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TIMSAH (a., pl. tamasth), masculine substantive
denoting the Nile crocodile (Crocodilus vulgaris) of
the class of reptiles (zahkdfdt) and the order of sauri-
ans (‘azaliyypal); it is the only crocodile known in the
Arabophone countries. The name appears to be de-
rived from the Coptic ’imsah.

According to ancient authors, this crocodile is said
to have been formerly present in the waters of the
Jordan and the Euphrates. A carnivore, it devours all
kinds of meat and fish. Of naturalists writing in the
Arabic language, al-Damiri (see Bibl) is the only one
to have dealt at length with the crocodile; he men-
tions all of its particular features, most of his infor-
mation being borrowed from Aristotle (see Bibl). The
crocodile has as its avowed enemies the lion, the hip-
popotamus ( faras al-ma’), the otter (kalb al-ma@’) and the
weasel (ibn 9rs); the latter gains access to the interior
of the crocodile’s belly by way of the open mouth, and
devours its liver. The only effective defensive weapon
at the crocodile’s disposal is the violent thrashing of
its tail, which can fell a man or an ox. It spends most of
the time submerged; however, being oviparous it leaves
the water to lay its eggs in soft soil and cover them.

In Islamic law, the consumption of the flesh of the
crocodile is formally prohibited, the animal being a
carnivore.

On the other hand, this saurian presents several spe-
cific qualities. Thus one of its eyes worn by a rheumy-
eyed person (ramad) cures him rapidly, whether this
be the left eye for the left or the right for the right.
To carry one of its .teeth. about one’s person has an
aphrodisiac effect and, if it is from the left side, it
dispels any kind of shivers (kasha‘ir). Its fat is a ben-
eficial ointment for treating otitis and its gall makes
an effective eye-wash for the treatment of albugo.
When dried, pulverised and used in fumigation, its
liver alleviates epilepsy (sar‘) and its dung, extracted
from the intestine and applied as a lotion to the
affected skin of the leper (bayad), makes the disease
disappear. In spite of all this, the crocodile remains,
in the opinion of most, an exceedingly harmful beast,
as is shown by expressions such as azlam min timsah
“more tyrannical than a crocodile”. As against this,
there is a small bird which profits by association with
the aquatic monster, this being the Egyptian plover
(Pluvianus aegyptius) called tayr al-timsah “crocodile bird”
and also known as saksak, zakzak or tawram; it enters
the open mouth of the saurian and, with its sharp-
pointed beak, feeds on the morsels of meat stuck
between the teeth.

In botany, there is the habka al-timsah “crocodile
basil” which is the common calamint (Clinopodium vul-
gare or Calamintha clinopodium), a labiate member of the
Melissa genus.

In oneiromancy, seeing a crocodile in a dream
presages the defeat of an enemy.
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TIMSAH, Lake, one of the series of swamps
and lagoons in the Eastern Nile Delta region
of Egypt (now administratively in the muhafaza of
Isma‘tliyya) through which the Suez Canal passes on
its way from Port Sa‘id south to Suez. The Canal
enters the Lake at the 80th kilometre. On the north-
ern shore lies the town of Isma‘iliyya {g.2.). The Lake
is about 6 sq. miles in area, although before the con-
struction of the Canal it was brackish and reedy. Now
it is very picturesque, with its bright blue waters and
the background of desert hills. The name means
“Crocodile Lake” [see the preceding art.], being once
upon a time the haunt of that creature. Archaeologists
are undecided as to the part it played in historic
times. Wallis Budge (Hust. of Egypt, v, 131-2) supposes
that it was somewhere in its neighbourhood that the
Israelites crossed during their flight from Egypt. He
identifies it with the yam-sip or Sea of Reeds men-
tioned in Exod., xiii. 18.
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_ (J. WALKER)

TIMTHAL [see sanam].

TIMUR LANG (“Timur the Lame”) b. Taraghay
Barlas, the founder of the Timiurid dynasty [g.0.]
which ruled in Central Asia and eastern Iran from
1370 to 1507. The birthdate commonly ascribed to
Timiir, 25 Sha‘ban 736/8 April 1336, is probably an
invention from the time of his successor Shaih Rukh
fg.v.), the day chosen for astrological meaning and
the year to coincide with the death of the last II-
Khan (Manz, Tamerlane and the symbolism of sovereignty, in
Iranian Studies, xxi/1-2 {1988], 113-14 n.) Timar rose
to power in the Ulus Caghatay, a tribal confederation
forming the western section of the Mongol Caghatay
Khanate [g.0] He was a member of the Barlas of
the Kish region. This was an important Mongol tribe
within the Ulus, tracing its leadership back to Cing-
gis Khan’s commander Karacar, who shared a com-
mon ancestor with Cinggis, and was later attached
to his son Cag_hatay. Timir descended from Karacar
but was not of the chiefly lineage, and gained power
through skilful politics and the help of a personal,
non-tribal following.

1. His career.

The histories first mention Tim@r on the invasion
of the Eastern Caghatayid Khin Tughluk Timir in
Rabi® II 761/February-March 1360. Hadjdji Beg, chief
of the Barlas, fled the Ulus, and Timar obtained
appointment to. his place. He forged an alliance with
Amir Husayn Kara’unas, nephew of the former tribal
ruler of the Ulus. During the next ten years Timar
campaigned and intrigued, first in alliance with Husayn
against the Eastern Caghatayids, and after Husayn’s
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seizure of the Ulus in 767/1366, usually in competi-
tion with Husayn. He frequently had to take refuge
in Khurasan and Mazandaran. According to contem-
porary histories, it was at one of these times, in a
campaign for the kings of Sistan, that Timir received
the wound which deformed his right arm, but exam-
ination of his skeleton suggests that this was in part
due to illness.

In 771/1369 Timur gathered the tribal aristocracy
behind him and defeated and killed Sultan Husayn.
Since he was not descended from Cinggis Khan,
Timar ruled through a puppet khan from the Oge-
deyid branch, while posing as an upholder of the
Caghatayid order. He took for himself a Cinggisid
wife (Saray Malik) and assumed the title of giiregen
“royal son-in-law”, making his capital at Samarkand,
which he embellished and fortified. On 12 Ramadan
771/9 April 1370 he had his government formally
reaffirmed by the members of the Ulus Caghatay.
Nonetheless, he found the tribal leaders of the Ulus
quick to react against any assertion of power. For the
first twelve years of his reign he suffered numerous
tribal uprisings and desertions, which he put down
largely without force, especially in his first years of
rule.

Timar soon began to lead his armies outside the
Ulus Caghatay. In 772-3/1370-2 he began cam-
paigning in the Farghana Valley, and over the next
several years gradually expanded his claims into the
Eastern Caghatayid regions, where the seizure of power
by tribal leaders in 1369 offered opportunities for
interference. By 777/1375 he had installed a governor
in Andidjan, and in 779/1377-8, in Kashghar. These
claims required effort to maintain, and Timiir stretched
his forays as far as the Irtysh and Yulduz. Timar’s
first attack on Kh*arazm came in 773-4/1372-3, after
its ruler refused to cede to him the cities of Kath and
Khiwa, to which he laid claim. This also embroiled
Timir in a set of continuing campaigns, culminating
in the seizure and sack of Urgan¢ in 789/1387.

In 777/1376 Timar espoused the cause of Tokh-
tamish or Toktamish {g.2.], a pretender to the throne
of the Djocid Blue (or in some sources, White) Horde
north of the Syr Darya, and helped him to power in
778/1377. By 1382, Tokhtamish had taken control
over the Golden Horde with the Russian lands, and
re-imposed tribute over Lithuania. During this time,
Timir was active in Persia. In 782/1380 he appointed
his third son, Miran Shah [¢.2.] governor of Khurasan,
and in winter 1380-1, began his Persian campaigns.
Over the next years, Timur campaigned in Khurasan,
Sistan and in Mazandaran. In Shawwal 786/Nov.-
Dec. 1384, he took Mazandaran and re-installed Luk-
man b. Toghay Timiir, last of the pretenders to the
II-Khanid throne (though descended from Cinggis
Khéan’s brother). From here Timir proceeded to the
II-Khanid city of Sultaniyya.

It seems likely that Timir was aiming at a restora-
tion of the Mongol Empire; he had by now collected
three Cinggisid khans beneath him (as he hoped): an
Ogedeyid puppet khan, and “clients” from the Djocid
and Il-Khanid Uluses. Tokhtamish, however, now
revived the Golden Horde-li-Khinid rivalry, attack-
ing Tabriz in winter 787/1385-6. The duel between
the two men lasted almost ten years. In spring
788/1386 Timir set out for his “Three-year cam-
paign” to Luristan, Adharbaydjan and the Caucasus.
When Tokhtamish again prepared to attack Adhar-
baydjan in early 789/1387, Timur’s army defeated
him; Timur then campaigned against the Turkmen
Kara Koyunlu {g.2.] and the Muzaffarid [¢.0.] dynasty

of Fars. At the end of 789/1387 he learned that
Tokhtamish had pillaged Transoxania and gained the
support of the Kh“arazmian local dynasty and the
Eastern Caghatayids. Timir spent the next four years
campaigning in the east. In autumn 792/1390 he set
out for a major offensive against Tokhtamish, and in
June 793/1391 defeated him on the Kondurcha River
near Samara. By 1394 Tokhtamish had recovered the
Golden Horde, again forming an alliance with the
Mamliks against Timir, and in autumn 796/1394
he raided Adharbaydjan. Timiir counter-attacked and
soundly defeated him on the Terek River on 23
Djumada II 797/15 April 1395. He waged a sys-
tematic campaign of destruction in the Don and Volga
regions up to Yelets, pillaging trading cities and nomad
centres; Tokhtamish could not again challenge TTmiir’s
power.

During this period, Timitr also campaigned in
Persia. On 6 Ramadan 794/27 July 1392 he began
his “Five-year campaign”. In spring 795/1393 he de-
stroyed the Muzaffarid dynasty, and put southern
Persia under his son ‘Umar Shaykh. He appointed
Miran Shah as governor of western Persia and set out
to wrest the region from the Djalayirids of Baghdad
and the Kara Koyunlu. The Ak Koyunlu [g.v.], less
powerful, he recruited as allies, and this started their
rise to power. In summer 798/1396 Timir returned
to Samarkand and spent about a year there, then in
spring, 800/1398 he went against India, sacking and
burning Dihli in Rabi‘ II 801/December 1398.

In the spring of 801/1399, Timir returned to Samar-
kand, and in early 802/September 1399 set out for
his “Seven-year campaign” to the west. He reasserted
his power in Georgia and Baghdad, and again fought
the Kara Koyunlu. Timir’s involvement in the poli-
tics of the Arab, Kurdish and Turkmen dynasties of
eastern Anatolia had brought him into conflict with
the Mamliiks and Ottomans. Since 1395 he had been
considering war against the former. At that time, he
had still been friendly with the Ottoman sultan Bayezid
I [¢2], but relations changed in 800/1398 with the
deaths of the Mamliik sultan Barktik and of the Kadri
Burhan al-Din, ruler of Siwids (Z.V. Togan, Timurs
Osteuropapolitik, in IDMG, cviii [1958], 279-98). The
resulting confusion attracted both Timiur and Bayezid,
and their relations as a result rapidly deteriorated. In
autumn to winter 803/1400-1 Timur campaigned in
Syria, after the Mamlitks had murdered his ambas-
sadors and given refuge to his enemies. In spring
804/1402 he set out against the Ottomans, whom he
defeated near Ankara on 19 Dhu ’l-Hidjdja 804/20
July 1402. He took Yildirim Bayezid captive but
treated him well. His armies campaigned through the
Ottoman territories, collecting tribute from their cities,
but left the Ottoman dynasty in place.

Timir now returned to Samarkand, where he staged
a major convocation (kuriltay {g.v.]), attended by for-
eign ambassadors, including the Spanish ambassador
Ruy Gonzales de Clavijo. Chinese ambassadors were
also present, but were publicly humiliated. In late
autumn 807/1404 he set out with an enormous army
against China, planning to winter in Utrdr, but died
there on the eve of 17 Sha‘han 807/18 February 1405.

2. The method and purpose of his cam-
paigns.

The Turco-Mongolian population of the Ulus
Caghatay, known as Caghatays, formed the core of
Timar’s army, decimally ordered and led by his fam-
ily and personal following. He also levied contingents
from the regions he conquered, whom he used in
campaigns close to their place of origin. Thus the
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composition of Timiir's army changed and conformed
to the needs of specific expeditions. As Timiur ap-
pointed his sons and followers governors over new
dominions, he assigned armies to them, each con-
taining commanders from a variety of tribes and from
the families of Timiir’s personal followers.

Taking Cinggis Khin as model, Timir offered a
choice of submission with safety or complete destruc-
tion; he carried off the skilled artisans and spared the
religious classes, sometimes amusing himself by match-
ing them in disputation and in chess. Even from sub-
missive cities he extorted a massive ransom. His
campaigns included displays of spectacular ferocity,
sparingly used, and almost always intentional. The
ravages of his army were considerable but frequently
followed by the restoration of agriculture. On his first
expedition to a region, Timir simply extracted sub-
mission and taxes, returning later to punish insubor-
dinate vassals and install governors. He destroyed only
the larger dynasties within his dominions, notably the
Karts [g.2] of Harat and the Muzaffarids [g.0.] of
Fars; small dynasties continued in place, providing
hostages and troops.

Timiir incorporated only part of his conquered ter-
ritory into his domains, sc. regions combining a strong
agricultural base and largely Persian-speaking popu-
lation with a significant nomad Turco-Mongolian stra-
tum. This corresponded approximately to the Il-Khanid
and western Caghatayid territories. Timiir may orig-
inally have intended to restore the entire Mongol
empire, and have changed his mind when he found
steppe regions more difficult to control and less reward-
ing financially than settled ones. By the mid-1390s,
he had probably decided not to incorporate the steppe
into his domain; he chose simply to destroy the cities
of the Golden Horde and to leave the nominal ruler-
ship to a Djoéid protégé, whom he left without sup-
port. Timiir’s campaigns into regions outside the
Mongol empire seem to have been aimed to show
that he was supreme also within the Islamic world.
He installed no administration in India, Syria or
Anatolia. One region Timiir tried to hold and failed,
Adharbaydjan, was ruled by Turkmen nomads whom
he could defeat but not destroy. Although it was
nominally within TTmir’s realm, he held it only briefly.

3. The organisation of Timar’s realm.

Timir installed a diwdn system on the model of
earlier nomad dynasties, but during his lifetime it was
probably not highly articulated. Persian bureaucrats
appear to have held rather low status, especially in
central government. The central diwdn (diwan-i a'la),
responsible for financial administration, was staffed
largely with Persians, but Caghatay amirs were also
active within it. Provincial governors were either
princes or close followers; city governors {darfighds [q.v.})
were appointed personally by Timir from among his
followers or tribesmen. Timir controlled his gov-
ernors through periodic changes in provincial ap-
pointment, and by demanding their presence on
campaigns.

In 805/1403 he reorganised his dominions into four
sections, each under the family of one of his sons:
Miran Shah’s family in the west; ‘Umar Shaykh’s sons
in southern and central Persia; Djahangir’s son in the
southeast; and Shah Rukh with his sons in Khurasan
and the regions to the east and north. In planning
for succession, Timir favoured the line of his second
son, Djahangir, born of a free wife, but he died early;
later, Timar appointed as successor Djahangir’s son
by a Cinggisid wife, Muhammad Sultan. Muhammad
Sultan died in 805/1403, and it was not until just

before his own death that Timiir appointed Pir Mu-
hammad b. Djahangir, who failed to take power.

4. Foreign relations.

Timiir maintained active relations with both neigh-
bouring and distant states. His initial contacts with
China were friendly; in October 1394 his ambassadors
arrived at the Chinese court with a letter whose
Chinese version expressed submission. The Chinese
reply of 1395 alerted Timir, however, to the Em-
peror’s understanding of the relationship. He detained
the ambassadors, and from this time remained un-
friendly to China, beginning as early as 800/1398 to
plan a campaign against it. The same year, he wel-
comed a pretender from the dynasty of the Northern
Yiian, who remained in his following, making up part
of his projected China expedition in 807/1405.

Common enmity to the Ottomans attracted Timir
and the Christian powers, and during his later years
he exchanged embassies with the Paleologi rulers of
Constantinople, the Venetians, Henry IV of England,
the Genoese of Ghalata, Charles VI of France, Martin
I of Aragon and Catalonia, and finally Henry III of
Castile and Ledn, whose ambassador, Ruy Gonzales
de Clavijo, has left a valuable record of his embassy
to Samarkand in 1404-6.

5. Literary and artistic patronage.

Timur was an active patron of religion, monu-
mental architecture and historical writing. He had
both Sufts and ‘wlama’ in his suite; in belief, he was
Sunni, with a strong reverence for the family of the
Prophet. In architecture, Timir favoured the monu-
mental. In 771/1370 he began to turn Samarkand
into a royal capital, and about 775/1373-4 he started
building at his second capital of Kish (Shahr-i Sabz)
[g.0]), adding fortifications, and the Ak Saray palace
in 781/1379-80 after his conquest of Kh*“arazm, whose
craftsmen he transported to work there. He contin-
ued his building programme in Samarkand, erecting
garden palaces around the city, many designed for
his wives. After his decisive defeat of Tokhtamish,
Timir undertook more grandiose building projects,
including the shrine complex for Ahmad Yasawi [¢.0.]
in Yasi/Turkistan in 799/1396-7, and, on his return
from India, the huge Masdjid-i Djami¢ (the Bibf
Khanum). After his campaign against the Mamliiks
and Ottomans, he ordered the building of canals and
a bazaar at his winter quarters of Karabagh, and ap-
parently a new bazaar for Samarkand (Clavijo, Narrative
of the Spanish Embassy to the court of Timur at Samarkand
in the years 1403-1406, tr. G. Le Strange, London
1928, 278). It is notable that, during Timur’s lifetime,
the patronage of large-scale architecture was reserved
for him, royal women, and his heir-apparent Muham-
mad Sulgan.

Timir also commissioned historical writing. Ibn
Khaldiin, who met him, considered him highly knowl-
edgeable in this area. Sources mention several con-
temporary chronicles of his reign, prose and verse,
Turkic and Persian, most now lost. One commissioned
work survives: the Jafar-nama of Nizam al-Din Shami
[g.0.], completed in 1404, which served as a major
source for later TTmirid historians. Timir’s “memoirs”,
the Tuzitk-i timirl, are a later fabrication.

Timir's concern for his reputaton was well re-
warded, and he was remembered for centuries as a
supremely charismatic figure, still invoked for legiti-
mation in the 18th century by Nadir Shah Afshar,
and in the 19th by the Ming dynasty of Khokand.
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TIMURIDS, a dynasty of Persia and Central

Asia (771-913/1370-1507) founded by the conqueror
Timar Lang [g.0.], who rose to power within the Ulus
Caghatay, a tribal confederation covering Transoxania
and much of what is now northeastern Afghanistan.
This was controlled by Turco-Mongolian military aris-
tocracy, known as “Caghatay”, faithful to Mongol tra-
ditions but Mushim and living in close contact with
the settled population.

. History.
2. Literature.
3. Art and architecture.
(@) The arts of the book and painting.
{(b) Architecture.
(¢) Geramics.
(d) Metalwork.
4. Numismatics.

1. History.

Timur assumed leadership on 12 Ramadan 771/9
April 1370, and spent the first years of rule in cam-
paigns against Kh*arazm and the eastern C%;_hatayid
Khanate. In 777-8/1375-7 he installed a Cinggisid
protégé, Tokhtamish [see TokramisH] on the throne
of the Blue (or White) Horde north of the Syr Darya.
Tokhtamish soon took over the Golden Horde, and
began a contest for power with Timiar which ended
only with Tokhtamish’s defeat on the Kondurcha River
near Samara in 793/1391. In 782/1380-1 Timar
began campaigning in Persia, whose conquest he com-
pleted in 795/1393. In his campaigns to India (800-
1/1398-9), Syria (803/1400-1), and Anatolia (804/
1402), he achieved suzerainty but installed no admin-
stration. In the east, he incorporated Kh“arazm, the
cities just north of the Syr Darya and the Farghana
Valley. He established forts near the Issyk Kul and
claimed Kashghar, but we do not know what level
of control he held there. In Persia he created a reg-
ular administration, and he attempted to do the same
in Arab ‘Irak and Adharbaydjan, but here his hold
remained insecure.

Timir ruled through a Cinggisid puppet khan, and
acquired Cinggisid wives both for himself and for
several of his sons, gaining the right to the title of
giiregen or “royal son-in-law”, held by several of his
descendants. At the same time, he patronised Islamic
institutions and scholars.

Timir left his realm divided into four sections, each
under the family of one of his sons, “‘Umar Shaykh,
Djahangir, Miran Shih and Shih Rukh. His death
on the eve of 17 Sha‘ban 807/18 February 1405 un-
leashed a struggle for supreme power and struggles
for supremacy within each of his sons’ regions. Kh*a-
razm reverted to the Golden Horde, and Adharbaydjan
fell to the Turkmen Kara Koyunlu in 810/1408. The
victor in this succession struggle was Timir’s fourth
son Shah Rukh [¢..], governor of Khurasin. Shah
Rukh took Transoxania from his nephew Khalil Sultan
b. Miran Shah and installed his own son Ulugh Beg
[q.v.] as governor in Samarkand on 27 Dhu ’l-Hidjdja
811/13 May 1409. In 815/1413 he re-took Kh*arazm,
and in the course of two expeditions in 817/1414
and 818/1415 asserted control over Fars and installed
his son Ibrahim Sultan as governor. Kirman, Sistan
and Khuzistan also had to be regained through force.
In Dhu 1 Ka‘da 823/November 1420 Shah Rukh
wrested Adharbaydjan from the Kara Koyunlu, but
for him, as for Timir, it proved easier to conquer
than to hold. He had to mount two more expedi-
tions, in 83271429 and 838/1435, and contented him-
self with the installation of Kara Koyunlu vassals of
his own choosing.

For some time, Shah Rukh held Timiir's domain
and maintained formal suzerainty over the Ottomans
and the sultans of Dihlf, Bengal and Malwa in India.
At first, he and Ulugh Beg pursued an aggressive pol-
icy against the eastern Caghatayids and Djo¢ids, wel-
coming in his lands rival khans, but after a defeat
on the Syr Darya in 830/1427, Ulugh Beg ceased to
campaign, and the balance of power changed. The





