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ABSTRACT

AS&HOR: Linda S. Northrup - Qj

TITLE OF THESIS: Muslim-Christian Relations during the Reign of the Mamlik
' Sultan al-Malik al-MansGr Qald’W@n (678/1279 - 689/1290) .

DEPARTMENT & Institute of Islami¢ Studies, McGill Uaiversity,
DEGREE: ’ M.A.

Most modern studies have portrayed the Mamlik period as that in
whxc@bthe Christian population of the Mamluk empire reached 1ts demipse.
Two reasob;aéﬁ most often given for this situation: 1) the effect of the
Crusades in arousting anti-Christian sentiment and 2) the Mongbl tnvasions
to which several Christian powers gave active assistance, This study
which 1s limited to the contemporary and later Arabic chnonicles and which
examines the reign of Qald@’Un as a case study for the Mamliik period, indi-
cates that contrary to this view, no correlation exists between these two
historical factors and the treatment of Christians 1n the MamlGk period
during the reign of Qald’ln. In fact, the situation of the 1ndigenous
Christians seems to have been relatively stable. Those measures which were
instituted were taken against a particular category of Christians, not against
the population as a whole. Not only do the Mamliks of this period seem to
have distinguished between variocus Christian parties in their treatment of -
them, but a variety of opinioh concerning Christians seems to have existed
among various elements’of the Muslim population as well. Furthermore, -
Mamluk policy at this period toward foreign Christian powers does not seem
to have been mottivated by purely religious considerations. Thus, our views >
concerning the Mamluk period must be revised to recognize that, although the
MamlTk period was certainly a period of decline for Christianity, it should,
nevertheless, not be described uniformly as being one of disaster for the
Chriséian community.
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RESUME ,

AUTEUR: Linda S. Northrup

TITRE DE LA THESE: Muslim-Christian Relations duriﬁg the Reign of the Mamluk
Ca Sultan al-Malik al-Manstr Qala’tn (678/1279 - 689/1290).
o

DEPARTEMENT: Institute of Islamic Studies, McGill University.
DEGRE: M.A.

La plupart des études modernes ont‘décrxs 1'époque des Mamelouks
comme celle dont la population chrétienne de 1'empire mamelouk a aEtel?ﬁ son
décés. Deux raisons sont souvent données pour cette situation: 1) l'effet
des croisades en évelblant des sentiments contre les Chrétiens, et 2) les
attaques des Mongoles que plusieurs pulssances chrétiennes ont aidées ac- |,
tivement. Cet étude, qui se limite aux chroniques arabes contemporalres et
tardives et qui examine le rdgne de Qala’ln comme exemple de L'époque des
Mamelouks, indique le contraire de cette perspective. Il n'y a pgs de rapport
entre ces deux éléments historiques et le traitement des Chrétiens pendant le
;égne de Qala’tn dans 1l'époque des Mamg}ouks. En effeé, la si1tuation des
Chrétiens indigénes parait avoir été relativement fixe. Ces mésures, qul
avaient été instituds, avaient été pris particuliérement contre une catégorie
de Chrétiens et pas contre la populatign chrétienne entidre. Les Mamelouks
de cet &poque pas seulement semblent avoir distingué entre les parties
chrétiennes diverse, mais il parait y avoir été aussi plusieurs avis sur les
Chrétiens entre les é1éments divers de la populatlén musulmane, De plus, la
politique des Mamelouks pendant cet époque vews les puissances chrétiennes :
étrangdres ne paralt pas avoir été motivée par des considérations purement
religieuses. Ainsi, nos avis sur 1'époque des Mamelouks doit Stre revus polr
reconnaitre que, bien que 1'époque des Mamelouks a surement été une période

de décadence pour la Chrétienté, 1l ne faut pas némmoins la décrire uni- ;

formément comme avoir été une péripde de malheur pour la communauté chrétienne.
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INTRODUCTION

4
Muslim-Christian relations, and especially Muslim relations

with the authochthonous Chrtistian population living under Muslim rule,
is not a subject that has been entirely neglected by Western orientalists.
E. L. Butcher addressed the matter as early as 1897 within the context of
her history of the Church of Egypt,l the chief value éf which for us lies in
the fact that 1f 1s based, for the most part, on Christian sources, though
such Arabic and Muslim sources as were then available in translation were
also UtLlLZGd. This work, then, provides"a different background against
which to view this present study which employs the Arabic Muslim sources
Viéh the exception of wne Arabic Coptic source, Mufaddal ibn abl al-Fada’il.
. In addi%;on to numerous arylcles dealing with this question

s

there ex1st lengthier studies based on théi}rach sources such as A. S.
Tritton's The Caliphs and Their .Non-Muslim

2
ubjf¢cts” and Antoine Fattal's

[ 4
Le Statut légal des non-musulmans eALpays Aslam. These studies, however,

tend to approach the problem in one of two ways, neither of which alone ex-
plains the vicissitudes of these relations. One type deals with the legal
position adopted by Muslims in matterg regarding non-Muslims living under their
rule and, therefore, presents the normative situation. For example, Antoiﬁg
Fattal's wo;k treats the legal position of non-Muslims. Several\fatwés4
respecting dhimmIsS have a;so be€h published: for }nstance, thosé of Ahmad

ibn Al—ﬂusayn al-Maliki, published by Richard Gottheil6 and Taqi al-Din Abu

c.. . 7 . .
al-Hasan al-$hafi 1 al-MisrT. Several tracts, written at different
. 3 ‘

L
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periods, which have come down to,us, have as their goal to point out
the discrepancies Between the legal position of non-Muslims and their

" 3 '
actual status and behavior: for example, ti¥%e of “Uthman ibn Ibrihim
al-NabulusT from the‘hyyﬁbxd period, concerning employment of dhimmig,
especially Copts in administrative posts in Egypt? and Jamd@l al-DIn AbG
Muhammad ©Abd al-Rahim 1bn al-Hasan al-CUmawT al-Qurayshi al-Asnawi,

whose tract is discussed by M. Perlmann9 in connection with other docu-
ments such as the piece wratten by Ghdz1 ibn al-Wasiti, published by
. 10
Richard Gotthe1il.
A second category is concerned with the historical expression

of Musiim attitudes toward non-Muslim subjects. For example, the ar-

ticles in the EncxglopaedLa/g?Aiglam, "Dhimma' by Claude Cahen,ll "Kibt"
i

1 .
by Gaston Wiet 2 and ”Nagﬁrﬁzrby A. S. Trittcn,13 tn addition to

v

Tritton's The Caliphs and Their Non-Muslim Sugjectslq and E. Strauss'

hS
b

~

study, ''The Social Isolation of Ahl al—Dhimma,”15 and Richard Gottheil's
article '"Dhimmis and Moslems 1n Egypt”16 in the main simply trace the

imposition of various restrictions throughout Islamic.history. Such .
A4 ,

»

studies tend to be little more than chronological lxgls of the occasions
on which various restrictions were imposgd Qr renewed withoug the bene-
fit of reference to the wider historical context at any given time.

Some of these studies have covered such long periods of time that had
they been based lon detailed inveétigatxons which had taken into account
the broader hist ricgl framework, the undertaking wbuld have been of

nearly impossible magnitude, Yet only studies which consider the problem

'

<
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of Mdslig~Christ1an relations in a wider settfhg and on a more modest

scale to begin with, will eventuflly achieve any real understanding. : v
’ L4

Furthermore, seldom do these studies, with the exception of ,
) . P 4
the tracts and 4., .was published to datg, count among their sources '

contemporary and original materials. For example, information con- 4

o
N

> -
cerning the Mamlik period, even the early Mamlik period, "found 1in

these works 1is derived almost exclusively from oneg or the other of
B . B ) _ . o .
al-Maqrizi's two works, -Kitdb al-sulik li-ma‘rifat al-muliik 7 or ‘ Lot

-
)

- e ’ A |
al-Mawﬁclg wd al-LCtLbar fT1 dhikr al-athar. 8 Neither of these works

i

had been examined critically at the time they were employed in these

) .

studies for such things as the authot's sources, his accurac os- -
24 ’ Yy, P

sitble biases, etc,, in regard to different periods in Islamic hist¥§ry

o

and with respect to our subject.

1

About the most that can be gained from these studies is the }
|
|

1 . <9 ¢ , )
recognition that the Muslim position vis-3-vis non-Mglem subjects did
not really become well-defined until the second century hi]raﬂor‘so, .-
o ]
and that in'any case, peactice rarely followed doctrine in that such Yo

. ¢

restrictions were at best applied only sporadically. For example, the
Mamliik period, as portrayed by most studies, ig notorious as being .
thi} in which indigenous Christians, and especially the Coptic:-community’

\

of Eg&pt, were dea}t a nearly fatal blow. Yet, there are indications

that even w}thih this perjiod, variations in the condition under which 3
. , J
Christians existed were to be found. One passage, found in both .
: % ' b
e- g .
N 4 . X . , J-‘,
. Lo X
< . ' Y \v:f,_
~ N ‘<v“ < ¥
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al-Maqrizi's al-Khitat - and in al-CAyni's Ciqd al-jumdn fI tarTkh &hl

- 20 . . ’ -t . .
al-zaman~ points to this fact. Here, Qala’lin's reign 1¢ pictured as
; Ed

-

b7ing a period of relative austerity for Christians in contrast to the
) \

\

lAxity wbich prevailed in their régard under Qala’tn's son and suc-
)
cessor, ,al-Ashraf Khalil. This leads to the conclusion that such re-

strictions or measures as were imposed must have been applied 1n te-

o o

I '
spdnse to specific causes or situations, not because of any constant,

-

éﬁdroughgoing attempt or, perhaps, even desire to’adhere to the Muslim

LY

legal and theoretical position.
What 1s needed now then, are studies based on the originail
' 4
Muslim and Arab sources which examine Muslim behavior and attitudes

©

toward Chrisf;gns, both foreign and autochthonous, within the context of

a particular historical périod in order to determine what those causes ? i

o

or circumstances were which led to the imposition of restrictive

’

‘ Q
measures, or, for that matter, to more-facile relations. The only

study of which I am aware that makes any effort in this direction is
i

that of Emmanuel Sivan entitled L'Islam et la éroisade; idéologie et

» 4

. : 21 ’
opagande dans leg réactions musulma croisade wherein he
\ ' /
traces the concept of -jihad in relation to the historical events of the
$h L ’
‘Crusades andﬁ'ﬁongpl invasions.

Whac I propose here is a study of Muslim-Christian relattons,i

in particular'ﬁhslim relations with the Christian population of the

v

Mamlik empire.? within the framework of the events involving foreign

.Christian powérs during the reign of the MamlGk sultan al-Malik

. £
!
v

o
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al-Mansir ;Qala’Gn (678/1279 - 689/1230). Not only is his eleven-year

R
reign a manageable span of time for investigation, but it is a period

= ~

,“wﬁggh witnessed a great deal of activity with regard to foreign
=

Cbristiéns on all fronts (the Crusader kingdoms, the Byzantine empire,

“

Little Armenia, Georgia, Nubia, Abyssinia apd even the Christian West).
Such a period, therefore, affords the opportunity to explore several
aspects of Muslim-Christian relations. Fof exgm?le,ﬁwe may ask

whether all Christians--foreign and native--were regarded in the same
way by ali Muslims or whethe; distinctions were made 1n the treatment

of different Christian fac£ions. For example,.Qere the local Christians

differentiated from their fellow, but foreign, coreligionists? Can one

’

distinguish between the treatment of various groups even within the

local CH;istian population of the MamlUk empire? Finally, we may ask

s

what connection, 1f any, existed between the treatment of Christians

»
‘

livihg under Mamlik rule with the events-of the day involving other
Christian parties as, for instance, the Crusaders. ~

Answers to such questions will enable us not only to under-

'y
-

stand more precisely Muslim-Christian relations in general, but also to

-

indicate more clearly certain characterist;cs of the early Mamluk period

by sugge&txng, for instance, to what extent the ruling class was moti-

vated by religious considerations of various kinds, what roles were

played by other elements of the popdlatton--bbth Christian and Mustim--

and so on. . ‘ ‘
e Y

'\\
P Although there is certainly muchtlnfor?atipn to be gained from—

- 3
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other types of material such as biographical dictionaries and, perbaps,
colleéctions of fatwas, I have limited my investigation here to the

study of Muslim-Christian relations duringothe reigh of al-Malik al-Mansur

ala’tn as reflected by the Arabic chronicles, both contemporary and later,
y

{In Chapter One I shall analyze the contempo}ary and later sources with

v

respect to

slim=~Christian relations for Qal@’un's reign in the light of

severalsfecent historiographical analyses of these sources to determine not

only, which are original, but also what differences exist between the

eapflier and later historians, as well as what kind of information can be

deyived from this type of material, and whether the nature of these ma-

o

1als itself might suggest conclusions regarding the subject. Chapter

wOo contains a reconstruction of the sources for a history of Muslim-

Christian Telations during the reign of al-Malik al-Mangﬁr'Qalé’Gn ac-

cording to the Arabic chronfcles and in the 11ght~of historxogrizhical

analysis. It is hoped that this investigation will produce answers to

e

some of the questions posed here, thus shedding further’lxght on the

~

period as a whdtes

s *
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Footnotes

The Story of the Church aof Egypt (2 vols.; London: Smith, Elder &

Co., 1897).

(London: Oxford University Press, 1930).

(Beirut: Imprimerie Catholique, 1958).

A fatwa is a formal legal opinion given by one trained in the
Islamrc legal sciences who 1s called a mufti.

L4

The term "dhimmi'" refers to a person who is a member of a revealed
religion other than Islam to whom the Muslim community, therefore,
"accords hospitality and protection...on condition of their ac-
knowledging the domination of Islam.' Claude Cahen, "Dhimma,"
Encyclopaedia of Islam, ed. J. H. Kramers et al. (3 vols. to date of

2nd rev. ,ed.; Leiden:
to as EIL ), I1I,.227,

E. J. Brill, 1960-1971, hereafter referred

"A fetwa ©n the Appointment of Dhimmis to Office," Zeitschrift flr

Assyriologie (1912),

203-214.

"An Unpublish.2d XIVth Century Fatwa on the Status of Foreigners in
Mamluk Egypt and Syria,'" edited with introduction, translation and
Paul Kahle Festschrift, ed. W. Heffening

notes by A. S. Atiya in:
and W. Kirfel (Letden:

E. J. Brill), 1935), 55-68.

Claude Cahen, "Histoires coptes d'un cadi médiéval: extraits du
Kitab tadjrid saff al-himma l'stikrdadj md@ fi dhimmat al-dhimma de
Uthman b. Ibrahim an-Nabulusi," Bulletin de 1'Institut Fran?aLs

d'Archéologie Orientale (BIFAQ), LIX (1960), 133-150.

'""Notes on Anti-Christian Propaganda in the Mamlik Empire,'" Bulletin
of the School of Qriental and African Studies (BSOAS), X (1940-

1942), 843-861.

"An Answer to the Dhimmis,"
(JAOS), XLI (1921), 383-457.

EI, II, 227-231.

Journal of the American Oriental Society

Ed. -Thomas Houtsma et al., hereafter referred to as g;l (4 vols. and

supplement; Leiden: E. J. Brill, 1913-1938), 990-1003.

§11,4848-851.
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Etudes orientales 3 la mémoire do
(Budapesty 1950), 73-94.

ul Hirschler, ed. Dr, O. Komlds

0ld Testament and Semitic Studies in Memory of William R. HasMer, ed.

Francis R. Harper, et. al. (Chicago: University of Chicago Press,
1908), 353-414. )

Edited with notes by M} M. Ziyada and A. E. €ashir (4 vols. to date;
Cairo: 1934-1972). French translation by M. Quatremére, entitled
Histoire des sultans mamlouks de 1'Egypte écrite en arabe par Tak1i-
eddin-Ahmed-Makrizi (2 vols.; Paris: 1837-1845),

(2 vols.5 Bulaq, 1270 h.). o

11, 497 N\
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Badr al-Din al—cAan, CIgd al-juman fi tarikh ahl al-zamdn (69 vols.;
Dar al-Kutub MS, 1584 ma arif amma. (Photocopy of hand copy of fols,
160 vo, =~ 160 ro.). I am indebted to Dr. D. P. Little for making

this portion of the manuscript available to me,

(Paris: Librairie demé}ique et d'Oriept,‘Adrien Maisonneuve, 1968).
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CHAPTE2 I ? -

THE SOURCES ° .

’

The sources for the period of Qalad’in have been submitted to
rather thorough and comprehensive historiographical analysis i1n recent
years by several scholars, especially Ulrich Haarmann,l GYtz Schregle,2
and Donald P. Little3 among others. Schregle's analysis, though for

an ea.lier period, i1s useful for what it reveals concerning the meta-
¥

morphosis of historical fact as 1t 1s transmitted through several

historians, generation after generation. In the case of the example
Ahe has used in his study--Shajar al-Durr--we witness the growth of a
legend around an historical person. Thus, sources must be used crfti-
cally, i.e., the facts must be extracted, as far as possible, from
fiction or legend. Among the sources whose treatment of Shajar al-Durr

Schregle has 1nvestigated are some of the same sources which we shall

. *
examine for Qala’un's, reign.

Haarmann's study, using a somewhat different approach, that T

of comparing two contemporary chronicles whose authors wrote in the

. 2

‘“‘neW style" of the times, has also arrived at certain conclusions re-

-
.

garding the process of,''IMiterarization' or'He-historicization' of

~

history resulting from the language and style which became popular and
certain other practices-which became current 1n medieval Arabic histor-
ical writing.h. For example, "an increasing number of elements of adab--

poetry, anecdotes, epigrams, and the like--were introduced into

-



¥ .'].0‘ /&

[
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¢

historical writing which were not to be found in classical histories. .

// Since Haarmann has used two of the sources for Qald’in's reign as the

i

vehicle of his study and has analyzed them for the years 682/1283-1284 -
687/1288-1289 which fall within that sultan's reign, his conclusions S

are of major significance for this present enqulfy.

&

¢

Little, on the other hand, who has attempted to estdblish
what he quotes Claude Cahen as calling a '"repertorium'" of the sources

s A
-

(i.e., "an analytical survey of the sources which'awms at classifying
them i1n terms of their value t;\modern historlans“),5 has made the fost
comprehensive analysis of the three. Thereforé, although his work
deals with a very slightly later period, the reign of al-Malik al-Nasir

v

Muhammad b. Qaia’un (especially the years 694/1294-1295,’899/1299-1300

and 705/1305-1306), we shall use his analysis as our point de repére in
the discussion to follow of the sources for Qal3’iGn's reign as they

appear 1in the light of these studies and others ang in the light of my
pp b2 g

own work in which I have sought to analyze the sources ih relation to a

-

particular subject matter--Mamlik-Christian relations,
One of the primary aims of . Little's study was to isolate
" hose works which are original or primary 40urces'from those which are
only secondary. This was accomplished by a careful word-by-word com=

parison which established the relationship 'of one chronicle or historian

»?

to another. His investigation showed 'that there are three sources for

the early reign of al-Malik an-Nasir, on one, or more of which all other

¢

sources rely to some degree or other. These three are Zubdat al-fikra




°l

&

»
s

y £
by Baibars al-Mansiiri, Hawddit az-zaman by al-‘(',azar“i, and Nuzhat an-ndzir
C 6 Q .
by al-Yusufi.'" At least two other contemporary and original sources
. ' \
exist for the reign of Qald’un which do not figure among those sources

.

for the reign of al-Malik al-N'é§ir-—Ibn"\?Abd al-Zahir and Ibn al-Mukarram.

3
4

Tn/am following pages we shall examine the contemporary ;
and later sources in chronological order insofar as this iswpossible,

selecting for analy§is accounts of events involving Muslim-Christian
¢
¢ relations. The methodology Gsed is that of Little, 1i.e., careful word-

by-word comparison of these reports. 1In each case our findings' will be
<4
compared et previous historiographical analyses 1n order to verify
the results of these for the reign of 'Qala’lin with respect to our subject.

e

Contemporary Sources

’ . N N

Ibn “Abd al-zahir: ’ \ }

The author of Tashr1f al-ayyam wa-al-cugﬁr f1 sirat al-Malik

al-MansEE7 was born in Cairo in 620/1223, the son of a Qur’3an reader.

According to Murad Kamil, editor of Tashrif al-ayyam, Ibn cAbd al-Zahir

himself was a shaykh of the Qur’an readers in his tine and was noted as
3

' 9

well for his proficiency i1n grammar and in the Arabic language.

\,,__,//ﬂbwever, Ibn “Abd al-Zahir also served as the chief of the diwén al-

A\

1

inshz’a’lo during the reigns of al-Malik al-Z&hir Baybars;. al-Malik al-Mangir

Qald’tin and al-Malik al-Ashraf KhalTl., TIn this capacity he was re-

\

sponsible for the official correspondance, the writing of documents, and

I

the keeping of the official journal.11 | '



o
Ibn cAbd al -Z3hir has left us a history of each of the sultans
under whom he served which Cahen describes as a sort of edited version

of the official journal of the daily activities of the rulers kept by

|
Ibn LAbd al-Zahir. 2 If the style of Tashr1f al-avyam is somewhat

journalistic, it has, however, been tempered by the inclusion of poetry
(sometimes his own, sometxmes'that of others), and of other literary
citations, especially on the occasions of great victories such as the

c onquest of Marqab or upon the deaths and births of members of the
-rulxng famly, etc. 1Ibn “abd al-Zahir's interests as reflected by

Tashrif al-ayyam are, for the most part, political and international

On rare occasions he discusses new buildings in Cairo, a flood in Damascus, ‘the
level of the Nile, and so on. "

The potentiral value of Ibn CAbd al-Z3ahir as a primary source
for the period seems fairly obvious. The high position he held, by virtue
of which he himself was a participant in the affairs of state, would have
given him atcess to official documents of which he himself may often have
been the a;éhor, as well as to other privileged oral and written informattion.
Schregle, however, is skeptical of Ibn CA'bd al-Z&hir's reliability in
relation to his period of study, for, according to him, Ibn CAb{ﬂi}:Zﬁhir
seems to be carried away from the bare historical truth by his rhetorical
style, and cautions that he should be consulted with reservation.
Haarmann's analysis, however, confirms our first assumption. He declares,
"It is asggnishing to what degree his lives of the princes constitute

quantitatively and qualitatively three of the most important sources of

’
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early MamlUk history up to the year 692.”14

Indeed, his chronicle is literally filled with copies of

documents of the most impersonal nature, some of which are not to be

found elsewhere. Those which most affect this study are the numerous
treaties concluded with the Crusader kingdoms of the Syrian Littoral
which close study shows to have heen one of Qald’ln's most effective
tools in briﬁging about their eventual liquidation. A glance at the
tables will show the extent of this activity'in (Qa18’un's politique.
In 681/1282-1283 Ibun. Abd al-ZEhhr reports the text of the treaty con-

cluded with the Templars of Tortosa,15 in 682/1283-1284 the treaty with

CAkkﬁ,16 and 1n 684/1285-1286 the treaty with the Princess of Tyre.17

Also 1ncluded are copies of agreemen concludéd with other foreign ’

Christian powers such as the truce with the ruler of Sis (Little Armenia)

1 i

\
concluded 1n 684/1285-128618 and the treaties with Genoa19 ans with

2
Aragonngnd Sicily 0 1n 689/1290. 1In addition to treaties Ibn cAbd
al-Zahir takes interest in another category of diplomatic activity-- -

the arrival and dispatch of envoys to and from western Christian
lands, Constantinople, Cyprus, Nubia, and Abyssinia.

Ibn “Abd al-Zahir also reports on military ventures such as g

1
a raiding party which attacked a caravan from STs 1n 631/1282—1283,2 the
-

.- 2
Nubian campaign which is discussed under the anfial for 686/1287-1288, 2

the conquest of various fortresses such as al-Kakht3 in 682/1283-1284,23
- .
Qalat al-TInT in 683/1284-1285,%% Marqab?® and Maraqiyah’® in 684/1285- '

- .

1286, and Laodicea in 686/1287-1288.2

-

ro '
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The affairs of the local Christian population are not neglected

altogether, however, although itnformation is not usually found in the

¥ t
context of a specific report on their situation. For example, Ibn €Abd

¢

R -
al~Z3hir reports that in 689/1290 a treaty was concluded with Aragon o
and Sicily which contained a clause providing that upon the death of
3ra

ara

any merchant who was a subject of the sultan, whether Muslim, Nas

-

(Christian), or dhimmI, within the domains of the kings of Aragon and

. 28
Sicily, his money and goods, etc., were to be returned to the sultan.

™
&lthough the .sultan may have been more concerned for the wealth that

would be returned to his possession than for the welfare of his subjects,

-

it 1s significant, perhaps, that Nasdra and dhimmis are mentioned on an’

equal basis with Muslims 1n the context of this treaty.
{

\

In this same year a treaty was also signed with ,Genoa 1n the
presence of bishops (al-asdqifa) and monks (al-rahbﬁn).29 A bishop

N . * 30
also wrote a\testimony which was sworn upon by the ambassador, was .

N

< 3L 32 . .
witness to the signing of an oath, and wrote testimony, an indication
that the Christian clergy, at least, did enjoy certain status and ‘

)
played a useful part in effecting Qald’tn's policy especially 1in regard J

to his Christian allies. This sort of information, therefore, is not

n

given so much for 1ts own sake, but rather as it is related to some

other event which\1§ the actual focus of attention,
. c S .
In one instance only does Ibn Abd al-Zdhir ever mention an
event in which a Christian played some central role., And even here the

nature of the report leaves doubt as to whether the incident was

N

mentioned on its own merit or whether, indeed, because a Christian and

/

1
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a Jew had been involved., 1In 684/1285-1286, as the story goes, a Jew
and a Christian were the accomplices of a Muslim, Shihdb al-DIn ibn .

DubaysT, who was a member of the balga33 of Damascus and who had been

-engaged in forging the signature of the sultan on certain royal docu-

ments. The sultan's first reaction when he became informed of this,
was that the tongué of the Muslim should be cut out and that he should
be publicly disgraced, while the punishment of the Jew and Christian

should be tasmTr.34 Upon second thought, however, the sultan sought a

~

fatwa from the fuggha (lawyers), who recommended that all three be
ol 35

pugished and 1mprisoned.
v At no point does 1Ibn “Abd al-Zahir indulge in abusive rhetoric

against Christians to an excessive degree. On only one or two occasions

does he i1ndicate his annoyance toward them, and’ understandably so, as

for example, 1n regard to the Patriarch of al-Hadath who had given

3 .

, . 3
assistance to the Mongols, 6

Thus, Ibn Abd al-Zahir appears to be a valuable source for

N

’
N

the period of Qald@’ln especially with regard to the relations of the

empire with foreign Christian powers. His reports which appear to be (>
& ’ o

abjective 1n nature are often oxxékdﬁl135d,sometimes“are not to be

r.

found in other places.

gxl(l'l'l-[.,

Ibn al-Mukarram:

A second source far the rejign of Qal3d’tn is Jamal al-DIn AbT
al-Fadl Muhammad al-Ansari al-RuwayficI al-Ifriqi al-Misr1 Ibn al-Mukarram
(630/1233 - 711/1311). He is, apparently, still the object of some con-

a

troversy, for some doubt yet exists as to whether the Ibn al-Mukarram so
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A

,or‘Tadhkigah al-labib wa nuzhat al-adib?s is one and the same person as

N

N\ x,

often cited by Ibn al-Furat, and who was employed in the diwan al-

¢ v
inshda’ under Qalﬁ‘ﬁn and who composed a work entitled Dhakirat al“kﬁtib3?

a

3

"

+ ¥

the author of Lisan al-CArab. J. W. Fllck thinks them to be so. The au-

- .Con -
‘athqr of Lisan, who claims descent from Ruwayfiii b. Thabit, a governor

of Tripoll »m North Africa, ca. 48/688, was "kadi of Tripolis in North

Africa," and according to Ibn Hajar, "all his life employed 1n the
\
diwan al-inshd’)' thus making identification of thé two as one 1n the sami/

9' " . N

person fairly certain.3 In any case the author of Dhakirat al-kdtib, by
\,

' N\ < i
virtue of his position in the chancellery of‘Qald’in, potentially ranks

E

. ) c .
in Lmportance as an orlginal Source with Ibn "Abd al-Zahir. Unfortunately,
s .

we now have access to this work Gn}y through Ibn al-Furd@tand al-Gilqashandi.
3
Although little can be said of his work at this point, he should be kept
N ®
in mind as a possible Uriginal source, especially as we sh@ll have the
.‘ \

N\
occasion to meet with him again later when discussing Ibn al-Furat's

[

history. RN ’ 1
\

Baybars al-Mansiri: , &f

What we know of the life of Ruk al-Din Baybars al-Mansuril Y

(d. 725/1354) has been outlined elsewhere, especially in the several ar-
™

. 2%
tﬂﬁies of E. As@@%&, and so we shall not dwell upon biographical details

here.40 Suffice it to say that Baybars al-Mansiri was a high-ranking"
o, n ¢

r

member of the military as early as Qala’un's reign and was himself most

probably a participant in mhny of the events about.which he writes in

Zubdat al-fikra fT -tarikh al-htjraé.‘1 For example, he reports on the

»

’
)
v ]

P ‘
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‘i o
Battle of Hims in 680/1281-1282 at which he was present according to

42 , . ;
Ashtor, I, however, found no explicit reference to his presence in

Zubdat _al-fikra although his report does sound as though it might have

been written by someone who had been present.43 Nor. does he fail to in-
4
clude a copy of the doqument issued by the new sultan in which he was named

44

governor of Karak 1in 685/1286-1287, as well as some observations on his

experiences there.qé Therefore, we should expect to find some original

information in Zubdat al-frkra for our period as Well, based on the

~

author's own experiences or on tho of the people with'whom he was in
contact during these years,

This préliminary assumption {3 challenged, however, by a c¢om-

\

parison of Zubdat al-fikra with Ibn CAbd al-zahir's Tash§%§§al-ayy5m‘
nt«\(i.e., 681/

For those years in which the works of both authors are ex
1282-1283 throughout the rest of Qal3d’diin's reign), comparison shows that
Baybars, relied heavily on Ibn €Abd al-Zahir, at least for thoge reports

in which we are interested. The two chronicles corresportd not only in '

selection of gnformation given, but also in terms of textual comparisgon.

o

For example, in the year 681/1282-1283 the four reports given in Tashrlf

‘al-ayyam concerning Mamluk-Christian relations are the same as those which

—

are to be found in Zubdat al-kara.a6 In most cases Baybars al«Mansiri's

text appears to be an abridgement of Tashrif al-ayyam. In addition to
. N Q

N

scattered and minbr omissions, we find more important deletions as well.

1

To cite one example, in 681/1282-1283, a treaty was concluded with the .

Templars: of Tortosa, Ibn Abd al-Zahir gives what appears to be the

& ; . H e

complete text, whereas Baybars al-Mansiri has included only the pre;
. L' -

v
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amble.48 Another example is Baybars al-Manslri's account of a raid on

oy

STs 1n the year 682/1283-1284. Baybars concludes his version by stating
; - . . - 49
that after defgating and routing the inhabitants of Ayas, the army rer
: 50 ¢ o (o e c
turned safely. Ibn "Abd al-Z3hir, at this po7ht, goes on to recount .
4 kY - ' N
briefly the story of two prisoners, tod describe how the ratders then
went on to Nahr al-Jah'én51 and encountered a géoup from the Armenian
army whdmj{:;y killed and whose horses they seized. Only after all this

t

Y '
did they return according to the account in Tashrif algayyﬁm.szf Many -

3

other examples could be cited,

¥

This is not to say that there is nothing at all new or original °

to be found in Zubdat al-fikra for these years, but where Baybars does

v
add information, more often than not it/takes the form of a precision to
w,
-4 / 2]
a reference dlready found in Tashrif aliagyﬁm. For instance, inhis ac-

¥ count of an attack on a caravan from 8Ts, Baybars identified the persons

involved more precisely than did Ibn “abd al-ZEer.S3 In the report of

.

the death of the Byzantine emperor, Michael VIIIL Palaeologus,vgaybars

)

s includes the information that the sultan, after swgar{ng an oath with

the son in lieu of his father the late emperor; sent the soq,gifts.sa .

¥ : . A T
geneqal, what precisions are made are of relat;vely\dﬁnor significance,
A <. ! [

. 4
On the othler hand, Baybars does give reporks not found at all

in Ibn cAbd al~Zihir, nﬁc only in those yegrs in whi€h IbnocAbd al-gahlr's

v N N ¥
text is lacking, but also during those years in which:we do have both
. o

works., In 681/1282-1283, as we have noted, the selection of reports cor-

responds perfectly. In 682/1283-1284, however, 'Baybars includes. one

’

1
3

o
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report not given by Ibn “Abd aljgéhir conterning a ‘raid on Armenla.55

Though it is not to be found 1n TashrIf al-ayyam, it does not seem

'
from the text that Baybars himself was present during the rd'id, nor

does he cite his source for this information. We can only, surmise that

1n- this case his 'Peport may have been based upon an oral source, perhaps

-

someone who was a participant or in some way associated-with the inci-
t

denty, In 688/‘289 Baybars reports on the decision of the sultan to

- 6
attack Tripol: ?ecause its 1nhabitants Had broken .the treaty,5 again,

. -

* '
information not found in Tashrif al-ayyam. Baybars descrigps neither the

1 actual seige nor the preparations for it. 1In fact, his report contains

4

no information not found elsewhere in greater detail.

Finally, we shall consider the reports hayb&fs has given for

the years in which fhe text of Tashrif al-ayyam is not available (678/
- :

' *\*1279-1280 - 680/1281-1282). 1In 679/1280-1281 Baybars reports on a
Mongol foray into northern Syria in which the Mongols were aided by the
king of S'Is,57 and an expeﬁitton against Marqab.58 In 680/1281-1282
;ngries concernin@ the ;enewal of a treaty with the Hospi"talers,59 a
plot against éalg’ﬁn,60 Chriséian aid to the Mongols auring the Battle

< 61 AN
of Hims, the arrival of envoys from ConscantinOple,62 and the tre@ty

concluded with Bohemond of Tripoli63 are included in Zubdat al-fikra.

Of these, the threa treaties and the arrival of envoys are the type of
’ information wh?ch we would expect soméone like Ibn CAbd alsZahir to

’
]

report, and so we may assume that, perhaps, hére too, Baybars r?}ied

on the accounts in Tashrif al-ayyam. In only one case, however, the .

+ -

2 o

o
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conclusion -of the_treaty with Bohemond in 680/1281-1282, does he give
what appears to be the complete text of the document64 which, as we have
noted, probably came from the "archives'" of Ibn “abd al-Zahir. 1In fact,
thas is gheﬂonly“xnstagce during Qala’un's reK?n 1in which he gives what

appearé to be a fairly complete version of a treaty. The other treaties

on which he reports follow,a pattern similar to that established for the

years jn which both Zubdat al-fikra and Tashrif al-ayyam are available,

.The possibility exists that he may hlve derived the text from the work

of Ibn al-Mukarram though this seems less likely since, as we have seen,

he is in the habit of using Tashrif al-ayydm as his source elsewhere.

On the other hand, events guch as the Mongol expedition against northern
Syria, the expedition against Marqab and the Battle of\Hims are of the

sort with which we would expect a military man to be famkiliar, even if

’

he himself were not a participant. Baybars' accounts of Fhetlatter in-
. |
cidents are so descriptive and lively that it would be difficult to con-

é&ude that he did not, in fact, have some first hand knowledge of these
#

o /
affairs. But, alas, there 1s no conclusive evidence that these reports
]

are original w}th‘him.6? Sugpicion is aroused when ;nx recalls that for
the&seige of the fortress of al-Kakhtd in 68241283-12 4, Baybars has re-
lied on Ibn €abd al-Zahir's account to the extent tth he hai copied it
nearly verbatim.66 One more remark should. be made./lEven a brief glance
at the tables to compare Ibn “Abd al-Zahir's entries concerning Mamluk-
Christian relations with those of'Béybars will show that after the year
682/1283-1284, Baybars' reports are few and far between, only four in

A
number for the remainder of Qala@’un's career, whereas Ibn €Abd al-Zahir's
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reports are numerous and frequent with the exception of the years 687/
1288-1289 and 688/1289. Thus, Baybars al-Manslri does not appear to be

as original a source for our period and subject matter as he was for the

'
~

years analyzed by Lattle. Contrary to Ashtor's clawm then that

"quoique Baibars (ou son sécrétaire littéraire) ait connu et copié des

oeuvres historiques traitant de cette époque, comme la 'Vie de Baibars'

par Muhyi 'd-din Ibn CAbdag;ﬁer, 1l préfére toujours l'information

6 .
orale," 7 our analysis confirms Haarmann's judgment that qubars' most

\ [
6 :
tmportant source 1s Ibn “Abd al-Zahir. 8 This 1s certainly true in regard

"

to our particular subject matter and period, though Baybars did from J
time to time Lnélude information based onhis own experience or on a j!
source whom he unfortunately does not name.

Before taking leave of Baybars, one further observation is in
order relative to the type of xnformatxoh which he has chosen to include.
In every case the events which he describes concern relations with
foreign Christian powers, either Crusader states or Christian groups
allied with the Mongols, 1in one instance Nubian affairs and on 9ther oc~
cagions Christian lands in the West. Not one Fentxon was found which
informed us concerning the indigenous Christians of the Mamluk empire.
This is somewhat curious in view of the fact that Baypﬁgs al-ManstirI's
scribe or secretary, Shams al-DIn Riy@sat ibn Bakr,6 ;as a Christian.
One would have expected that through him some mention of the local

Christian population would have arisen and, therefore, one may wonder whe-

- L
ther this very lack might itself, be interpreted as ‘some sort of comment
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ambiguous to be sure, upon the situation.

al-Birzall and al-Jazari:

e
“Alam al-DIn al-Qdsim b. Muhammad b. YGsuf al-Birzall (658/

1260 - 739/1338-1339} was a Syrian historian whose interest in religious

scholarship is revealed i1n his writing where, like al-JazarT, aithahabT,

and al-Kutubi, his contemporaries, he tended to devote more space to g

brographies and, in the narrative part of his work, to religious affairs \\\

than had been the practice hitherto 1in hL%torlcal wrxtlng.70 Probably

. . 71 — ,
as a result of travels during his studies, al-Birzal1l was acquainted

with many scholgrs throughout Egypt, Arabia and the Fertile Crescent who
& \
: 2
often served as sources for his history.7 However, al-Birzali spent

most of his life as a teacher of hadith in Damascus.73

Until now only one copy of al-Birzali's work, al-Muqtafd li-

" t3rTkh al-Shaykh Shihdab al-DTn AbT Shama, which covers the period 665/

o

1266-126as- 738/1337-1338, has been found--a manuscript preserved in

4 Little's analyéis

*

Istanbul covering the years 665/1266 - 720/1320-1321.
of the work has shown al-Birzdli's penchant for detail and a tendency

mix what would normally be considered insignificéant trifles with the
mopientous events of the day.75 This trait would seem tq lend itseilf to

oyr purposes, for the unformation we seek concerning Mamlik-Christian -
relations, especially in regard to indigenous Christians, may not have

een considered of an order of magnitude worthy of the attention of
historians such as Baybars al-Mansurl whose major concerns lay in the

realm of political and international affairs of the Mamlik emﬁlre.

Unfortunately, however, al-Birzdli's al-Mugtaf@ has not been

-~
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accessible to me. 1 shgll, therefore, rely heavily on Little's analysis
of and conclusions regarding thts work which indicate that al-Birzali's
al-Muqtafa "underlies much of what contemporary and later historians
wrote about Syria during the reign of al-Malik al—Négir.”76 The inac-
cessibility of the text of al-Mugqtafa has rendered the task of verifying
this judgment in regard to our own period and subject matter more dif-
ficult. However, certain other findings of Little's investiéatton may be
helpful in this respect. It was discovered, for ¢xample, that the anony-
mous author of the manuscript which covers the years 690/1291 - 709/ -
1309-1310, edited by Zetterstéen, cited al-Birzall for a passage which,
however, does not actually appear in al-Muqtaf3d. Eventually, 1t became

<3

clear to Little "that Author Z. copied his account from al-éazari who

77

in turn relied on what may have been an oral narration of al-Birzali."

Stmilar instances occur in Hawddith al-zamdn where al-Jazari quotes al-

Birzall with phrases such as "Wa-hak3'" and'Wa-qdla al-Birzali" in

regard to passages which are not to be found 1in al-Mugtaf5.78 On at

least one occasion for our period as well--the obituary for a certain
al-Farigi in the year 689/1290--al-Birz3l1 seems to have been an oral
source for al-Jazari judging by the expressfon he has used: 'That is

what our shaykh, the learned imam “Alam al-DIn AbG Muhammad al-Q@sim

ibn Muhammad al-Birz3lT related to me."79 Unfortunately, 1t is not
possible to collate this with al-Muqtafa to determine whether it was
actually part of this work or not. Correlation with Ibn KathIr's al-Bid3ya

wa_al-nihdya f1 al-tﬁerh,BO which is recognized as being.based on
- \

<
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al-BerElT,Bl yields negative results in this regard, so, in all
Iy

probability, this example is another occurrence of the pattern
; . 82 "

which Little was able to establish.

Thus, Little has concluded that al-Birz3dli probably related

orally a great deal of information to al-JazarT which this historian

-

transcribed rather fully while the narrator chose to summarize it in
his own written acc0unt.83 Although some have claimed that al-Birzﬁli
actually wrote a résumé of al-Jazari, Little deduces evidence to show
that it 1s more probable that al-Jazar1 actually relied heavily on
al-Muqtafd as the basis for his work,gl+ using '"'not only al-Birz3al1's
oral reports but also his written history as a source for HEEEQLE'"S
Haarmann appears to concur in this concluSLonk86 and as we have shown,
evidence 1s not totally lacglng for our pertiod.

' The 1mportance of the chronicle of Shams al-DT+ AbT “Abd

Allah Muhammad ibn Majd al-DIn AbT Ishd3q Ibr3ahIm ibn AbI Bakr Ibr3ahiIm

s ibn Abd al-CAzTz al-JazarT al-Dimashql (658/1260 - 739/1.‘53§-1:«33.€a),87

entitled Hawaddith al-zamdn wa anbd’uhu wa wafayat al-akdpir wa al-a®yan

mif abnd’ihi, was recognized quite a- number of years ago by several
T u '

sctijolars including H. Zaydat, €Abbas ®Azzawi and Jean Sauvaget.88 However,

~
”~

. it is only through the recent work of Ulrich Haarmann aﬁd Donald P.

Little that a full appreciation of the chronicle has begn possible in
terms of its originality and the extent to which other dontemporary,
as well as later, historians are indebted to it. Haarmgnn has determined

that al-Jazari is one of the most important sources for|the early Mamluk
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period\and that no other text for the period 680/1281-1282 - 705/1305-
1306 can\ poast such a high degree of or1ginality.89g As noted earlier,
Little's

nalysis showed that al-Jazari, in fact, 1s one of the

"three sourtes for the early reign of al-Malik al-Nagir, on one, or more

90
~of which all other sources rely to some degree or other."

Five manuscripts of Hawadith al-zaman are now known to exist:

1) the Paris manuscript whicl 1s a final version covering the years 689/

1290 - 698/1298-1299;91 2) and 3) the Gotha manuscripts which are rough
draftj, one of which covers 677/1278-1279 -~ 693/1294-1295 with lacunae and
anothéﬁ which i1ncludes the years 683/1284-1285, 688/1289-1290, 694/1294-1295 -
695/12&5-1296.92 This 1s the text which Ulrich Haarmann has edited and
comparéh with Ibn al-Dawadari's Kanz _al-durag for the years 682/1283-12é4 -

687/1288-1289;93 4) the Istanbul méhuscert, also a rough draft, covering

94

725/1324 - 738/1337-1338; and finally, 5) the Ribat manuscript which s

a final versionicovering 608/1211-1212 - 657/1258-1259.95

The reports dealing with Mamluk-Christian relations found in the
extant years of al-Mazari's chronicle are only four in number: 1) the

conquest of the fortress of al-Kakhta in 682/1283-1284;96 the seige of Marqab

and Maraqiya in 684/1?8?-1286;97 3) the Nubian affair reported in the

’ C
annal for 686/1287-1288;)8 and 4) the report of the Christian who

'
was apprehended for drinking wine during the month of Ramadan in 687/

1288-1289.99 As 18 readily apparent two of the four entries concern re-

¥

lations with Crusader kingdoms,-a third reports on the Christian land of

\

Nubia, which was under what' one might call the ‘'colonial' control of the -
! . H



MamlGk empire, while only one-~-that of the Christian who drank wine

during Ramadan--concerns local Christians. In at least three of the
Hur reports, those concerning the seige of Marqab, the Christian who
was seirzed drinking wine, and the Nubian affair, al-Jazar1 has pre-
s ented new and original information. TFor example, al-Jazari includes, for
the first time xin our sources, the text of a letter composed by the se-
' ~.
cretaries of the sultan on the occasion of the conquest of Marqab, which
hY
was read to the people of Damascus in the mosque, 'informing them of
100 S , . . .
the victory. Al-Jazar1 has also given exact information concerning *
the movements of the various divisions of the army leaving for Marqab
101
found 1n no other contemporary source.
The story of the Christian who was caught drinking wine during
- . 102
the daytime 1n Ramaddn is - also recorded for the first time by al-JazarT.
It was found 1n no other source examined before al-NuwayrT.
Similarly new material is found 1n al-Jazari's report of the
1
Nubian affair in 686/1287-1288. 03 We learn from al-JazarT, for example,

c -
that the amir Alam al-Din Sanjar al-Masrliri al-$3alihi, known as al-Khayyat,
was removed from his position as mutawal1}"of C#trd (a position which he
had held for a period of twenty-two years) in that year and that it was

his succéssor Shams al-Din Khadar who ordered him to go to Nubia,104

whereas Baybars simply states that the sultan sent an expedition in al-
. 1

Masrﬁ;T's‘company. 03 Al-JazarT also mentions the fact that the amir

“12z al-Din Mawdid al-KaranT went along as well, a fact not mentioned

at all by Baybars.106 Al-Jazar makes it clear that it was not until the

<
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army, accompanied by these two men had reached Phe city of Qus that

they were joined by the amir 12z al-Din Aydamir al-Sayfi, the

si1lah 5r,107 the mutawalli (governor) of Qus who had been the ustédérlos,

109
of Aytimish al-SaCdi, whereas Baybars' version is not as precise

as to how the army moved and when it was joined by “Izz al-Din Aydamir
3

» 1
al-Sayfi. L Therefore, claims 1n behalf of al-Jazari's originality

are borne out for this period and material as well.
s

Before leaving al-Jazari, however, one further problem éas
arisen 1n regard to our sources and should be discugsed. Evidence, in
the form of similarity of phrasing, was found for the existence of some
relatlonsﬁfq between al-Jazari and Baybars al-Mansturi. Claude Cahen

noted such' a possibility 1n his Syrie du nord,111 but made no state-

ment concerning the precise nature of that relationship. More recently,
Haarmann has stated that ''there is probably no direct relatiomship be-
tween Baybars and al-JazarI,”112 but likewise gives no documentation.

For our own part, i1t 1is not possible to solve the problem without checking
all of the seurce materials, for the evidence found in the report on the
surrender of the fortress of al-K;khtE, suggeéts that if the information
is not original with al-Jazari, then some third as yet unidentified

source must be involved. The possibility that a common source is in-
volved ;ay be enhanced by the fact‘éhat Baybars also gives some facts

o,
not found in al-Jazari's version. The corresponfing portions of each
- N

report follow in transliterated form to show the|relationship between

~

the two authors, . '
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Baybars al-Manstri: Wa lamma kanat hadhihi
al- qal a__ala hadhlht al-sdra fi al-hasana
wa al-man a ishtadda amal al- sultaniy ala
tahsiliha wa al-wu ud a1-1amxla "11i-man huwa ¢
bihd ila an ittafaqi wa amilu ald al-Shuija ha
Musd@ al-na’ib biha wa gataluhu wa rattabu

shakhsan yusamma Badr al-Din wa arsalu 1ila

na’ib al-sultdn bi-Halab al-mahriisa bi-

thaldtha nafarin ydrifunahu al-sira wa

yubdhiltna, lahu taslim al-gal a al-madhkira.

Fa-jahhaza al-amir Jamal al-Din al-Sariwi wa

al-amir Rukn al-Din Baybars al-silahdar wa

al-amir Shams al-Din Aqusht al-Shamsi al-

“Ayntabl wa ma ahum al-tasharif wa al-khayl
wa_al-khizana. Fa-hallafl man bi-al- qal a

li-sultdn wa li-waladihi wa tasallamuha wa

sayxaru al-ladhina kanu fiha Jama atan ba d

’ lgma atin ila al-abwab al -sharifa. Fa-ahsgana

al- sultan tlayhim wa aqta a_man yastah_gg_
al- Agta minhum, Wa Juhhlzat wa sarat tlayha
al-zardkhanat wa al-3alat wa Lstaqarrat fi al-
mamlaka al-1slamiya wa sdrat ghussaap f1
sadr al- bllad al- Armanlxa wa hasala Jﬂha al-
Lsttzhar “ala al- kuffar wa al-tamakkinu min
al-gharat,,algthm ana’ al-layl wa atrafat
al-nihdar. =~

i

al-Jazarl: Wa wa ada man bxhaual mawﬁ ida al-
jamila. Fa- alabu br-al-sam L wa al- ta a. Wa
gatalu al-na’1b bLh3a, wa huwa al- Shuja Mas3,
wa rasdhu na’ib al- saltana al-sharifa bi-al- *
mamlaka | al- HalabLya wa badhili tasiim al-
qal ‘a. Fa- ]dhhaza Llayhim al-amir Jamdl al-Din -
al-Sarsari wa al-amir Rukn al-Din Baybars al-
s113hdar wa al-amir Shams al-Din Aqysh 4F-Shamsi
al- Ayntabx wa .man ma ahum Fa- tasallam% al-
hisn wa hallafi man bihi li-al-sult3n @d li-
waladihi al-Malik alnsilth,wa albasthum al-
tasharif. Thumma lahhazu man kdna bih3
ta’1fatan ba d ukhra-ild al-abwdb al-sharif
al- -sultaniya. Fa-ahsana al- -sultdn llayhxm wa
agta_a minhum man yastlhiqqu al- Lgta a, Wa
juhhizat ilayhim al-zardkhanit wa al- at[sxc1
al-hisdr. Wa istgqarrat f1 jumlat al- husGn
al-isldmiya. Wa s3arat hadhihi al- qal a shaian -
fI hultig al-Arman wa hasala al-istizhdr bihd
“ald al-gharat.ll4

Le
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The third soué%e alternative gains further credence in view of the fact
that even where the reports do not correspond verbatim, one or the

other may have paraphrased the original, for equivalent phrases are

often used (e.g., t3’ifatan ba‘d ukhr'é,115 and iamﬁcatan ba‘d Jam5%n1n116).

N

Solution of this problem could cast some interesting light upon the re-

lationship of Syrian and Egyptian sources as well as increase our knowledge

of the sources themselves.

al-vuninl:
Contemporary with al-Jazari is Qutb al-DIn Musd ibn Muhammad ibn
Ahmad ibn Qutb al-Din al-YunInT (d. 726/1325-1326), the author of a work

1
entitled Dhayl mir’3t al-zamidn f1 t3Arikh al-acyEn. L7 Whereas Little's

analysis resulted in the conclusion that Dhayl is ''nothing less than the-
text, only slightly abridged, of some of the lost annals of Qawadit
az-zamﬁn,"118 for the years®he studied, Haarmann's enquiry indicated~that
‘at least between 684/1284-1285 and 688/1289, al-Jazari and al-YunIni have
consulted each other mutually, but that al-Jazari's borrowings do not seem
to go beyond 688/1289 and that after 694/1294-1295 (basing himself on

Little's analysis), al-YunInT has preserved intact almost the complete

and literal copy of Hawadith al-zamﬁn.119 Haarmann's theory is this:

a}-YﬁnTnT began the f{%st draft of his history some time before al-Jazari

begaﬂ his and continued it until 688/1289., Al-JazarT used this draft for

certain points which al-YunIni réported at first hand and only later began

composing his own chronicle. Then al-YUnInI incorporated parts of al- '
120

Jazari's chronicle in the final version of his own work. This means

that between 684/1285-1286 and 688/1289 either al-JazarI or al-YuniInT

Fy

.
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may have been the original source, whereas al-Jazari's reports dfter
688/1289 are probably based for the most part on personal knowledge.

Prior to 684/1 Lt may be that we should look to al-Yunini, yet

. o
if Haarman? 1s right, al-YuninT may later have incorporated portions of
; ,

v o
al-Jazaﬁf into his final version during these years. Regrettably, it

has been impossible to verify this relationship prior to 682/1283-1284 or

1%

after 688/1289 since al-JazarT 1s not extant for these g%rLods. Between
Pl

the years 682/1283-1284 and 687/1288-1289, years inh which we do have the

text of Hawddith al-zaman, al-Yunini reports only one event concerning

Christians 1n common with al-Jazari--the conquest of Marqab and Méraqiya.121

Textual evidence shows that, indeed, the tWo reports are in some way re-
y !
£

lated. For example, the description of thg}iortress 1n one version shows
L) : ‘

similarity in phrasing to the other as the fgllowing excerpts &how.

al-Jazari: Qultu: wa hadhd hisn al -Margab huwﬁ
min al-hustn al-mashhiira bi- al-man a wa al- hasa@g
wa lamgyaftahhu al-sultan al-shahid Salah al -Din
wa la al-Malik al- Zahxr rahimahuma All3h ta Tald,
bal iddakharahu Alldh li-al-Malik al-ManstGr. Wa
kdna fih: darar azim —ald al-muslimin.l22

al-Yanini: Wa hadha al Margab huwa min al- hugun ‘
al-mashhiira bi-al-man a wa al- hasana, wa huwa !

o s kabir jiddan, wa lam yaftahhu al- §gL§an al-shdhid
Salah_al-Din,rahimahu Alldh. Fa-hdza ajrahu wa
shukrahu wa law lam vakun min dararxhl L1113 ma
fa~ alaghkimbi-al-muslimin f1 shuhiir hadhihi al-
sana la-kafa.l23

In this case, however, 1t is evident that it is al-YunIn1 who has borrowed
from al-Jazari since al-Jazari prefaces his report with the word gqultu

which implies that this information is based on his own personal knowledge.

- Al-YﬁnInI, contrary to usual practice, has omitted the qultu. 124
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iy 3
: It is readily apparent that al-YGniInT has relied not only on
al-JazarT Kut also on other sources 1n addition to al-JazarI whose
v

/
passages form only a very small part of the text in Dhayl, for 1t ls only

two concerning Maraqiya, resembling what is found in Hawddith al-zamin,

that reveals the indebtedness of al—anInT to al-JazarT.

Al-YUninI interrupts his report on Mayqab to narrate the sultan's

o

troubles with Sunqur al-Ashqar which most probablyyhad some bearing on the

125

suyltan's plans Ln'r%gard to Marqab, Al-YUninT.also reports on a re-

egt from the Hospitalers seeking safe passage for the inhabitants of

12
Margab and their pogsessions to which the sultan did no% respond, 6 Al-
n

the Muslim victory to the inhabitants of the city, which was read in the

LY
i

mc8que at Damascus, ts not carried by al-YuninI, he does include- a.series

- 12
of letters as follows: 1) from the sultan to his son al-Ashraf Kh&lT1l;™ 7
4 ‘ 9 v "' 1
| 2) a letter dictated by the sulthn to T3j al-Din addressed to the amig

b

1 C e 9 ,
28 3) from’'the amIr Husdm al-Din-L¥)In, viceroy

CAlam al-DIn al-ShquCT;

* [{
of the sultan in Syria to the sultan's son al-Malik al—$51ib_whicﬁ he

has taken from the insha’ of Shihdb alsDin MahmGd, katib al-dari;{?graud

finally, 4) a letter dictated by Husd@m al-DIn L@jiIn te Kamal al-DIn ~
' ! i
N [ l
Ahmad ibn al-CAggﬁr addressed to “Alam al-Din ai-ShuJECT. 30 None of .
v S -
these letters or the qagida composed by the aforementioned katib al-darj

s an

¢ »

are to be found in al-Jazar or, for that matter, in ary o0f the other

3 »

- ’
sources to date. They are thus based on al-YunInI's own information or
st

- 4

« &
- » R . » r Y
4. . S, -
.
M 33 * o
, .
b

o

the above-mentioned description of the fortress of Margab and a iine or— ___

though the letter quoted by aI-Jaz?rT, describing the siege and announcing

Al



of

on some as yet unknown source. Although these letters contain no really

! ' v
i L2
new information they do indicate the spirit in which the conquest of the
: ‘

fortress was viewed and thus have some importance in any assessment of
a !
Fad

A

the MamlUk attitude toward the Syrian Franks.

Unfortunately, therefore, we are not able to rely with as

o

great certainty on Dhayl for the lost annals of Hawddith al-zamdn for

our period as Little was able to do for his. AlthOugb,ai-YGnIni does |
use or s perhaps used by al-Jazari, as Haarmann Kaé shown, he does Ln~}

clude 1nformation t found in thg latter but omits some which is found -

- o
i

4
As has already been noted, for those years in which we have

both chronicles, of the four reports entered in Hawddith al-zamdn which

are of concern here, only one is found in al-YUnini's Dhayl. As for the

.

remaining years in which al-JazarT is not extant, al-YuniIni gives several
reports, some of which appear for the first time 1n any of our sources.
Some 4are especially important since they concern local Christians. For

example, in the year 680/1281-1282, "al-YunInT reports th%t the ahl al-
;1
dhimma among the mustawfIs and employees of the diwans wére forced to
- . 131 ’
embrace Islam. Later, in that same year, he reports that a fatwd was

»

1 “
issued permitting them to return to their former religion. 32 This

, 133
event is recorded in only one other source as far as we know--Ibn Kathlr.

Whether it is original with al-YininT or whether both Ibn Kathir and al-
YGnInI have derived their account from al-BirzalT upon whom Ibn KathlIr
based much of his work,134 remains a problem, for at the present the text

of al-Birz3lT is not available for verification.
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Sihilarly in the ykar1681/1282-1283, an obituary is given
’for Hibbat; Al13h allSadId al-NagarﬁnT al-QibtT, a Christian mustawfTl
of Egypt,135 whom al-YGnIﬁI describes in glowing terms, not only praising
d his adthistrative abilities but also his personal qualities. This is
. an interesting entry not only for what it reveals about the position of
Christians w%tth the em?hgéi but also, perhaps, with respect to al-YﬁnInT'q
attitude toward Christiams. Indeed, he seems. quite open-minded judging by
this report. ' o
3 Al-YGninT in one further lnstance reports on this category of
® :
;amlﬁk—ChrLstian relations. Jn the annal for 689/2190, he states that a

letter came from the sultanfto the effect that no Christian or Jew\sQ uld

be employed in the diwdns. However, no action was takén on this (Fa-lam

; 1
yumal bihi). 36
¢ On the whole, then al-YuninT appears to gain importance for our

period in contrast to the reign of al-Malik al-Nasir.

AbTG al-Fida:

~ AbU al-Fid3 (673/1273 -732/1331) was still too young when
1 e
s Qald’tn was sultan to be considered a contemporary or original source. 37

9,

° . The evidence of his chronicle al-Mukhtagar fT tarikh al-bashar138 confirms

this judgment, for though he himgelf was actually a participant in one of
the most renowned campaigns of that era, his version turns out to be no

more than a summary of Baybars al-MansOri's version in Zubdat al-fikra,

. |

upon which Haarmann has concluded that AbU al-Fidd relied to a great extent

. throughout the period 679/1280-1281 - 689/1290.139

IS
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ro
As far as Christian-Mamlik ma;&ers are copcerned, AbT al-Fid3's

-

interestg lie mainly .in Frankish-Mamluk and Frankish-Byzantine relations

since Iris reports, which are also few in number, deal only with major

campaigns--the Battle of Himg, Marqab and Tripoli--and the death of .

. Michael Palaeologus, the Byzantine emperor. _He reveals no interest in

lo¢al Christian mattens whatsoever. ’
: Since Abi al-Fidd's chronitle @l-Mukhtasay deals with so few
. .

itéms and ' then proves to be a summary of Zgbdat'iiffikra for the most

part, he is of little i1mportance as a source for this particular’ inquiry.

L4 7

al-NuwayrT: ¢

-

.

Although Shihdb al-DIn Ahmad ibn €Abd al-Wahhgb al-NdwayrI
(677/1279 - 732/1331-1332), lived throughout the réign'of al-Malik al-
Manglr Qala’ln, like AbiU al-Fida, he was probably goo young duringoeven
the latter part of that period to be considered a contempor;ry source,
This is made all the mGre certain by the fact that he éid not cémpose

his work Nihdyat al-arab f1 funin al-adab140 until 714/13[4-1315’.141

~ -

o

a

Although he evyentually came to occupy various posts in the Mamluk, ad-

ministration, he did not do so until the reign of al-Malik al-NEélr } 0

Muhammad 1bn Qalé’ﬁn.142 Little remarks that the first office in which

we have any record of his being emplcoyed was that of the directorship

of the sultan's properties in Syria in 601/1301-1302 when al-NuwayrT was

143

in his early twenties, Thus, we might expect him like®other historians’

<

who also held administrative posts (Baybars and Ibn €Abd al-Zahir, for '
example) to have had access to documents or at least information con-
y

cerning the affairs of state not available to some others.

{

el
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One office held by al-NuwayrT which is, perhaps, of particular
interest for this study was that of 'Director of the Bureau of Privy
Funds (diwdn_al-hd@ss) and of the Qal3’in complex of buildings (which con-

L lad

sisted of Qala’ln's mausoleum, madrasa-moéque, and hospital)... One

may assume that as a result of this connection, wl-NuwayrT may have
taken more interest in the reign of Qala’Gn than hgymight have otherwise,

or that he may have learned things about that sultan in this position that

he would not have known under different circumstarnces.

In any event his work, Nihdayat al-arab, is probably in large

part ore result of his experiences in various offices, for as Little,

R

v

citing Kratschkowsky, points out, 1t is '"'a vast encyclopaedia designed to

contain 'all the knowledge that was indispensable for a first-class

-
scribe."'145 -

Divergent opinions have been expressed concerning al-Nuwayrl

as an historian. Blochet judged al-Nuwayri's work to be an excellent one
in comparison with that of Mufaddal 1bn abi al-Fac_ié’il.146 His opinion,
however, seems to be influenced mainly by al-Nuwayri's finer style and
mastefyagf the Arabic language. Schregle, for an earlier period, judged
al-Nuwa}rT important because be aione had reproduced a document signed by

Saldh al-Din which he himself had seen.147 Ashtor, on the other hand,

charges that "al-NuwayrT often repeats himself, is inaccurate, transmits
L4

his sources 1inexactly,'" and so on. 8 Little, however, could verify only

one of thesg charges, that of repetition, which he found almost inevitable

in view of the innovative manner in which al-Nuwayri presented materlials

»
v
.

4

-

4
- /' :
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149

which deviated from annalistic style, As Little has noted, al-Nuwayri's

historical sect;on 1s divided by rigtghs or dynasties.1§0 In the case of
Qalad’un the period of his reign 1s further divided into the campaigns and
secondly, into other events such as treaties concluded, embass?es recetived
and other internal and external affairs. 1In this latter subdivision, al-
NuwayrT does relate informa#on concerning two of the campaigns (the
conquest of Marqab and the Nubian campaign) about which he had written at
length 1n the proper place in his work. Neither of these second reports
adds anything new to what we have learned from his more detailed entries.
Though one may indeed accuse al-Nuwayri of being repetitious,‘thls would
appear to be a very minor defect, at least in regard to the subject matter
with which this investigation has dealt.

More serious 1s Ashtor's accusation that al-NuwayrT has trans-

mitted his sources 1inexactly--serious because al-Nuwayri is~an historian

- -
. . .

upon whom Ibn al-Furdt, as we shall soon see, relied very heavily, and
tt is upon Ibn al-Furdt in turn that other historians (for example, al-

MaqrizT) have relied. In those instances where al-Nuwayrl identxfies his

"

source by name, he provides us with the best circumstances under which his
3

accuracy may be checked since we are fairly certain ﬂhat he has borrowed

directly. At one point in his version of the conquest of Tripoli in

688/1289 al-Nuwayrl cites al-Yinini (Wi hak3d al-shaykh Qutb al-Din_al-

Yunin fT t'ér’ikhih;).lsl The two versions correspond nearly word for word.

In this instance, at least, al-NuwayrT has not interfered with the sense

of the story even when he does introduce some slight variation. :



On another occasion, al-Nuwayrl cites al-mu’arrikh as the

source for his account of the Battle of Hims in 680/1281-1282.152 The

&
mu’arrikh (historian) i1n question is, as it turns out, Baybars al-Mansuri
with whose version al-Nuwayri's coincides again nearly word for word. |
. 153 L ,

Later in the report he cites Baybars by name. In this instance, |
we can accuse al-Nuwayri of nothing more than abridging Baybars' report
of the incident.

On a third occasion al-Nuwayri does not identify his source
in any way. However, we are able te recognize 1t as al-Jazari, for
we find that al-Nuwayri hds used al-Jazari's version as his own, bor-

. 154
rowing it in toto. At another moment when reporting the Sanjar

C
al-Shuja 1 affair, he has 1in porated al-Jazari's version within his
55 ]

own longer version. Thlerefore, 1naccuracy of transmissiton does not
seem to be a charge which we can bring against al-Nuwayri.

As for the question of originality, we may perhaps judge him

£
for a lack of precisely that. On only one occasion did we find that
al-Nuwayri introduced any significant piece of new material. This occurred
, . : .=C . 156 .
in his version of the Sanjar al-Shuja 1 affair. In contrast with
Baybars and al-Jazari, al-Nuwayrl states that the reason for the demise
of\ghis amir was that he had been accused of selling arms to the Franks.
¢ [

The information has coge from some other source as yet unidentified whom
al-Nuwayri used in conjunction with other sources such as al-Jazari, for

example, whose report is contained verbatim within al-Nuwayr1's account

of this incident. Thus, we are justified in our agreement with Little's

o
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s conclusion that "It might not be unfair...to characterize the section

cof Nihdyat al-arab which we [Litth_ have studied as a combination of

materials borrowed from Zubdat al-fikra and the Syrian sources with

157

relatively little original information."
On the whole, however, al-Nuwayri has to his favor that he

has transmitted his sources faithfully 1n the instances investigated.

Furthermore, he 1s the first to have made use of both the Egyptian and

f

Syrian sources and has, as in the report on the seige of Tripoli, for

example, juxtaposed information from both. Furthermore, while for the most

part he appears to be little more than a compiler, he has, as in the case
just mentioned, frequently combined several sources to give the fullest
version found 1n our sources to date. Finally, on at least gne occasion,
he has presented information which has not been found 1n any earlier
source, and although this piece of i1nformation is surely not original
wrth him, he will remain important in this respect until the original

source for it has been identified.

f Later Sources

Ibn al-Dawddari and Mufaddal ibn abi al-Fada’il:

0f Sayf al-Din Abu Bakr ibn CAbd Allah ibn Aybak al-Dawadari

L
very little is known, not even the date of his birth or death.158 It is

known, however, that he was engaged 'in the writing of his chronicle,

! 1
Kanz al-durar wa;jémic al-ghurar, 29 between the years 709/1209-1210 -

736/1335-1336,160 and that the volume which deals with Qald’Gn was com-

#
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pleted in 734/1334.161

Although he should, therefoge, prqgébly not
be considered a contemporary historian, he did haveta reliable first
hand sourcein the person of his father who served in varjpous military
campaigns and occuplred several governmental posts.162 Like al-Birzali,
Ibn al-Dawadari was interested not only in the major polit;cal and
military events of the day, but also i1in more minor, mundane happenings
which would again recommend him as a source for news concerning the
affairs of the local Christians. H's chronicle, however, is somewhat
disappointing in this respect, for although he does concern himself
with several incidents 1nvolving foreign Christian lands, he does not
include any information on the indigenous Christian population. Thuis
is somewhat surprising in view of the fact that both Haarmann and Little
have deduced al-Jazari to be major source, either direct or indirect,
for Ibn al-DawﬁdErI163 and dl-JazarT does carry some such reports though
they are not numerous as we have seen,

Mufaq@al ibn abT al-Fada’il issues from quite a different

background, for he was a Copt.164 Blochet suggests that this may be one

reason why he is not cited by other historians.165 Mufaddal himself,

however, has dé&layed that he wrote his history, al-Nah) al -sadid wa al-

166
durr al-farid fi-m3 bad tarikh Ibn al-CAmid, for himself and in the words

of Blochet, "dans le but de fixer les détails historiques des événements

auxquels il avait assisté ou qu'il avait entendu «£aconter, sans aucune

intention précise de le livrer au public....”167 which could also explain

A
his noticeable absence among those cited by later historians.
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Whatever the case may be his chronicle is now at our disposal.
In its regard various opinions have been expressed. Blochet, for
example, dLscrest; 1t as the work of an ignorant person with mediocre
education, which he deduces from the fact that he, a Copt, should
qualify a Muslim ruler such as Qala’un with titles such as "al-shahTd"
and regard his actions against the Crusaders with favor.168 A second
possibilaty is that Mufaddal simply became so absorbed i1n copying that
he was not aware of what he was writing. These views contrast with
Little's conclusion regarding Mufaddal that he ''shows striking ability
to organize matertial meanmgfully,169 an ability which one would not

¥
expect to find 1n an i1gnorant person of mediocre education or 1n one so
simple-minded as to become so completely engrossed in copying that he
was oblivious to the material he was transcribing.
. One further explanation for such confusion may be advancedi

That is that the use of Muslim formulas may actually reflect the popular
practice of the Coptic community and even indicate some sort of cultural
assimx(atLOn among the two groups. That Mufaddal may actually have re-
garded the Muslim ruler Qalad’in with favor rather than hostility may be-
tray the attitude of the Coptic community toward the invading Crusaders
who, though their religious confré;es, were of a different rite repre-
sented by the Pope with whom some hostility had existed and who had come
upsetting what may have been a delicate balance in the modus vivendi of

the Muslim and Christian communities in that part of the world.l70 Though

it is not possible on the basis of so little evidence to arrive at any

definite conclusion in this respect, it may be worthwh:le to keep such a
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L
possibility 1n mind when interpreting the Lnformatiomzﬁhich does emerge
concerning Mamltk-Christian relations of the period,

- Finally, 1t may be suggested that had the situation of Copts
been particularly odious, and if Mufaddal did, indeed, possess the
ability described by Little, he would most likely have modified his
language unless, of course, there was actually reason to conceal his
real attitude,

As for more concrete information concerning Mamliik-Christian

relations found 1in al-Nahj al-sadid, Mufaddal ibn abi al-Fada’ i1, like

Ibn al-Dawdadari, includes reports concerning relations of the Mamlik
authority with foreign Christian powers, but fails to inform us con-
cerning the 1ndigenous Christian population except perhaps Lndirectly\
by his use of the Muslim formulas and the way in which he approves the
actions of the Muslim ruler toward the Crusaders. Our evidence is in-

*

LY
conclusive, however, for a large lacuna exists in al-Nahj al-saliid be-

tween the years 682/1283-1284 and 688/1289. Again, 1t 1s surprising that
there should b;—no such entries 1n the extant annals since both Little
and Haarmann agree that in the final analysis al-Jazari was the common
source, either directly or indirectly, for both ¥bn al-Dawddari and
Mufadd4l ibn abi al-Fada’i1l although other sources were used as well,
unless, of course, Haarmann's theory, concerning the relationship of al-
Y@ﬁini and al-Jazaril is found to be correct. In that case, it may be

fhat al-YininT was the originator of the information and Mufaddal used

17
Dhayl rather than Hawadith al-zamdn. : In any case, Blochet's opinion,

)




PR

s T A

_4 2~

Fal

LN Cp
I

o
that Mufaddal's principal source was al-Nuwayri, for which no’documen- _
N : o 172 .
tation was gLven, seems to be mistaken. .
0

Differencés of interpretation between Haarmann and Little
exist within this specific area of agreement, however. ’For' example,
both Haarmann and Little recognize the close relationship of Ibn al-
Dawadari and Mufaddal ibn abT al-Fada’il to each other as well as the
oconnection between both of them and al-Jazari. Haarmann made a word by

word check of Ibn al-Dawddari and Mufaddal 1bn abT al-Fada’il for the

years 688/1289, 689/1290 and 683/1284-1285, analyzed samples from the

”®

years 688/1289-689/1290 and relied on Little's findings for the year's

694/1294-1295 and 699/1299-1300.173 Collation of the texts showed ninety

per cent of the texts to be the same to the extent that even the same
errors in spelling and grammar were found 1in each.174 Even within our
special subject matter such a pattern 1s borne out to'the degree that

for those years in which both chronicles are extant, there 1s no report -
given by one that is not Aso given by the other. Furéhermore, in every
case these reports correspond nearly word-for-word with the exception of
the report on the Battle of Himg which Mufaddal has abridged slightly
though not so greatly that the correspondence between the two is no
longer visible. 1In Haarmann's view only three possibilities can exist:
1) I?n al-Dawadari copied Mufaddal; 2) vice versa; or 3) that both used

4

17 . . :
a common sgurce. > Haarmann believes the third explanation to be the

correct one, i.e,, that Mufaddal and Ibn al-Dawddari used the common

source quite independently of each other and that Mufaddal did not copy at



-43-

all from Ibn al;Daw5d5r1.176 Little's interpretation of the evidence,

showever, leads him to the conclusion that Muf@Q@al used Ibn al-Dawddari

- 177
or the common source--al-Jazari--or both. Furthermore, Haarmanp

posits the existence of one or possibly two intermediaries between

Mufaddal and Ibn al-Dawddari on the one hand and al-Jazari on the other,178

whereas Little seems less certain of the presence of an intermediary

179 . ‘
source,

Unfortunately, however, a complete analysis is not possible
since at no time duri;g the period 678/1279-1280 - 689/1290 are all
three chronicles extant at once. As noted earlLer}BO al-Jazari is
missing for the ;;a;; 678/1279-1280 - 682/1283-1284 and 688/1289 -
689/1290 (except for thg obituarLgsi and large portions are missing in

Mufaddal ibn 12bT al-Fada’il's work from the beginning of 682/1283-1284 until

Muharram of 638/1289. Only Ibn al-Dawadari's Kanz al-durar is \fully extant.

Thus, in no case are we able, under present circumstances, to compare
all three for any one entry. We are able to compare al-Jazari and Ibn

al-Dawadari in only one instance, the seige of Marqab and razing of the

tower of Maraqiya in 684/1285-1286.181 Here, the connection 1s obvious

since, for the most part, the texts correspond nearly word for word. Even
where it appears that Ibn al-Dawadari has made an abridgement as, for
example, in the opening paragraphs of the report where al-Jazar1 gives

precise information about the movements of the various divisions of the

5 f
army which Ibn al-Dawadari summarizes,182 whole sentences still exist
N -

in both texts which correspond nearly verbatim. In one instance Ibn al-

4
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1

DawddarT has quoted a poem composed by Ibn Abd al-Zahir which was sent

) - C - . .-C. 183 .
to the viceroy of Egypt, the amir Alam al-Din Sanjar al-Shuja 1
which is not found in al-Jazari. This simply indicates, most probably,
that Ibn al-DawdddrT used other sources in addition to al-JazarT on
whom he relied most heavily. The letter read to the people of Damascus, .. .

184
previously mentioned is carried intact, except for the numerous
. 1 A '

changes or errors in spelling, in Ibn al-Daw&adarT. 85 It is perhaps '
possible that the instance of abridgement noted ard the numerous errors
or changes of spelling 1n the letter support Haarmann's supposttion that

one or more intermediary sources exist, but with only this one incident

to‘check, no firm conclusion can be drawn.
-

Ibn Kathir:

“Imdd al-Din Ism&8 Il 1bn CUmar ibn KathTr (705/1301 - 775/
1373:5374), should be an interesting historian for study 1n the light of
what ;e know of his background. Having been educated in Damascus where
he studied figh as a member of the Shafi®T madhhab, Ibn Kathir later
came under the influence of Ibn Taymiya and his school. Like Ibn Taymiya,
who participated in several inquisitions involving Christians, Ibn KathTr
took part in two inquiries one of which passed judgment on a zindig ac-
cused of bglgl.(incarnationism),186 and another which condemned to death
a shi1 who had f;sulted the firsg three caliphs at the CUmayyad Mosque.187
This would seem to indicate an attitude toward marginal groups in society
or those who might threaten to‘disturb the established order which should

+

be kept in mihd when analyzing Ibn Kathir's interpretation of the events

! v
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most\probable common source, al-Jazari. Yet the variation from al-YGnInl
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of Qala’in's reign.in his work al-Biddya wa alpnih3ya fI al-tarTkh <;
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As Little has pointed out, Ibn.Kathir himself states that his )

work is based on al-j}irzé’l't's\historyls9 although- he has had reéoursep

>

. - 190, .
to other sources as well, for exampie, al*-Jazari and.possibly some

. : . ) 191 . '
other source which, however, remains obscure. Haarmann, citipg Little,

agrees that al-Birzali and al-JazarT, whom Ibn Kﬁthir used frequently, ’ ./

: . | /
were Ibn, Kathir's principal sources.192 - '

Evidence found in reports)on Mamlik-Christian affairs during the

reign of Qala’un confirms these findings. In addition to al-Birz3lI wand

al-Jazari, however, Ibn KathIr has used Qutb al-DIn al-YUninI whom he

cites 1n his annal for 679/1280-1281 concerning‘tﬁe renewal of a treaty

93 . ,
His quotatlﬁn, however, does not correspond \
N !

word for word with the original and has been reorganized. The relationship

<

remains obvious, nevertheless. ) &
/ ‘ -

The other reports gLGén by Ibn Kathir all show resemblance to a

greater or lesser degree with :al-YininI_and al-NuwayrT, both of whom re?

a

\
lied on al-Jazari's Hawadith al-zamdn to some extent. However, ntn Kathir's

reports always'show variation from and appear as, abridgements of the cor- .
p y 2 r

responding entries in Nihdyat al-arab and Dhayl. Since al-Jazari is

extant for but one report, the seige of Tripoli, it is not possible to ar-
¢

LR 4

rive at a%ﬁolutely certain conclusions. It is possible that Ibn Kathir

merély abridged al-YunInl's or al-Nuwayri's reports or those of their

9
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» dependence on al-Nuwayri is limited to "following him....mainly in the

’

¢

and al-NuwayrT (whom, as we ﬁave seen, often copied al;Jazari verbatim)
is great enough that one suspects that here too Ibn Kathir's source was
actually al-Birzali whose work, after all, was the skeleton upon which
al-JazarT constructed hig history. .
&

Ibn KathTr's reports concerning MamlGk-Christian relations,

including those which concern the local Christian population, are few
. .

in number and are of little interest information-wise since, as we have
noted, they are found in more detail elsewhere. Hbowever, 1n one instance
Ibn Kathir reveals his true feelings concerning the Christian minority,

at least those employed 1n the administrative posts of the empire, for

he terminates his entry conc¢erning the order that ahl al-dhimma so em-

ployed should embrace Islam and their return to their former faith later

that year with the following remark:. 'Sawwada All3ah wujGhahum yaw%a

tabyaddu wujthun wa taswaddu wujihun" (May God blacken their faces on the

day when he blackens and whitens faces),194 whereas the only other source !
to mention this ipcident includes nothing of the sort, thus revealing

that this must, indeed, represent Ibn Kathir's personal attitude.

1

Ibn al-Furat:

Both Little and Ashtor have recognized in their aﬁalyses of the

work by N3§ir al-Din Muhammad 1bn cAbd al-Rahim al-Talib al-Hanafl Ibn

; - 19
al-Furdat (734/1334 - 808/1405) entitled Tarikh al-duwal wa al-muluk, >

that this historian is greatly indebted to al-Nuwayri as a source for

the early Bahri period. Ashtor, however, has concluded that Ibn aL-Fﬁrﬁt's

9

?



-47-

choice of,sources,”196 whereas Little found that "“Ibn al-Furadt's liance

- s 197
on al-Nuwairi is greater than Ashtor indicates." Moreover, althpugh

Ibn al-Furat had access to al-Jazari's ﬂawédxth al-zaman as well as

o

Nihayat al-arab, Little concluded that '"Ibn al-Furat follows al-Nuwairi

¥

for all events recorded in Nihdyat al-arab, including’ those which took

place in Syria and which were recorded at first hand by al—é;zari. The
- - , 198

only data borrowed from al-Bazari are those which al-Nuwairi omits."

Our research for MamlGk-Christian affairs during Qala@’tn's reign confirms

these-findings in general. 1Ibn al-Furdt nearly always follows al-Nuwayri's

account word for word, either in full or in part. Furthermore, in one

instance, the Battle of Hims in 685#;281-1282, where he has obviously

s

used Nihdyat al-arab, Ibn gl-Furat actually cites al-JazarI199 along with

EPn al—MukargamZOU and someone who was actually present but 'who is not
identified by name.201 A second instan;e corrorborates Little's findings
concerning Ibn al-Furat's %ethodology even more clearly. The Sanjar alj
ShuJéCT-affaLr had been reporte? by both Baybars and al-Jazar1 without,
howeveér, ;;y mention of the f;;t that the reason for his removal from
office was that he had allegedly sold arms to the Franks.202 As we have
noted earlier; it is al-Nuwayri who introduces the information concerning

: 2 ¥
the arms sale. 03 Ibn al-Furdt's report coincides nearly word for word

- with that of al-NuwayrT, including the mention of the arms sale, but like

\

al-JdzarT and unlike al-Nuwayri, he concludes with the sultan's order

to Hus@m al-Din 'garant.:ayzo4 showing that Ibn al-Furat once again has Jsqu
¢ .
Nihayat al-arab as his principal source but has used al-Jazar1 or possibly

%




al-Jazari's source for information not included in Nihayat al-arab.,

Hwever, 1t 1s apparent that al-JazarT was not Ibn al-Furdt's
only additional source, Among the sources already cited }or the Battle
of Himsg wasvkbn al-Mukarfam to whom Ibn al-Furdt is further indebted for
the text of the treaty concluded in 680/1281-1282 with the Byzantin§
emperar, Michael Palaeologus, although in this case he does not identify
his source.zo5 It was Marius Canard who noted that the text of the |

treaty is given lyd-Qalgashandi in Subh af-acshé who does 1dentify Ibn al-

Mukarram, a secretary in the diwdn al-1nsh® during Qala’un's reign, as

2Q6
Lts authod. @ Furthermore, Canard concludes that ‘Ibn al-Furat has coplied

207
the text from Ibn al-Mukarram even more accurately than al-Qalgashandi. 7

It is also, on several occasions, apparent that Ibn ad-Furat

has used Zubdat al«fikra rather thﬁy}any of the sources préviously men- e

-

tioned. For exagsle, one portion of Ibn al-Furdt's entry concerning the
Mongol foray into northern Syria in 679/1280-1281 1n which Armenian as-
sistance was given, corresponds word for word with Baybars al-Mansiri's
account.208 Ibn al-Furdt's version, however, does not include the mention
of Arfrenian aid. Similarly, the sﬂor; of the seizure of the Georgian
notable as reported by Ibn al-Furat, bears close Tesemblance to the version
found 1n Baybars al-Mangﬁri which in turn was a ré&sumé of Ibn "Abd al-
Zahir's report.209 /

;n addition to these reports, whose source we are able to identify,

Ibn al-Fur@t gives several reports which are not to be found in any of the

other sources examined. Among these are his report of the abolishment of
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\ /210
muqarrar al-Nangg, the destruction of

of Christian employees, especially kuttab

N

21
ggyr al-khandag, the dismissal

al-jgyﬁsh212 in 678/1279-1280 and

the order that Muslim scribes sho
{

report of the embassy to Constantinople 1in

* ¢ luded the Coptic patridarch Anba Siyﬁs,214

envoy from Marseille 1n 680/1281-1282.215

‘ »
one posstible .source for these reports, al

years. On the other hand, none of the so

; - — e 4
use al-Jazari (e.g., al-YuninT, al-Nuwayr

ibn abi al-Fada’il) have included such 1n

x%ld be en

ployed 1n their place,213 the
679/1280-1281 whose members in-
and the death of a Frankish
It must be noted, however, that
+tJazari, is not extant for these
irces whith have been shown to
[, Ibn al-Dawdddri and Mufaddal

° ‘

formation 1n their histories, |

which may indicate the possibility that Ibn al-Furdt has also tapped still |

some other source which we cannot identify at this moment.

During the years in which al-Jazar1 is extant, one report occurs

L}

which 1s not found 1n Hawadith al-zaman or any other source we have pre-

viously examined, 1i.e.

, the entry concern

3

ing the fact that the jawdli

(poll tax)ZLO which was normally collected from the ahl al-dhimma in the

month of Ramadan was in the year 682/1283
of Mubarram.217
has access to still another source.

Thus, until

-1284 collected during the month

This might be taken as further evidence that Ibn al-Furit

A

Ibn al-Fur3dt's sources are fully identified, he

remains an important source for Mamlik-Christian affairs during the reign

b

of Qala@’lin, for i1t is he who has introduced several new reports, most of

which concern indigenous Christians, a category of information which we have

found for the most part fadly Feglected by other sources.



al-Maqrizi:
In contrast to Claude Cahén's judgment that TakTI al-DIn AbT
-“Abbas Ahmad ibn ‘ali al-Maqrizi (776/1274 - 845/1142) is '"peu
intéressant, en dépit de la réputation de l'ouvrage, dans son Kitdb

. _ 2 Ty
as-soulouk f1 ma rifa tarikh al-Muluk..." 18 stands Little's opinion,

-

based on his recent re-examination of this work, that on the whole al-

Maqrizi is a source still to be reckoned with since he does present

material not to be found in any of the earlier soarces, and because he

does offer a "cogent presentation of facts which before seemed puzzling
‘ 219 i

because they were expressed so concisely." Yet, according to Little,

al-Maqrizl was no%é%gcklng in the foibles of ordinary Muslim historians
within the annalistic tradition,' and maccuracy was an occasional defect
as well.zzo v

Like Little who found a "striking resemblancd'between the annals
of al-Maqriz1 and Ibn al-Furat for the year 694/1294-i295 which was con-
firmed by closer analysis,2 L we found upon comparison of entries that
Ibn al-Furat was not al-Maqrizi's source for just one annal, but that
Ibn al-Furdt was al-Maqrizi's principal source for the entire period of
Qala’tn's reign. Word for word correspondance characterizes al-Maqrizi's
reports 1n nearly every instance although, i1t is true, he has abridged
nejllf‘every report to someextent,as well. 1In fact, some events which were
given considerable space by otherfhxstorians, including Ibn al-Fur3dt, have

been reduced to not more than one sentence by al-Maqrizi, for example, the

treaties concluded in 680/1281-1282 between the sultan and the Hospitalers

1



abridgement

on the one hand and with Bohemond of Tripoli on the other.222 His

1s less radical in some other instances. Fdrther%ore,
i

‘

he has followed Ibn al-Furdat even in moments where we know he has

additional information at his disposal. For example, al-Maqrizi's

report 1n al-Suluk concerning the abolishment of the zakat al-dawlaba

1s nothing more than an abridgement of the related reports found 1n

4

Ibn al-Furét,zz4 aL-Nuwayri,zzS and Baybars al-MangGrI.226 He has,

despite his

shortentng of it, included the information introduced by

Ibn al-Furat for the first time that the muqarrar al-Nasdara was also

abolished.

That al-Maqrizi had more to offer than what he reports here

shown by his report in al-MawéCi; wa al-itibar fi dhikr al-khitat

i —~— -—
wa a{—athar,

concerning this same action by the sultan.

al-Suldk: Among the first of those things 1ini-

tiated by him [L.e., the sultan] was the abolish-

ment of the zakat al-dawlaba which was raised from the
subjects and the mugdrrar al-Nasaca which had been
levied for the fLrStZEéme e1ghteen years before. He
also” lowered prices.

al-Khitat: When al-Malik al-Mangur payf al-Din
Qala’tin al-Alf1 came to power i1n the kingdom of Egypt,
he abolished the zakat al-dawlaba which was levied on
a person instead of the zakat on his wealth whether
he could afford to pay or not, and 1f he died, 1t was
taken from his heirs. He also abolishei}}he tax that

wds raised from the inhabitants of the eytire area

of Egypt whenever news arrived concerning the conquest
of a fortress or the like. Then he extracted money
from the people of Cairo and Misr according to the
ability of their rank and collected a great deal

of money from that. He also abolished the tax which
was levied on ahl al-dhimma which equaled one dindr
above’ and beyond the jaliya for each persoazghich

was used for mtlitary purposes every year.

0

223

1S
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No source is cited for this information. A similar case is his entry &

2
concerning the destruction of dayr al-khandagq. 30

a

Although al-Maqrizi has relied principally on Ibn al-Furat's
Tarikh for his entries 1n al-Sulgk, at least in regard to Christian-
Mamlik matters, he does, in this period too, offer some information not
found in any of the other sources available for examination. For

example, he reldtes that the fortress of al-Kakhta was seized in

682/1283-1284 "at the request of 1ts inhabitants,'" (Wa_ukhidhat aydan

1

gglcat al-Kakhtd min al-Nasdara bi-su’dl ahllh'a').z31 This 1s a problem
which cannot be resolved without alcess to all sources for the period.
Two reports are found 1in al-Suluk which are reported 1n no
other source studied to date. 1In 683/1284-1285, al-Maqrizi states that
the sultan set out for Damascus upon learning that the Franks were
manoeuvering to selze Syrla,232 and 1n 685/1286-1287 he tells of:the
seizure of a caravan by some inhabitans Pf Margab and the resulting scuffle
in which some Mawlﬁks were kllled.233 However, the amount of original

'
information 1s quite insignificant and Ibn al-Furat remains the better

wsource of the two.

H

Although al-Machig wa al-i‘tibar fi dhikr al-khitat wa al-athar
contains many fewer entries pertinent to our purposes, they are in each
case where they do occur, more valuable than those found in al-SulGk in
that they contain material founqnin~q§_other earliex source examined. The

4

case of the abolishment of the mqgafrar al-Nasard, with which we have

‘already dealt, 1s one ex,ample.234 A second entry concerning the razing

/A

1
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of dayr al-khandaq offers another.235 In this entry al—MaquzI'relates

\

the circumstances of its construction as weyl as some details as to its

“

location and so on 1in addition to the fact of 1ts destruction.

But perhaps the most interesting and significant entry 1s
that 1n which he discusses the condition of Christidns under Qald’iGn's
reign.236 No other historian previous %ﬁ al-Maqriz1 has taken any
specific note of the state of local Christians as a group. All reports
examined have only mentioned Christians 1n a very’incidental way and 1in
relation to some event 1n which the Christian factor was not always the
dominant one. Unfortunately the report appears to be missing something
for it 1s unclear in 1ts present form. He states that in the year 682/
1283-1284 an incident occurred involving Christians. This 1s confusing -
since the 1ncident about which he speaks seems actually to have occurged
in the reign of Qald’lin's son and successor al-Ashraf KhalTl., Furthermore
he claims thak among the reports of this inciant was the information that
the amir Sanjar al-ShUJECI was greatly respected and revered during
Qal3’un's re1gn~thh0ut ever specifying exactly what his relation to
}fm event might be. Nor does al-MaqrizT cite his source where we might
find information td, satisfy our curi.osity.z37 Thus, in this case at least,

al-Maqrizi's report is not the ”cogenf presentatiod’ we might expect or

hope for.

\

k Finally, it must be said that contrary to what one might expect,

¢
al-Maqrizi seems to show no important visible bias toward the Chr%Stian\

minority i1n Egypt or toward Christians in general despite the fact that *}

he was 'a firmly entrenched member of the Muslim religious establishment



.

of his time and despite the fact that in other instances, for example,
al-Maqrizi's versjon,of Shajar al-Durr's ascent to power, he 1s
suspect of bias on the basis of an unauthenticated letter that al-
Maqrizt claims the Caliph to have dispatched to Egypt in which it is
»
238

suggested that a woman 1s not suited for rulership. In any event,
he does not appear to be guilty of such schemes in relation to
Christians in al-Sultk. 1In only one case might he be accused of similar
intentions. That occurs i1n his report concerning the lot of local

. ~—_ 239 . .
Christians under Qala’un, but until all sources have been examined
and the facts of Qal3’lGn’s reign have been marshalled, we cannot hold

him to account for bias or introductiom of legend.

Al-cAan and al-Yusufi:

Several years ago Calude Cahen wrote of Badr al-Din Abu

Muhammad Mahmtd 1bn Ahmad al—CAyni (d. 845/1451) that he has scarcely

little interest for us.240

En dehors de quelques citations de Hamadhani
concernant seulement 1'Irdg, 1l n'utilise
pour notre périod que les ouvrages connus
d'al- Azimi (abrépé), Ibn al-Athir, Kamil al-
Din, Sth bin al-Djauzi, Ibn al- Amid, Ibn
Wacil (indirectement), Ibn Khallikan, Baibars
Mancolri, Chafi b. ‘Alw@_gm as%%mak),
NouwaTri, Abou'l Féda, Ibn Kathir.

Our interest in this historian, however, has been reawakened by Little's
reconsideration of this chronicle for the early reign of al-Malik athEgig(
Muhammad ibn Qal3’un.

7

That al-CAini's great universal chronicle CIgd



al—éumﬁn fT tarih ahl az-zaman should remain
unpublished even though as a rich source for
the Bahri period it rivals and often surpasses
as-Suluk, surpasses, indeed all other sources,
published or not, 1n the amount of original
material which it contains, s indicative of
the unfortuna&zzstate of Mamluk studies at the
present time.

One of the sources most frequently cited by al-CAan for

. - - - . 2 .
al-Malik al-Ndsir's reign was sahih Nuzhat al-nazir 43 whom Little has

k4

identified as Mus@ ibn Muhammad ibn Yahya al-Yusufi and who may be

A

counted among the most original historians for the period of al-Malik

al—N'é'§ir.244 In his work, Nuzhat:al-nazir fT sirat al-Malik al-Nasir,

which, Ibn Hajar claims, begins with the reign of Qala’ln and continues
45

2 —
through 755/1354, al-Yusufl "recorded information on events and persons

which he had gleaned from his own experience'" and which '"he was careful
246 . ey

to verify.... Furthermore, Little states that al-Yusufi's accounts

"invariably include analyses, interpretations, and details which cannot

247

‘ c - :
be found elsewhere." Thus. al- Ayni's chronicle assumes particular

tmportance for what it has pfeserved of the lost chronicle of al-YusufT.

However, 1n a more recent and more detailed comparison of

al-CAynT and al-Maqrizi with al-Yusufi based on the portion of al-Yusufi's

chronicle which Little discovered in an Istanbul llbrary,248 Little has

revised his former opinion of a1~CAan, the "faithful adaptor" who unlike

: 249
al-Maqrizi quoted rather than paraphrased his sources. 4 * It now appears

N

that

in the process of transcribing al-Yusufi's text
al-"AynT has edited the language so as to eli-
minate colloquial features: obvious and fre-

L

o
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quent grammatical errors are omitted; literary .
expressions are substituted for phrases from -

the vernacular; vague pronoun references are

clarified; repetitious phrases are deleted; etc.

Otherwise _al-"AynT often quotes passages almost

verbatim,

In any event, Little concludes that 'we are on safe ground if we adopt

the hypothesis that Cqu al-juman contains substantial, though edited

and condensed, portions of the still lost sections of Nuzhat al-NﬁgiL.“ZSI

Despite the fact that Little found al-Maqrizi to be even more

heavily indebted to al-Yusufi than he had previously th0ught,252 he also

showed that -"al-Maqrizi's version of al-Yusuff is much more condensed than

c - 253 . , .
al- Ayni's, 7~ so much so that the point of particular iLtems is sometimes

lost 1in al-Sule.”zsa Such a conclusion may be drawn in respect to the

3

relationship of the chronicles of al-CAan and al-Maqrizi for the period
of Qal3a’tn's reign as well, as the following ex;mple,,thOugh not neces-
sarily derived from al-Yusufi, will show. As Jlll be readily apparent,
where al-Maqrizi has confused (mainly by injudicious condensation) the
passage to the point that gt becomes nearly incomprehensible, al-CAynT
renders 1t in a fuller, and, therefore, more understandable form. The

importance of this particular passage for its content as well as for

its historiographical relevance has induced me to include it here as it

appears in al-Khitat and chd al-juman.

al-Maqrizi: Wa fi sanat tthnatayn wa thamanin

wa sithmi’atin k@nat waqi-at al- Nasara wa min ‘
khabariha anna al-amir Sanjar al- Shu1a 1 kanat ; :
burmatuhu wafiraten f1 ayyam al-Malik al-Mansir
Qala’un. Fa-kana al-Nasara yarkabuna al- hamlr
bi-zananirin fi awsatLhLm wa la yajsaru Nasranlj n
yuhaddithu tlusliman wa huwa rakibun wa idh3d magﬁg

~e—

|




_c
to some extent Sanjar al-Shuja

_5?_.

fa-bi-dhillatin wa la yaqdaru ahdun minhum
yalbisu thawban masqialan. Fa-lamma méta
al-Malik al-Mansur wa tasaltana min ba Tdihy
ibnuhu al-Malik al Ashraf Khalxl khadama

- al-kuttab al-Nasara “inda al- umara’ al-
khassak1x__wa gqawwu_ngfusahum “ala al -Muslimin,
wa taraffs“a fi mdlabLSLhLm wa hay’ atLhLm wa
kand minhum katibun _1inda khassakiyin yu “rafu
hi-"Ayn al-Ghazil, etc,%?? ‘

al-éAyniz Wa fiha kanat wagicat ahl al-dhimma

wa islamu kathirin minhum wa kanu fi al-dawlat
al-Mansuriya fi ghdyat al- dhxlla wa al-ihana
khusiasan fi axxgm al- Shu] T al- 1adhL kand

lahu burmaﬁun dZLmdtun “ald al- amma wa al-

kuttab wa arbab al- aglam hatta innahu kana

akbaruy man fihim yakuna rakiba himarin wa

zunna a_fi1 wasatihi wa la yajsuru yatahaddatha

ma_ a Mulean wa huwa rakibun wa 13 yumkinu

4an_yurd aldylL farjiyatun masquldtun wa la

bayda’ illa al-qalil minhum ma a dhillatin wa
maskanatin. Fa-lammda taghayyarat al-dawla wa
malaka al-Ashraf wa hadathat al-umur wa-intasha’at
al-khassakiya wa kaburat nufusuhum kabura_gadr
al-Nasara aydan byi-sabbabi ba®d_al-khassakiya
al-ladhina yuhamunahum wa kana an jumlat al- 256
khassakiya mamlukun;yu rafu bi- Ayn al-Ghazal, etc,

4

First of all, al-Maqrizl, as we have already seen, has evidently
confused.the date, for the incident involving the Christians or ahl al-
dhimﬁa (according to al-cAan) seems ta be that involvi&g CAyn al-Ghazal
to which both reports refer, and:tth episode would fit more logically
into Fhe degcrxptioh of the situétiq? which existed under al-Ashraf Khalil
as reported by al-cAan ahq al-MaquziZ Al-CAan's version clarifies

i's part in ‘the affair. Whereas al-Maqrizi's

report 1mplied that al-Shujéci was somehow involved in, the incident (which
as we have seen probably took placde in 692/1292-1293 rather than 682/
* . AN

1283—}284),'a1~cAyn1's report lets us understand that during Sanjar al-

. e o

*

oo
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Shujéci's term of officd during Qal3a’un's reign, Christians or ahl

hrediial~y

. , . a | -
al-dhimma in general were experiencing the lowest point in the history

of their relations with Muslims 1n the view of this

57

istorian (Wa_ kanid

fT1 al-dawlat al-mansiiriya fI ghayat al-dhilla). Furthermore al-

c, , : .
Ayn1's report continues, giving more detail cojcerning that state

affairs than does al-Maqrizi who has summarized the

4
/3

Thus, the relationship between al-Maqrizi1 and a ni {llu-
minated by Little for al-Nasir's reign seems also to exist for the reign
of Qala’ln, and al-CAynT's chronicle; had a greater portion of it been
available to me for this period, might have shed a great deal of light
on oth?r reports we have encountered especially in terms of their
historiographical significance. Finally, if this pattern of relatiousu.p
between al-Maqrizi and al-cAynT were to prevail throughout Qala@’in's
reign, al-Maqrizi's value would be still further reduged, and even Ibn
al-Furdt's importance might be diminished, for it 1s tempting to conclude
that perhaps the information he introduced for the first time and which
did not appe;r in an original source such as al-Jazari, might M attri-
butable to al-YusuflI of wg;se work, al-CAynT has preserved so m;ch, at
least for the later period studied by Little, Thus, one 1s led to suspect
al-YUsufT's importance and originality for Qal3a’Un's reign as well,

The problem ofNal-Yusufl's role in regard to Qald’tn's reign ?
remains to be examined. Alt ouéh al-Yusufi's chronicle apparently began
wita Qal3d’tn's reign, the manus@x{gt portion discoverd by Little covers
on}; the years 733/1332-1333 - 738/1337-1338-258 Certainly al-Y?sung

5

who was probably borm in Cairo about 676/1277-1278259 was too young

!




-59-

r

during Qald’un's rule to have been an activesparticipant in affairs.\

-

However, we cannot rule out the possibility that he based his information

for Qald’ln's reign on the reports and information he received from
< | o} a )
acquaintances with persons in high positions who were, perhaps, active

during those.years and whose friendship he apparently cultivated as™-
siduously.260 Thus, although we cannot determine“with certainty to what

[ 1]

: degree al-YlisufT may be important as an original source fér Qala’Gn's

reign, we may, nevertheless, note thepossibility that reports such as the”

one included above261 which are to be found in none of the earlker )

sources, may, in fact, derive from al-YUsufi's Nuzhat al-nd3zir. If this

. is, indeed, the case, then certainly al- AynT's chromicle gains stature
¥

among the sources for Qald’uUn's reign.

¥

-~

» Conclusions

r

.

’ The results of this examination of the sources, focussing on

Mamlik -ChWygs t 1ans relations during the reign of al-Malik al-MangGr Qalad’in,

RN

\.? i €
have corrorbo fed the major part of both Haarmann's and Little's findings
a ) . . L 2

~although some modifications are indicated, it is true, At least two of

the three original sources cited by Little for the early reign of al-Malik
., . g" N N
al-Nasir -Muhammad ibn Qald’in offer original material for our period.and

subject matter as well. Althpugh al-Jazari is certainly an original

g . source for our period to whom many later historians (al-Nuwayri, followed
‘ 2
by Ibn al-Furat, for example) are”indebted, it is mainly our inability

t 4
“

’ i ¢
.

. to examine his werk for the entire period that prevents us from defining
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2 o

the degree of his or‘FLnality or Qald’un's reign, and, as we have seen,

£4

al-YuninT may share some of the credit for presenting information_ for
e z

the first time. Lt

»

- ’ Although Baybars does present information which is most likely

4
+

original with him, he loses importance for our period since, as we have
shown, he 1s, for the majority of his reports, dependent upon Ibn CAbd
al-Zahir. 1In facL, his most important functxoq\appears to be that of
transmittor since 1t 1s through him that so much of Ibn Abd al-Zihir's work

has entered later chronicles which have not-drawn on Tashrif al-ayyam

directly. "Ibn €Abd al-Zahir, 1n whose work so many documents have -been

¢
preserved, thus replaces Baybars al-MansirT in importance for our period.
» “
Finally, several later historians have presanted information

not derived from any of the earlier sources available for examination

which leads one to suspect the existence of some 4s yet unidentified

'

source, The most likely candidates for author of such information are

perhaps Ibn al-Mukarram or the s3@hib Nuzhat al-ndazir, al-Yusufi, 1f as

LQQ Hajar claims, his chronicle did, indeed begin with Qalﬁ’ﬁn's:reign.

All of the later historians examined present information not
v R .

‘found Ln contemporary sources. However, Ibn al-Fur3dt’ stands out for the

fact that he has identified Ibn al-Mukarram on at least one occasion

while on another, Ibn.al-Mukarram has been identified as Ibn al-Furdt's
. ® N

source through al-Qalgashandi's citation for the same passage in Subh

al-acshﬁ.262 Until Ibn al-Mukarram's work is found then, Ibn al-Furdt

Ed

will retain importance for what he has preserved of 1t, if for nothing

“q‘else. Al-CAyn1 is important for what he has preserved of the unidentified

1 ?®

>
-
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source--possmbfy al-Yusufi. 1In any event, for one crucial passage con-
cerning i1ndigenous Christians, he has shown himself to be a more coherent
source than alrMaqrizi. Al-Maqrizi's al-Suluk proves to be of little im-
portance, for most information 1s found 1n greater detaxlyelsewhere, -
especially in Ibn al-Furat's Tarikh and in alkfprobability\in al-CAan's B

. [
CIgd al-fuman as well. Only in al-Khitat doés he offer any weports worthy

of greater attention, and here, as we have shown, he has condensed a mdst

203
Lmportant passage so as to render 1t less meanthgful. g

While all our chronicfes previde information codeerning political

“and military events involving foreign Christians, it 1s to the Syrian sources

thagtwe must look for most of the little information which exists concernyng
local Christians, even in regard to their affairs in Egypt (e.g., the obi-

tuary for Hibbat Allah, the Christian mustawfi of Egypt found in the Syrian
L 4

historians al-Yunini and Ibn Kath’Lr),264 with the exceptfion, perhaps of al-

Yusufi and Ibn al-Mukarram.

Finally, we have encountered no extreme cases of bias, at least on

’
»

A .
the face of those sources examined, though to be sure, occasional derogatory

«

remarks 1n regard to Christians were found (e.g., Ibn cAbd al-géﬁir's

265 N

characterization Qf the patriarch of ql-ﬂadath "and Ibn Kathir's remark

'

2
concerning Christians employed in the diwans cited earlier. 66

Once again it should be emphasized that.pn/only one occasion do we

/
~ 2

find any general statement concerning, and andlysis of the affairs of the
local Christian population as a whole. For the most part what information ex-
ists is found scattered and fragmented throughout our sources in the fashion

» »

. \ .
we have come to expect of chroniclers who adhered to the annalistic tradition.

o
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thesis which would seem to be supported by Kortantamer's suggestion
that Mufaddal desired to disassociate himself from the reputation of
his ancestors i1n Muslim~Christian gffairs. MAgypten und Syrien, 5-6.

a

¥
v -

168. Blochet, Histoire, "Introduction,' [l@ 360,

L

169. Little, Introduction, 34. .

170. See for example, the incident during the reign of the CAyyﬁbid ruler,
al-Kamirl, described by Butcher, Church of Epypt, II, 130, 133-137.
¢ - .

t-

171. ‘Little, Introddbtioﬁ} 46-57; Haarmann, QuellEnstudien, 1061167.

w

.172. Blochét, Histoire, "Introduction," [@-ld] 351-352.
-

- -

173. Haarmann, Quellenstudien, 108,

e ! \

174, Ibid., 108.

175. °Ibid., 109. . ' .
176. 1Ibid., 109.

7

177. Little, Introduction, 26 and 59.

178. Haarmann, Quellenstudien, 13, ¢

179. Little, Introduction, 36-37.
180. 3upra, p. 25. <
181. al-Jazari, Hawadith al-zaman in Haarmann, ,Quellenstudien, 52, 54, 56

58 of Arabic text; cf. Ibn al-Dawadari, Kanz al-durar 1n Haarmann,
Quellenstudien, 53, 55, 59 og Arabic fext.

182, al-Jézari,”Bawédithggl-zamén in Haaréi?n, Guellenstudien, p. 52 of
Arabic text and Ibn al-DawaddrI, Ranz\al-durar in Haarmann, Quellenstudien,
p. 33 of Arabic text.

-

183. 1Ibn al-Dawadari, Kanz al-durar in Haarminn, Quellenstudien, p. 57 of

ArdIE " text. o ) v

°

184. S$upra, p. 31l. o ‘ a

185. 1Ibn al-pawadari, Kanz al-durar in Haarman;h Quellenstudien, pp. 53, 55
., of Arabic text. . . -

e



~

199. Tarikh, viI, 217. 7 . ‘

Y

-73-

2

186. H. Laéust, "Ibn Kathir," .51%, III, 817-818. Originally the term

zindiq referred to "a dualist, ‘ascetic, ...a.Muslim who is' secretly
a Manichaen.'" However, the term has come to be used in Muslim crim-
minal lav "tb describe the heretic whose teaching becomes a danger
to the state' and ".n practice, the polemics' of the conservatives
describe as a zindik or free thinker any one whose external pro-
fession of Islam seems to them not sufficiently sincere.' Louis
Massignon, 'Zindik," EI , 1228, -

187. ‘Laoust, glz, II1, 817-818.

188. (14 vols.; Cairo: Matba at-al-$a"ada, 1932-1939). ‘
b3 ate :

189. Little, Introduction, 69.

~

190. Ibid., 70. .

o

192. Haarmann, Quellenstudien, L0S. ' s .

A i ' g -~
193. al-Bidaya wa al-nihdya, XIII, 292{ch. al-YuninT, Dhayl, IV, 54.

194, Ibid., XIII, 297. .- ; ~

|

195. Supra, p. 64, n. 37.

Vv .

196. Ashtor in Studies in Islamic History and Civilization, ed. Uriel Heyd,
22, : ’

1 P w
- ¢
»

197. Little, Introduction, 74.

-

198. 1Ibid., 73. - K \

200. ; Ibid., VII, 218.

f
1 d |- . .
201. Ibid., VII, 218, . . .

l‘ ¥

202. Baybars a}-MaﬁgﬁrI, Zubdat al-fikra, 162"vo. ~ 162 ro.; al-Jazari,
Hawadith al-zamdn in Haarmann, Qgellenqudien,gnL 114, 116 of Arabic
v A

text. ,
203. " Nihd@yat al-araz, 67 vo. . > -
204. Tbn al-Furat, [F8rikh, VIII, 63. k
- !“.\ L
/ . 3 J I‘
‘J
rl o | ‘(
1+



o

205.
206.

207.

s
e

'208.

209.

»

o

210:

H

~~

%11.

212,

214.

215"’fg;‘al -Furat, Térikh,

2161

217.

-~

A

218.
219,
220.

221.

222.

Ibid., 228-233.

~ g | )

-74-

1.0

- Canard, Byzance et les mdsulmans, Iv:198.
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Mamluk History: al-Yusufis Nuzhat al-nazir fi sirat al-Malik
al-Nasir," JAOS, XCIv, 1 (1974), 50-51.

Littde, Introduction, 246.
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Ibid., 82.

Little, JAOS, XCIV, 1 (1974), 42-43, o 4
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Ibid., 46.
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glves a fuller version than al-Maqrizi of those he does choose to
include, Ibid.; 44, 52,

Ibid., 45.
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CHAPTER II

o

MUSLIM-CHRISTIAN RELATIONS DURING THE REIGN OF QALX’TUN

Relations with Forexgh Christian Powers

°

The rei1gn of al-Malik al—Mingﬁr Qalé’ﬁn began peacefully enough
’
by Mamltk standards. Shortly after Qalad’in was named atabek of the

*

young sultan al-Malik al-“Zd11 Badr al-Din Saldmish 1bn al-Malik al-Zahir,

his“charge was deposed without difficulty and Qal3’tin at once became sultan

(20 Rajaby 678/26 November 1279). As atabek, Qala’Gn had been afforded the

opportunity to surround hipself with sd@porters and continued to do so
|

L . -
once he had become sultin. This 1s not to say, however, that Qald’ln was

| ¥

totally without opposition in his bid for the sultanate, for a group of

v

zahikt amirs (i.e., the mamliks loyal to his predecessor al-Malik al-Z3hir

Baybars) held out in Syrﬂa and refused to serve the new sultan. It was,

Ao .

in fact, this internal dqsunxty which brought to”a close the period of
‘ \

extprnal peace with whichjQala’un had been favored during the first few

>

months of his reign and wllch was directly responsible for bringing to the

forg¢, for the [irst time in that reign, the problem that governed almost

l £~4 . -
eveqy aspeg} of Mamiuk polpcy throughout the early Bahri period tbward

%
*

foréign Christian powers, éspecxally the Armenians, Georgsafis, Pyzantines,
and Frankish Crusaders of the Syrian Littoral.® This problem was the
threatening presence of the Mongols along the northern Syrian frontiers,

and, it was Sunqur al=~Ashqar, the leader of the Syrian dissidents, who

wrote to the Ilkhan Abagh3 urging him to come with his army to Sera.2

[

AN

¢

Q&”#




v

Though the Mongols had been defeated at CAyn Jalut 1in 1260, their real
strength had not been broken, and they laid ready to pounce at first

3 L 4
opportunity. <

b

. % N
The Mongol Allies: Arwenians, Georgirans, Greeks and Franks:

[N

Having thus learned of the dispute between the two Mamluk

Al
S

factLBnﬁ, the ﬁongols were encouraged to take advantage Qf‘the si1tuation,
New of the Mongol advance was/r%ceived i the beginning ot Jumada 1I, 679/
eptember 1280.4 The Mongols arrived in three groups, one from Lhe
ditection of Rim, a second from the East and a third from an unspectfied
direction composed of the najor partlof the Mongol army and accompanied by

Hulakii's son Manki 'I'Lmur.5 The king of é}s (Little Armenta) joined
B 6
the Mongol forces along the Darbsak road, On this occasion the Mongols
+
penetrated only as far as Aleppo Where a large group of them burned the
'
mgsque, madrdasa, the dar al-saltana, the ho.mes of the_gost powerful amirs, aq

~

and generally caused havoc.7

I'he Franks of Marqab, having learned of the attack on Aleppo
and of the evaﬁuaflon of 1ts army and inhabitants, airded in 1ts destruction
and 1ncreased their hostilities so that harm eventyally came to the Muslims
at the limits of that regxon.8 The amir Sayf al-Din Baibén‘al—?abékhi

.

al-Mansiri, who at that time was viceroy of the sultan at Hisn al-Akrad
(known as Krak des Chevaliers by the Crusaders),9 sought revenge against
:hese Franks for the.r assistance to the Mongols and was granted per-

mission by the sultan to carry out a punitive raid in the vicinity of

Marqab.10 The Muslims, however, were defeated by the Franks in this

-~

11 .
encounter. \\\ )

iy

{
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4
Just one year later (reports of the Mongol advance were in-

creasing by Jumada TI, 680/August 1281),12 the Mongols reappeéred on the

scene, but this time 1n much greater force--80,000 cavalry and troops of

which 50,000 were Mongols while the rest were renegades or apostates (murtadda),

. 1
Georgians, Greeks, Armentans and Franks. 3 The Mongol forces succeeded 1n

reaching Hims this time where a great battle--known as the Battle of Hims--

.

took place in the latter part of Rajab 681/0ctober 1282. The Mongols were

defeated.14

!
1
'
'
!
H

Thdugh the Battle of Hims marked the last encounter of importance

between Mongql and MamlUk forces during Qald’in's reign, those who had

allied themselves with the enemy continued to reap the cowsequences. In
= .

the following\year (681/f282-[283) a Georgtian notable,lS who 1s described
|

{
by Ibn CAbd al\-Zahir as a partisan of the Mong,ols16 4s well as one of the

1 4
greatest cons x rators agalnst the Muslims and sources ol*aid to the Mongols,
dand his compdn&on were seirzed int Jerusalem where they had attempted, to
travel SGLLCLI)\ From Jerusalem they were taken to Cairo where they were
detained for Lh#xr active dassistance to the Mongbl enemy,
t

The Mdmlils were unrelenting 1n their revenge upon the allies of
their greatest %nemy, the Mongols, and in 682/1283-1284 launched an attack
against SIs and in particular, the city of Ay'és]9 in defiance of the

Armenian ruler Leon III (669/1270 - 688/1289?0 because of the Armenian role

in the perpetration of hostilities against Aleppo, tncluding 1its part 1in
»

the burning of the mosque. The Armenians were dealt a hatd blow on this
) >

occasion.
- o

These €vknts culminated in 684/1285-1286 with the conclusion of
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a treaty between Qala’un and Leon III of AFmenLa, apparently at the r®quest

ot
of the latter (Leon III had sent envoys to the sultan for this purpose).22

— = T

The treaty which was 4 trlupph.for Qala’un brought Armenta to her knees,
N\

By it she became not much more than & vassalage of the Mamltk empire. 4

Among the provisions of the treaty was a clause which 1mposed a heavy

23
tribute 1n money, kind and animals upon the king to Be paid annually.

Another clause stipulated that the king was not to build any new fortresses.

*

But most important among the conditions of the peace were that the king
should swear obedience to the sultan which wds not to be contravgnéd in any
manner. For example, he was not to assist or reinforce the Mongols and

25
their followers or any enemy of the sultan by any means. The result of

4 e L]
this treaty was to neutralize this most constant ally of the Mongols and to,

establish a degree .of territorial 1solation between the West and the
4

Crusader kingdoms. \

Although the Armenian-Mongol alliance and that of the Georgians
and Franks of Tripolt with the Mongols is noj dLSCuiged per se in the

Muslim chronicles at this period (1t 1s mentioned ohly as 1t 1s realized
1Y

within the context of specific incidents as we have seen 1n the case of the

, N Ay N g
Armenians), perhaps because by this time the:alliance wds a well-recognized

. ] ) .
fact since 1f had been pursued vigorously %ince the middle of the century,

that 1t wal of major cuqsern to the sultan 1s evident by the systematic magner in

which he sought to sap these allies of whatever strength or effectiveness

27
might st1ll remain despite Baybars' harsh treatment of them.

e

One thing isiquite clear, however. Hostile relations between the
/

[N

o



Mamliks ,and the Christian allies of the Mongols were of a political and

military nature. In every case Muslim sources have made explicit that
v

t he reason for MamlUk actions against Armenia, Georgia or others such as

the Franks of Marqgab lay in their#Mongol sympathies and active assistance

o

v//”‘27 jﬁ\*gg)y cause. The ligerencies were, therefore, not a result of

[ ]

N L4

religious arffﬁfZQQEE\thpn the antipathy betuyeen them may, 1indeed,

have bcen reinforced therék?. Significantly, the Armenians are mdst often
A

referihd to simply as Armentians (al-Arman), “Georgians as.Georgians (al-
H

—-
.
¥

Kur)¥, and Franks as Franks (al-Ifranj]). On rare occasions the words
Nasdra and kuffdr are used by the chroniclers in regard to these Christian

groups, but not in such a manner as to arouse religious sentiments,

The Crusader Kingdoms:

P
In comparison with the Mongol mena&e, the problem of the Frankish

v

Crusader kingdoms 1n the Syrian Littoral was one of only secondary magni-

tude. Two factors were responsible for this situation. First of all, the

-

position of the Crusader kingdoms had been weakened by their own internal
problems o0f successtion, tﬁe rivalries between the military orders as well

|
as between the several Italian comm%rcial states which had establishments
in the citres with which they were a\lled in the Syrian Littoral. Further-
more, LQF prospect ot help fr;m their western bBrethren wag precluded by
thexrrpreoccupatxon with their own disputes. The unlikelihood of help
from the West became certain when Charleé d'Anjou wis defeated in. the
incident of the Sicilian Vespers in 1282 and hdd to recall his viceroy

»

tn the East, Roger de San Severino.28 The deputyship fell to Odo Poilechien

b3




a

.{\

whose power under these circumstances was not secure.

Secondly, other than the Franks of Tripoli, none seemed to

~

grasp the potential that a Mongol-Crusader alliance might hold. Charles

d'Anjou's partialaty to the Egyptians disposed his viceroy Roger de San

Severino to conclude treaties with the Mamliks rather than to seek al-

liance with the Mongols.j0 0f Charles' preference for the Mamliks,
%

Runcimaﬁ says the following:

The Mongols were known to be sympathetic to the
Christians and ready to join tn any alliance against
the Mameluks, as their embassy to the Council of
Lyon had shown, To many Christians, including suc-
cessive Popes, such an alliance scemed to offer sal-
vation. But Charles thought otherwise. The Mongol
alliance was particularly advocdted by the Genoesw,
who had a practical monopoly of the Mongol trade 1in
the Rlack Sea and in northern Syria. It was therefore
opposed by the Venetians, and by Charles, who also had
no wish to see Genoa enriched, Moreover the Templars,
on whom he relied, always favoured an alliance with
the Mameluks. They were now the chief bankers in the
"East, and many of the Muslim lords were their clients,
They believed that the Mameluks, 1f uaprovoked, would
not upset a state of affairs which was f{inancially
conventent to them....His motive was not only to pre-
serve his new dominion. The King of Tunis was 1n

p touch with Cairo. If he saw Charles was allied with
the Sultan there, he would continue to pay his tribute
to Naples regularly; and Charles needed the money.

Cahen cites as further reasons for the'Frankxsh’partiality toward the

MamliKs the hostility of the Latin Church’ toward the Mongols due to the
Mongols' insistence on the presence of a Q@reek patriarch in Antioch as well

as the terrible reputation wHich the Mongols had acquired that did not

. 13

v

endear them to the Franks farther south. ’
r H 4

Or cette civilisation, "Francs et Musulmans' n'avaient

y A



pas vécu plus de cent-soixante ans coté ¥ coté

|
{dont les deux dernier tiers de siecle avaient
I'd / Id
éte de paix, coupé seulement deux fois par des

dtranvers, Khwarizmiens et Saint Louls) sdns ’
finlr par se sentlr instinctivement freéres en
elle, ¢ d

In fact, therefore, the problem of the Crusader principalities
posed' itself only as a corollary to that of the Mongol threat. Qald’ln

knew how to take advantage of this favorable set of circumstances to win

<4
a free hand withqwhlch to deal with the mnre formidable enemy. It 1s in
2

this 1Lght'tha; he concluded a series of treaties with the Crusader -

k ingdoms betweg; 680/1281-1282 and 685/1285-1286.

The-first of these treaties was concluded between Qala’lin and

the people of “Akk3d 1n 680/1281-1282.33 The one provision noted by

Baybars is that the prisoners takeu by the Franks in the skirmish at Marqab

in 679/1280~-and apparently there were many--were to be returned to the
. . ¥ .

Muslxms.ja *

LY
)

"
In Lhe same year Qala’un also\gpncluded a treaty with Bohemond of

Tripoli upon which an oath was sworn by Nicholas Lorgne, the Commander of

the Hospitalers.35 Among the conditions of the treaty were thgz\ﬁﬁhemqnq\‘ 1

would not repair any buildings except in accordance with the specifications
[

36 .
of the treaty. Likewise the sultan was not to repair Jny fortresses

outside of those which the treaty recorded.37 Furthermore), Qala’in obtained

5

] .
Bohemond's word that he would not favor any of the enemies:oK the sultan,

i

nor come tS agreements with the enemy either by secret code (ramz), 1in

3

. 138
writing, or by the exchange of letters, messages and oral .communications.
N . '
An 1interesting sidelight to the conclusion of this treaty is thg

N
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.
fact that a group of amirs in Syria, led by a certain Kawnddak advised /
s »
the Franks not to conclude the treaty with Qalda’un since a conspiracy

T

had been set in motion by which Qald’un would be assassinated. The

n

39
sultan, however, was warned and managed to foil the plot,. The story

18 an Lndlcatﬁon that the Muslim-Crusader struggle was peérhaps not pri-

marily viewed 1n religious terms by all Myslims. Here, a group of

>

MamlUks, nominally Muslim, actually gave advice to the Christian Franks,
9
not out of any beneficient motive, of course, but rather in the interest

of their own power. The conflict was, therefore, d&é of power, not of

- .

religion.

L

Third 1n this series was a treaty concluded by Qal3@’um with

the Templars of Tortosa in 681/1282-1283.40 According to the agreement

-

Qal3d’in 6htained the promise thag no one from Tortosa should invade the

lands of the suitan in retdrn for a similar promise on Qala’tn's part

in their regard. Oncq\again a clause was included which,pftytded that -

""in the territory of Torgoaa mentioned 1n the treaty no fort or fortification

is to be repaired, nor any reinforcement, entrenchment or the Lfkg buLlé.”Al
In 682/1283-1284 Qald’un granteé the request of the inhabitants

of Akkd who sought to conclude a truce with the Mamlﬁks.éz— Ibn “Abd al-

Zahir clearly indicate§ in his text that the treaty was regarded as a

humil{;cion to the Franks with whom it was concluded. According to the

r »

text of the preamble, 'the agreement reached was that they should submit

’

themselves Qo the will of the Sultan, although before this, at the ex-

) .
"piration of the truce (of al-Malik az-Zdhir), they had put forward exorbitant
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Gabrielli has noted-that gven the detailed list of lands

2 3

belonging to each parfy covered by the treaty, though paft of the normal
- N a

H

formula for such documents, was i1ntended here to demean™the Frankish

party.

safety of Frankish Lands.4

“

The long, monotonous list..., enumerating the T
dominions of the Mamluk Sultan of Egypt from
south to north, has® the eloquencerof fact when
one_compares it with the brief d&scription, a
little further on, of the territories be-
longing to the other party to the treaty. The
'kingdom of Jerusalem' was in effect reduced to
,a narrow coastal strip extending from a short
distance ' north of Acre as far as Carmel, Apart
from this Tyre and Sidon, Beiriit and Tripol:

and a few ports in Syria still held by the
Templars and Hospitallers were all that re-
mained of the Crusaders' achievements. The list
of Qalwiin's possessions, beginning with the Holy
city, 1s 1 fact a list of all the territories :
that the Crusaders had lost gurlng the lagt

century or attacked in vain, 4 '

anyone newly arrived in therir tands, should guarantee the safety the

whenever one of the Kings of the Franks or of
Outremey shall leave his land and invade the
territofy of our Lord the Sultan or of his son, *
where that territory is under treaty, the bailli'.
of the [Commune and the Grand Master of Acre shall
undertake to give notice of their movements to
our Lord the Sultan two months -before their
arrwil.

&

Of special note 1s the clause which insukes that



/1d«efcht, of arnf alliance with the Franki)versus the Mongols!
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According

©

1

to the treaty, | .

in case of attack by the Mongols or other enemies
vhichever of the two signatoyxies 1s the first to

recerve news aof it shall inform the other. If an L
» jenemy force which God forbid, whether Mongol or
N/ from some other hostile powef, should attack Syria .
, by the overland route and drive the (Sultan's) , . .
*x ) armies before it as far as the coastal #erritories

affected by this treaty and invade these lands,
the bailli of the Commune of Acre and the Grand <’
Master shall have the right to make provi n by
| ) means of treaties for the defence of qhefgigersons,
b ) their subjects an?7the1r territories, to the best
of their abituity. - :

\‘1"“

LA . )
Finally, a cllause similar to some we have seen previoasly concerning the

. . 48"
restrictiong upon building activities has been included here as well,

- ~

3

The last in thi's spri®s of treaties were concluded-in 684/1285-
1286 with the princesses of Beirut and Tyre each, whose dustricts had not

been included 1n the treaty signed 1n 682/1283-1284 with the'dommqne of °

CAkti;:; 0f the agreement with the Princess of Beirut, little 1s said -~

|

]

£ chronicl®s other than that the Princess was to pay for the ship,

N

in
. -
the water and foreign merchandise abaut 90,000 dirham, that of this sum &

L A v

13

she would pay 3Q,000 dirham immediately and the remainder wi&hgn thré;f
- ﬁ:

) .
months.sg As for the treaty, concluded with Tyre, the conditions'stipu-

¥

O ~ o f"
lated therein are similar to those fcund in the other treaties we have.

examined, For instance, the Pfincess was tp build no neJ citadels, repair

o

no walls, dig no trenches, mor construct othér fortifications and defence
- . * Y 4 - ‘\ o
works.Sl She also agreed to defend® the sultan against any Frankish natiom

\

which might undertake an attack 'upon the lands of ‘the su}tan“and would not

* 2 ° 3
asgistysuch enemies \{ any way.5 Although the sultan had pledged his

e



A

protection for the lands belonging to the Princess, one curious clause

. | e
appears which would allow the Ismd 1lis who were under the sultan to

. . 53
make attempts upon the Princess and herﬂdpmains. Quatremére feels

0

that this provision may have been slipped into the Arabic text unbeknown
» -

to the Frankish authorities.54

.. /

In any case the sultan's alms awm evident in the conditions of i

. -~ .

the agreements as rélateq above. First of all, while they did assure thé\
;rankish parties a measure of security with regard to their Muslim
neighbors, ithe treaties were written in a contemptuous manner as is shown
by the enumeration of the Mamluk lands as compared to those belonging
to the %rankfsh party in the Treaty of CAkk3 in 682/1283-1284,55 and by |
the clause conceéning the Ismﬁcilts if this, indeed, was actua{ly part of
the original text. It is plain that Qald@™in in concluding these treaties did
not do so out of any wish to benefit these principalities or to érolong
the}r exi1stence on Syrian soil, but rather in his own interest so as to
free himself to attend to the more dangerous adversary--the Mongols.

That this is so is further indicated by the fact that from
§84/1285-1286 on, when he no longer feared a Mongol invasion and as soon
as the slightest justification could be found, Qal3a’in launched several
campaigns against tﬂe Crusader strongholds. The first and, perhaps, the
most renowned‘oﬁ these‘campaign; was éhe conquest of Hisn al-Margab and
Maraqiya in 684/1285-1286.55 1bn~¥Abd al-Zihir's text clearly show$ the

kind of attitude which allowed Qala’tun to break the treaty he had sworn

upon.

S
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The Hospitalers who were in it [L.e., Marqaﬁ] had
increased thedr outrages and hostilities, and
their viciousness h wn to the extent that -
the people of neighboring fortresses had become | i
as though they were imprisoned, nay, in the grave.
. The Franks believed that he [the sultaiL would
not overcome them either by fogce—er~by guse, and
that actually there was little trickery 1n himl
So they continued their oppression and did not o
abide by this oath. Each shameful deed of treadhery,
captivity, and pillage brought calamity upon the
small fortresses. Therefore, al-Malik al-Manstur
laid in wait for them like a lion ready to pounce,
and he attached importance ‘to the subject of this
fortrfss among other things.

Mérqab was punished for what was presumably deemed by the sultan to be a

breach of the treaty with Tortosa which covered Marqab as well.57 After

*a desperate struggle, the Franks sought the mercy of the sultan and

begged for clemencyy seeking nothing more than their lives. Qala’un granted
them their request and more. They were permitted to take their horses,

mules and the clothes on their backs as well as a certain amount of money--

about one thousand dinars with them. In return, of course, the Franks

58 b
surrendered the fortress,
The conquest of Marqab was followed two, years later™in 686/1287-1288
by that of Laodxcea.59 In this case not motive is mentioned in the accoeunt R

~
V

of the incident, which is recorded by Ibn “abd al-Zahir alone among our

éhronlclers, other than the fact that the Franks derived much revenue from
- 60
the port of Laodicea, and that in this respect, it compared with Alexandria.

Runciman, however, states that ''thesMoslem merchants of Aleppo had long com-

Il

. w
plained of the inconvenience of‘haéing to send their goods through the

1

. )

Christian port of Latakta,"61 and that Qélﬁ’ﬁn justified his actions by

\ G
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claiming 't at&k:ﬁ, as part of the pfincipalxty of Angioch, was not

~—covered by his truce with Tripoli."62 In any case, with the fall of
Laodicea perished the last Frankish enclave of that principality. 1Its
fall had, perhaps, further Figniflcance for the Muslims. Laodicea was
among the terrLt?ries whi®h' had been lost to the Muslims buk which had
been reclaimed by Hulaku for Bohemond.f)3 It, therefore, was an enormous
rebuke to the Mongols and their allies that it should once again fall

into the hands of their enemy. 1
In 688/1289 Qala’in undertook the conquest of Tripoli on the

pretext that its inhabitants had broken the treaty by causing destruction

©

and because of their support of the adversary.64 Qald’yn seems to have
»

carried out this conquest with more fury than any previous to it. As we

—

have seen, the 1inhabitants of both Marqab and Laodicea had been guaranteed

. safety for their persons and even some of their possessions. On this

. haadt :
occasion, however, Qald’un showed no mercy. Those who attempted to flee

to the island just off the#woast from the city were pursued, then taken

prdisoner or kllled.65 Finally, he had the citiicompletely destroyed,

£y
N

though he would later rebuild 1t 1n a nearby lq‘cation.66 The sultan's

wrath in this case was occasioned not only by the fact that specific
L] L -

conditions of the treaty had been broken, but also by the fact that

Tripoli had allied itgself with the Mopgols. @

With the conquest of Tripoli Qal@’Gn had all but eliminated-the
. ‘
Crusader kingdoms. Only CAkkd remmined. It was, in fact, during pre-

pe;ations for the conquest of éAkkE that the sultan died. It was left to
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Qala’un's son al-Ashraf Khalil to complete the reconquest of that city.
a4 y

3

One thing, however, is clear--merelco-existence was not the goal of
' >
Qala’un's politique. The fact is that as soon as conditions permitted,

i

he did not tolerate the presence of a foreign power on Syrian soil. To
' ¢
N what extent this attitude was a consequence of religion is harg to de-

1Y

termine here. One sguspects that although relgion certainly was one
factor, the sultan and his predecessors would not have tolerated any

. . fqreign power in that strategic location especiall} under the threat of
Mongol advances, regardless of that power's religious associations.
The problem of the Crusaders had, indeed, diminished in importance when
the Mongols came to pose the more serious threat, but when the opportu;,tx
arose, the sultan did not hesitate ¢o rid himself of this irritation.

It
Alliance with the Mongols, therefore, was not the only reason for elimi-
v nation of the Frankish power, for as we have seen, some of the Frankish

kingdoms had chosen to their lot with the Mamluks.

‘4

?

The Byzagtines:

It s a special combination of historical circumstances which

brought abojit an alliance between the Mamluk and Byzantid@ empires during

I

the rej of al-Malik al-Zahir Baybars,67 a policy which was continued by

Qald’un, culminating in what Canard has termed a treaty of commerce and

friendship early in Qala’tn's reig(h'.68
«

-

- At the moment of Qald@’Un's advent to the MamliGk sultanate, the’

emperor Michael VIII Palaeologus, was beseiged by enemies on all fronts.

. -Hard pressed in the West by the Balkan powers and the Frankish states in

~

AN

N ' y
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Greece,69 Michael suffered from the fact that his authority in the East
was being challenged by the Turks in Anatolia, a group of whom had laid

EEY

seige to Tralles (Aydin).70 The Mongols of Persia with whom he was

ailied (an alliancg strengthened by the marriage ofcgze of his daughters

to Ab'éghé,7l were at that moment engaged in expeditions against the
Mamliks 1n northern Syria (i.e., the expedition§ of 679/1280-1281 and
680/1281-1282, the latter of which is known as the Battle of Hims) and
were not, therefore, in a position to help Michael, The greatest menace,

ﬂoweyer, appeared in the form of Charles d'Anjou who had for years

“harbgred a desire to launch a "crusade' against Michael and had been re-

i

strained from doing so in the past only by the press of more immediate
problems or in deference to successi%e Popes who saw gfeater advéntage in
negotiating a union of the Greek and Latin churches under their own aegi§;;;
It was Pope Gréﬁpry X (1271-1276), perhaps, who understood this most A

clearly. In Runciman's words, he realized that

cooperation of the Eastern Christians.

useless to imagine that a revived Latin
would help the cause. Past experience M
the contrary. But a Greek Empire whig
mLtte93voluntarLly to Rome would §9{/
ally.

Such a union would open up the land route tQ/

in the good favor of the Pope. Pope

s’

-~
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regard to the tinion than had his predecessors. The Pope's legates ar-

- *

rived inﬂp6nstantinople in 1279 with the more severe demands: Michael
s

sougbf/to comply realizing that i1t was hié only hope for survival, 'even

e s
tHough by doing so he lost gag\Eﬁpport of his own people.74 In fact, the

-

union, it would seem, was ﬁi}ntained only by Michael's b;:;ing the Pope
with gifts of money, for ;y then the opposition to the union in fhe
Byzantine empire had reached the Pope's eats, casting doubt upon Michael's
sincer1ty.75 . d

When Pope Nicholas died on August 20, 1280, maéters turned from
bad to worse. The mew Pope, Martin IV (1281-1285) was of a completely
different mind. Favoring Charles, Pope Martin broke off relat'ions with
Michael and supported a plan by which Chaffes in alliance with Venice,
Pisa and others would launch an expedition against Constantidgglg which
was actually projEEEEEMTB?—KB;EI-Iggitﬁ6\\\‘

Qalé’ﬁn too had reasons to éontinue the policy of friendsh}p ini-
tiated by Baybars. Not only did the spectre of the Mongols loom large on
the horizon, bSZ thefgfwaSAalsd the ever-present fear of a ne@ Crusade
from the West. One partldl assurance against such a possibility was to
block the land route to Asia by neutraliiidg Byzantiym with sucﬁja treaty.
Nor did Qala’ln like the idea oé Charles d'Anjou, who would most certainly#
be a stronger opponent than his recent predecessors, making solid his claim

.

7
to the titlie of King of Jerusalem. 7 But in addition to these political/ .

~

and military conbsiderations, Qala’lGn hoped to insure the slave trade

carried on with southern Russia thewn under the control of the‘Golden Horde ,
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//
which was after all essential to the survival of the MamlUk system?

For this it was necessary to be on friendly terms with Michael who

domihated the straits through which vessels transporting slaves might -

o o
pass to and from the Black Sea ports.

Almost immediately upon a.ssuming the powers of sultan, Qaﬁa’ﬁn
dispatched embassies to neighboring lands, among them, notably, Byzantium,
. .
to inform their rulers of his succession to the throne, a medsure intended

7 .
to establish his authority. 8 To Michael in Constantinople he sent the

ami

rt

Nasr al-Din 1ibn al-MuhsinT al-Jazari and the patriarch of“Alexandria

Anb3a Siyls 1n 679/1280.79 The envoys arrived at a propitious moment. The

emperor who was seeking allies against his enemies, seized the occasion to
cement a more firm alliance with Qala’un than had existed in the past and

replied to the sultan by returning with the sultan's envoys the copy of

the oath apon which he had sworn and which would form his half of the

-

)

treaty.bo ‘
Among the political and military promises and demands made
therein were the following: 1) that the emperor would not declare war on
the sultan nor i1ncite anyone else to do so, provided that the sultan acted
in a similar manner;81 2) that the sultan's envoys would enjoy complete
security and might travel wherever necessary throughout his empire;82
3) that Christians who were slaves in the territory of the sultan, if
freed, could return freely by sea to the lands of the emperor and that
subjects of the emperor might freely buy Christian slaves in the sultan's

lands and return with them.;83 4) that the practice of arrésting and fining

subjects of the emperor alleged to be engaged in acts of piracy for which
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. i . 84 .
they were, in fact, not responsible, should cease; 5) that complaints -
by subjects of the sultan, victims of exactions on the part of the

emperor's subjects, would be transmitted to the imperial authorit{es,

"

. . . 85
and 1f need be,*compensation made if the sultan agreed to reciprocate;

n

and finally, 6) that 1f the sultan should so desire he might take steps

to include 1in his text a clause providing naval assistavice {from Byzantium to

Egypt against the 'common enemy," etc.:86 Buch clauses may have be€&n in-

cluded 1n previous agreements. However, in Canard’s view, Qald’in's’

’

situation at the time of this treaty had ameliorated to such an extent that
4"“

the sultan no longer saw any need for such a clause.

The most important commercial clauses of Michael's text assured
the continuation of the slave trade and gave protection to all merchants in
return for the paymént of the usual duties on the condition of reciprocity

' , ... 88

and with the provision that any slaves being transported not be Christian. i

dal%jﬁn, whose text was dated Ramadan 680/December 1281, was more

T

s\ 1 -~ {
specific 1n regard to the friendship and assistance clauses. In addition
to the promises made by the emperor, Qala’un demanded that he should not
assist or give an adversary the right of way across his territory no matter

- . 89 . . .
to what race or religion he might belong. Likewise, he makes explicit
that not just any envoys, but specifically these which he dispatches to
the Golden Horde, as well as any who return with them, even slaves, should
. . 90

enjoy free passage and absolute security on land or sea. As for the
question of the corsairs, Qala’un agreed to pursue the emperor's subjects ’

.

only when it could be proven without doubt that they were engaged in acts

v
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of piracy against the sultan and his subjects.91
The news of the death of the emperor Michael QIII Paléeologus

in 682/1283-1284 was learned when an embassy (probably the same embassy

as that which was returning with Qala’ln's portion of the treaty) reached
Constantinople only to find the late emperor's son Andronicus II on the
throne.92 In any case, Andronicus swore the oath in his father's stead -
desirous to carry on his father's policy. In the meantime, of course,
Charles d'Anjou had lost Sicily as a result of the Sicilian Vespers affair
which had been plogted successfully with Michael's help.93 Thus, Byzantium's
major enemy hagd been eliminated. Nevertheless, no change in policy seems
to have occurred or, at least, none is noted by the Arab chroniclers.
Qalﬁ’ﬁp~certa1nly had no reason to abrogate the treaty; for upon 1t de-
pended the slave trade. Furthermore, an overland Crusade always remained

a possibility to be taken into account. The treaty was probably esteemed
beneficial as far as Byzantium was concefned for its stabilizing effect on
relations with her neighbors to a certain degree as well as for the com-

mercial benefits which she must have derived from the trade.

In all they the formation of this alliance between a Christian anq
a Muslim power was dictated by political, military and commeréiél consi-
derations and seems to have worked quite Outside1the religious sphere. In
facq,/Canard points to the fact that where religious concerns might have
raised Hifficult juridico-religious questions, those clauses seem to have
been passed in silence or simply ign‘ored.,g4 The treaty was enacted in the

self-interest of each party. Religion entered the picture only in the sense

that by this policy the MamlGks succeeded in playing one Christian power

against another.



European Christian Powers:

Although the information derived from the Arab chronicles for

Qala’un's reign concernigé‘MamIGk relations with western Christian
poWers is incomplete, it can be gleaned from what reports our chroniclers
do give that Qala’in intended to continue the policies of his predecessors
and more part{;ularly those of al-Malik-al-Zahir Baybars whose po}itical,
military and commercial circumstances resembled his own.9

j When ambaseédors arrived from al-FGnsth in 678/1279, intending
to present themselvés to al-Malik al-SacId, they were received by Qala’in
instead who in the meantime had assumed the sultanate. After the envoys
had delivered both their oral and written messages, Qala’un wrote a repty
and bestowed robes of honor upon them and facilitated their return.97

A second embassy from al-Finsh arrived at Alexandria on

17 Rabi® I, 681/25 June 1282.98 Once again we are given no information
concerning the mission of this embassy. As 1n the first case, we learn
only that the envoys bestowed many gifts upon the sultan (enumerated in
the sources), and that, for his part the sultan treated the ambassadors
hospitably. One may surmise that the,purpose of the embassy was perhaps
in some way related to the volatile situation in western Christendom which
had resulted in the overthrow of Charles-d'Anjou's government in Sicily
on March 30, 1282 (in which both King Peter of Aragon and Michael
Palaeologus had had a hand) at the very moment when Charles' fleet was to
have set forth against Constantinople, an event which was to have impor-

tant consequences in the East. For example, Charles was eliminated as a
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. O
threat to Constantinople. The Mamliks perhaps considered Chatrles' demise
*

a mixed blessing. Though Charles may have been considered a potential

rival to the Mamliks in the East, he also had preferred the Mamliks over

the Mongols as noted previously, and had been instrumental in urging his
deputy to negotiate truces’with the sultan.99 On the other hand, the

defeat of Charles d'Anjou would also have an effect, at least temporarily,
upon the possibility of sending another Crusape to the East since the
strength of western Christendom had bee? sappéd by 'these events, Suggestions

xe

to* the. effect that the mission was sent to gather information on the

i

situation, however, must remain in the réalm of pure speculation since we
cannot even name with confidence the origin of this embadsy. That some sort

of awareness of these events did exist in the East which may have been gained
!

as a result of such mrssions is indicated by Ibn cAbd al-Zahir's account

of the western situation which includes a fragmentary report concerning
I

a sea battle in the port of Naples between the Aragonese and Angevin fleets
loie o 100 .
hich occurred folloyihg the Vespers.

It is no! until 684/1285-1286 that we have any indication of an
embassy d{spatched in the other directioﬂ,jthat is, from Qala’in to al-FUnsh,
which reached its destination in Muharram 682/April 1283.101 In this in-
stance al-Finsh is certainly to be identified with Alfonso X of Castille,

for the revolt of that king's son Sancho is described in this report. The

revolt apparently had an ill effect on the mission, for Qal@’Un's envoys

were detained by Alfonso who wished them to remain until the matter was

[

decided. But as before, we are disappointed to find no explanation of the

purpose of the embassy. It does seem, however, that Alfonso, though he had

o

~&



., envoys in Cast1 , Alfonso X died. The new king, Alfonso's rebellious son

-gg.

L}
reason for detaining the envoys, did not wish on the other hand, to offend

the sultan, for accordihg to Ibn cAbd al-Zahir,

~al-Finsh sent a reply to Ab1 Yusuf, the Lord of
Marrakash refusing [his proposal] , lanLnéL

"If I send the envoys to you and you send them
back on'your part, great disgrace will befall me.
How could the envoys of this great sultan come
before me, yet someone other than me prepare

therr return? What things would be said about me:!-'102

L

There are further indications of friendly relations. During the stay of the

\ preermmmsee o s

‘ﬁancho, was crowned in Seville on a Friday in the early part of Rab1® I 683/

o
b

April 1284. The coronation, moreover, took pléce in a church which had

formerly been a mosquez103 During a procession which was part-of the festivities
- .

it is reported that the new king rode with the banners of the sultan above his

head and that the envoys were with tim as he processed around the city. At

104

the feast which followed, the envoys sat beside him, It is significanti

R
perhaps, that. when envoys from Armenia and from the ruler of Marrakash ar-

rived, at the court, it was the envoys of the sultan who sat on tﬁe right of
the king. Fin%lly, king Sancho conferred with the sultan's envoys and discussed
their differences which however, are not explained. Finally, the sultan's

ambassadors sought Sancho's permission that they might return. Seemingly em-

~

barrassed by thel|fact that because of an empty treasury he was not in a
position to send the ambassadors home accompanied by the usual fine gifts,
Sancho sought to delay their departure by proposing that they go to Toledo

until such time as he might procure the necessary presents. The ambassadors,

105 "o

{
however, refused and returned via Tunis with a sum of 500 din3rs. ne

. ] .
may speculate that this matter of protocol may also have been Alfonso's

1 '
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reaton for delaying their departure.. .
* ) ‘9 .. (9 . .
Though the sources do not inform us in detail concerning Mamlik

4 , .
relations with western Christendom other than to indicate that exchanges
L]

were being carrped on, seemingly of a friendly nature, we may speculate
cgﬁceraLng the subject of these exchanges. The momentous events of these

9

years in the West which had led to the fall of the Angevin dynasty may

also have led to discussions of a political nature or, perhaps, merely

o
)

to fact-finding missions and the establishment of new or renewed al-

liances following the shifting of power 1n the West. On the other hana,

these exchanges may have been primarily of a commercial nature. This is

the explanation favored by Montalvez wha cites the export of olive oil .

’
106 A -

to Egypt as the basis of such commercial activity.

»

Concerning the latter part of Qala’un's reign we have‘;3§dence

~

\J

of a more concrete nature 1n the form of two documents, the first of which

-~

is the text of a ‘treaty concluded with the king of Aragon, Alfonso III

t

and his brother king James II of Sicily.107 The clauses of this agreement

may be divided 1nto two categories or types: political and eomhercial,
& )

In regard to the ‘former Alfonso III and his brdther agreed to count the

3

. 108
friends of the sultan as their friends and his enemids as their enemies,

to prevent hostilities by other Christian powers against the sultan and to
. ' \ . <!
give assistance should hostilities dkcur, as well as to 1nform the sultan

S v
of ‘any movements intended against him.109 The ipression given by these

clauses is that the sultan had reason to fear a ney Crusade and, therefore,

«
e

wighed fh@t such an alliarice be formed. Although oukx sources are silent,

2
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it is possible th;; the sultan was aware of the renewed discussions be-
tween the Mongols, Engl%nd, France, and Rome in regard to an alliance in
a crusading effort. These discussions were going on during the years
1285-1289.110 From Alfonso's point of view, he had the rest of the
| } Christian West, inéluding the P&pe, to contend with since the fight over.
| Sicily continued to be waged in the aftermath of the Sicilian Vespers.
He miéht, therefore, have considered it in his interest to be on friendly
terms with the Mamluks 1n the East. Finally, the king did obtain a
« guarantee of security for those who wished to perform pilgrimages to the
Holy Land.111 . ) ’
The second half of the accord, however, is devotéd' to the facili-
- tation of commercial matters. If a Muslim vessel were shipwrecked in

the ferritories of the king or of his brother, the king would assure security

for the persons aboard as well as for their goods, possessions and he would

112
assume responsibility for repairs. The condition was to be’ reciprocal.
If a subject of the sultan, whether Muslim, Christian or dhimmI died in
~ the king's territories, his possessions and money were to be returned to

) the sultan., This condition was Likewise to be reciprocal.lla The king ©

was also not to aid co;sa{trs.114 Of great importance was the clause which
lifted any restrictions #‘ich might have existedcagainst the import by
the sultan of iron, linen, wood and other materials which were, of course,
‘ essential to the Mamluks for the construction of their fleet and other
military equipment.115 Transactions were to be carried out according to
Muslim law,in the sultan's lands and according to the laws of the king's

I . territory in his Lands.116
‘ A}



- concluded with the Commune of Genoa in 689/1290,
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The second document is the text, or partial text, of a treaty

117 which has as its’

as
principal aim to re-establish™the friendly commercial relations with

.an which‘had been tnterrupted by a series of hostile acts énd re-
pri;als between the two lands.118 It is interesting to note that that
part of the text given by Ibn cAbd al-Zahir speaks only of Genoa's
ocbligations toward Muslims such as protection for their personsg and goods.
Also in the humiliating manner of a practice we rémarked earlier in regard
to the treaties with the Franks of Syria, the most recent conquest of the
sultan--Tripoli-- is mentioned in the enumeration of the sultan's lands

f

covered by this treaty.119 Again the sultan obtained a’'promise from the
Genoans that they would not assist the enemies of the Sultan.lzo

’ Admittedly, the information provided by the Arab chronicles

concerning Mamlik relations--political, military, and commercial--with

"the Christian West 1s filled with lacunae. Nevertheless, it 1s obvious

¢ -

that they were of a political and military nature where the defense of the

*sultanate was concerned and of a practical nature where commerce was in

question. Furthermore, it doesmot appear that the Crusades created a
rupture of enduring nature. On the contrary, they may)have even stimuiatgd
certain alliances in some instances as for example is indicated by the
political clauses of the treaty with Aragon. Once again religion does

not seem to have played an important role in these relations, but was,

’

subordinate to political, military and commercial factors.
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6f~€hristians in his lands, he is the defen@gf’of Muslims in his territory,
T g -

" of Yagba-Siyon's letter to Qald

The Ethiopians:

Two factors emerge as having dominated relations between Islamic

Egypt and Christian Ethiopia--the Red Sea trade and the long-standing af-

filiation between the Ethiopian Church and the patriarchate of Alexandi'ia.121

Little information exists, however, for our period goncerning either &f

these elements, even in the Ethiopian materials available to date.122 Most
of what is known derives from a series of letters written by the negus
YagbatSiyon (1285-1294), which has been preserQed in one of our primary

Arab sources, Ibn ‘Abd al-Zdhir's Tashr'ifjal-_ayy?dm.u:;

By the very form which 'this correspondence takes, one is able to
discern some fundamental traits of Ethiopic-Mamliik relationg during the
period. Although in addressing the sultan Yagba-Siyon has placed himself

on a par with Qala’Gn in asserting that just as the sultan is the protector v

124

K

; .
the reality of his situation vis—%-gﬁs the sultan is laid bare by the fact ~
. ’

’

///f//,/théf/lt wag ly by the sultan's permission and tH‘ough his agency €hat - — —— .

the Ethiopian ruler could obtain _a replacement for the highest po&t in’ the

Ethidpian Church, that of the metropolitan bishop.125 And this--a plea to

.
the sultan to dispatch a new metropolitan--was, in fact, the main purpose

-y

un. It is formulated in such a manner that
the position of the negus relative to the sultan is clear. -

Greetings, O Mansir, Listen, O sultan of Egypt--

may God protect you--Give the patriarch the au-

thorization to send me a bishop. We and they [the

Coptic Churctﬂ have been of one faith since the ’
‘time of Mark until now. 'The order is up to you.,I
shall send you the [?ustomarﬂ gifts if you will

%



by refusing to approve the dispatch of a new metropolitan who, as we have
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<
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send me a bishop., And if you send hkim, I shall
demand from him your instructioT§6 and whatever
they are, I shall execute them. i

The importanceipf this traditional affiliation for the very.stabtlity of
the country 1s illustrated by the fact that when the practice‘was inter-
rupted anq Syrian metropolitans were accepted in their stead, the ;ountry
was threwn into turmoil. This was the situation which obtained during the
mid-thf}teenth century A.D.127 Yagba-Siyon's father, Yikunno-’Amlak
(1270-1285) had. tried in vain to obtain a ndy metrépolitan by seeking
Baybars' cons;nt. His failure to do so resulted in the situaflon described
by Yagba-Siyon in his letters to Qald’un on the one hand and to the
patriarch of Alexandria on the other. Therein he charactergzed the Syrian
metrégplitans as ''those who created havoc in the time of my father,”128
and explained that the Syrians had only been present because no metropolitan

was forthcoming from Egypt, and that they despised the Syrians.129

Thus, the very stability of the Christian kingdom of Ethiopia seems to have

lain id the hands of a Muslim rulér, the Mamlik sultan, by virtue of hfis
. o
power to approve oOr rejec£ the reques} for the dispatch of new metrOpolxtanQ”
to fill the highest office 1n the Ethiopian Church.
A case may be made that the sultan could and did use his power
in regard to the gselection of new metropolitans in such a way as to exercise

some degree of influence over the internal affairs of this Christian land.

He had the possibility to retaliate against any disagreeable actions, either

- .

e b

on the part of' the Ethiopian metropolitan o6r, for that matter, the negus,

Ve 3

2 oma. wd
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seen, played a role of some importance infghat land. In fact, this sort
of reprisal may have been at the root of the failure of the mission sent
to Cairo by Yagba-Siyon's father, Yikunno-’Amlak, the purpose of which
was th?)submission of a request for a new metropolitaQ;lBO . It should be //%
noted, howéver, that the mission was also frustrated in the first in-

stance by a lack of cooperation on the part of the ruler of Yemen in

1
expediting the embassy's journey to Cairo. 31 The sultan, though he

aware that a mission had been sent and knew 1ts purpose, did not coiiply
T

» . tee
because, he stated, the emperor's envoy was not present. %&p’ﬂe knew that

N
the envoy had been detained and was, therefore, perhaps not being quite '

candid in regard to his own motives so that he might use the situation to

€
, his own advantage by 1mpressing upon the negus his coritrol over certain
f & 2
’ﬂ})ﬂhcbb@ts of Ethiopian affairs.13 )
",‘,n‘& LeeT” © [}
F ‘ Tamrat attributes the deterioration of Mamlik-Ethiopian relations
that occurred it the latter part of Yikunno-’Amlak's reign (1270-1285) {to
/ 14 _ . M:':\..
. . -l 1
j the fatlure of that mission. 33 Another explanation, however, is suggepted

by_@bn CAbd al-Zahir's text. As noted previously, Yagba-Siyon in his letter

/ -~ f\
- to the sultan tried to convince Qala’Gn that unlike his father who was N
B :fi;:“among the %pehxes of the Muslims, he was the protector of Muslims in his
e 134 . - .°
4 land. In making this comparison, Yagba-Siyon suggests that his father
i
Sy 4 had acted against the Muslims in sbme way, though just how is not clear.

t
It may be for that reason that the sultan did not gratify the emperor's T

o ,
"4 ' request. This may also be an explanation of why Yagba-Siyon tried so hard

\

in his letter to convince the sultan that qe was of another mind and

. hopeful of establishing friendly relations. " Yagba-Siyon seemed tg’ expect
v .

i
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that friendly relations were the normal state of affairs and would be
reneweh without difficulty, for he WSL presumptuous enough to have sent
various articles for the temples in Jerusalem and wanted tHe sultan to
assure that they would be allowed %o pass.

One further matter awaits consideration. Ethiopira is the first
among the various foreign Christian powers thus far considered to have
harbored a sizeable resident Muslim population.135 This would, one would
anticipate, have provided the emperor with an efféctive bargaining point
vis-4-vis the sultan. But it was less so than.might at gLrst appear, for
the sultan always held the patriarch as well as the relationship of the
Egyptian Coptic Church to the Ethiopian CQgrch in his hands as a means
of control over events. Thus, the situation of Muslims i1n Ethiopia could

not remain 1n jeopardy for long periods. During the latter part of

{
Yikunno-’Amlak's reign, for instance, matters were not going well for
gn, , g

Muslims in Ethiopia due to the failure of the mission about which we have

/

spoken, but the situation changed for the betger on account of Yagba-Siyon's

i

. ; . 1354
desire to re-establish good terms in order to have a new metropolitan. 3

Nothing is said by our sources directly concerning the Red Sea
trade, the second factor governing Mamluk relations with Ethiopia, but it

is interesting to note that Yagba-Siyon seems to have felt perfectly con-

fident in this regard, for he does not seem to have foreseen the possibility

that the ruler of Yemen would not cooperate in sending his embassy to
Cairo via Yemen. As it happened the ruler of Yemen was not then disposed

[

to facilitate the journey of the embassy. It is possible, therefore, that

o

{
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the rivalry over the route between Egypt and Yemen which developed later
was already oper;tlve at this dat:e.l36
It is perhaps true to say that in the case ‘of Mamlik -Ethiopian
felations, religion was the 1ssue mote so than in other instances of
MamlUk relations with foreign Christian powers] Religion was not just a dis-
guise for a political or military issue, but was often the issue itself.
Furthermore, these relations might at times affect the population of eirther
country at other than official levels. Yet here too, the motive seems to
«*have been political to some degtee. Thé sultan as well aslthe negus, to
a lesser extent, could use religious factors to gain political ends--in
the case of the syltan some Lﬁfluence over the affairs of his southern

neighbor, 1n the case of the emperor an officipal of the Church somehow

necessary to the stability of his rule.
a

The Christian Kingdoms of Nubia:

Mamlik relations with the Christian kimgdoms of the Sudan137 seem
to have been characterized not so much by missionary zeal or even the ex;
tension of direct rule over that land as by an 1nterest in the regular pay-
ment of the bagt (i.e., tribute) which was instituted for the first time
aé,early as the seventh century.138 Failure to pay usually resulted in
punitive expeditions against the land, none of which (at least up to and

through Qala’tUn's reign) had ever resulted in any direct control.139 Such

N

were the expeditions launched by Qald’lin against Nubia first in 686/1287-1288

“

and again in 688/1289-1290 against the recalcitrant king of Dongola,

Sham@min who refused to pay the bagt;.140 The tribute is the only motive

< 3
\
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discussed by our sources. No mention of religion is made whatsoever
and our chroniclers' major concern is invariably the vicissitudes of
these campaigns. Only one 6ther reason for the expeditions comes to

, .
mind, but again 15 not discussed in the sources. That 1s that these cam-
paigns may have been launched with a view to maintaining some kind of
contact with and control over the regions through which the trade routes
between the Red Sea and the interior passed (i.e., the area in Nubia be-
tween the west bank of the Nile and the Red Sea).lé} Yet, Arkell claims
that '"‘there 1s no reason for thinking that the kingdoms of either Dongola
or Alwa [pf which al-Abwab formed the northernmost paré]laz were strong
enough to have had any political 1nfluence west of the Nile," and that
"there is no archaeological evidence of the cultural influence of Christian
Nubia further west than in the Wadi Mugaddam some 20 miles west of Omdurman,”

and there that influence spread up the Wadi from the Dongola Reach and not

143

]

directly from the Nile." This, of course, militates against the latter

- \
e

hypothesis, \

Conclusions:

An examination of the Arabic sources with respect to Mamlik re-
lations with foreign Christian powers suggests several conclusions. These
'
relations were generally of a political and military or commercial natur;.
Their course was generally dictated by high-ranking state officials or
their representatives and functioned within the context of the entire

Mediterranean system. These relations, of course, often affected entire

populations. Less often did they directly affect an individual in par-

PR
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ticular.*‘Perhaps merchants more than others experienced direct contacts
as well as the effects of Mamlik relations with foreign Christian powers.

Direct encounters between ordinary Muslims and foreign Christians were

!
naturally limited to a great extent except in the case of merchants en-

gaged in commerce or between Christians and Muslims residing within the
Crusader kingdoms.

The Arabic chronicles suggest that an awareness of religious
dlfference;-was présent, but that these differenceés played a minimal role
in the fotrmulation of policy in regard to one country or another. The
Muslxmé behaved toward the Crusaders as one would expect anyone to behave
toward an enemy on their own soil. With other countries they sought ties
for commercial or politico-military reasons in which religion mattered
little. Not one of our chronicles displays what might be called an excess
of religious zeal and all maintain a rational objectfive tone, for the most
part, Ln contrast to what one might find in propagandistic literature such
as that documented by Emmanuel Stivan. This is interesting, for if it-is
true, as Haarmann suggests, that medieval Arabic historical writiég was
being popularized tq‘§ﬁit the tastes of a growing audience, one would expect
that these chronicles might refréct not only the ahtitudes of the authors,

but also the attitudes of those whom they sought to please. In this light

the, fact that religion plays a minor role appears significant.

Relations with Indigenous Christians

Modern studies have generally portraygd the Mamluk period as that

P
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in which the Christian communities of the East living under Mamluk rule

reached their lowest ebb. For example, according to Richard Gottheil,
)
"it was especially during the Mdmluke rule that the Dhimmis were many

times serirously threatened, '”144

In special reference to the Christian

community of Egypt, Ira Lapidus claims that 'only then were the Copts
lrori 145 . . .

reduced to the small minority they are today in Egypt." Similarly Wiet

states that '"the government of the Mamluks gave the coup de gr§ce to

-

ChrLstiaﬁLty 1n Egypt, whrich ceased to mean anythinf but a small number of

146
individuals." b This view 1s also held by Moshe Perlmann who quotes

WLet147 and who observes '"that after about 1250 the tide of theological

polemical literature against Christians and Christianity rose to its

highest." %8

The reasons given for this turn of events are primarily two:

< 149
1) the effect of the Crusades in arousing anti-Christian senthent,a
i

which though 1mplicit 1n the Muslim social order,l50 had been contained and

channeled by that order so that 1ts expression had rarely tound a more
serious outlet than the imposition of the restrictions prescribed for mi-

151
nority religions, in particular, ahl al-dhimma, by Muslim law, and

2) the threat of the Mongol invasions which, 1n Cahen's words, "wherever

they occurred, were of temporary advantage to the Christians, 'as there
1 . i .
were Christians in the Mongol ranks, and because the Mongols held the

balance between the various faiths; several acts of excess by Christians

against Islam mgde the Christians pay for their behaviour...”152 However,

a third, perhaps less visible, explanation is advanced by E. Strauss who
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attributes some of the blame to the fact that the Mamluks as_foreigners

"oppressed cruelly the authochtone [éié]populatxon” and "were ready to

. . 153
give an outlet to their feelings by decreeing restrictive laws."

The statement made in both al-Maqr..7 and al-CAyﬁT to whiel
\ ~y
1 R
we have referred earlier, >4 however, suggests that the Mamluk period -

should not be monolithically described as one devastating tP Christians

throughout,

In that year an incident occurred involving the

ahl al-dhimma and many of them converted to ﬁslém.
- During the reign of al-Malik al-Mansiir they/had
been in the lowest degree of humiliation ang
disdain, especially 1n the time of al-Shuja 1 for
whom the populace (i.e., the Christians) as well
as the scribes and 'men of the pen' (arbab al-
aqlam) had great respect, to the extent that even
the greatest among them rode a donkey, wore a sash
(zunnar) around his waist and dared not to speak
with a Muslim while he was mounted. Nor did one ever
see a Christian wearing a fine robe (farajiyatan
magqulatan) or dressed in white except for a few
among them who did so then only with humility and
humbleness. But when a change in rulership came
about and al-Ashraf ruled, things happened and the
khassakiya grew in importance and their personal
power increased, the rank of the Christians increased
as well because of some of the khassakiya who were
protecting them,

Herein Qala’tin's reign 1s described as mor; severe than that of al-Ashraf
Khalil when the power oivthe Chrxsgians grew. On the other hand, it does
seem that the situation of the indigenous Christian populace during
Qala’in's reign was far better than that which prevailed not many years
later during' the third/reign of al-Malik alqségir Muhammad ibn Qala’un
(710/1310-1311 ~ 741/1340-1341).156 From the Muslim point of view, the

Christians appeared to be faring quite well indeed, at least up until
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the end of the thirteenth century or early fourteenth century at which

time GhazT im d-Wasit1 probably composed his tract in which he makes the

point

Ay ve
4
g that the protected people, who, not being sub-
g jected to fear, have been allowed to live

freely 1n Egyptian and Syrian régions, some of
them unbelievers belonging to the Jewish faith
. and others to sects of the Christians, are
worse unbelievers and more stiff-necked than
those who wield the sword and have kept their
| hold over Islam by oppression and tyranny.157
Thus, although it does seem to be generally true that the MamlGk period

\
.a general decline in the state of affairs of the

as a whole did witness
el

l/ ; )
Christian community, i#l also appears that that decline may have followed
an uneven rather than a progressive, linear course. Now, therefore, it
is time to examine in detail the information given by the Arabic chronicles

in this regard for the reign of al-Malik al-Mansiir Qala’uUn.

The Political Situation of the Indigenous Christian Community:

An examination of both confemporary and later Arabic chronicles
has revealed relatively little information concerning the native Christian
population 1n contrast to the great amount of information pertaining to

| foreign Christian powers, or for ghat matter, to ény other subjéit with
the exception of the Mongols. Since we have seen that the major concern
of our chroniclers was to document the important political and military
158

‘events of the day; this very lack of information may in itself be regarded

as an indication that the Christian community as a whole played no strong
/ . \

\

‘ political role. Such a hypothesis is supported'by the fact that the Arab

® ~ |
-
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chroniclers show no overwhelming bias in reporting the matters concerning

3

indigenous Christians which khey did chogse to record. These reports
4 - o

e . ‘

<>

¢ 1
were made, for the most part, in a most matter of fact m#&nner, and as we

,\\ J

have seen, some information appears only as it obccurs within the context

of a story whose focus lies elsewhere.159

On the other hand three reports show indigenous Christians

playing a political role. 1In 679/1280-1281 the patriarch of Alexandria
>

. 16
L was among the members of an embassy sent to the Byzantine emperor. 0 The

treaty concluded between Qald’Tn and the emperor was signed in the following

. ’ »
.—_year in the presence of the patriarch of Alexandria.161 Though not pre-

cisely defined by our sources, the role of the patriarch in these negoti-
ations may have been that of a token Christian presence or for display
meant. to meresé the emperor and to facilitate the negotjat}ons and for-
malities of this treaty with a foreign Christian power. Thatgshis possi-
bilities of exercising any real political influence were limited, however,

is demonstrated by what we'know of his role in the selection of the metro-

politans who were_sent to Ethiopia to head the Church there.({ It was only
with the sultan's permission that the process of selection d{éht be under-

taken and only with his approval of the person chosen .that a new metro-

162

politan might fi ly be dispatched. The patriarch's role as the leader

e

Adr v
of his community%ﬁjthin the empire is not discussed by our sources at.all,

n

A\
however. v

t

Secondly, the treaty concluded with Genoa was signed in the

presence of bishops (al-asd@qifa) and monks (al-rahbﬁn).163 Both incidents

. ’
‘
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indicate that thé Christian clergy at this time still enjoyed a certain
{

status and playe& a useful part in effecting Qal3@’lin's policies espe-

crally in regard o his foreign Christian allies. Such a role, however,
4 ‘ ‘
does not necessarily imply that the clergy exercised political power or

infiluence either in the formulation of these policies toward foreign

.

powers or in regard to their own community within the empire although it

is possible that they received certain favors in recompense for their
services on such occasions. ) '

( Thirdly, we learn that a certain Hibbat Allah who was a Copt
1 \

(al-QibgT al -Nasard@ni) held the position of mustawfi of Egyptm4 or ac-
=1 \ ) N

cording to another historlan, mustawfl al-§ghgg.l65 According to

{ ) .
Gaud%froy-Demombyne'sidescription of this position which is based on
oA

al:Qalqashand'i,' the mﬁstawfi al-suhba was the second deput@ the wazir.
O

\ Son autofité s'étend sur tout 1'Empire, sur la Syrie '
commre sut 1'Egypte. Il éctit les décrets (mardsim)
\- sur lesqdels le sultan appose sa marque (Calémaliique

ces décrets soient relatifs 3 l'administration du pays,

| ou que ce soient des concesg4sons de faveurs ou des
ordres .de service pour des affaires petites ou grandes.
\ Le bureau;de ce fonctionnaire serait, selon Qalq. le
plus considérableé des bureaux de finances; c'est lui
. qui _enregistre les décisions du Sultan en matiére de
dotations et de décrets (tawéqic et marasim). Les
autres bureaux de finances ne sont qu'une branche de
celur-13, et c'est & lui qu'aboutit leur comptabilit

o

é.166

This then, was a post Of some import. In al-Yunini's words he was the

pivot (al-madar) of the diwans and the wazir yas guidei by him in the

rest of affairs.l67 When Hibbat A11dh died, Qal3d’iln saw fit to appoint his

‘ 168

.

gon to fill, the post.

_Although {t is evident that Christians like Hibbat Allah did

Y
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fill official positions, even very high positions, in the govefnment

9 ~ O
during Qald’in's reign, whatever political influence or stature they
f

m;ght have been able to acqulre was, probably partially offset by the
intermittent )ﬁsmissals of Christians and other minor{ty groups from
these positions. Dismissals of officials occurred twice during
Qala’fn's reign~-in 678/1279-1280 and 1in 659/}290. Ibn al-Furdt records
that in 67@/1279-1280 Qala’in became irritated with the Christians,

9
"especially the Christian scribes of the diwan al-j‘aysh.16 He dismissed

tHe kuttdb al-juyish and ordered that they be replaced by Muslims, He
O L"\

170 .

also appointed the Q&d1 Amin al-Din, the ghahid of the sanduq al-nafaqat !

to the secretariat of the army (kxtébat al-jaxsh)lin place of al-AsCad

Ibrahim, the Christian.”1 It is perhaps worthy of note that the sultan

directed his attention to the kuttdb al-juylish in particular. The diwan

\

al-jaysh in which they were employed was, according to Rabie (citing

al-Nuwayr1) ''the only diwan to deal with the registration, evaluation,

172

=C . ! -
and conferment of the iqta s." It seems that this diwan and therefore

those who were employed therein had become especially, important since ac-

cording to Rabie, '"as time went on the diwdn al-jaysh gained complete in-

dependence,"173 which may explain in part the sultan's actions in regard

o

to the Christiam employees. Apparently he wished this important dIwan to

be in the hands of Muslims ra;her than in the hands of those who were in .
S [Re t 4 \\
theory second-class citizens. On th? other hand he seems to have done : \\

\

nothing about the fact that a ChrisJian filled the high position of mustawfl

<

of Egypt and indeed éncouraged this situation by appointing his son as

“yuccessor to the post, ’ -

)

A ‘
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) ~
It is also recorded that on that very same day on which he dismissed

" F

the Christian scribes employed in the diwd@n _al-jaysh, the monastery

called dayr al-khandaq was desféoyed’by order of the sultan.174 One

may surmise that these actions, taken early in his rign, were intended

to gain the support of the Muslim population, especially the Culam'é’,

in order to strengthen his rule.175

5
In 689/1290-a letter was received in Sy%ia&containing orders
from the sultan that no Christians or Jews §houk§$be employed in the

d
d'iw'é'ns.176 It is possible that his order was never fully executed, for

¥

though most reports give the impression that the Christian and Jewish
emp loyees were, indeed, dismissed, one is left in doubt hy the fhact
that al-YunInT concludes his account of the incident stating that '"no

action was taken on the order," ('"fa-lam yumilu bih;).l77 7

In any case, in the instances related, none of the orders for

dismissals of Christian officials were followed through in a definftive v

way. Not only did Qald@’ln appoint Hibbat Alldh's son to succeed him

i

just three years after the first decree was issued concerning the
dismissal of Christian employees, but as we have just remarked, it is not
certain that similar orders issued in 689/1290 were ever carried out.
Further, the orders did not always apply uriformly throughout the empire,
fOr as we have just noted, the second of these decrees was to be effective
in Syria only. &

Although the diwans apparently never functioned for long without

employing Christians and Jews, the uncertainty and instability of their

¥
P
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employment probably affected in a negative way the possibilities for
acquiring any high degree of political power, whether individually
or in terms of their community as a whole, !

One other measure--perhaps of ad even more serious nature
since it clearly infringed on personal religious freedom and was ex-

. . . ... 178 . R

traordinary in its imposition --was taken against Christians during
Qald’ln's reign. Once again the provocation is not indicated, but it

seems that the measure may have been intended to ¢4ter to those who

found the employment of ahl al-dhimma in administrative positions of-

fengive while retaining in those positions those who had acquired *
expertise 1n the field, namely, dhimmis and perhaps especially

Christians. 1In 680/1281-1282 a decree was issued by the sultan offering
ahl al-dhimma among the mustawf'Is179 and employees of 'the diwdns the

choice of either embracing Islam or being put to death. When a group

of Christians and Samaritans among the mustawfis and employees gathered

and the choice was presented to them, they refusell conversion whereupon

/
they were taken out to the Sdq al-Khayl outside Damascusl80 where the

gallows were made ready and the rope was fasterned argund their necks.

At that they immediately embraced Isldm and were brought before a judge

in Damascus in whose presence they affirmed their conv rsion.181 Not

long after, however, in that same year as a matter of fact, the ahl al- .
kit@ab who had been converted by force to Isl3dm sought |a legal opinion
concerning their case. A council was convened and the Q&d1I Jam3dl Al-din

[y

al-MalikT was ordered to hear their case and make a ruling in accord%nce «

()



-118-

23

' P
~r <

i

with his madhhab. The defendents were:éﬁ%n summoned. A group of Muslims

witnessed in their behalf that they #ad, indeed, been converted by force.
‘ R 4
-~ 'l‘

The result was that most returngd-to their former religion and the jizzal82

wa$ rermposed upon them.lBj;KST;ce the jizya was imposed on all ahl al-

dhi%m%; its re-imposition should not be seen as a special punishment for )
CthstLans in this case, Once again, as we have seen, the measure was

of short duration, yet must have been a cause for anxlety among the

Christian population, though it was directed only against a certain cate-

gory of the community. On the other hand the Christians were not alone

to suffer in this instance. In any case 1t was an unusually harsh re-

minder of the place of minorities within the social order. Thus 1t seems

that while the Christians weﬁg, indeed, employed in governmental posts,

/ .
often at high levels, posts which may have offered some possibility for

A Y

acquiring political influence, it does not seem that such gain was looked N
upon with favor by same segments of the Muslim population.

Several questions are raised by our examination of the foregoing
incidents. First of all, though it was in each case the sultan who 1issued

J

the orders, his seriousness of intent, indeed, his personal desire that
such orders be strictly enforced in regard to the minority communities, '
18 %afled into question by the fact that he seems to have been quite un-
enthusiastic in assuring their application. Furthermore, as we have seen,
Lt was only a very few years after his first decree prohibiting employment

of dhimmis in the dIwdns that Qalda’un himself appointed al-As®ad Ibrahim

son of Hibbat All3h the Coptic mustawfI, to replace his father when the

S
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latter died.l84 These indications perhaps confirm the assertion of several

modern historians that it was not so much the Mamlik government as the

185 The chronicles, however, offer no con-

‘ulamd’ who urged such actions,
clusive evidence for the role of the Culam'é’. In fact, we saw earlier that
both- gl-YuninT and Ibn Kathiy whanwe may consider to be Culama’, were ap-
pfeciative of the Christian mustawfl Hibbat All3h and his good qualities as
a person as well as an administrator.186 Thus one cannéznggzgageneral
statements concerning the attitudes of the Culamé"exther.

A second question concerns tﬁe motives for .the measures taken 1in
the name of the government. Did the government, in fact, consider the
local Christian population to be an enemy element, a "fifth column' so to

speak, by associating that gpmmunity with their foreign Christian co-re- ,

li1gionists who were, indeed, involved in activities hostile to the Mamlik

—

empire such as the Crusades and the formation of alliances with the Mongols
. . , 187

and then retaliate with the measures described above. Earlier we saw

that the explanation most often given for the decline of the Christian

community during the MamltGk period was the effect of the Crusades in pro-

I3

voking retaliatory measures upon the community which was suspected of col-
: : 188 . . PP
laboration with the enemy, Yet, the orders which were issued initiating

action detrimental to Christians most often refer not to Christians in par-

t icular, but to ahl al-dhimma or ahl al-kit@b. Thus, it does not appear

that these orders were 1n any way directly connected with the fact of the “fV;

e

Crusades. 1In the sphere of foreign policy, moreover, the Mamluks did

distinguish between one Christian power and another, i.e. those which were
i
friendly and those which were not, They were in alliance with the
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Byzantines while at war with Crusaders and allies of the Mongols. Our
chroniclers have shown themselves ever ready to condemn the allies of
erther Crusaders or Mongols and have even stated explicitly those speci-
fic actions which brought retaliation against them from the Muslim side.
It is perhaps significant, therefore, that on no occasion are actions of

local Christians in this regard indicated as the cause for repressive
measures taken against them. If one does éake ?71ink between the fact

of the Crusades or the fact that some Christian powers allied themselves
with the Mongols and the repressive measures instituted against CbristLans
(among others) from time to time, such a connection 1s necessarily specu-
lative and is not gupported by the information'found in eithe; the contem-
por s y or later Arabic chronicles. Furthermore, it should be rematrked
that the real "time of tf0ubles"ifor the Christian population appears to
have come at a slightly later period., Thus, the demise of the]Christian
community cannot be attributed tﬂ these factors and it must be co?clhded

that the Mamliik government did d¥stinguish between various groups of

Christians.

The Economic Situation of the Indigenous Christian Community:

Although such political power as Christian functionariesg were

€

able to obtain rested on a shaky foundation as a result of their theoretical
+

legal position as ahl-al-dhimma within the community as well as the inter-

ruptions in employment which they experienced from time ta time, it is
/possible to conceive that these officiels were able, nevertheless, to acquire

some degree of economic power, especially since we know that a sizeable
. h N

)l . A

<
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number seem to have been employed in the financial structure of the

empire (i.e., 1in the diwan al-jaysh or in the staff of the lggéfﬁ,
1882 |

etc), though our chronicles never address themselves gpecifically ,
to this question. Such an assertion seems to be confirmed by the fact that the
wealth of Copts is one complaint of the Muslim pamphleteers such as Ghazi
Lbn al-w531g1.189

The treaty concluded with Aragon contains a clause which con-
cerns dhimmis, an 1ndication that Christians were certainly also engaged
in commerce. This clause states that ''whenever any Muslim, Christian or
dhimmi merthants, who are subjects of.the sultan, die within the territory
of the king of Aragon or that of his brother, the king should not make
obstacles 1n regard to their possessions or merchandise, but should
insure that they be transported to the sultan's territory in order that he
might do with them as he chooses,”190 an indication that Christian merchants
had opportunities to acquire wealth to an extent that the sultan found 1t
worthwhile to provide for its return to him should the merchant die,
Moreover, no mention 18 made anywhere in our sources of any sort of re-
strictive measures being placed upon merchanés belonging to the minority

religions. , .

. -

The Social Situation of the Indigenous Christian Population:

Despite the statement made in both al-Maqrizil and al-cAan to
which we have already referred several times, that Christians had reached
> ?ﬂ ) N <

b o
their lowest state during Qala’lin's reign when even the greatest among

them rode donkeys, wore the zunnar at their waist, did not dare speak



to a Muslim while he was mounted, etc.,191 all of which things did not

exceed the bounds of Muslim law,192 there are indications that rank an
file members of the community were not Ereated with undue harshness or
severity at this time. For example, although it is clear thaiﬂChristians
had to pay the jizya prescribed by law, an additional burdensome tax,
first 1mposed during the reign of al-Malik al-Zahir Baybars, was abolished.193

Two other incidents involving ini}vidual Christians recorded by
our chroniclers reveal no unusual bias i1n their régard. In 684/1285-1286
Ibn CAbd al-Zahir reports that a Jew and a Christian were discovered to
be the ;CCOmpllces of a Muslim member of the halga of Damascus, Shihab
al-Din 1bn Dubaysi, who was engaged in forging the signature of the sultan
on certain royal documents. As we have seen, the sultan's first reaction
to the report was that the tonéie»of the Muslim should be cut off and that
he should be publicly disgraced, while the punishment of the 9hrxstian and
Jew should be tasmir. In the end, however, the sultan followed the
counsel of the fuqaha’ who recommended that all three be punished and im-
prisoneé, seemingly 1n a similar manner.194 It seems that 1n the final
analysis the religions of the three who were involved, do not seem to have
been the primary consideration in assigning punishment.

Finally, in 687/1288-1289 Badr 1bn al-Qasis al-Nafis, a Coptic
Christian was arrested during Ramaddn while drinking wine in the company
of a beautiful Muslim woman. The Christian was naturally punished for
drinking wine during Ramadan was illegal while the Muslim woman was

punished as well by having her nose amputated.195
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Though two later Arabic chronicles, those of al-Maqrizi and
al-cAan, both indicate that the state of the Christian population had
reached its lowest jpoint during Qald’in's reign, there is nothing in
the contemporary sources to confirm s;ch a view, The social status of

" the community seems to have been inferior to be sure, but not so low

that the Christian community had become desperate.
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' CONCLUSIONS
! 4

The evidence of the contemporary Arabic chronicles, both
historiographical and substantive, leads to the conclusion that Muslim-
Christian ;elations duringdthe reign of Qala’un were neither particularly
salutary nor particularly oppressive. Relations with foreign Christian
powers were determined at high levels of government and depended upon
the political and military rather than upon the réligious consideratibns

+ of each party. Perhaps the most radical example of such a view is the
Nubian campaigns. Though the Nubian kingdoms were Christian,‘one has
the distinct impreSSLOQ that had the king paid the tribute, no expedition
would have been undertaken against his 1andz The attitude of the‘chroniclers
| coif%?ms such a view. Theg have little to say in regard to friendly
Christian powers while enemies are condemned, and even then, religion is
| ment ioned gnly as it serves to bring additional blame upon the enemy.
| - g
Although religion is a factor implicit 1in the Crusades and which certainly
facilitated the formation of both realized and projected alliances between
thg CHristians and the Mongols, it is evident that the Mamlik state would
have reacted in a similar manner to any foreign invasion regardless of the
religion of that enemy. That religion was not a primary factor in the
formulation of policy is supported by the fact that the manner in which
the government of the Mamluks reacted against the pglitical and military
enemy was not carried aver to the Christian element of the population within

the MamlGk empire. Thus, one must conclude that Mamlik relations with
® | |
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’

- foreign Christian powers were, in fact, hormal, that is, neither distorted -
by nor revolving around religious factors.
As for the bhrLstian population living withromthe'~Mamliik empire,

the sources do not support the view found stated in many modern studies

that the entire Mamluk period was one of disaster‘throughOutufor the

Christian c%mmunlty. We must revise our views to recognize the fact that

such claims are -clearly based on reports concerning a slightly later

period as well as on the later sources such as al-Maqrizi and al-CAyni /
which indicate, as we have seen, that during Qald@’tn's reign Christians

had reached their lowest degree of humility. Nothing in the contemporary

, L

sources ex1sts to indicate that Qal3@’lin's reign witnessed an abnormal

state of affairs. 1In the context of Muslim society, 1in particular, and“

medieval society, in general, the situation at this time was normal,

Though it 1s true that Christians bore the burden of restrictions imposed

upon a subject people (restrictions of dress, personal relations .with Muslims,
transportation, the payment of a poll-tax, etc.), there is no evidence for

mass persecutio®. At the most, Christian officials of the government bore

the brunt of whatever anti-Christian sentiment (if it can,, indeed, be

labelled anti-Christian since other minorities were involved as well),

existed. There is no evidence to suggest that the Christian population

as a whole'ﬁuffered in any extraordinary way. The very lack\ofncomment“

i’ the Arabic chronicles confirms the probability that the situation was

one of relative stability, \
\
Similarly there i8 no direct éwidence in the chronicles to support

the assertion that the indigenous Christians were considered as belonging

3
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to the same race as the {oreign Christian enemy. It seems that just

as the Mamluk government distinguished between ally énd gnemy, basing

its distinction on political rather than religious differences, it

also viewed the local Christian population in the light of their

behavior rather than in terms of purely religious sentiment. Nowhere

in the Arabic chronicles examined is there to be found an explicit

statement linking the dismissals and forced converi;oné to the actions

of foreign Christian powers. Rather, such repressive measures, when

imposed, seem to have been initiated to humor the religious element

of tﬁe!ﬂusllm‘gyyulation, i.e., perhaps a certain segment of the gul;mﬁ’.
Perhaps the greatest value of our examination of the Arabic

chronicles then is to have indicated that within Muslim society Lttself
. '

there existed a variety of opinion. On the other hand, it 1s evident

that the chronicles do not tell all. Other kinds of sources Tust be

examined in conjunction with the chronicles if we are to verify our

hypothesis that a variety of opinion did exist at this time, for example,

that unlike the ruling Mamlak class, the “ulama’ may have viewed the

situation in a very different light, one where religious factors did

play a prominent rale.

a
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Tables of Reports, by Year,

Involving Christians
During the Reign of Qala’un

IAZ Ibn ®Abd al-Zahir
BM Baybars al-Mansir1
J al-Jazari
Y al -Yunini
AF Abl al-Fida
N al-Nuwayri /
ID Ibn al-Dawadari
IF Ibn al-Furat
MIAF Mufaddal ibn abT al-Fada’ il
IK Ibn Kathir
) i
M Maqrizi
s al-Sulﬁl;
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A al-‘ayni
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679/1280-1281

1AZ J Y AF N ID IF | MIAF IK A
King of Sis aids Mongols -~ X
Expedition to Margab X X X X X
[od - -

Franks of Akka seekrenewal of '

treaty X X
Patriarch in embassy to

Constantinople X
Two amirs sent to Syria X X

Y
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Tregty with Hospitalers of . . )
Akka X X X X X X
Plot vs. Qala’tn X X X X X X X X
~
Mongols aided by Christians X X X X X X X o
o - A\?
Treaty with Constantinople X - X X X ’
‘.-—e
Treaty with*fohemond of .
Tripoli X X X X
Ahl al-dhimma forced to em- : , -
brace Islam X X i':
]
Ahl al-dhimma return to their . N
former religion o X X
peath of Frankish envoy ; ) X
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Treaty. with Templars of ‘
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Georgian no;gble seized X X . X X
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Obituary for Hibbat Alldh Tx o x ‘

X

Envoy from Constantinople
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4
Conquest of al-Kakhta X X X X
Raid on Sis X X X
Qalcat al-Tini X
Patriarch of al-Hadath \\ X X
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Treaty with CAkka ° X X : X
| Jawali collected from ahl
al-dhimma X
*. . -
Fg' ‘o B
= P o
4 .
— ‘)“"(\_ .

-9%1-




683/1284-1285

ATy

& —
N
IAZ l BM l J | Y l AF l N I D l IF IMIAF l IX ls M kl A i
Envoy to Byzantine emperor X
Internal Frankish affairs - X
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Peace with ruler of Sis X -
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New of Pope's death X I &%
]
Christian and Jew are accom-
plices in forgery X
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Treaty with Aragon X
Treaty with Genoa = — X -
N——

Abyssinia. X '
'Massacge of Muslim merchants
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Jews and Christians not to
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