ENCYCLOPAEDIA OF ISLAM

NEW EDITION

PREPARED BY A NUMBER OF
LEADING ORIENTALISTS

EDITED BY

C. E. BOSWORTH, E. VaN DONZEL, W. P. HEINRICHS aNp CH. PELLAT
ASSISTED BY F. Tu. DIJKEMA AND Mue S. NURIT

UNDER THE PATRONAGE OF )
THE INTERNATIONAL UNION OF ACADEMIES

LEIDEN
E.J. BRILL
1987, 1989 , 1598 ,1992



{
see TAKHALLUS]. *
A. Ba or AsC, 2 South Arabian
Cof Shafiti jurists and Safis
dramawt and Aden in the 9th/15th |
-enturies. Prominent members of it
ng:

ummz Ast 't-TAYVIB ‘ABD ALLAH 8.
5. Ibrihim Bi Makhrama al-Himyari
s al-Saybini?) al-Hagdjarani al-
(ani. b. 833/1430 in Hadjarayn [g.-1 “
\den, where he was appointed kadi by -
- b. Tahir but resigned after four |
out losing his popularity (in

5 T1. 239 f.; these biographical dates
\ttributed to his son &.A.SJ;U., below, |
s include remarks (nukat) on Djgmi*al- |
#-Nasi’T (Brockelmann, 1, 199/254) ~

of 1bn Milik, 2 commentary on the
ariri, an absuact of Tbn al-H#’%im's
on the Urdiiza al-Yasaminiypa
S 1, 858:7.1.1), rasé %l and fatdwi.
(AMMAD AL-TAYVIB B. CABD ALtAH b.
‘Adani (son of 1.), b. 87071465, d. |
st and scholar of wide learning.
fiir, hadil, nakio and lugha. He bad
his father, Muhammad Bi Fadl and
1-Kammit (both d. 903/1497) and
\tation as a fakih with Muhammad b.
addim (d. 951/1544) belonging to
1 of the Makhrama family. Sickness
-nted him from finishing his two man
.ronicle of Aden®’ Ta¥ikh Thaghr nhmnm.
936-50) and Kiladat al-nakr Jfi wafayit
.bakdt work, with historical supplement
960). He also wrote Mughtabih al-wishe
erjeant, Materials, no. 11) and Asmd’
in the Kilide are biographies of the
aad (d. 911/1505-6), ‘Abd Allih
Muhammad, who at his death in Shibr
bequeathed his library to students of
\den. under the supervision of his
.d and al-Tayyib (see MO, xxv, 131-8).
< ¢App ALLAH b. Ahmad (son of 1.}, b.
fadjarin, d. 952/1545 in Saywin (2
n in Widl Hadramawt between A.ummB
famous SUff scholar and poet. Having
juridico-theological training in Aden
¢, the local saint AbG Bakr al-Aydaris
nammad b. SAl Djirfil al-Daw‘ani (4.
< met with the SGff ‘Abd al-Rahmin b.
‘muz {see HURMUZ, BA], was converted

and became a local spiritual leader
Q‘\g' N where he %& numerous

(d. 1037/1627-8, al-Muhibbi, i, 366,
\{aterials, no. 28). Specimens of it are
ol-sdfir, 33-7, and Ta*ikh al-~Shu‘erd Y-
134 fI. Two verses on maSya written

-Din ‘Asp ALLAR B. ‘Uwmaz b. SAbd
3.), b. 907/1501 in Shibr, d. 385&.

:re he finished his legal

career as mafli
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and was buried at the side of his father and his uncle
al-Tayyib close to the mausoleum of the Saff Djawhar
al-‘Adani (6th/12th century, cf. Ta’ikk Thaghr ‘Adan,
ii. 39 f1.). Having studied under his father, his uncle
and ‘Abd Allih b. Abmad Ba Surimi al-Shibri (d.
043/1536-7) he was kddi in Shibr twice, became a
great authority (‘wnds) on fikk, and was consulted
from all parts of the Yaman and Hadramawt. As will
be scen from the list of his writings, he was not only
a fekih and theologian, but pursued a special interest
of astronomy and chronology. He also wrote some
poetry (ardgiiz).

His writings include Dhayl Tabakat al-Shifi%yya by
al-Asnawi (Brockelmann, I, 91/111) Nukat on Ibn
Hadjar al-Haythami's commentary on al-Nawawi's

\ Minkgj, 2 vols., Fatawi, al-Durra al-2ahiyya fi shark [al-

Urdiiza] al-Rahbizpa (16 vv. in Ambr. NF D 256),
Hakikat el-tauwhid (radd ‘ala (@ %fat Ibn “Arabi), al-Misbdh
1 sharh al-Udda wa *I-silah (li-matamwolli ‘ukid el-aiki,

! by Mubammad b. Abmad B Fadl, d. 903/1497-8),

(cf. Brockelmann, S II, 972:3 Mighkit al-misbik, iden-
tical);  astronomy-chronology: al-Djodawil  &l-
muhakkaka al-muharrara fi Silm al-hay’a, al-LumSa fi Gilm
al-falak (Rabat 2023), al-Shamil fi dala %l ol-kibla, etc.,
rasé 4l on ikhtildf al-matslit wa-ttifakihd, ol-rub® al-
mugiaypab, samt al-kibla, #ill al-istiwd > (several deuails
from the work of King, see Bibl below).
Bibliography: O. Lofgren, Arabische Texte zur
Kennnis der Stadt Adem im Mittelalter, i-ii, Leiden
1936-50: edition of Ta%ikh Thaghr ‘Adan; idem,
Uber Abii Mahrama's Kilddat al-naks, in MO, xxv,
120-39; R. B. Sergeant, Materials for South Arabian
history, in BSOS, xiii, 281-307, 581-601; L. O.
Schuman, Political history of the Yemen at the beginning
of the 16th century, 1960; D. A. King, Mathenatical
astronomy in medieval Yemen (unpublished study);
al-*Aydari(T), &l-Nir al-sifir Sen akhbér al-garn
al-Saghir, passim; al-Sakkif, Te'rikh al~Shu'erd’® of-
Hegdramiyyia, i; Sakhiwi, al-Daw’ al-limi*, v, 8; Iba
al-\Imid, Shadharit al-dhahab, viii, 268, 367;
Kahbila, Mu‘giam al-mu’allifin, vii, 293; Zirikli, &/-
Am, iv, 193, 227, 249, v. 213. (O. Lorcrex)
*‘outlet, going out’’, an Ot-

toman term u in educstion and law. In
education, the term was used in reference to two
schools in the 19th century, of which one prepared
students for employment in Ottoman administrative
offices, the other for the military schools.

Mekhreg-i aklém designated the post-secondary
school were secondary school students were prepared
to **go out” to work at Ottoman administrative of-
fices, aklém (pl. of kalam [g.2.]). The Mokhredi-i aklim
was founded in 1862 when Ottoman administrators
decided that the quality of secondary school training
was insufficient. The first graduates of the school were
examined in —mm*g.&nmn%g.é
m!n§g§-§.&8§§.?
ﬁroo-tﬂ?vﬂi&?.w«mr«.:!roﬁoqﬁ%
education for civil servants, mekteb-i finin-u milkiyye.

Makhredi-i mekitib-i Saskeriyye was the secondary
school which prepared students ‘‘going out” to

. | military schools. The foundation for the school was
| laid in 1862 when the Naval and Civil Engineering,
. | Warfare, and Medical Schools established introduc-
. 83.&-&8839&”&3??5@8:;

admitted to these classes only after completing clgsses
called makhreds. In 1864, all introductory classes were
combined into 8 preparatory school, i%dadi-i Cemimi.
The makhredi classes were collected into 2 secondary
school, makhred-i mekdtib-i “askeriyye. This school was
replaced in 1875 by 2 newly formed military
secondary-school, Saskeri nighdiyye.

Inlaw, the term makhred) had two meanings. Cor-
tain judicial districts in the Ottoman Empire were
referred  to  as  maghrefi mewlaripeti  [see
MEWLEWIYYET|. The name derived from a common
attribute of the judges appointed to these districts. All
were judges ‘‘going out” to their first appoinunent
after teaching in schools, madrasa [g.0.]. The judges
who had completed this appointment and were
awaiting assignment to a higher ranking judicial
district were called makhredi mavdlis.

In inheritance law, makhredj was the term for the
denominator which was used to divide an inheritance
among heirs. In the case of the inheritance of 2
deceased woman, for example, where her husband
and daughter each received one-fourth of the in-
heritance and her son received two-fourths, the
makfredi of the inheritance would be four.

Bibliography: O. Ergin, Istanbul mekteplers os il-

im, terbipe ve 387" et miesseseleri dolayusile Tarkiye masrif

ki, i, Istanbul 1940, 397-400, 413, ¢18-21;

M.Z. Pakalin, Osmanh terik deyimleni ve terimleri

sézligi, Istanbul 1951, 385-7; L.A. Govaa, Resimli

yeni lugat ve ansiklopedi, iii, 1708; 1. H. Uzuncargh,

Osmanhs devletinin ilmiye tehilats, Ankara 1965, 90,

101, 120, 265; M. Sertoglu, Resimli Osmanks tariki

ansiklopedisi, istanbul 1958, 194; GibhaRawen, i/2,

89, 126, 151. £F- Mice Gécay)

MAKHZAN (a.), from fhazana, 10 ST up,
preserve, to hoard”’. The word is believed to have
been first used in North Africa as an offidial term in
the 2nd/8th century applied to an iron chest in which
Ibrihim b. al-Aghlab, emir of lirikiya, kept the sums
omBonQﬂgsgganBa&no..&o
ngaﬂmvv&gaﬂ.fmagg.trﬂv
in Moroceo is synonymous with the government,
was applied more particularly to the financial
department, the Treasury.

-B»<rnﬂxgﬁoﬁa%€3=9§
mokhzem) meaning the Moroccan government, and
QnQSFwBoRQ_Rnoog&iva at first
B«ubn&uuvr\ﬁnluontrﬁd&ogggg.
tion were kept, intended to be paid into the treasury
of the Muslim community, the bge ol-mdl [g.0.].
Later, when the surns thus raised were kept for use in
the countries in which they were collected, and they
became, as it were, the private treasuries of the com-
munites in which they were coliected, the word
%ﬁisg&ogig
and a certain amount of confusion arose between the
mefheen and the bgyt of-mil

We do find in Spain the expression ‘ebid of-malhoar,
but it still means siaves of the treasury rather than
&u&%.&ougﬂgrgmb&.%gw
scems than in Moroceo, in proportion as the sate
became scparated from the rest of the Muslim com-
munity after being successively under the Umasyyads
of Damascus, the ‘Abbisids of Baghdid, the
Umayyads of Spain and the Fitimids of Egypt, that
mafhzen came to be used for the govemment iteelf.

ﬂogcv.ﬁni%.&«n.gﬁ&vq
%vgntgnﬁogino&?%{%&
o«ggglnotﬂawa?tﬂinonﬁog
g%&oﬁﬁ&ﬂéﬂlﬁ&!ﬂﬁ.g
it took shape under the great wﬂwﬂg later,

the treasury, that is to say the whole government
of Morocco. In tracing through history the changes
of meaning of the word makhzan, one comes 10 the con-
clusion that not only is the institution to which it is ap-
E&uﬁﬂ:«gmbgﬂgron&og.




. puts these events as late as
.ay, Siyiwakhsh b. Mihrin
zeived reinforcements from
but when he was defeated,
~and made peace at once
wved honorable terms (‘ald
) promising an annual pay-
e charter given by Nu‘aym
wasmughén of Dunbiwand,
cople of Dunbiwand, of
wn) and of Shirriz”’. This
extent of the sway of the
»ns included the country
i and stretched down the
Ray. The district of Dunba-

e land occupied by] the ~

rm part of Tabaristin. The
th Ray (al-Tabari, i, 2653-
al-Fakih, 275-7); but as we
1€ conquest, Ray and Dun-
‘erent dynasties. The old
1y have been at Mandin,
-Fakih, Arm#’1l had built a
4 ebony, which in the reign
is taken to pieces and
In the Arab period there
ibiwand, sc. Wimi and
-ked on Stahl's map to the
of Damiwand, which lies
damiwand). According to
principal stronghold was
Yarhud. This should be
Rayna, which must corre-
Haddadin. (Tba al-Fakih's
) in which worked the
e hammers exorcised the

it refer to the chambers <.

- Rayna; f. E. Crawshay-
Ranah, in JRAS [1904],

G Muslim in 131/748-9 w0
s a disastrous failure: his
was attacked by the
account of the difficult
‘i biladikt) was forced to
. v, 304; of. Hifiz-i Abrg,

conquered undl 141/758-
- dissensions in the family
b. al-Magmughin quar-
323893&3&
asion (al-Tabari, iii, 130).
& %k, 228, tenifies to his
.dwandiyya and calls him
Dindr, malik of Dunbi-
Vilik) had enjoyed con-
~ding to Tba al-Fakih, the
J# as commander of the
1 was made on the advice
n him since the trouble
ans of this “Khurrami”’
i, Muridj, vi, 188 = §

yys.

brother of Abarwiz who
sdwand was at war with
spahbed Khurghid of
‘rd that the forces sent by
way to Tabaristin, he
ation with his adversary
thir, v, 386).

ign against Tabaristin
- of his father al-Mangir

¢
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are very contradictory, as is shown by their very
detailed analysis in Vasmer, ¢p. al., in Bibl. After the
defeat of the ispahbad, the Arabs conquered the
masmughdn and captured him and his daughters Bakh-

tariyya (?) and Smyr (> or Shakla). Of these
princesses, one became the wife of al-Mahdi b. al-

Mangiir and the other the wmm walad of ‘Ali b. Rayta.
According to a story in Ibn al-Fakih, 314, Khilid b.

Barmak (Vasmer, op. ait., 100, thinks that his expedi-

tion was sent especially against the lord of Dunbi-

wand) sent the masmughdn and his wife and his two
daughters to Baghdid, but in another passage, 275,

the same writer says that the masmughdn obtained amér
from al-Mahdi and came down from the mountain of
al-‘Ayrayn (?). He was taken to Ray, and there al-

Mahdi ordered him to be beheaded.

After the death of the masmughdn, the people of these
mountain regions lapsed into barbarism (fawziypa)
and became like wild beasts (al-Tabard, iii, 136).
According to Ibn al-Fakih (276), however, the descen-
dants of the masmughin (= Arma’l?) were sull
well-known.

Spiegel’s and Marquart’s hypotheses.
Yikait, i, 244, interprets masmughdn as kabir al-magyis
*‘the great one of the magi”” (mas *‘great’’, N.W. Ira-
nian form). Spiegel thought of connecting this dynasty
with the prince-priests of Ray, whose existence is
known from a well-known passage in the Avesta
(Yasna, ix, 18, tr. Darmesteter, i, 170; cf. Jackson,
Zoroaster, 202-5). In spite of Marquart’s criticisms,
who says it is imposuble to quote the authority of
Avestan traditions which relate to much earlier state
of affairs, Spiegel’s suggestion is still of interest. We
have certainly to deal with vague memories and not
with actual facts. In the time of the Arab conquest, the
descendants of Bahrim Cubin were ruling in Ray, but
Sog?_‘ﬂg i, 2653-6) installed there a cer~
tain al-Zaynabi, son of Kila and father of al-
Farrukhin. It remains to be scen if this family of
Zaynbadi ‘“‘whom the Arabs call al-Zaynabi"’ (al-
Baladhuri, 317) is connected with Dunbiwand. Their
stronghold in Ray was called Arin (?), which
resembles the name of the mountain al-*Ayrayn from
which the last masmughdn came down (cf. the note by
de Goeje in Ibn al-Fakih, 275). Marquart wanted to
connect the masmughdss of the Biwandid dynasty, the
eponymous ancestor of which Biw, a descendant of
Kiwus, brother of Khusraw I, is said to have lived in
the time of the later Sisinids [see sAwanp). This Biw
was 8 man of piety, and after the fall of Yazdagird ITI
E%ngumnzglo.z-zg
regards him as a ‘‘magus’’ and identifies him with the
father of the Christian martyr Anastasius, who bore
this name (Baf) and was a ‘‘master of Magian lore™.
Lasdy, he quotes the fact that the wnt-umrr
appeared in 167/783-4¢ only after the disappesrance of
the maymughdes (after 141), as if to continue their line.
Unfortunately, several details of the ingenious argu-
ment are not accurate: our sources (Ibn Isfandiyir;
Zahir al-Din, 204-5) give not the slightest suggestion
that Biw belonged to the priestly caste. According to
Ibn Isfandiydr (tr. Browne, 98), his grandfather’s
temple was at Kisin, which Rabino, Mdzanderén and
Astardbed, 160, locates a ittle distance west of Aghraf
i.e. quite remote from Dunbiwand. The passage in
al-Tabarf, iii, 1294, which Marquart quotes to prove
the occurrence of the name Magsmughin among the
Biwandids refers to the cousin of Mizydr of the
Kirinid dynasty [¢.s.]. which is quite different from
the Biawandids (cf. below).

The Kiarinid mesmapghdns. It is curious that
neither Iba Isfandiydr nor Zahir al-Din speaks of the

dynasty of the masmughén of Dunbiiwand, perhaps
gcxguoag&ogaﬁoaﬁ.ﬂg
proper. On the o»vnl.!ﬁ they mention 2 mapmughda
(madmughdin > ° marmughin) Waligh, who was the
marzubin [¢.0.] of Miyin-du-rid (Zahir al-Din, 42,
says that this canton was near the Siri between the
rivers Kalirud and Mihribin and that on the east it
adjoined Karatughin; Miyin-du-rid is thus quite
close to where Rabino puts Kisin !). This masmughds
Waligh (Tbn Isfandiyir, 101; Zahir al-Din, 42) lived
in the time of Djamaspid Farrukhin the Great (709-
22?) and belonged to the elder branch of the Kirinids
descended from Zarmihr b. Sikha. (it is unciear why
Jusd, Iranische Namenbuch, 430, takes this Waligh to be
En-opo*.nvnmwng:&ﬂo«gbw»tg& The
Kirinid Wandid Hurmuzd (of the younger line,
descended from Kirin, brother of Zarmihr) in his ris-
ing against the caliph (al-Mahdi, 158-69/775-85) had
combined with the ispakbad Sharwin (772-97) and the
masmughin Waligh of Miydn-du-rid. This latter (Ibn
ﬁw&«m»on_mvw Zahir &ﬂ?&wu& scems to have

one successors W.

been masmughin Waligh

Under 224/838 al-Tabari (iii, 1294) mentions a
cousin of the Kirinid Mizydr, who was called
Shihriyir b. al-Masmughin. According to this, al-
Masmughin would be identical with Wandid
Ummid, uncle of Mizyir (cf. Justi, 430). On the
other hand, under the year 250/864, al-Tabari, iii,
1529, mentions 2 Masmughin (sic) among the allies of
the ‘Alid Hasan b. Zayd. Ibn Isfandiyir, 165, calls
him Masmughin b. Wandi-Ummid. One must
cither suppose there is an error in al-Tabari’s
genealogy or admit that the tide of mesgmughdn was
borne both by Wandi-Ummid and his son, but the
form of the designation of the latter (uuds with-
out the article) would rather show that the title had
ggngloggaggg
wrong in translating ‘‘the Magmughin®').

To sum up then. Alongside of the maymughdns of
Dunbiwand, we have the masmughins of Miyin-du-
rud. These marzubéns, if we may rely on Zahir al-Din,
belonged to the Zarmihrid branch of the dynasty of
Sukhri (Sisinid governor of Tabaristin descended
from Kirin, son of the famous smith Kiwa [see
xawan]). Later we find the dtle (or proper name!) of
mapmaghdn recurring in the younger branch of the line
of Sikhri (the Kirinid branch), which occupied a
position in Tabaristin subordinate to the Biwandid
ispahbads (Zahir al-Din, 134, 14).

Bibliogrephky : Tabari, i, 2656; i, "130, 136
(1294, 1529); Birini, ol-Athér al-bikiye, 101, tr.
109, 227, 213; Kitéd ol-“Upin ma ~t#‘&.nn
Goeje and de Joog, 228; Ibn al-Aghtr, i, 18; v,
304, 386-7; ?.g.§<§rnf

1871, i, u@u &a.s.ﬂx. Voterland d. Apesta, in
ZDMG, xxxv (1881), 629-45; F. Jusi, Fresische
Namesbuch, 199 and 430 (tables); J. Marquare,
Beitrige, in ZDMG, xlix (1895), 661; idem, Erinlaks,
127; R. Vasmer, ?gﬂg - aur Zeit
Lug\ﬂ.&g in Islemics, iii (1927), 86-150;
-~ (V. Mmvorsxy)
MASRBAF U household account
b administrators such as
viziers of governors, o-.&—lvonvﬂaogn—sﬂ
waterbearers. The account book covered, for time
periods of a month up to several years, detailed mon-
thly inventories of household economic transactions.
These inventories are often organised under subject
headings such as kitchen, dlothing, or food expens:s,
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purchases of houschold goods from merchants and
artisans, salaries of houschold members, or gifts given
and received during religious holidays. Each entry of
the inventory usually contains a description of the
transaction, the price, quantity and the names of the
people involved in the transaction. No systematic
study of these books, hundreds of which are to be

D&0 rchives

“theatre'’ (in the same sense as *“Bihne” in Ger-
man); frequently synonymous with it (from the
Italian).

1. In the Arab East.

Primarily an artistic and literary phenomenon of
the last two centuries, the Arab theatre has its roots in
local performances of passion plays [see Ta‘zmval,
marionette and shadow plays [see karacdz], mimicry
and other popular farces, and was affected by the
then contemporary (rather than the classical) foreign
theatre as well. Although some popular open-air plays
in Arabic have occasionally been presented publicly
since the 12th/18th century, if not earlier, an Arabic
theatre in the modern sense of this term has been in
existence only since the mid-19th century. It was in
1847-53 that Mirin al-Nakkish (g.0.], under the
impact of the Italian theatre, wrote and produced
several plays, chiefly adapted from Molitre, before
select audiences in Beirut. His plays arabicised the
locale, the names of the dramatis personas and ceruin
elements of the plot, in"order to increase the appeal;
with the same intent, the language combined the
literary with the vernacular, and both vocal and
instrumental music was added. To moderate possible
opposition from religious circles, men and boys acted
the female parts (later on, non-Muslim—and after-
wards, Muslim—women joined theatre troupes).
These features, which remained characteristic for
some time, were introduced into Egypt by Syrian-
Lebanese immigrant actors, who soon rendered Egypt
(and, most particularly, Cairo) the centre of Arab
theatrical activity. Performances continued in Syria as
well, and gradually spread to other Arab lands in the
Middle East and North Africa. Most troupes were
made up of amateurs, e.g. students, or at most, of
semi-professionals; gradually, however, the number
of the professional actors increased, although they bad
to await the establishment of semi-independent states,
following World War [, in order to benefit from the

These developments were parallelled by play-
writing. At first, most plays were written by people of
other professions. Mirin al-Nakkish was a clerk and
merchant; his successors were journalists or, even
more often, troupe directors, stage managers of
actors. Only much lster did the writing of plays
become a full-time profession. Adaptations, mostly
from the French, came first, as al-Nakkigh's literary’
ovitput indicates. An even more prolific writer was
Mubammad Uthmin Djalil (1829-98) of Egypt, who
adapted into Arabic French tragedies and comedies;

a

born Nadjib al-Haddid (1867-99), who wrote in
Egypt. Although he changed the names of the plays
and some of the characters and added music, al-
Haddid usually remained faithful to the originals

(mostly transiated from the French); his works served |
as a model for the strictly literal translators which soon

followed. These generally translated from French or

Englith and, (072 lesser extent, from ltalian and other |

languages. There followed an impressive number of
original playwrights, whose output continued
simultancously with active translation work (and,

, | inidally at least, adapeations). These cover the entire

gamut of dramatic writing, contributing to the réper-
toire of farces, historical plays, melodramas, dramas,
tragedies, comedies, political and symbolic plays, as
well as works pertaining to the theatre of the absurd.
One of the most deservedly-famous of these
playwrights, who successfully tried his hand at several
of these genres, is Tawflk al-Hakim (bom in ?1902),
one of Egypt’s prominent 20th century men-of-letters.

There was evident interaction between dramatic
output and the further development of the troupes.
While the musical theatre continued to attract crowds,
the acting, the stage-directing and theatrical criticism
achieved gradual professionalisation: the number of
theatre halls increased, and troupes performed an
increasing variety of plays to a steadily growing public
of diverse interests and tastes. Of all the troupe direc-
tors and actors in Egype after World War 1, perhaps
the ones with the most impact were Diiindj Abyad
{¢.». in Suppl.] who, having studied acting in the
Paris Conservatoire, promoted an Arabic classical
theatre in the grand style; Yusuf Wahbi (1899-1981),
promoter of the often tear-jerking melodrama with
social background; and Nagdjib al-Ribini (1891-1949),
nicknamed *“The Oriental Molidre’’, whose comedies
amused the crowds while criticising the social mores of
his time. Numerous other troupes have joined these
during the Inter-War period and since World War II,

particularly in Egypt, Lebanon, Syria and ‘Irfk, less

Sﬁugiggﬁﬁggg.
funds, while usually means government allocations.

Obviously, schools for the dramatic arts and theatre :

halls are dependent on such funds. All this bas, again,
led to & certain politicisation of the Arab theatre, dif-
fering from one country to the other. This process has
been evident from the early days of the Arab theatre,
¢.g. in the plays of Ya kiib Sant® Abd Naddira [4.0.]
in the Bgypt of the 1870s; since World War II, bow-

ever, it has acquired an obvious social content, often  ~

Sﬁnﬁngggaﬂnro&ﬂﬁg 1

caustic remarks on play-writing, scting and stage-

&R&umugq&m«magsguﬂgmaus? .

nals specially devoted to theatrical criticism (see B,

below, for examples), but in many Arsbic dsiies and

periodicals as well. All this is yet another indication of
the great interest in the theatre throughout much of
the Arab Eaet,

Bibliegrephy : Few bibliographies are devoted
exclusively to the Arab theatre, e.g. Salih Djawikd
al-Tu‘ma, Bidliyighrafiypal el-edeh ol-“Urabi ol-
masreki el-Radlh, 1945-1965, Baghdid 1969; or -

relevant, in part, as are some bibliographies of the
theatre, like N.B. East (ed.), African thestre: &
checklist of critical materiale, New York 1970, 13-19
(for Egypt and the Maghrib). Several of the books
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AL-MUKURRA — MULAZIM
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After the attack of King Dawad of Nubia on
CAydhab in 671/1272, the power and independence of
Mukurra was curtailed, and Mamluk interference
brought a Muslim king to the throne by 717/1316.
Arabic sources generally refer to al-Mukurra as al-
Niba [g.0.] or Dunkula (Dongola), but a Coptic letter
to Mark III of Alexandria (1166-89) from Kasr Ibrim,
refers to Nobadia, Makuria, and Alodia as being
under his jurisdiction. In the 14th century A.D. the
kingdom seems to have broken up into smaller
regions, with royal seats at Daw and Dongola, and a
possibie splinter kingdom around Djabal Adda called
Dotawo. The last king of Nubia mentioned by the
sources is Nasir (800/1397); but a King Joel of
Dotawo is known from a leather document from
Djabal Adda as late as 1484.

Bibliography: (in addition to references given in
BAKT, DONGOLA and NUBA): Ya‘kabi, Ta’rikh, i, 217,
Mas‘adi, Murid), iii, 31-2; Ibn Hawkal, 58; Yakdt,
iv, 605; Dimashki, Nukhba, 268; Ibn Sulaym al-Us-
wani, in Makrizi, Khitae, 111, 252 ff.; L.P. Kirwan,
Notes on the topography of the Nubian Kingdoms, in JEA,
xxi (1935), 57-62; U. Monneret de Villard, Storia
della Nubia cristiana, Rome 1928, index; Y.F.
Hasan, The Arabs and the Sudan, Edinburgh 1967,
esp. ch. IV; G. Vantini, The excavations at Faras,
1970, index; Jakobielski, Faras I1I, A history of the
Bishops of Pachoras, 1972, index; J.M. Plumley, Qasr
lbrim 1974, in JEA, Ixi (1975), 7; G. Vantini, Orien-
tal sources concerning Nubta, 1973, index; W.Y.
Adams, Nubia, corridor to Africa, 1977, index (s.v.
Makouria). (S. Muxro-Hav)
MUKUS [sce Maks].

UWALLAD].

MULAZEMET] (A. mulizama), an Ottoman
administrative term for the certificate of eligibil-
ity for office. In the Simiyye [g.v.], mildzemet
indicated the candidacy for office of those medrese
students who had completed their studies and received
an idjazet, a diploma for practice. It gradually came to
refer to the tume period between the graduation and
the actual appointment to an office; in this period, the
candidates waited and gained professional experience
by attending the assemblies, medjlis, of the Rumeli
and Anadolu kddi “askers [g.v.]. To document their
attendance, they recorded their names in the register
referred to as matlab.

The muilazemet system was systematised during the
reign of Sultan Sidleyman I as the kddi “asker of
Rameli, Ebu '1-Su‘dd Efendi, instituted the practice
of keeping a register for maldzims, i.e., the candidates,
and notifying each %imiyye member how many
trainees for office they could nominate among their
graduating students. The Topkapr Palace Muscum
Archives contain one such mildzemet register from the
early 10th/16th century (D5605/1). The Ottoman
state kept on issuing many decrees throughout the
centuries to regulate the system; see, for example,
mihimme 73, decree number 740 in the Prime
Minister’s Archives.

In addition to the %lmiyye usage [for which, see
MULAzIM] milazim  referred, in  the Ottoman
administration, military, the palace and guild system,
to the candidates or ‘‘reserves’”” for office.
Administratively, Sultan Siileyman I assigned the col-
lection of the poli-tax, djizya, to tax-farmers who were
called mulazim officers and who formed a special corps
to collect this tax in certain districts. The term was
also used for the 300 special mounted bodyguards
whom Sultan Silleyman I selected from among his
houschold to accompany him on campaigns. These
personal aides-de-camp were called malaziim because

Encyclopacdia of Islam, VII

they were preparing for important administrative
posts which came by way of reward for their services
to the sultan. As the Ottoman army was reorganised
during the 19th century, the term mildzim came to
apply to the lowest two ranks of officers, correspond-
ing to the rank of “‘licutenant’”.

In the Ottoman Palace, muldzim referred to the
reserves among the 40 subordinate valets in the
retinue of the Head Valet, Bask Cuhadar. The first 20
valets were accoutred with finery supplied from the
treasury of the sultan; the second twenty, regarded as
their milazims, i.e. candidates for succession to their
posts, had to supply their own.

In the Ottoman guild system, muldzim alluded to
the reserves among the 31 men who were under the
command of the Inspector over the Guild Affairs, the
muhtesib. Of the 31 men, 15 were referred to as the
Privileged, gedikli, since they held posts by virtue of a
privilege which was hereditary; in the event of a gediklr
dying without a son, their posts were filled by the
seniors among the other 16 men, who were called
milazim.

Bibliography: M. D’Ohsson, Tableau général de
U’Empire ottoman, Paris 1788-1824, iv, 486-9; A. de
Juchereau de Saint-Denys, Histoire de I’Empire
oltoman depuis 1792 jusqu’en 1844, Paris 1844, i, 29;
Seyyid Mustafa Nari, Netd’d; al-wuki‘at, 1327, i,
145, 11, 92; Ahmed Djewdet, Ta’rikh, Istanbul 1309,
1, 112; Ahmed Rasim, ‘Othmdnli ta’rikhi, Istanbul
1326-8, i, 381; Tayyarzade Ahmed ‘Ata>, Ta’rikh,
Istanbul 1293, i, 190; O.N. Ergin, Medjelle-yt umir-i
belediyye, Istanbul 1922, i, 270-1, 327-9; Gibb and
Bowen, /1, 288, 328, 342, 246, i/2, 147, 255; M.
Ipsirli, Osmanl: ilmiye teskilatinda milazemet sisteminin
onemi ve Rumeli kadiaskert Mehmed Efendi zamanina ail
milazemet kayitlan, in Ist. Univ. Edeb. Fak. Gineydogu
Avrupa Arastirmalan Dergist, x-xi 81.2), . 221-32.

| MOLAZIMY (.

Gttomanadministrative and military term (c.g.
denoting in later times a licutenant in the army), the
most notable use of which was to designate a can-
didate for office in the Ottoman learncd hierarchy (the
Silmiyye [g.v.]) whether at the beginning of his carcer
(in which case he was, strictly, a mildzim-i naw) or at
any later stage when he was awaiting a post; in this
last respect, the former usage is by far the more com-
monly met with in the literature (usually without the
addition of new), since attaining the status of a
malazim, or of mildzama (miulizemet {g.v.]), was an
essential step in the qualification of a (usually young)
scholar for entry into the learned career.

Once a student had completed, or nearly com-
pleted, his studies, it was necessary for him to secure
the sponsorship of the holder of one of a number of
high-ranking posts in the Icarned hicrarchy—for
example, the Shaykh al-Islam [q.v.], the kadi of an
important city such as Istanbul, or the miderris of an
important medrese such as one of the Sileymianiyye
medreses—whose backing would enable him to be
enrolled as a milazim, i.e. a candidate for office, in the
register of one of the two kddi “askers [g.0.], which
enrolment, in turn, cntitled him to appointment to a
vacancy in the learned establishment when one occur-
red. The right to become a miilazim was often, though
not necessarily, earned by the student through perfor-
ming a service for an established scholar, such as
acting as muid for a miiderris or as tedhkeredsi for a kadi
‘asker. The investing of students, their own or others’,
with the right to become mildazims was regarded by the
holders of the high learned posts, each of which was
assigned a quota, as an important perquisite and was
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voussoired arches, and the semi-dome of the miirab all
represent the earliest structural precedents yet
recognised on the sub-continent, in a fully assured
technique. In the city itself, the possibly earlier tomb
of Shah Yusuf Gardizi, said to date from 547/1152-3,
has been extensively rebuilt. Its flat-roofed orthogonal
mass is enhanced by the Iranian expedient of tile
sheathing, here both flat and in relief, with no inter-
ruption but for the lean projections of door frame and
mihrab, and the merloned parapet. Later tombs com-
ply with a format in three zones, the lower having bat-
tered walls with few openings, the next a tall octagonal
drum with an opening on each face, and the third a
hemispherical dome pierced in a panelled frieze
around the base. In that of Baha’ al-Din Zakariyya
(Bah#’ al-Hakk) (d. 661/1262 or 666/1267 [g.2.]), the
base is a massive square chamber left completely
plain, and relieved only by the strong projection of a
pishtak of full height around the doorway which, like
the preceding example, is framed by paired rec-
tangular fillets, and houses successively recessed
arches; the octagon of half the height, whose windows
with four-centred arches set in shallow panels echo the
doorway, affirms its stable proportions, and the blind
merlons at both levels have guldasta at the angles. The
recessed base of the dome is set with repeated small
niches. Damage repaired after the sicge of 1849
appears not to have affected these lines. The small
tomb of Shiah Dina Shahid, martyred in 668/1270,
largely unaltered, is similar, as is that of Shams al-Din
Sabzawari (misnamed Tabrizi) (ca. 1300 but rebuilt
1780y, though more ornate. A model for this com-
bination is to be found in Khurasan, in such tombs as
those of AbG Sa‘ld at Mayhana [¢.0v.] (d. 440/1049)
and of ‘Alambardar ncar Karki (d. 394/1004);
domestic architecture in the Marw region had long
combined a central dome with a square plan and
strongly battered walls as a response to the limitations
of mud as a material.

The great tomb said to have been built by Ghiyath
al-Din Tughluk for himself ca. 715/1315, but later
devoted to Shah Rukn-i ‘Alam by Firiz Shah, differs
in that the lower story is octagonal instead of square,
with tapered round buttresses at the angles which
enhance the batter, and like the angles of the
octagonal drum above, are crowned with small domes
surrounding the main one, which is now lightly four-
centred. This form too may have come from
Khuriasin, where polygonal tombs with comparable
corner towers were built in the 5th-6th/11th-12th cen-
turies. Inside, a series of sixteen concentric arches in
recessed planes form squinches and clerestory win-
dows alternately, supporting a thirty-two sided cor-
nice, and the slightly stilted dome. Qutside and in, the
brickwork is relieved by intricate carving, work in
relief, toothed string courses at intervals, and girdles
of shisham wood, all contributing to unity. The fine
timber carving of the mikrdb is completed by an
inscribed architrave bordered on both sides with
vigorous spiralling tendrils. The generously decorated
pancls of the exterior are set and edged with ceramic
tiles in blue, white, and turquoise only, with
geometric patterns in deep relief. :

Bibliography: For a description, plans and
photographs of the tomb of Khalid b. al-Walid, see

Ahmad Nabi Khan, Naked brick architecture of the early

period in Pakistan, in Pakistan archaeology, xxiii (1987-

8), 303-25; for other tombs see A. Cunningham, in

ASI, v (A.R. 1872-3), 133 ff. and pl. xxxvi {f.; for

Rukn-i ‘Alam, see J. Burton-Page, The tomb of

Rukn-t Alam, in R.E.M. Wheeler (ed.), Splendours of

the East, London 1963, 73-81; for general comments

on sequence and related monuments, sce Ahmad
Nabi Khan, The mausoleum of Saih ‘Ala® al-Din at
Pakpatan (Punjab), in East and West, xxiv/3-4 (1974),
311-26; for comparisons with Khurasan, see A.M.
Pribuitkova. Pamyatniki  arkhitekturai X1 veka v
Turkmenit, Moscow 1955, figs. 20-36 and 84-5, pp.
28 and 65; also G.A. Pugalenkova, Puti razvitiya
arkhilekturur yuzhnogo Turkmenistana porui rabovladeniya
t feodalizma, Moscow 1958, 292 ff.; for general
sources, see HIND. See also UEEH.
(P.A. ANDREWS)
g (s., multazim), the term which
denoted a tax-farmer who, from mid-16th century
on, collected taxes and dues on behalf of the Ottoman
Treasury; on its application in the Arab provinces of
the Ottoman empire, sec ILTIZAM.

The officials who collected revenues for the
Treasury could either deliver all the proceeds while
drawing a salary, or could buy the right to retain the
proceeds themseclves by paying the Treasury an
agreed sum in advance; it was the latter system that
was known as the iltizam. Iltizdm differed from the
other term used for a tax-farm, mukdta‘a [¢.0.] in that
it referred to the collection of revenues from the
Imperial Domains, khawdss- himdyun. Mukdta®a was
applied to the collection by contract of other revenues.
In the case of ifizams, the contractor was called
milteztm, in that of a mukdtae, he was called
mukdta‘ad)r’. The origins of the iltizam system are thus
located in the revenue collection from the Imperial
Domains. This collection had onginally been
exccuted by salaried officials called emins and then
leased yearly to officers who had distinguished them-
sclves in war. The latter paid the Ottoman Treasury
a fixed sum which was determined in relation to the
normal yields of the lands concerned; in return, they
acquired the right to collect, for their own benefit, all
the tithes and taxes legally due from the inhabitants.
Although they were not empowered to exact more
than the amounts authorised by law from the
inhabitants, their contracts allowed them a sufficiently
wide margin of profit and some exercise of authority
over the peasaniry.

The first usage of the tax-farming system by the
Ottoman sultans is unclear; it may have been in
existence as carly as the reign of sultan Mehemmed 11
Fatih {¢.v.] when the reference to maltezims appears in
connection with a signature fee of 1% specified for
them. Most Ottoman historical chronicles state, how-
cver, that, untl the reign of sultan Stleyman I, the
tltizam system was not regularly used and then only for
the collection of revenue from the Imperial domains.
In Sileyman’s reign, the Ottoman treasury added the
military fiefs which it seized to the original Imperial
domains and also farmed out the new revenues it
acquired; all these contracts came to be known collec-
tively as treasury leases, mukata‘at- mirtyye.

The Ottoman treasury did not deal directly with the
farmers in arranging tax-farms; farms were put up to
auction. Only bidders who had appointed a banker or
money-changer o guarantece the payment on their
behalf to the Treasury of the sums due to it could par-
ticipate. These bankers, in turn, had to be approved
by the Inner Treasury, i khazine, 10 assume this
responsibility; upon approval, they were furnished
with an official license, called kuyrukiu berat, and were
then entitled to deal with the Treasury over tax-farm
and other official business. The actual conduct of
miiltezims depended on the source of the contracts; if
they had contracted with a fictholder or a proprictor,
they were obliged to be circumspect, owing to the
interest of such persons in their property and its pros-
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perity. Otherwise, the aim of millezims was to get as
much out of the peasantry as possible in order to
render their bargains profitable.

As tax-farming extended to almost every varicty of
land-holding, it exploited both the land and the
peasantry, thereby undermining the preservation of
Ottoman sources of revenue. As matters further
deteriorated toward the end of the 17th century, a
system of life-leases called malikdne [¢.v] was intro-
duced; by giving the contractor a life interest in the
yield of whatever revenue source he was empowered
to tap, this system improved the taxpayer’s position
relatively until it got beriddled with its own problems.

The iltizém system was abolished in 1839 as the
Tanzimat altered the Ottoman taxation system. Yet it
was later reinstated and reformed by laws and regula-
tions promulgated in 1835, 1838, 1861 and 1871.
From 1897 onwards the system was gradually phased
out and abolished in 1905; the duties of a miltezim
were then left to cadastral officers.

Bibliography: D’Ohsson, Tableau général, vii,
242-3, 245, 248-9; ‘Abd al-Rahman Wefik, Tekdlif
kawd%di, Istanbul 1328-30, i, 62, 102-3; Seyyid
Mustafi Nari, Netd’id; al-wukiat, Istanbul 1327, i,
124; P.A. von Tischendorf, Das Lchnwesen tn dem
moslemischen Staaten, Leipzig 1872, 50; TOEM, xiii
(1911), 19, xiv, (1912), 29; 1. Hasrev, Tirk kdy
thtisadiyat, Istanbul 1934, 169-73; Gibb and
Bowen, i/1, 170, 238, 253, 253, /2, 6, 21-4; Tirk
anstklopedisi, Ankara 1977, xxv, 29
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MULUK AL-TAWA’IF (a.) 1. In pre-rsramic
Persia.

““The kings of the territorial divisions’ is the
Arabic phrase used by Muslim historians originally
for the regional rulers of the Parthian or
‘Arsacid period, and afterwards also for the rulers of
principalities which arose on the ruins of the
Umayyad empire of al-Andalus. In the 3rd-4th/9th~
10th centurics, their information is said to have come
from the lost works of Ibn Khurradadhbih, Masa b.
Isa al-Kisrawi, the mébadhs of Shiraz, (Bi)shapir,
and Fars, the Akhbar al-Furs of “‘Umar Kisra, the Shda-
ndma of ‘Abd al-Razzak, a Ta’rikk sini mulik al-tawd’tf
and the Sasanian Avesta. Some of this information
may go back to a lost Arsacid king list or chronicle.

This period lasted from the defeat of Dara b. Dara
by al-Iskandar until the rise of the Sisanid dynasty
under Ardashir b. Bibak. After Dird’s death, local
rulers took over each district and were confirmed or
appointed as kings by al-Iskandar, in some accounts
at the advice of Aristotle, to keep them divided. After
al-Iskandar the region from the Tigris to the Oxus, in
some accounts, extending to al-Yaman, Syria and
Egypt was divided among 70 to 100 independent Per-
sian, Aramaean, Arab and Greek rulers (al-Tha‘alibi
anachronously includes the Hayaula [¢g.0.] of
Tukharistan and the Turks of Khurdsan). Each made
his position hecreditary and sought to defend and
expand his territory; none paid taxes to another. The
Arab kings included Dhu ’l-Shanétir. the powerful
ruler of “‘Umain, al-Bahravn, al-Yamama, and the sca
coasts, and Satiran of al-Hadr. The Greeks and their
Persian wazirs ruled Babyvlonia (the Sawad) for 54
years after al-Iskandar’s death until Ashak b. Ashkan
or Akfirshah (Pacoros), ruler of the Djibal, defeated
and killed Antiochos at al-Mawsil and conquered al-
‘Irak. The other regional rulers recognised his pre-
eminence, called him king, and sent him gifts but not
taxes, and he did not appoint or dismiss them. They
honoured him because of his royal descent (from Dara
al-Akbar, Kay Kubidh, Kay Kawis, or another king)
and because he established the throne of the Aghkani

dynasty at Tisfan (Ctesiphon) in the centre of the
world.

Muslim historians report the dynastic succession of
only the Ashkaniyyin but admit of no agreement on
their names, the order of succession or the length of
their reigns. Over 20 dynastic lists count as few as
nine and as many as 19 rulers and make the length of
the dynasty as short as 201 or as long as 455 years.
Nor do these lists agree with the Arsacid succession
according to coins and Greek and Latin authors. They
include Sasanian royal names, are interwoven with
didactic tales, and are coordinated with prophetic
history. Lewy identifies two traditions, one with
eleven rulers that ignores Ardawan II and his suc-
cessors and one with 19 rulers, grouped into eleven
and eight kings, that preserved the replacement of the
Ashkaniyyian by another family. Muslim historians
with a concern for chronology calculated the duraticn
of the mulik al-tawd’f at over 500 years (often 523
years) and tried to explain the discrepancy with the
length of the Ashkani dynasty. Al-Birdni, based on
dates in the Seleucid era and the testimony of Mani in
the Shaburkin, gives 528 or 337 years between al-
Iskandar and Ardashir and reports that, according to
Ibrahim al-Zandjini the mathematician, the Persians
only counted the reigns of the Ashkaniyytn and those
only from when they first combined al-‘Irdk and the
Djibal under their rule in 246 S.E., which Lewy notes
is the year Phraates II took the title of “king of
kings'’. Al-Mas‘adi, who gives 513 years for the mulik
al-tawd’if, reports as *‘a religious and political secret”’
of the Persians that Zoroaster had prophesied in the
Avesta that the Persian religion and kingdom would be
destroyed after 1,000 vears, and that when Ardashir
came to power less than 200 years were left, so he set
the death of Ardawian at 260 years after al-Iskandar,
cutting the duration of the mulik al-tawd’f in half, in
order to lengthen the duration of his own dynasty.
Lewy suggests that the year of Ardashir’s accession
(338 S.E.) was changed to 338 ycars from the
appearance of Zoroaster. Since al-Iskandar died 272
years later, that left 266 years for the Ashkaniyyin,
which number occurs fairly consistently in lIslamic
sources that depend on the Sasanian Avesta.

According to al-Ya‘kibi, the mulik al-tawd’if were
not Madjis [g.0.] but $abi’ans who worshipped the
sun, moon, fire, and the seven plancts, and spoke and
wrote Aramaic. Al-Tha¢libi claims that Akfarshih
recovered the dirafsh-i Kgwiydn [see kKAwaH] and books
on medicine, astronomy, and philosophy that al-
Iskandar had taken from Iran. Nearly 70 books,
including Kalila wa-Dimna [g.v.] and Sindbad, are said
to have been composed in this period. The prophetic
carcers of Yahya b. Zakariyyd’ and ‘Isd b. Maryam
are integrated with Ashkani history by Muslim
historians. The claim that a king called Khardds
attacked Jerusalem to punish the Israclites for killing
Yahya may reflect the capture of Jerusalem in 40 B.C.
by Pacorus, the son of Orodes I, 266 years before the
accession of Ardashir. The version in which Djddharz
b. Ashkin attacked the Israclites for killing Yahya
may reflect the massacre of the Jews of Seleucia in ca.
40 A.D. during the civil war between Gotarzes and

. Vardanes. Otherwise, they report that Titus

destroyed the Bayt al-Makdis. The image of the
period of the mulik al-tawd’if as a time of anarchy and
cultural decay seems to be late Sasanian propaganda
and may have contributed to $3¢id al-Andalusi’s com-
parison that after the Bani Umayya, al-Andalus was
divided among a number of rulers *‘whose condition
was like that of the mulik al-tawd’f of the Persians”
(see 2. below).

Bibliography: Baladhuri, Futdh, 197; Dinawari,
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independent of Persia, Byzantium and Medina,
especially in view of the decline of Persia and the
likelihood that trade between the Yemen and ‘Irdk
would decrease.

While the movement led by Musaylima thus dealt
with political and economic realities, it had a genuine
religious basis, which is not entirely concealed by
hostile Muslim propaganda. Many of the Bani
Hanifa were Christians, and Musaylima had clearly
been influenced by Christian ideas. He spoke of the
kingdom of heaven, and taught belief in resurrection
and the Judgement of the Last Day when people were
judged according to their deeds. For his followers he
prescribed formal prayers three times a day, fasting,
and abstinence from wine; the contrary statement
about wine (Ibn Hisham, 946) is to be rejected as
Muslim propaganda. He also made use of sadjS,
rhythmic assonanced prose, as in the early stras of the
Kur’an, and some examples of this have ostensibly
been preserved.

About the end of the year 10 (beginning of 632)
Musaylima is said to have written 2 letter to Muham-
mad suggesting some division of spheres of authority,
but the suggestion was rebuffed by Muhammad. His
following among Bant Hanifa increased greatly after
Muhammad’s death, and he was felt to be a serious
threat to the nascent Islamic state. AbG Bakr therefore
sent 2 large army against him under Khalid b. al-
Walid. A fierce battle took place at al-‘Akraba’ [¢..]
with its centre in a walled garden or orchard (hadika),
which came to be known as “‘the garden of death”
because of the numbers on both sides killed there. The
Muslims were victorious, but lost many furra® or
Kur’an-reciters. Responsibility for the death of
Musaylima was claimed by various men, including
Wahshi, the Abyssinian slave who had killed Hamza.
Shortly before this batle Musaylima is said to have
married Sadjih [¢.2.], the prophctess of the tribe of
Tamim. W.G. Palgrave, travelling in Nadjd in 1862,
found Musaylima regarded as a prophet, and people
quoted what Palgrave calls ‘‘burlesque imitations’ of
the Kur’in, though he does not reproduce any.
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2. (W. MONTGOMERY WATT)
4.}, an Ottoman military term
alluding to provincial landed cavalrymen who later
became transformed into auxiliary forces no longer
employed in actual fighting but in discharging dutics
such as dragging guns, levelling roads, digging tren-
ches, carrying provisions and casting cannon balls.
Then, as the Ottoman state required them to pay
taxes rather than serve in the army, they lost their
privileged status and dissolved into the tax-paying
populace.

The miisellems were established in the 8th/14th cen-
tury during the time of Orkhan Ghazi [¢.2.]. They
were each initially granted, in return for their service,
a small parcel of land [see &1FTLIK], on which they
were excused from any dues or taxes, hence the name
migsellen *‘exempt.”” What differentiated them from
other Ottoman cavalrymen, the sipahis [g.v.], was that

the misellems worked their own land and did not
receive funds from the collection of taxes as the sipahis
did. This special condition necessitated that they sup-
port one another when called up for military service;
the misellems were therefore organised into groups of
thirty men each called a “‘hearth’ sce opjak]. They
took turns in serving in the army; when five served,
the other twenty-five in the hearth became ‘‘aux-
iliaries’” [see YaMAK], providing a sum of money for
the expenses and sustenance of the five during the
campaign. The amount they gave ranged from 50 to
60 akées for the rich auxiliaries to 10 to 20 akées for the
poor ones. The miisellems were under the command of
troop leaders called ceribashis who were under the
authority of the provincial governors. There were
miisellem holdings in both Rumelia and Anatolia, and
these were recorded in registers called misellem defteri.

After the Janissary corps expanded in the 9th/15th
century and started their own units, the misellems were
relegated from fighting to accompanying the armies
on campaigns as auxiliary labour teams. They
discharged such duties as trench-digging and the haul-
ing of cannon, often moving ahead of the main body
of the Ottoman army with their spades and axes.
Groups such as the gypsies of Rumelia were also
organised into misellem hearths during this century,
their status being reduced to paving taxes as they
ceased to perform military duties. Towards the end of
the 10th/16th century, some misellems were employed
in Ottoman naval service but proved to be unsatisfac-
tory, since their interests lay not in the sea but in their
parcels of land. Because of this inadequacy, rather
than serving in person, each musellem hearth was then
asked to make a yearly contribution to the navy; this
relegated them from being in the service of the state
to giving taxes to the state as ordinary peasants. A fac-
tor which contributed to this transformation was the
misellems’ practice of farming lands adjacent to their
parcels which they then gave taxes on, or of leasing
out their parcels to others to be farmed. Even though
the miasellens thus disintegrated as a provincial
organisation in the carly 11th/17th century, their
name kept being used at a much later date for certain
infantry charged with the upkeep of roads and
military works, mostly in the garrisons of frontier for-
tresses.
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CE_Moce Gogex))

MUSH, modern Turkish Mus, atown and a pro-
vince of castern Anatolia lying to the west of Lake
Van and Akhlat [¢g.2.] or Khilat (modern Ahlat). The
town lies in lat. 38° 44”N. and long. 41° 30°E. at an
altitude of 1290 m/4,200 feet in the foothills of the
valley which carries the Murad Su river—a fertile
plain on which wheat, tobacco and vines have long
been grown—and which in recent years has borne the
railway branch from Elazig [sce MASMURAT AL-‘Aziz]
eastwards to Tatvan on the shores of Lake Van.

In the pre-Islamic period, it was the principal town
of the Armenian district of Taraun (Huibschmann,




