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Uzbak; Faruk Siimer, [A, s)v
Kizil-Arslan; Zambaur, Manu#l, 231; Bosworth,
The Islamic dynasties, 125-0.

For the cultural and hterary history of the
dynasty, see the references in Dawlatshih,
Tadhkirat al-shu‘ara’, and ‘Awfi, Lubab al-albab,
and also, J. Rypka, Iranische Literalurgeschichle,
200 {f., and Browne, 11, 401-2, 412-17.

(C. E. BoswoRrTH)
ILDJA? or TaLpJ1’A, a method of protection by a
superior of his inferiors, on which see the articles
DAY‘A and HIMAYA, adding to the bibliography
Y. Linant de Bellefonds, Volonté internc el volonté
déclarée en droit musulman, in Revue Intern. de Droil
Comparé, x (1958), 513 (faldjt’a occurring in law as
a fictitious sale with the object of gaining protection
against confiscation, taxes, etc.; but the question
arises of how the property is to be regained once the

danger 1s over). (CL. CAHEN)

ILEK-KHANS or KARAKHANIDS, a Turkish
dynasty which ruled in the lands of Central Asia
straddling the T’ien-shan Mountains, scil. in both
Western Turkestan (Transoxania or Ma wara’ al-
Nahr) and in Eastern Turkestan (Kashgharia or
Sin-kiang), from the 4th/roth to the early 7th/x3th
centuries.

1. Introductory. The name °‘‘Ilek-Khans” or
“Ilig-Khans’’ stems from 19th century Luropean
numismatists. The element Ilek/Ilig (known 1n
Hunnish, Magyar and Uyghur Turkish onomastic) 1s
commonly found on the dynasty’s coins, but i1s by no
means general. The complete phrase Ilek-Khanfllig-
IChan is an erroneous conflation: Ilek[Ilig and Khan/
Khakan/Kaghan denoted two distinct ranks in the
ruling hierarchy of the dynasty, the former being
subordinate to the latter (cf. O. Turan, Ilig unvani
hakkinda, in TM, vii-viii (1940-2), 192-9). The name
‘““ Karakhanids’’ again stems from 1g9th century orien-
talists and numismatists. Kara (literally ‘“‘black”, but
also used in early Turkish to designate the prime
compass point of the north, hence acquiring the
meaning ‘‘principal”’, ‘‘chief’, cf. O. Pritsak, Qara,
Studie zur tiirkischen Rechissymbolik, in Zeky Velidi
Togan'a armagan, Istanbul 1950-5, 239-63) occurs In
the titulature of the Great Khans of the dynasty.
Contemporary Islamic sources often simply refer to
the dynasty as ‘‘the Khans” (al-Khakaniyya, al-
Khaniyya): sometimes the phrase Al-1 Afrasiyab
“House of Afrasiyab’’ is used, connecting the dynasty
with the king of the Turanians in the Iranian national
epic (= the Alp Er Tonga of Turkish lore, cf. Bar-
thold, Zwélf Vorlesungen . . ., repr. 1962, 86-7, Fr. tr.,
Histoire des Turcs d'Asie Centrale, Paris 1945, 69-70).

In his EI! article, Barthold wrote that the histori-
cal references to the dynasty were very scanty, and
Zambaur in his Manuel, 206, confessed that his
section on the Karakhinids, ‘“la seule grande dynastic
musulmane dont la généalogie est restée obscure’’,
was in large measure conjectural. The sources are not
perhaps quite so scanty as Barthold supposed, and
much light has now been thrown on the Karakhinids
by O. Pritsak, who has given the first connected
account of the dynasty; the historical section which
follows here owes much to his work.

2. Historical. The Turkish tribal origins of the
Karakhinids still remain obscure. Pritsak is probably
correct in attaching them to the great tribal group
of the Karluk [¢.v.], who formed part of the confeder-
ation of the Orkhon Turks or T’u-chiieh, and then
after 742 A.D., part of the tripartite confederation
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v. Pehlivan and | to the T'u-chiich in Mongolia (Von den Karluk zu den

Karachaniden, 270 {f.). In the 3rd/gth century the
Karluk began to clash with the Siminids on the
northern fringes of Transoxania, and the Bilge Kil
Kadir Khin who fought Nl b. Asad is scemingly the
first Karluk and Karakhinid ruler whose name is
definitely known. The political and social structure
which was to be characteristic of the confederation
gradually becomes discernible. As amongst certain
other Altaic pcoples, there was a system of double
kingship. The Great Khan ruled directly over the
eastern part of the confederation, with his court at
the encampment of Balasightn or Kara Ordu in the
Cu valley of Semirelye. The Associate Khan was
under the supreme authority of the Great Khan, and
also ruled directly over the western lands, with his
encampment at Talas or Kashghar. Beneath these
two Khans was a complicated hierarchy of subordina-
te Khins and regional governors of the Karakhanid
family. These rulers all bore Turkish regnal names
and titles, including a totemistic one (onghun), and
after their conversion to Islam they acquired Mus-
lim names and patronymics also. The Turkish titles
changed as members of the family moved up in the
hierarchy. The disentangling of the genealogy and
chronology of the dynasty, on the bases both of
literary sources and of coins, 1S accordingly very
difficult.

Military activity along the Samanid-Karakhanid
borders, and commercial intercourse, led to the con-
version of the Karakhinids in the course of the 4th/
roth century. Much of this proselytizing wWork
was doubtless done by dervishes and other Muslim
enthusiasts: the name of one of these, Abu 'I-Hasan
Muhammad Kalimiti of Nishapur, is known (cf.
Sam¢ini, Ansab, f. 486a). The head of the western
Khinate, Satuk Bughra Khan (d. 344/955), became a
Muslim and assumed the name of “Abd al-Karim,
but the eastern Khinate was not Islamized till some
time later, when Khotan and other towns of eastern
Turkestan received the new faith. Ibn al-Athir’s re-
port (viii, 396) that in 349/960 200,000 tents of Turk-
ish tribesmen became Muslim is doubtless connected
with this process. Karakhanid pressure southwards
on the fertile and attractive lands of the Syr Darya
basin was an important factor in the downfall of the
Simainids at the end of the 4th/roth century. Harun
or Hasan Bughra Khin in 382/99z occupied for a
while the Simanid capital of Bukhara. The Ihg Nasr
b. €Ali of Ozkend definitively took over Bukhard in
380/999, and divided the Saminid dominions with
Mahmud of Ghazna. However, the Ilig did not tor
some time to come accept the Oxus as the boundary
between the two Turkish empires. Whilst Mabhmud
was pre-occupied by an expedition against Multan n
India, he invaded Khurdsian in 396/1006, and the
situation wasonly restored by Mahmud's hasty return.
It was during these yecars that the western harakha-
nids recognized fully the authority of the “Abbasid
Caliphs; this can be scen in the legends on their
coins, where we often find the phrase Mawla Amir
al-Mwminin after the Khins' names. The early
Khians were further noted for their strict piety,
expressed, for instance, in their avoidance of wine-
drinking. The Karakhinids thus followed the general-
ity of Turkish dynasties in accepting the orthodox
Sunni form of Islam, together with the Hanatfi
law-school.

What has been said above about the internal
structure of the Karakhinid confederation shows how

of the Karluk, Uyghur and Basmll which succeeded | these dominions were never ruled as a unitary state,
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but instead as a loose, tribal grouping. In the early
sth/xxth century, two distinct lines emerged within
the dynasty. The first was that of the descendants
of Satuk Bughra Khin’s grandson All (the.!*“Alids”’
in Pritsak’'s nomenclature); these supplied the Great
Khans of the western Khinate after the #lit within
the dynasty described below, The second line was that
of the descendants of Satuk Bughra Khain's other
grandson Hairin or Hasan Bughra Khin (the

“Hasanids”); these supplied the Great Khans for the
eastern Khanate.

The system whereby various members of the family
ruled simultaneously in different parts of the Kara-
khinid dominions inevitably led to disputes and
rivalries. The Ghaznavid historian Bayhaki already
speaks of warfare amongst ‘“‘the Khins and the
lHig” in the middle years of Mahmid of Ghazna'’s

reign, and the Sultan encouraged these divisions in

the hope of weakening the solidarity of the Kara-
khanids. In particular, he allied in 416/1025 with
Yusuf Kadir Khan b. Harin Bughra Khan of Khotan
and Kashghar (and after 417/r026, of the capital
Ozkend) against their mutual enemy, Yuasuf’s
brother ‘Ali, known as “Ali Tigin (see on the latter,
O. Pritsak, Karachanidische Streitfragen. 3. Wer war
‘Ali Tigin?, 216-24). ‘Ali Tigin plays a central part
1n the history of Transoxania at this time; his power
had a secure base in the rich cities of Bukhira and
Samarkand, and in alliance with the Saldjuk bands
of Arslan Isra’il, Toghrll and Caghrl, he was the
Ghaznavids’ implacable foe until his death in 425/
1034. “Ali Tigin’s sons, representing the Hasanid
line, were not long able to retain their father’s
principality in Transoxania once he was dcad. The
whole region was gradually conquered by two
brothers of the €Alid line, Muhammad ‘Ayn al-Dawla
and Bori Tigin, sons of the Ilig Nasr. Muhammad
proclaimed himself Great Khan, and Bori Tigin
became his Associate Khan (433/1041-2).

From this date onwards, there were two distinct
Karakhanid Khanates (cf. O. Pritsak, Karachanidi-
sche Streitfragen. 4. Zwei Karachanidische Kaganate,
227-8). The eastern one comprised the original Kara-
khanid territories of Semiredye, eastern Farghana
and Kashgharia, with Balasighiin or Kara Ordu as
its capital and with Kashghar as an important reli-
glous and cultural centre. The western one comprised
Transoxania and western Farghina as far as Khu-
dianda, with first Ozkend and then Samarkand as its
capital. The intermediate zone of the middle Syr

Darya was frequently a subject of contention between
the two branches.

The eastern branch of the Karakhinids, the
Hasanids, soon conquered the whole of FFarghina.
Their resources in manpower were augmented by
the conversion to Islam of large numbers of pagan
Turks from the outer steppes; thus in 435/1043-4
10,000 tents of Turks who nomadized ‘“between Bul-
ghar and Balasaghin'' became Muslitns. The Great
Khan Muhammad b. Yiasuf Kadlr Khin was probably
the grandfather of the pioneer Turkish lexicographer
Mahmid Kashghari[q.v.]; Mahmud’s father was Amir
of the district of Barskhin in Semircéye (cf. O. Prit-
sak, Malhmud Kdsgart kimdir?, in TM, x (1951-3),
243-6). During these years, Kishghar grew as a
centre for cultural and religious life, and it was there
that Yasuf Khass Hadjib [¢.v.] wrote his Kutadghu
bilig, dedicating it to the Khian Hasan b. Sulaymain
(467-96/1074-5 to 1102-3). In particular, Kashghar
speedily became the chief starting-point for the
spread of Muslim faith and culture over the Tarim

basin and towards the frontiers- of Mongolia and
China,

Hasan Khin's son and successor Ahmad held in
check the Western Liao or Kara Khitdy {¢.v.], a
people who were probably of Mongol origin and who
were at this time being forced to migrate westwards
after the downfall of their two centuries’ dorninion
in northern China. But after Ahmad’s death, the
castern Karakhinids were no longer able to stem
the Kara Khitiy advance. Balidsighin fell under
Kara Khitidy control and became their capital. Little
is known of the eastern Karakhanid Khins of the
later 6th/12th century; they were willy-nilly vassals
of the Kara Khitiy Giir-Khins and now had their
capital in Kaishghar. When the Nayman Mongol
adventurer Kii¢liig overthrew the Giir-Khdn and
established his ephemeral empire In Semirefye, he
released the Karakhinid Mubhammad II from his
previous detention at the Kara Khitay court, and
restored him to Kashghar. Unfortunately, an internal
revolt brought about the death of this last eastern
Karakhanid before he could re-assume the throne
(607/1210-11). Kashghar passed into Kiillig’s hands
and the eastern branch of the dynasty was finished.

The history of the western Khanate is better
known that that of its eastern counterpart, for the
Islamic historical sources deal more fully with Trans-
oxanian events, these being frequently intertwined
with happenings in Khurasan. Ibrahim Tamghal
Khin, the former Bori Tigin (ca. 444-60fca. 1052-68),
secured a leading place in the ‘“Mirrors for Princes”
and adab literature as the exemplar of a just and
pious ruler, although the historical sources show that
Ibrihim was at the same time involved in many clasi-
es with the over-powerful and ambitious class of
‘ulama’ in Transoxania. A serious external threat to
these Karakhanids arose from the rise of the Great
Saldjik empire, which in the second half of the s5th/
11th century was at its apogee under Alp Arslan and
Malik Shah [gg.v.]. Ibrihim had already found it 1m-
possible to retain in face of Saldjik pressure the
upper Oxus provinces of Khuttal and Caghiniyan,
which he had earlier conquered from the Ghaznavids.
His son Shams al-Mulk Nasr (460-72/1068-80), famous
for the splendour of his court and his patronage of
scholars, had to ‘endure a Saldjik invasion in 465/
1072-3; in the following year, he had to sue for peace
at Samarkand with Malik Shih, and to acknowledge
Saldjik suzerainty over Transoxania. Tension be-
tween the throne and the ‘wlama’ was now a perma-
nent feature of the western Khinate. In 4382/1089
the religious classes called in Malik Shih against
Ahmad Khin b. Khidr, and the Sultan penetrated
as far as Ozkend; soon afterwards, the ‘ulama®
sccured Abhmad’s deposition and execution on a
charge of sympathy for the Ismi‘ilis. The next Khans
scem to have been nominated by the Saldjuks. Mu-
hammad II b. Sulaymin (497-524/1102-30) Was
Sultan Sandjar’s nephew and son-in-law, but his
reign was much troubled by the activities of rival
Ixarakhinid claimants.

Mulammad’'s son Mahmiad II was also Sandiar’s
nephew and was Great Khin from 526/rx32 to 536/
1r41. It was he who came up against the Kara
Khitdy. After reducing the eastern Karakhdnids to
submission, the Kara Khitiy marched westwards. In
the great battle of the Katwian Steppe in 536/1141,
Sandjar and his Karakhanid protégé were disastrously
defeated. Mahmid fled to Khurisin, leaving the
Giir-Khian to take over Transoxania. The Giir-Khian
then set up various Karakhinid princes as his
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puppets, although the real power in Bukhiri now lay
with the Sunni religious leaders or Sudiir of the Bur-
han family (see on these O. Pritsak, Al-i Bughan, in
Isl., xxx (r9s52), 81-96), who collaboratéd closely
with the pagan but tolerant IKara Khitiy¥Mahmid
[I Khan remained in Khurasin till his death in 550/
1164; after Sandjar's capture by the Ghuzz he was
acclaimed as Amir of Khurdsin by the leaderless
Saldjiok army there (the famous poem, “The tears
of Khurdsan”, which lamented the ravages of the
Ghuzz, was addressed by the Saldjak poct Anwari
to Mahmid at this time), and he re-assumed this
position after Sandjar's death in 552/1r57.

With the deaths of Mahmiid and his sons, the
‘Alid branch of the Karakhianids came to an end, and
rule over the western Khanate passed to the Hasanids
or descendants of ‘Ali Tigin. These Hasanid Khins
were, like their predecessors, much troubled inter-
nally by the turbulence of their IKarluk soldiery and
tribesmen. Externally, they came to be overshadowed
by the dynamic and ambitious Kh¥arazm-Shihs
of the line of Atslz. The last Karakhinid to rule
over an exiguous principality around Bukhira
and Samarkand was ‘Uthmin Khidn b. Ibrahim.
Squeezed between powerful neighbours, he vacillated
between support for the Kh¥arazm-Shah ¢Alid’ al-
Din Muhammad and the Kara Khitay Giir-Khan,
marrying princesses from both houses: but after the
anti- Kh¥arazmian rising in Samarkand of 607/1210-
1T, the Shah conquered the city and executed

‘Uthman, thus ending Karakhanid rule in Trans-
oxania.

In Farghana, Karakhanid princes lingered on for
a few more years. It seems that a separate line had
arisen here, centred on Ozkend, after the Kara
Khitay invasion of 536/1141. One of these Khans,
Arslan, in 608/r2r1-12 threw off Kara Khitayv control
and recognized the rising power of Cingiz-Khan. The
line apparently persisted as governors of IFarghana

under the first Mongol Khins, but virtually nothing
1S known of them.

3. Cultural. Like the Saldjik Sultans, the Ka-
rakhanid Khans gradually assimilated themselves to
the Perso-Islamic cultural and governmental tradi-
tions. The Khin’s red ceremonial parasol or dalr is
mentioned in the Kufadghu bilig. Such pious and
just rulers as Ibrahim Tamghaé Khin and Shams
al-Mulk Nasr conformed to the ideal of a Muslim
ruler as laid down in the “>Mirrors for Princes".
Shams al-Mulk expended much effort on public
buildings; he built two famous caravanscrais (each
called, after the royal builder, Ribat-i Malik), recon-
structed the Friday mosque of Bukhira and laid
out the palace of Shamsiibid near that city. Muham-
mad II b. Sulaymin was also a great builder, and
restored the citadel of Bukhiria. Such traditional
duties as the defence of the frontiers of the Ddr
al-Islam were undertaken by the Khins, and we hear
of Muhammad II leading expeditions against the
“infidels”” of the steppes, probably the Klipéak.
Together with this extension of the faith by arms,
the 6th/r2th century was important for the spread
of Islamn within the Kipé&ak steppe by peaceful means.
The $Si4fi Shaykh Ahmad Yasawl [g.v.] of Sayram,
and the order of the Yasawiyya which he founded,
had a great influence in both eastern and western
Turkestan and in the adjacent steppes:; this may have
been partly because the order in many ways adapted
itself to and incorporated in itself certain pre-Islamic
religious practices (cf. Kopriiliizade Mehmed [Fuad,
Tirk edebiyatinda ilk mutasavviflar, abridged Fr. tr.
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by L. Bouvat in KMM, xliii (1921), 239 ff., and
idem, Influence du chamanisme turco-mongol sur les
ordres mystiques musulmans, Istanbul 1929).

It has been noted above that the Karalkhinids
adopted enthusiastically the Ifanafi law-school, and
Transoxania was to bccome a stronghold of the
Hanafi madhhab and the Maturidi kaldm, as the sheer
volume of legal and theological literature eranating
from the region attests. How great a part direct en-
couragement by the Khans played here is uncertain,
but the stirnulus from them may well have been sig-
nificant. In the walkfiyya for a madrasa (which was
to include a mosque and tomb for the Khian himself)
in the Bab al-Djadid quarter of Sarmnarkand, the
founder Ibrahim Tamghaé¢ Khan stipulated that the

| fakih who was to teach there and all the students

were to be of the school of Abit Hanifa: the date of
the foundation, 458/1066, is further interesting in
suggesting that the wave of madrasa-building asso-
ciated with Nizam al-Mulk and other Saldjik digni-
taries may have had a counterpart in the Karakhanid
dominions. Ibrahim’s orthodox zeal is further shown
in his suppression of an outbreak of Isma‘ili activity
in his Khadnate in 436/1044-5, when Fatimid mis-
sionaries persuaded many of the local people to give
allegiance to their Caliph in Cairo, al-Mustansir.
But the accusations of Isma‘ili sympathies brought
against Ahmad b. Khidr Khan in 488/1095 seem to
have been purely a pretext raised by the Khan’s
unscrupulous opponents, and they do not reflect any
general penetration of Transoxania by the Ismatilis
of Persia.

The Khans encouraged circles of sckolars and
literary men at their courts, and the judgement
of Grenard, *“‘une dynastie de barbares grossiers et
ignorants’, is far too sweeping. Nizami “Aradi Sa-
markandi (Cahdr makala, ed. Browne, 28, 46, revised
tr. 30, 52; cf. Browne, ii, 335-6) cites thirteen poets
who glorified the Al-i Khiakan, as he calls them;
he particularly praises Khidr Khan b. Ibriahim
(472-3/1080-1) as a munificent patron, in whose reign
‘Am‘ak of Bukhara was laureate or A mir al-Shu‘ara?
and Rashidi of Samarkand “Prince of poets’ or
Sayyid al-Shu‘ara® (see further “Awfi's section on
the poets of Transoxania in Lubddd al-albab, ed. S.
Nafisi, Tehran 1335/1956, 375-98, and Dawlatshah
in Tadhkirat al-shu‘ara®, ed. M. €Abbasi, Tehrin
1337/1958, 73-6, on ‘Am‘ak).

With all this, the Karakhinids retained their
strong Turkishness, and their age is of prime im-
portance for the creation of a Turkish cultural con-
sclousness and, in particular, for the creation of the
first Turkish Islamic literature. Here the regions
of Semirec¢ye and Kashgharia, now becoming strong-
ly Turkicized, were prominent, rather than Trans-
oxania, where Persian culture still retained pride
of place. Cultural influences.from the Uyghurs and
cven, to some extent, from distant China, were
strong in thesec eastern Karakhinid provinces. The
region of the Tarim basin, which included Kashghar
and Khotan, was often attributed by Muslim geo-
graphers to the marches of China, and indeed it
had often been included within the Chinese empire.
Hence we find that Yasuf Kadlr Khin, after he had
occupied and islamized Khotan, called himself Malik
al-Mashrik wa'l-Sin “King of the East and China"’.
This title is further found on coins minted by his
distant kinsman Ibrihim Tamghad¢ Khin and dating
from after 451/1059, and in the Salama or validatio
of a wakfiyya for a hospital founded by the Khan in
458/1066 (see M. Khadr in J4 (1967), 320, 324, and
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also the anecdote concerning the titles of the IKara-
khinids and Mahmid of Ghazna's jealousy over themn,
given in Nizam al-Mulk’s Siyasat-nama, ch. xl. and
discussed by Bosworth in Oriens, xv (1962}, 225-0).
The legends of Karakhinid coins also show that the
Uyghur script was used side-by-side with the Arabic.
The Kutadghw bilig of Yuasuf Khiss Hidjib [q.v.] was
completed at Kashghar in 462/1069-70 and dedicated
to the then ruling Khan. Four years later, Mahmid
Kishghari [¢.v.] completed his Diwdn lughdt al-Turk,
with the express aim of demonstrating that the Turk-
ish language was comparable to Arabic in its rich-
ness. The didactic nature of early Turkish poetry
was continued at the end of the KKarakhanid period
in the Aiabat al-haka’ik of Ahmad b. Mahmud; the
existence of this work shows that the Kutadght bilig
w3as by no means an isolated phenomenon. Shaykh
Ahmad Yasawi (d. 562/1166) left behind a collection
of vernacular Turkish verst, the Diwdn-i hikmel,
although this is now regarded as of doubtful authen-
ticity.

4. General conclusions. The limitations of
source material make it difficult to assess the general
historical significance of the Karakhanids and difficult
to evaluate the changes which their rule brought to
Transoxania and the adjacent lands. As with the
Saldjiks, we have the establishment of a Muslim
Turkish power, not by Turkish slave commanders
(as in the case of the Ghaznavids) but by tribal
leaders and their hordes. Compared with the preceed-
ing régime of the Simanids, the Karakhanids brought
about a decentralization of administration and a
fragmentation of authority in Transoxania. One of
the continuators of the historian of Bukhira, Nar-
shakhi, says that taxes were everywhere lightened
when the Karakhinids supplanted the Samanids,
and it is further probable that indigenous landed
classes there, the dihkdns, enjoyed a resurgence of
local power. The Khins remained close to their
Karluk followers, who comprised such tribes as
the Cigil and Yaghmai; certainly, in the time of
Shams al-Mulk Nasr the Khins were nomadic during
the summer months, residing in their capitals only
during the harsh steppe winters. Unfortunately, we
‘know little about changes in land utilization and
tenure, although it seems likely that the .influx of
pastoral nomads did cause some changes. The mention
during Shams al-Mulk Nasr’s reign of ghuruks or
tracts of hunting ground established as crown
preserves (Continuator of Narshakhi, tr. R. Frye,
The history of Bukhara, Cambridge, Mass. 1954, 29,
125) may indicate a certain extension of pastoral-
ization.

The KarakWinid territories shared in the general
economic trend, whose causes remain obscure,
whereby silver coinage tended to be replaced by
gold. Nevertheless, the dirham remained the standard
coin circulating in Transoxania, and both dirhams
mu’ayyadiyya adliyya and the slightly baser ghifri-
fiyya ones circulated in the later sth/rxth centiury
and the early 6th/r2th century. These dirhams were,
however, considerably debased in relation to the
legal dindr, and the currency was obviously some-
what unstable at this time; the testimony of the
wakfiyya for Ibrihim Tamgha¢ Khan’s madrasa,
mentioned above, suggests a figure of 47 dirhams
mu’ayyadiyya adliyya to the dinir instead of the
legally desirable figure of 14%, (cf. Cahen, in JA4
(1967), 309-10, and Continuator of Narshakhi, tr.
Frye, 36).

Yet despite the Khins' identification with their
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tribal contingents, their positions as Muslim sover-
eigns over such rich and fertile regions as Trans-
oxania and Farghania inevitably tended to raise them
ahove' the general tribal level. As happened within
the Great Saldjitk Sultanate, social and political
tensions were generated. During the 6thf/12th century,
the Khins were continually at odds with their
military supporters, the I arluk tribesmen, often
with dangerous consequences; it was Mahmud Il’s
appeal to Sandjar in 536/1141 for help against the
Karluk that determined the latter to call in the
Kara Khitiy as a counterweight. It is not clear
exactly how the Khins fell foul of the religious
classes in DBukhira and Samarkand, orthodox
wlama’ and ‘Alids alike, but this too caused tensions
which led at times to bloodshed and executions. The
explanation is probably that the religious institation
resented any extension of the central government's
power, and were ready to join with the military
against the throne. The situation here parallels that
obtawning in the Samainid period, and is an instance
of the essential continuity of the structure of power
and society in Transoxania. Because of these tensions,
and because of the fragmentation of power within
the ruling dynasty itself, the Karakhianids were 1ll-
prepared to withstand such resolute opponents as
the Kara Khitay and the Kh*arazm-Shahs.
Bibliography: A detailed bibliography is given
by O. Pritsak at the end of his article Die Kara-
chaniden (see below), 63-8. The pre-Muslim history
of the Karluk can be pieced together from the
diverse sources which bear on the history of Central
Asia: Chinese, Uyghur, Orkhon Turkish, Byzantine,
etc. For Muslim historians, the Karakhanids
inhabited only the periphery of the Islamic world,
and they tend to mention the Khans only so far
as they impinge on the wider eastern Islamic world.
There are, however, important notices in such
authors as <Utbi, Gardizi, Bayhaki, continuvators
of Narshakhi, Nizam al-Mulk, Djamal Karshi,
Nasawi, Djuwayni and Ibn al-Athir. Light 1S
thrown on the culture of the Karakhanid period
by the works of such authors as Yasuf Khass
Hadjib, Mahmud Kashghari, al-Katib al-Samar-
kandi, etc., and by the anecdotes given by Nizami
Ariidi and ‘Awfi. Amongst secondary literature,
the following should be noted: E. Sachau, Zur
Geschichte und Chronologie von Khwardzm, in SBAR.
Wien, Ixxiv (1873), 319-30; Sir H. Howorth, Tke
northern frontagers of China. IX. The Miuhammadan
Turks of Turkestan from the tenth to the thirteenih
century, in JRAS (1898), 467-502; F. Grenard,
La légende de Satok Boghra Khan et I'histotre, in
JA, Ser. 9, xv (1900), 5-79; Barthold, Turkestan.
idem, Zwolf Vorlesungen fiber die Geschichte der
Tiirken Miltelasiens, repr. Hildesheim 1962, Fr. tr.,
Histoire des Turcs d'Asie Centrale, Panis 19453
idem, 4 short history of Turkestan and History of
the Semirechyé, in Four studies on the history of
Central Asia, i, Leiden 1956; R. Vasmer, Zur
Miinzkunde der Qarahaniden, in MSOS As., xxxiil
(r930), 83-104; O. Pritsak, Karachanidische
Streitfragen 1-4. in Oriens, iii (1950), 209-28; 1dem,
Vonden Karluk zu den Karachaniden, in ZDMG, ci
(1951), 270-300; idem, Die Karachaniden, in Isi.,
xxxi (1953-4), 17-68 (Turkish version in 1A Art.
“Karahanhlar"); A. Z. V. Togan, Zentral-asiatische
Tilrkische Literaturen. II. Die Islamische Zeit, In
Handbuch der Orientalistik, Abt. I, Bd. 5/i Turko-
logie, Leiden 1963, 229-33; A. Caferoglu, La littéra-
ture turque de I'époque des Karakhanides, in Funda-
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day in lleri (31 July 1924). But Djelal Nari himself
| henceforward wrotc only occasionally in the same
paper, and avoided polemics. He died in Istanbul
on 2 November 1938.

Djelal Nari is the author of some thirty books
and thousands of articles, a few of which bave been
collected in book form. Without fully adhering to any
of the three main groups of the post-1908 period,
i.c., ““Turkists”, Islamists, and Westernizers, he made
his own compromisc between the last two. He con-
ducted long polemics on social, political, religious,
juridical and linguistic issucs with leading writers
of the period, and opposed equally the extrernist
Nationalists, the radical Westernizers and the uncom-
promising Islamists [sec GOKALP, DJEWDET, MEHMED
CAKIF, PANISLAMISM, TURAN].

He himself was a moderate reformist. But he was

menta philologiae turcicae, ii, Wiesbaden 1964, 207-
2. C. K. Bosworth, The Islamic dynasties, a chron-
ological and genealogical handbook, Iidinburgh 1967,
111-14; idem, in Cambridge history .of- Aran, v,
Cambridge 1968; Emel Lsin, Tiirk sanlal larthinde
Kara-hanls devrinin mevkii, in V1. Xiirk tarh
kongresinin bildirileri, Ankara 1967, 100-30; M.
Ichadr and Cl. Cahen, Deux actes de waqf d’un
Qarahanide d'Asie Centrale, in JA (19067), 305-34.
(C. L. BosworTi) |

ILERI, DJELAL NURI, in modern Turkish
CeLaL Nurt ILgEri, Turkish modernist, writer,
publicist and journalist, 1877-1938. He was born at
Gallipoli. His father, Helvadijizade Mustafa Nuri,
from Crete, served as governor in various provinces
and became a senator in xgo8. His mother was the
daughter of ‘Abidin Pasha (surnamed Dino, 1843~ 1908)

from Prizrin, a governor and vizier under cAbd al-
Hamid II and the author of a well-known commecin-
tary on the Mathnawi. One of his brothers, Subhi
Niri ileri was a socialist writer and journalist and
the other, Sedad Nuri, a painter and cartoonist.

Educated at Galatasaray lycée and Istanbul Uni-
versity, where he studied law, Djeldl Nuri perfected
his French to the point of publishing a few books in
that language, including a novel, Cauchemar, about
life in Istanbul under ‘Abd al-Hamid. He also learnt
English. His education owes much to his family
circle, which included his paternal uncle Sirri Pasha
and his wife, Leyla Saz (1850-1930), the poetess and
composer, and author of valuable memoirs of 19th
century harem life.

Djelal Nirl visited Europe several times and
published some of his impressions in two books:
K1jub musahabeleri and Shimal khatiralari (see below).
He soon abandoned the legal profession to become a
journalist and free-lance writer. He contributed to
many newspapers and periodicals (some of which he
founded), particularly Ikdam, Ati, Ileri, Idjtihad,
Edebiyyat-i  ‘Umiimiyye Medjmii‘asi, Therwet-t
Fiinun, Ttirk Yurdu, Le Courrier d'Orient and Le
Jeune Turc. He wrote more than fifteen hundred
articles in the last-named French language newss
papers, many of great documentary value for the
period following the mutiny of 13 Aprnl 1909
(“‘31 Mart wak‘asi”).

Dijelal Niri represented Gelibolu in the last
Ottoman Parliament, and was elected four times to
the Grand National Assembly. His wide legal know-
ledge and his familiarity with both Eastern and
Western culture made him one of the most sought-
after advisers of the new Nationalist Government in
Ankara. He was an honest, straightforward writer,
always consistent in his principles and in his advocacy
of liberalism and honest government. His strong
criticism, in his Istanbul daily Ileri, of authoritarian
rule and its abuses, and his contention that the
single-party system was incompatible with democ-
racy, resulted in violent polemics in the press.
Several extremist supporters of the Government,
particularly Aghaoghlu Ahmed and Yunus Nadi,
violently attacked him in Government organs. A

member of Parliament, Kilidj “Alj, whose name was

published in a list of deputies and officials accused
of having misused their influence, went to Dielal
Nirl's office and attacked him (for details of this
polemic and the subsequent incident, see the news-
papers /lleri, Hakimiyyet-i Milliyye, Diumhiiriyyet
and Son Telghraf for June to August 1340 (fiscal)/
1924. Dijelal Niri's journalist brother Subhi Naurl
published a strong article of protest the following

no systematic thinker, so that his ideas and sugges-
tions on various problems crop up in most of his
writings no matter the subject title. The following
are his most outstanding themes on controversial
issues of the period 1908-23.

The legal system. The need for a radical
reform in this field is one of his main themes. The
legal system of a country must take into consider-
ation the historical development, the character, pecu-
liarities, conditions of life of the nation and the re-
quirements of the contemporary age. Midhat Pasha’s
Constitution, Djewdet Pasha’s Medjelle and many
laws dealing with administration, jurisprudence,
property, the civil service etc., are, since they ignore
these conditions, inadequate. Laws are not unalter-
able: on the contrary they should at times be review-
ed and modified according to the changing circum-
stances of the times.

The emancipation of women. Many social
evils in Ottoman society have as their primary cause
the humiliating position of women. Polygamy should
be prohibited and women should not be treated das
property. Laws concerning marriage, divorce and
children should be modernized. This too is in keeping
with the spirit of Islam; whose rules on women and
marriage have been misinterpreted for centuries.
Dijelal Nuri's 1deas on this subject were by many
found to be ‘‘too progressive’'.

The causes of Ottoman decline. The main
causes for the backwardness of the Ottomans are
that they had no part in the maritime discoveries,
the Renaissance, and the exploitation of printing.

Alphabet and language retorm. The Arabic
alphabet not being suitable for Turkish, a reformed
alphabet based on the Roman script is necessary. As
far as the language itself is concerned, however,
Djelal Nuri's approach 1s conservative. He saw the
Persian-Arabic elements as being as natural and
necessary to Turkish as Latin and French words are
to English. Yet his campaign against the supporters
of “simplification’ mellowed later 1n the republican
period.

Reform in Islam. Islam per se has never been
an obstacle to progress. But it has been constantly
misinterpreted and exploited by bigots and oppor-
tunists. A reform in Islam, particularly in Mushm
law, is necessary. The unity of the Muslim world
should be the ideal, and should replace the national-
istic ideologies of individual Muslim nations. Yet the
ideal of a theocratic state is an anachronism. To
ignore Western civilization leads nowhere. But there
are two civilizations: the technological and the real
civilization. The Turks, like the Japanese, should
adopt the first, but preserve their own Muslim-
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even Sifis raised the question of the cqf;taiilty of the I ably flourishing, but that there was a trend towards

knowledge given by it. So al-Hudjwiri ( Rag}_g fal-mah-
diub, transl. Nicholson, 271) contends’® that ilham
cannot give assured knowledge (ma‘rifa) of Allih;
but al-Ghazali would probably have said that al-
Hudjwiri was using #/hdam in the sense of an idea
which one found in his mind, and not of the flashing
out of the divine light on the soul which, once ex-
perienced, can never be mistaken. Others taught
that, while it was sufficient for the recipient, it
could not be used to convince others or reckoned as
a source of knowledge for men in general. This
appears to have been al-Nasafi's position; see his
<A ka’id with commentaries of al-Taftazani and
others, Cairo ed. 1321, 40f. A very curious use 1s
by Ibn Khaldin in the sense of “instinct” (MuRad-
dima, ed. Quatremére, ii, 331, transl. de Slane, ii,
384 tr. Rosenthal, ii, 370) but this, though a natural
development, does not seem to have been taken up
by others. Yet Ibn Hazm speaks of iliam as a tabi‘a
and refers as an illustration to Kur’an, XVI, 70, on
the instinct of bees (Milal, v, 17).

Bibliography: Add to references above: Dict.
of technical terms, 1308; al-Djurdjani, Ta‘rifat,
Cairo 1321, 22 foot; Raghib al-Isfahani, Mufradat,
471; L. Massignon, Tawasin, 125-8.

(D. B. MACDONALD¥)

ILI, a large river in Central Asia. It is formed
by the two rivers Tekes and Kunges, which rise on
the northern slopes of the T’ien-Shan Mts.; the unit-
ed stream of the Ili then flows for some 950 kms.
across the northern part of the region known i1n
mediaeval times as ‘‘the land of the seven rivers’,
Yeti-su or Semiredye, into Lake Balkhash. The lower
course of the Ili falls within the Soviet Kazakhstan
Republic, whilst the eastern part of the Ili river
system belongs to the Chinese Sinkiang-Uyghur
Autonomous Region.

The Ili is first mentioned in the history of the
Chinese T'ang dynasty, when one of the main roads
from China to Turkestan passed through its valley
(Chavannes, Documents sur les Toukioue (Turcs)
occidentaux, 11 {f.). The oldest Muslim source to
mention it is the Hudud al-‘alam (372/982-3), which
says that the Ila runs into the 1sik-1K61 (the existence
of Lake Balkhash was not known to early Islamic
geographers). Kashghari calls the Ila or Il1a “the
Djayhiin of the Turkish country”, and he places the
Turkish tribe of the Tukhsl in the Ili valley, together
with the Yaghma and part of the Cigil (tr. Atalay, i,
30, 81, 92, 408). The Hudid mentions a town 1n this
region, probably to be identified with IKishghari’s
frontier town lki-ogiiz ‘“[situated] between the two
rivers”, i.e., the Ili and Yafindj, cf. Hudid, 71, 208,
276-7, 300-1. |

It is not known when Islam first came to the Ili
valley, but in the 7th/r3th century it was regarded
as marking the farthest boundary of the Dar al-Islam,
and the lands to the east were only converted in the
post-Mongol period. Immediately before the Mongol
period, northern Semirecye, including thc town of
Kayallgh (see below), was ruled by the Karluk Ars-
lan Khin. He threw off Kara Khitay suzerainty and
negotiated with Cingiz; consequently, the region did
not suffer from the Mongol devastations so badly as
Transoxania and Khuridsin. The upper parts of the
11i basin contained good pasture for the nomads, and
Caghatay had his ordu on the lli after Cingiz's dcath.
The reports of such travellers as Rubruck (651/1253)
and the Chinese envoy to Hiilegii’s court Chang-té
(657/1259) show that the Ili region was still reason-
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pastoralization. Rubruck mentions that after cross-
ing the Ili, he came to the town of. Equius (sc. 1l-
ballk ““town on the Ili”’), whose population was
Tadjlk, and the Armenian King Haiton (Het‘urn) also
visited it. The nearby town of Cailac (sc. Kayaligh) is
also described as having many merchants (cf. E. Eret-
schneider, Mediaeval researches from eastern Asialic
sources, i, 169), and the trading centre of Alma-
ligh [g.v.], to the north of the Ili, was at this time
the capital of a small Muslim principality. By the
gth/1s5th century, however, urban life seems to have
disappeared from the region.

From the later 17th century until the destruction
of Kalmuck power in Turkestan in 1758, Semirefye
and the Ili valley were occupied by the Buddhist Kal-
mucks or Oyrat. During the time of the great Khan
(Ghaldan (d. 1108/1697), the 1li valley became regard-
ed as the Khin’s personal domain. In the 19th
century, it was part of the lands of the Kazaks, but
during the reign of Tsar Nicholas I was annexed by
Russia. The upper 1li valley, and especially the town
of Kuldja [¢.v.], suffered considerably during the
Muslim rebellion in Chinese Turkestan led by Ya‘kub
Beg. Because of Russian fears that the outbreak
might spread, the district of Kuldia was in 1871
annexed by Russia, but given back to China 1o 1533.

During the present century, the main centres of
population have been Kuldja and the small town of
[li, situated at the junction of the river and the
Turkestan-Siberia railway. Navigation is possible
during the ice-free months on the Soviet part of the
river down to a point near the delta; the waters of the
Ili’s tributaries are extensively used for umgation,
and the upper reaches are an important source of
hydro-electric power (see BSE?, xvii, 530-1, with
a map).

Bibliography: In the text.
‘ (C. E. BOSWORTH)

ILICPUR ({see Supplement].

fLIDJA (7.) “hot spring”, and a bath served
by a hot spring (whereas in principle, in Ottoman
usage, a hammadm [q.v.] is a bath whose water 1s
artificially heated), a characteristically Western
Turkish word, the diminutive(?) of {ii “hot” (< #ig,
cited by Mahmiad Kashghari, Ar. text, 1, 31 = tr. B.
Atalay, i, 31, in contrast to “Turkish’ yilig, as an
example of the Oghuz tendency to drop initial y-).

According to ‘Asim (T. translation of al-Firuza-
badi’'s Muhit, s.v. al-himma, = ed. of 1268-72, 1,
435; cited in TTS, i, 349), a thermal and curative
spring is called “‘#lidia in Turkish, &apludja 1n Bursa,
and bana [cf. Serbo-Croat banja] in Rumeh’”; Red-
house distinguishes kapludja as “‘a hot spring roofed
in [kaplu] as a bath; especially any one of the hot-
baths of Brousa'’. These distinctions are perhaps
etymological rather than real: RXaplidia [q.v.] 1s
admittedly used primarily of the baths, served by
thermal springs, in the Cekirge suburb of Bursa;
and Evliyd Celebi says of Sofia (iii, 399) “in these
regions an {lidja is called bana’’; yet he himself uses
the word {lidja for the baths of Sofia and Buda (vi,
242 ff.), and so too Feridin (i?, 599) uses the terms
bana and {lidja without apparent distinction in a
““Rumelian’ context.

Ilidja i1s a common toponym in Anatolia (over
thirty attestations in Truirkiye'de mesXiin  yerler
kilavuzu, Ankara 1946-50). (Eb.)

ILIYA [see AL-KUDS].

ILKHANI [see TA’RIKH].

ILKHANS, Mongol

dynasty ruling in
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