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al-Din Yazdi, ed. Ilahdad, 188s, i, 124), and this
appears to be on the site of the ancient town of
Caghdniyin (thus Barthold, Twrkestan, 72; Mar-
kwart, Wehrot, 93). There is mention of Caghiniyin
on only one further occasion, in the Bdbur-nima
(cd. Beveridge, 1905, index), where it is probably a
historical reminiscence. Apparently nd mediaeval
ruins have survived in Caghaniyin, 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 cast
of the Kaifirnahdin river, however, together with
Ikabadiyan, belong to the Tadjik language arca and
to the Tadjik SSR.

Bibliography: W. DBarthold, Twurkestan,
index; Le Strange, 435-40; J. Markwart, Wehrot
und Arang, 1938, index; Hudid al-*‘Alam, index;
B. Spuler, Iran, index. (B. SPULER)
CAGHAN-RUD (CacHAN-RODH), the seventh

and last tributary on the right of the river Ama-
Darya [q.v.}. It comes from the Buttam mountains,
to the north of Caghaniyan [q.v.], flows past that
town and several smaller places, and finally into the
Amu-Darya above Tirmidh. The river is called by
this name only in the Hudid al-*Alam, (71, no. 11,
p. 363), and in Sharaf al-Din “Ali Yazdi, Zafar-nama
(ed. Ilahdad), 188s, i, 196 (= translation by F. Petis
de la Croix, i, 183). Mukaddasi, 22, calls it ‘“‘river of
Caghiniyan’’, and distinguishes it from the Kafir-
nihan, the 6th tributary (further to the east) of the
Ami-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-1 naw
(Dénaw = Caghaniyin) 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
Amu-Darja, 234 (in Jean Deny Armagani, Ankara

1958, 231-48); Brockhaus-Efron, Enciklop. Slovar

xxxii/r (= 63), St. Petersburg 1901, 109; Bol'shaya

Sovetskaya Entsiklop®. 41, (1956) 315.

(B. SPULER)

CAGHATAY KHAN, founder of the Caghatay
Khanate [g.v.], the second son of Cingiz-Khin 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- Khin). Like his brothers he took
part in his father’s campaigns against China (1211x-
1216) and against the kingdom of the Kh¥arizm-
Shah (rz19-r224). Urgiandj, the latter’s capital, was
besieged by the three princes Djocdi, 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 Bimiyan. After the
battle on the Indus (according to Nasawi, transl.
Houdas, 83, on Wednesday 7 Shawwail 618, probably
24 November 1221) Caghatay was entrusted with
operations against Sultan Djalal al-Din KhYarizm-
Shah and spent the winter of 1221-1222 in India.
During Cingiz-Khan's final campaign against the
Tangut (r225-1227) 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
Djocti had predeceased his father) he enjoyed enorm-
ous prestige. In the year 1229 he presided with his
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uncle Ot¢igin over the kuriltay at which Ogedey was
clected Great Khan: owing to his position as the
reccognized authority on the yasa, he exerciced an
influence to which even the Great Khian 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 surnmer 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 Willilam of Kubruck,
ncar Almaligh, 7.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 reccived 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 Il
could claim from the Great Khan 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 Bukhara 1n 636/1238-1239
Caghatay is not mentioned; the governor of Ma wara?
al-Nahr at this period was Mahmicd Yalavaé, a
Kh"arizmi by birth, who had been appointed by
the Great Khian. Even the generals of the Mongol
forces in Ma war3” al-Nahr were appointed by the
Great Khan. When, soon afterwards, Mahmud
Yalavac 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 (sndju); 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 Bukhira were governed by
Mas‘id Beg, the son of Mahmud Yalavaé, in the
name of the Great Khan.

It cannot be ascertained how far Caghatav’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 Rashid al-Din this minister came from Otrar,
according to Djamadl Karshi from Karmina, and hke
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 Habash
‘Amid’s sons as a companion.

In general Caghatay was not favourably inclined
towards Islam. Among the infringements of Mongol
law which he ngidly 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 f{requently 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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Aceording to Djuwayni, Caghatay survived his
trother Ogedey, who died on 5 Djumadd 11 6139/
rrth December 1241 though only for a short period.
(n the other hand Rashid al-Din states th_a't' he
died seven months before Ogedey, i.e., appagently
‘n the beginning of May, 1241.

Bibliography: Djuwayni-Boyle: Rashid al-
Din, Djami¢ al-Tawdrikh, ed. E. Blochet, Leiden
191x; V. V. Barthold, FFour Studies on the Hislory
of Central Asia, Vol. i, transl. V. and T. Minorsky,
Leiden 1956. (W. BArTHOLD-[]J. 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 Bamiyan. Kara-Hiilegii had been desig-
nated as Caghatay’s heir both by Cingiz-Khin
himself and by Ogedey; he was however deposed
by the Great Khin Giiyiik (1241-1248) in favour
of Yesi-Mongke, the fifth son of Caghatay, with

whorn Giliyllk was on terms of personal friend-

ship. In 1251 Yesii-Méngke was involved in the
conspiracy against the Great Khian Modngke, who
reinstated Kara-Hillegii and handed Yesii-Mongke
over to him for execution. Kara-Hiilegii however
did not survive the homeward journey and the
exccution 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 Mongke 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 Besh-Baligh and Kh™arizm.

With the death of the Great Khan Mongke 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 Arlgh Bodke 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¥irizm
and the present-day Afghanistin 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 Boke, who had tried to assert his
rights, was finally forced to vacate this territory
after some initial successes. Mas‘iid Beg still remained
the governor of the settled areas, now no longer in
the name of the Great Khin but as the representative
of Alughu.

Alughu may be regarded as the founder of an
independent Mongol state in Central Asia: he
cnjoyed his success only for a brief period, as he died
In 064/1265-1266. Mubarak-Shih, the son of Kara-
Hiilegii and Orkina, the first Caghatay convert to
Islam, was proclaimed Khin in March 1266. Already
in the same year he was dethroned by his cousin
Burak (or rather Barak) Khin [g.v.], the nomince
of the Great Khin, who was soon however to becoine
little more than a satellite of Kaydu [q.v.], now the
recal master of Central Asia. After Burak’'s death in
1271 Kaydu appointed Nikpay, a grandson of
Caghatay, to succeed him; Nikpay was followed by
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Buka-Temlir, another grandson of Caghatay; and
in 1282, Kaydu’'s choice fell upon Du’a, the son of
Buralk. The faithful ally of Kaydu in all bis wars
against the Great Khian, Du’a defeated and deposed
his son Capar shortly before his own death in 1306
or 1307. The Caghatay Khanate was from now on
to remain in Du’a’s family almost to the moment
of its cxtinction, the throne being occupied, for
longer or shorter periods, by six of his sons, of
whoin we need mention here only Esen-Buka
(1309-1318), Kebek (1318-1326) and Tarmashirin
(1326-1334).

It was some time before the Caghatay Khanate
received an independent organisation of its own.
Djamadl 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 Islamn
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 tbe expense
of the towns and cultivated areas; at a later period
urban life altogether disappeared under the influence
of Mongol rule, except in M3a wara? al-Nahr and the
present-day Sinkiang. The Muslim civilisation of
Ma wara’ al-Nahr naturally exercised some 1nfluence
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 Yesti-Mongke (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 Habash
‘Amid, Baha’ al-Din Marghiniani, a descendant of
the Shuyukh al-Islam of Farghana. 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-Hilegi, owed his life to the inter-
cession of Baha? al-Din. Nevertheless, when Baha3?
al-Din was involved in his master’s downfall, he was
handed over to his foster-father, who ordered his
exccution 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 Wassaf as a protectress of Islam
and by Djamal Karghi was even said to be a Muslim.
Her son Mubdarak-Shah, raised to the throne in
Ma ward’ al-Nahr, certainly adopted Islam, as did
his rival Burdk 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. IXaydu 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 Khidn penetrated deep into
Central Asia and ravaged the winter and summer



West, or of the West in Muslim countries? It would
of course be paradoxical to contend that among
the members of the two geographically close popu-
lations there was no exchange of knowledge. But
examination of institutions in the Latiri Ikast shows
fewer borrowings from the Muslim pé}st and less
social intermingling than in the Christian States of
Sicily and Spain. Similarly, from a cultural point
of view, objective comparison leads to the categorical
conclusion that where the West has acquired
knowledge of Muslim civilization, it has done so
mainly through Spain or Sicily and not through
Western scttlements in the East or Crusaders from
the West: moreover, Islam as such nearly always
remained misunderstood and the few accurate ideas
about it that the West finally acquired are due to
the efforts of missionaries, in other words to work
undertaken in an entirely different spirit from the
spirit of the Crusades. As for the Muslims, although
some showed a certain curiosity about the Franks
in the East or about a Western leader as exceptional
as Frederick II, it must be acknowledged that their
historians, geographers and anti-Christian polemists
still had after the Crusades the same few notions
about the European West, gleaned from their co-
religionists in the West, that they had had before.
Therefore, and contrary I regret to current opinion,
it seems to me an anachronism to repeat with those
who have worked on the cultural or political in-
fluence, indeed a very real one, of modern France
in the East, or written within that context, that
the Crusades laid their foundations; if in their own

way they bore witness to the beginning of a process |

of interpenetration, the atmosphere they created
proved subsequently, more of a hindrance than a
help.

Bibliography: The Arabic sources of the
history of the Crusades are catalogued in C. Cahen,
La Syrie du Nord a U'époque des Croisades, 1940,
33-94,° without however certain elucidations
which may be found particularly in (besides a
forthcoming work by N. Elisséeff on Nur al-Din)
H. A. R. Gibb, The Arabic sources [or the life of
Saladin, in Speculum, xxv (1950); B. Lewis, The
sources for the history of the Syrian Assassins,
¢bid., xxvii (1952); H. Gottschalk, al-Malik al-
Kdmil, 1958, Introduction. The five volumes of
Historiens Arabes in the Recueil des Historiens
des Croisades published by the Académie des

Inscriptions suffer from lack of method in the |

choice of extracts and insufficient care in the
establishment and translation of texts (not to
mention their inconvenient format); they have still
not yet however been replaced by editions or above
all, for those who need them, by better translations.

Since 1940 have appeared—and we quote only |

the essential—a French translation by R. Le
Tourneau of Ibn al-Kalinisi’s Damascus chronicle
(Damas de ro7s5 4 I1I54, French Institute in
Damascus, 1952), vol. i of a new and this time
good edition of Abii Shama’s K. al-Rawdatayn by
M. A. Hilmi (Cairo 1957), as well as an edition of his
Dhayl (Cairo 1947); the first two volumes, less
important than those to follow, of a good edition

of Ibn Wisil's Mufarridi al-Kuriib by al-Shayyal |

(Cairo 1953 and 1957); an edition of the Ayyubid
part of al-Makin b. al-‘Amid's chronicle by C.
Cahen (in BEO, Damascus, Xv, 1955-57); the
edition of part of Ibn “Abd al-Zihir's life of
Baybars, under the title Baybars the First, by
S. F. Sadeque, Oxford and Dacca 1956; the
first two volumes out of the three of the excellent
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edition of (Kamal al-Din) Ibn al-*Adim’s Zubda

by Siami Dahan (Fr. Inst. Darmascus, 1951 and 54)

and, by the same editor, the part on Darmascus

of Ibn Shaddad’s A¢lak (Fr. Inst. Damascus, 1956),

with the part on Aleppo edited by D. Sourdel (ibid.,

1958); of the extant half of the Life of Baybars

by the same author (in the absence of any edition)

there is a Turkish translation by Serefuddin Yalt-
kaya, Istanbul 1941; an edition by C. Zurayk and

S. Izzedin, 1939-42, of the two volumes by Ibn

al-FFurit on the years 672-696; an edition at

Haydarabad, 2 vol. 1954-55, of the part of Yinini

covering the years 664-670; and finally for the

years 689-698 an analysis of Diazari by J.

Sauvaget, 1949. None of these authors of course

deals specifically with the Crusades. A good

number of selected and translated texts, together
with useful introductions, has been given by Fr.

Gabrieli, Storics Arabt delle Crociale, 1957.

For the general history of the Crusades in their
Eastern setting reference should be made to the
general works of Grousset, Runciman, my Syrie
du Nord and the collective History of the Crusades
by the University of Philadelphia under the
supervision of K. M. Setton, volL 1 (tweifth
century) 1955, vol. ii (thirteenth centuryj in the
press, and three further volumes on the later
Crusades, institutions and civilization. A broadly
conceived general bibliography of the Crusades
will be found in H. E. Maver, Bibliographie zur
Geschichte der Kreuzziige, Hanover 1g60. It seems
useful here only to indicate the few studies
devoted particularly to aspects of the problems
treated above: C. Cahen has given the outlines
of a forthcoming Autour des Crossades, Poiris
de vue d'Orient et d’'Occident, in En gquo la
Conquéte turque appelait-elle la Crossade (Bulletin
de la Faculté des Letires, Strasbourg, Nov. 1950),
An Iniroduction to the First Crusade (Past arnd
Present, 1954) and Les Institutions de 1U'Orsend
Latin, in Oriente ¢ Occidente, X1I Convegro Volia,
1956. The only other studies which need be
quoted here are: H. A. R. Gibb, Tze acasevemeni
of Saladin in Bull. of the John Rylands Library,
1952; A. S. CAtiya, The Crusades, Old sdeas and
new concepitions, in Cahiers d’Histoire Mondialef
Journal of World History, iif2, 1954; and, on a
much broader theme, U. Monneret de Villard,
Lo studio dell’ Islam nel XII e XI1II secolo, in
Studi e Testi, cx (1948), and A. Malvezz1, L’'isia-
mismo e la culiura europea, n.d. [1957] (the
history of the knowledge of Islam).

(C. CAHEN)

CRYSTAL (see BILLAWR]

CU, a river in Central Asia, 1090 km. long,
but not navigable because of its strong current. It
is now known as Shu (Barthold, Veorl. So) by the
Kirgiz who live there (and it probably had this name
when the Turks lived there in the Middle Ages);
Chinese: Su-yeh or Sui-she. modern Chinese: Ctuci
(for the problem of the indication of Cu = Chinese
‘pearl’ with the ‘Pearl River' [Yindi Ogliz] in the
Orkhon Inscriptions, cf. the article S{rR DaryAa). The
river Cu has its source in Terskei Alaltau, and then
flows to the north-east until 6 km. from the westem
end of the Issik Kul [¢.v.], known as Kodkar in its
upper regions (for the first time in Sharaf al-Din
‘All Yazdi, ed. Ilihdiad, 1, Calcutta 1885, 274).
It send a branch (called the Kutemaldi) to the
lake, whose outlet it earlier was. Subsequently the
Cu turns northwards through the Bighim (Russian:
Buam) ravine (this is mentioned first in Sharaf al-
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