
 May 1, 2026 • Strasbourg, French Republic  
.  

245 
 

SECTION 19. 
HISTORY, ARCHEOLOGY AND CULTUROLOGY 

 

 

Masalieva Oltinoy Masalievna 

Doctor of Historical Sciences (DSc) 
Uzbekistan State University of World Languages, Republic of Uzbekistan 

 
Muhitdinov Muhammad Abdulaziz 

Cyber Universitym Republic of Uzbekistan 

 
 

THE STATUS OF AMIR TEMUR: REFLECTION OF 

THE TITLE «SULTAN» IN VISUAL AND EPIGRAPHIC 

SOURCES 
 

Abstract. This article explores the evolution of the political titles and statehood ideology of Sahibkiran 

Amir Temur, with a specific focus on the 1391 Karsakpay (Altyn-Shoqy) inscription. While historical 

tradition often emphasizes Temur's adherence to the Mongol “Yasa” and his official status as an “Amir” 

due to his non-Genghisid lineage, this study argues that his use of the title “Sultan” in key strategic contexts 

signaled a transition toward a sovereign Islamic-Turkic monarchy. By analyzing epigraphic evidence from 

the Karsakpay stone, numismatic data from late 14th-century coinage, and the post-mortem inscriptions 

at the Gur-e-Amir mausoleum, the author demonstrates that Temur fundamentally perceived his authority 

as a “Sultanate” (Saltanat). The research further illustrates how this ideological foundation allowed his 

successors, such as Shahrukh Mirza and Ulugh Beg, to fully institutionalize the title of Sultan. The article 

concludes by advocating for the scholarly recognition of “Sultan Temur” as a legitimate historical 

designation reflecting his role as an independent state builder. 
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On February 6, 2026, the Resolution of the President of the Republic of 

Uzbekistan was issued, titled “On the Broad Celebration of the 690th Anniversary 

of the Birth of the Great Statesman, Commander, and Patron of Science, Culture, 

and Art- Sahibkiran Amir Temur”. In accordance with this resolution, the 690th 

anniversary of Sahibkiran Amir Temur was widely celebrated this year, and the 

month of April has been officially designated as “Amir Temur Month” annually. 

While numerous articles are being published about Amir Temur, there remain many 

unexplored and controversial aspects that require further scholarly investigation. 

In the work “Abdullanoma” by Hafiz Tanish Bukhari, it is stated: “The pole of 

the world and faith, Amir Temur Kuragon, would elevate a person of Genghisid 

descent to the throne and bestow upon him the title of Khan. This practice was based 

on a covenant established between the forefather of Genghis Khan and Karajor 
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Noyon, the eighth ancestor of Amir Temur. That covenant specified that the rank of 

Khanate would belong to the House of Genghis, while the rank of 'Amir al-Umara' 

(Amir of Amirs) would be held by the House of Karajor Noyon”. 

Naturally, Sahibkiran Temur adhered to this rule; however, it is evident that 

this dynamic shifted following his decisive victories over the Mongols. 

In 1391, during his campaign against Tokhtamysh Khan, Amir Temur halted 

at the summit of Mount Altintshuk (Altyn-Shoqy) and ordered a commemorative 

inscription to be carved for history. In 1938, Kazakh local historians discovered this 

famous artifact, now known as the “Stone of Temur”, which is currently preserved 

in the Hermitage Museum in Saint Petersburg. The inscription explicitly states that 

“The Sultan of Turan, Temurbek, marched with three hundred thousand troops for 

the sake of Islam against Tokhtamysh Khan”. During this 1391 campaign, Temur 

ventured for the first time deep into the central regions of the Dasht-i Qipchaq (the 

Qipchaq Steppe), navigating through unfamiliar and arid desert landscapes. 

After a grueling three-month march, he ordered the carving of that famous 

inscription on Mount Altintshuk to boost the morale of his troops and to leave a 

lasting mark of this “victorious campaign” for future generations. In essence, while 

the Battle of Kondurcha in 1391 marked the first major victory over Tokhtamysh, 

the Battle of the Terek River in 1395 served as the final blow to the latter's reign. 

Consequently, a logical question naturally arises: Why was he addressed as “Sultan” 

on the stone, yet remained as “Amir” throughout history? 

During the era of Temurbek, the title “Sultan” signified supreme sovereignty. 

During the campaign of 1391, it was imperative for him to project himself as a power 

equal to Tokhtamysh Khan, the ruler of the Dasht-i Qipchaq (the Golden Horde). 

The victory in 1391 provided Temur with the opportunity to bring the Qipchaq 

Steppe under his sphere of influence. Thus, proclaiming himself as “Sultan” in that 

specific territory was a strategic claim, effectively declaring: “I am now the 

legitimate ruler of these lands as well”. 

By addressing himself as the “Sultan of Turan” in the stone inscription, 

Temurbek asserted his claim as the absolute ruler of not only Mawarannahr but the 

entire region. In the Islamic world, the word “Sultan” was regarded as a symbol of 

political independence and supreme power. Beginning with the Seljuk and 

Khwarazmian eras, Turkic rulers adopted the title of “Sultan” to signify their 

authority within the Islamic realm. Unlike the title of Khan, the title of Sultan was 

not predicated on lineage (genealogical descent) but was instead rooted in personal 

might and justice. In other words, the prevailing meritocratic principle was: “He 

whose sword is sharpest and whose justice is strongest, is the Sultan”. 

According to historical tradition, Temurbek could not officially assume the title 
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of “Khan” because he was not a direct descendant of Genghis Khan- a rigid legal 

requirement of that era. Consequently, he maintained “puppet khans” on the throne 

while retaining the status of “Amir-e-Kabir” (The Great Amir) for himself. He 

refrained from violating this strict Mongol “genetic” law to avoid sparking 

widespread rebellions and a potential coalition of rival khans against him. However, 

historians and linguists argue that in this context, the title “Amir” did not merely 

signify a common military commander, but rather represented the “Supreme Amir” 

who exercised de facto control over the state. 

In our view, evaluating the scale of state administration and governance, the 

term “Sultan” would be a more accurate descriptor, as it denotes the possessor of 

supreme political and secular authority. Indeed, the power wielded by Temurbek 

surpassed that of any contemporary Sultan. While “Amir” primarily signifies a 

military rank, for Temurbek, the retention of this title may have served as a mark of 

respect for the laws of Genghis Khan (the Yasa) and a manifestation of strategic 

political caution. 

In fact, Amir Temur’s political status and titles evolved over time, particularly 

following his major military triumphs. The term “Sultan” appears more frequently 

on coins minted during the late 1390s and early 1400s. For instance, his coinage 

often bore the inscription: “Sultan Mahmud Khan – Amir Temur Kuragon” (where 

Mahmud Khan served as the nominal Khan and Temur as the de facto ruler). 

However, in certain provinces, coins were minted where the epithet “Sultan-i Azam” 

(The Supreme Sultan) was applied directly to Temur himself. 

In his correspondence with European monarchs – such as King Charles VI of 

France – and in the chronicles of the Spanish ambassador Ruy González de Clavijo, 

as well as in exchanges with Ottoman Sultans, Temurbek presented himself not 

merely as an “Amir”, but as the supreme ruler of the Islamic world. The title “Sultan 

of Turan”, as seen on the Karsakpay inscription, served as his international “calling 

card” on the global stage. 

The use of the word “Sultan” on the Karsakpay stone is a prime example of 

one of Amir Temur's earliest and most daring steps toward elevating his political 

status to a new height. 

Another crucial aspect is found in the work “Tuzuk-i Temuri” (The Institutes 

of Temur), where he frequently refers to his system of governance as a “Sultanate” 

(Saltanat). Phrases such as “In establishing my Saltanat, I adhered to four 

principles...” and “I conducted the affairs of the Sultanate through counsel and 

consultation...” are prevalent. This demonstrates that he fundamentally perceived 

his own authority as a “Sultanate”. 

Furthermore, the extensive genealogical inscription on Amir Temur's nephrite 
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tombstone explicitly lists the title "Sultan" among his honors: “Hāzā marqadu as-

Sultāni-l-’A’zam va-l-Khāqāni-l-Mu’azzam...” (Translation: “This is the resting 

place of the Supreme Sultan and the Great Khagan, the Noble Monarch...”). 

Another intriguing aspect is that following the death of Amir Temur, his son 

Shahrukh Mirza (1405–1447) implemented significant shifts in state administration. 

He began to place greater emphasis on Islamic Sharia law over the “Yasa” codes of 

Genghis Khan. Consequently, he officially proclaimed himself as “As-Sultan al-

Azam” (The Supreme Sultan). During Shahrukh’s reign, the title of “Sultan” 

replaced “Amir” as the central designation on minted coinage. 

Similarly, Temur’s grandson, Mirza Ulugh Beg, utilized both the titles of 

“Amir” and “Sultan” during his rule. On the portal (pishtaq) of his famous madrasah 

in Samarkand, as well as in his scientific treatises, the epithet “Sultan” was 

employed to signify his status as a great monarch. 

It became a standard rule for Temurid princes (such as Sultan Abu Sa’id and 

Sultan Husayn Bayqara) to include the title “Sultan” before their names, signifying 

their dynastic status. This leads to a logical and justified question: how did the term 

“Sultan” become so prevalent by the Temurid era? 

In our view, had Temurbek not taken that first bold step in 1391 by inscribing 

“Sultan” on the stone, his descendants might have been compelled to remain as 

“Amirs” for much longer. Therefore, the fact that Amir Temur was, in essence, a 

“Sultan” is a historical reality that was fully realized and institutionalized by his 

successors. It can be argued that by addressing himself as "Sultan" on the Karsakpay 

stone, Amir Temur laid the foundational stone for his heirs. While he exercised 

political caution with the title “Amir”, his sons and grandsons, relying on the 

immense power he consolidated, were able to adopt the title of Sultan fully and 

officially. 

In conclusion, throughout his political career, Temur maintained a delicate 

balance between two distinct political traditions; however, over time, the concept of 

Islamic-Turkic statehood – the Sultanate – became increasingly predominant. 

If the Karsakpay inscription serves as a “living” testimony from the height of 

his military campaigns, the inscription at the Gur-e-Amir is the “final seal” on the 

history of his statecraft. The primary use of the title "Sultan" in both of these pivotal 

sources fully proves that he liberated himself from Mongol constraints and 

established a sovereign Islamic-Turkic monarchy. 

Addressing Temur as “Sultan” is, perhaps, the restoration of a historical truth. 

If the term “Sultan Temur” were utilized in academic textbooks alongside “Amir 

Temur”, his image as the founder of an independent and sovereign state would be 

manifested even more vividly. 
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