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ngolia, which in the mid eighteehth century enabled it to achieve what many Chinese dynasﬁes
mpted to do in vain throughout history - to subdue the nomads of Mongolia. The Mongols
ame. part of the five peoples who made up the bulk of the subjects of the Qing dynasty, the

ers being the Manchus, the Chinese, the Tibetans and the Muslims. -

For the Manchus, Chinggis was useful not only for ruling the Mongols but also for governing
ir Chinese subjects. From the beginning of their imperial enterprise, Nurgachi and Hong Taiji
wed great interest in the history of former Inner Asian rulers of China, that they saw as a
ervoir of historical lessons. Therefore they especially encouraged the study of the Yuan dynasty,
from Chinggis onwards, by both Manchus and Chinese. In the nineteenth century this field was.
iven a boost when Chinese diplomats stationed in Europe acquired second or third hand access

o Muslim sources on the Mongols, which they were quick to translate into Chinese and include in

ater works, thereby broadening the global dimensions of Chinggis’s career.

The ‘intense Chinese nationalism -of  the early twentieth century, initially directed against the
Manchus but hostile to any non-Chinese- domination, caused the Mongol conquest and the Yuan
period once again to be perceived as a first class Chinese trauma, and later to serve as a popular
analogy for the Japanese occupation of the 1930s-40s. The very right of the Yuan to rule was
questioned, and some historians even suggested that it should be deleted from the Chinese dynastic

circle, which should pass directly from the Song dynasty to the Ming.

an mearnation of a Chakravarti
later re-assumed inMongolia as we]l

The Ming dynasty that succee

. ded an 3
founding father, when it wrote ed the Yuan in 1368, confirmed

. ‘ the histo ,
which deals with Chinggis Khan. It 1 ry of ﬂu? Yuan dynasty (the Yuanshi), the first ch

genius. The chapter is, how 1an. It retains Chinggis’s Buddhist titles, byt ;ues rsl chapter of
: ‘ ‘ ¢ : ever, very laconic i . ’ 'esses his military.
1gnores the devastation I ric 1n the description of h N
‘ ! » hat accompanied the : . X € conquests, and most]
space to the events in China than . Its typical Sinocentric point of view also gives morz |

Chinggis’s positi
position as the Yuan | : -
at the very time when he was being ousted from his position as Chinese

emperor, Chinggis Khan once more became a useful political symbol in China .This was because
in the early twentieth century Chinese nationalists were trying hard “to pull on the nation’s skin on
the imperial body”, that is to say, to retain Chinese control over non-Chinese territories occupied
by the Qing, which included Inner Mongolia and to which the nationalists also hoped to add Outer
Mongolia. The resurrection of Chinggis Khan commenced in the: 1930s, during the increasing
competition for the control of Inner Mongolia among Chinese nationalists, led by Chiang Kai-shek
and his Nation’s Party (the Guomingdang, GMD), Mao Zedong’s Communist Party (CCP) and the
Japanese occupation forces. In 1935 Chiang Kai-shek was the first to declare Chinggis a Chinese
national hero, the first Chinese to conquer Russia; his heirs’ long domination over Moscow was
taken as a historical precedent for Chiang Kai-shek’s ulfimate victory over Moscow local extension,
the Chinese communist party. In the same year, however, Mao Zedong, toid the Mongols of Inner
Mongolia that only by fighting together with the communists -could the Inner Mongolian nation -

Ironically, however,

, that ruled for ati o
A% a precursor to the Ming. In late Ming, after a relatively short period, serving most importantly

] ; a seri : "
Chmes}e,dthe Yuan was reinterpreted as a tl'"wm; ; :l les of. setbacks inflicted by the Mongols on the -
was ruled by barbarians j o > experience, a histor )

barians instead of rulj » @ historical aberration, wi ;
. . i 4 e tl . K ’ n, when China
historical consciousness g them, and Chinggis remained in the margh;s of Chine
' se

Chinggi <i '
E&1s came back into the limelight in China when

?S]a, this time by the Manchus, who overthrew tl China was once more conquered from Inner
911). The Manchu | e Ming and established the Qing d ‘ : : =T X i . o
Ing dynasty (1644- preserve its glorious Chinggisid heritage. In marked contrast to Soviet communist rhetoric, in

party incorporated Chinggis Khan as a hero.

In 1939, when the Chinese. feared a Japanese occupation. of all Inner Mongolia, the
transferred Chinggis’s “relics” from their Ordos shrine eastward, into the province of Gansu. The
Communists, however, eventually secured Mongol support, mainly since they promised autonomy
to Inner Mongolia, a policy implemented already in 1947 before the Communists’ final victory in
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1949, which was greatly. facilitated by the Mongols’ support.2
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owadays, Chinggis Khan is enjoying the government’s favor and is starring as one of China’s
ost prominent national heroes. Chinggis’s wax sculpture stands in the National History Museum

Beijing next to the most prominent emperors in Chinese history; he is praised as the first
ninese who conquered Europe, and many books, films and TV series celebrate his achievements,
ainly his positive role in unifying the Mongols and enlarging Chinese territories. This successful
hinese appropriation of Chinggis is an impressive testimony to the remarkable ability of Chinese

‘nationalism to transform a national trauma into a national triumph.

Chinggis Khan’s invasion of the Muslim world was -also traumatic, as was the subsequent

apnihilation of the Abbasid Caliphate, the nominal ruler of the Muslim world for more than 500
hinggis Khan’s first depiction in Muslim literature was that of an
~mal’un). Grisly descriptions of mass
his troops abound in both contemporary and later Muslim sources,

ncluding those written by subjects of his descendants. However, with the islamization of the
Mongols in Iran and later in south Russia and Central Asia, and the incorporation of the Chinggisid
ame the revered father of, and a

| Muslim dynasties in the Turco-Iranian world.

and concepts in the Muslim world meant that Chinggis

The endurance of Chinggisid rulers
Khan did not vanish from the historical literature after the thirteenth century. On the contrary,.

like Alexander the Great or the Qassanid rulers of pre-Islamic Iran, Chinggis Khan became an
integral part of Muslim history, even though he was not a Muslim. Seciions devoted to Chinggis
Khan and his heirs appear in a large variety of Muslim literary genres from the thirteenth century
onward, especially in universal histories but also in many dynastic chronicles, geographical and
administrative encyclopedias, religious literature, mirrors for princes, biographical dictionaries
and, especially in Central Asia, in epic and popular literature. For this reason Chinggis Khan
is also one of the most illustrated figures in Muslim painting, mainly in scenes of either war of

enthronement ceremonies.

Moreover, as in the case of the prop
about the hero after his death, and the political and rel
non-Chinggisid rulers therefore influenced the way

Muslim contexts.

het Muhammad, there was a huge increase in “knowledge”
igious needs of Chinggisid and even some
Chinggis Khan was depicted in different

in two directions: a. for expla,iniﬁg the prcsence
the political rule of several

Chinggis Khan’s biography was changed mainly
of 2 non Muslim at the apex of Muslim politics; and b. for Jegitimating
dynasties in the Turco-Iranian world. C

Unlike Buddhist manipulations, the Muslims did not make Chinggis Khan a Muslim in rétrospect.

Instead they describe him as either God’s tool or as an early monotheist. As god’s tool, Chinggis

Khan’s conquests and the devastation that accompanied thém were seen as patt of a grand divine

plan meant to uplift Islam in the long range, as proved in Islamic expansion under the Mongols.

The greatest historian of the Mongols iu Persia, Rashid al-Din (d. 1318),. beautifully explained
this by saying: “The reason God wanted to elevate the might and glory of Chinggis Khan, his
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Teacher?” Journg) of the American “Behold, 1 will bring them from the north country, and gathef them from the coasts of the carth.

Hear the word of the Lord .. and say, He that scattered Israel will gather him, and keep him as a

, shepherd guards his flock . . And there is hope in your end, said the Lord, that thy children shall

y Rulers of the Qongrat " come again to their border.” (Jeremiah, chap. 31, vv. 8,10, 17). '

| In the sixth century BCE, the Kingdom of Judaea was conquered, the city of Jerusalem destroyed,

gem (l)lnic I . : and most of the Jewish people were exiled, to be scattered in many othier lands. Hundreds of
mage of Chinggis Khan in the Erdeni _ years later, in the thirteenth century, the Mongols thundered across the Furasian steppe and into

China and Europe, t0 create the largest land-based empire known to men. It was then that contact

- between these two difterent peoples was made.
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-277. Seatle & Londr(lmcu“um] - In the wide scope of written sources related to Mongol history, the Hebrew sources — written by
*Revue des nondes rhusiﬂmans " members of the Jewish communities sp-.‘ead across the lands, both in and out of the Mongols_’_
Robinson, D, 2008« ‘ N : : dominion — form a tiny but unique part. Since these writers were not representatives of a certain
- “The M;i ng ) al of World Hj story, 13:1-25 ruler, they were less occupied by describing the Mongols as a monstrous enemy, ot else by justifying

L the submission to.Mo_ﬁgol rule. The Hebrew texts outline a somewhat unusual image of the riders

Cultur: : ;
36521;;1’ CCO urtlel:s’ and C ion: . an Mongols,” in D, Robinson 1 :
» Cambridge, . 1368-1644), ed. D. Robinson’ that came from the steppe, and can therefore make an interesting contribution to the research of

Smith, P. J. and : ,

Cambfilzid 51\/}’ on Glann, eds., 2003, The Song-Yu: Mongol history. In this preliminary article 1 would like to touch upon one angle of the Mongol-
oricge MA. ' an Jewish connection — the Jewish developing view of the Mongols, as outlined by three exemplary

Hebrew texts of the time. The first would be the one written where the Mongols had once galloped

—in Jerusalem.
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| Earlier versions of this article were presented at the 15" World Congress of Jewish Studies, in the Hebrew University

of Jérusalem, 2009; and at the NUM-HUJI Joint Conference in the National University of Mongolia, 2010. T would
like to thank my advisors, Prof. Reuven Amitai and Prof. Yvonne Friedman, as well as Prof. Michal Biran, for their
constructive criticism and guidance during the writing of the research from which this article was drawn, One more-
thanks is reserved to Misgav Yerushalayim — the Center for Research and Study of the Sephardi and Oriental Jewish-

Heritage — for its gencrous support of this research.




