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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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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

S,

joint
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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.




184 MIGHAL BIRAN

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

—

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

from 1/485 kg to 128 kg, and t]_nzn_,fmc thie amount of fodder per horse cannot
be determined. Sce Muh amma NMun, Farhang-t farst (Tehvan, 1903), voi 4, p. 300
for a list of the different weights. |
Yo VWassal, Ta'rtkh-t Wassdf, p. 71, Ayati, Tahrir, p. 39, Rashid/ ‘Alizacal:, p. T3,
Rashid/Thackston, p. 522; Mirkhwand, Rawdal, vol. 5, p. 289,

2 Thus according to W wqmi 5 rlFSLIl[)tlf)li of the events (Wassal, Tahiii-t Hagssal,

n. O, Rashid al-Din dated MasDd’s visit to winter 665/1260—7, 1.¢. helore the
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his Toval vassal if Abaqa assigned him an appanage o ISbhivasan,
According to Rashid al-Din, after this mission Parag contacted Lub
shin, Abaca’s brother and his viceroy i Khurasan, and demanded

summer of 1268, he sent Mas‘tid Beg to Abaqa, apparently to take
carc of matters relating to the appanages of Qaidu and Baraq in

Iran, as well as to express fmendship and toyalty.™ Mas‘ad’s real _
that he evacuate the region ol Badghis up to Ghazna an dl the In f_l'_us
River. which he defined as his forefathers” realm. Barag hac a pount
there: the region of Ghazna and Alghamstan as far as Dinc was
taken awav from the Chaghadaids and annexed to Hillegii's realm
r ’ u . , 1 .. * .. - - B - | . - Ny l_-i -
only in Mongke’s time.** Ttibshin transmutted the message 1o Abaqa,
- | ' ~ * ' SN B TN
who fercelv declined the offer, stating that he had whentea s ter-
T T B R Ea
Story from his father and was ready to defend 1t According to
/

Harawi, Abaqa offered Ghazna to Baraq, on the conditions that he

ceritted half of its income to the Iikhanate’s treasury and that Abaqa
i1l owned half of its artisans.”® Whatever Abaqa replied, 1t cid not
satisfy Baraq, who was determined to fight.”! .
As for Tegiider, after reading Baraq’s letter, he a,sked.;?361"1'11155??10'11
from Abaqa to return to his appanage in Georgia, intencing o jom
Baraq via Darband, crossing through the Golden Horde's comams.
He spent enough time there to outrage the Georglans and the

A

‘ = ) | o
Armenians by pillaging villages and caravans and esp:ecm}l} ! h]d;‘ 2SS
ergy.”? Due to the Armenians compiaints,

mission, however, was to spy out the land, especially the roads
and the size of Abaqga’s armies." After a short stay at the Ilkhanid
court, fearing that the real motive of his visit had been cliscovered,
he asked permission to leave. Abaqa regretted this permission soon
atter he gave 1t, but Mas‘ad, who had taken the precaution of leav-
g two horses at each post station through which he had passed,

managed to cross the Oxus before Abaqa’s troops could reach him.

]

] ) .
I h

G

"'.. 1

i

ah e e e : .
P TS L AR -

o

r I::'.::':""T'_: S R IR, STay s T T T . . - .
LPEE i i IO P N B S S T T e e L ¥ . .
L ho-t 4 s o D SRR T T g T, e e T - e U el T B R P LR T R .-
¥ LR W b o ; TR S F et s e asd s Bl E F TE et o B 4 % B
I E; gy . & " =y ; | 'r ' " . .-_:.\-I L ‘.L_-.L |"'_._ :--h. :_"_I.-\.' ';‘
. ’ ] Wk L i i :_‘I' el AT -;“1..-""1
Y [T
. i ] - 1T [on Y Sl oy RN ¥
h [N ] - .

S
gg‘ﬁ;

5
P S b A qE!‘ﬂ yak. i e
et R R R e

A
oy

g F e E = e = - b e K L iy
n.,r 4 . — - - A L= =l oo R e . L 1 e Tyl Dat-grd L .-l_ . !.-E. i !l'-j:.'f
LR PRl e e A e T AR P L T SN A b b e B YR
. 1 . o 3 : : . . Mo
.'I-Iil- i 1, | '.|..l'u v . [ oy i'-r_' by i T "!.. — s Tl iy ST - '_"__-"\-_?l.':'_rl ]
e ey T Ty e o M T R T . j‘?".‘l T SRt B peld GETA P TR T
T T i L T, L R e T DR e TR s R LA L S BT S T
-\.l".-|_____|.-1__ 1 Vgt g J W LT e BT R AR 1-_____-! R B o .
LR L - 'l;.".h'.‘.,\_-. h :-.'r"u"f'l'l.-'-'r"'- I: "._“-""l’-,,-_ - T

ke £
ViAol
g __'Tm_k'-"'
it

N
- ey pmL
[
AT

P
+."I-+ | Tl
A .i" -

r—
ik
by
h el B

PR A L ST
S L ML e N e T
= b R Ak
L AR Y ¢ : -
oo S T s L aprt LR
EOL TR S Pl L W _;.‘.IL (e R

PR
Dyr
Nl 4%

1‘* H 1 ___'\-'H‘ A
L TN A

Alter hearing his envoy’s report, Baraq's eagerness to invade Iran
grew considerably.®

Another step Baraq took in 1267-8 was to contact Tegiider—the
Ghaghadaid prince who had accompanied Hiilegii when the latter
went to Iran and had stayed in the Ilkhanate ever since—who was
the commander of a timen, a military unit of nominally 10,000 men.
During the mission of Mas‘td Beg or shortly afterwards, Baraq’s
envoys presented to lTegiider a special hollow arrow, in the middie
of which a letter was hidden. In the letter, Barag intormed Teglider
ol hus mtention to invade Iran and asked for his help, perhaps even
proposing to reward Tegiider by appointing him over Khurasin and
Mazandaran after they had vanquished Abaga.*®
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ing the local Chrnstian c
or to his discovery of Tegiider’s correspondence with Barag, or per-

haps as a result of the reports about Baraq's deployimg s armies
near the Oxus, Abaga summoned Tegiider to his court severa. tmes. ™
When Tegiider refused to comply, Abaca decided (o ia,'ttada j:lil"l’]- [rst,
despite Baraq’s impending threat. He sent two ol his scnior com-
manders, Shiremiin and Abatai, to pursue Tegiider with theu armies.
}\ccording to the Mamluk sources, Abaga also summoned his troops

-

, - T . - -~ 1 1 17 - 1 X7 — T o % T
from Anatolia,”” and both the Mamiluk nistorian al-xiilinl diltt e

According to Harawi, during the same mission Baraq also informed
Abaqga that he planned to arrive in Khurasan, and promised to be

quriitar, but he claimed that Mas'Gd came as an envoy of Barag and Qaidu

Tl A Q. - - , '
(Rashid/‘Alizadah, p. 105; Rashid/Thackston, p. 519). Since the cooperation between
the two began only after the gunllor, it seems much probable that it took place after

it. Mirkhwand, Rawdat, vol. 5, p. 289 gives 660/1261-2 as the date of Mas‘hd’s
visit, which is certainly too early. |

" Rashid/‘Alizadah, p. 105; Rashid/Thackston, p. 519. For the rights and

appanages of Chinggisid princes in the different Mongol uluses see Jackson, “From Y Harawi, Herat, pp. 307-5. “ - |
i r ; , . 1 iy . 3 LA RS A
Ulus to Khanate,” pp. 12-38. B T Aubin, “L’ethnogenese des Olaraunas,” Tuwrcica, vol. 1 (1969), oo /Y] see also
- - b L T -~ - - N T - oy

H \Waceenal Toalwkhos Waceif » RO A Dl 120 varnraing the death of Baraa’'s ﬂ't_*ﬂ_ﬂf“ﬁ,iﬁh{il‘ 111 Danivarl.

.- -k EE L AT 5 B S RclSlllCl/JJO}IEJ J:J. NS PO R S uulg LLLS  wiifuh 1 ) .

L - J‘ - . — . —_ _ _— — —_— - ~ -

> Wassal, Tarikh-1 Wassaf, p. 70; Rashid/ Alizadah, p. 105; Rashid/Thackston. 9 Rashid/Alizadah, p. 112; Rashid/Thackston, p. 523.

» Harawi, Heat, p. 309; the artisans’ mawn function was making \weapons.
T Ihid.

¥ Grigor ol Akoer, p. 370, o o

% Thid Ton al-Dawiadari, Kanz al-dwar, vol. &, pp. 140 413 al-Yinny, Dnapl mral
al-zaman (Fyderabad, 1954-61), vol. 2, pp. 410- 11 Rashid/ Alizadal, po T
Rashid/ Thhzjiﬂckﬁtf_‘)n, D. 022, Mirkhwand, Rauwdal, vol. 53. pp- {290“_1}. R

4 Rashid/ Alizadah, p. 112; Rashid/Thackston, p. 522; r\f ::ﬂ.s_s:_s?l_[} s az:;?j..—--t.f_a_—z"f“!fﬂ.ﬁ;af@/j
p. 725 Avyatl, Talonr, p. 4l ?&:-"I_Tr]_-:hwﬁnf_l} {%amdaz;, vol. 5, pp. Z‘E-JU—I.;_;-\I.- Voant, Dyl
vol. 2, pp. 410 -11; Ihn al-Dawadari, Aanz al-durar, vol. 8, p. 140,

- . — w1y . . .- J'I ,',fr-.-.- FERE re )
» ALYnnint, Dhayl, vol. 2, pp. 410113 Ihn al-Dawadart, Kanz ai-dwar, vol. 8,

p. 219,

" Rashid/‘Alizadah, p. 111; Rashid/Thackston, p. 222 (who translated fimen as
a chvision); Mirkhwand, Rawdat, vol. 5, p. 290; Wassal, Ta'rtkh1 Wassa/, pp. 71 2;
Flarawl, Herat, p. 306. Daybars al-Mansuri, <ubda, (ol. 81b estimated Tegiider’s
torces as 30,000 men; The Georgran chrormicle, p. 576 gives hnn 20,000 men: _'Grigm
ob Akanc’ (should be Akner), “History of the Nation of Archers,” trans. Richard
IN. I'rye and Robert . Blake, Haward Joumal of Asiatic Studies, vol. 19, no. 9 ‘December,
1919), p. 375, speaks of 40,000 men and lots of wealth. Thn al-Dawadary, Ranz al-
durar (I'reiburg-Gairo, 1971), vol. 8, p. 140, claims that Baraq asked Teguder to

Jom him i obeying Mongke Temiir, the Khan of the Golden Horde.
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Armemian chronicler Grigor of Akner menton the particapation of
Georgian and Armenian units in the lkhamd force.”™ ©The mcident

was therefore a clash of a wider scale than can be gleaned from the
Tlkhamd sources alone. After a bad start, the lkhamd troops had

cdefeated Tegiider and blocked his way to Darband. Tegiider retreated
into the mountains of Georgia, but got lost 1 the forest. He tound
a temporary refuge with the Georgian King Dawvid, but soon after-
wards decided to beg for Abaga’s mercy.” Alternauvely, legtider

was brought to Abaqa by Shiremtin, who defeated him 1 a second
battle.®® According to Rashid al-Din, Tegiider surrendered n April-
May, 1270, but was brought to Abaga only later,” after having been
exiled to the Kibudan isle in lake Urmiyah, west of Tabriz. Alter
he defeated Baraq, Abaqga pardoned Teguder but deprived him of

any real power. Tegiider’s commanders, who according to [egtder

had persuaded him to rebel, were executed, and his troops, divided

into units of tens and hundreds, were mcorporated 1 the likhanid
army. Tegiider was not allowed to hold a bow or to rnide a mature

. : . N
horee limitationsg | g

-= -_-':J T - e AN X
1

1e rjh_ﬂ_‘iﬂ_l”}f ohserverl.
~ This was not perhaps the help Baraq had anticipated {rom Tegiider,
but certainly the engagement of part of Abaqa’s troops 1n the west
facilitated his next moves. Having declined Abaqga’s proposals and

being determined to fight, Baraq asked for Qaidu’s assistance despite
his blatant breaches of the quriltar’s decisions. QJaidu agreed to Baraq's
request, hoping to push him into Abaga’s hands, as the sources
clearly indicate.? He sent to his assistance two Ogodeid princes, the

hY
iy

op. 140-1, Bybars al-Manstid, {ubda, fols. 81b-82a; al-“Ayni, “ga, fol. 106a; lbn
al-Furat, Ta'rtkh, vol. 7, p. Y.

" Jhd. Grigor of Akner, p. 377.

57 The Georgian Chronicle, p. 583; Wassaf, Tarikh-1 Wassdf, p. 72; Ayati, Tahtr, p. 44;
al-Yonint, Dhayl, loc. cit; Ton al-Dawadari, Kanz al-durar, loc. cit. This was cither be-
cause he had found that the Georgians plotted to kill him, or b * ’
ing horses were poisoned m the Georglan woods.

W Rashid/‘Alizadah, pp. 112-3; Rashid/Thackston, p. 523; Harawi, Heat, p. 509
retained a different version, according to which Tegider declined Barag's offer to
support him, and warned him against challenging Abaga’s numerous army.

M Rashid/‘Alizadah, pp. 11213, where he said Tegiider was brought to Abaqa
in Rabi® al-awwal of that year, 1.¢, six months carlier. Rashid must have been
referring to Rabi® al-awwal of the following year (October November, 1270), as
mdeed eiven in Thackston’s translation (Rashid/ Thackston, p. 523).

O Baybars al-Manstiri, Jubda, loc. at; al-Yuning, Dhayl, loc. af.; Rashid/ Alizadah,
p. 113, Rashid/Thackston, p. 523; Mirkbwand, Rawdal, vol. 5, p. 791 Wassat,
Tantkh-1 Wassaf, p. 72; Ayati, Talrr, p. 42

S \Wassal, Tavikh i Wassaf, p. 70, Ayat, Taheir, p. 40; Rashid/“Alizadah, pp.
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forementioned Qipchag as well as (thabat, grandson ol T\ R f
e 1\ Fl R LA . = _ | o o - o hdH_l
Oa’an. with 2000 horsemen each, and possibly, according o Wragal,
few At the same time Qaidu ordercd his men 1o

‘o him belore the batte actually sta Ll

111 Hf?.:'l.]fl‘%L!ﬁlf(ﬁlm nd crossecl thie OJxus

1 few more princes.
find an excuse and return
Jaraq placed Oaidu’s troops 1 ! _‘ rossed e L
o late 1269-carly 1270 faccordmg 1o _[1:«151;1_1(,1 al-1D m? 01 m;,j; llﬂl'ﬂl
between September 1268 and August 1 269 (accmdmgﬂta} : 55{; )
FTarawi and the Mamluk sources). This was shortly after the guntia

| I i * s reliable, and while Abaga
took place, if Rashid 11-Din’s chronology is reliable, q
f 64
L.

was stll engaged with Tegude e
Baraq advanced to Martichag, between Balkh and Herat, whes
Arghun Aqa, the Administrator of Khurasan, were will-
short battle, the Ilkhamd troops were defeated

: : S P NN
aran, informing Abaga ol baraqs

Tiibshin and
ing for him. After a
and chose to retreat to Mazand : o
advance.® During this fight, a commander of thousand from 1 L:D:i 1:1_117'3!
army, named *Sechektu, whose family formm;ly served C__lllt nqsl
hou;e ie.. the Ogodeids) defected to Baraq’s 1*a11k_sj anct: Jo:t‘uc_c
a, T  fine Arabian horses. Qipchaq’s keep-

|
Fl
1 - F -"‘-'{j-‘.n S e B i TN M B

Qipchag, presenting him wit 2 s
no most of those horses to himsell instcad o OGCHng da O
o T

to Baraq annoved Jalayirtai, one of Barag's 5@1‘11(:31" cmnmanft:‘iuré 31 51;5
dispute gave Qipchaq the excuse he nee?led. ‘o ret;ggo LS ri,.-nm;l
Baraq sent first his brother and then Jalayirtal :wth 3 ;L{oc:HdS
to pursue him, but they were anable to catch him. dSoon alterwards,

0 witl | h he lost most ol
C'habat also found a chance to withdraw, although he lost

] o oo Baracrs son in Bukhara. Barag protested
his troops when he ran mto baray |

‘ ' 6e icdu ecl Bara ul
to Qaidu at the desertion of his forces.® Qaidu ignored barag, b

them

™

' _ Con. 173, 192: Rashid/Doyle,
_ et : ochet 173, 1925 tas s
1 13—14; Rashid/Thackston, p. 5;2;3;, Rlasind/BQl;G , PP = |
, e AT lwen o, VOL. J, . - ..
142, 150, Mirkhwand, Rzt o 40: Rashid/<Alizadal, p. 114
9 Waesal Taoikh-i Wassaf, p. 71 Ayatl, Tahrir, p. oYU, e S 20).
aSSaJ A FLn ) : ’ TJr.'——_,' . r; . I ”(II{{.EI. ?‘-.*“-[‘:}1- l'j oy ?(j?}j _B‘._l‘:'lﬂ.; Cﬁilﬂ"-‘?‘:“]ﬁ? ]Lj- 3{)
Rashid/Thackston, p. 243 Mlirkirwand, e, a
63 Harawi, Herat, p. 309, -
raw y P IV 3 - - L()- 20701
i+ Wassaf, Ta’rikli-t I*’I-f‘aJﬁﬂf: D. / 0; Avati, Tahrir, p. 40; fhe Gm{?b the Oxus after he
According to al-Yonini and Jbn al-Dawadart, Bara? CIOSST{:ihm _— baitle of
- 3 ‘- . T e wWhilih e chlulh
- ot Alaca cancht Tecuder. They understooc thRE s |
had heard that x\.l.ja-L_ld' CAtgiit b5 . e e 1 A1 - 19 1hn
Herat as a by-product of the Teoider affair. al-Yunint, Dhayl, vol. 2. p 4ok
| a3 Eans al-durar. vol. 8 p. 140, . .
']_I-D}].K-‘r‘ﬂf_lﬁt13 ]‘&ﬂ??f; {J[ f-f“m-?': VO 3 ~ N | SR U PR § R SR 1'1;?11"1'91(“Hh
o Wassal Tarikh-1 Wassaf, p. 72 Rashid/ Alizadah, p. 11 Lj hhhi - o ) '1  ’
ey o e ]_—I;;lra\rr'.gi': []{:’T(IJ:, 1‘}?]. 7(]{}_1[} (':IL’LH’H,[_'_{__‘_ Livad

. 523: al-Y i, _Dx"r'r'.ril__;}’f:. vol. 2, p. 4 1, ]']‘ % e R
— E ) S N § Ay 16 r(—j;]_[tj('_l withoul i’.ﬂ.'iﬂ;{"f ¢ L1CTCL, | ) o
Tubshin and Arghun Aga et ) 5 (592350 Mirkhwiénd,

% Rashid/ Alizadah, pp. 11513 Rashid/ r_lil"i_itl{ﬁk..‘ﬁ[(_'}llj pp- - o
Raar*dc?.iwﬁ-'r')l. 5, p. 299 Wassal, Ta’rikhi- Wassaf, p. 71; Ayal, Tahrir. po U,

an Chromicle, p. 292,
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he did send a message to Abaqa, informung him ol Qipcehag's return.
Subscquently, friendship existed between Qaidu and Abaga, who
called each other orlag (fniend, ally).”

Despite the defection of Qaidu’s troops, Baraqg managed to take

over and devastate large parts of Khurasan, overrunning Badakhshan,

Shaburghan, Tiligan and Merv up to the borders of Nishapur, which
his forces plundered on May 19, 1270, evacuating it on the follow-
ing day.”® Baraq continued to oppress his subjects m his newly con-
quered territories,® and even planned to plunder Herat. He became
convinced, however, that it would be more useful to gain the sup-
port of its ruler, Shams al-Din Kart, who could help him win the
assistance of other Khurasani rulers and subjects. Shams al-Din Isart,
up to then an Ilkhamd vassal, was obliged to armve at baraq's camp
and accept Baraq’s authority. Baraq promised to appoint him as the
governor of Khurdasan when Baraq troops contnued further west-
wards. In the meantime, Baraq appropriated money, weapons and
cattle from the city, and appointed his tax collectors and mspectors

-~ :"—.r‘- 1-‘1.-‘1-!"‘.1"‘]?‘:"\"‘1"‘\ TLTﬁi*‘1,"[“'1‘1ﬁ1"‘\f‘* """’l“l""‘!i""] 'I""I""I;T_'Iff_" IO T TT”I"["HF-‘T"‘]THF:‘
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tive policies, however, Shams al-Din Kart managed to return to
Herat, allegedly to collect auxiliary troops and provisions for baraq.
Actually, what he did was to take refuge in his castle at Khaysar,

-

south-east of Herat, and wait for the arrival of Abaqa.”
Meanwhile, Baraq allocated pasturelands to his commanders:

'~

Badghis, the pastureland north of Herat, originally allocated to
Qipchag, was given to either Yasaur or *Misu-Mengu. Margha'ul,

Baraq’s leading commander, received the western area of T1s 1n the

direction of Nishapur, along the Herat river and its tributanes, near
the bridge of *Chaghchaghan. Since he knew the roads, Margha'ul
was supposed to lead the vanguard troops in the invasion of iran.
Baraq himself stayed on the rear at Taligan. Although he boasted

ot Aftor K hirraelm Atended A roanciier Irac ano
'Lll(lL 1l L'l.._,-.[. A il il L L L s 'L.JU.lJ.'\_i (R0 L W AL l..-'l.rx_..l LI T T W I L w--J L

i Rashid/‘Aliziadah, p. 117; Rashid/Thackston, p. 525; see Biran, Qawin, p. 31,

W Wassal, Tarikh1 Wassaf, p. 71; Rashid/“Altzadah, p. 119, Rashid/ Thackston,
p. 526; Mirkhwand, Rawdal, vol. 5, p. 294 (26th Ramadan, 668}

Y NMirkhwand, Raedal, vol. 5, p. 294,

O Tlarawi, Herat, pp.” 314-16; Biran, Uadu, p. Y8

" Rashid/“Alizadah, pp. 119 20; Rashid/ Thackston, p. 526; Mirkhwand, Rowdal,
vol. O, pp. 286—/.

2 Rashid/ ‘Alizadah, p. 119; Rashid/Thackston, p. 526; Harawi, Heral, pp. 504,
312 313; Mirkhwand, Rawdat, vol. 5, pp. 288, 295, 2U6.
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the meantime, he ordered his roops o let therr horses gre o
g . _ - L S R T : | B B - | - “ -‘
<cen and donkeys, so his army had beenr wdie

1 :-'— - - ! b T 1 - 3 :—ul ’ L] - -1 T l- % - ‘ - l - - - - -~ I- ! 1 4 - - s - + s i
- - —_— - - - - - | - | L] .- V .-}-/-
_] I E-l.- i ra' -t.l. t . r) Ilk;. | t -. LA - | (_ - _) _) -1 lo \ } {:l _-1 a . S ‘: - -]_ - }- {r‘

meadows and to 1 de o

1

heoarnl Lo

173
5pread. |

The Coming of Abaga and the Battle

Chaghadaid reat.

prf::parati@ns to deal with the t

Abaga made serious
1e ordered his chiel minister to preparc artos s, o
and sent the commanders to Lssemnble their troops and ausic

o ioin him with 10,000
Goned on the border with the Golden Horde, to join him with LU,

eenf Y Yier to the aid
soldiers.”” According to Wassaf, Yoshmut was scit ezuhel\ rLQ lB ¢
| L B ' ~oiider. Alter baraq
1T e ~oed with Teguder. Al
of Tiibshin while Abaga was €ngag g e

F j | - . l(:L

77
heavy losses.’ o 19707 A
Abaqa lelt Azesbatjan on Apri - lu k. nole stalk from the
- ingle sta -—
- dered his army not to piuck a s 5 -
11-Din he orderea i | 4 their
Gelds.”? vet the Mamluk sources assert that his troops grazc

S T, B0 o troomds went
horses 1n the sown fields throughout their way. Abaqals UE i e
_ . Svaz. the future site
_ Ardabil, and Sharuyaz, S tamid
o _, senger sent (0 e Lisddc
~a There Abaga met a 1Es |
” SUlEanliS aﬂl 1 (Qa’an %ha mMessenger, who had just managed to
court Dy tZubildl | | hat Daraa’s men
_ : L .,, ] rﬁported that barags t
- fy 4ty in Baraq’s hands,
escape from captivit | | become useless
v drunk, and that their horses had become
were constantly Griulls,

* '___‘-r N --}
Hean his. Abac ~asecd on?! His troops reached Rayy,
‘gadag). Hearing this, Abaya passet B

bows and lances,
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And, Rawdal,

119; Rashid/Thackston; p. 596; Mirkhwarn

3 R ashid/Alizadah, p. Lhacksto B 22 Ty
Lo . 00 9205 206, See also Wassal, Tarikh-1 Yvassaj, p- 7
E_IO]‘. Dj ij- .-’-'-’..UU: . L n i ®

" Mirkhwand, Rawdat, vol. 5, p- 299,

15 Torikh-i shahi, p. 287. L )90

16 Nirkhwand, Raidat, vol. 3, p.f i o o 1149
7 Wassaf, Ta’rkh-i Wassif, PP 72, 7'5r5f\3m“’ _Ta{m?;r ‘j[;(p i"}{p :ii-m A1 Ramadan,
m Rashid/ Alizadah, p. 120; Rashid/Thackston, p.22 (Lhe At @ |

H6HB).
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Nj“i; o el 2. po. 434, 435; Ibn al-Dawadart, Kanz r.,f.r_..r,tf.u;_;;}'u_ o,

o al-Yiining, Daapl, vol. 2, pPp- l] | 'i}‘ s, To. Blochet, Patrologia Ohientalis,

o . Ve h s a3 o g AT1E "_[‘ I O PR WL -4 i .

o 148; Mufaddal, al-Naly al-sadid, ec. ane i
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vols, 12, 14, 20 (Pans, 19 19-28), p. 521
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and then Qumus, where they were accompanied by the troops ol
Tibshin and Arghun Aqga, whom Baraq had doven away from
IKhurasan. They contimued to Radkan and Nishapur, where the

Sultan of Kirman, Hapay, as well as other auxihanies (apparently from

Yazd) joined them. Together they continued southwards to Bakharz,™
and were joined near Herat by the Georgian contingents.® Throughout
the march, Abaga concealed his presence among the troops, and
gave orders to kill whoever divulged 1t.** This policy seems to have
worked well, since Baraq doubted the arrval of Abaqa alimost until
the beginning of the battle.™

After having traveled for fifty-ive days from Mughan, Abaga’s
troops were only at 5 days’ distance from Baraq’s. Abaga and his
commanders decided that the troops would carry their supples for
the five days’ march already cooked in order not to light fire.® Then
ten out of every hundred horsemen were ordered to move, hall a
day i advance of the mamn body, to collect information.”” This van-
guard, estimated at 5000 men, included also the Georgian troops of
iKing David, and was headed by the ilknamd commanders Abatal
and Shiktur.”® Abaqga ordered them to kill every Chaghadaid solcier
that they found on their way. They did so, until they closec i on
Baraq’s vanguard. Abaqa’s advance troops caught the enemy con-
tingent by surprise at dawn and annihilated it completely. They
returned and reported to Abaqa that the cistance between their

vol. 5, p. 300, where the messenger reported only about Baraq's actions in Khurdsan,
not about their being unprepared for battle. al-Yanini, Dhayl, vol. 2, p. 434; Ibn
al-Dawadari, Ranz al-durar, vol. 8, p. 148; Mufaddal, al-Naly al-sadid. p. 521 for the
road. For gadag see Doerfer, Neupersischen, vol. 3, p. 420.

%2 Rashid/‘Alizadah, pp. 120-1; Rashid/Thackston, p. 527; Tankh-1 shahi, p. 288;
cf. Mirkhwand, Rawdat, vol. 5, p. 300.

B The Georgran Chronicle, p. 580.

Yoal-YVanini, Dhayl, vol. 2, p. 434; 1bn al-Dawadari, hanz al-durar, vol. 5, p. 148;
Mufaddal, al-Naly al-sadid, p. 521. |

% Rashid/‘Alizadah, p. 122; Rashid/Thackston, p. 526.

o alkYanmi, Dhayl, vol. 2 p.o 4345 Ibn al-Dawadari, Aanz al-durar, vol. 8, p. 143,
Muladdal, al-Naly al-sadid, p. 521. For the use of this means by earher Mongol
forces see Henry D) Martin, “The Mongol Army,” Journal of the Royal Aswatic Society,
no. 1 {1943}, p. 50.

ALY anun, Dhayl, vol. 2, p. 434 Ihn al-Dawadary, Kanz al-durar, vol. 8, p. T4Y;
Mufaddal, al-Naly al-sadid, pp. 521-2.

W Ihid.; The Geororan Chronicle, p. 580; This king Dawvid was not the one who gave
refuge to Tegider, but “The Big David” (David Ulugh), Abaqa’s ally, who died
soon after the battle. Sce W.IL.D. Allen, A History of the Georgian FPeople (London,
1932), pp. 11418,
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troops and Darag's was a day and a hall’s journey. [his pernaps
corresponds to Rashid al-Din’s report that when Ab A was at
| . Al oroun of 100 horsemen from larvih. much
Dakharz, he sent a small group of 100 horsemen from 1 V.
further to the northeast, to check the cnemy's MOVEMCHLS, L oroup

. - o _ . - - ; v - o ; - .-‘L._H L_: f-. -1 _..:-l-l_l
clashed with some of Barag’s troops, but managed Lo overcon e
\yaa 90
and to report back to Abaga. -
Abaqa then divided his troops into the standard three civizions—
right, left and center—and sent Tibshin to *Chaghchaghin, on the
' ‘ e - M arola il
Herat river, against Baraq’s vanguard commande! Margha ul, who
N J : : , RS b _ S I o N,
veaded 3000 men. Tibshin ran into Margha’ul's troops. udﬁuxtcd
them. and took back the booty the Chaghadaid army had previously
hem, an

' | isan. Margha’ , and inform
~ollected from Khurasan. Margha’ul managed to escape anc
9

Barag, who withdrew his forces. |
’ N (ORI S N T .

According to Harawi, Baraq heard from Margha’ul about the

crrival of the Ilkhanid troops, rode towards them and the battle

. _ ’ " _‘.}r’_‘, __'1 —_ . _

began.” Elsewhere, lhke Mirkhwind, Harawi also cites Rashid al

. . " , . * - e o .
Din's detailed and beautiful version. Margha’ul indeed reported to
;o bt (simee 1t was headed

| I SN U, T]‘,r]-1ﬁ1-1'.lr"1 311 "}
nm.l A a :| T il \

Baraq on the Aliival of the idkhama ' e
ibshs ' | " self had also
by Tubshin), Baraq was not sure whether Abaga himselt |

srrived in Khurdsan. Baraq then received a messenger fl"f_)l:i’l Abaqa,
who suggested that he take over the area of Ghazna as iar as the
Indus river, i.e., the area that baraq had fOf]fI":lﬁl"l}f demanded from
Tithshin. Baraq considered the ofler for a whll'e:, but ﬂﬁm consu‘l‘t:
ing his commanders finally dechined 1t, _Ell’ld, degded to “3_,1'1.“ c}tﬁ._ap_wk (
the contrary advice of his astrologer. He sent three spies 'L\ji‘ifiiiﬁfl,j‘f..ﬁ) _f;_)
6ud out whether Abaga had indeed arrived in Khurasan, «s claimed

in the message. _‘
Abaqa sdvanced to Herat and scnt his commanders to choose the

hattlefeld, which goes to show that he was less than conhdent that
Baraq would accept his peace proposal. While there, they caught

RS

al-Yianini, Dhayl, loc. cit.; 1hn al-Dawadart, Kanz al-durar, loc. il Vouafaddal, wf-
Naly al-sadid, loc. at. o o .

M R ashicd/Alizadah, p. 1215 Rashid/Thackston, p. ;j.f-?._ ) L

1 Rashid/ Alizadah, p. 121; Rashid/ Thackston, p. 5:21; l\"'l_li"kl’]‘v‘ﬂ}ﬁi_f_’.]lf 1,nu(f;fj R—I{IJ}—W;]
p. 300, According to Harawi, Herat, p. ffil?l _I_\f[:a.rgl]:;l_ ul. an: lj;_c.}llhll_}l][j{_i ) 11:1 1:);;—
in Badehis;, Abaqa’s army was sent from Jam, n_tfith_ f_il ] A 1];1412,, Inl}ﬂ(“-:]]l [-(}f.liﬂ
ently led by Abaga. This s also implied by al-Y i _a_n__n:_l bo ai-. 1L‘w 11 {'L' ! Hi.“;
c:?ff.\,; according to whom Abaqga rode by meht and suddenly lound snnsell factig
Margha'ul. .

Y arawy, Heral, p.oo o317 | 3 - -

> I[{I;il;;l];“ifliil’]{h p. 122; Rashid/ Fhackston, pp. 5970 Mirkhuvand, Rawdal,

vol. 3, pp. 300-301
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Baraq’s spies and brought them back to Abaqga, who decided to
manipulate them. Alter discussing the plot with a trusted Mongol
soldier, he sat on lis throne, feasting with his commanders, and
macde sure that the spies, bound to the tent’s pillar, could hear him.
After a few hours, the man with whom Abaqga conspired arrived,
and reported that the Golden Horde had used Abaqa’s absence from
Azerbajjan to invade his domains in great numbers. “If vou don't
hasten to return,” added the messenger, “vou will not find your
camps or people.” Abaqga declared that he would withdraw imme-
ciately and suspend the fight with Baraq until after the Qipchaqg
threat had been elimmnated. He ordered his people to return at once
to Mazandaran, leaving their tents behind. He then ordered the
three spies killed, but made sure that one of them was able to escape.
Lhen he and his troops decamped and moved to the *Jina (or
*Khanbeh) plain, which was chosen to be the battlefield.

Ihe spy who had managed to escape rushed to report the good
news to Baraq. Baraq was overjoyed and the next morning rode

M T e Rl % ANDN R UL | \.Jl:,ullt_/a. A AV lE LG L auioadl W ikt HLU}JLL Ui

Herat, following Abaga’s commands, to open their gates to the
Chaghadaid army did not change his good mood. Baraq and his
troops crossed the Herat niver, pillaged the deserted tents of Abaga’s

troops and camped south of Herat. Only the next morning, after

riding some twelve kilometres (two farsakhs) did they suddenly see the

plamm full of Abaga’s army, and understood they had been tricked.
Baraq camped next to the Herat river, on the banks of one of its
tributaries, the (umdentified) Qara Su {(black water).”

Although the use of disinformation was not uncommon among
:

the llkhans and their contemporaries,”™ this story is almost too con-
venent to be true. If one accepts it, however, 1t is worth noticing

that to both Abaga and Baraq a large-scale attack of the Golden
Hor
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quite plausible. Interestingly, the Mamluk sources also report that

L
1L

7 Rashid/*Alizadah, pp. 124-5; Rashid/Thackston, pp. 528-9; Harawit, [lerat,
pp. 320-23; Mirkhwand, Rawdat, vol. 5, pp. 303-5; Bovle, “Dynastic and Political,”
p. 32Y; lor the Qara Su (Mongohan: Black water) sce also Wassaf, Ta’ikh-1 Wassaf,
p. 73 (Ab-1 siyah, Persian: black water); al-Yonini, Dhayl, vol. 2, p. 435; Ibn al-
Dawadari, Ranz al-durar, vol. 8, p. 149; Mufaddal, al-Naly al-sadid, p. 523 (al-nahr
al-aswad, Arabic: the black river).

P See Amttai-Preiss, Mongols and Mamiuks, pp. 139-55; and see bis article i this

volume: Reuven Amitar, “Whither the Tlkhanid army? Ghazan’s first campaign into

Synia, 1299-1300" p. 238.
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THE BATTLE OF TIERAT (1240) A GASE OIF AN FR-1

ro attack the ITkhanicdd troops only fter he was con-

Abacga had alrcady withdrawn. This rumor, accorcing

vinced that A “ | o, peeens
‘o this version, was spread by a Chaghadaid turncoat, at .Aoadas

g
request. The man, an expert in scapulomancy, escaped to Abagas
anks after his divinations revealed A | - Abaga
was encouraged by this prospect, and promused to give the t_hwn-u_
a village 1t his prediction turned out to be true. He als{i}ﬁ,ﬁﬂ{?dﬁ:f:
to spread the rumor that he (i.e., Abaga) had retired, thereby encout
aging Baraq to attack.™

. :
When he found out that Abaqga’s force |
Baraq considered retreat, but was persuaded by his generals to resume

fichting, despite his obvious dis;@vantagea I]E:.I“ﬂﬁ‘,l}f Alj?qei”::clwc;ci
of the battlefield, the poor condition of Baraq s.horgesj and L,nc_ af:;f
hat the Ilkhanid army had cut the Chaghadaid access ,—ti ngt,ﬁl-i,
Despite all this, Abaga’s victory did 110t98C011’1€ ea.SEy.r 11:3 zit;[
began in the following day, July 29 1270,% near the Dara Su river.

: ' cain divided them into threc
Abaga encouraged his troops, and agan o+ far
Toiciame—left richt and center—whose COmposition, DOWLRES, -
[ ﬂ._I:}

i
LLE Y LA e

from clear. -
| oy T 1d by Tihshin and
Most sources agree that the rght flank was held by Tu,:r;.l_m .
ied also by Samagiar, the

Tindu Novan,” who were accompanl . har, U
[Tkhanid commander of Anatolia.'” According to tl’j@ (Jc—lzoigl.au
Chronicle, however, Shiktur, Arghun Aqa and las Bugha (the .Chllsiltﬂlai’{
‘Abdallah of the Arabic and Persian SOUTCES) :as1 ;xeﬂas t};lt‘, %11]:11?61}%_1,?;
*Togha-Bogha Djin manned the %"lght ﬁank}} ! Wml? X oim;m;{ “;;-3
the left flank, whose composition 1s uncertam. According to ash

Barag came

baga's futurce viclony. Abaqga

s were still m IShurasan,

f _ - - S FFLYEY K ’*l,l‘ 5 }), 1"1_9-;
6 A1 Yinini, Dhayl, vol. 2, p. F3.; e William of

Nkt al-sadi 9 For Mongol scapulomancy scc
Mufaddal, al-Naly al-sadid, pp- 52"2_3 X g M L U5 fackson, cd
- i R 7 VA S nd T ar Wilham ;jif I{E{{?Tlﬂfﬂk. {:jd. AT1C Idlla, A 3
Rubruck, The iisswon gf £7ar yricssarn g 0 f
- n 1T Ty T 1 l:'irj — A Y
D. Morgan (London, 1990}, p. iJy ana it e 5 20)
7 Rashid/ Alizadah, p. 127 RaShcld/_T-haC Stonjlg(')'hRa'shi'd/Th*wk:L‘f_m p. 235l
W Harawi, Herat, p. 330; Rashid/ Alizadah, p. 13U -ns oL |

The hrst of Dhit al-Hijja, 668). | R S A 296
lTE}E ];\I;::sh]_d/tf”\_],l_zﬁdah, P' ]*27; R;agh}_d/ Th_:}l'{_‘,k?}1’.(3*?1J [J. ,J:?}OJ .“f:‘il,;l_ﬁ-u; M.:.m.f.; p. 3--6,,

A —.-l- - e L. N 3 . 1, 305 .
Mirkhwand, Rawdat, vol. 0, f - 1 Thackston. v, 530; Baraq ndecd camped
00 Rashid/ Alizadah, p. 127, Rashid/Thackston, p. 23U Daraq by blocked
O1 thf banks of the Qara Su, hut the lIikhamd troops to his west prooely DIOLRE
] av b - main Ilcrat nver. A T 115
his way to the maiy 1iat B entdine to the Mamiuk source < Abdaliah
0 The Georgian Chronicle, pp. 580--1. According to the Viami e o
4 ATERIS S - . el Tae 1 oslrons camels. at-
e Christian” brought to the battlefield “churches and lmllﬁ 01‘\1.[51.[1‘_11?}.11.1.; lk-.. o
‘-\;1:1!1]1_.1"]1“ Dhavl. loc. cit Tbn al-Dawadari, hang al-durar, loc. cit; Muladcal, at=Naly @

sadid, p. 524
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al-Din, the left Aank was huge, as it comprised Arghun Aqga, to
whom the armies of Kirman under Sultan Hajjaj and of Yazd under
the atabeg Yusul Shah were subordinated, as well as Sonitai, Shiktur,

Bunltar and ‘Abdallah Aqa.'” Harawl mentions only Yoshmut and
Bort.

only reports the names of Shiktur and Arghun Aqa.'” The (reorgian

Chronicle, according to which most of the aforementioned people

were on the right, cites only Abatail and Shiremun on the left Aank. %
According to Harawi, Mirkhwind, and the Ta%ikh-i-shahi, Arghun
Aqa and the Kirmanid forces were positioned in the center,'® which,
according to Rashid al-Din, was held by Abatai Noyan and a group
of commanders."™ Abaqa himself was in the center, according to
Mirkhwand and Harawi, but was persuaded to stand back, since he
was supposed to be the target of the Chaghadaid attack.!®” For this
same reason, according to the Ta’rikh-1 shaki, Abaga chose to be on
the left flank.”™ It seems as if Baraq’s forces were also divided, but

there 1s no reference to the composition of the different Chaghadaid
unitg 109

S

Lhe different sources also differ with regard to the course of the
battle, although all of them agree that at one point Baraq was close
to winning. According to the Ta’kh-t shahi, Baraq started the bat-
tle with a dense barrage of arrows, which left many people wounded. !

1 his mught be identical with Margha’ul’s attack, which most sources

---u-il.-"\.-.ll'l...j

102 - = = -
Rashid/*Alizadah, pp. 125, 127; Rashid/Thackson, pp. 527, 530, where the
transiation is not accurate regarding the athliation of the Kirmani and Yazdi troops.

3 Harawi, Herat, p. 326; Mirkhwand, Rawdat, vol. 5, p. 305; Wassat, Taikh-1
Wassaf, p. 74. |

" The Georgian Chronicle, p. 580.

" Talrikh-r shahi, p. 290; Harawi, Heral, p. 326; Mirkhwand, Rawdat, vol. 9,
p. oUo; Nasir al-Din Munshi Kirmani, Sim¢ al-ula (Tehran, 1949), p. 47 says that

Arghun Aga was with the Kirmianid troops.
" Rashid/‘Altzadah, p. 127; Rashid/Thackston, p. 530.
"7 Harawi, Heral, p. 326; Martinez, “Il-Xanid Army,” p. 155; Mirkhwand, Rawdat,
vol. 2, p. 305. He differentiates between the center’s vanguard (mugaddima-i qtil)
manned by Arghun Aga and the Kirmani forces, and the “regular” center.

W Tarikh-1 shahi, p. 290.

W Wassaf, Taikh-1 Wassaf, p. 74; The Georgian Chronicle, p. 280; Mirkhwand,
Rawdal, vol. 5, p. 305. Yet all those references are rather general. It is still possible

that the Ghaghadaid force was not divided, as implied, for example, by describing
Margha’ul attacking “lrom left and right” (e.g

>.g., Mirkhwand, Rawdat, vol. 5
p. 300).

q
-

7

T arikh- shaht, p. 289.
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ta1, Mirkhwand records Yosmut and Sonitai N oyan, and Wassaf
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THE BATTLE OF HERAT (1522%0): A CASE OF INTER-MONGOL WARFARE LU/
galloped left and right, attacking and retreating and camuﬂ creat
havoc. With this force he managed to overcome 3000 llkhanic borse-
en and even to attack some of the Ilkhanid commanders with his
sword. Fventually, he was hit by an arrow and killed.'” 1\:-‘1::11‘;;1‘1;1:?111”;
death came as a major blow to the Chaghadaid army. Y et Jalayirtal
offered to avenge his death, and Baraq, alter warrii?lg hum ot to
let Abaca’s troops ambush him, allowed him to go. With 4*00'0 h..orsw
men wearing mailcoats, who waged repeated attacks, Jalayirtal Wwas
able to defeat either Abaga’s powerful Jeft flank™ or his centrai divi-
sion.''? At this point, Abaga considered retreat,' bu_t'wa& encour-
aged by Sonitai, his oldest commander, to continue ﬁg-htmg. ﬁ-'?" heth-ﬁr
Sonital simply told Abaqa that having 70,000 Warnm;s at l‘iﬁlS clis-
posal, he could spare 10,000 and still win the day,'" or ?xii’%ethe_r
Sonitai stirred the troops, asking them to fight for the sake of Chinggis
Khan''"—a cliche not very well suited to the battle’s circumsrances—
or for their patron, Abaqa,’'’ in any case, Sonital’s Itervation was
crucial to embolden the Ilkhamd army.

Abaaa took the field himself, coordinating his left flani, a-x--*hicl:] h‘e
sent Yoshmut to redeploy, and the other undamaged parts of his
army. According to Rashid al-Din, 1t took the Ilkhmnd forces i:J_'_u“ee
assaults before they could defeat Baraq,'” and Wassaf also mentions

: | e 119 A el [
repeated lkhamd attacks on the Chaghadaids."” According to Harawi,

1 /AT 5 A 197—8: Rashid/Thackston, p. 530; Harawi, Heral
"1 Rashid/‘Alizadah, pp. 12/-6; Rashid/ I Racks D/? ;}J 1 é vt LT
T 3 Cal-Yunint : 30100 40l -
p. 327, Mirkhwand, Rawdat, vol. 5, p. 306; al-Yunini, . 12y ,] ju'og de,r 99 5*‘)3_{4
Dawiadari, Kanz al-durar, vol. 8, p. 149, Mufaddal, al-Nafy al-sa ?fh PP ﬂ-}u -
: ' ' N ul s Y A Crosshow.
Martinez, “Il-Xanid Army,” p. 153 claims that Margha'ul was sljmt oy @ crossho
T Doician et of haoth Rashid and Harawi has fir-1 charkh. Charkin means cross-
liﬂlE fﬁlﬁlaﬂ LS L LI vl fhdidiirsna uaatd o * - ) | B F} I:T]. /?
bow, but also the celestial wheel, fortune and misfortune (b, Stmngaa; / [;h‘rz_‘-;fji ,_,{zb 15
i - 2e( NaCKston
Dictionary (eighth ed., London and New York, 1988), p. 390), andflnchc;E E fl}tlr tou
L _ . . 11 : / 11 (A 4 asiay,
transiated it as “an arrow of misfortune”. According to \Vas,lga} rikh-l MWassaf
p. 73, Margha'ul’s death occurred at a later stage of the ba}tfz._l ST
112 ™. 1 -1 /A5 1k +— 190. R AachiA /Thar”kgt@]]‘ 1. 53]- \J\I EE.SSElf. TCE Ficdi=lo0 {EJJL’E/.,
RdSlllUf pilLatllelll, IJ. L LUy ANGndaliniy A asiai. T I 3 . s ;
p. 74. . ) AL, T
N3 Harawi, Herat, p. 328; Mirkhwand, Rawdat, vol. 5, p. 306; Tarifh-v shahi,
P 20, ; e s desperate situation
14 Rashid al-Din 1s the only source who plays down Abaga’s desperate situie
| i 3 ;-"' - = = / e T ONR ' '
at this stage. Wassat, Harawi, Mirkhwand and the Mamluk source all cupeest that
Baraq’s forces nearly won the battle. r ,..
15 Harawi, Herat, p. 328; Mirkhwand, Rawdal, vol. 0, P 307.
16 Wassaf, Ta’rikh-t Wassaf, p. 74; Ayati, Talnir, p. 43. N o
17 Rashid/ Alizadah, p. 129; Rashid/Thackston, p. 530: Mirkhwand, Rawdal,
vol. 5, p. 307. | 1 0
18 Rashid/‘Alizadah, p. 128; Rashid/Thackston, p. 39U,
19 Wassal, Tarikh-1 Wassaf, p. /9.
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: . e e erralier
] | t > Abacja’s - salior, bhut
troops perished 1mn the battle, while Abacga’s losses were sniabict,

Abaqga attacked [rom left and nght, but Jalayirtar managed to hold
stll significant.

out, pursuung the lkhamd troops, killimg and wounding them. When,

however, he tricd to return to Baraq, he could not make 1t, having

been encucled by another division of Abaga’s troops. Due to this

. , ; - - it and Political Implications
ambush, Jalayirtar’s troops dispersed. When Baraq saw that the sit- Results and 1 /

uation was desperate, he entered the battle himself, attacking and
retreating for a while before he was hit and left horseless. His des-
perate position, as he was lying on the ground and crying “I am
Baraq, give me a horse,” was mussed by neither Rashid al-Din nor ’E
Harawi."® Eventually somebody recognized Baraqg, and gave him a
horse. “With eyes full of tears and a heart full of wre,” Baraqg rode
all the way back to Bukhara.'”

T'hereupon, Abaqga’s troops pursued the Chaghadaids for two
days.””” Some of them surrendered to Abaga, some sought refuge in
Herat and were killed by its population, and a few other were burned
alive by Abaqa’s troops.'” The only Chaghadaid who was still fighting

at this stage was Jalayirtai. He assembled the routed Chaghadaids,

r&‘p :ﬁm111rﬁ = o m1r11
LI L .L.LJ..!.'L_;I.'?LL.l 13 -4l L1 . LR A Y I |

: .- - o Aefeat
Baraq’s defeat sealed his destiny. In addition to his crushing deteat,

soon after he reached Bukhara he was struck by paralysis, and hqd
tter. Some of his commanders chose o join

decided to ride eastward. Baraq sent loval
his brother, Basar, to ask

to be carried m a |
Abaqa, while two princes
Crinces after the deserters, and dispatched roth i L
for Qaidu’s assistance, describing h_is desperate situation anc} L‘uﬁ,iub?t—
ing his defeat to the desertion of Qipchaq and Chabat. Qﬁamuﬁlm?puss-
oned the messenger, but informed Baraq that he *T-muld serid roops
to his aid. He then led 20,000 men westward, hopmng to ta}q:ﬁf adﬁfafm
tage of the Clmghadaid weakness, arlc'l t? prevent baraq irm}.}i Jﬂoin?-
ing Qubilai. Baraq learnt about Qaidu’s approach only alter s
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and held his ground till the remnants of the Chaghadaids got away.!
But while he was able to save some people, most of the Chaghadaids
were in cire straits, and many of them drowned when they tried to
cross a river, wlich may have been that of Herat or, more hkely,

Toorikh al-rusul wa’l-muluk, ed. DeGoege (Leirjien_j 1879—19@1;3 Lli‘: l, EP-L
1476, 1614; M. Fishbein, trans, The [ﬁ-gm?y of Islam, vol. 8 of The Péggﬁfﬁ;; r;sijlfmiﬁé
‘New York, 1997), pp. 19, 156, relating to the years 626—7 and .ﬁ,};jll hor |
h # Len its rder resolved not to attempt escape but to aght 10 the
episode: During the struggle between the

al-Tabari,

was hamstrung w
death. as is documented in a 9th century

i [a’mun (r. 513-833)
5 , P 1 . _ . , } e b i r 809-813) and al-Ma’mun . © :
the Oxus.’” The Mamluk sources also claim that when the fleeing S ERER Caliph Harfin al-Rashid’s tn{lo som% al f-]\imﬂ 1( | batt]; rainst a strong contingent
- . . , . . B e b Ao fal-Ahwa ougit a 1081g £ afe R
e s oy S -Amin’s governor oI al-Alwde = . T oo :
Chaghadaids dismounted; each ol them hamstrung his horse with SR al-Amin's gove  When he realized that evervthing was lost, he oflered the
D ‘ = . Woicn LAt of al-Mamun § army. e s e et iy feht al Hl the bitter end
his sword, so that the enemy could not make use of it, unigue behav- EmiieER ents (mowali) to run and save their life and let him %}t alone ti lu ster end
- T Sl Wy AT v . Mmuchy vl el
. . . L * . 1 _ _ e ros o _ . ting out that they owe hun too mt
iour which s neither known from other Mongol battles, nor cor- fagapn The 1@}*211*'::1161“5 I%f}lgﬁd:thpoé?oi‘egdﬁﬂlountf? g aid hamstrung their hoises so that
| EtRe o O S : - . er - - o S, ;
, : 196 N\, Loy _ _ ; s him at this stage. Lney _ 1 A = R .
roborated by any other source.”” Many or even most of Baraq's e veondd mot be able to change their mind (Tabari, Ta)iikh, senes o, . 599,
EM}}F?T Co The War between Brothers (New York, 1992}, p. LL/ quoted
VL. fishbein, tralls. e : qreaiom . 1900)
g - . T ' er LT g SRATIRRISRY!
David Avalon, Fnuchs, Caliphs and Sultans. A Study of Powwe Relations { Jer 1,:.
120 — 1 /CA LT, = - - - i 26 I 1debted to Prof. Reuven Amitai for this reference). However, ahf—:qc y
Rashid/ Alizadah, p. 129; Rashid/ Thackston, pp. 530-1; Harawi, Herat, “luEh P- I- Eluf?l | hol K hattabi (d. 998), commenting on the hamstringmg
. :'-."i:?-_'-" Llh_ﬂ_- ; {2 al . : . 3 : _ . ‘
). 330. - R Al the late [Uth century Sc4 ‘ T=1: 'S i the
P 2 fhid.: Wassat, Tavikh-1 Wassdf. 75, NMirkhwand. Kawdal. vol. 3 307 SR of the horse of Ja'tar h. ‘Abd al-Talib, the Prophet hf[uha[jﬂlmad: C_OLT el t
) _.}C §5c. jm . ..{, fggj, P. , WVIITKhwand, Kawdal, vot. 2, p. U/, “’*ﬁ batﬂﬁ of Multa f{n 520-30. sce the frst reflerence from Ta_bafl z—lbO‘v'E; t:.at-llﬂll“ltdf ]"”‘
e Georgian Chroncle, p. dolU. ' Pt er vt o \ i ’ f ki use of the horses ol nis
. . o N _ - _ J:’; : : revent thfj CRICITLY Irom Ifld lﬂg A15¢C | |
2% Rashid/‘Alizadah, pp. 130-1; Rashid/Thackston, p. 331; Harawi, Heral, IR hamﬁtﬂélgmg S m?}m;?b? <o cited Sﬁvﬁrh Muslim legal opinions on the subject
s d enemies. IKhattabl aist it e T val b
P 1?429' 4 AT - : - - 11 e e d?ﬁ]gatﬁ trinoine. Abit Sulayman Khattabi, Ma‘alim al-sunan (Allepo, 194_35}: vol. 2,
* Rashid/“Alizadah, pp. 129-30; Rashid/Thackston, p. 531, Martinez, “Il-Xanid SRS Sty Of Namstriiginis . ! T 1 T \ 1Ty M.'}'—wﬁ al-Awn al-mabid (Medina L268), vol. 4,
) . T . . . . R 3594 martally cited in “Azim Abady, ai-"Awn at-mabud JVICAiNd, 100 ‘
Army,” p. 130 describes Jalayirtar's-actions as a second battle, v which the Chagha- R pp. 253—4; partially oted 1 A ’ L {or those

R wi) TEL ol o T o g " - N ' ;.' -"'r' -1t 1 }i fl
claids won e p. 240; I am debted to Prof. Michael Lecker and to Ms. Vardit 1ok

Y al-Yiniar, Dhayl, vol. 2 pp. 435-6; Tbn al-Dawadan, Kanz al-duwrar, vol. 8, pp. references. vl vol 9 135 -6 Thn al-Dawadart, Kang al-durar. vol. 8, pp-
S - ' ' - ' : | | 127 1. N DT . VO, M. ‘v T hn ab-Lsas et : o
149 -50; NMNhdaddal, al-Naly al-sadid, p. 525, according to whom there was a large- SR al \-_1*“1“1”3 LI, o IHI I fi?ﬁ wccording to whom Barag lost more
ale drownine: Barawt. Heral. po. 32930 V49 -0 Muladdal, al-Naly al-sadid, p. 240, accorcalls Ak SR SN
scale drowning; Harawi, Heral, pp. . 30. s .. - | + either 370, 390 or just “many many woops, part ol
O al-Yowand, Dhayl, v 5 43567 The Yawadari Eans al-durar v : " dhan 40.000 men, and Abaga either 574, 5A s 4h! L
al-Yunini, Dhaply vol. 2, pp. 435--6; Ibn al-Dawadari, Aanz al-dwrar, vol. 8, pp. he /3 ! |

! Harawt., Heral, pp. 32930 rere Abaga oz 2000 men
hem due to a disease; Havawi, [Heral, pp. 329--30, where / 1

1 49-50; Muladdal, al-Naly al-sadid, p. 525. Hamstringing horses was, however, known cas
and Darag most of Tus army.

m pre-tslamic Arabia and 1 the carly Islamic perniod (see e.g. Muhammad b Jariv
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princes had alrcady caught the rebels. e tried to convince Qaidu
0 go back, to no avail. Qaidu’s troops surrounded Baraq’s camp,

planmng to attack him on the following day. In the morning, how-
ever, they ciscovered that Baraq had passed away during the night.
Most ol Baraq’s troops, estimated as 30,000 men, chiose to submit to
(ardu, who granted them pasturclands and shares of Baraq’s wealth.!?8
Accordmmg to Wassal’s alternative version, most of Barag’s troops
chose to enter into Qaidu’s service, while Baraq was still alive. Baraq
was then obhged to seck refuge with Qaidu, who poisoned him.'®

baraq died in August 1271, and less than a month later Qaidu
was enthroned as khan at Talas."”® Apart from being the Ogodeid
khan, Qaidu was also empowered to appoint the head of the
Ghaghadaid wlus. In Central Asia, the battle of Herat thus led to
the accession of Qaidu and to the loss of independence of the
Chaghadaid ufus, which became subordinate to Qaidu.!*' This did
not happen without opposition: Baraq’s and Alghu’s sons rebelled

against Qaidu, and so also did the newly appointed head of the
(Chachadaids Neaivheir Vet after heina dafon ated oo Aleaan s Tl

1
‘:}Hﬁ-f IR DAL S ~UDHJ~._M e e LAy L.J\._;.LJ..I.E) LN L T T Ly, L u'} iLIJLLLjiLJ CcEL4\ L J._Lﬂ\-_

ing their troops divided between Abaga’s and Qubilal’s army, the
Chaghadaids could net challenge Qaidu for long. Duw’a, Baraq’s son,
acknowledged this fact and chose to ally himself with Qaidu. In
1282, Qaidu appointed him head of the Chaghadaid u/us, and their
cooperation, which lasted till Qaidu’s death (1301}, enabled Du’a to
orgamize the Ghaghadaid w/us and regain its independence after
Qaidu’s death.™ Yet even before Du’a’s accession, from the mid
1270s, Qaidu, thanks to the battle’s outcome, was able to assert him-
selt as the ruler of the Illdﬁpﬁlldﬁllt Mongol khanate in Central
Asia.™” Another important advantage that Qaidu gained from Baraq's
defleat was the alliance of Mas‘ud Beg, who after the battle moved
mto Qaidu’s service. The cooperation between the two lasted till

l\L[BTS{EldjS d 1 (] QQQ\ Jtier ‘LU] 11 I“I;E ST r“‘r“-."r"\fTﬁ‘Fn:hr:l Py Oyt re m-’"\ S
o~ s AL TY LAY AL B WL AV LT LLE R L L DL YL \:,:./\-/{ll"-._iu-

“ Rashid/ Alizadah, pp. 131-8; Rashid/Thackston. pp. 2351-5; Rashid/Bovle,
p. 153, Bwan, Qadu, pp. 31-2. |

2 \\umqfif Ta’rikh-1 Wassaf, p. 76; Ayaua, Tahnr, p. 44, Mirkbhwand, Raodat, vol.
p. 309 Biran, Qaudu, p. 32.

0 Qfﬂ%hl Mulkhagat, p. 138; Biwan, Qudu, p. 32.
nd.; Mirkhwand, Rawdat, vol. 5: p. 130.

32
For t]lc 1Llf1r10m111p hﬁtwwn Dwa, Qaidu and Qaidu’s sons see Biran, Oardu,

(Jl]? 2 j
|3 _[)ufmj Qardu, 1. 33,
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THE BATTLE OF HERAT (1270) A CASE OF INTER-MONGOL WARFARLE 20 ]
1

Together they p ~sided over the gradual recovery of Quidu’s seden-
k

'.,_,.'--I

Lary tervitories.
Abaga’s victory confirmed lkhan icd control over Khurisan, anc

for the remaining vears of his rule, his castern fronticr remaincd
quiet. Later on the Hkhamds had to cope with local raids by Qaidu,
the Chaghadaids, and the Qara’unas against Khurasan aod Ierat,
but apart from the invasions during Oljeitii’s veign, the eastern bOl.—
der of Iran remained safe untl the nise of Temur Lang \l 70—1405)."
Abaga also took several steps that were meant to secure hus eastern
horder. He was dissuaded from his original intention of destroying
the disloyal city of Herat, but its ruler, Shams al-Din Kart, who had
flirted with Baraq, remained suspect in Abaqga’s eyes. In 1275, after
several delays, Shams al-Din Kart was persuaded to go to labnz,
the Ilkhanid capital, where he was detained and finally polsoned
197813 Fven before that, a Chaghadaid appointee, who coveted
Bukhara, reported to Abaqga that Qaidu and the Chag! hadaids were

ﬁghtmg in the city, and claimed, apparently from his own imagina-
iimim tlmar thew weere mlannimo tn crosg the OYI‘I‘% ﬁﬂ"]lﬂ \*J’l(ﬁ 4 sent

Livril. LI al L L.J..L\._a‘r’ L N T l"’ LLLLLLLLL o et et
o

his troops to invade and destroy Bukhara, so that nobody would
wish to fight for it again.'” The Ilkhanid force, which allegedly came
to avenge the harm mﬂmtbd by Baraq on Khurasan, reached Bukhara
on January 29, 1273. Although they did not find 1n the aty any
Chaghadaid or Ogddeid troops, Abaga’s troops burned and pillaged
for a week, reducing the city to ashes.'™ After this week, however,
Abaqa’s troops evacuated Bukhara. Despite ther victory, the lkhamds
cid not try to e*{pand beyond the Oxus, which remainec their east-

ern border.'”
Another step that Abaqa took was to entrust the region of Ghazna

to those Chaghadaids who joined his troops after the batde. Lhis step
was meant to curb the power of the Qara’unas,"™ who habited

—

M Biran, Qaidu, p. 372
35 Boyle, “Dynastic and Political,” p. 360. -
35 Peter Jackson, “Abaqga’, Fncyclopedha Iranica, vol. | (1985), p. vd, and see
Harawi, Herat, pp. 3301 for a detailed description of those events r
: - L IR .-
37 Wassal, Ta’rikh-1 Wassaf, p. 77; Ayati, Tahnr, p. 45; 1 \_I.nlahwfm_d) Reacedat, vol, D,

| p : /

31112 Rashid/‘Alizadah, pp. 140- 2; Rashid/ Thackston, pp. Dah 7.
% Biran, Oma’uj p. 33, Sacked again 1)7(3 by Alghu’s sons, Bukbura remamed
in rains till ]_582,, x-x-h(:n Qaidu sent Mas‘ad Beg to restore it

5 Nartinez, “I-Xamd Army,” p. 152,

10 For the Qara’unas, a group of Mongols who rulcd over most ol odern
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this area, and to check further Chaghadaid pressure on Khurasan. strengthening and took precautions. Already mn 1271 he 5;1111; 2 .Cf_JELll—
Abaqga, who had formerly offered this region to Baraq, after the bat- tion of princes headed by his fU_Ufth 301 Nomugan .to ;‘-\,Ljamahch_ i
tle appointed Mubarak Shah, the former head of the Chaghadaids, the uper Il valley, to guard against Qaidu. Tl:l(i‘. SETIOUS L]"jlﬂiat[ Ll*;l:i
to command the Qara’unid army of Ghazna. It 15 unclear to what ”“f"ﬂf;ﬂ coalition posed to Qaidu, however, co}lapssd i the n‘nd:ﬂm ol t 1&13
extent the “llkhanmid” Chaghadaids managed to rule the Qara’unas ?;E” 1270s, when the pril?ces reb.e]led ag.amjst Nom?ﬁgan aﬂnc.L iom? }f:_)[
cffectively. In the late 1290s, however, Dw’a’s troops took over the them even found their way mmto Q_ﬂam@u S ra.nlsi?. Thmu%u_oiut llj
Qara’unas.'*’ ?' rule, Qubilai was unable to enforce his authority over the Centra

Abaga’s victory cost him already, however, on his western front, j;i:f Asian Pxf[ongols.”‘ﬁ b victory
against the Mamluks. Being busy in the north and east in 126870, wa‘r:' Méngke Temiir's messengers aljso came to greet &C:La_bﬂ:ffﬂwi .1
Abaga did not send troops to the help of Antioch, an lkhanid vas- ; Although he approved of Baraqs plan to conguer K“ﬂlumi‘a‘f““ a-nc*
sal state that in 1268 passed into the hands of the Mamluk Sultan despite his diplomatic efforts to forge an alliance with the far away

Mamluks against Abaqa, when the latter was faced by a lreal threat,
that of Baraq, Mongke lemir remained neutral, choosmg only to
congratulate Abaqa after his victory. This was not only bhecause 1n
1970 much of Méngke Temiir’s attention was concentrated on the
troubles in Novgorod, the northern outlet of the Golden Hordt—:
trace,'*® but also because Barag was no less a threat o }x-'l_ong;{ﬁ
Temiir than Abaqa himself. The war, resulting in the curbing of the
Chaghadaid force and the temporarily wxfea}j:enitlg of the liknans, cer-
tainly suited Mongke Temurs interests. Nor did he lzga-*e 2 reason
to be worried by Qaidu’s accession. Despite the tension between
them after the Talas quriltar, Qaidu remained Mongke Lemias pro-
tegé at least tll the mid-1270s.'*° Soon after his greetings to fﬁ_\baq:;l,,
however, Mongke Temiir renewed his attempts (0 all.*;,srwu]hmthe
Mamluks against the likhans, though these never materiaiized.”
The battle of Herat was therefore a major event that shaped the

borders of the emerging independent Mongol Khanates and thew

!
1

Baybars. The Ilkhanid troops of Anatolia were by then busy with
Tegiider in Georgia. For the same reason Abaqga also did not take
steps to prevent Baybars’s advance against the Crusaders in 1269.'*
Moreover, Abaga’s involvement in Herat, and his attention to the
eastern front, probably contributed to his failure to implement a real
joint campaign with the Franks against the Mamluks. When the cru-

SEL‘C!E ~F Frlarmard  chnrtlss N herome Ed‘gyafl I Qf Eﬂﬂ'lﬂﬂ(‘l Tffﬁ(:hF'rl

LS oA A rhn 4 T T W LA L.A.j LA R LS 'l-.-.A.J P Lt Sk o d m oem om h_r  mpwr M b P oam W b e i e ot — — : uuuuuuu ;

Acre in spring 1271, Abaga sent to his help only a small and
ineffective force that raided north Syra in October 1270, only to
withdraw at the first indications of a Mamluk approach.' Takin
all this into account, it is clear why the Mamluk sources chose to
describe the battle of Herat.

What was the reaction of the other Mongol khanates to the bat-
tle’s result? Soon after the battle, Qubilar’s emissaries arrived 1n
Mardgha to enthrone Abaqga, ™

=

reconfirming his rule over Iran, and
demonstrating at least the nomunal authority of the Qa’an there.
Although he was mostly preoccupied i 1268-73 with the siege of
Xianyang, in Central China, Qubilai was also aware of Qaidu’s

~t the rea-
L d PR TR HEL W 4 ¥

o 1 €+ r

. [ i - H \ e + + -'11-‘1-"11 ol
nternational relations. Let us now tuiii {0 Our analysis
sons for Abaqga’s victory.

Afghanistan and attempted to remain independent of both the Ilkhans and the
Chaghadaids see Aubmn, “Qara’unas,” passim; Shimo, “The Qara’unas in the Historcal
Materials of the llkhanate,” Memoires of the Research Department of the Toyo Bunko, vol.
35 (1977), Passim; Jackson, “Dissolution,” pp. 242f.

41 Aubin, “Qara’unas,” pp. 83—4; Jackson, “Dissolution,” p. 242; Peter Jackson,
“Chaghatayid Dynasty,” Encyclopedia Iramca, vol. 5 (1992), p. 3495.

42 Amuatai-Preiss, Mongols and AMamluks, pp. 119-20.

43 Amitai-Preiss, Mongols and Mamiuks, pp. 98-9; L. Lockhart, “T'he Relations
between Edward I and Edward I of England and the Mongol Ilkhans of Persia,”
Iran, vol. 6 (1968), p. 24; John A. Boyle, “The llkhans of Persia and the Princes
of Europe,” Central Asiatic fournal, vol. 20, no. 1 (1976}, pp. 30-1.

4 Rashid/‘Alizadah, pp. 138-9; Rashid/Thackston, p. 535.

45 For Nomuqan and the princes’ rehellion see Biran, Qaidu, pp. 2/—+1.

46 See Biran, Qaidu, pp. 37-97. _ .
47 Rashid/‘Alizadah, p. 139; Rashid/Thackston, p. 239, Mirkhwiand, Rawdal,

ol. 5, p. 308. ,
wo”” ’Bi‘told Spuler, Die goldene Horde (Wiesbaden, 1963), p. 59; George \-ferl.‘;at:lf;lx‘_{;
The Mongols and Russia (New Haven, 19533), pp. 170-1.

49 Biran, Qaidu, pp. 63—4.

130 Amitai-Preiss, Mongols and Mamluks, pp. 89-91.
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THE BATTLE OF HERAT (12»;%0):
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The Military Implications: Why did Abaga win?
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A.P. Martinez has claimed that “the battle of Herat was decided by
the llkhanid heavy cavalry,” and considers the Ilkhanids’® better
weaponry, lances mostly, that allegedly distinguished them from the
Chaghadaid “heht” archers, as the main reason for their victory.™
This conclusion, however, can be disputed.'”

The Mongol army had used lances already at the time of Chinggis
Khan™’ and certainly in the early 1240s, when Carpini and Thomas
of Spalato described 1t."”* Therefore, being armed with lances does
not necessarily justity the classification of 1ts users as “heavy cav-
alry.” Moreover, Baraq’s troops also carried lances during the bat-
tle of Herat, and their use continued to be common Jater on among
Central Astan Mongols."”> However, Baraq’s insistence on making
weapons around the clock i Bukhara, his confiscation of cattle for
their skins as well as plundering weapons before and during the bat-
tle”® indeed suggest that his armament was inferior to that of Abaqa,

al icasi 1 quautity. LIS 11aKes seuse: atier all beaqu lldad 4 1uci
larger and better orgamzed kingdom at his disposal than Baraq had
during his short rule in ITransoxania. Yet I doubt whether the
difference 1n the armament of the two sides was that great, or whether
it was this alone that decided the battle. A close reading of the

cifferent sources suggests that the two armies used a number of
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knives, javelins, and swords,

ut Baraq’s troops were also equipped

1 Martinez, “II-Xanid Army,” p. 135.

% In general, cf. Martinez’s evaluations of the Ilkhanmid army cited above with
those of J.M. Smth { .M. Smith, “*Ayn Jaltit: Mamluk Success or Mongol Failure?”
Harvard Journal of Aswatic Studies, vol. 44, no. 2 [December, 1984, pp. 307-345;
J.M. Smuth, “Mongol Society -and Military 1in the Middle East: Antecedents and
Adaptations,” War and Society i the LEastern Mediterranean, ed. Y. Lev |Leiden, 1997],
pp. 249-266) and R. Amitai-Preiss (Amitar-Preass, Mongols and Mamluks, esp. Ch. 10;
Amitar, “Whither the Ilkhamd army,” p. 253f1).

>3 See e.g., Juwayni, Jahan gushd, vol. 1, p. 107; Juwayni, World Congueror, vol. 1,
p. 134 (Chinggis Khan’s army using lances against Jalal al-Din); Robert W. Reid,
“Mongolian Weaponry i The Secret History of the Aongols,” Mongolian Studies, vol. 15
(1992), pp. 88-9.

"t Amatai-Preiss, Mongols and Mamluks, p. 216; Reid, “Weaponry,” pp. 88-9.

> Kirmani, S al-‘ula, p. 47; Mirkhwand, Rawdat, vol. 5, p. 287; Biran, Qaidu,
pp. 80—/.

D6 Tarikh-v shahi, p. 290; Harawi, Heral, p. 314; Wassal, Ta’rikh-1 Wassaf, p. 68;
Avyati, Tahrtr, p. 38.

D" Wassaf, Tarikh-1 Wagsaf, pp. 74, 75; Harawi, Herat, pp. 326, 328, 329; Mirkh-
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| ' - piish).P? Mart hat less than flve
mailcoats (jawshan-t piish). Martinez concluds t

‘ 160 it that
percent of the Chaghadaid force used armor.” I do not thnk that
see below) enable one to calcu-

the numbers given in the sOurces en o C
. acy. Yet it 18 no less signhcant

late percentages with any hope of accur |
that. to the best of our knowledge, none of Abaga’s troops worc
3

armor. Indeed, the 4000 armored Chaghadaid Warriors 111:;11’1&19__;:(1 to
iy p.

break up an mmportant likhanid division.

] | ' N weapon was
Despite all that, however, 1t 18 clear that the mal a4

o L o
;1] bows and arrows, and this 1s true for both sides. Lhe DaITage
1achadaids

, y
of arrows from Baraq’s troops 1s well attested, and the Ch
repeated attacks (or “ttacks and retreats) also suggest the use of arrows

and not of hand to hand combat. The Ilkhanid for_c,esj however, also

made good use ol arrows, with which, for example, they managed

to kill Margha’ul, and with which Tiibshin and others damaged 1th(}
* l' . 1{‘1 ~y 1- 1 - ‘\.' {‘)
Chaghadaids in the later stages of the battle.!® Only at the enc

the battle did the Hkhanid army turn to hand to hand combat, slay

' v a0 b ewerde ag had also heen comimon among
lﬂg e bildgnuaiua VY ELEL O YY AL L

the Mongols at the time of Chinggis Khan."” During the battle, the

wind. Rawdat, vol. 5, p. 299; 1he Georgian Clironucle, p. 589: al-Yunini, Dhaayl, vol. 2,

. 435, N=r Foums ol .
P s Wassaf, Tarikh-t Wagssaf, p. 71, Thn al-Dawadari, Kanz al-dwar, vol. 8, pp

1 - Kirmani, S da. v, 47 Mirkhwand
148—-9; al-Yinini, Dhayl, vol. 2, p- 435 Kirmani, Sl af uld, 3 J ,

N
LY W

N, GEEY o] emiection
Rawdat, vol. 5, p. 293 Amitai-Preiss (Mongols and Mamiuks, p. £29) Hedl ‘LJ_L;L,ML{ 1
A LL . b . ‘ . . Al ~t1eal.
the reliability of Wassaf’s descriptions of arms, defining tl:mm as mfh ;L_“: ]}_Oi_ -
Therﬁ..might he some truth in this accusation (though Wassal Certainl}- clemnonstra AE
A : MEnnoning o
1 ] bing bows and arrows), but the men o
- rich collection of metaphors describing F b e
Jiverse weapons in the different sources suggests that al least some ol them wc
real. nmot imaginative. o | L
159 Harang Herat, p. 328. For later examples of Chaghadaid forces {_mmC; %11?01
o o 63 3 f 7 trans. G Delre-
see Harawi, Herat, p. 630; Ibn Battiita, Voyages d’Ibn Baftula, ed. and * : o Bttt
) ) ¥ =T g 3 ' j
. and B.R. Sanguinetti (Paris, 1969), p. 49; Ibn Battita, The Tjabft..:? of Ihn Balluta,
Iﬂﬁl-) Al * ' . — m e 1 " 3 1!’1!{:8___1 DUH'I.’H vre q p l”‘l-[:‘|}:_'P_"|
eans. Hamilton AR, Gibb (Cambndge, 15307159%);, VOL 5 P =+
- - 13 | =
160 Nlartiﬂéz "‘Il—}gamd AI‘HT}!! p 153. i . NI
= Rashfdf";i‘dizadahj pp. 127, 131; Rashid/Thackston, pp. Sb}O}UDJL; _\\?}3-‘?3?
| . 5 7- Harawi, Hera
wikh-i Wassaf, 74 75: Mirkhwand, Rawdat, vol. 5, p. 307, marawi, Heral,
Lo s P ol adari, A J-durar. vol. 8, p. 149
p. 326; al-Yunini, Dhayl, vol. 2, p. 435; [bn Ell-DEl"NE.idElI"l} Kanz al-dwar, vol. v, o
and Sﬁjﬁ also the poetic description of the battles in which bows ‘;mc.; Al (1{ u;-x-s I.L °
ki1 7 75 Mirkhwa aredat, vol.
a central position. Wassal, Ta’rikh-1 Wassaf, pp. 74, 79; Mirkhwand, Fawdal, :
- 305; Harawi, Herat, pp. 32670, o el 8 b 140
P 152 a:l Yiwnini, Dhayl, vol. 2, p. 439; Ibn al-Dawadari, hanz a[-dz.,cm;'x.i_}l.ld, p- 149
. ¥ | - hinooels IShan’s tne
Mufaddal, al-Nakj al-sadid, p. 524; tor carlier examples from Chinggrs hhans
B T . Bar Hebracus, The Clronograiy of Gregory
see. e.0., Rashid/Thackston, pp. 44, 243; Bar Heb » gy y s
. L Faras V. Budee (London, 1932), vol. 1. p. 376; also
Abii l-Faray, ed. and trans. E.AW. Budge :, j

Armitai-Preiss, Mongols and Mamluks, p. 223.
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llkhamds also conducted repeated attacks in order to break the
Chaghadaids’ force. More important, their final victory was achieved
alter they had managed to drag Jalayirtai into an ambush, and this
testifies to therr mobility, not to their “heavy” qualities.

Martinez claimed that the “heavier” quahty of the Ilkhanid army
caused Abaqga to chose as the battlefield “an agricultural area where
irrigation channels restricted cavalry movements.”'® In fact, Harawi
states (immediately after the lines cited by Martinez) that due to the
multiple quantities of buildings and irrigation canals the “agricul-
tural” area was found unsuitable by the Ilkhanid commanders, who
therefore elected an open plain as the battlefield,'®* a fact which is
clearly confirmed by Rashid al-Din.'” Apparently what is most strik-
ing about this battle of Herat, when compared to battles fought in
the region in the pre-Mongol period—mainly among the Khwaraz-
mians and the Ghirids—or even to later Mongol clashes in the
region, is the complete absence of siege warfare and hydraulic war-

tare (1.e. flooding the river in the face of the enemy).!® This is not
only because the issue at stake in 19700 was not the control of Herat

- e — - — —  — — . ‘' - Bl = aa

but of Khurdsan, but also because none of the Mongol troops seemed
to have mastered those techniques, and they therefore preferred to
fight outside the aity.

If not exclusively because of his army’s better weaponry, why did
Abaga win? lThis was due to a combination of several factors, which
I shall examine here.

Size: 1 certainly agree with Martinez that both forces struck con-

temporary observers as unusually large, and they probably were.!®’

At leact the ].I"'"‘I."EA_TF‘C“' mef;mpfﬁs ~f Ahnrn’e trAmme oSO NNnN1es 71 NN 169
Lot Oy LERN LU YY Ll Lol C8 LY. L4 RAFLAUILL D) LJ..UUIJCJ LJU}UUU :‘UJUUU

5 F %
A A A

03 A davivmear Tl Wasnaod A wceraer P70 oeen 1 REK _C

L¥ el LLILEL £y Li—oxdilill g HI}'J lJiJ 1.0 U,
1d TT . — rr . > I N a YN Yoty A - " T - L I 3 I T » » O30S
7t rlarawi, feraf, pp. 319—2U; Anutai-r’reiss, Aongols and Mamiuks, p. 225.

' Rashid/‘Alizadah, pp. 123, 125; Rashid/Thackston, pp. 528, 529; Bovyle,
“Dynastic and Political History,” p. 360.

%% See, e.g., Ibn al-Athir, al-Kamil fi al-ta’rikh (Beirut, 1966), vol. 12, pp. 190,
393; Harawi, Herat, p. 406. Martinez, “ll-Xanmd Army,” p. 155, claimed that one
unit of Abaga’s troops was equipped with arbalests, but I did not find any refer-
ence to that.

*" Martinez, “I-Xanid Army,” p. 154; see, e.g., Harawi, Hewat, pp. 309, 317,
325; Mirkhwand, Rawdat, vol. 5, pp. 293, 304. Most of those descriptions refer to
Abaqga’s troops.

o al-Yanini, Dhayl, vol. 2, p. 435; Harawi, Herat, p. 324.

% Harawi, Herat, p. 326, cited in Martinez, “II-Xanid Army,” p. 154.
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or 100,000'""%—correspond with contemporary assessments of the
Ilkhanid troops sent against the Mamluks,”" and are therefore quite
plausible. Tt is much harder to accept the numbers given fm‘ Baraqg's
troops: 90,000,' 100,000'” or even I 50,000.7* The Mamluk sources
do not emphasize Baraqg’s numerical superiority, although they report
40,000 Chaghadaid dead.'” According to the Kirmanid chronicle,
however, Baraq crossed the Oxus with 20,000 horsemen, while
Abaga’s troops (even without the Kirmanid auxihiaries) are 65&1‘11:1@:3(;[
at 100,000.'% One wonders how Baraq, ruling only 1n Transoxama,
deserted by Qaidu’s troops, and unsupported by any auxibary troops,

177

could bring to the field more troops than Abaga. Estimates of the
whole Central Asian armies (i.e., not only of Transoxana, are usu-
ally much smaller in comparison to the estmates of the other Mongol
khanates. Marco Polo, for example, attributed 100,000 horsemen to
Qaidu’s army (including the Chaghadaid troops) and 300,000 horse-
men to the Ikhanate.'® One can also mention that except for
Harawi’s generous descriptions, the actual highting forces mentioned
in the sonrees do not exceed a few thousands.'” Moreover, the deser-
ton of Qipchagq and Chabat with their 4000 horsemen was taken
as a great blow to the Chaghadaid troops.'™ The only group .that
might have fought side by side with Baraq was the (Qara’unas, since

1 _ : : | R b
Rashid al-Din maintains that the man who eventually gave barag
- . r ] I 1 ) . . . _
2 horse after his fall was Sali, the Qara’unas.'® Yet it i1s hard to

0 Ta’rikh-1 shahi, p. 287.

71 Amitai-Preiss, [lkanid and AMamluks, pp. 228 (60,000); 189 (50,000;; Amata,

“Whither the Hkhanid army” pn. 2345 (65,000; 70,000; 90,000; 100,000).

Y ¥ LAl N

1 T - ' )
72 Harawi, Herai, p. 329,

73 Wassaf, Ta’rikh-i Wagssaf, p. 71; Harawi, Heral, pp. 313, 321, 329; Mirkhwand,

Rawdat, vol. 5, p. 293.
74 Harawi, Herat, p. 310.
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Mufaddal, al-Nakj al-sadid, p. 52

8 Ta’rikh-1 shahi, pp. 287-8.

1.

77 Shams al-Din Kart indeed went to Herat to enlist such troops, but he never

came back. Rashid/‘Alizadah, p. 120. | | -
78 Polo, Marco Polo, trans. Yule, vol. 2, pp. 457-8; Biran, Qaidu, p. 35,

. 436: Ibn al-Dawadari, Kanz al-durar, vol. 3, p. 150
o
S

79 See, e.g., Mirkhwand, Rawdat, vol. 5, p. 293; Rashid/‘Alizadah, p. 1‘15;
Rashid/Thackston, p. 524; al-Yunini, Dhayl, vol. 2, p. 435 Harawi, Herat, p. 329,
of. Harawi, Herat, pp. 310-11.

80 Rashid/‘Alizadah, pp. 131-2; Rashid/Thackston, p. 332. | |

9 Rashid/‘Alizadah, p. 131; Rashid/Thackston, p. 532, though previously this
Sali is defined as one of Baraq’s bodyguards (kgiktanan), Rashid/ Alizadah, p. 129,

Rashid/Thackston, p. 531; Harawi, Heral, p. 330 also described lurm only as a
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- | - - - - oo Ao forences suvoest that Abaga’s troops also used “iocal
assert how many ol the Qara’unas, if any, mdeecd came to fight lor ['wo delercnces suggest tha | I

| Tan the recular Mongol ponies. Belore the
| ' | | - Arabian horses. stroneer than the regular Mongol pomes. belove ©
Baraq, and since they were not punished by Abaga alter the battle Arabian horses, o & y
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‘ - - S I I AbWacs - tafcl ITSES, (eI st
' ; : . ' artle Paraa impudently asked Abaqga for tafchag hovses, a
(unlike others among Daraq’s collaborators, such as Shams al-Din 25 2 battle Daraq impudentiy 2 - 1 / B when FSechekd
o * ; ' ST o v relerring to Arabian or Turkmenian horses; ™ and when acchesu
IKart) thewr presence m Baraqg’s ranks. was probably not massive.™ A= .l e - 1 of fine Arabian horses
'1 ] ' W ANWac fected t yehiaa, he brought a present ol lie Arablail JOIses,
The Tkhamd troops, on the other hand, mcluded most ot Abaqa’s defected to Qipchaq; . “:; l ‘1 n Oipchag and Jaiavirta 168
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- .y S - ST s Dol | : no Abaga’s troops or S 1ce Tela. AV
forced by the auxiliary troops of Kirmian, Yazd and Georgia.'® It o of such horses among Abaq | . e il
| ‘ ' ' it [art b oression is that it was more a matter of prestige than a truc mit-
is hard to determune the weight of these auxiliary troops, but Martinez R HPLess :
certainly overemphasizes the role of the Georgian contingent, which oy ltary asset.
the Tikhanid sources do not even mention.'®™ One should bear m s Intelligence and knowledge of the terrain: Throughout the battle the two
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" at el o the S T - S~ ATV S e : : . . : a o information on the
mind that enlarging the numbers of the defeated enemy could be a e sides ascribed great importance (0 acquiring 111f0117‘nal_10 g
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device used by Ilkhanid chroniclers to magnify Abaqga’s victory, and enemv and on the terrain, through spies, scouts o1 cdiplomatc mes
that we have no pro-Chaghadaid sources to balance this tendency. sengers, while at the same time trying to keep this mlormation lrom
On the basis of our sources 1t 1s hard to claim unequivocally that fo reaching the enemy through subterfuge and disinformation. Abaga
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Baraq’s forces were numerically inferior, but this seems to have been e had a certain advantage in this respect, not only because he caught
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Horses: Rashid as-Din stresses the unreadiness of baraqg's horses as

a main reason for his defeat.'™ Barag’s continuous compalints about
his shortage of pasture lands, his confiscatous of horses n lransoxania
and Herat, his feeding the horses with grain at the expenses of the

“hoose the battlefield and to block the Chaghadaid access to water.

Leadership and discipline: The 1mportance of personal leadership 1s
stressed throughout the descriptions of the battle: Abaga’s presence

. = - - ] ’ — " . i . -.i .... . - * _
city dwellers, and his ordering his troops in Khurasan to nde don- r absence was a major question for the Chaghadaids, and he hum

<elf was their chief target during the battle. Both Abaga and Baraq

*

keys and asses till the horsegot fat,’™ all suggest that he had some
difficulties with his supply and preparation of horses, though he cer-

Fler WITIInoe
L 1 LI SR I R ,:.,-..-L_-‘IL:}
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ook the field themselves rather late, when they we
in Abaga’s case) or desperate (1 the case of Baraq). Manyv reports

stress the boldness of certain commanders on both sides: Abata zm_d‘

.ty " 1 T momid cide Naraha’ul 2 ] Talgﬁ'il‘t;}_i 11 that ot
_l_ ]_Ds,llllﬂl 011 Ll].{j lihli(illlti DlLLL} ALY LLLE E‘)LLLt 1.0 4 A b A S ‘J J

the Chaghadaids.' Indeed, the killing of Margha’ul greatly harmed
the Chaghadaids both practically and in terms of morale, and B:.-xragl
described it as a major reason for his defeat.” Moreover, Abaga’s
ars seemed to have had firmer control over their roops:

tainly attempted to overcome 1it.

Mongol, one of Barag’s mtunates. See also Aubin, “Qara’unas,” 82 (based on
Harawi, Herat, pp. 311-12, but not very convincing}.

02 Cf Shimo, “Qaraunas,” 140, where he claimed that most of the (Qaraunas
fought with Abaqga.

'8 Rashid/‘Alizadah, p. 127; Rashid/Thackston, p. 330; Mirkh

N | Dn,,._CJ,.JL
: PWari,  {anuiaai,

s - - - _ ~ - R B P & Ly o o -y -0 O ™ 1 1 . T i Fﬁl}l}l_}aﬂiL ' i
vol. 5, pp. 305, 300, 31/; Lne Georgian U{mmcﬂe; pp. 26U=61. Kashid Iﬂ_{?ll.tl?nﬁd LU u:' tevlov his troops frer the Chaolhadaids
commanders of Abaga, while the Georgian chronicle mentions 8; Harawi, Heral, Yoshmut ﬁlanaged to redeploy IS PSS dl

p. 326 mentions 6; Wassaf, Tartkh-1 Wessaf, p. 73 mentions 7 princes, 3 com-

=

manders and 6 “commanders of Argun Aga’”; the Mamluk sources mention 5 com-
manders (Al-Yonini, Dhayl, vol. 2, p. 435; Tbn al-Dawadari, Aanz al-durar, vol. 3,
p. 150).

B Nartinez, “l-Xamid Army,” p. 1565 see Amutai-Prewss, Mongols and Mamiuks,
p. 220,

' Rashid/ ‘Alizadah, pp. 122, 127; Rashid/ Thackston, pp. 377, 527, 530, Harawi,
Heral, p. 520.

0 Mirkhwand, Rawdat, vol. 5, p. 298; Rashid/‘Alizadab, p. 118, Rashid/ Thackston,
. 220,

07 Rashtd al-Din, 7ami© al-tawarikh, ed. B, JKartoi (Lehran, 1959), vol. 1, . 4Y;
Rashid/ Thackston, p: 38: Doerfer, Neupersischen, vol. 2, p. 6O

198 See n. O6 above. | |

180 Rashid/ Alizadah, p. 127; Rashid/ Thackston, p. 51‘5(]: | N o

0 Qee. e, al-Yunini, Dhapl, vol. 2, p. 435, The Georgian Chronicle, pp. D812,
Rashid/ {f:-'\.].l_;z;i'ﬁ_dal]! PP 199-30: Rashid/Thackston, p. 551.

91 Rashid/‘Alizadah, pp. 1335
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of the rights of the Qa’an in the sedentary territories, anc ol the
richts of absentee princes in ditierent places.'” |
Another tendency, already present in Mongke’s time but reinforced
when the dissolution of the empire hampered the Mongols™ ability
to recruit and mobilize troops throughout the empire, was the mcrease

harmed the Ilkhanid flank, while Jalayirtai was unable to rearrange
his dissolving troops in a similar situation. The desertion of Qaidu’s
troops, of which Abaqga was informed in good time, also contributed
to his victory, and n turn undermined Baraq’s leadership.'®?

Ihe Hkhanids won the battle not because they employed heavy

o T T et ;
rd |-. t. +F _'" ) . !: ‘_-. . E, =T - i o 'l.',_
1,2 Ly oy Wiy bl de e AL eI Ly e g T L S U R i e et
' j | oA ghd fn = AR PEE r._._.|"_"_1"| =k E _ﬁ, -'.'I-"‘I.-' " . Ly oty ) b
r.-lui;l.r.- 15 ] " ey g it 1-; £ 0% Ny s b LRI S ST A =
I I - L - L | e il = - )= / u L K} ] -
A Sy CHER B M T IR S LR B T M T e e M R E R A R !
i - ol e, Jarhy I8 L o]
o4 ; : T
iy
Ly
L

E _a 0 - Y, Py iyl - bt 1 gl ] N S _
= " K- s! K - = hy ‘.'-_ ] 3 AP N, ) ..1_.:l=ri " LT '

BTy A R e AR AR S S RV Y PR o e A M A s 5
4 = o H =

rer) Ay P e ) L y g i drak! T Nan b et i oy T
a - m [ [ e . ) o W= - - e LI L . f ¥
A -., - -%I'I.l:l i I':i-l.-*_l :.n:1 . d-' = |.!:| w1 ag e ..qi.-.,.ﬂ_lﬁ Firt -u"‘""!."rl'.I :,\.:r '.;I-r"'l-'l-l{\__":.i-ﬂ‘::,. Fl-l_f‘."' ]_.IT_:l_':'l "_"I_-.- LR
TR -.‘i.;-;ié*?f”b-:;':-u; Frrd TR B A W L L s Ty e T T

- I

cavahjfj but because their troops were light, mobile Cavalryj just hike 1n the importance of the sedentary territories. Baraq_ Anc J(;axdu
the Chaghadaids. Yet they had a somewhat better supply of horses : fought mainly over Bukhara and Samarkand and themr ‘*"*"O“ﬁh?ES
and weaponry, had better knowledge of the terrain of the battle and L : . and troops, and Abaqa chose to reduce Bukhara to a,shes. in “ths
were better orgamzed under a more capable leadership. In fact, it respect Barag, who de‘cl‘ared he would take over Irgq and ;—\??;rk)ﬂa_lj?ﬁj
was exactly the llkhanid mobility that allowed the westernmost side : and was therefore willing to plunder Transgxama an-d- hﬂ'}l‘l ASAIL,
to defeat its eastern rival, in contrast to former battles in the regions, ’1 perhaps showed some remnant of the old Mongol spint. His con-

temporaries understood that the name ol the game was now the

consolidation of rule in the existing territories, rather than conguermg

new ones.'?° |

In confrast with their battles against non-Mongol troops, wiien
fighting against each other the Mongols could not use their imper-
ial ideology to legitimize their actions, and the general theme of the
Chinggisid lineage was not sutlicient to secure Mongol lovalty. In

such as the battle of Dandangan (1040), the battle of Qatwan (1141),
or the battle of Andkhud (1204), in which the more mobile, eastern
party won.'? ' _
How was the battle of Herat different from Mongol battles fought
against non-Mongol troops? In terms of tactics and armament, the
battle of Herat had a lot in common with former Mongol encoun-
ters with non-Mongol rivals.”” The main difference, however, is that Y
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| SR SRR ' | 5 of inates. the Mongols ied Lo lnd
in the battle of Herat both sides used the same “Mongol” methods. g ey shaping the new borders of the khandtmjftTe ‘ g o L s
e IR TIP - ' vq it ouider *Sechektu).
They were therefore more or less evenly matched, and the fight was e i allies along lineage lines (as m the cases ot leguder an o ;
difficult for both of them. f oo Yet realpolitik, which temporarily connected, for example, (Jaidu an
Moreover, unlike most of the former Mongol battles, this battle e Abaga, was no less useful as a basis for alhance Jefin |
iRl i TR DL RL . . . . i
. . | ' o TSIty T ) ! - " ) ' ST1Iine Ll(i
did not end 1n conquest. Not only did Baraq not conquer Khurasan, gig The battle of Herat was thus an umportant stage in cc \[L 5 1
R R SR . - ey A N -
o . i * | : ~ - i Mongols
but Abaga also evacuated Bukhara soon after his invasion, retreat- Eani borders of the independent khanates. Lhe GCFU 3{ rASLM o
. . . . . o _ ~ . ‘fl’",r ”:‘i: 1 ‘ | . i s il arda AL e Athior |vf;.hﬁ}_’lq‘_“_!i‘ﬂl l{i‘lﬂullLLtE‘S
g back to the western side of the Oxus. The battle of Herat, like however, remained a thorn m the sicae oi the other Moig aal
, . i : se CWo umpe-
the battles between the Ilkhanate and the Golden Horde, was a bat- This is not only because they lost the b*attlej but because E O HH]
C . v e : - : -Gclel 1Ck together
tle fought 1n order to determine the borders of the separate Mongol o G rial lineages, the Chaghadaids and the Ogodeids, were SH{_@‘* LO8
1.1 ) 1. 1. 11 1 . N1t vy . ety _.':r,m; ’;3-’;‘” i I, (S B Siw-n.rrrr]::ts ctirre o f‘t"ﬁ]]]"ﬂﬁ £Vven bﬁﬂfﬂﬂﬂl tl_ﬂl{:_fl]_* own ter-
Kihanates tial gradually emerged aiter Ljubial’s accession. Ihe enor- aln Lo LICLC, abith LM St Ug Gt otis f 240 e L U A
- - y . oo i e 197 ﬁ - Y T r ol Lentral Asia was
mous size ol the ermpire at the end of hz_{ongkg’s re1gn, Qubllafs ritories. Moreover, the 1elamely poor terrtory ot_ (fm c ' c
: i : . : : ) her NV | ? no counveient
weakness due to his struggle with his brother, and his transferring squeezed between the other Mongol khanates, "’“;11 O DRy
x . | - . | ‘ neiznboring
the Mongol capital to north China—all these developments contri- scope for expansion other than at the EXpensc 01 the Cisit >
buted to a situation in which the major Chinggisid lineages were R khanates. Even as a way of keepng their troops busy, thec Cutrdl
| : Clmaage S
: . . : QIR pty - : ‘ es. et th@ /
trying to assert their local authority. This was done at the expense awﬁ% Asian Mongols were likely to harass the other khanates. Yea 3
—‘fsf',‘r'E;E i ‘_férl-f
e
SRR g ' ' ' 07 Rashid/
i%ﬁ%{ 195 See Jackson, “From Ulus to Khanate,” passim; Biran, Qaidu, p. 27; Rashic
92 E.g., Rashid/‘Alizadah, pp. 134-5. Ei{% ‘Alizadah, p. 114; Rashid/Thackston, p. 52‘3. e
' Tor Dandangan see Dawnid O. Morgan, Medieval Persia (London, 1998), pp. E" %6 Rashid al-Din stresses the apparent dlﬁﬁre{lce b(-:tween B'ﬂ'r,a%?k O p_};l_ijﬁb]ﬂfl
29, 26; for Qatwan. and Andkhid sce Biran, “China, Nomads and Istam.” Chs. | o v rule and Abaqa’s benevolence. One should bear in mind however that 11 s de:

o |
o=
E

R el

ing with Bukhara Abaqa was not less furous than Baraq was in IKhurasin.
I 97 See, e.g., the struggles in Central Asia between [270-82 and atter Qaidu’s
L death in the first two decades of the 13th century.
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were unlikely to challenge them in large battles. The Gentral Asian
Mongols, at least between Baraq and Temiir Lang, probably real- :
1zed they were unable to eliminate any of the other Mongol states.
Nor were they necessarily interested in doing so. The rhetoric of the
Chinggisid unity, so prevalent m the descriptions of the battle of
Herat,'® did not prevent the different Chinggisid lineages from fighting
each other, but it proved that they all acknowledged the nghts of ar
the other Ghinggisids to rule over parts of the empire. Besides, the }%%f _
other Mongol khanates did not prove easy rivals, as the Chaghadaids e
found out at Herat. It 1s therefore not surprising that the Gentral T
Asian Mongols chose raids, not battles, as their main form ot future
warfare,'” thereby leaving the battle of Herat as a rather unique ng
example of inter-Mongol warfare on the grand scale. T
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90 See, e.g., Wassal, Taritkh-1 Wagsaf, pp. 69, 74; Rashid/ Alizadah, pp. 109-10;
Mirkhwand, Rawdat, vol. 5, pp. 286-8; Harawi, Herat, p. 305.
' See, e.g., Biran, Qaudu, pp. 8§1-92.
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Figure 1: The Main Chinggisid Branches and the Great IShans
(After Biran, Qaidu [Richmond, Surrey: Curzon, 1997}, 120).
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