
dialect and custom: the Abadzekh, about 5,000
around the axl Khakurinov (their dialect is on its
way to disappearance); the Bjedukh, about 12,000
who populate 38 auls to the south of the Kuban
and an a#! near Armavir; finally, the Shapsug to
the number of 10,000 on the shores of the Black
Sea (14 auls to the north and south of Tuapse) with
a little islet in the peninsula of Taman.

Language: With Abkhaz, Ubakh and, according
to some, Abaza (which others consider a simple
Adighe dialect), the Cerkes languages form the
north-west branch of the Ibero-Caucasian languages.
The Cerkes group is divided into several dialects of
which two are now literary languages:

1. — Eastern Adighe (‘‘high Adighe”) or Kabard,
including diverse speech characteristics a little
different from one another. The speech of the Great
Kabarda serves as the basis of the Kabard literary
language used in the Kabardo-Balkar A.S.S.R. and
in the Autonomous Republic of the Karatay-
Cerkes, transcribed in the Latin alphabet since 1925
(after a trial of the Arabic alphabet in 1924). In 1938,
the Latin alphabet was replaced by the Cyrillic.

2, — Lower Adlghe (or K’akh), including dialects
closely related to one another: Bjedukh, Shapsug,
K’emirgoy (or Temirgly), as well as the rest of the
Abadzekh and Khakuci dialects. The Bjedukh and
K’emirgoy dialects serve as the basis of the Adighe
written language used in the Autonomous Republic
of the Adighe. The first attempts to give the Adlghe
a written language trace back to 1855 (handbook
of the Adlghe language of ‘Umar Besney). In 1865,
Atakujin and in 1890 Loparinski aimed toward an
Adighe Cyrillic alphabet.

Between 1917 and 1920 there were again attempts
to give Adighe a script: Domatov worked out an
Arabic alphabet and Saltokov modified Lopatinski’s
Cyrillic alphabet. Finally, in 1925, Adlghe received
a Latin alphabet, replaced in 1935 by Cyrillic. From
1925, the linguistic unity of the Cerkes people was
broken and the two written languages, Adighe and
Kabard, thereafter developed alone different lines,
in spite of the vain attempt to reunite them in 1930,
at the time of the conference of the Committee on
the new Latin alphabet at Moscow.

Halfway between Kabard and Lower Adighe is
found the Besleney dialect, which belongs to Lower
Adlighe but is full of Kabard elements.

The written Kabard and Adighe literatures appear-
ed after the establishment of the Soviet regime. The
Cerkes had until then only an oral literature,
principally of folk-lore, which included two types in
particular: the legends of Nartes (mythological-
heroic legends) which the Cerkes share in common
with some other Caucasian people such as the
Ossetes, and the heroic-historical songs which
Shora-Bekmurzin Nogmov gathered and published
(see bibliography).

Religion. — The Cerkes are Sunni Muslims of the
Hanafi school. Islam was brought in the 16th century
by the Nogais [¢.v.] and the Tatars of the Crimea,

first to the Kabards, then, in the 17th century, to
the western Adighe. Penetration was slow and at
first reached only the feudal nobility. It is only at
the beginning of the 18th century, thanks to the
zeal of the Khians of the Crimea and the Turkish
pashas of Anapa, that Islam was imposed on all
of the people, replacing Christianity (introduced
as early as the 6th century by Byzantium and,
between the 1oth and the 12th centuries, by
Georgia) and the ancient pagan religion of which
one still finds traces among the western Adighes.

Before their conversion to Islam, the Cerkes
worshipped agrarian divinities: Shible, god of storm
and thunder, Sozeresh, protector of the sowings,
Yemish, protector of the flocks, Khategnash, god
of the gardens, etc. The cult of the god of thunder
was linked to the worship of trees and sacred groves
where, even recently, were offered sacrifices and
prayers. A particular cult was dedicated to Tlepsh,
god of the blacksmiths and doctors. The Cerkes had
neither temples nor clergy; sacrifices were entrusted
to the care of an old man elected for life.

Justice was rendered according to the Adighe-
Khabza ‘ddat, a veritable unwritten code of law which
governed all Cerkes life and which was adopted by
neighbouring peoples more or less subject to the
influence of Kabard and Adighe princes: Ossetes
{g.v.], Karatays [¢.v.], Balkars [¢.v.] and Nogays {q.v.].

Social Structure and Customs. — Until the
second half of the 1g9th century, the Cerkes people
maintained a very archaic social structure different
according to the tribes. The Kabards had a highly
developed feudal system; their society, comprising
up to thirteen classes, formed several groups clearly
differentiated and not easily penetrated: 1. — at the
summit of the social hierarchy, the princes (psh2)
among whom the wdli was the chief of the Kabard
peopte; 2. — under them, the nobles (uork, uorkkh,
or uzden) subdivided into four classes according to
the rights and obligations which bound them to the
princes; 3. — the free peasants (¢fokhotl) who, in
certain circumstances, were kept to attend the pshs
and the uork; 4. — the serfs (og or pshatls) and finally,
at the bottom of the ladder, the slaves (unaut).

The same feudal system, less rigorous however,
existed also among the Adfghes and the lower eastern
Cerkes tribes (Besleney, Bjedukh, Khatukay). On
the other hand, the western Adlghe tribes (Natukhay,
Shapsug, Abadzekh) did not have princes. Among
them the work class was weak, while that of the
tfokhotl was the most numerous and the strongest.
They are sometimes called the “democratic Adlghe
tribes”, as opposed to the Kabard ‘‘aristocratic
tribes’’.

The reasons for this difference are not known.
Some think that the western tribes passed the feudal
stage in the 18th century after the long struggle
which set the Abadzekh, Shapsug and Natukhay
tfokhotl against the princes of Bjedukh (battle of Bziiik
in 1796), thanks also to the action of Hasan Pagha,
ser‘asker of Anapa, who abolished in 1826 the privi-
leges which the nobles of these three tribes enjoyed.

For others, on the contrary, the social evolution
toward feudalism had been retarded by several
factors, notably the economic influence of the Greek
colonies, then the Italian and Turkish. This last
opinion seems nearer the truth, because at the
beginning of the 20th century one finds among the
western tribes strong survivals of the patriarchal
clan system which had disappeared among the
eastern Adlghe. The clan (tleukk) was divided into
several groups of great patriarchal families (aéikh)
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which formed in their turn rural communities
(psukhko), autonomously united and independently
administered by the councils of the elders.

All the Cerkes tribes maintained some customs
characteristic of the patriarchal and feudal stages:
1. — blood vengeance in cases of murder, which was
a right and an absolute duty for the whole of the
clan; 2.-— atalikat, which consisted of having
children raised from birth in the families of strangers,
often vassals (boys till 17-18 years). Atalikat created
a sort of foster brotherhood which served to tighten
the feudal bonds and unite the Cerkes tribes;
3. — diverse traditions concerning hospitality, con-
sidered sacred. The guest became, by right of
protection, a veritable member of the clan of his
host, who put his life and his property at the service
of his guest. Hospitality was extended even to the
exile (abrek or khadjret). If this latter succeeded in
touching with his lips the bosom of the mistress of
a strange house, he became a member of the family,
and the master of the house had to provide for his
safety. Among other customs of the clan stage
figured the swearing of brotherhood (kunak) by
which a man became a member of another clan;
4. — customs concerning marriage. Exogamy inside
the clan or the great patriarchal family was strictly
observed especially by the Kabards. The kalym
(purchase of the fiancée) was universally practised,
and could only be avoided by resorting to abduction,
a frequent occurrence, in case of refusal by the
parents. The pretence of forcible abduction remains
an essential rite in the marriage ceremony.

The Cerkesinthe Soviet Union.—It wasonly
at the end of the civil war that the Soviet regime was
established in the regions inhabited by the Cerkes—in
the spring of 1920, first in the country of the Adighe,
then in that of the Kabard. Administratively, the
Cerkes were divided into three territorial unities:

— The Autonomous Region of the Adighe
in the basin of the Kuban and its tributaries be-
longing to the territory (kray) of Krasnodar, formed
27 July 1922 under the name of the Autonomous
Region of Adighe-Cerkes, then, on 13 August 1928,
under that of the A.R. of Adighe. This territory has
an area of 4400 sq. km. and a population of 270,000
people (in 1956), of whom the Adighe represent only
a minority. The capital Maikop is a Russian city.

~— The Autonomous Region of the Kara-
¢ay-Cerkes in the high valleys of the Great and
Little Zelenduk belonging to the territory (kray) of
Stavropol’, which the Cerkes share with a Turkish
people (the Karaday [q.v.]). This territory, formed
12 January 1922, was divided, 26 April 1926, into
two administrative unities: the Autonomous Region
of the Karalay and the national civil district of the
Cerkes, elevaled 30 March 1928 to the status of
Autonomous Region. In 1944 the Karalay were
deported and their Autonomous Region abolished,
but after their rehabilitation, the Autonomous
Region of the Karaday-Cerkes was re-established
9 January 1957. Its area is 14,200 sq. km., and the
population, in 1956, was 214,000 people, in majority
Russian and Ukrainian.

—The Kabard-BalkarAutonomousSoviet
Socialist Republic, in the mountainous part of
the Central Caucasus. It was formed 1 September
1921 as the Autonomous Region of the Kabard to
which was added 16 January 1922 the national civil
district of the Balkar, thus constituting the Kabard-
Balkar Autonomous Region, which became on 35
December 1936 an Autonomous Republic. In 1944,
following the deportation of the Balkar, the Republic,

with the loss of a part of Balkar territory, was renamed
the Kabard A.S.S.R. Finally, on 9 February 1957, the
Balkar having been rehabilitated and authorized to
return to their territory, the Republic became once
more the Kabard-Balkar A.S.S.R. Its territory
comprises 12,400 sq. km., and its population, in
1956, was 359,000 inhabitants. In 1939, the Kabard,
Balkar and other Muslims represented 60% of the
population, living mainly in the mountainous areas;
Russians and Ukrainians (40% of the population)
constitute the majority of the population of the
capital Nal%ik (72,000 inhabitants in 1956) and
predominate in the plain of Terek.

Bibliography: A very complete bibliography
appears in the article by Ramazan Traho, Litera-
ture on Circassia and the Circassians, in Caucasian
Review, no. 1, 1955, Munnich, 145-162. It included
more than 250 titles of works and articles in
Russian, in western languages (French, English,
German, Turkish, Hungarian, and Polish) and
in Cerkes languages dealing directly or indirectly
with the Cerkes people. It is sufficient therefore
to note here a few recent works:

In French: A. Namitok, Origines des Circas-
siens, Paris 1939; G. Dumezil, Introduction 4 la
grammaire comparée des langues caucasiennes du
Nord, Paris 1933; and Etudes comparatives sur les
langues caucasiennes du Nord-Ouest, Paris 1932.

In German: A, Dirr, Einfihrung in das
Stadium der Kaukasischen Sprachen, Leipzig 1928 ;
F. Hanlar, Urgeschichte Kaukasiens, Vienna-
Leipzig 1937.

In English: J. B. Baddeley, The Russian
Conguest of the Caucasus, London 1908; W. S. Allen,
Structure and system in the Abaza Verbal complex in
Transactions of the Philological Soctety, 1956, 127-
76, with extensive linguistic bibliography.

In Russian: Adigeiskaya Avtonomnaya Oblast’,
Maikop 1947; Kabardinskaya ASSR, Nal’¢ik 1946
Sh. B. Nogmov, Istoriya Adigeyskogo Naroda sosta-
xlennaya po predaniyam Kabardintzev, Nal’Cik
1947; K. Stal, Etnografiteskiy olerk Cerkesskogo
naroda, in Kavkazskiy Sbornik, xxi, Tiflis 1900;
S. A, Toharev, Emogmﬁya narodov SSSR, Moscow
1958, 246-258; D. A. Ashkhamaf, Grammatika Adi-
getskogo yaztka, Krasnodar 1934; T. M. Borukaev,
-Grammatika Kabardino-Cerkesskogo Yaztka, Nal>tik
1932; idem, Yaztki severnogo Kavkaza ¢ Dagestana,
i, Moscow-Leningrad 1935; N. F. Yakovlev and
D. A Aghkhamaf, Grammatika Adigeyskogo
literaturnogo yaztka, Moscow-Leningrad 1941.

(CH. QUELQUEJAY)

ii,. Mamlik period. The Circassians are
designated in Mamlik sources as Djarkas or
Diardkisa (sing. Dijarkast). There are also alter-
native spellings: Carkas or Cardkisa (sing. Carkasi);
Sharkas or Shardkisa (sing. Sharkasi) and less fre-
quently Dijihdraks. Circassia is variously known as
bilad al-Diarkas, or simply Djarkas and occasionally
as Dijabal al-Dijarkas. According to al-Kalkaghandi
the Circassians live in poverty and most of them
are Christians (Subk al-A%shd, v, 462, 1. 5).

The Circassians, who, since the closing decades of
the 8th/r4th century and up to the end of the
Mamlik sultanate (922/1517), constituted the
predominant element of Mamlik military society,
were quite important in that sultanate from its very
inception in the middle of the 7th/rzth century.
They occupied a most prominent place in the
Burdjiyya [¢.v.] regiment founded by Sultin Kald’in
(678-689/1279-1290). Whether the decline of that
regiment weakened their power or not, is an open
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question. The Kiptak Turks, the ruling race during
the first hundred and thirty years or so of the
sultanate’s existence, feared them very much
because of their ambitious character, haughtiness
and inclination to trouble and discord. As a matter
of fact the Kiplaks succeeded in nipping in the bud
a dangerous military coup of the Circassians during
Ramadan-Shawwal 748/December 1347-January 1348
(Sultan Hasan’s reign). These Circassians were
the favourites of Hasan’s immediate predecessor,
Sultan Hadjdji (747-8/1346-7), who “brought them
from all quarters and wanted to give them prece-
dence over the Atrdk” (Nudjam, v, 56, ll. 14-20).
Sultin Hadjdji’s reign was apparently too short for
his plan to be carried out, and thus the Circassians’
rise to power had been postponed for another 35
to 45 years.

It was Sultin Barkik, himself a Circassian and a
member of the Burdjiyya regiment, who brought
about the final victory of his own race, by the syste-
matic purchase of increasing numbers of Circassian
Mamliks and by drastically cutting at the same time
the purchase of Mamliks of other races. He is
justly called ‘“‘the founder of Circassian rule”
(al-Kd*m bi-dawlat al-Diardkisa) (Nudiiim v, 362).
Though he regretted his action towards the end of
his life, as a result of a Circassian attempt to assassi-
nate him (Nwudjam, v, 585, 598), it was too late for
him to change the situation which he himself had
created. His son and successor, Sultan Faradj (8o9-
815/1406-1412), paid with his life for his attempt to
break the Circassians’ growing power by means of
large-scale massacres. As early a writer as al-
Kalkashandi, who completed his book in 815/1412,
states: “In our time most of the amirs and army
have become Circassians ... The Turk Mamliks
of Egypt have become so few in number that all
that is left of them are a few survivors and their
children” Subk al-A‘sha, iv, 458, 1. 16-19). Sultan
al-Mu’ayyad Shaykh (815-824/1412-1421), who is
described by Ibn Taghribirdi as resembling the
former Mamlik sultans (mulik al-salaf) in that his
criterion for the choice of soldiers was not race,
but efficiency and courage (al-Manhal al-Safi, iii,
fol. 168a, 1. 21-168b, 1. 4), had some success in
curbing the power of the Circassians by strengthening
the Kiptak-Turk element in Mamlik military
society. But after his death the Circassians regained
their supremacy, which they maintained without
any serious challenge till the end of Mamlik rule.

Mamliik sources ascribe the rise of the Circassians
at the expense of the Kipfak-Turks mainly to
factors existing within the Mamlik sultanate.
Equally important, however, were factors prevailing
in the Mamliks’ countries of origin. The decline of
the Golden Horde during the latter half of the
8th/14th century and the internal wars that broke
out there must have greatly influenced the decision
of Egypt’s rulers to transfer the Mamluks’ purchasing
centre to the Caucasus.

The writers of the Circassian period held, generally
speaking, a very high opinion of the Kipéak-Turks
and harshly criticized the Circassians, to whom they
ascribed the sultanate’s decline and misery. Typical
in this respect are Ibn Taghribirdi’s following words:
Referring to Tashtamur al-©Ala’l, formerly dawdddr
and later atabak al-‘asdkir (commander-in-chief), who
was removed by amirs Berke and (later Sultin) Bar
kik, he says: ““The time of Taghtamur was a flour-
ishing and plentiful time for the Mamlilk sultanate
under his wise direction, and that condition prevailed
until he was removed from office and thrown into

prison. In his place came Barkik and Berke, who
did things in the sultanate from which the population
suffers till this day. Then Barkik became sole ruler,
and turned the affairs of the realm upside-down, and
his successors have maintained his policy down to
the present. For he gave precedence to the members
of his own race over the others, and gave those of
his own Mamliks (adjlab) who were related to him
large fiefs and high offices while they were still in
their minority. This is the main cause of the decline
of the realm. Indeed, is there anything more grave
than to set the minor over the senior? This is at
variance with the practice of the former sultans; for
they did not recognise the superiority of any one
race. Whenever they found a man who displayed
wisdom and courage, they showed him preference
and favour. No-one was given office or rank who
was not worthy of it” (Manhal, iii, f. 185b, 1l. 14-23).

Though this and other statements of the same
kind contain a very substantial element of truth,
they certainly should not be taken at their face
value. The Circassians might have accelerated the
process of the realm’s decline, but many of the
factors that brought about that decline had already
been quite visible in the closing decades of Kiptak-
Turk rule.

The predominance of the Circassian race in the
later Mamlilk period was much stronger and much
more comprehensive than that of the Kipéak Turks
in the early period. Unlike the Kip&ak Turks the
Circassians were very hostile to the other Mamlik
races, whom they relegated to a state of political
insignificance. No other Mamlik race was so much
imbued with the feeling of racial solidarity and of
racial superiority as they were. Under their rule,
al-djtns, meaning the Race, denoted the Circassian
race. Similarly al-kawm, the People, was applied
only to the Circassians.

Of all Mamlik races the Circassians were the only
ones who claimed to trace their origin to an Arab
tribe, namely, the Banii Ghassan, who entered Bilad
al-Ram with Djabala b. al-Ayham at the time of
Heraclius’ retreat from Syria (Ibn Khaldan, Kitab
al-Ibar, v, 472, 1. 4-18. Ibn lyab, v, 193, 1. 3). This
legend was still alive in Egyptian Mamliak society
under the Ottomans (see bibliography).
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(D. AYALON)

iii. (Ottoman period) Replacing the Genoese
on the Black-sea coasts the Ottomans took Anaba
(Anapa) and Koba (Copa, cf. Heyd, ii, 190)
in 884/1479 (cf. Hasht Behisht), but the Circassian
tribes in the hinterland continued to be dependent
on the Crimean Khians (see kIRlM) who as under the
Golden Horde sent their sons to be brought up
among the Circassians (see ATALIK). Along with the
marriages of the Crimean princes with the Circassian
noblewomen this secured the attachment of the
Cerkes; they gave the Khins a yearly tribute con-
sisting of slaves as well as auxiliary forces. The
Crimean Khins styled themselves rulers of Taghk-ara
Cerkes or Cergdé. Circassia served also as a refuge for
the Tatar-Noghay tribes from the Dasht who came
often to mingle with them especially in the Kuban
basin and the Taman peninsula. Later on the
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Crimean Khins built there fortresses such as
Coban-kal¢a, Nawrfiz-Kirmin. Shid-Kirmin
and settled in them Noghays to defend the country
against the Cossacks (Kazak) and the Kalmuks.
Not infrequently the Cerkes co-operated with the
Cossacks, too. In his major efforts to subdue the
rebellious Cerkes tribes Sahib Giray Khan made five
expeditions in Circassia, the first against Kansawuk,
beg of Zhana in 946/1539, the second and the third
against Kabartiy (Kaberda). He forcibly settled
on the upper Urup the tribes who had taken refuge
in the high Baksan valley. Later in 956/1549 he made
his last expedition against the Khatukay (Sdhkib
Girday Ta’rikhi, Blochet, Cat. Man. Turc. supp., 164).
But after his death the Cerkes, especially those of
Zhana and Psheduh (Pzhedukh) sacked the Taman
peninsula, threatened Azak [q.v.] and sought the
protection of Ivan IV (see Belleten, no. 46, 1948, 364).
At the same period the Cossacks, stationed on the
Terek, also became a threat to Crimean-Ottoman
influence in Kabartay.

The strengthening of Tatar-Circassian relations
resulted in the spread of Islam among the Cerkes.
But in 1076/1664-65 Ewliya Celebi (vii, 708-758)
found that many tribes were still pagans and those
professing Islam preserved their old religious beliefs
and practices. Mehmed Giray IV induced the islamiz-
ed tribes of Kabartay to give up pig-raising.

The Ottoman Sultans recognized Crimean sover-
eignty over the Cerkes, but this did not prevent
their sending orders and granting titles to the
Circassian chieftains as vassal begs (see Belleten,
no. 46, 399). In 978/1570 Selim II wrote to the Czar
not to interfere with the Cerkes, his subjects
(Belleten, 400).

In 1076/1665, on his way from Taman to Albrus,
Ewliya Celebi (vii, 698-768) found first the Noghays
in Coban-eli then Shkageh tribe (cf. J. Klaproth,
Voyage, i, 238) on the Black Sea coast, Great and
Small Zhana tribes at the foot of the Hayko moun-
tains, and further east Khatukay, Ademi, Takaku ( ?),
Bolatkay, Bozoduk (Pzhedukh), Mamshugh (?),
Besney (Besleney), and Kabartay tribes. He also
reported that in this period the Kalmuk raids caused
the Cerkes tribes in the Kuban and Kabartay
regions to retreat to the inaccessible parts of the
mountains, while in the west the Cossacks were
pressing hard the Cerkes in the lower Kuban and
the Tamam peninsula.

When from the early 18th century onwards Cir-
cassia was seriously threatened by Russian expansion
they became more and more co-operative with the
Ottomans. In 11481735 they repulsed the Russian
forces on the other side of the Kuban. But with the
treaty of Kii¢iik-Kaynardja in 1188/1774 the Otto-
mans recognized the independence of the Crimean
Khanate with its dependencies north to the Kuban
which in 1197-1783 were annexed by Russia. The
Kabartays were already in Russian control in
1188/1774.

In order to form a defence line against the Russians
on the Kuban the Ottomans were now much in-
terested in Circassia and built or rebuilt the for-
tresses of Soghudjuk (Sudjuk), Gelendjik, Noghay,
and Anapa in 1196/1782 and tried to reorganize the
Cerkes as well as the newly arrived Tatar immigrants
from the Crimea and the Noghays from Dobrudija.
Ferah €All Pasha (1196/1782-1199/1785), an admi-
nistrator of unusual ability, encouraged his Ottoman
soldiers to establish family ties with the Cerkes
which strengthened Ottoman influence and furthered
the spread of Islam among the Cerkes. Anapa

rapidly developed as the chief commercial centre of
the area. Meantime Shaykh Mansiir, a forerunner of
Shaykh Shamil [g.v.) in the Ce&en area found a
response among the Cerkes for his preaching of the
Holy War against the Russians (for this period see
the important account of Mehmed Hashim, the
Diwdn Katib of Ferah °Ali Pasha, MS. in Topkapt,
Revan, no. 1564, cf. Diewdet, Ta’ikh, iii, 168-272).

During the Ottoman-Russian war of 1201-1206/
1787-1792 a Khanate of Kuban was created with the
Tatars under Shahbiaz Giriy while the Cerkes co-
operated with the Ottoman army under Battal
Huseyin Pasha and won some successes. But in the
end Anapa, the main Ottoman base, fell (1205/1791).
With the peace treaty the Kuban river was fixed as
the border line between the Russian and Ottoman
empires. After the peace, while the Ottomans
neglected the area, the Russians formed a line of
fortresses along the border and settled large groups
of Cossacks there. At the same time they annexed
Georgia and, taking control of the Daryal Pass,
encircled Circassia. By the treaty of Adrianople
1245/1829 the Ottomans had to give up their rights
on Circassia in favour of Russia. The Circassians,
however, sustained a long and fierce struggle against
the invaders until 1281/1864 and, according to an
Ottoman report, 595,000 Circassians left their
country for Turkey between 1272/1856 and 1281/
1864. These were settled in Anatolia as well as in
Rimeli (see BULGARIA). According to the census of
1945 there were in Turkey 66,691 Circassians still
speaking their mother-tongue. Under the Ottomans,
especially from the 17th century onwards, Circassian
slaves occupied an important place in the Ottoman
kul [q.v.]) system and many of them reached high
positions in the state (see Ta’rikh-i “Atd, 5 vols.
Istanbul 1291-1293).
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(HaLiL INALCIK)

CERKES EDHEM, Cerkes Reshid, and Cerkes
Mehmed Tewfik, Turkish guerrilla leaders, sons of a
Circassian farmer in Emre near Karacabey (wildyet
of Bursa). Reshid, the oldest, was born in 1869 (or
1877 ?—see T.B.M.M. 25ci yildoniimiinii anis
{1945], 63), Edhem, the youngest, in 1883-4. Reshid
fought with the Ottoman forces in Libya and the
Balkans, where he was ‘Deputy Commander in
Chief” for the provisional government of Western
Thrace (September 1913), and sat for Saruhan in
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the last Ottoman Chamber and the Ankara National
Assembly. All three brothers took leading parts in
the nationalist guerrilla movement, Edhem dis-
tinguishing himself against the Greeks at Salihli
and Anzavur’s Kuwwa-yi Mehmediyye (summer
1919) and in suppressing the anti-Kemalist revolts
at Diizce and Yozgad (spring 1920). As Commander
of Mobile Forces (Kuwwa-yi Seyyare, with his
brother Tewfik as deputy) he came into increasingly
sharp conflict with the regular army command,
especially after Edhem’s defeat by the Greeks at
Gediz (24 October 1920) and the appointment of
Ismet (In6nii) as commander-in-chief of the Western
front. An ad-hoc commission of the National Assem-
bly failed to resolve the dispute. After a decisive
clash with the Turkish regulars (Kiitahya, 29
December), Edhem, his brothers, and several
hundred Circassian guerrillas fled behind the Greek
lines (5 January 1921). The Ankara Assembly
denounced the brothers as traitors and expelled
Reshid; later the brothers were among the 150
persons (yiizellilikler) excepted from the amnesty
provisions of the Lausanne Treaty of 1923. Edhem
and Reshid went to Greece, Germany, various Arab
countries, and eventually to ‘“Amman. In 1935 they
were briefly detained there under suspicion of
plotting against Atatiirk, and in 1941 Edhem was
again detained in “Amman because of his support of
the movement of Rashid ¢Ali in ‘Iraq. He died of
throat cancer in “Amman on 7 October 1949. Reshid
returned to Turkey after the Democrat Party
victory of 1950 and died in Ankara in 1951. Tewfik
spent his exile years in Haifa as an oil refinery
watchman and died soon after his return to Turkey
in 1938.
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30 f.; [Cerkes Edhem), Cerkes Ethem hadisesi, ed.
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Kiitiiphanesi 16), Istanbul 1955; Ali Fuad Cebesoy,
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(D. A. Rustow)

CERKES [see MUHAMMAD PASHA GERKES]

CESHME, a Persian word meaning ‘“‘source,
fountain’ which has passed into Turkish with the
same sense. It is the name of a market-town in Asia
Minor with a wide and safe natural harbour on the
Mediterranean coast, at the entrance to the Gulf
of the same name, at the north-western extremity
of the peninsula of Urla opposite the island of Chios,
26° 20° W., 38° 23" N. It is the chief town of a kaza
in the wvilayet of Izmir. The town has (1950) 3,706
inhabitants; the kaza, 12,337. Originally part of the
principality (later sandjak) of Aydin, it was Ottoman
from the time of Bayazid II. There is a citadel with
a mosque of Biyazid II, of 914/1508. The present
town, which is quite modern, occupies the site of
the ancient harbour of Erythrae. There are hot
springs at Ilidja.

A Russian fleet of nine ships of the line and a few
frigates, divided into three squadrons commanded
by Spiridov, Alexis Orlov and Elphinston, which
sailed from Kronstad to aid the rebel Mainots,
attacked the Turkish fleet at Ceshme. The Turkish
fleet consisted of sixteen ships of the line besides

frigates and small craft and was commanded by the
Kapidan-Pasha Husim al-Din  with Djez3’irli
Hasan Pasha and Dja‘far Bey. The Russian and
Turkish flagships both caught fire at the same
moment and those of the crew who could saved
themselves by swimming (11 Rabi¢ I 1183/5 July
1770). The remainder of the Turkish fleet was set
on fire the following night. This defeat of the Turks
at Ceshme was the fore-runner of the Peace of
Kii¢ik Kaynardija.
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Levant, Princeton 1952, 286 ff.

(CL. HUART-{FR. TAESCHNER])

CESHMIZADE, MusTaFa Rasuip, Ottoman histo-
rian and poet, one of a family of ‘ulamd® founded by
the Kadi‘asker of Rumelia, Ceshmi Mehmed Efendi
(d. 1044/1634) A grandson of the Shaykh al-Isiam
Mehmed Salih Efendi, and the son of a kadi in the
Hidjaz, he entered the ¢Ilmiyye profession, and
held various legal and teaching posts. After the
resignation of the Imperial historiographer Mehmed
Hakim Efendi [¢.v.], he was appointed to this office,
which he held for a year and a half. He then returned
to his teaching career, which culminated in his
appointment as miiderris at the Dar al-Hadith of the
Sulayminiyye. His history, which covers the period
1180-82/1766-68, was used by Wasif {gq.v.]. The
Turkish text was first published by Bekir Kiitiikoglu
in 1959; but a Swedish translation of his account of
the war in Georgia in 1180-2/1766-8, with a brief
account of some events in Cyprus, Egypt and
Medina, was included by M. Norberg in his Turkiska
Rikets Annaler, v, Herndsand 1822, 1416-1424. He
died in Sha‘ban 1184/Nov. 1770, and was buried at
Rumeli Hisari.
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(B. LEw1s)

CEUTA [see SABTA]

CEYLON. The Muslims constitute only 6.63%
of Ceylon’s population—roughly 550,000 out of a
total of 8,000,000, Of this community, which is
multi-racial in its composition, the Ceylon Moors
form the most significant element and count 463,963.
The Malays are the next in importance. They
number 25,464. Nearly all of the remaining groups
are of Indian origin; their ancestors first came to
Ceylon after the British occupation of its Maritime
Provinces during the 18th century.

As aresult of the insufficiency of available evidence
and the lack of sustained effort and encouragement
in respect of the investigations involved, which
require a good knowledge of several languages, each
of them with a different background and most of
them with distinctive characters, the ethnology of
the Ceylon Moors has yet remained an inadequately
explored field of research. A scientific and com-
prehensive treatment of the subject would indeed
illuniine some of the obscure aspects of Ceylon’s
history—e.g., the nature and extent of the contacts
the Muslims of Ceylon (Moors) had for several
centuries with their brethren in faith in lands far
and near; the political relations which Ceylon
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through these Muslims maintained with the Muslim
World particularly during its period of glory; and
the volume of Ceylon’s external and internal trade
and its geographical distribution during the early
centuries.

The Muslims of Ceylon were given the appellation
of ‘Moors’ by the Portuguese who first came to
Ceylon in 1505 and encountered these Muslims as
their immediate rivals to trade and influence. This
name, however, has persisted, having gained cur-
rency in Ceylon through its wide use by the Colonial
Powers concerned, even though this term ‘Moors’ had
been previously unknown among the Muslims them-
selves. ‘Sonahar’ was the name familiar to them,
deriving its origin from ‘Yavanar’, an Indian word
connoting foreigners especially Greeks or Arabs.

These Moors were the descendants of Arab settlers
whose numbers were later augmented by local
converts and immigrant Muslims from South India.
With regard to the date of the arrival of the first
Arab settlers, Sir Alexander Johnstone holds that
it was during the early part of the 2nd/8th century.
““The first Mohammedans who settled in Ceylon were,
according to the tradition which prevails amongst
their descendants, a portion of those Arabs of the
house of Hashim who were driven from Arabia in
the early part of the eighth century by the tyranny
of the Caliph ‘Abd al-Melek b. Merwan, and who,
preceeding from the Euphrates southward, made
settlements in the Concan, in the southern parts of
the peninsula of India, on the island of Ceylon and
at Malacca. The division of them which came to
Ceylon tormed eight considerable settlements along
the north-east, north, and western coasts of that
island; vsz: one at Trincomalee, one at Jaffna, one
at Mantotte and Mannar, one at Coodramalle, one
at Putlam, one at Colombo, one at Barbareen and
onf at Point-de-Galle.”

The presence of these settlers is strikingly corro-
borated by the accounts found in Muslim sources
with regard to the proximate cause of the Arab
conquest of Sind, during the time of Caliph al-
Walid. His governor, al-Hadjdjadj of ‘Irik, initiated
this conquest, under the leadership of ‘Imad al-Din
Mubammad b. Kasim, as a punishment for the
plunder of the ships that carried the families of the
Arabs who had died in Ceylon, together with presents
from the King of Ceylon to the Caliph.

It is reasonable to suppose that during the 2nd/
8th century and subsequent centuries these Arabs
came in increasing numbers and settled down in
Ceylon without entirely losing touch with the areas
of their origin. Ceylon exercized a special fascination
on these seafaring Arabs as a commercial junction
of importance which afforded possibilities of profi-
table trade in pearls, gems, spices and other valued
articles. Settlement was encouraged by the tolerant
and friendly attitude of the rulers and people of the
island.

After the sack of Baghdad in 1258 A.D., Arab
activities in the Persian Gulf and the Indian Ocean
diminished considerably. Muslim influence, however,
did not thereby cease entirely. It began to emanate
from India where by the 7th/rsth century the
Muslims had firmly established themselves along
the western coast and possessed a virtual monopoly
of external trade.

It may therefore be concluded that the Muslims
of Ceylon began, as a result, to rely on India for
their cultural leadership as well as for their commer-
cial contacts. An Indian element was thus added
into the composition of the local Muslim (Moor)

community. Despite the racial admixture that took
place in consequence and the new manners and
customs that were acquired, the individuality of
the community was preserved on account of the
cherished memory of its Arab origin and the emphasis
that was placed on Islam as the base of its communal
structure.

These Muslims were not treated as aliens, but
were favoured for the commercial and political
contacts with other countries they gained for Ceylon,
for the revenue they brought to the country and the
foreign skills they secured, e.g., medicine and
weaving. Besides they encouraged local trade by
the introduction of new crafts, e.g., gem-cutting and
of improved methods of transport, e.g., thavalam-
carriage-bullocks. They were therefore allowed to
establish their local settlements, e.g., Colombo,
Barberyn, with a measure of autonomy and with
special privileges. The important seaports of Ceylon
were virtually controlled by these Muslims (Moors).

With the advent of the Portuguese in 1505 the
Muslims (Moors) suffered a change in their status
from which they never again recovered. The Portu-
guese regarded them as their rivals in trade and
enemies in faith. The Dutch who superseded the
former as rulers of the sea-board were not prepared
to give the Muslims even a small share of their
commercial gains and therefore promulgated harsh
regulations to keep them down. Deprived of their
traditional occupation, many of them were forced
to take to agriculture. To this could be mainly
attributed the concentrations of Muslim peasantry
in areas like Batticaloa.

It was during the Dutch period the Malays—who
form an important element of the Muslim community
of Ceylon—came to Ceylon, many of them brought
by the Dutch as soldiers to fight for them and some
as exiles for political reasons. When the Dutch
capitulated to the British, the Malay soldiers joined
the British regiments specially formed. On their
disbandment the Malays settled down in Ceylon.
Their separate identity has been preserved by the
Malay language which they still speak in their homes.

The British did not follow the undiluted policy
of proselytization pursued by the Portuguese. Nor
were the British so harsh as the Dutch in their
economic exploitation of Ceylon. To that extent,
under the new rulers, the Muslims fared better. Yet
they could not gain any special favour, on account
of their irreconcilable attitude towards the ways
and culture of the West which they identified with
Christianity. This, no doubt, handicapped the
Muslims severely in the political, economic and
educational spheres but ensured the preservation
of their communal individuality despite the
smallness of their numbers and the loss of cul-
tural contacts with the Muslim World. As a result
till about the beginning of the current century
the Muslims of Ceylon remained culturally isolated,
educationally backward and politically insignificant.

The Muslims, however, could not continue to
ignore the trend of events taking place in Ceylon
and India. Sir Sayyid Ahmad Xhin, who founded
in 1875 the Mohamedan Anglo-Oriental College, was
the leader of the Aligarh Movement in India with
its emphasis on educational reforms. Arumuga
Navalar, who countered the efforts of the Christian
Missionaries in North Ceylon, established in 1872 an
English school under Hindu management. The
Buddhist Theosophical Society established an
English school in 1886 which finally developed into
the present Ananda College, Colombo. In this
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year the Anagarika Dharmapala who was actively
associated with the inauguration of this Society
resigned his Government post to devote his entire
time to Buddhist activities. During this period the
Muslims of Ceylon had in M. C. Siddi Lebbe a leader
of vision who understood the significance of these
changes. He had for several years canvassed the
opinion of his co-religionists for a new educational
approach but he had not been heeded. It was at this
time, in 1883, that ‘Urabi Pagha [¢.v.] came as an
exile to Ceylon. He provided a powerful stimulus
for a reappraisal on the part of the Muslims of
Ceylon in regard to their attitude towards modern
education and Western culture. All these together
culminated in the establishment in 1892 of Al-
Madrasa al-Zihira under the patronage of ‘Urdbi
Pasha which has since blossomed into Zahira
College, Colombo.

The Ceylon Muslims—apart from isolated in-
stances—belong to the Shafi‘i school of Sunnis. In
the realm of Law the following special enactments
pertaining to them may be cited—the Mohammedan
Code of 1806 relating to matters of succession,
inheritance etc., Mohammedan Marriage Registration
Ordinance no. 8 of 1886 repealed by Ordinance
no. 27 of 1929 and now superseded by the Muslim
Marriage and Divorce Act no. 13 of 1951 which
confers upon the Kadis appointed by the Govern-
ment exclusive jurisdiction in respect of marriages
and divorces, the status and mutual rights and
obligations of the parties; the Muslim Intestate
Succession Ordinance no. 10 of 1931 and the Muslim
Mosques and Charitable Trusts or Wakfs Act no. 51
ot 1956 which provides a separate Government
Department with a purely Muslim Executive Board.
Of these the Mohammedan Code of 1806 is of special
value to students of Islamic Civilization, for it
contains many provisions which are in conflict with
the principles of Muslim law stated in standard text
books on that subject. Wherever such conflict
occurs the view has been taken that it is the duty
of the courts in Ceylon to give effect to the provisions
of the Code, which formed the statute law of this
country, although they may clash with well-esta-
blished principles of Muslim law.”

Tamil is the home-language of the great majority
of the Muslims of Ceylon. In the Tamil language
as spoken and written by the Muslims of Ceylon
and of South India, a number of Arabic words are
used, which in many cases have displaced their pure
Tamil equivalents. The term Arabic-Tamil has
therefore gained currency to indicate the Tamil of
the Muslims. At one time Arabic-Tamil was written

in the Arabic script, y ~ % _* being improvised
to denote four Tamil .souﬁ(i\é unknown to Arabic,
and o being represented by 6, 6 by 86, e by 6 and
by _=6. Today Arabic Tamil is being generally

written in the Tamil alphabet with or without
diacritical marks. The literature of the Muslims of
Ceylon has to be treated as part of the Arabic-Tamil
literature of South India. Although Ceylon has
produced its quota of poets and writers in Arabic-
Tamil none has reached the stature of their well-
known South Indian counterparts.

The Muslims of Ceylon received their first political
recognition when in 1889 a nominated seat was
assigned to them in the Legislative Council. This
representation was increased to 3 elected members
in 1924. The Donoughmore Constitution of 1931
abolished communal representation but the Soulbury
Constitution of 1947 envisaged a certain measure

of communal representation through territorial
electorates specially delimitated. In the present
House of Representatives, elected in 1956, there are
7 Muslim M.P.s among 95 territorially elected
members.
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CEYREK, a corruption of Persian &ahdryak (1/4),

has in Turkish the special meaning of a quarter of
an hour, or a coin, also known as the beghlik, or five
piastre piece, originally the quarter of a medjidiyye,
introduced in 1260/1844 during the reign of ‘Abd
al-Madiid and issued by the succeeding rulers until
the end of the Ottoman Empire. The silver leyrek
had a fineness of 830, weighed 6.13 grams and
measured 24 mm. in diameter. (G. C. MILES)

CHAM [see &am)

CHAT, an ancient town, situated on the bank
of the Ghaggar and 14 miles from Ambala (India),
is now practically desolate, with the exception of
a few huts of Gudidjars (milk-sellers) and other
low-caste people atop a prehistoric mound, still
unexcavated. It was a mahdll in the sarkdr of
Sirhind, s#ba of Dihli, during the reign of Akbar,
with a cultivable area of 158,749 bighas yielding a
revenue of 750,994 dams annually. Its name suggests
that in pre-Muslim days it was a settlement of
Chattas, i.e., Chattaris (more accurately Kshattriyas),
a martial Hindi tribe. Apart from being a flourishing
town peopled mainly by the Afghans and the Radiputs
it was, during the early Mughal period, a military
station garrisoned by 650 cavalry and 1,100 infantry.
Its history is closely connected with that of Banir
[g.v.] only 4 miles away. During the Sayyid and
L3di periods, as the vast ruins, the dilapidated
but very spacious Djami¢ Masdijid of the pre-Mughal
period and the extensive grave-yard indicate,
it was a town of considerable importance, and
became the seat of one of the four branches of the
Sayyids of Barha, called the Chat-Baniri or Chat-
riwdi Sayyids, of whom Sayyid Abu ’l-Fadl Wasiti
was the first to settle in this town (see A4’in-i Akbari,
vol. i, transl. Blochmann, 430-1). In r121/1709 it
was over-run and laid almost completely waste by
the Sikhs under general Banda Bayragi. Shaykh
Muhammad Da’im, the commandant of Ambala,
who encountered the Sikh army was defeated and
fled in dismay to Lahore. The most wanton
cruelties were perpetrated on the inhabitants of
Chat and Banir and very few escaped the sword
or forced apostasy. Since then Chat has remained
a dependency of Patiila and has never regained
its lost prosperity. Al-Bada’ani (Eng. transl. iii 47}



CHAT — CHITRAL 29

mentions one Shaykh Da’id of Chati, but appa-
rently Chati has been misread for Djuhni, more
accurately Djuhniwil, once a small town in the
pargana of Multan, and the translator has ob-
viously confounded Chat.

Bibliography: Abu ’I-Fadl, A’n-i Akbari
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CHATR, CHATTAR [sce MIZALLA)

CHECHAOUEN ([see SHAFSHAWAN]

CHERCHELL [see SHARSHAL)

CHESS (see SHATRANDJ]

CHINA ([see aL-$iN]

CHIOS ([see sakiz]

CHITRAL (C1TrRAL), a princely state and a feder-
ated unit of the Republic of Pakistan, situated between
35° 15" and 37° 8 N. and 71° 22" and 74° 6' E. with
an area of about 4,500 sq. miles, and a population
of 105,000 in 1951, contiguous to Soviet Russia,
Afghanistin and the Peoples’ Republic of China.
The state takes its name from the capital city,
Citral, also known as Kashkiar or Citrar, two ancient
names still in favour with the people who call
themselves Kashkaris. The origin of Kashkar is not
known; the theory that it is composed of Kdsh—a
demon and ghdr—a cave must be dismissed as
absurd. The Chinese, after their conquest sometime
in the first century B.C., called the area Citar, said
to mean a green garden. Babur, in his memoirs,
uses the same word for Chat [¢.v.], apparently struck
by the large number of flower-gardens in and around
the town (Bdbur-ndma, transl. A. S. Beveridge, i,
383). The state, with an estimated annual income
of 13,000,000 rupees, is now commonly known as
Citral; although the natives still prefer the older
form Citrar.

A mountainous country, its ice-caps and glaciers
are a permanent source of water-supply for the lush
green valleys of the Hindua-Kush whose off-shoots
divide Citral into several orographic regions.
Bounded by the unnamed ksghistans of Dir and Swat
(g99.v), the Himalayas and the Karakoram Range
there are many famous passes and peaks in Citral.

The Dirah Pass (14,500 ft.) leads to Badakhshin
[¢.v.] and is open for only three months in the year.
From ancient times it has served as an important
caravan route between Citral and the Central Asia,
The Bardghil pass (12,500 ft.} across the Yarkhin
valley connects China and Soviet Russia with
Citral and caravans from Kaghghar and Khétan
[g9.v.] were a common sight till recently. The other
important passes are Shanddr (12,500 ft.) and
Loward’i (10,230 ft.) which lead to Gilgit and Dir
respectively, The Loward’ pass, the only link
between Citrdl and the rest of West Pakistan,
remains snow-bound for at least seven months in
the year, and when open it can only be negotiated by
jeep traffic, During the snow-bound period travellers

cross into Citral on foot and merchandise is carried
on mules.

The main occupation of the people is agriculture
or cattle-grazing, though the state is rich in mineral
and forest wealth, which awaits large-scale exploi-
tation. There are believed to be considerable deposits
of antimony, iron-ore, lead, sulphur, mica, crystal and
orpiment. The Ta’rikk-i Citrdl mentions gold, silver,
lapis-lazuli, topaz and also turquoise among the
rare minerals found.

Communications are a great problem;-no roads
worthy of the name exist. However, a good motor
road, mainly for strategic purposes, is under con-
struction across the Lowara’l Pass and is expected
to be completed by the end of 1959. A proposal to
construct an all-weather road, through a tunnel
under the Lowara’i Pass, connecting Péshawar with
Citral, was also mooted but, in view of the huge
cost involved, has been abandoned.

Since her accession to Pakistan in 1947, Citral
has made rapid progress in almost all spheres of life.
There are now 85 regular schools including two high
schools and two ddr al-‘ultims for religious instruc-
tion, as compared to two middle schools and a few
makiabs before accession. Education up to matri-
culation standard is free, and facilities are also
provided for higher education outside the state.
Two well-equipped hospitals and a number of
dispensaries have been opened to provide free
medical aid to the people. Small-scale and cottage
industries have been set up and a fruit-crushing
factory has been established at Dolomus, near
Citral. Other measures for raising the standard of
living of the people have also been taken.

Very little is known about the early history of
Citral. The aborigines have been called Pishadas and
described as cannibals. They are said to have been
subdued by the Chinese in the first century B. C.
Nothing reliable is known thereafter till the 3rd/
10th century when we have archaeological evidence
to prove that Citral was under the sway of king
Dijaypal of Kabul in 28%/9o0 and that the people
were Buddhists. Cingiz Khin is also said to have
made inroads into Citral, but this lacks historical
confirmation.

The founder of the present ruling dynasty was one
Baba Ayyub, an alleged grandson of Babur, who
after the departure of his father, Mirza Kamran,
to Mecca, wandered into Citral and took up service
with the ruling monarch, a prince of the Ra’isiyya
dynasty. His grandson Sangin ‘Ali I is said to have
found favour with the ruler, who appointed him his
first subject. Gradually he assumed great power,
and on his death in 978/1570 his two sons Muhammad
Rida’ and Muhammad Bég succeeded to the offices
he had held. On the death of the Ra’siyya prince,
Muhammad Rida’ became the virtual ruler, but soon
after he was murdered by his nephews for the
excesses which he had perpetrated against them
and their father, Muhammad Bég. In 993/1585
Muhtaram Shih I, one of the sons of Muhammad
Bég, peacefully dethroned the last Ra’isiyya ruler
of Citral, whose descendants he deported to Badakh-
shin, and himself assumed the reins of government.
In 1024/1615 Mahmad b. Nasir Ra’isiyya attacked
Citral with a large force of Badakhshani troops,
defeated Muhtaram Shah I, granted him pardon but
expelled him from Citral. In 1030/1620 Muhtaram
Shah I returned to Citral after murdering Mahmid
Ra’siyya, only to be attacked for the second time
in 1044/1634. Subsequently Muhtaram Shah I had to
leave the country because of the defection of his
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troops. He was driven from pillar to post and was
ultimately killed in an encounter with the people
of Gilgit [¢.v.], who were, however, very severely
punished in 1124/1712 by his son and successor
Sangin €Ali II, for the murder of his father. Sangin
¢All II, having despaired of regaining his lost
principality went to Afghanistan, then a province
of the Indian Mughal empire.

On the accession of Shih ¢Alam Bahidur Shih I
[see BAHADUR sHAH I} to the throne of Delhi, Sangin
€Ali I1 came down to India and entered in 1120/1708
the service of Shih ¢Alam, who appointed him
custodian of the shrine of Ahmad Sirhindi (g.v.].
With the monetary assistance rendered by the
Mughal emperor Sangin €Ali 1I was able to enrol
Swit levies who helped him reconquer the lost
territory. Sangin Al 1I was murdered in 1158/1745
by some members of the Ra’siyya dynasty and
was followed by a number of weak and effete rulers.
In 1189/1775 Framarz Shih, a nephew of Muhtaram
Shah I, came to the throne. He was a inilitary
adventurer and led a number of campaigns against
the neighbouring territories of Gilgit, Nagar and
Kafiristin. He also attacked Caght Serai in Afghi-
nistan and occupied it after a fierce battle. He was
murdered in 1205/1790 by one of his uncles, Shah
Afdal, who occupied the throne. On his death in
1210/1795 his brother Shiah Fadil succeeded him.
Then follows a series of internecine battles, and the
picture becomes so confused that it is difficult to
follow the events with historical precision.

Shah Fadil was succeeded in 1213/1798 by Shih
Nawiz Khan, his nephew, who repulsed with heavy
losses an attack on Citral in 1223/1808 by Khayr
Allah Khin b. ‘Ismat Allah Khan, one of his cousins.
He was, however, forced to quit the throne but was
proclaimed ruler for the third time in 1234/1818.
In the meantime Muhtaram Shah II, one of the
brothers of Shih Nawaz, had become a prominent
figure in state affairs. Citral was then divided into
small units each under a local chieftain, the most
powerful of whom was Mulk Aman, the ruler of
Citral proper. On his death in 1249/1833 Muhtaram
Shah 1I, entitled Shah Kator, assumed power,
brushing aside the minor sons of Mulk Aman. After
a hectic and picturesque political career of 28 years
Muhtaram Shah II, burdened with age, died in
1253/1837 and was succeeded by his son Shah Afdal
I1. In 1257/1841 Gawhar Aman, a son of Mulk Aman
and ruler of Warshigim (Yasin and Mastidi)
unsuccessfully invaded Gilgit whose ruler appealed
for help to his over-lord, the Dogra Radja of Kashmir.
In 1265/1848 Gawhar Améan again attacked Gilgit
but was forced to retire by the Kashmir troops who
occupied Gilgit. In 1269/1852 the inhabitants of
Gilgit, sick of the Ddgra excesses, secretly invited
Gawhar Amin who, after a pitched battle, defeated
the Sikhs and occupied Gilgit.

The Maharadia of Kashmir, smarting under the
blow, again invaded Gilgit in 1273/1856 but the very
next year Gawhar Aman, taking advantage of the
Kaghmir ruler’s preoccupation with the tumult in
India, drove out the Sikh garrison. A series of
skirmishes then followed, neither side gaining the
upper hand. Meanwhile Gawhar Aman died and the
fort of Gilgit was recaptured by the Kashmir troops
in 1277/1860. Earlier in 1271/1854 Gulab Singh, the
ruler of Kashmir was said to have entered into an
alliance with Shah Afdal, the Mehtar of Citral,
against Gawhar Aman, but this statement is without
foundation as Shah Afdal had already passed away
in 1270/1853 and succeeded by his son Muhtaram

Shah III, nick-named Adam-Kh"ur (man-eater). In
spite of his valour, generosity and prowess he was
disliked by the people who deposed him and placed
Amian al-Mulk on the throne. In 1285/1868 Citril
was attacked by Mahmid Shah, the ruler of
Badakhshan, who suffered an ignominious defeat.
In 1296/1878 the Mehtar of Citral made an engage-
ment with the Maharidja of Kashmir by which the
latter acknowledged the supremacy of the former,
accepting in return a subsidv of 12,000 rupees
(Srinagar coinage) annually.

In 1297/1880, after the defeat of Pahlwan Bahadur,
ruler of Upper Citral, the entire territory became
united for the first time under one chief, Mehtar
Aman al-Mulk, who also becamne the master of
Mastadi, Yasin and Ghizr. In 1303/1885-6 Citral was
visited by the Lockhart Mission followed in 1306/
1888 by another under Captain Durand which was
instrumental in getting the annual subsidy, paid by
the Kashmir Darbir, raised to 12,000 rupees in
1309/1891. In 1310/1892 Afdal al-Mulk succeeded
his father, Aman al-Mulk, who had died suddenly,
but was soon afterwards mwurdered by his uncle,
Shir Afdal, who was, in turn attacked and expelled
by Nizam al-Mulk, governor of Yisin and an elder
brother of Afdal al-Mulk, then a refugee in Gilgit.
In 1312/1895 Nizam al-Mulk was shot dead by his
half-brother, Amir al-Mulk, who seized the fort.
Citral was soon invaded by ‘Umra Khan, the wdli
of Djanddl and master at that time of Dir [¢.v.]. He
was joined by Shir Afdal, an exile in Afghanistan.
Both “Umnrd Khin and Shir Afdal made common
cause against the small British Indian force which,
according to the treaty of 1307/1889, had been
stationed at Citral. When it was learnt that Amir
al-Mulk had made secret overtures to ‘Umrd Khin
and his ally, the British Agent placed him under
detention and provisionally recognized Shudja¢ al-
Mulk, a boy of 14 years, and a son of Aman al-Mulk
as the Mehtar.

The British Political Agent, with a mixed force
of 400 native and British troops, had occupied the
fort before placing Shudja® al-Mulk on the throne.
The garrison attacked the forces of ‘Umra Khin
and Shir Afdal but met with little success. Then
began the historic seige of Citril by ‘Umria Khin
and his confederates which lasted from 3 March
1895 to 19 April 1895, and was finally raised by the
entry into Citral of the advanced guard of the main
relief force on 26 April 1895 which had been despat-
ched via Malakand and Dir. Shir Afdal fell a prisoner
into the hands of the British while ‘Umra Khan
escaped to Afghanistin. Amir al-Mulk and his
leading men were deported to India as a punishment
for their complicity in the trouble which necessitated
large-scale military operations. Shudja® al-Mulk was
confirmed as the Mehtar and since then Citral has
enjoyed an unbroken period of peace and progress.
During the Afghin War of 1338/1919 the Citral
Scouts fully co-operated with the British. The
Mehtar was allowed a sum of 100,000 rupees as his
contribution to the expenses of the war, and the
same year the title of His Highness, with a personal
salute of 11 guns, was conferred on him. In 1345/1926
the Mehtar entered into an agreement with the
Government of India for the prevention of smuggling
of narcotics through Dir and Swit, into British India.

An enlightened ruler, Shudja¢ al-Mulk introduced
modern amenities like electricity, tele-communica-
tions and automobiles into the state and constructed
roads, forts, grain godowns, irrigation channeis and
schools. He also built a Djami¢ Masdjid, said to be
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the most beautiful and the largest building between
Gilgit and Péshawar. He is known as the ‘Architect’
of modern Citral.

On his death in 1355/1936 he was succeeded by
his son Nisir al-Mulk. A ruler endowed with literary
taste, his Persian poetic work, the Sahkifat al-Takwin,
a study of the theory of evolution in the light
of the Kur’anic teachings, has won him praise and
admiration from indigenous scholars. In 1362/1943
his younger brother Muzaffar al-Mulk succeeded him.
It was he who offered the accession of Citral to
Pakistan in 1367/1947. He was succeeded by Sayf
al-Rahman in 1369/1949 who, on his death in an
air-crash in 1374/1954, was succeeded by his infant
son, Sayf al-Mulk Nasir, a boy of 3 years of age. The
state is now ruled by a Council of Regency presided
over by the Political Agent, Malakand Agency
through the Wazir-t Azam, an officer appointed by
the Government of Pakistan.
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II. Name, languages and tribes.

Khowar Chetrir, together with corresponding
forms in neighbouring languages, goes back to
*Ksetrat(i ?). Sanglééi Sam-Catrad, etc. contains
an ancient name of N. Chitral (cf. BSOS, vi, 441f.).

Of the 105,529 (1951) inhabitants of Chitral the
great majority (90,000) speak Khowdr, the language
of the Kho tribe and of the state. It extends east of
the Shandur pass as far as Ghizr in Yasin. Khowar
is an Indo-Aryan language of archaic type, cf., e.g.,
$ron hip, adru tear, hardi heart, i§paSur father-in-law,
etc. But it contains, apart from more recent borrow-
ings from" Pers., Ar. and Hind., also loan-words from
the Pamir dialects, as well as a number of words of
Middle Iranian origin. Some words are borrowed
from, or shared with Burushaski and Sina, and
several of the most common words are of unknown
origin.

Other Indo-Aryan languages are: Kalasa (3,000)
spoken, mainly by pagans, in two dialects in the
side-valleys of S. Chitral. Kalasa is closely related
to Khowar. The Kalas are said to have occupied
Chitral right up to Resun, and to have been pushed
back within the last few hundred years by the Khos,
whose original home was in Torikho and Mulikho in
N. Chitral.—Phalara (Dangarik) (3,000) is spoken in
some side valleys of S. E. Chitral by original immi-
grants from Cilas. It is an archaic form of Sini. —
Gawar-Bati is spoken at Arandi, close to the Afghin
border, and also across it. In the same neighbourhood
we find Dameéli in one village.—Gudjuri (2,000) is
spoken by Gudjur herdsmen who have filtered
through from Swat and Dir.

Kati, a Kafir language, has been introduced into
S. Chitral within the last few generations by settlers

from Kamdésh and the upper Bashgal valley in
Niristan.

Iranian languages: Persian (Badakhshi) (1,000) at
Madaglasht in the Shishi Kuh valley.—Pashto (at
least 4,000) in the Arandu district.—Wakhi, spoken
by a few settlers in upper Yarkhdn. Yidgha, an
offshoot of Mundji in Mundjan, is spoken by the
Yidgh (Idegh, etc.) tribe, settled since long in the
upper Lotkuh valley, below the Dorah pass.

At a not too remote date we must suppose that
Chitral was divided between Khos and Kalases, and
the ancestors of these languages must have been
introduced from N.W. India at a very early stage
of development. A couple of short Sanskrit inscrip-
tions have been found. Khowar has no written
literature, [except a translation of the Gandj-i
Pashté (Calc., 1902, romanized), and a short
prayer book in Urda script (NimeZ, 1958).] But the
language is rich in songs and popular tales (3ilogh <<
sloka).

With the exception of most Kalases the inhabitants
are Muslim, mainly Maulais. The last pagan Katis
were converted in the 1930s. But many traces of
pre-Islamic custoins and festivals remain. Note also
Khowar dasman priest, probably < Skt. *daksamant.

The Khos are divided into three social classes:
Adamzidas, nobles, or at any rate free-holders;
Arbabzadas, comparatively well off, being paid for
their services to the Mehtar, and on that account
with a higher status than the very poor Fakir Miskin.

Each class contains a number of clans, some of
which carry patronymical names, other such indicat-
ing foreign origin, while others are difficult to analyse.
Also the Kalas and Yidgh tribes are divided into
clans.

The Khos are dolicho- to mesocephalic, of middle
height, and often with eyes and hair of medium
colour, a few are fair-haired and blue-eyed. Kalases
and Katis are more decidedly dolichocephalic, and
the Katis also of greater height.
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CHITTAGONG, Catigrama, or

Catgam is the main sea-port in East Pakistan
and the head-quarter of the district bordering on
Arakan. The town, which has a population of
294,046 (1951 census) inhabitants, stands on the
right bank of the Karnaphli river, ten miles from
the sea, and has a good natural harbour away from
the flooded plains of Bengal and the silt-depositing

Tset-ta-gong,
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mouths of the Ganges. Its origin is obscure. The
early Arab geographers speak of only Samandar on
the bank of probably the Brahmaputra as a sea-port
in this region. Chittagong comes in to prominence
from the 8th/14th century onward, and is referred
to as the Porto Grando by the Portuguese. It was
first conquered by the Muslims in 738/1338 possibly
from the Arakanese who often disturbed the peace
of the city. In 918/1512 the Bengal Sultin ©Ala’ al-
Din Husayn Shih ousted the Arakanese and named
it Fathabad. For about a hundred years when the
Mughals were consolidating their position in Bengal,
Chittagong again reverted to the Arakanese, and
only in 1076/1666 it was finally conquered by the
Mughal governor Shayistd Xhin, who renamed it
Islamabad and had a Djami¢ mosque built there.

The district of Chittagong has a large niixture of
foreign populace, the men of Arab descent being
in good proportion. The Arab influence is also
observable in the Chittagonian dialect. Several stories
about the Mahi Sawdr (riding on fish, i.e., coming
by sea) saints are current here. About four miles
from the town stands the locally famous dargah
dedicated to the memory of Bayazid Bistami.
Within the city can be seen the tomb of Shaykh
Badr al-‘Alam, a saint of the 14th century, and the
dargah of Panc Pir [¢.v.], a group of five saints not
definitely specified but very popular in this region.
Another object of great local reverence is the Kadm-i
Rasnul [¢q.v.] (a stone replica of the foot-print of
the Prophet), preserved in a 17th century mosque.
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GIFT-RESMI also called &ift-hakki or kulluk-
akéasi, in the Ottoman empire the basic raiyyet
(see RE‘AYA) tax paid in principle by every Muslim
peasant, ra‘iyyet, possessing one cift, The term (ift
{original meaning = ‘‘pair’’) was used to denote the
amount of agricultural land which could be ploughed
by two oxen. It was fixed as from 60 to 150 déniims
according to the fertility of the soil (one déniim was
about 1000sq. m. = 1196 sq. vds.). We find a (ift-
akéasi in Anatolia under the Saldjikids at the rate
of one dinar [¢.v.). On the other hand the Ottoman
&ift-resmi had striking similarities with the Byzantine
taxes paid by the paroikoi to the promoia-holders.
It is to be noted that, as an “urfi tax, it appeared in
its original form in the lands conquered from the
Byzantines in Western Anatolia and Thrace, and
was applied there both to the Muslim and Christian
r¢‘dyd alike, whereas in other parts of the empire
the Christians were subjected to a different ra“iyyet
tax, namely the ispendje or ispence.

In the Kadnanndime of Mehemmed 1l it is stated that
&ift-resmi was the money equivalent of seven services
such as the provision of hay, straw, wood etc., for
the timdr-holder. For these services, Rhidmets or
kulluks, twenty-two akéa [¢.v.] were to be paid as
Gift-resmi. Those possessing half a &ift, nim-Cift, were
to pay half. Regardless of his personal condition,
every ra‘yyet possessing a Cift or half a &ft had to
pay this tax, and this gave it the character of a

land-tax. In the roth/16th century Abu ’1-Su‘id and
others attempted to include it among the shar%
taxes as Rharadj-i muwazzaf.

Married peasants with land amounting to less
than half a ¢&ift, or possessing no land of their own,
were called benndk [¢.v.], and were subject to lower
rates, for example 6 or ¢ akéas, which were later
increased to 9, 12 and 18. In the Kdnun-nime of
Mehemmed II the benndik were supposed to be
subject only to three services, the money equivalent
of which was 6 or 9 akéas. Lastly the re‘dyd classified
as kara or miidjerred, the very poor or bachelors,
who possessed no land of their own, paid this tax
at the lowest rate of 6 aklas.

Thus ¢ift-resmi can be regarded as the basic unit
of a graduated tax system, and even tiitiin-ressni and
déniim-resmi can be included in the same system.

Originally the rate of &ift-resmi was 22 akéas, but
in 862/1458 it was raised to 33 akéas in the sandjaks
of the eydlet of Anadolu. It was further raised in
some parts of Anatolia with additions made in favour
of subashis [g.v.] and sandjak-begs [q.v.], but under
Siileyman I this innovation was abolished as causing
confusion. Applied to Syria after its conquest with
a higher rate of 40, and in Eastern Anatolia of 50
akcas it remained however, 22 akéas in Rimeli (see
the list in my Osmanlilarda Raiyyet Riistimu, in
Belleten, no. 92, 1959). Partial or total exemptions
from Clift-resmi were granted by imperial derdts in
return for some public services required from the
re‘dyd. But in the 1oth/16th century many such
exemptions were abolished.

As a rule Cift-resmi was included in the timdr [¢.v.]
revenue of the sipdhi. But it lost its importance when
after 99of1582 the akéa decreased in value and the
‘awdrid (g.v.] became a form of regular taxation
imposed on the re‘ayd. (HALIL INALCIK)

CIFTLiK is the ordinary word for farm in
Turkish, but in the Ottoman times it designated, at
first, a certain unit of agricultural land in the land-
holding system, and then, later on, a large estate.
It was formed from ¢ift (pair, especially a pair of
oxen) from the Persian djuft with the Turkish
suffix, lk. Originally, a ¢&jftlik was thought of
as the amount of land that could be ploughed by
two oxen. Cift and ¢ifthk were used synony-
mously. In the Slav areas of the Ottoman empire
the term bashtina was often substituted for ciftlik.
In the Ottoman land-holding system during the
period in which the timdyr (¢.v.] organization prevailed,
Ciftlik was a term applied to a helding of agricultural
land comprising 60 or 80 to 15. doniims (one doniim
equals approximately 1000sq.m.), the size varying
with the fertility of the soil. The &ftlik was the
basic land unit used in all forms of land-holding,
miri, wakf, and miilk or malikane. From the legal
point of view, however, the kind of &iftlik varied
with the type of tenure.

The ra‘iyyet &iftliks which the re‘dyd, Christian
and Muslim peasants, possessed by fepu (g.v.] and
for which they paid the ‘ushr [g.v.] and &ft-resmsi
[g.v.] taxes to the land-holder, made up by far the
greater part of the agricultural lands. As a rule,
&Giftliks were not to be subdivided because such a
situation would, in the judgement of Abu ’l-Su‘dd,
make it impossible to collect the taxes imposed on a
&Giftlik as a whole. In reality, however, during the
land surveys, takrir [g.0.]), it was found that many
&jftliks had lost their original form as a result of
sub-division, and the ¢ift-resmi were no longer
being collected. In order to preserve the Ciftliky
which was essential to the land-holding system of
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the time, and which had been the basis for land and
hearth taxes in the area even before the Ottomans,
it was decreed that if land recorded in the defters
[see DAFTAR] as (iftlik was found divided among
several persons it was to be restored to its original
form, and if a ra‘yyet in possession of a Ciftlik died
leaving several sons, they were to possess it col-
lectively, meshdan.

In addition to the ra“yyet &ftliks we also find
what we can call the military ¢&ftliks which, unlike
the former, were in the direct possession of the
military. In this category we find the khkdssa Ciftliks
of the timdr-holders and the ¢&iftliks in the military
organizations of the yaya, miisellem and doghandil
etc. Their common feature was that they were not
subject to the raiyyet taxes. But, while the khdssa
&iftliks, also known as kilié-yeri, were exploited by
the timdr-holders under a sharecropping system,
ortakdiillk or mukdta‘a [g.v.], the yaya and miisellem
Siftliks were cultivated, as a rule, by the yayas and
miisellems themselves, These &iftliks were never to
change their original character and usually were
named by their original possessors as Mehmed-yeri,
€Ali-yeri, etc. There were attempts by the military
to add ra‘yyet lands illegally to their khdssa Ciftliks.
But, in the 1oth/16th century, most of the military
¢iftliks were transformed by the government into
raiyyet Gftliks and assigned as timdrs. In the case
of the Rhdssa &iftliks in Bosnia [see Bosna], the
reason given for their transformation in 936/1530
was that they lay uncultivated.

The ¢&iftliks in the wakf and miilk or mdlikdine
lands were the same in size as other ¢iftliks and were
usually cultivated by the ra%yyet. During the reigns
of Bayazid I, Mehemmed II, and under the 1oth/
16th century Sultans, a great part of these Ciftliks
too was converted into #mdrs. For example, in
Erzindjan in 947/1540, each zdwiye [¢.v.] under a
shaykh was assigned a ¢&iftlik while the rest of the
land was distributed among the timdrs.

As early as the 8th/i4th and g9th/isth centuries
the Ottoman Sultans granted influential men whole
villages or large timdrs as ¢iftliks. In these instances
we are no longer dealing with the &filik as a land
measure, but as a personal estate, granted by the
Sultan. For example, in the defter of Pasha-sandjaghi
dated 8s59/1455 (Belediye Kiit. Istanbul, Cevdet
kit. no. 0.89) we find a number of people, among
them the Court physician Mehmed Shirwani and the
Sultan’s tutor Seydi Ahmed, in possession of timdrs
as Gfthik (ber wedih-i &iftlik). Such large lands were
sometimes given as miilk (ber wedih-1 miilkiyyet). The
revenues of these (iftliks were farmed out by their
possessors, who usually lived in the towns, for a sum
of money which was called mukdta‘a. The possessor
of the &filik was usually required to equip one
soldier (eshkiindji) for the Sultan’s army.

Even in this early period we find some newly
opened lands or mazraas [g.v.] held directly as
Ciftliks by members of the military class who, as a
rule, paid the government a sum of money which
was also called mukdta‘a. Therefore, these Ciftliks
were also known as mukdta‘ali &iftliks. In central
and northern Anatolia the &jftliks which were
possessed by the pre-Ottoman aristocratic families
under the names of mdlikdne or yurd were given the
same status with the obligation of supplying an
eshkiindjs. The &ftliks which were opened in the
uncultivated lands by the military were subject only
to the ‘ushr tax. By the end of the 10th/16th century
the number of such &jfiliks in the hands of the
Janissaries increased rapidly. But, in general, the
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tendency in the 1oth/16th century was to convert
all types of military &ftliks into ra“iyyet &iftliks so
that the ra“4yyet taxes might be included in the
timars.,

With the disruption of the timdr system, this
course of development was reversed. During and
after the period of confusion between 1003/1595-
10181609, a great part of the ra“iyyet &ftliks found
their way into the hands of the kapi-kwiu and
palace favourites, and the old practices such as
possession of fimdrs as &iftliks, miilk or mukdtaall
Giftliks were now widespread. In the same period,
moreover, when the peasantry abandoned their
lands en masse and scattered throughout Anatolia,
which is known in Ottoman history as the Great
Flight, the Janissaries and others took possession of
the re‘dyd &ftliks by tapu. The accumulation of
&Giftltks in the hands of a‘ydn [¢.v.], rich and in-
fluential men in the provinces, however, was mainly
due to the mukdtaa system. This again was an old
practice but now, with the disorganization of the
timar system, the #imdr lands were increasingly
rented as mukdta‘a to private persons bidding the
highest price. In reality however, through admini-
strative abuses, the influential men managed to
obtain them. 4ghkas and a‘ydn with large mukdia‘a
holdings, fiftliks, emerged everywhere in the empire,
especially during the 12{18 century. Nedjiti (Siiley-
maniye Kiit. Esad ef. no. 2278, v, 43), writing in that
century, complained that many timdrs had been
seized by the a‘yan and ahl-i ‘urf, officials, in the
provinces. It was on the mukdta‘a lands that the
power of the great a‘yan rested in that century, and
from this period on the word &ftlik was used to
designate large personal estates. The attempts to
break up these Ciftliks made by the Tangimat [q.v.]
reformers did not meet with any great success and
this became the underlying factor in the peasant
uprisings in the Balkans in the 13th/igth century.
Under the Turkish Republic a law passed in 1945
(modified in 1950) provided that the large estates
were to be broken up and distributed to the peasants
in need of land.
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CIGHALA-ZADE (DJIGHALA-ZADE) YUSUF

SINAN PASHA (c. 1545-1605), also known as
Caghal (Djaghal)-oghlu, belonged to the Genoese
house of Cicala. He was born at Messina in Sicily and
received the Christian name Scipione Cicala. His
father, the Visconte di Cicala, was, according to
Gerlach, a ‘“‘corsair” in the service of Spain, while his
mother is said (cf. L’Ottomanno, of L. Soranzo)
to have been ‘“Turca da Castelnuovo’. The Visconte
and his son, captured at sea by Muslim corsairs
in 968/1561 (some of the sources give the year
as 967/1560), were taken first to Tripoli in North
Africa and then to Istanbul. The father was in due
course redeemed from captivity and, after living for
some time at Beyoglu, returned to Messina, where
he died in 1564. His son, Scipione, became, however,
a Muslim and was trained in the Imperial Palace,
rising to the rank of silakddr and later of Kapidil
Baghi. Cighala-zade, through his marriage first to
one (980-981/1573) and afterwards (983-984/1576) to
another great-grand-daughter of Sultin Sulaymin
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Kanini, found himself assured of wealth, high
office and protection at the Porte.

He became Agha of the Janissaries in 982/1575
and retained this appointment until 986/1578.
During the next phase of his career he saw much
active service in the long Ottoman-Persian war of
986/1578-998/1590. He was Beglerbeg of Van in
991/1583, assumed command, in the same year, of
the great fortress of Erivin—he was now raised to
the rank of Vizier—and also had a prominent réle.
once more as Beglerbeg of Van, in the campaign of
993/1585 against Tabriz. As Beglerbeg of Baghdad,
an appointment which he received in 994/1586,
Cighala-zade fought with success in western Persia
during the last years of the war, reducing Nihawand
and Hamadan to Ottoman control.

After the peace of 998/1590 he was made Beglerbeg
of Erzurum and in 999/1591 became Kapudan Pasha,
i.e., High Admiral of the Ottoman fleet-—an office
that he held until 1003/1595. During the third Grand
Vizierate (1001-1003/1593-1595) of Khodja Sinan
Pasha he was advanced to the rank of fourth Vizier.
The Ottomans, since 1001/1593, had been at war
with Austria. Cighila-zade, having been appointed
third Vizier, accompanied Sultin Mehemmed III
on the Hungarian campaign of 1004-1005/1596. He
tried, but in vain, to relieve the fortress of Khatwan
(Hatvan), which fell to the Christians in Muharram
1005/September 1596, was present at the successful
Ottoman siege of Egri (Erlau) (Muharrem-S$afer
1005/September-October 1596) and, at the battle
of Mezo-Keresztes (Hag Ovasl) in Rabi¢ I 1005/
October 1596, shared in the final assault that turned
an imminent defeat into a notable triumph for the
Ottomans. Cighila-zade, in reward for his service
at Mezo-Keresztes, was now made Grand Vizier,
but the discontent arising from the nieasures which
he used in a effort to restore discipline amongst the
Ottoman forces, the troubles which followed his
intervention in the affairs of the Crimean Tatars, and
the existence at court of powerful influences eager
to restore Damad Ibrahim Pagsha [g.v.] to the Grand
Vizierate, brought about his deposition from this
office, after he had been in control of the government
for little more than a month (Rabi¢ I-Rabi¢II 1005/
October-December 1596).

Cighala-zade became Beglerbeg of Sham (Syria) in
Djumaida I roo6/December 1597-January 1598 and
then, in Shawwal 1007/May 1599, was made Kapudan
Pasha for the second time. He assumed command,
in 1013/1604, of the eastern front, where a new war
between the Ottomans and the Persians had broken
out in the preceding year. His campaign of 1014/
1605 was unsuccessful, the forces that he led towards
Tabriz suffering defeat near the shore of Lake
Urmiya. Cighala-zide now withdrew to the fortress
of Van and thence in the direction of Diyarbekir.
He died, in the course of this retreat, during the
month of Radjab 1o14/November-December 160s.
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CILICIA. The name. In Assyrian writings the
name Khilakku refers primarily to the western part
of the region, Cilicia Trachea, but also includes a
part of Cappadocia, whilst the Cilician plain is called
the Kué. In classical times the name Cilicia covered
both western and eastern parts, Cilicia Trachea and
the plain of Cilicia. The name does not occur among
the Arab geographers, who call Cilicia simply the
region of the thughir [¢.v.], or frontier towns. The
form Kilikiya (or Kilikiya) is not met until modern
times (see Ibn al-Shihna, al-Durr al-muntakhab, 180),
but it is a direct derivation of the ancient name
if, as is thought, the Turkish name for Cilicia
Trachea, I&-11 or I&el [¢.v.] (lit. ‘the interior region’)
in fact comes from Kilikia.
Geographical outline.

Cilicia is wedged
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between the Anatolian plateau to the north-west
and the Syrian frontier to the south-east. Its
southern edge is fringed by the Mediterranean,
which here reaches its most easterly extremity, and
it is guarded to the north by the Taurus range,
over which the Cilician Gates assure communication
with the plateau. To the east are the Amanian
Gates (al-Lukam), and to the west, a short distance
beyond Selindi (ancient Selinonte), begins the
province of Pamphylia (region of Adalia). Cilicia
has at all times possessed a great strategic importance
on account of the Cilician and Amanian Gates.
Although the mountains and sea which isolate
Cilicia have given it a marked individuality, it has
rarely been able to maintain its own independance
for long, even when it was the kingdom of Lesser
Armenia or the Turcoman principality of the
Ramadan-oghlus. Most of the time, from the Hittites
to the Ottomans, it has been incorporated by con-
quest into the great empires of the eastern Mediter-
ranean.

Cilicia falls naturally into three geographical
regions, Cilicia Trachea, the Cilician Taurus, and
the Plain of Cilicia. Cilicia Trachea (lit.: ‘rough,
rugged’) is a mountainous region to the west, its
coast dotted with ports where pirates took refuge
when chased by Pompey’s ships. It is virtually
without means of communication to the Turkish
interior, and has patches of cultivable land only in
a few valleys, such as Gok Su (ancient Calycadnus)
whose waters flow into the sea near Silifke. It is
consequently a very poor region, and contains only
a few small towns (Silifke, ancient Seleucia, Mut,
on the road from Silifke to Karaman and Konya,
and in the west Anamur on the coast and Ermenek
inland}.

The frontier between Cilicia Trachea and the
coastal plain on the one hand and the Taurus on the
other is the small river Lamos which has its spring
in the Taurus. The Cilician Taurus is a strip 300 km.
long by only 50 km. wide stretching in a south-west-
north-east direction, and including the massifs of
Dumbelek, Bulghar Dagh (corruption of Bughi, the
Turkish translation of Taurus) and the Ala Dagh, one
peak of which rises to 3600 m. The Ala Dagh con-
tinues northwards to the Hadjin Dagh. The Anti-
Taurus begins to the east, on the left bank of the
Zamanti Su, formerly Karmalas, a tributary of the
Sayhan (Saros). Its mountains can easily be crossed,
however, as the high waters have cut many valleys
through them in forcing their way from the Cap-
padocian plateau down to the Mediterranean. The
Tarsiis Cay, ancient Cydnus, in Arabic Baradin,
rises in the Bulghar Dagh massif and brings Tarsus
its water. Between the Bulghar Dagh and the Ala
Dagh are the valleys of the Cakit Su and Kérkiin Su,
the Cakit being a tributary of the Kérkiin which
in turn is a tributary of the Sayhan. The road called
the Cilician Gates climbs over passes and runs
through these valleys, On the northern side it
connects Tarsus with Ulukishla via Bozanti (ancient
Podandos-Budandiin}) where the narrowest defile,
the Cilician Gates properly so called, is at Giilek
Boghaz, 1160 m. high on the upper reaches of the
Tarsas Cay.

The most important part of Cilicia is the plain
(Greek Pedias, Turkish Cukurova), a product of the
alluvial deposits of its two large rivers, the Sayhan
(ancient Saros) and the Djayhan (ancient Pyramus).
Along the left bank of the Djayhan’s lower reaches
is a less elevated outcrop of the Taurus range, the
Djabal al-Nir or Djabal Missis. Sheltered from the

north by the great mountain barrier, the Cilician
plain is open to the southern winds, enjoys the
climate and flora of Mediterranean regions, and is
extremely fertile. Crops peculiar to hot countries
can be grown there, and apart from sugar-cane
plantations there is also intensive cultivation of
cotton. The main towns of Cilicia were always
situated in this area. To the north, at the foot of
the Taurus but still Mediterranean in climate, lie
Sis (at the present day Kozan) and ‘Ayn Zarba
(ancient Anazarba), to the south Missisa (Mop-
suestia) on the Dijayhan, Adana on the Sayhin,
Tarsus, Ayas (ancient Aigai) on the western coast
of the gulf of Alexandretta, and Alexandretta on
its eastern side. Mersin, to the west of Tarsus, is
a relatively recent town, today named IZel.

In the Islamic epoch Cilicia Trachea and Seleucia
belonged to the Greeks, the frontier between the
two empires being formed by the Lamos (in Arabic
Lamis).

Under the Ottomans Cilicia constituted the
wildyet of Adana, and was divided between the
sandjaks of I¢-Il, Adana and Kozan in the north,
and of Djebel Bereket around the gulf of Alexan-
dretta.

The main towns of Cilicia are connected by the
Aleppo-Fevzipasha-Adana-Ulukishla railway, with a
branch line running via Tarsus to Marsina.

Cilicia has often been stricken by earthquakes;
Michael the Syrian (iii, 17) and Tabari (iii, 688)
record the one which occurred on 23 June 803; it
blocked the river Djayhin and partly destroyed the
walls of Missisa. Another one occurred in 1114 (see
EI' s.v. missis). The most recent occurred in 1952,
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Historical outline. When the Arabs had con-
quered Syria, Heraclius ordered the garrisons of
towns between Alexandretta and Tarsus to evacuate
their positions (see Missis). It is probable that part
of the civilian population had to do likewise. The
Arabs did not immediately take over these towns,
but restricted themselves to raids into the region or
across it into Anatolia, leaving small garrisons
behind them as a security measure. On his return
from an expedition in 31/651-652, Mu‘awiya is said
to have destroyed all the fortresses as far as Antioch,
However, records exist of the Arabs’ capture of
Tarsus in 53/672-673, which seems to indicate that
it had been reoccupied by the Greeks or defended
by its inhabitants. In 65/685, furthermore, the army
of Constantine Pogonatus advanced as far as Mop-
suestia (Missisa). From 84/703 onwards the Arabs
began to settle in Missisa, stationing a garrison
there during part of the year. They realized the
advantage which would accrue in permanently
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holding the Cilician positions, and ‘Umar b. ‘Abd
al-‘Aziz abandoned his plan to destroy all the
fortresses between Missisa and Antioch. Sis, at the
foot of the Taurus, was captured in 103/751-732.
In the first decades of the second century of the
hidjra it became apparent that the Arabs intended
to settle in the area; Missisa was colonized by the
Zott [g.v.] with their buffaloes, and a bridge was
built over the Sayhin to the east of Adana, in order
to secure communications across the country.
Although the Arab armies had no difficulty in
traversing the country by way of the Cilician Gates,
its occupation was still precarious. There was as
yet no systematic organization of the frontier
strongpoints, or thughir, still dependant on the
djund of Kinnasrin, which Mu‘awiya or Yazid b.
Mu‘awiya had detached from Hims (cf. Ibn al-
Shihna, 9). But already the positions had been
transformed into ribdt, that is to say posts manned
by voluntary defenders of the faith, noted for both
their religious and military zeal. Al-Dinawari, 345,
points out that after his dismissal from office
Khilid al-Kasri [¢.v.] obtained from the caliph
Hishim permission to go to Tarsus, where he
remained for some time muradbii®®,

After the ‘Abbasid revolution the Byzantines did
not take advantage of the disturbed situation to
reconquer Cilicia, but instead concentrated their
attention on the regions of Malatya and Kalikala.
After the dynasty had become firmly established,
and particularly in al-Mahdr's reign, the ‘Abbasids
undertook to fortify and populate the Cilician
positions, above all at Missisa and Tarsus. Hariin
al-Rashid was the most vigorous exponent of the
frontier policy. In 170/786-787 he detached the
frontier strongholds from the Djazira and djund of
Kinnasrin and put them under a separate govern-
ment called al-‘Awisim [¢.v.} (al-Tabari, iii, 604; Ibn
al-Shihna, g); Cilicia now became part of the ‘Awasim
djund. Its reorganization served both defensive and
offensive purposes; it helped protect Muslim territory
against Byzantine incursions (cf. a poem of Marwan
b. Abi Hafsa in Tabari, iii, 742), provided a secure
operational base for the Muslim armies which, by
tradition, carried out one or two raids each year into
Greek territory, and served as a permanent base
for volunteer troops and murdbitan. The fortification
of the positions went in hand with the launching
of expeditions across the Cilician Gates during the
reign of Haran al-Raghid and his successors. A vital
step in the successful execution of these operations
was the Muslim capture of Lulon (al-Lu’lu’a) in
217-832. Its fortress guarded the northern side of a
pass which led over the Cilician Gates from Podandos
(Budandiin, present-day. Bozanti) to Tyana.

A considerable Christian population lived in the
strongholds or the countryside around them. The
Muslims recruited some of them as guides for their
expeditions (see AIEO Alger, xv, 48), but they also
sometimes acted as informers for the Byzantines,
and it was perhaps as an act of reprisal that al-
Rashid had all the thughtir churches destroyed in
191/807 (Tabari, iii, 712-713; Michael the Syrian,
iii, 19 ff.).

The small river Lamos, demarcation line between
Cilicia Trachea and Arab Cilicia, was periodically
the scene of the exchange of prisoners or their
resale to the enemy; historians have left their records
of these dealings, in particular al-Mas‘adi in Tanbik,
189-196.

After Mu‘tasim’s famous campaign against
Amorium in 223/838, which marks the end of the

spectacular expeditions into Anatolia, it gradually
became the custom to appoint special amirs to
Cilicia, mostly resident in Tarsus. Although nomi-
nally dependant on the ‘Awisim governor or the
ruler of Syria, they enjoyed a certain degree of
autonomy and were responsible for the defence of
the country and the organization of annual land and
sea expeditions. Some of the amirs of Tarsus became
quite famous, e.g., °Ali al-Armani, the eunuch
Yizmin (Greek Esman), Ghulim Zurafa (alias Leo
of Tripoli and Raghik al-Wardimi) Damyina,
Thamal, Nasr al-Thamali. For some time Cilicia,
with its ‘Awdsim and thughdr, passed from the
control of the central government and became
a dependency of Tilinid Egypt (260/873-286/891).
This was a troubled chapter of its history, due to
the dispute between the Tulinids and the central
power, the intractability of the amirs, and the
ravages incurred through Byzantin