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THE BATTLE OF HERAT (1230):
A CASE OF INTER-MONGOL WARFARE®

Michal Biran

While Mongol campaigns of conquest 0 Asia and Furope have long
caught the imagination of mulitary historians, far less attenuon has
been given to the inter-Mongol rivalries alter the dissolution ol the
Mongol empire. L1is s not only because those conflicts seemed less
engaging, but also because most of the inter-Mongol conflicts were
merely raids or <Jkirmishes which received only short notices i1 Con-
temporary sources. T this context, the battle of Herat 1s an mmpot-

tant exception.

When the armies of the Ilkhan Abaga (. 1965~-1282) met the
troops ol the Chaghadaid Ihan Baraq (r. 1966-1271) in 1270 al
Herat in present-day Afghanisiau, + was for a full-scale and decl-
<ve combat. Abaga’s victory cecured Ilkhanid rule in Khurasan and
[

precluded any real threat to the Tikhanate’s eastern f{rontier lor sev-

eral decades. Baraq’s defeat resulted in the loss of the independence
of the Chaghadaids, who were obliged to submit to Qaidu (1236-1301),
Ogodel’s grandson. Clonsidering the role of the Golden Horde behimnd
the scenes, the battle thus involved the lour Chingissid ulises, and
was influential in shaping the horders of the independent Nongol
khanates.

* This study was undertaken during the spring of 2000, whilst I was a ellow at

the Institute of Advanced Studies (IAS) at the Hebrew University of Terusalem. 1

would like to thank the chrector nd stafl of the IAS for their assistance during this
time. I would also hke toO thank miy colleagues at the IAS, Prof. Reuven Amital,
Dr. Peter Jackson, Prof. David Morgan and Prof. Naomi Standen, as well as Prol.
Flizabeth Endicott (Middlebury VT) and Dr. Yun Pines ( Jerusalem) fov deir com-
ments on earlier drafts of this paper. -

' Other major inter-Mongol battles - clude the wars between the Golden Horde
and the Ilkhanate mainly in 1262 and 1265, about which see; €.8., Reuven Amitai-
Preiss, Mongols and Mamlbuks (Cambrndge, 1995), pp- 869, and the battle between
the Central Asian Mongols under Qaidu and the Yuan forces in 1301, about winch

sce Michal Biran, Qaidu and the Rise of the Independent Mongol State Contral Asia

(Richmon'dj Surrey, 1997), pp- 59—4. The description of the battle of FHerat 1 con-

o

temporary sources 1s, however, far more detailed than the descriptions of the above-
mentioned battles.



176 MICIHAT, BIRAN

This umique battle left 1its mark 1n historvical records, both medieval
and modern.” Yet, the military aspects of the battle have not yet
been stuchicd on the basis of the whole range of available sources.
Lhe works ol the main Hkhamd historians, Rashtd al-Din (d. 1318)

and Wassal (d. circa 1328), whose descriptions serve as the basis for

most of modern scholarship, devoted most of their attention to the
Central Asian Mongols, who nitiated the battle. Only through their
works can one get the full pohitical framework in which the battle
took place.” For the military aspects, however, the local chronicles
and the Mamluk sources are no less useful. The most important
local chronicle 1s Harawi’s Hustory of Herat, written c. 1330, which
makes use of Rashid al-Din’s work but adds many details.* Also
valuable are the two chronicles of Kirman, whose Sultan fought side
by side with Abaqa,” the more apocryphal Georgian chronicle,® and
the Arabic-Mamluk chronicles. As rivals of the Ilkhans, the Mamiluks

* For the research literature see: Constantine A.M. D’Ohsson, Histoire des Mongols
(Lhe' Hague, 1834, rpt. Tientsin, 1940), vol. 3, pp. 428-34; Henry H. Howortl,
Lhe History of the Mongols from the 9th to the 19th Century (London, 1888, rpt. New
York, 1965), vol. 3, pp. 228-40; John A. Boyle, “Dynastic and Political History of
the llkhans,” in 7he Salug and the Mongol Periods, ed. John A. Boyle, Vol. 5 of The
Cambridge History of fran (Cambndge, 1968), pp. 357-60; Bertold Spuler, D Mongolen
m Iran (Leiden, 1985), pp. 61—4; A.P. Martinez, “Some Notes on the Il-Xanid Ar-
my,” Arclavum Eurasiae Medii Aetor, vol. 6 (1988), pp. 152~7; Biran, Qaidu, pp. 31-2.

> For Rashid al-Din see David O. Morgan, “Rashid al-Din Tabib,” Encyclopedia
of Islam, Znd ed., vol. 8 (1995), pp. 4589 and the references there; David O. Morgan,
The Mongols (Oxtord, 1986), pp. 13-14. For Wassaf see /hid, pp. 14-15; Edward
. Browne, A Literary History of Persia (Cambridge, 19513 vol. 3, pp. 67-8. Shorter
descriptions of the battle appear in other Ilkhanid sources: Hamdallah Qazwini,
Ta’rikh-1 Guzida (Lexden, 1913), pp. 577, 582; and the Arabic chronicle ascribed to
Ibn ab-Fuwatt (Ibn al-Fuwatl, el-Hawadith al-Jami'a (Baghdad, 1932-3} p. 357). 1
have also made use of the later Persian chromicle of Mirkhwand (d. 1498). Mirkhwand,
who wrote 1n Timund Herat, used Rashid al-Din, Wassaf and Harawi or his sources
(see below). Yet he also preserved details about the Central Asian Mongols which

arc not to be found i earlier works (W.W. Barthold, Twhkestan down to the AMongol
Invasion (4th ecition, London, 1977), p. 58). |

P Sayf b, Muhammad Harawi, Ta%kh namah-i Hardt, ed. M. Siddigt (Galcuta,
1944), pp. 305-530. On Harawt see S1ddigi’s mtroduction to this edition, pp. 10-15.
Martinez extensively used Harawil's work, though I am not in accord with his con-
clustons (see below, esp. pp. 202f1).

>t oal ula, wiitten ¢ 1317, and especially the Tahikh-¢ shahi, written c. 1317
or carher. About those works see Bastani-Parizi’s introduction to: Anonvmous,
Larikh-1 shahi1 Qara Khita’yyyan, ed. M.1. Bastani-Parizi (Tehran, 1966-7), pp: P19,
30 -32.

* Historre de la Georgre, trans. M. Brosset (St. Peterburg, 1850), Part 1, pp. 573-86
(hercalter, The Georgian Chroncle). This source 1s used by Howorth, Spuler and

Martinez.
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TIIE BATILE OF HERAT (1 ‘2%;,(]}'. A CASE OF INTER-MONGOL WARFARE 1
Jiowed interest in Abaqga’s struggles i the east—sb negles that kept
hum away rom 85--'1’13.-—;_111(;1 their independent version of the conihot

: -k T - . ) . . N . ] R - 0 !_1- .
< therefore of intercst. 1he most detailed Mamluk description o thc
battle ol Herat appears in the wor

c of the Syrian histortan al-Yuinni

‘(1. 1326), which is repeated, with several changes, in the later works

"'x L .. 5 . ) _ _ - :-;! - £ % ?
| ) ~AarT (o after 13235) ana Muladd: 1 alter o000

of Thn al-Dawadart (d. after 1335) and Mufaddal (. alte 1)

Another set of Mamluk sources provides many details about ihe
l _ 0l e
INC) '* * ' ol them
Tegiider mcident that preceded the battle, though not all' J1 :
| ' at.? One should bear in mund, Dow-
t to the battle of Herat.” OUne s | J |
e ‘ s blurred version of this battle,”
ever, that apart from Marco Polo’s blurred versiol atle,
a1l the sources originated in Herat or westward. The Chaghadaid
o . 10
cersion of the events therefore did not come down to us.
On the basis of a close comparison between A abic and Persian

sources, this essay aims to reconstruct the background and course ol

he battle of Herat. This is followed, after a short discusj.sima of the
battle’s results, by an analysis of the military aspects of tltu-: battle,
1 which T have tried to explain the reasons for Abaqga’s vl‘cf;f::fyf As
well as to compare this battle to Mongol wars against “loreign’ (L.e.,

non-Mongol) rivals.

7 On al-Yanini and his sources see the introduction of Li Guo, I;ar?'{:[a?z/ﬁk

torioaraphy (Lei | — — | Al- Y Ununt's
Syrian Historiography (Lerden, 1998), vol. 1, pp. .G_Ql,t 60 30. None (:;J * 1P s
extant sources mentioned there fe.g., lbn Khallikan) 1s }dentl_ﬁed as the :-;?uuzdf,l ¢
hie information on the battle of Herat. On the relationship between tie three

. 1P T tle
Mamliuk writers {al-Yinini, Ibn al-Dawadart and al-Mufaddal) see Donilurf ,_T;lttfln;{,
Tntroduction to Mamluk Historiography (Wiesbaden, 1970y, pp. 10-11, 3;;‘)1} ’.m 1[.
Shorter notices on the battle appear in other Mamluk sources, e.g., bayoars i

' .- . o, . - P
Nansirt (d. 1325, Zubdat al-fikra fi ta’rikh al-hyra (ed. DS *P:E(Ehaffj?,lﬁtil 1 l??:}
p};116 191 MS BL Add 23323, fol. 77a, hence Badr al-n al- Ayl L. 25 b
‘Tgd al-juman fi ta’ikh ali al-zaman,

MS Topkapi Sarayi, Ahmet 1L 2912, lols. 1004,
[0da; Shams al-Din al-Dhahabi (d. 1348),

—_—

; i ot 3% vall F
Ta’rikh al-islam (Beirut, 1999, val 04,

p. 51; Tbn Kathir (d. 1373), al-Bidaya wa’l-mhaya (Cairo, 1939), vol 13, ». 222

_ ) A AT Yad
| - i : —8%a: hence al- Avn, 4qgd
% Baybars al-Mansurl, Zubdat al-fikra, p. 141, fols. 81b—-82a; YRl {1:

3 ;o * a4 o 0wy 1
| A 11 L= v e Ol ST PN
(a1 1062 Thn al-Furat, Ta’rikh al-duwal wa’l-mufuk (Bewut, 1I%e), VOL- 5

L1 _ 1 | g r o -
Nuswayri, Nihdyat al-arab (Cairo, 1984), vol. 27, p. 396 (where Qaidu and not Darag

mitiated the battle). Al-Ytnini and lbn A-Dawadari mention the nadent as the

t s . ) e It
~f the bhattle of Herat; Baybars and al-"Aynt mention il also Lelorve the

ckoround ; s lotlowed
JACKg | this later date 15 {ollowed

Lattle but describe 1t in detail only alter 1t n 1274, anc
by al-Nuwayri and Ibn al-urvat. | e T o n
" Narco Polo. The Book of Sur Marco Folo, trans. Henry Yule (Loncon, 5
N s e R L L .. 1 i )
.- 0 Ty ans. Arthur . Moule and
p. 66; Marco Polo, The Description of the World, Um;h- f;ﬂ‘-]”“ t - knowleda
’ , : _. f - 567 = hest o my Knowleads
(London, 1935-1938), vol. 2, pp. 196 /7. Lo the h h ]}mc heine
] ) ; J | _ ., B e . _ i N R . .--, .' .r:l .- ) 307 I_r
cources ol the 13th-1+4th centuries do not menton this J; ' :Q S
a . : v ueare W Yabilats campalgns against the Dong.
preoccupied for those years with Qubilat’s campaigns {‘;%f 1 Oarshr. docs
_ . T 5 3 : a . . LT L
0 The onlv Central Asian source of this period, Jamat Clavshi, ducs

y
Panl Pelhot

(. hinese
srimanily

Dot vol. 2,

——

1101



accession Mongke placed his two brothers Qubilai and Hiilegi,
Abaqga’s father, in charge of China and Iran respectively. The two
brothers expanded the empire’s borders each in his own direction,
thereby creating the basis for two new regional khanates.'

1he Qubiai-Arigh Boke struggle that followed Mongke’s death
gave the deprived wuluses of Central Asia a chance to restore the for-

178 'MICHAL BIRAN THE BATTLE OF HERAT (mﬁp): A CASE OF INTER-MONGOL WARFARE | /Y
Lhe Background: The Coming of Barag into Central Asia
The battle of Herat was initiated by Baraq, the Chaghadaid khan
who arnived 1 Central Asia only a few years before the battle took - -
place. Yet the roots for Baraq’s actions are to be sought not only -1} - 5 :
m his 1mmediate circumstances, but also in the two great Mongol ;g; “E ?E ﬁ\:'
succession struggles: the Toluid coup d’etat of 1251, which promoted w“ I A i l IL!
Mongke to the throne of the (Qa’an, the supreme leader of the Mon- E | 2 \ fﬂ\’\,-f
gol empire, at the expense of his cousins the Ogodeids; and the o :?:%PJ : -
nter-oluid nvalry that followed Mongke’s death (1259), when his LS :':":':"-:I::;:':.'.'-:Z:"-:Z::'-:'.-:- 5] ' N
two brothers Qubilai and Arigh Boke contested the Qa’anate.! L [
Mongke’s accession led to the dissolution of the Ogédeid ulus, and Ul l
greatly harmed the Chaghadaids, who had been the Ogodeids’ allies. - ' !
The Jochids, khans of the Golden Horde, whose leader was instru- = ﬂ{[ / ?
mental in enthroning Moéngke, quickly manipulated Chaghadaid weak- I |
ness, taking over Transoxania and Western Turkestan, formerly under
Chaghadaid control. The Chaghadaid share in the empire’s revenues e
was also taken over by the Jochids and the 1oluids.’® The Loluids N ‘S;H 1 1
were naturally the great beneficiaries of Mongke’s nise. After his i E > ' :
i
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menton the battle, yet he supphes the chronological framework for Qaidu and the
Chaghadaid’s succession. OUn him see Peter jackson, “Djamal Karshi,” Encyclopedia
of Islam, Znd ed., Supp. 3—4 (1981), p. 240.

"' For these conflicts and their role in the dissolution of the Mongol Empire see
Peter Jackson, “The Dissolution of the Mongol Empire,” Central Asiatic Fournal, Vol.

22 Ti(} 2 (1@78\ 181858 19(%”94-4 rﬁr‘ 2 l"]F‘f‘i’l”F‘{q heeniccinn nf T\e’rﬁﬁrrlrp!c: A CeeRIAT) aﬁr]
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Arabian

L T TLAL LW L A TR ]

- -

i1ts consequences see also Thomas T. Allsen, Mongol Imperialism (Berkeley, 1987), pp.
| 8—44, lor the struggle between Qubilai and Angh Boke see Morns Rossabt, Khubila
fhan (Berkeley, 1988), pp. 34-5; Zhou Liangxiao, Hubilie (Jilin, 1986), pp. 46—65.
¢ Peter Jackson, “From Ulus to Khanate: The Making of the Mongol States
c. 1220-1290," The Mongol Empire and us Legacy, ed. Reuven Amitai and David O.
Morgan (Leiden, 1999), p. 29; Biran, Qadu, p. 16; Jackson, “Dissolution,” p. 207;
Barthold, Twkestan, pp. 483-5. Ll | . ¥ - e o
® Thomas T. Allsen, “The Rise of the Mongolian Empire and Mongolian Rule ,J,,H1 Map 1 Thﬁ l\*IOH'gOl EI'TlplI”fi after the Death of I\f[gj]:gke (12{3;};
i North Ghina,” Alen Regimes and Border States 907-1368, ed. Herbert Franke and ‘ﬁ" (After Biran, Qaudu [Richmond, Surrey: Gurzon, 1997], 114),
Denis Twitchett, vol. 6 of The Cambridge History of China (Cambridge, 1994), g
p. 394; Biran, Qadu, p. 17; for more detals on the conquests in Mongke’s time, s
see, €.g., Allsen, “The Riuse,” pp. 403-7. f
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180 MICHAL BIRAN

tunes of their lineages. Taking advantage of the Golden Horde’s pre-
occupation with the Ilkhanate mn the early 1260s, the new Chaghadaid
I<han Alghu (r. 1261-66) took over the former Chaghadaid territo-
ries and much more, and consolidated his authority in the cities of
Samarkand and Bukhara, formerly under the Qa’an. Switching his
support from Arnigh Boéke to Qubilai, thereby largely facilitating the
latter’s victory, Alghu also gained Qubilai’s confirmation to his rule
over the territory stretching from the Altar to the Oxus.'* Qubilai was
also obhged to confirm Hiilegii’s rule over the territory “from the
banks of the Oxus up to the gates of Egypt,” in order to gain his
support. lhis confirmation was a major factor in the outbreak of
hostilities between, on one side, Hulegti and his descendants, the
lkhans, and, on the other, the Golden Horde, which had its own
claims on parts of Iran."

The Qubilai-Arigh Boéke conflict also prompted Ogédet’s grand-
son, Qaidu, to restore the dissolved Ogédeid wlus, whose territories
had become, after Qubilai’s arrangements, part of Alghu’s territory.
Unable to cope alone with Alghu, Qaidu turned to the Golden Horde
for help. The Golden Horde Khan, Berke (r. 1257-67) was willing
to cooperate against their common enemy. With Berke’s aid, Qaidu
managed to vanquish Alghu once, but was badly defeated in his sec-
ond attempt. Only Alghu’s death n late 1265 or early 1266 pre-
vented Qaidu from paying a heavier price for this defeat.'

Alghu’s death set the stage for Baraq’s activities. Starting his career
i Qubiars camp m China, where his father had been banished
in 1251 due to his pro-Ogddeid tendencies, Barag won Qubilai’s
favor by performing “praiseworthy services” for him.!” Sometime

" On Alghu see Barthold, Twkestan, pp. 488-92; Liu Yingsheng, “Ali Buge zlu
luan yu Chahatar hanguo de fazhan,” Xinjiang daxue xuebas, 1987, pp. 30-34.

" Rashid al-Din, Jami al-tawdrikh, vol. 2, ed. E. Blochet (London and Leiden,
11), p. 398 (herealter: Rashid/Blochet); Rashid al-Din, 7he Successors of Genghis
fihan, trans. J.A. Boyle (New York and London, 1971), pp. 255-6 (hereafter:
Rashid/bBoyle); Mirkhwand, Rawdat al-safa (Tehran, 1961), vol. 5, p. 196; Biran,
Qardu, p. 23; Jackson, “Dissolution,” pp. 208-35.

© Mirkhwand, Rawdat, vol. 5, p. 201; W.W. Barthold, Four Studies on the History
of Central Asia (Leiden, 1956-1962), vol. 1, pp. 123~4; Biran, Qaidu, p. 22.

" Al3’ al-Din “Ata’-malik Juwayni, Ta’rikh-1 jahan gusha, ed. M.M. Qazwini
(London, 1912-37), vol. 3, pp. 64-5; ‘Ald’ al-Din “‘Atd’-malik Juwayni, History of
World Conqueror, trans. J.A. Boyle (Manchester, 1958), vol. 2, pp. 591-2; Rashid/Blochet,
pp- 7, 169, 188; Rashid/Boyle, pp. 23, 139, 151; Banthold, Four Studies, vol. |

D. 125; Biran, QJadu, p. 24
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- _ . OF R-MONGOL WARFARE
THE BATTLE OF HERAT (1240); A CASE OF INTER-MONGOL s
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| | lar 15S] ury entral
after 1263 Baraq received Qubilat’s permission to returii to Centy

] 1 1 "’ aq camed
Asia.'® According to Rashid al-Din, after Alghu’s death Baraq gamec

13 ' ‘ ‘ "' ’ 1t 1L AS ©
from OQubilai a yarligh (‘command’ or ‘order’) appomnting hum as a

ruler over the Chaghadaid wlus together with Mubarak .S.,l.ﬁh
(r. 1265-66). Mubarak Shah was the son of Alghu’s widow, Orglmjnaj
from her first marriage. She had chosen him to succe?d ;X_agn_uj
apparently without getting the Qa’an’s permission.” By zu:endn’lg Darac,
Qubilai hoped to secure his interests in the Chaghadm.d s, ;-11'1*d LE
have an ally against Qaidu, who refused to accept his auth S
When Baraq arrived in Central Asia, and found out that Orghina
nd Mubarak Shah had firmly established their power, he k{ip*f the
decree in his possession a secret, and presented himselt as a r_:@i':ugﬁt:
seeking to return to his original appanage. Mubarak _Shal} ::Whl_l_@*\:xfed
him to settle on his patrimonial appanage mn the Chaghaniyan region,
near Tirmidh, on the banks of the Oxus. Baraq gradually won the
loyalty of the members of Mubarak Shéh’s army, :zmdﬁcwrlt}lanﬂi
deposed him, degrading him to the rank _of a hun_tmg 11’}51:)6?01.“
Rashid al-Din’s description 1s, however, incompatible wxf_'nh Jamal
Qarshi’s dates. According to Qarshi, the only Cegtral Asian source
for those events, Mubarak Shah was enthroned i\i’_[!arch 1266, and
deposed by Baraq m September ol the same year.” I tll?ﬁﬁT clates
are correct, then Baraq must have arrived in (?entral Asia belore
Alghu’s death, and indeed Rashid al-Din mentions that 'h:j as:].xed
Qubilai for permission to leave after the surrender ol Angh Bpl{e;
0 19642 It is hard to determine whether and when he receved
Qubilai’s decree, which 1s not mentioned at all in the Tuan s, the
official history of the Yuan dynasty. Since baraq turned against the

8 Song Lian, Yuan sk (Beiying, 1976), vol. 1, chap. 5, p. 9l

19 Rashid/Blochet, p. 188; Rashid/Bovyle, p. 1531; Barthold, Four Studies, vol. 1,

n. 125; Biran, Oardu, p. 24.

W D aclazr A/ RlAr~bhet
Il LIV LI Ty l.,r

Mongolische Weltreich: al--Umari’s Darstellung der mongolischen | i
af—ﬂ[i{irﬁ mamdlik al-amsar, ed. and trans. K. Lech (Wiesbaden, 1968), p. -,

21 - . 169; Rashid/Boyle, pp. 139-40; ‘Abdallah b, Fadlailah
Rashid/Blochet, ¥ }), ppl. plGJ 67; ‘Abd Al Muhammad Avati,

Tahrir-i ta’rikh-1 Wassaf (Tehran, 1967), pp. 5, 37; Biran, Qaiudu, p. 2+ Nubarak

he inspector of those who bunt with
' ' ' vcrhon W 1ol
heetahs. See Gerhard Doerfer, Tiirkische und mongolische Elemente um Neupersichen {YWies

Wassaf, Ta’rikh-i Wassaf (Tehran, 195960
Shah’s exact title was mugaddam barschiyan, t

baden, 1963-74), vol. 2, p. 230.

A 1, ] 1hin VvV " cestan v epokhun “mongolskogo
2 Tamal Qarshi, Mulkhagat al-Sural in V.V. Bartold, Turkesian v ¢ i1 ks

nashestiva (St. Petersburg, 1900), vol. | (texts), p. 139
23 Rashid/Blochet, p. 189; Rashid/Boyle, p. 151,

= =1 a5t Al ST Temary )
5. 189: Rashid/Boyle, p. 151; Ibn kadlallah al L,,luj fifdf
hen Reiche n seinem Werk Masalik
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Qa’an’s troops unmediately after Mubarak Shah’s banishment, 1t is
unlikely that the decree played a decisive role in his attaining the
Chaghadaid leadership.™ i_

If Qubilai expected Baraq to represent his interests faithfully, he
was to be disappointed: Baraq’s first action as the Chaghadaid Khan
was to defeat Qubila’s garrison 1n Khotan, in_‘ east lurkestan, and
plunder the city. Yet in 1268 Baraq received a grant from Qubilai,
who probably stll hoped to secure his alhance against Qaidu.” Baraq,
however, had his own reasons for confronting. Qaidu. First, in try-
g to revive the dissolved territory of the Ogddeid wulus, Qaidu took

L]

- N
THE BATTLE OF HERAT (1240): A CASE OF INTER-MONGOL WARFARE 103

The descriptions of thus bhattle in the sources are extremely {erse,
]

but the desperate steps that Baraq took m its aftermath mply that

he had suffered a serious reverse. Baraq fled to Samarkand and
Bukhara, plundered the cities and employed their .craftsmer} Ei,'lj'CfUl“l.‘d
the clock to prepare new weapons, as he was trying o rebuid his
army.? In the midst of his preparations, Qaidu’s messenger, the
8 ; . , ) ] i Zn A i T
Ogodeid prince Qipchaq, reached Baraq's camp with a peace pro
posal. The peace was offered in the name of the unity of the Chingasid
family, yet the sources stress that Qaidu’s mamn motive for concili-

: SURN .
ation was his fear that the Chaghadaid Khan would trample Bukhara

and Samarkand under the hooves of his horses.” Perhaps aware of
his inability to defeat Qaidu on the battlefield, and with the encour-
agement of his governors among his sedentary subjects, Baljaq accepted
the proposal. The two princes decided to hold a q_mzzftm‘(3_1’1.;:1..55@1’1'%
bly of princes) in the spring, and this took place CthCl" i Talas in
the spring of 1269, according to Rashid al-Din, or n Clatwifl near
Samarkand at an earlier date, around 1267/, as implied by Wagsal.™

over territories that were allocated by Qubial to Alghu, ie.; the
Chaghadaid lineage. More concretely, around 1268, after an abor-
tive attempt to 1nvade Besh Baliq, Qaidu was compelled to retreat
westwards, evacuating Almaliq and withdrawing more than a thou-
sand killometers westwards. Having moved west of Talas, he was
geting dangerously close to Baraq.” Fearing that Qaidu had set his
sights on Samarkand and Bukhara, Baraq deaided to attack him. Set-

fina an ambach far Oaidele farese Raram snficiad o~ Liemer dnfant Tt was during this gwillai that Baraq presented his plan to mvade
L"'_Llif)‘.- LR LALL LA L LA ‘::.‘L_f"”““-‘“-"‘ Y :l..UJ.‘.._.-\._..-IJJ J..JLLJ.LL\_i LLIL LA e Al LI_JJ__I_JLJ_S LR LIPS WY & N _ o - -
on Qaidu on the banks of the Jaxartes. Again Qaidu turned for Khurasan.

At the gurillai, Qaidu appealed for unity 1n the name ol the ahﬁmefd
heritage of Chinggis Khan. Baraq claimed that, m the name ol this
same heritage, the Chaghadaids were also entitled to an appanage
ancl pasture'lands that others would not threaten. It was decided
that two thirds of Transoxania {or its revenues) would be transferred
to Baraq and one third to Qaidu and Mongke 1emiur, ‘a-‘v’hDSti.l‘flp—
resentative, Berkecher, also took part in the quriia. The princes
decided that henceforth they would dwell only in the mountamns and

= = = s

i . . w 1 I .1 . . CT'f* SN e
plains and not in the cities; moreover, they would Neiher Hhdst €adg

assistance to the (Golden Horde, whose new ruler, Mongke Temir
(r. 1267-80), perhaps fearing the rise of a second Alghu, sent his
unicle, Berkecher, to Qaidu’s help with allegedly 50,000 men. With

their support Qaidu was able to deleat Baraq near Khojand, on the
banks of the Jaxartes, and apparently overran Transoxania.?’

* Biran, Qaidu, pp. 24-5.

2 Ibhid

* Wassaf, Tarikh-1 Wagsaf, p. 68; Ayati, Tawir, p. 38; Song Lian, Yuan shi, Chap.
63, p. 1569, The Chinese text, translated in Emily V. Bretschneider, Medieval Researches
JSrom FEastern Asiatic Sowrces (London, 1988), vol. 2, p. 36, reads Beiting, which m
Yuan times usually means Besh Baliq. Gf. Thomas T. Allsen, “The Yuan Dynasty

and the Uighurs in Turfan in the 13th century,” China among Equals, ed. Morris
Rossabt (Berkeley, 1983), p. 254, who, following Abe Takeo, understood Beiting as
referrmg to Qara Qorum. Allsen himself, however, recounts that due to this attack
of Qaidu the Uighurs evacuated Besh Baliq, a measure they had no reason to take
if Qaidu mdeed attacked the much more northerly Qara Qorum. It is true that in
Yuan times the name Beiung was also attached to a place in Mongolia in the vicin-
ity of Qara Qorum (see the detailed discussion and references i Michal Biran,
“CChina, Nomads and Islam: The QQara Khitai [Western Liao] Dynasty 1124-1218,”
| Diss., "The Hebrew University of Jerusalem, 2000], p. 52, n. 54), but this was quite
an unusual use. dee the very hesitant discussion of Abe Takeo on the location of
Beiwang i s Xz Hugu guo sfn de yanpn (Uruman, 1986), pp. 359-61, in which he

does not even mention Qara Qorum.
" Rashid/‘Alizadah, pp. 107-8; Rashid al-Din, Famd'w’t-tawarikh [sic] Compendium

- - 1 . * . S e — 1 : ‘1.113"1 Yy T

gerated demands on their subjects nor grazc their cattle in culuvated
L e

lands. The sedentary territorics were entrusted to Mas'ud Beg, the
; S e 3 F /R

experienced administrator who served the Qa’an and alterwards the

-
A

of Chronicles. Trans. Wheeler M. Thackston. Central Asian Sources IV (Cambndge,
Mass, 1998-9), p. 521 (Hereatter: Rashid/Thackston). | -
8 Wassaf, Ta'rikh-i Wassaf, p. 68; Ayati, Tahrir, p. 39Y; Biran, (awu, p.
2 [hid. f o
0 Rashid/‘Alizadah, pp. 109-10; Rashid/Thackston, p. 521; Wassal, Ta’rirh-1
Wassaf, p. 69; Ayati, Tahrir, p. 39.

2.
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Chaghadaids, with the charge to restore Transoxanma to prosperity.”
sSutnimer and winter pastures were assigited to bBaraq's troops. Qaidu
and DBaraq divided the military “thousands™ {units of one thousand
men)” and the artisan workshops—inchuding those devoted to the

production of weapons—-* of Samarkand and Bukhara between the
two ol them, and this was probably the reward Qaidu demanded
for defeating Baraq. Qaidu also stationed forces in the region of
Bukhara to prevent Baraq’s army from encamping there.
Dissatished with his expulsion from Bukhara and with his lot in
the agreement, Baraq, who could not advance eastward or north-
ward into his new allies’ terntonies, proposed to traverse the Oxus
the following spring. With this move, he mtended to take possession
of some of Abaga’s lands, which he declared to be areas that had

been seized by force and not by virtue of inheritance.” The Chagha-
daids might have had some older grudges against the Toluid Ilkhans,”
yet Khurasan, with its rich pastures, was clearly the most convenient

direction for Baraqg’s expansion. QQaidu accepted his plan, surmising
that whatever the consecquences of the battle, 1t would benefit him:
If Abaga were vanquished, Baraq would be occupied in Khurasan
and much less concerned about I ransoxania; were Baraq to be van-
quished, so much the better.’® Similar calculations probably also
guided Mongke Temiur, who approved of the gurlitar’s decisions,
despite the fact that at that time he was apparently commited to

On MasGd Beg see Thomas T. Allsen, “Mahmud Y"llax-fa(:hf In the Service of

ff}-ﬂ Iﬁ'}aﬂ A Trrﬁr r:Ir*» Darl1p1tr1]f7 ~ a! f\’\ﬂpfz}'\arlﬁﬂ .L-._Hg IR 128“39

A g WAy l:j L A R e LN b I--'J_.-"t
= Thc units mentioned are probably the forces u-hl{:h were stationed in those
cities in Mongke’s time and subordinated to the (Ja’an or to other Mongol princes.
See Wassal, Tarikh-t Wassaf, p. 51.
2 For the workshops (karkhanah) see 1.P. Petrushevski, “The Socio-Bconomic

Condition of Iran under the Mo 1gﬂldj” The Salug and Mongol Perods, ed. John A
Eoyl C, vol. 5 ol /e u(?rwu({gﬁ HL}EU{)J U; lran kudulbudgt 1968}. 1. 51{2—}.3.
* Wassaf, Ta’rtkh-t Wassaf, p. 69; Ayati, Tapir, p. 39; Rashid/ Aliz

:?idah._ DD.
109-10, 113; Rashid/Thackston, pp. 521-2, 523; Mirkhwand, Rawdat, vol. 3, pp.

266—-8. For the problems of Tlkhanid Iegitlmacy see Thomas T. Allsen, “C hangmg
Forms ot Legttimation i Mongol Tran,” Rulers from the Steppes, cds. Gary Seaman

and Damiel Marx (Los Angeles, 1991), pp. 223-41.
Though this did not plcwnt Alghu from umptmtmq with 1Hilegti against the

—

Golden Horde. Peter Jackson, “Chaghatayid Dynasty,” locyclopedia f?r??flr"r’? vol. 5
(1992}, p. 314

O Markhwind, Rawdat, vol. 5, pp. 289, 293; sce also Wassal, Taerikh-1 Wassif,
p. 70; Avyati, Tﬁfz?r? p. 40; Rd_shld/ Alizadah, pp. 113-14; Rashid/Thackston,
98 J93 R'mlml/l’lwhu pp. 173, 192; Rashid/Boyle, pp. 142, 150
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maintaining a “peace” or “truce” with the IHkhanate” The gurita
was concluded with the princes exchanging gold cups witi one
another and addressing cach other as anda (blood brothers:.™

Yet despite the solemnn ceremonies, the guiliar’s decisions werc clis-
regarded soon after it was held. Mongke Le mur’s army moved

towards Transoxania, probably to take possession of the part (o which
he was entitled by the agreement (if not more). Qaidu sent his roops
against Mongke Temiir, and thereupon evacuated Bukhara Barag,
who “saw the arena of his desires empty,” rushed to reoccupy
Bukhara.?® Determined to invade Iran, and disregarding the quriliar's
other decisions, Baraq resumed the oppression of his subjects. Ile
confiscated the local catile, prohibited his subjects to ride horses, and
killecl all the oxen in order to use their skins for shields. Feeding his
horses wheat and barley from the sown fields, eight mann per horse
daily, Baraq soon caused a major depletion of the city’s stock of
foodstufls.* Onlv with great difficulty did Mas*tid Beg manage to
convince him not to plunder Samarkand and Bukhara, poinung out
that he had to secure his rear in case the Iranian campaign failed.”

The Chaghadaid Invasion

Yet Baraq had made preparations for his invasion of Iran even before
' . oy " 47 ; - Y E™
entering Bukhara. Soon after the gunita;,”” or perhaps earher, in the
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On this “peace” see Amitai-Preiss, Mongols and Mamlucs, p. 89, .

" For a detailed deqcription of the Talas’ quriltai see Liu Yingsheng. “Lun lalasi
huivi,” Yuanshi luncong, vol, 4 (1992), pp. 256=65; Biran, Qmdu, pp. 2650, See the

later source also for a refutation of the claim that thls qurillar was an anti- Lolud

alliance that enthroned Qaidu.

W Wassaf, Taritkh-1 Wassaf, p. 09,
W Wassaf, Ta'rikh-1 Wagssaf, p. 71, Ayati, Tafir, p. 39, Mirkhwand, Rawcidat, vol.

p. 20Y. See also Rashid/* Alizadah, D. 11 4 Rashld/Tl’nckstom p. D25, accorc lmu-

to which Baraq took over all the animals “from the provinces that b:m[lg(,d te)

Qubilai Khan and Abaqa khan” (east of the Oxus), not sparing even plow OXCB.
Lﬂﬂ_}lillﬂdffl Cmann is a unit of weight which has different valucs in (u[J‘;:..{:n{; nlaces
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