Jiirgen PAUL

KHALIL SULTAN AND THE
“WESTERNERS”
(1405-1407)"

halil Sultan b. Miranshah b. Temiir (r. 1405-9) is a neglected figure.
If he is recalled at all, it is as a rather foolish individual, reputed to have
depleted Temiir’s treasury and ruined the core provinces of his grandfa-
ther’s Empire because of his inordinate passion for his wife Shad Mulk.!
The present paper is not meant as an attempt at rehabilitating Khalil
Sultan.? Khalil’s fate will instead be analyzed as a case study to illustrate
some of the central problems of any nomadic army, namely the questions
of loyalty and efficiency.?
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* This is the expanded version of a paper presented at the round-table meeting
“Nomadic and Sedentary Armies in Iran, 1000-1800”, held at Vienna, December 5-7, 2005.
I wish to thank the organisers of the conference, and in particular Prof. Bert Fragner and
Dr. Giorgio Rota, for their hospitality, and the participants for their comments. The
research for this paper was conducted in the framework of the Cooperative Research
Centre (Sonderforschungsbereich 586) “ Difference and Integration ”, based at the univer-
sities of Halle and Leipzig. Thanks to Wolfgang Holzwarth, Kurt Franz, Ulrike Berndt and
many others for all the discussions we had over the complexities of “nomadic rule in a
sedentary context”. Special thanks to Thomas Welsford who accepted to go through the
English of the final draft. Needless to say, all mistakes and inaccuracies are my own.

! See the standard accounts by Hans Robert Roemer (ROEMER 1989) and the English
version of this work (ROEMER 1986).

2 The role of Khalil in the succession struggles after Temiir’s death has been described
in some detail and without comments of the Roemer type by Beatrice F. Manz in MANZ
1989 : 128-37, and also in MaNz 2007 : 16-27.

3 This is a reference to TiLLY 1990.
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The paper will proceed in four steps. The first section will outline the
situation of Temiir’s army in February 1405, and will briefly address
Khalil’s situation at Samarqand together with his struggles against other
contenders for the throne; the time frame will here extend to the point
when the last Westerners left him, at some time in 1407. The second
section will deal with these “ Westerners” — in large part displaced
tribes — and will trace the fate of the two groups about whom we know
most, the Qaratatars and the Ja’ini Qurbani. It will also offer a brief
account of the third such party, the ‘Iraqis, about whom there is less
information but who were probably the most important group of all. The
third section will be devoted to ascertaining the differences and com-
monalities between the three groups, addressing the question of when and
why each group chose to leave Khalil. The fourth and concluding section
will discuss the relationship between ruler and army, leading to the prob-
lem why Khalil did not succeed in his bid for power.

I

Temiir died in February 1405 in Utrar, close to the Syr Darya, having
made the first moves in what was planned to be the Great China Cam-
paign. The army had set out very early in the year, without waiting for
the weather (and, by the same token, the fodder situation) to become
more appropriate. The large army he had brought together was composed
of a wide variety of men coming from all parts of the Empire, one source
giving the overall number of 200 000 mounted and foot warriors.* Num-
bers, of course, are always subject to caution, but there can be no doubt
that this was one of the greatest armies Temiir ever fielded.

These people were grouped into the habitual three corps, right and left
wing and centre. Temiir’s own camp at Utrar was in the centre, and with
him were his most favored senior emirs, Shaikh Nir ad-din’ and Shah
Malik.5

The left wing had taken up quarters at some distance further down-
stream the Syr Darya, around Yasi and Sairan.’” In charge here was one

4 ZNY II: 450; SH: 23/25a.

5 On Nir ad-din, see MANZ 1989 : 134. He was the leader of the Jalayir group and had
strong ties to emir Khudadad.

¢ Shah Malik had been one of Temiir’s closest followers and had risen to the position
of keeper of the seal in the 1380s; see MAaNz 1989: 110.

T ZNY 1I: 451.
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of Temiir’s grandsons (descended from Temiir albeit only through his
mother), one Amir or Sultan Husain. When Husain learnt that Temiir had
died, he immediately hurried to Samarqand to press his suit, accompanied
by a small retinue of just one thousand selected followers ; the rest of this
army corps was left to its own devices, and there was even some looting
among the troops, perpetrated by Husain’s detachment.® The left wing
did not play any role after this premature attempt; indeed, it may simply
have dissolved, and one may assume that many of the warriors simply
went home. Evidently there was little agreement between Husain and the
other leaders of this corps. To try to get onto the throne aided by only a
small group of personal followers or adventurers is called “the robbers’
method ”.° Husain resurfaces several times after that, but we have to
leave out most of his story; only his dealings with Khalil will be men-
tioned below.!”

The right wing, under Khalil’s command, was based further South and
upstream, in the Tashkent area. Originally, the commanders of the right
wing included prince Ahmad b. ‘Umar Shaikh (who was not to play any
role afterwards), and the great emirs Khudadad!'! and Shamsaddin-i
“‘Abbas.?

Khalil entered Samarqand before any of the other contenders was able
to do so, in Ramadan 807 / March 1405. He was admitted into the city
by its commander, Arghiinshah, who had refused to open the city gates
for the two amirs from the centre, Shah Malik and Shaikh Nur ad-din,
who were thus forced to continue further to the west, to Bukhara and
closer to the Amu Darya, where they hoped to join forces with Shahrukh.

Khalil now had to build up a power base of his own. The right wing
of the “Chinese” army was of mixed composition, with a majority
apparently coming from Western regions. Khalil himself, as a son of
Miranshah, had no well-established roots in Transoxiana (he had received
the northernmost part of the Western part of the Empire, including

8 SH: 32f/44a.

O “tarig-i quita® al-tariq” (ibid). Salmant is outstanding in his pro-Shahrukh bias, his
hostility to Khalil being the main difference in this respect to Hafiz-i Abra and the sources
depending on him. These sources suggest that Shahrukh, in the first years after Temiir’s
death, was mostly interested in having a responsible partner or vicegerent in Transoxiana,
and in this period, an agreement with Khalil seemed altogether possible. Salmani, on the
other hand, apparently was unable or unwilling to imagine such a solution.

10°See MaNz 1989 132.

" On him, see MANZ 1989 : 134-6.

12 ZNY 1I: 451; Anpo 1992: 100.
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Bailagan, Arran, Armenia, and Georgia'?®) ; he had been appointed to the
region no earlier than in 1402.

The senior emirs seem initially to have favoured a succession accord-
ing to Temiir’s testament in which he had appointed Pir Muhammad
b. Jahangir as successor; later on, most of them (but by no means all)
moved slowly into Shahrukh’s following, in particular after Pir Muham-
mad had been murdered in February 1407.

Of course, there were those who were unwilling to accept Khalil as
ruler in Samarqand. In the sources, four major opponents are visible. The
first of these was the afore-mentioned Sultan Husain, the commander of
what had been Temiir’s left wing for the China campaign; he was soon
eliminated, with his second, equally intemperate, bid for power doomed,
as we shall see, to failure.

Second, and much more important, there was Khudadad al-Husaini, a
Barlas by tribal affiliation, who had a hereditary claim to territories and
pastures East of the Syr Darya. He quickly struck an alliance with Shaikh
Nir ad-din, a Jalayir leader, who succeeded in establishing himself around
Utrar. Both had left their corps of the “Chinese” army: Khudadad left
Khalil and Shaikh Nir ad-din broke company with the other leader of the
centre, emir Shah Malik. Khudadad started military actions against Khalil
as soon as spring 1405, and he ultimately proved instrumental in Khalil’s
downfall: it was an army under Khudadad which, in March 1409, won
the final victory over Khalil at Qatwan near Samarqand.'* After Shahrukh
established himself on the throne in Samarqand, Khalil had a kind of
second career in Western Iran, closer to his father’s original realm. In
1410 he was sent by Shahrukh to impose order in ‘Irag-i ‘ajam (Western
Iran)'3, where numerous descendants of Miranshah were engaged in inter-
necine conflict;'® he died at Rayy shortly thereafter, in 1411.7

The third figure of significance was Pir Muhammad b. Jahangir, whom
Temiir had appointed as his successor. Upon his arrival from Kabul,
where he was staying at the time of Temiir’s death, Pir Muhammad
claimed that, as a senior member of the ruling family, he deserved to
accede, and that Khalil, as his junior, should thus stand aside.'® In his

13 MaNz 1989: 87; ZNY II: 386f.
4 SH: 123/168b. Exact date : Dhilqa‘da 13, 811 according to ZT: 279.
> MANz 2007 : 139 (note 120).
16 ZT: 396f.
7 ROEMER 1989: 124f; ZT: 436.
18 ZT: 98. Pir Muhammad argued that Khalil was his ini, a younger member of the
family, referring not to biological age so much as to the fact that he himself was descended
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ill-fated campaign against Khalil, Pir Muhammad had the support, even
if a fallacious one, of at least some of the Suldus leaders'?, as well as
certain contingents sent by Shahrukh, led by the senior emir Shah Malik.
This campaign culminated in a battle, fought in Ramadan 808 (beg. Feb-
ruary 20, 1406) in the region of Nasaf/Qarshi, in which Khalil Sultan was
victorious.?

The fourth opponent was Shahrukh. During the period under discus-
sion, Shahrukh was the least active rival claimant of the four. At one
point Khalil appears to have made overtures towards Shahrukh, propos-
ing that he serve as Shahrukh’s vicegerent in Transoxiana; Khalil pre-
sumably hoped over time to capitalise upon such a position, whether
under Shahrukh’s continued regnal authority or otherwise.”! But Shah-
rukh was heavily engaged in fighting provincial *“uprisings ”, the first of
these being a movement to resurrect the defunct Sarbadar polity in West-
ern Khurasan, and a later one a bid towards establishing independent rule
in Astarabad under the pretender Pir Padishah.??> Confronted with these
and other challenges, Shahrukh may have thought it as well to leave Pir
Muhammad and Khalil to their mutual hostilities. For the time being, at
least, he was certainly not in a position to move into Transoxiana in order
to wrest Samarqand from Khalil.

This list of major opponents makes it clear where Khalil’s basic
weakness was. He never succeeded in winning over any of the senior
amirs, Temiir’s immediate followers or their sons.?> Nor thus did he
enjoy the support of any of the major tribal groups within the Ulus
Chaghatay. Indeed, as Beatrice Manz has shown, these tribal groups
seem to have aspired towards a restoration of the pre-Temiir status quo :
towards a more regionalised environment, that is, with a much more
fragmented alignment of political power. In particular, the two emirs
to the East and North-East of Khalil’s territory, Khudadad and Shaikh
Nir ad-din, were clearly striving to establish regional rule between the

from Temiir’s eldest son. Khalil, in turn, had accepted being ini to Shahrukh (ibid. : 20),
this time because Shahrukh really was older and above all, as Temiir’s son, belonged to
the elder generation.

19" See the complex debate on Suldus politics in this period, MANz 1989 : 132-4.

20 SH: 67,72; ZT: 101-4 (exact date : Ramadan 2 — February 21, 1406).

2 SH: 45/63a, and the passage in ZT quoted above.
Pir Padishah is a completely unstudied figure. He was a descendant of Tughay
Temiir, the Chinggisid pretender in Khurasan in the mid-14" century, and evidently con-
tinued the efforts of his father Lugman to establish a Chinggisid polity somewhere between
Khwarazm and Mazandaran.

23 This is stated explicitly in SH: 122/167b.
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Chaghatay realm of Mogholistan, the so-called Jete Ulus**, and the
Timurid domains.

II

Khalil’s military basis was primarily made up from the right wing of
Temiir’s Chinese army, and many of these troops came from outside the
Ulus Chaghatay. A large number of these groups were “displaced
tribes . Of these, we have most information on the Qaratatars and the
Ja’inT Qurbani; other groups were comprised of Turkmens, Turks and
Kurds from Western Iran and Azerbaijan, and even indeed from Anato-
lia, with a contingent of Jalayir explicitly mentioned.?> The next section
of the paper therefore is devoted to the history of these “displaced
tribes .

The Qaratatars

The Qaratatars were a group of Turks whom Temiir displaced from
central Anatolia. Their story is told in a number of sources. We start with
the Zafar-nama by Nizam ad-din Shami.?® For some unmentioned reason,
we read, Temiir decided to remove the Qaratatars from their dwelling-
place. Temiir’s troops encircled their camps in the steppe region around
Amasya in a swift raid (i/ghar). The source stresses that Temiir was
explicit in his orders: the Qaratatars were to be treated well, and no
plundering or killing was to take place. In an interview with two of their
chiefs, Tabarruk and Muruwwat, Temiir once more underlined that he
wanted the Qaratatars to prosper and that he in fact intended to bring
them back home, since their forefathers had been brought to Anatolia by
earlier rulers, and he was glad to be able to restore them to their home-
lands. Upon hearing that, their chiefs joyfully promised that they would
be happy to serve:

“We will return to our homeland together with our wives and children, our
families, followers and herds and belongings ”.?’

24 People in the southwestern Ulus Chaghatay called the northeastern people jete, i.e.
“robbers .

25 The question of the relationship of these Jalayir to their Central Asian namesakes
cannot be addressed in this paper.

26 ZNS: 275.

27 “ba zan wa farzand wa khwish wa paywand wa mawashi wa ahmal ba-mulk-i khid
baz gardim™ (ibid.).
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A number of emirs were appointed to lead them, and at the end, they
were given good water and pasture. Around one thousand tents were re-
conducted into their original homelands together with their flocks (here
itemised as camels, cattle and sheep, with no mention of horses). The
above number is much lower than those given in all the other sources and
probably is due to some mistake. However large the group may have
been, we can be sure it was substantial.

The Zafar-nama by Sharafaddin ‘Ali Yazdi adds a number of elements
to this story.?® Yazdi is more explicit about who brought the Qaratatars to
Anatolia. They had formed part of Hiildgii’s army, Yazdi writes, and when
Hiilagii had established himself as ruler in Tabriz, he sent them on to
Anatolia because of their bad character; nonetheless, he provided them
with pasture (yirt). After the end of effective Ilkhanid rule, they flourished
and branched out into many tribal groups (firga — the number is 52), and
every group acted freely as they wished. It is not stated what status they
enjoyed in the time of Burhanaddin, cadi and sultan of Sivas®, but after
his death (in 1398), they came under Ottoman suzerainty: Bayezit
(Yildirim, r. 1389-1402) integrated them into his Anatolian army and allo-
cated pastures to them within his realm. Under Ottoman rule, they contin-
ued to prosper because they were taxed only lightly. After his resounding
victory over Bayezit (at Ankara, July 28, 1402), Temiir decided that he
would give them a place (pasture) on the eastern fringes of his Empire, or
more exactly beyond its borders, in the Ulus Jete (Mogholistan).*

The action against the Qaratatars is described in ZNY as a major
undertaking. The work relates that they counted 30-40000 tents : a strik-
ing difference from the ZNS, but an order of magnitude which is cor-
roborated by other sources. They were captured between Amasya and
Kayseri. After that, this source likewise stresses that they were not to be
treated as prisoners, and they were dispatched eastbound together with
their herds. There was an order that nobody should take away their ani-
mals nor buy them, because they were to serve as their livelihood, and
they should not be given any reason to take to flight.

2 ZNY II: 357-9.

2 T have been unable to identify them in ASTARABADI 1928. There certainly are a lot
of nomadic groups around in that source, and some of them probably are the Qaratatars,
but no group is explicitly named thus. Burhanaddin had a very hard time fighting the emirs
in Amasya, who for a time appear as his major opponents, and there also were unruly
elements between Kayseri and Amasya, where some time later the Qaratatars were cap-
tured by Temiir’s troops.

30 ZNY II: 358. Temiir wanted to give them a place “miyan-i uliis-i Jete™.
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The author relates, however, that in the vicinity of Damghan one party
rebelled.’! Other Qaratatar groups also were ready to flee, there was some
fighting, and at the end, the emirs in charge of conducting them had many
of them killed, some in vengeance, some in persecution; others were
taken prisoner and brought to Samarqand.?? The deportation of the group
as well as their revolt near Damghan is confirmed by Clavijo, who saw
the skull towers (two or four of them) in July 1404 ; he estimates the
number of victims at 60 000.%* This gives a terminus ante quem for their
presence in Western Khurasan.

The first action against the Qaratatars, still in Anatolia, was probably
directed against their winter camps. Their summer pastures were gener-
ally located higher up in the mountains, and pursuing nomads at a high
altitude in Anatolia is a difficult task; in winter, by contrast, nomads
come together and can be spotted more easily. With winter raids some-
what uncommon, any such action would also have benefited from a
valuable element of surprise.** The most probable moment for the action
thus is some time during the winter of 1402-3.

The Qaratatars affair is presented as a typical case for Temiir’s treach-
ery by Ibn “Arabshah, who, as is well known, takes every opportunity to
drive home his anti-Temiirid message. At the battle of Ankara, Ibn ‘Arab-
shah writes, Temiir secured the defection from the Ottoman side of the
Qaratatar party, which had been the mainstay of the Eretna®® state in
central Anatolia; this defection was decisive for the outcome, and thus
for Temiir’s victory.?® Temiir then promised his new Qaratatar allies that,
since he would leave the country, they would profit from joining him
because they would be able to take over after his departure. But after-

31ZNY II: 409-11.

32 This is explicitly stated in ZNY II: 417. Roemer is therefore mistaken when he says
(albeit in brackets): “[...] (von einer Umsiedlung nach Samarqand ist in den Quellen
allerdings nicht die Rede)”, SH: 97, note 2. But this statement does not mean that they
were meant to stay on in Samarqand.

3 Cravio 1999: 184, 219-220. The deported group is called tdrtaros blancos in this
source, but it is quite evident that the Qaratatars must be meant. The moment when they
were first displaced from their Anatolian homes is placed somewhere after the conquest
of Damascus. Clavijo makes the tdrtaros blancos come from a region between Syria and
Turkey, and be captured somewhere near Sivas. It is beyond the scope of this paper to
consider why Clavijo has the wrong colour.

3 Numerous examples in ASTARABADI 1928.

3 The Eretna state (Eretnaogullari) was one of the successor states of Ilkhanid rule in
Anatolia, centered on Sivas and Kayseri; the dynasty ruled 1336-1380.

36 TA: 194, 199 (Arabic)/ 182, 186 (Persian translation).
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wards, he made them come East, and thus did not keep his promise,
instead compelling them to settle in the Kashghar area and around the
Issyk Kol. The exact details here probably should not be taken at face
value — at any rate, this means that they were placed on the frontier
between Temiir’s realm and the Jete.’” Some of them also seem to have
been relocated at the northern fringe of the Empire, in Khwarazm.3?

Natanzi also dates the Qaratatar deportation after the battle of Ankara,
but does not establish a causal link. He reports that the Tatar (he uses
this name) numbered about ““ dah tiaman-i khanawar” which would yield
100 000 tents, and that they were translocated from the region of Aksehir
to Azerbaijan ; he does not specify whether they were meant to stay there
or to move on farther East. The revolt in Damghan is told in the course
of events relating to spring 806 (1404), meaning that the Qaratatars prob-
ably spent the winter of 1403-4 in one of the gishlags in Azerbaijan to
continue their migration eastward in the following spring. This also
would mean that they — which is to say, those who survived the mas-
sacre at Damghan — arrived in Transoxiana not earlier than in summer
1404, less than one year before Temiir’s death.?

Thus, the chronology of the Qaratatar migration to the eastern bor-
ders of Temiir’s realm may be outlined as follows: (1) July 1402:
Qaratatars join Temiir in the battle at Ankara. (2) Winter 1402-1403:
Temiir “invites ” the Qaratatars to come to Central Asia (or, according
to other versions, he takes them captive and makes them move East).
(3) Winter 1403-1404 (?): Possible winter camp somewhere in Azer-
baijan. (4) Spring or summer 1404 : Qaratatar “revolt” near Damghan,
“revolt” quelled, many killed, skull towers erected. Terminus ante
quem : July 1404. (5) Qaratatars are taken on to Samarqand and later
given pasture in the far East of the realm, perhaps even beyond the
border of firm Temiirid control.

Some of Temiir’s reasons for displacing these people are fairly clear.
Apparently, he wanted them to serve as a kind of border guard against
the Jete, the former eastern part of the Ulus Chaghatay, whom he had
never been able to subdue. Clavijo, who thinks that Damghan was their
final destination, reports that they were resettled there because that region

37 TA 1 231 (Arabic)/ 214 (Persian translation).

3 SH: 97 (note 2) simply states that they were transferred to Kashghar and Khwarazm,
without taking into account that Ibn “Arabshah possibly uses the toponyms as indicative
for “border regions with hostile people .

3 NATANZI/AUBIN 1957 : 391, 396.
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was under-populated.*’ Beatrice Manz has argued that the relocation of
larger groups was designed to make up for the movement of so many
warriors out of the Ulus Chaghatay.*' If the final destination, however,
was to be on the eastern frontier, the pasture grounds Temiir had chosen
for his new subjects had yet to be conquered, at least in part, or secured
for Temiir’s rule. It is also possible that he wanted to weaken Ottoman
rule in Anatolia by depriving any future sultan or governor of a major
military resource. If there were any economic reasons behind the move,
they can only be guessed at: perhaps a general lack of population in the
East, but this lack of population probably was thought of in military
rather than economic terms.

These Qaratatars were part of the “Chinese” army and came within
the right wing.

The Jaani Qurbani

The Ja’tnt Qurbani were a Mongol group, originating from a “lesser
hazdara”. Their pastures were to be found in Western Khurasan and
Mazandaran, between Tas and Astarabad. This was the region were, in
the middle of the 14% century, the Chinggisid prince Tughay Temiir
(d. 1353) had tried to establish himself as ruler, and it seems that they
were among his most loyal followers.*? It is reported that they were the
inveterate enemies of the Sarbadars (based at Sabzavar) who, on the other
hand, “never spared one of the Mongol warriors ”.*3 The Sarbadars also
were held responsible for the killing of Tughay Temiir and large numbers
of his followers.** The Ja’tni Qurbani, on the other hand, supported the
attempt by Amir Walt in the 770s/1370s to build a regional state centered
on Astarabad, as an effective continuation of the “Ilkhanid” state of
Tughay Temiir. One of the Ja’tinT Qurbani major emirs was married to
Amir Walt’s sister.*> Amir Wali claimed at least nominally to rule in the
name of Lugman b. Tughay Temiir, who was active as a pretender from
his father’s death in 1353 until 1388 ; in the end, however, he decided to
rid himself of Lugman, who then joined Temiir.*

IS

0" CLavio 1999. See above, note 33.

I MANz 1989: 132.

42 CINQ OPUSCULES (text 2): 9-13; AUBIN 1974 ; AUBIN 1976; ROEMER 1989 : 20.
43 CINQ OPUSCULES : 10.

4 ROEMER 1989: 46.

4 CINQ OPUSCULES : 9.

6 NAGEL 1993 : 165f.

IS

IS
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The Ja’tnt Qurbani and the followers of Tughay Temiir are linked in
the sources. One story worth retelling concerns how they succeeded in
taking Astarabad from the Sarbadars and defending the town against
them. When a large group of Sarbadar warriors appeared before Asta-
rabad where Amir Wali and his troops — these including Ja’tint Qurbani
warriors — had taken up their quarters, Amir Wali made everybody
come out of the city. Since they had few weapons, he made them take up
sticks and wrap stones into felt and rags and tie them to the sticks to use
them as weapons. Women also took part in the fighting. Upon this sight,
the Sarbadar troops hesitated, and at the end, the Turkic warriors
exclaimed: “The Tajiks have fled ”.#’ This is one of the not very numer-
ous examples where there is no doubt that we have a “nomadic army”
in the original understanding of the term: with no evident difference
between the able-bodied population (in this case even including women)
and the fighting group, they really are a people in arms. While the all-out
mobilisation of a city population in case of emergency is hardly rare, of
course, what is particularly striking here is that the fighting is planned to
take place outside the city walls.*®

The Ja’int Qurbant and the Sarbadar thus were rivals for power in
Western Khurasan and Mazandaran, each side looking for allies in the
larger region, the Ja’inT Qurbani at times forming an alliance with the
Kart rulers of Herat; at all times, however, the Ja’ini Qurbani seem to
have been staunch supporters of Chinggisid legitimacy and rule in the
region — if it is correct, that is, to view the family and descendents of
Tughay Temiir as parts of the Chinggisid dispensation.*’

The relationship which the Ja’oni Qurbani had with Temiir was strained
from the start. Timurid sources report that it was one of their chiefs who
captured both Amir Husain and Temiir and kept them prisoner in a disa-
greeable place.”® When later on Temiir conquered Khurasan, he first came
as an ally of the Sarbadars in their struggle against Amir Wali.>! It is
therefore no wonder that the Ja’in1 Qurbani leader “AlT Beg apparently
tried to save some independence. All these efforts, however, only led to
increasing repression; in a campaign against Western Khurasan (spring/

47 CINQ OPUSCULES : 10.

48 PAUL 2004a: 1079. For cities defending themselves, see PAUL 2004b.

49 Tughay Temiir was descended from Chinggis Khan’s brother Jochi Qasar. There are
more cases where this degree of kinship was sufficient to be eligible as member of the
Chinggisid clan, e.g. the Khoshut rulers of Tibet in the late 17" — early 18" century.

S0 ZNS: 20, 21.
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early summer 784/1382), Temiir’s army got hold of a good portion of the
Ja’tni Qurbani herds>, and the ensuing fighting around the Ja’uni Qurbani
stronghold at Kalat (in the region of Tiis) was fierce. At the end, the
Temiirid troops took the fortress, seized ‘All Beg and brought him to
Samarqgand where he was eventually put to death. Temiir gave a part of the
surviving Ja’ani Qurbani to a number of emirs, and elements of the popu-
lation were then taken first to Transoxiana and later the Tashkent region.>

The remainder of the Ja’in1 Qurbani rebelled at Tas in 1388 under the
leadership of a relative of “All Beg called Hajji Beg. (In so doing, they
were exploiting the difficult position in which Temiir found himself at
that juncture : Toqtamish, the Khan of the Golden Horde, was approach-
ing Samargand,>* and a confrontation was expected.) The Tus rebellion
had reached dangerous proportions when in Jumada I, 791 (beg. April
28, 1389), an army under Miranshah set out to take Tis again. Events
culminated in large-scale slaughter (we are told that around 10 000 men
were killed), but apparently no deportation took place.> In the following
year, Hajji Beg was tried in a yarghii*® and sentenced to death ; the man
whom Temiir had appointed as judge was emir Saif ad-din Nukiiz.”’ In
a follow-up action, another Ja’tint Qurbani leader, Yunus Beg, was killed
together with his family and followers.’® Skull towers loom large in the
long narrative of Miranshah’s fighting against the Ja’inT Qurbani; it
should be kept in mind that Khalil Sultan was Miranshah’s son.

All in all, the Ja’uni Qurbani had no reason to love Temiir, and even
less to love Miranshah. Besides the wish for revenge, which certainly was
strong among them, some of them may have considered Temiir an
usurper ; there is no mention of such feelings in the sources, but the pro-
Chinggisid record of the Ja’ni Qurbant is clear enough to venture such
an assumption.

5! In the year 783/1381. See ROEMER 1989: 51.

32 ZNS-DHAIL: 46. Temiir’s troops are approaching Kalat in a surprise attack.
“majmii*-i chaharpayan-i ulis-i Jaani Qurbani dar an hudid ba-nazdik-i Kalat burda
bidand jumla-ra ba-gharat burdand (all the herds of the Ja’int Qurban in this region had
been taken to the vicinity of Kalat, and they all were driven away) .

53 NAGEL 1993 : 160f.

5% NAGEL 1993: 193 ; MANZ 1989 : 95. Sources : ZNS-DHAIL : 75-92 (Manz quotes this
source as ZNS II). For Toqtamish, see DEWEESE 2000.

55 ZNS-DHAIL: 89.

36 This is a Mongol-style court which handled cases of high treason and the like under
Temiir and the Temiirids. See SUBTELNY 2007 : 24f.

57 ANDO 1992: 93 ; ZNS-DHAIL: 89.

58 ZNS-DHAIL: 89-90.
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The ‘Iraqis

Another component of the right wing were people from the West that
are presented as the “ “Iraqis . They probably included a large group of
Jalayir, some of whom had been taken prisoner and brought to Tran-
soxiana after the conquest of Baghdad in 1393. In his entry for this year,
Fasihi explicitly mentions that Temiir’s soldiers took captive “Ala’ ad-
daula. “Ala’ ad-daula was son of the head of the Jalayirid dynasty, Ahmad
Jalayir (r. 1382-1410) who, together with the Qara Qoyunlu ruler Qara
Yusuf (r. 1380-1420), was one of the most persistent opponents Temiir
had to face in Western Iran.> We do not know where these Jalayir were
given pasture or whether they had any herds at all. It is interesting to note
that within the narration that also includes the report about the deporta-
tion of the Qaratatars, Natanzl mentions what can be interpreted as the
large-scale taking of hostages from ‘Iraqi noble families; this was an
ongoing activity, but it must have reached a particularly large scale
towards 1403.%

These three groups, then, together formed a large part of Temdiir’s
“Chinese ” army on its right wing, and by the same token, a central ele-
ment in Khalil’s military might. They had much in common : in addition
to having been displaced by Temiir, the Qaratatars and the Ja’int Qurbant
at least had suffered large-scale killings on the occasion of what the
sources report as revolts; some of the ‘Iraqis held other but no less
important grudges. The Ja’inT Qurbani, moreover, had a long history of
opposition to Temiir and his house, having supported Chinggisid claims.
They also could look back to a certain prominence in their region, in this
respect on par with the most important tribal groups within the Ulus
Chaghatay. The Traqts included a scion of the Western Iranian Jalayirid
dynasty who had fought Temiir since the inception of his conquests in
the region; the leader of the dynasty, Ahmad-i Jalayir, was still alive,

3 MF: 136/ 115f (Russian translation). ““ khawatin-i it wa pisar-i it ‘Ala’ ad-daula wa
amwal-i i-ra girifta pish-i amir Sahib-qiran awardand (they took his wives and his son
‘Ala’ ad-daula prisoner, took his treasure and brought all this to Temiir) . See also
SH: 96.

%0 NATANZI/AUBIN: 396. “sardaran-i ‘irag-ra firman-i ‘ali ba-nafadh paywast ta har
kast baradart ya pisari | ...] hamrah-i urdii bashand” . The same report on taking hostages
from Azerbaijan and Arab Iraq in ZNY II: 399, dated to late summer 1403: “A decree
was issued that all the emirs and commanders of the Ulus of Hiildgii Khan living in Azer-
baijan and Arab Iraq should send a son or a brother with their households (kiich) to
Samarqand ™.
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and it should not come as a surprise that his son would try to make good
his escape at the very first opportunity. Besides “Ala’ ad-daula, who had
stayed more than ten or eleven years in Temiir’s camp at the time of the
China campaign, there must have been numerous younger members of
noble and even ruling families among the ‘Iraqis, and a certain number
of their personal retainers as well. This group thus differed from the other
two in that it probably was not made up from nomadic pastoralists, or
that it at least included a larger portion of people who perhaps had
nomadic pastoralist roots but would long have been professional warri-
ors. All this makes the ‘Iraqis seem much more “aristocratic” than the
other two groups. The periods of time they had spent in the East varied,
ranging from lengthy stays of ten years or more to shorter ones lasting
less than one year.

We do not know much about the situation of all three groups in the
period between their displacement and the beginning of the Chinese cam-
paign. We do not know whether the ‘Traqi groups were interested in
pasture and livestock on a practical basis. For the Qaratatars in turn, we
are looking at no more than one year of presence in the East, or even less,
summer 1404 — February 1405. We do not know whether they had
flocks and pasture; at any rate, their position must have been difficult.
The Ja’iinT Qurbani, at last, had been staying in the region for more than
15 or even 20 years, and therefore, we can presume that they had taken
up “normal ” nomadising cycles. Both groups had been relocated to the
eastern border of Temiir’s Empire, facing the Moghol Chaghatayids or
Jete. Thus, at least in the case of the Ja’inT Qurbani, the dislocation area
of the right wing of Temiir’s ““ Chinese ” army must have coincided partly
or entirely with their habitual winter quarters. There are no reports of any
restlessness on the part of the Ja’tini Qurbani for the period preceding
Temiir’s death; Salmani even states that they had been loyal to Temiir —
or at least, had not rebelled during his life-time.°!

Significant parties, among them Yadgarshah Arlat®?, left the right wing
and the command of Khalil Sultan very early. They apparently did so in
a bid to secure their regional holdings, thus displaying the general ten-
dency of the most powerful leaders of Temiir’s time to return “to the
system of the Ulus Chaghatay, in which loyalty was voluntary and alli-

61 SH: 100/138b. See note 103 below.
62 ANDO 1992: 169.
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ances could be switched at will .5 The position of figures such as
Burunduq Barlas, for example, was ambiguous. He and his followers had
likewise been part of the right wing, but were operating separately prac-
tically from the first days after Temiir’s death.®* However, later on,
Burunduq joined Khalil again, and we find him in Khalil’s army in the
battle against Pir Muhammad.®> We can therefore surmise that the impor-
tance of “old” groups in the right wing of the ““ Chinese ” army — those
coming from the “old” Ulus Chaghatay — which had been small from
the start, diminished significantly during the first weeks and even days
after Temiir’s death, thus leaving Khalil with an army in which the
“new ” elements dominated, among them the ‘Iraqis, the Qaratatars and
the Ja’tinT Qurbani.®® Why Khalil did not succeed in winning the support
of any of the central emirs (in particular those in charge of the central
army group) is another question.

I

It is well known that the ‘Iraqis, the Qaratatars and the Ja’int Qurbant
all left Khalil at some point, and it has been surmised that this was instru-
mental in his downfall. Manz writes as follows :

“To keep the loyalty of such an army even to the extent that Khalil Sultan
succeeded in doing so required large amounts of money. Khalil Sultan is
noted in the histories for his extraordinary generosity. Before important
campaigns he handed out lavish gifts to all members of the army, regardless
of their ranks or their legitimate claims. After a year or two of such activity
he had used up not only the contents of the treasury but also the private
wealth of members of the dynasty. %

In this section, we will first look at when and how each individual
group left Khalil, trying to decide which battles they fought for him, if
any, and thus how serious a blow their departure was for Khalil’s power
basis. Then, the more general subject of loyalty and efficiency will be

63 Manz 1989: 135.

0 ZT: 11.

0 ZT: 101.

% The composition of Khalil’s army is given as “furk wa tajik wa ‘iraqi wa rimi” in
ZNY II: 484. “Turks and Tajiks, ‘Traqis and Anatolians ”, with an understanding that this
was a hodge-podge of warriors who came from all quarters, difficult to organise. This was
at a moment when the issue still was the first movement of Sultan Husain, that is, before
Khalil had done any fighting.

7 MaNz 1989: 136.

25



26

JURGEN PAUL

addressed. The question then is why all these groups left Khalil, and
whether he could have made them stay. Regarding the payments, we will
look at who got which kind of payment on which occasion.

It is not easy to tell when and for what reason each of the three groups
under study left Khalil. During the first two years of his reign at Samar-
gand, Khalil went on campaign several times ; the chronology cannot be
established with certitude, since the sources contradict one another and
are in part inconsistent internally. Rough datings can be provided, though,
for at least some of the campaigns.

The first campaign (after some skirmishing against what cannot have
been more than a reconnoitring party under Shah Malik on the banks of
the Amu Darya) most probably was a southbound move against Sultan
Husain, whom Khalil had sent against Pir Muhammad b. Jahangir, only
to discover that Sultan Husain, still nurturing ambitions to ascend the
throne himself, had turned around and was marching on Samarqand. This
move is dated June-July 1405%, and the decisive battle took place in the
vicinity of Shahrisabz.%’ It was an easy victory for Khalil because most
of the troops and leaders had not chosen Sultan Husain and did not sup-
port his claim, and thus availed themselves of the first opportunity to
leave him.

The next enemy Khalil had to confront was Pir Muhammad whom
Shahrukh supported at this juncture. This was far more serious because
Pir Muhammad was the man whom Temiir had singled out as his heir.
Again, the battle is dated, around February 21%, 1406, it was fought near
Qarshi, and again Khalil was victorious.”® This victory was not so easy,
but it was all the more important.

There is no such certainty about the dates for the campaigns on the
eastern front, that is to say in Khalil’s dealings with the two regionally
dominant emirs, Khudadad and Shaykh Nir ad-din, and his fights against

% Exact date : Muharram 8, 808 (July 5, 1405), MS II: 50.

% TA: 264 (Persian translation); ZT: 83-4; MF: 159. There is another exact date for
the battle: June 20, 1405; MF has “in the last days of Dhilhijja, 807 (ended June 28,
1405). The dating in SH is inconclusive, 55f, and there is a conflict with the dating of the
first major campaign against Khudaydad which is likewise dated to the beginning of 808
(beg. June 29, 1405).

70 TA: 290 (Arabic) / 280 (Persian translation) (one day earlier); ZT: 103; SH: 94/
132b (two days late); MF: 167. Thus, all sources agree that this battle took place in the
first days of Ramadan 808, in the last decade of February, 1406. There is no need to opt
for one of the proposed dates in our context.
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Pir “Ali Taz’' and Pir Muhammad in Hisar (present-day South-Eastern
Uzbekistan and parts of Tajikistan).

For the final decisive fights against Khudadad and Shaikh Nir ad-din,
one source is ZT. Besides, we have basically two accounts: IA and SH.
In both IA and SH, there is a report about a raid led by Khudadad into
the Samarqand region (Khalil was absent from the capital), and about
Khalil’s response advance over the Syr Darya. This campaign is dated in
SH to the “beginning of 808 (early summer, 1405)"%, which is exactly
the same time when all other sources have Khalil fight Sultan Husain.
The most probable solution is that Salmant has the wrong year, and that
in fact 809/1406 has to be understood.

The report in IA is placed in such a way that we can surmise that
Khudadad profited from Khalil’s absence from Samarqand when he was
fighting Pir Muhammad in February, 1406, and Khalil’s response would
consequently have to be dated to summer 1406.7% This, however, then has
to be harmonized with Khalil’s operation against Hisar, which probably
took place in summer 1406 as well.”*

Even earlier, Khudadad and Shaykh Nir ad-din had succeeded in tak-
ing control over much of the eastern parts of Temiir’s Central Asian
possessions : the whole Syr Darya region, from Sairam to Khujand and
further into the Ferghana valley, was lost for Khalil, and even though he
tried several times to win these regions back, he was never able to do so.

There are two reports about Khalil’s efforts to establish control over
Hisar, both in SH. The first attempt to conquer the region and its famous
fortress (near present-day Dushanbe) comes immediately after the
departure of the “Iraqis and, in this source, the Qaratatars. According to
this account, Khalil reached Hisar in 809 (beg. June 16, 1406), probably
some time in summer. The faction around Pir Muhammad, whom he
had defeated at Qarshi in February of the same year, had taken refuge

"I He was the leading figure among the Suldus at this moment. In Ramadan 809/Feb-
ruary 1407, he was among those who murdered Pir Muhammad. On him, see MANZ 1989 :
132-4, and see also note 20 above.

2 SH: 93/131a, and the source even stresses that this was before the campaign against
Pir Muhammad: “pish az muhdaraba ba amirzada Pir Muhammad”, but since there are
two campaigns against this prince in SH, this is not conclusive. The second campaign is
dated to the year 809 (beg. June 18, 1406).

73 1A places the Qaratatars’ desparate march on foot over the frozen Amu at the same
time when Khudadad was looting the Samarqand region ; the first event should have taken
place early in 1406, February being not unlikely. IA : 296 (Arabic) / 286 (Persian transla-
tion).

" SH: 97/135b.
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there.”> Khalil laid siege to the fortress, but could not take it quickly;
in the meanwhile, the region of Samarqand was again raided by Khu-
dadad and his men. It is not easy to propose a date for this, though one
possibility is late summer/fall 1406, given the likely duration of each
of the reported actions.”®

With due caution, the following chronology for Khalil’s battles can
therefore be suggested : (1) March 1405 : Khalil enters Samarqgand with-
out having to do battle. (2) June-July 1405 : Victory over Sultan Husain,
in the region of Shahrisabz. (3) February 1406 : Victory over Pir Muham-
mad and his Khurasani supporters at Qarshi. (4) Early summer (?) 1406:
Response raid against Khudadad, inconclusive. Syr Darya region. Khu-
dadad had raided the Samarqand region in February or March 1406.
(5) Summer/fall (?) 1406: Campaign against Pir Muhammad, siege of
Hisar. Inconclusive. During Khalil’s absence, again Khudadad raided the
Samarqand region.

Thus, on the whole, Khalil at first was winning on his southern fron-
tiers, but losing in the East; he could not prevent Khudadad from launch-
ing raids, and was unable to defeat him in battle. His actions against
Hisar likewise did not produce any substantial gains. He was losing also
in the North. There, in Khwarazm, he was not fighting in person, but his
governor, Miisaka, was driven out by Edige in Rajab, 808 (beg. Decem-
ber 23, 1405).”” He was therefore able just to stabilise his rule in central
Mawarannahr, but could not expand neither beyond the Amu Darya
— this he did not even try — nor beyond the Syr Darya, and he lost
Khwarazm.

Which of the battles was fought with the support of one or several of
the displaced groups ? Did Khalil lose much when they left him ?

The Qaratatars must have left the dislocation area of the right wing of
Temiir’s Chinese army very soon after Temiir’s death. They probably did
not fight in any of the battles mentioned, at least not on Khalil’s side;
and if there were any Qaratatar warriors left in Khalil’s army, they cer-
tainly were no longer very numerous.

> This order of events : battle at Qarshi, “Iraqts leaving Khalil, Pir Muhammad moving
to Hisar — is to be found also in IA.

6 The reports in ZT under the year 809 leave out Transoxiana almost completely since
Shahrukh was busy fighting his enemies in Mazandaran and Western Khurasan.

77 ZT: 473. Edige was a Tatar (Noghay) leader for whose career see DEWEESE 1994 :
especially 336-9. Edige held Khwarazm from 1405 to 1412.
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There is a direct indication for this in ZT: when Edige conquered
Khwarazm in December 1405-January 1406, the Qaratatars were already
there. According to this source, they had not been there for long: they
had come after Temiir’s death, and they were looting the outskirts of the
city.”® The report adopts a regional Khwarazmian perspective, and may
indeed have been taken from a regional source. Khwafi (who probably
builds on ZT) has a similar version, dated to 808, saying that the Qarata-
tar Turkmens had fled from Samarqand and reached Khurasan, and he
identifies the emirs who, on Shahrukh’s orders, were charged with send-
ing them away.” Indirectly, in another report from ZT, this time within
the central narrative focussed on Shahrukh and his movements, the flight
of the Qaratatars is announced to Shahrukh during his campaign in West-
ern Khurasan; Shahrukh returned from there to Herat in Jumada I, 808
(beg. October 25, 1405). This second report from ZT is thus consistent
with the Khwarazmian one,® and it would imply that the Qaratatars
arrived in Khwarazm earlier than late summer. Taking into consideration
that the deserts surrounding Khwarazm cannot easily be crossed by large
numbers of people and animals during the hot summer season, an even
earlier moment would recommend itself. A dating to spring 1405 for the
Qaratatars’ departure from the “Chinese army” and consequently from
Khalil is echoed in TA as well: the Qaratatars are shown together with
Edige, but they had arrived in Khwarazm in their flight from Mawaran-
nahr some time before, and they then joined Edige in a raid against
Bukhara (all this unfortunately is not dated).’' Even earlier, Ibn “Arab-
shah mentions that the Moghols had gone to the Issyk Kol. This was
where he had placed the Qaratatars before, and we may presume that
their winter quarters were situated there. After having reached the Issyk
Kol, the Moghols joined Khudadad.®? There is no answer to the question
whether the Moghols had driven the Qaratatars away from their winter
pastures or whether they had simply taken over the place they had left.

All this leads to the conclusion that the Qaratatars did not fight for
Khalil in any of the campaigns mentioned, at least not in large numbers.

8 ZT: 473. The source explicitly mentions that they had fled from Mawarannahr
“during the reign of Khalil Sultan”, that is, after Ramadan, 807 (March, 1405), when
Khalil ascended the throne in Samarqand. The route they took to Khwarazm is not stated.

 MF: 166.

80 ZT: 92, 94.

81 TA : 280 (Arabic)/ 261 (Persian translation).

82 Ibid.
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They are, however, mentioned in IA in the list of groups Khalil could
muster against Pir Muhammad, but then, practically all the groups from
the old right wing of Temiir’s “Chinese” army are mentioned there.?? If
this is not just a mistake on the part of the author or a literary figure, they
cannot have been very numerous.

SH has another story. Taj as-Salmani places his report about the
Tatars very close to the one he devotes to the flight of the “Iraqis and
explicitly mentions that the two movements took place at roughly the
same time, that is, around Shauwal 1, 808 (Nauriiz, 1406). This is
probably mistaken, and I suggest that these events are probably also
accorded an incorrect year. What makes Taj as-Salmani nevertheless
a precious source is that he shows the Tatar escaping from Khalil’s
camp together with their belongings, and he makes them take a route
to Khwarazm via Nir.3* In SH, they were pursued and broke through
the lines of their enemies in battle. Their advance to Khwarazm would
thus have taken place in April, and this is indeed a time when a sub-
stantial number of nomads could use this route to Khwarazm.
Together, we might conclude that the Qaratatars left Khalil around
Nauriiz 1405 and travelled to Khwarazm along the route mentioned in
SH.

Sources differ about their subsequent fate. ZT and MS have them come
(from Khwarazm or elsewhere : the source says, from Mawarannahr) to
the Marw region (Makhan) where Shahrukh’s emirs fought them, took
much booty and prisoners.®> IA has them cross the frozen Amu on foot
(probably in the first months of 1406?) on their way “home” from
Khwarazm, but they did not get far: exactly as the ‘Traqis whose flight
Ibn “Arabshah had described earlier, they had no leadership and were not

united but dispersed so that they did not get “home .8

8 TA: 289 (Arabic)/ 269 (Persian translation). The list has: warriors from the Cha-
ghatay and Jete and from Turkistan, horsemen from Fars, ‘Iraq and Rustamdar, Khurasan,
India and from the Tatar, and the Jan-Qurbaniya which Temiir had deported from
Khurasan.

8 SH: 97/135b. “kéchmal ba mal wa manal bar rah-i Nir rawana-yi Khwarazm
shudand”. The term kéchmal is not found in this form. Doerfer has one reference for
kochman appearing as kéchmal, and thus, one is tempted to read the passage that way;
that would yield “they broke camp and nomadised away, taking their belongings with
them, and went to Khwarazm via Nar [Narata North of Bukhara]”. Roemer has “ Sie
zogen mit Hab und Gut iiber Niir nach Horizm ”. See TMEN n° 1667.

85 ZT:92; MS: 55.

86 TA': 296 (Arabic)/ 276 (Persian translation).
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If the Qaratatars probably did not fight in any of Khalil’s battles, the
‘Traqis certainly did. Khalil’s army is consistently called the “ Traqis ” in
Husaini’s Ta rikh-i kabir.¥” Their participation in the battle at Qarshi in
February, 1406, is explicitly mentioned in ZT where they fought in the
right wing of Khalil’s army together with Khalil himself, Burunduq, and
the Khurasanis.®® The charge of the right wing against Pir Muhammad’s
centre apparently decided the day.®® Ibn “Arabshah enumerates the com-
ponents of Khalil’s army and also mentions the Traqis.”” However the
battle against Pir Muhammad may have been lost and won, it seems
certain that the ‘Iragis were an important factor and that they did not take
the opportunity to change sides, but forcefully exerted themselves on
Khalil’s behalf.

There is no information on other engagements of the Tragi components
in Khalil’s army, neither in the move against Sultan Husain nor in the
dealings with Khudadad nor in the ill-fated siege of Hisar.

The ‘Traqis left Khalil a few weeks after the victory over Pir Muham-
mad. The most circumstantial report on their flight is the one by Taj
as-Salmant who, as already mentioned, dates it to Nauriiz, 1406. The
decisive point in this report is that they had been promised large rewards
in the case of any victory. But there were important emirs in Khalil’s
retinue who did not like the idea of once more having to share the booty
and what remained of Temiir’s treasure with “those ‘Traqgis ”°'; such
promises were thus not kept, and the emirs even proposed that the “Iraqis
be fettered in chains. The source identifies as spokesman of the anti-
‘Traqi-faction a certain emir Allahdad, one of the emirs from the “old”
Ulus Chaghatay who had joined Khalil.”? But dissatisfaction among

87 JAFART 1960 : 40.

8 T am uncertain whether these “ Khurasanis” are Ja’tini Qurbani.

8 ZT: 101; MS: 58. Taj as-Salmani (writing on behalf of Shah Malik, who partici-
pated in this battle before fleeing the battlefield) does not impute Khalil’s victory to any
strength on the winning side, but to treason — the Suldus emirs fled when victory was
near. SH: 72-73/97a.

% TA: 280 (Arabic)/ 269 (Persian translation). See above, note 84.

ol SH: 95/113a. “chira nuqid-i khazayin wa nafayis sarf-i in ‘Iragiyan bayad kard ?
hala ba-hamanki bishtar az hama pishtar giriftand iktifa numayand ba‘'d az in ki dar
muhimmi digar jansipari kunand dar khiir-i khidmatkart ihsan wa in‘am-i shahriyari
yaband (Why must the monies of the treasury and all the valuables be given to those Ira-
qis ? They should now be satisfied with what they have received earlier, and that was more
than the others got. Later, when they have sacrificed [risked] their lives in another important
matter [battle], let them find royal benefit and favour in the sun of loyal service) .

92 This Allahdad was a Nukuiz by tribal affiliation, brother of emir Saif ad-din men-
tioned above, the one who presided over the execution of Hajji Beg Ja’uini Qurbani.

31



32

JURGEN PAUL

emirs with what they viewed as unjust favours extended by Khalil to
“foreigners” must have been widespread; and it is probable that the
‘Iraqis were the most important group of ““foreigners” in the army of
Samarqand at that moment.”?

According to Salmani, the ‘Iraqts fled during the night of Shauwal 1%,
808 (March 22, 1406) — a well-chosen date since this was a double
holiday : the last day of Ramadan was over, and it was Naurtiz. The
‘Traqis are depicted wearing armour, and they seem to have been strong
enough to pose a threat to the ordu (which at the end, they refrained from
plundering). They chose ‘Ala’ ad-daula b. Ahmad Jalayir® as their leader,
and they rode off to Khwarazm.?> Khalil had them pursued, but the
detachments he sent after them proved unable to find their trace.’®

The date of their flight and their destination, Khwarazm, is confirmed
in ZT.”

The ‘Iraqis were thus no longer available in the subsequent actions
against Khudadad in summer 1406, and their departure may have seri-
ously weakened Khalil’s position. Their being armoured indicates that
they probably were no simple nomads as the Qaratatars were, and the fact
that they had among their number “Ala’ ad-daula b. Ahmad Jalayir, who
had been held as a hostage at Temiir’s court for twelve years, possibly

ANDO 1992 : 94. Salmant has a clear tendency to blacken Allahdad’s face even more than
Khalil’s.

9 ZNY II: 516.

% See above. The date of their flight and the name of their leader is confirmed in IA :
291 (Arabic) / 281-2 (Persian translation). The name is given as "Ala’ ad-daula b. Ahmad
al-Baghdadt. He is said to have been a prisoner and a hostage at Temiir’s camp, and Khalil
is said to have raised him to a position of dignity.

% That they had fled from Mawarannahr to Khwarazm is the only information we get
in ZT; they are lumped together with other fugitives who joined Pir Padishah in his bid
for power in Western Khurasan. Another group who is mentioned in this context are the
Ja’tni Qurbani. The passage in question is embedded into a report sent by Ulugh Beg to
his father and datable by its circumstances to Safar 810 (July 1407). This may mean that
the groups in question still were in Khwarazm at that moment. At the same time, the date
provides a terminus ante quem for the arrival of the Ja’ini Qurbani in Khwarazm. The
dating is more or less secure in this case because the report is placed after the murder of
Pir Muhammad which took place in Ramadan 809 (February, 1407).

% SH: 96/134a-135a.

97 ZT: 473-4. They are said to have left Khalil in the vicinity of Samarqand riiz-i id-i
ramadan (of 808) and to have arrived in Khwarazm some time after the Qaratatars. Pir
Padishah acted as their protector (hami) against Edige. At the end, they were amongst
those who swore fealty to Pir Padishah. The ‘Iraqis are said to have received much gold
from Khalil (and to have engaged in commerce in Khwarazm), they in turn contributed to
Pir Padishah’s treasure (in return for the himayat he offered them).
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means that there were quite a few hostages among them, scions of noble
families.”® Tt is therefore not improbable that the numerous hostages
Temiir’s troops had been taking in Azerbaijan and Western Iran as well
as the Arab ‘Iraq were part of this group. But besides hostages, the fugi-
tives must have included numerous retainers and other warriors, other-
wise their quantity could not be explained.

It would be interesting to follow their further fate, but this is beyond
the scope of this paper.” Let it only be said that many of the people who
left Khalil then chose to join Pir Padishah; this choice of a Chinggisid
in a way is an extension of pro-Chinggisid loyalties for a number of
groups, but may also have been a sort of supra-tribal compromise.'®

The reason why the ‘Iraqts left is fairly clear. They were given prom-
ises which later on were not kept, and they could not hope to improve
their position by further staying with Khalil who apparently had exhausted
his resources. This is stated quite explicitly in SH. IA does not really give
reasons for their departure, a longing for one’s homeland is presented as
incentive for all parting groups alike. Another motive, in particular for
the ‘Iraqis, is that they had made enough booty and could not really
expect more.'%!

The case of the Ja’ni Qurbani is difficult because the sources do not
permit us to give any precise date for their departure ; the best solution
might be some time in spring 1407, after the Hisar siege of summer/fall
1406 and before their recorded presence in Khwarazm in summer 1407.
They are shown participating in the battle against Pir Muhammad in
February, 1406'°?; and SH has them participate in the campaign against

% SH: 95/133a. The expression that these warriors (bahdduran wa sardaran) were
“har yak az mamlakati ba-mawjib-i farman-i [Temiir] mulazim-i rayat-i [Temiir] biidand
(every one of them was following Temiir’s banner on Temiir’s orders on behalf of his
region)” may point to their quality as hostages.

% This would involve a complex story about events in Khwarazm and Western
Khurasan. — IA, again, states that because they could not agree on what course to take,
they dispersed before they got very far. — “Ala’ ad-daula made it “home ”, he is shown
in conflict with his father in 811 (1408-9), ZT: 294-5.

100 JA'FART 1960: 37, 43.

101 JA'FART 1960: 41.

102 TA: 289 (Arabic) / 269 (Persian translation). They are called Jan-Qurbaniyya
Khurasan; but this source also has the Qaratatars fight in this battle since it gives, at the
end of the list, “wa-jan-qurbaniyya khurdsan wal-huniid wat-tatar * wa-man kana taimiir
* a‘addahii li-madayiq al-umir (and the Ja’uni Qurbani from Khurasan, the Indians and
the Tatars, and whom Temiir had prepared for the dire straits of life) .
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Hisar as well and leave only after the siege was lifted. They, too, fol-
lowed the example of the ‘Iraqis, the source even speaks of a “ ‘Iraqt
disease ” marad-i ‘iragiyan.'® They are reported to have left for Bukhara
and then Khwarazm. It cannot be ascertained when they arrived there, so
the question of which further battles they possibly fought for Khalil has
to be left open.

A report in ZT has the Ja’unT Qurbani in Khwarazm by Safar 8§10
(beg. July 8, 1407) and then in the vicinity of Ray later that year, in
Jumada IT (beg. November 3, 1407).'% It was then that Aba Bakr (who
had spent the winter of 809/1406-7 in Kurdistan) heard of their arrival
and tried to win them over. They were 5 000 tents, a sizable group.'®
Aba Bakr offered them horses, garments and other gifts, and they agreed
to join him. But their attachment seems to have been lukewarm: in a
common campaign against Yusuf Qara Qoyunlu in the end of 810 (battle
joined on Dhil-qa‘da 24; April 21, 1408), a lack of enthusiasm on the
part of the Ja’in1 Qurbani contributed towards defeat by the Turkmen
forces.!% As is well known, prince Miranshah b. Temiir found his death
as a result of this battle.

During their alliance with Pir Padishah, the Ja’ani Qurbant had proved
difficult to control. Shahrukh heard a report (later than Jumada II, per-
haps in Dai, that is, December/January 1407-8) to the effect that a part
of the Ja’tin1 Qurbani had fallen out with Pir Padishah and had left him.'%’

103 The source, SH: 138a/b, deserves being quoted to some extent. “jamT az ja iini-
qurbaniyan ki ba-hukm-i hadrat sultan-i [138b] maghfiior mulazim-i rayat-i humayiin-i
khaqant biadand wa dar muddat-i hayat-i an hadrat jan-ra qurban-i farman wajib al-idh‘an
sakhta wa ba‘d az wafat-i an hadrat bi ikhtiyar dar mawarannahr manda wa az qillat-i
qabli mubtala wa giriftar gashta ham ba-mu‘alaja-yi firar qirar dadand (a group of the
Ja’anT Qurbani who were integrated into the Temiirid army by Temiir’s orders and who,
as long as Temiir was alive, had sacrificed their lives to the royal order which must be
obeyed; after the demise of that majesty, they remained helpless in Mawarannahr, and,
because they had but little favour but much reason to complain, they fell victim to the
‘Iraqt disease, as we have explained before, and decided to seek healing in flight)”. It
could be doubted whether the first part of the sentence really means that they had been
“loyal” to Temiir — the name of the group in fact provokes a pun on jan “life” and
qurban “ sacrifice ” which Salmani, a very “literary ” author as is evident already from so
small a sample, could not resist making. It also could be understood that it was only
Temiir’s majesty which held them back — during the conqueror’s lifetime — from what-
ever they may have felt like doing.

104 7T 195, 226.

105 MS II: 114; ZT: 226.

106 7T 227.

107-ZT: 200.
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This is confirmed in Husaini: instead of participating in the siege of
Damghan together with Pir Padishah, they entered the scene after the
town had surrendered, and started looting in spite of the ransom money
the townspeople had paid.'*®

No leadership is ever mentioned for the Ja’inT Qurbani in the context
of their presence in Central Asia; no leaders are mentioned for the
Qaratatars, either. The behaviour of both groups does not speak in favour
of strong leaders among them. A possible explanation is that Temiir had
taken care to completely exterminate the leading families of both groups
in the massacres that accompanied their deportation.

As for reasons why the Ja’tinT Qurbant left, ““longing for their home-
land” is adduced for them as well as for the other two. Other reasons
might be found in the history of their dealings with Temiir and his house,
but this is not explicitly stated. The other explanation given, however,
concerns “the lack of ‘inayat (favor in both a material and a honorific

understanding) ” and “the surplus of hardship ”.!%

The routes which the three groups are reported to have taken all touch
upon Khwarazm. This is no coincidence. All three groups wanted to
make it to Khurasan, the Ja’uni Qurbani to their ancient pastures in
Mazandaran and Western Khurasan, and the other two groups thence to
destinations farther West. But for all three, the direct route was closed
since it would have led through territory which Shahrukh had under firm
control ; it seemed much wiser to try to make use of the instability in
Western Khurasan. That region, in turn, is linked to Khwarazm by good
routes. Moreover, all three groups allied themselves to Pir Padishah
whose aim no doubt was to re-establish the rule of his family in the
Astarabad region : the Ja’tin1 Qurbani had long-standing friendly relations
with that family. At the same time, there was no established rule in
Khwarazm at that moment. As we have seen, the Noghay-Tatar leader
Edige had taken over there late in 1405 or January 1406, but this did not
prevent Pir Padishah from going there after Shahrukh had defeated him
at Astarabad in Rabi® II, 809 (beg. September 14, 1406).'"9 Thus,
Khwarazm was well-suited as a rallying point and a provisional basis for

108 JA'FARI 1960: 44. This source also mentions that these people had fled from the
Samarqand region and that they traditionally were linked to the family Pir Padishah came
from.

109 See above, note 103.

10 7T: 135-6.
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all those who wanted to escape from Transoxiana and/or who wanted to
carve out a chiefdom of their own out of the Timurid domains in
Mazandaran and Western Khurasan. In 810, Pir Padishah apparently had
gathered a large number of dissatisfied or otherwise dislodged groups
around him in Khwarazm who all had sworn fealty to him as their sultan :
a party of Ja’ani-Qurbani, part of the Traqis who had fled from Mawaran-
nahr, some of the Tawakkuliyan and part of the hazara (one thousand)
of an emir called Najm ad-din, and they all set out again for Astarabad.!'!

To summarise: The Qaratatars probably were the first to leave, and it
can be assumed that they never participated in a battle fighting for Khalil
because their departure should be dated to around March 1405. They had
been newcomers to Central Asia, the memories of their march East were
fresh, and they probably had had no time to establish themselves in new
pasture grounds. The ‘Iraqis came second, leaving in March 1406 after the
victory against Pir Muhammad. They appear to have had a larger proportion
of professional and well equipped warriors among them, and their group
included hostages Temiir had taken in the west, so that they convey a more
“aristocratic” picture. Their departure may have been the most serious
blow to Khalil’s power base. The Ja’tinT Qurbani probably left significantly
later, and possibly participated in one more campaign, namely that against
Hisar; their departure can provisionally be dated to some time between
winter 1406-7 and late spring 1407. After they had left, Khalil lost control
over much of what he had claimed as his territory, he was reduced to the
lands between Kish (Shahrisabz) in the South and Dizak (Jizzax) to the
East, what could be called the larger Samarqand region. This was only a
core of the area where he had succeeded in establishing his rule over the
previous two years, and now even this was shrinking fast. What he really
controlled was not enough to provide fodder for his horses.!?

The performance of the Western troops was not too bad. They had won
the victory over Pir Muhammad. But they are not shown fighting Khu-
dadad and the Moghols who, after all, proved to be the decisive enemy;
details on these campaigns are scarce. We see the Ja’tinl Qurbani again
before Hisar. Altogether, the “ Westerners ” (bar the Qaratatar) were an
important part of Khalil’s military following : Khalil was clearly on the
defensive after the last of them had left, and his ensuing campaigns
against Khudadad were conducted on a much smaller scale.

1 ZT: 195. T have no idea who the last two groups might be.
12 SH: 122/167b.
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Whatever Khalil had in mind — a complete take-over of all his grand-
father’s realm or just a vice-regency as deputy for Shahrukh in Tran-
soxiana — he needed troops. The only way for him to attain any stability
in his power was to establish himself as the master of something which
he later would have to transform into an army of conquest. It seems that
he came to the conclusion early on that he would not succeed in winning
over a sufficient number of Temiir’s main emirs and comrades-in-arms
(or any substantial following within the Temiirid family, for that matter),
possibly precisely for the reasons evoked by Beatrice Manz: the leading
emirs in the Ulus Chaghatay showed a tendency to revert to the state
of things before Temiir, or else to maintain a bystander’s position.''3
Nevertheless, some of these emirs did join Khalil, though not in large
numbers. Khalil thus had to look elsewhere for military support. And
evidently, the “foreign” groups were a logical choice. These were
largely constituted of pastoral nomads, as well as hostages from Western
provinces. They had been part of the right wing of the “ Grand Chinese
Army ” and consequently were under Khalil’s command. However, their
support had to be negotiated, and since they neither had any interest of
their own in the power struggle which now erupted, nor — to put it
mildly — were friends of the Temiirid family, these negotiations meant
that even formal loyalty, let alone active support, had to be bought at a
high price. This price had to be even higher if Khalil was to prove unable
to provide pasture for those of his followers who still had their flocks.
For all these reasons, Khalil was not only dissipating the treasure which
Temiir had accumulated during so many years of victorious campaigns :
it is difficult to see how he could have acted otherwise.

How did Khalil try to win the support he needed ? A number of situ-
ations are on record.

Immediately after Temiir’s death and still before he had entered
Samarqand, he distributed animals : horses, mules and camels which had
belonged to Temiir personally but also to some of his emirs, as well as
weapons, armour and so on. Apparently, it was the ‘Iraqis who princi-
pally profited on this occasion.!'* We also may suppose that some of the
emirs who swore fealty to Khalil did so on the assumption that upon the
capture of Samarqand he would lavishly hand out wealth to them.

113 MaNz 1989: 136.
14 7ZNY II: 492.
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When he had taken control of Samarqand, its citadel and the treasures,
Khalil could indeed use largesse more freely. Preparing his first major
campaign, directed against Sultan Husain in June-July 1405, he mobilised
troops and he gave them much money; the term for such payments
before campaign is dgdlgd'". Tt is not quite clear who received this
money, some of the main emirs who had sided with Khalil were with
Sultan Husain at that moment (albeit involuntarily). The text names Turk-
ish soldiers as recipients of these dgdlgd distributions; but most of the
warriors in Khalil’s army must have been Turkic-speaking, although
there is no information on the Ja’int Qurbani who still may have used
Mongolian. Thus, it is uncertain whether any of the three (or two, if we
do not count the Qaratatar) displaced groups could benefit from this par-
ticular distribution of égdlgd. The fact that the troops had to be mobilised
could be indicative that the ‘Traqis did not profit so much on this occasion
since they probably were not dispersed in the way nomadic warriors
are.'' It is not unlikely that much of these payments went to other con-
tingents, possibly including groups from the “old” Ulus Chaghatay.

However this may be, it is very clear who were the main beneficiaries
in the next instance of dgdlgd being paid. This was before the campaign
against Pir Muhammad which led to the battle at Qarshi in February,
1406. The ‘Iraqis are explicitly mentioned as having received more than
others, and this was one of the reasons why the Chaghatay emirs in
Khalil’s following spoke against them. As a consequence, Khalil appar-
ently did not keep what he had promised them before the campaign.'"’

In the reports on later campaigns, payment of dgdlgd is not mentioned,
so that we are perhaps justified to presume that Temiir’s treasure had
been emptied within one year or one year and a half.

Both ZT and SH comment on the extremes Khalil went to in distribut-
ing riches. Both sources also agree that Khalil gave money without con-

115 See TMEN No. 23; ZT: 83; SH: 57/79a-b. Salmani has a very detailed description
of what went on.

116 The term used in the source (ZT) for “mobilising the army  is ihdar-i lashkariyan.
In Temiirid historiography, this kind of iidar denotes mobilisation of what I have called
the “tribal host” elsewhere. Khalil was in a precarious situation: he had sent an army
— the troops he had at hand in Samarqand — under Sultan Husain’s command to fight
Pir Muhammad and Pir “Alf Taz, but then, Sultan Husain had managed to get control of
this army and led it on Samarqgand, including some of Khalil’s most prominent emirs.
Khalil thus must have been desperate to get another fighting force, and he had no choice
but to call on the nomads in the region who had dispersed to their summer camps — this
was in June, 1405. See PauL 2003 : 25-68.
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trol and — most importantly — to undeserving people. Could this refer
to the likes of rank-and-file warriors and petty chiefs among the Ja’tini
Qurbani, or to inveterate enemies of the Timurid dynasty such as the
Jalayirid leader ?

Besides the treasure, there also was booty to be distributed, on at least
two occasions: the victory over Sultan Husain and the one over Pir
Muhammad. It is not clear how much booty there was in the first case.
But on the second occasion, it seems that the ‘Iraqis felt that they had
been cheated exactly in this respect and that this was the incentive that
made them leave Khalil.

Apart from payment before campaigns and booty after victory, there
is another important aspect. A would-be ruler could also try to win the
loyalty of emirs and tribal leaders by bestowing honours on them, such
as promotions and positions, or, in this particular case, by giving women
to them in marriage. Among the emirs whose names we know there are
no ‘Iraqis, Qaratatars or Ja’uni Qurbani, but we are told that “Ala’ ad-
daula b. Ahmad-i Jalayir had received a respectable position in Khalil’s
entourage.''® No other leaders are mentioned in this manner.

Thus, the reasons the “Westerners” had for leaving Khalil were not
entirely material. When Salmant states that the Ja’ani Qurbant suffered from
“lack of favour”, both material and honorific favours are probably meant.'!

To sum up: The “Westerners” — in this context, the ‘Iragis and the
Ja’in1 Qurbant — soon had the impression that they were not being
treated as they deserved. Their competitors from the “old” Ulus Cha-
ghatay, and above all Khalil’s vizier Allahdad, seem to have prevailed in
the struggle for resources. Khalil may have wished to use the “ Western-
ers”, above all the “Traqis, to counter-balance those Chaghatay emirs (not
too many of those had joined him, in the first place, and that may have
made their bargaining power stronger) who had thrown in their lot with
him. But if so, he clearly failed, and this failure became apparent after
his victory over Pir Muhammad. This in turn made it clear to the ‘Iraqis
that they had no brilliant future at the Transoxanian court, whatever their
military value might be.

Why, given that he had so many important assets on his side, did
Khalil not succeed in the power struggle after Temiir’s death ? His mili-

17 SH: 95f/133a-134a; ZT: 100.
18 TA: 291 (Arabic) / 271 (Persian translation).
19 The term is ‘indyat, see above note 103.
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tary following was heterogeneous — but so was Temiir’s, and Shahrukh
probably had to rely on no less heterogeneous an army. The decisive
difference between Temiir’s first field of activity and Khalil’s was that
Temiir acted within the Ulus Chaghatay, which formed a political and
military reference system of its own, whereas Khalil had to cope with
fragments from different systems : this was one reason why he could not
refer to a common political culture. He had to act within what remained
of the Ulus Chaghatay in terms of territory and also of people, but the
Ulus as a political and military reference system was largely extinct, and
therefore could not provide a framework for his undertakings, not even
with regard to those to whose fathers and grandfathers the Ulus was
meaningful as a concept. What remained from the “old” Ulus was a
memory of better times, where emirs were much freer to choose their
overlords. But this was exactly a reference Khalil did not want, on the
contrary : his aim must have been to continue in his grandfather’s foot-
steps.

The differences in outlook and background between the two factions
Khalil had to unite were so great that whatever he did in favour of the
one had to be viewed as injustice, and indeed an outrage, by the other
group. This is reflected in the discussion in ZNY of the reasons for Khal-
1l’s failure : after a general statement that no one can succeed where God
has decreed otherwise, more practical issues are also addressed. Khalil
was not qualified as Temiir’s successor because he favoured “foreign-
ers” and base people, and it is stated that he squandered the treasure on
those people who later on brought about his downfall.'?° This should be
referred to the ‘Iraqis, of course, but also probably the Ja’uni Qurbani
— and it must be remembered that both groups left Khalil because they
thought they were given too little ““ favours . This was a serious dilemma.
Khalil tried to get support and loyal service (khidma) by extending what-
ever he could as benefits (ni ma) to those he wanted to win to his cause.
But since many of these recipients of his ni ma were not interested in his
project, and since he could not point to a common reference system, the

120 ZNY 11: 515-6. He spent the treasure “bar jam‘T ki dar akhir kharabi-yi mulk-ash
az ishan shud” (515); a little later we read “ jam T mardum-i bigana-yi past-paya-ra ba-
mazyad-i ‘inayat wa tarbiyat ikhtisas bakhshid wa har yak-ra qarini sakhta ba-martaba-
yi imarat wa sarwart risanid (of a group of people who at the end were instrumental in
his downfall, he singled out a group of foreigners and base people by an excess of favour
and fostering ; and, having made a Qariin [a quranic figure, fabulously rich] out of every-
one, he promoted him to a position of military leadership) ”. This made the majority of
emirs and other leaders turn away from him (516).
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price went up. The situation got even more uncontrollable because there
were at least two competing groups among the potential “servants”,
jealously watching over who got what. Arguably, Khalil could not hope
to meet the expectations of either group, even less of both, not even if he
had won an uninterrupted series of victories with much booty to distrib-
ute : even in that case, the “servants” would have considered the booty
they got as less than their fair share.

Moreover, and perhaps this is the most important point, we observe
that he did not succeed — if he ever tried in earnest — to build a group
of personally loyal followers whom he could have trusted. Apparently,
he did not have any substantial group of personal retainers (nékers) — at
least they do not come to the fore in the sources. There must be weighty
reasons for that, because a band of ndkers was what every pretender in
the Turko-Mongolian world needed first and foremost.

There were two major ways to acquire such a retinue. The first one
was the way that led Shahrukh to success : his continuous and undisputed
reign in a major province, Khurasan, certainly was instrumental for the
final outcome of the succession wars. In this process, Shahrukh was able
to forge personal relationships with a number of emirs who served him
loyally for the rest of their lives. For this, Khalil was not well placed. He
was too young to have such a record of administrative practice (he was
born before 1387, but not by many years), and he had to act far from the
region where he may have had personal attachments. The second one had
been Temiir’s own: the period of gazaqliq, petty warring, raids and
retreats, largely without a home territory, until he was accepted at last as
the only political and military leader within the Ulus Chaghatay.'?! In
these times of hardship, Temiir attracted the men who later on became
pillars of his Empire. But at this particular juncture, after Temiir’s death,
there apparently was no room for gazaqliq, and therefore, Khalil went for
what seemed to be a shortcut. He tried a third path: he thought he could
win support and loyalty from a heterogeneous group of men who acted
as spokesmen of their own followings by showering largesse on them;
he tried to establish bonds of mutual loyalty with them, bonds which
would be as strong as were those between Temiir and his early compan-
ions. According to the sources, there were “deserving” and ““undeserv-
ing” men among those he wanted to attract, and probably the *“deserv-
ing” men were high-ranking emirs : just those who would not have been
the ones to join Khalil (or anybody else) as personal retainers in a
qazaqliq enterprise. It was just these men whose power he would have
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to reduce like Temiir had done with the tribal chiefs, and this was exactly
what he could not achieve because he lacked the personal retinue, the
enlarged war band with which he might have overcome their opposition.
He could only try to play off one faction against the other. And we must
remember that it took Temiir many years to come to grips with the tribal
leaders within the Ulus — Khalil certainly had no time to lose. So his
attempt at collapsing his grandfather’s career into just one or two years
apparently was doomed to failure.

Khalil failed even though he was not, at the beginning, entirely without
success. It is not enough to state that he did not win often enough to
impose himself'?> — the disintegration process started before any sig-
nificant military setbacks are on record, namely after the victory over Pir
Muhammad. Since his inner circle was not of the same kind as Shah-
rukh’s was or as Temiir’s had been, he lacked one of the central tools to
transform the groups who together formed his military support into an
army of conquest, and thus, his support broke down before conquest
could begin.

121" See HoLZWARTH 2002 : 152-156 on gazaqliq.
122 See SH: 100/138b.
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KHALIL SULTAN AND THE “ WESTERNERS

Jiirgen PAUL, Khalil Sultan and the “Westerners” (1405-1407)

Khalil Sultan ruled at Samarqand from 1405 to 1409. During the first two
years of his rule, he had remnants of the right wing of Temiir’s Grand Chinese
Army at his disposal, basically three groups collectively known as the “ Western-
ers”: the Qaratatars, the Ja’uni-Qurbanis and the ‘Iraqgis. They all left him at
various points.

The paper retraces the chronology of these departures and asks whether these
losses were instrumental in weakening Khalil and thus contributed to his down-
fall. Besides, it looks at the history of the three groups in order to identify the
motives behind their behaviour. Finally, it reexamines the question of how and
why Khalil depleted his grandfather’s treasure in so short a period of time.

The concluding section gives reasons why Khalil’s bid for power was doomed
to failure.

Jiirgen PAUL, Khalil Sultan et les « Occidentaux » (1405-1407)

Khalil Sultan régna a Samarcande de 1405 a 1409. Pendant les deux premiéres
années de son régne, il avait a sa disposition les troupes qui lui restaient de 1’aile
droite de la Grande Armée de Chine de Temiir, essentiellement trois groupes
connus dans leur ensemble comme les «Occidentaux » : les Qaratatars, les
Ja’tni-Qurbanis et les ‘Traqis. Tous le quittérent a des moments différents.

L’article réexamine la chronologie de ces défections et tente de déterminer si
ces pertes affaiblirent Khalil de fagon décisive et contribuerent a sa chute. En
outre, cette étude reprend |’histoire des trois groupes en question afin de saisir
les motifs de leur conduite. Enfin, il reprend la question de savoir comment et
pourquoi Khalil vida le trésor de son grand-pere en si peu de temps.

La partie finale de I’article s’attache a cerner les raisons qui firent que la
tentative de ce prince pour s’établir sur le trone était vouée a 1’échec.
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