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~ost modern studies have portra~ed the Maml~k perlo~ as that Ln 

whlc~ ,the c\rist ian population of the Marnlük emplre reached ltS demlse. 

Two reasotp a~ most often glven. for this sltuatlon: 1) the effect of the 
\ 

Crusades in arouslng antl-Chrtstian sentiment and 2) the Hong'ol invaSlons 

ta whlch severai Christ Lan powers gave actlve asslstance. ThlS study 

whtch lS Ilmlted to the contemporary and later Arablc ch~onlcies and which 

examLnes the relgn or Qalâ'~n as a case study for the MamliJk period, tndi­

cates that contrary to this vtew, no correlation eXlsts between these two 

hlstorleai factors and lhe treatment of Chrlstl,ans ln the Mamllik perlod 

during uhe relgn of Qalâ'ün. In fdCt, the situation of the lndlgenous 

Chrlstians seclns ta have been relatLvely stable. Those measures WhlCh were 

lnstltuted were taken against a parlicular category uf Chrlstlans, not against 

the populatlon as a whole. Not only do the Maml~ks of thLs perlod seern to 

have dlstlngulshed between various Christian part Les in their treatment of 

them, but a varlet y of oplnloh concernlt'lg Chrlsttans Se€lUS ta have eXlsted 

among varlous elements·of the Muslim population as well. Furthermore, 

Mamlûk pOlLCy at thlS period toward foreign Christian powers does not seem 

ta have been rnotlvated by purely religiou's considerations. ThuS, our views 

concerning the Mam1ûk perLod must be reVlsed to recognlze that,although the 

Mam.l't)k period was certalnly a period of declLne for Christianity, it shou~d, 

nevertheless, not be descrLbed unLformly as being one of disaster for the 

ChrLs~i.an communlty . 
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Lé) plupdrt des études modernes ont ,décris l'époque des Mamelouks 

comme celle dont 1.1 populdtlon chrétiennf' cle l'emplre mamelouk a attei.ï~ son 

décés. Deux rdlsons sont souvent données pour cette sltuatLon: 1) l'.effe~ 

des croisades en évc111ant des sentlments contre les Chrétlens, et 2) l~s 

attaques des Mongoles que plusieurs pUissances chrétiennes ont aLdées ac-

t lvement. contemporalres et 

tardi.ves et qUl exanllne le règne de Qala'ün comme exemple de l'épo'que des 

Il n'y a p~s 'de rapport 

Cet étude, qUi se limite aux chroniques arabes 

Hamelouks, indlque le contralre de cette perspective. 

entre ces deux éléments historiques et le traitement des Chrétiens pendant le 

règne de Qal~'ün dans l'époque des Mamelouks. En effet, la Sltuation des 
• 

Chrétlens indigènes parait aVOir été relatlvement flxe. Ces mésures, qUi 

avaient été institués, avaient été pris particulièrement cdntre une catégorie 

de Chrétiens et pas contre ld populati~n c.hré.tienne entière. tes Mamelouks 

de cet époque pas seulement semblent avoir distingué entre les partles 

chrétiennes diverse, mais il parait y avoir été auspi plusieurs avis sur les 
, 

Chrétiens entre les éléments divers de la populatLOn musulmane. De plus, la 

polLtique des Mamelouks pendant cet époque veœ les pUissances chrétiennes 

étrangères ne parait pas avoir été motivée pa~ des considérations purement 

reli 6 Leuses. Ainsi, nos avis sur l'fpoque des Mamelouks doit ~tre revus pour 

reconnaitre que, bien que l'époque d:es Mamelouk,s a surement hé u~e pér i~de' 

de décadence pour la Chrétie~té, LI ne faut pas nœrunoins la décrire uni­

form~ment comme avoir été une péri~de de malheur pour la communauté chrétienne • 
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INtRODUCTION 

MuslLm-ChrLstLan relatlons, and especLally MuslLm relations 

with the authoehthonous Ch~istlan population livlng under Muslim rule, 

is not a subJeet that has been entlrely negleeted by Western orlentalLsts. 

E. L. Buteher addressed the matter as early ~s 1897 wlthLn the context of 

l 
her hlstory of the Chureh of Egypt, the chief value of WhlCh for us lLes Ln 

th~ fdet that I~ IS bdsed, for the most pdrt, on Christian sources, though 
, '. 

such Arabie and Muslim sources as were then avaLlable in ftans{ation were 

also utLllzed. This work, then, provides~a dLfferent background against 

WhlCh to Vlew thlS present study whLch employs the Arabic Muslim sources 

\vith the exceptLon of 'One ArabLc Coptic source, Mufac,l9s1 ibn abl al-~a' il. 

In adc! i ~,l_on 

there e~lst lengthler 

Tritton's 

Le Statut 

to numerons ~'Cle~ deal,og w'th th,s q~st'oo 
studles based on the rabLe sources such as A. S. 

/' 
BQd Antoine Fattal's 

'" These studies, however, 

tend to approach the problem Ln one of two ways, neLther of which alone ex-

plams the VLCiSsL,tudes of t,hese relations. One type deals with thé Legal 

positlon adopted by MuslLms Ln matter~ regardLng non-Muslims lLving under their . 
rule and, therefore, presents the normative sLtuatlon. For example, Antoi~e 

• 

Fa t t\ l '~ wo;k trea ts the legal pos' tion of nOn -Musllms. Severa ~atwas 4 

resp ctLng dhimmIs
5 

have also been published: for instance, those of Ahmad 
« 

ibn ~l-~usayn al-M~likl, published by Richard Gottheil
6 

and Taql al-Dln Abü 
i 

\ 

Several tracts, written at different 
t 

-1-
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periods, whlch have come down to,us, have as their goal to point out 

the dlscrepanclés netween the Legal posltlon of non-Musllms and thelr 

actllal status and behavlor: for exampl"e, ~e of CUthman ibn Ibdihïm 

al-NabulusI from the Ayyübld perlod, concernlng emp1oy~ent of dhlmmïs, 

especially Copts ln 8dministrattve posts in Egypt~ and Jamal al-DIn Abû 

Muhammad cAbd al-Rahlm tbn al-Hasan 41- cUmawl a1-QurayshI a1-Asnawt, 
~ . .. 

9 whose tract is discussed by M. Perlmann in connectlon wlth other docu-

ments such as the; plece wrqtten by Ghazï ibn al-Wâ~l~ï; pul;>lished by 

10 
Richard Gotthetl. 

A second category is concern&d wtth the hlstorlcal expression 

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

ttcles in the EnCyclopaedl~ Islam, "Dhf.mma" by 

12 d" ~b AT' 13 

li 
Claude Cahen, "Kibt" 

. :1 
Wlet an Nasara y . S. rltton, . ~ 

by Gas ton ln addLtlon ta 

. , hl' h d Th' N l . Sb' 14 dES ' Trttton s T e Ca LE s an etr on-Mus lm u )ects an . trauss 

study, "The SocLa1 Is01atlon of Ah1 al-Dhimma,,,15 and Richard Gotthell's 

16 \ 
artlcle "Dhlmmls and Mos1ems ln Egypt" 10 the ma10 simply trace the 

imposition of varlOUS restrictLons throughout lslamic,histary. 

studies tend' ~.~\ be llttle more than chronological l'lS~S of' the 

t 

Such 

occasions 

on winch various restrictions were imposed Qr r'enewed without the bene-

ftt of referenc ta the wider htstorlcal context at any glven time. 
, 

Sorne of these S udies have covered ~~ch long p.riods of time that had 

they been based on detailed investigattons which had taken into account 

the broader hist rical framework, the unde~taking ~uld hav~ been of 

, \ 

nearly impossible magnl~ude. Yet only studies which consider the problem 

<) 

J ", .. 
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r 
of MùsliW-ChriSÙan relations Ln a wider setti"g and on a mor.e modest 

r-

seale to begLn with, will eventuplly achieve any real und~rstanding. 
~ 

Furthermore, seldom do these studies, with the exoeption of 
, ,.J 

the tracts and .l,,~was publlshed ta date, count among their sources 
~ . , 

contemporary and orlginal mater laIs. For example, lnformation con-

... . 
cern lng the Mamlûk per LOd, even the ear ly Mamllik per Lod, 'found l.n 

these works Ls derLved almost excluslv~ly from on~ or the pther of . 
al-MaqrTzt's two works, -K1tâb al~sulûk Il-mac r1fat al-mulnk 17 or 

'. _c 1 c b- --'dh'k l~ - 18 k al-Mawa lZ Wd a -1 t1 ar tl l. r a -athar. Neither of these wor s .. 
had been examined crltically at t~e tlme they were employed in these 

studles for such things as the authot's sources, hlS accuracy, pos-

s lb le blases, etc., ln regard to d ifferent per iods in ls lamie h i,s ~y 

and with respect to our subject. 

• About the most that can be gained from these stud~es Ls the 
o , , 

recognition that the Muslim positlon vl~-~-vis non-M~sllm subjects did 

not really becOme well-defined until thE!' second century hi]ra~4lr, 50, ... 
and that ln'aoy case, p~actice rarely followed doctrine ln that such 

restrlctions were at best applied only sporadlcally. For exa~ple, the , . 
Mamlûk period"as portrayed by most studiE:~s, Î$ noton,ous as belng 

tht11n which indigenou8 Christ1ans, and espec,lally thevCop~ic.conununity' 

of E~~t, wer~ deal~ a nearly fatal blow. ,Yet, there are indicatlons 

~ , 
that even withih this period, variations in the condition under whlch , ' . 

.' 
Christians e~isted were to be found. One passa~, found in both 

9 
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19 ,. 1 • c' e ' ' '1 

al-Maqrlzl's' al-Khi~~~ ,aJ ~n a1- Aynl's Iqd al-juman JI tar!kh ah1 

al-zamap20 points to this f ct. Here, Qala'ün's reign 15 pictured as 
1'. 

a period of relative'auster~ty,for ~hrLstians in eontrast to the b1 ing 
'\ 

1 

l~xity which prevatled in their regard under Qala'ün's son and suc-
, [} 

cessor, ,al-Ashraf Khal!!. This leads ta the conclusion that auch re-

snrictions or measures as were imposed must have been applied ln fe-

ü {J, , " 
sp6nse ta sreclflC causes or aitùations, not becaus~ of any constant, 

u. 

thoroughgoing attempt or, perhaps., even desire to 'l'Idhere to thè MuslLm 

legal and theoretical positlon. 

\4ha t 18 needed now then, are stud lss baséd on the orie inai 
, 1 

1 . , 

Musllrn aud Arab sources which examine Muslim behavior and attitudes 
l ' 

toward Chr i.st\.ans 1 bath fore Lgn and autochthonous 1 with in the c ontext of .. , 
a partieular historieal peri.od in arder to deterrnine what those cau~es yT 

or circumstances were which le~ ta the imposition of restrictive 
• \! 

,t l ""''> 
measures, or, for that matter, ta more,. facile rela,tlons. The.onl.Y 

study of WhlCh l am aware that makgs any effort in this direction ia 

that of Emmanuel S~van entitled L' Islam et la êr'oisade: id~ologie et .. 
• P 

)/ropagande 
, 21 

dans les réactions musulman~ux croisade] wher~in he 
\' ./ 

~o~eept of ,jihad in relation to the historical events of the 
(,. Tl 

"Crusades an~l1ong,?l Lnvas ions. 

What l prorose here ls a study of Muslim-Christian re'lations, 

ln partic.ular '~uslim rel~t~wHh the, Chr iS~,ian populat ion of the 

Marnlük empire::; withi'h the frmnework of the avents lnvolving foreign 

Chrl~tian powers during the re~gn of the Mamlük sultan al-Malik 
• 

/ 

/ 
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al-Man~ü~JQala'ün (678/1279 - 689/1290). Not only is his eleven-year 

." reig~ a manageable span of time for investigation, but it is a period 

" 'whiçh wÙnessed a great deal of activ'ity with rega't"d to foreign 
~J .... 

>, , 
Christians on all fronts (the Crusader kingdoms, the Byzantine empire, , 

Little Armenia, Georgia, Nubia, Abyssinia and even the Christian West). 

Such a perlod, therefore, affords the opportunlty ta explore several 

aspects of Muslim-Christian relations. For eXlfrI11ple,:we may ask , 
whether all Chrlstians--foreign and 'native--were tegarded in the same 

way by all Muslims or whether dlstinctions ~ere made ln the treatment 

of dlfferent Chrlstian factions. For example, were the local Christians 

differentiated from their fello~, but foreign, c~ellgionists? Can one 

distingulsh between the treatment of vario~s groups even ~lthln the 

local c.thistian population of the Mamlük empire? Finally, .we may ask 

what connettion, lf any, eXlsted between the treatment of Christians 

living under Mamlük rule with the events'of the day involvlng other 

Christian parties as, for lnstance, the Crusaders. ~ , . 

Answers to such questions will enable us not only to under­
~, 

~. stand Inore precisely Muslim-Christian re1:'ations in general, but also to 

indicate more clearly certain characteristics of the early Mamlük period 
1 

by suggeittng, for Ln~tance, to what extent the ruling class was moti- . 

vated by religious consLderations of various kinds, what roles were 
. 

played by other ele"lents of the popu'lat ion--both ChI' iS,t tan and Mus l im--

and so on. 

'" Although there la certainly much information to be gaLnèd fro~ , .. ' 

, . 
~ . 

., 
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other typesCof materiaL such as biographical dictionaries and, perhaps, 
f" ". colleétions uf fatwas, l have Limited my investigation here ta the 

study of Muslim-ChrLstian relations duringÙthe reigh of al-Malik al-Man,ür 

QaLa'ün as reflected by the Arabic chronicles, bath contemporary and Later • 
. 

~Jn Chapter One l shall analyze the contemporary and later sources wLth 
.: ~ 

respect 

• 

hrLstian relations for Qala'un's reign in the light of 

his tor io~raphica 1 analyses· of these sOurces ta determine not 

original, but also what difference~' exist between the 

and Later historlans, as weIL as what kind of information can be 

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

itself might suggest conclusions regarding the subject. Chapter 

" reconstructton of the sources for a hlstory of Muslim-

Christi~n ~Lations during the reLgn of al-Malik al-Man,ur' Qalâ'ün ac­

cord ing to t he Ara bic c hrOÎcl es and in the hgh t .Of h istor >ogr1 Ica 1 

anaLysis. It is hoped that this Lnvestigation will produce answers ta . . 
sorne of the questions posed here, thus shedding further Ltght on the 

period as a wh&Pé\ 

~. 

\, 
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Edited with notes by M. M. Ziyada and A. F.. cAshür (4 vols. to date; 

• ,." ~ T 
'II' ~ ... 

18. 

Cairo: 1934-1972). French translation by M. QL1atrem~re, entltled 
Histoire des sultans maf!llouks de "t'Egypte écrite en arabe par Takï­
eddin-Ahmed-Mdkrlz1 (2 vols.; Paris: 1837-1845). 

(2 vols.-; Bu1aq, 1270 h.). 

19. II, 497 

20. Badr al-Dln al-
C
Aynl, cI~d al-Juman ft tarlkh ahi al-zaman (69

1

vols.; 
Dar a1-Kutub MS, 1584 ma arU amma. (Photocopy of hand copy of fols. 
160 va. - 160 ro.). 1 am indebted to Dr. D. P', Little for maklng 
this portlon of the manuscrLpt avallable ta me. 

21. (Paris: Librairie d:Amérique et d'Oriert, Adrien Maisonneuve, 1968). 
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THE SOURCES Cl 

The sOurces for the perlod of Qala'ün have been submitted ta 

rather thorough and comprehensive historiographlcal analysls Ln recent 

years by several scholars, especlally Ulrich Haarmann,l Gtltz Schregle,2 

and Donald P. Little
3 

among others. Schregle's analysis, though for 

an ea.l1er perlod, lS useful for what lt reveals concernlng the meta-
" 

, 
morphoslS of hlslorlcal [act as Lt lS transmltted throu~h several 

hlstorlans, generatLon after generatlon. In the case of the example 

\he has llsed in his study--Shajdr al-Durr~(~we witness the growth of a 

legend around an historlcal person. Thus, sources must be used crnr:--\ ... 

cally, l.e., the facts must be extracted, as far as possible, from 1 
fiction or legend. Among the sources whose treatment of ShaJar al-Durr 

Schregle hai lnvestlgated are sorne of the same sources WhlCh we shall , 
examine for Qala'ün's. reign. 

Haa~mann's study, uSlng a some~hat different approach, that 

" of comparing two contemporary chronlcles whose authors wrote Ln the 

"new- style" of the times, has also arrLved at certain conclusiams re-

gardlng the process of. "t'iterarlzation" or'l:ie-historicization" of 

history resulting from the language and style which became popular and 

certain othèr praetLces'whi~h became eurrent ln medieval Arabie histor-

i 1 " 4 ca wr l t LOg • For example, 'an increasing number of elements of adab--

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

-9- 1 • 



". 
,/ 

) 

• 

... 

-10-

t 

historLcal wrltlng whLch were not ta be found in classicaL hlstories. 

Since Haar:7lann hdS used tvlO of the sources for Qalâ'ün's reLgn as the 

vehlcle of hlS study and has analyzed them for the years 682/1283-1284 -

687/12,88-12H<) WlllCh [dll withLn that sult_un's reign, his conclusions .' 

are of major slgnlflcance for this present enqulry. 

Little, on the other hand, who has attempte,d to estàblish 

wha t he quotes Claude Cahen as ca 11 Lng a "reper tor Lum" of the soùrces 

(Le., "an analytlcal survey of the sources whicl-l'81ms at: classtfying 
, 

them ln terms of thetr value to modern histot'Lans"), 5 has made the .tJost 

comprehensive analys"'is of the. thre~. Therefore, a1though his work 

dea1s with a very slightly 1ater penod, the relgn of al-MaLLk al-Na~ir 

Mu~anunad b. Qalâ'ün (especlally the years 694/1294-1295,' g99/l299-l300 

and 705/1305-1306), we shaH use hls analysis as our pOlnt de repère in 

the discussion tD follow of the sources for Qala'ün's relgn as they 

appear ln the light of these studles and others an~ in ~he light of my 

own work in which l have sought to analyze the sources tfl relation to a 

particular subJect matter--Mamlük-Christian relations. 

One of the primary aims of,Little's study was to isolate 

~hose works WhlCh are or ig ina1 or pr Lmary sourc es' from those wh ich are 

only secondary. Thls was accomplished by a careful word-by-word com~ 

parison which established the relationship 'of one chrOnicle or h.istorian 

ta another. His investlgat ion showed "that there are three sources for 

the early reign of al-Malik an-Na~Lr, on one, or more of which a11 other 

sources rely to somE\ degree or .other. These three are Zubdat al-flkra 
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by Baibars al-Man~ürï., lJ.~ by al-~a"Xar'I, and Nuzhat an-na~~ 
1:\ 

by a·l-YÜsufi. ,,6 At leas t two other eontemporary and or ig ina l sources 
\ 

exist for the reign of Qala'un which do not flgure among those sources 

for the reign of al-Malik al-Na~i.r--Ibn·'~Abd al-'pihir and Ibn al-Mukarram. 

, 
" -rrîthe following pages we shall examiné the q>ntemporary 

and later sources ln chronologieal order lnsofar as thi.s is<-.poss ible, 

selecting for analy~is accounts of events Lnvolving Muslim-ChrlstLan 

relations. The methodology éJsed is that of Littlé, l.e., careful word-

by-word eompar ison of these reports. In eaeh case our find ings' wi 11 be 
, 

eomparcd Jfth prevlOus hlstoriographieal analyses ln order to verlfy 

the results of these for the reign of 'Qala'un with respect ID our subject. 

Contemporary Sources 

, 

Ibn cAbd al-~ahir: 

The author of TashrTf al-ayyam wa-al-cu~ur fT sirat al-Malik 

1 al-Mansur
7 

was barn in Cairo in 620/1223, the son of a Qur'an reader.
8

.' 

I\ccordtng ~o Murad' KamU, editor of Tashrlf al-ayyam, Ibn c Abd al-~ahir 

himself \Vas a shaykh of the Qur'an readers in his tinte and was noted as 

w'ell for his proficiency ln grammar and in the ArabLc language.
9 

__ ~bwever, Ibn cAbd al-~ahir also served 6S the chief of the dï.wan al­

LnshéO during the reigns of al-Malik al-~ahir Baybars j , al-Mali~ al~Man~ür 

\r 

Qalâ'ün and al-Malik al-Ashraf Khaltl. l'n this capacity he was re-

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

11 
the keep ing of the off Lc laI journal. 
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Ibn c Abd al-Zahir has left us a history of eaeh of the sultans 
" 

under whom he served wnlch Cahen descrlbes as a sort of edlted version 

of ti1è OfftCl.Jl Journ,ll of the datly aetlvlties of the rulers kept by 

Ibn LAnd al-~âhir.12 If the style of 'l'ashrT[ al-ayyam i5 somewhat 

journalistie, it has, however, been tempered by the incluslon 'of poetry 

(sometimes h1.S own, somet1.mes that of others), and of other ltte-rary 

citatlons, especially on the occasions of great vlctones sueh as the 

conques t of Marqab or upon the deaths and b irths Cif members of the 

rulll1g famtly, etc. tbn cAbd al.-~ahir's l.nterests as reflected by 

Tashrïf al-dyyam are, for the most part, polttical and tnternational. 

On rare occas lons he d iscusses new bu tld ings ln Ca ira, a flood in Damascus, 'the 

l.eve1 of the Ntle, and sa on. 

The potentlal value of Ibn c Abd al-~ahir qS a primary sOurce 

for the penod seems fa irly obv lOUS. The high pos i t ion he held, by vlrtue 

of WhlCh he hlmself was a parttcipant in the affalrs of state, would have 

glven him aécess ta offlcial documents of WhlCh he himself may often have 

been the author, as well aS ta other privtleged oral and written informatton. 

Schregle, however, is skeptlcal of Ibn cAbd al-~âhir's reliability in 

relatton ta his perLod of study, for, accord1.ng to him, Ibn cAbd~-~âhir 

se,ems ta be,carrLed away from the bare historical truth by his rhetorical 

style, and cautions that he shauld be consulted with reservation.:
3 

Haarmann',s analysis, hawever, confLrms our first assumptLon. He declares, 

IIlt is as~nishing to what degree his lives of the pri.nces constitute 

quant Ltat i.vely and qua l itat ive ly three of the most important sources of 



• 

• 
1 _ 

-13 -

early Marnlük hlS tory up to the year 692. ,,14 

Indeed, hlS chronicle is literally filled with copies of 

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

found elsewhere, Those whtch most affect this study are the numerou~ 

treaties concluded with the Crusader kingdoms of the Syrla_n Littoral 

WhlCh close study shows to have b~en one of Qala'ün's most effective , 
to01s in briri-ging about thelr eventual li.quidatlOn. A glance at the 

tables w1l1 show 

In 681/1282-1283 

the extent of this activity in Qala'ün's politique. 

Ibn. ~Abd al-?âh& reports the text of the treaty con-

15 
c1uded with the Ternp1ars of Tartasa, in 682/1283-1284 the treaty wlth 

CAkka , 16 and ln 684/1285-1286 the trerty with the Princess of Tyre,17 

Aisa lnc1uded are copies of agreeme~ conc1udêd with other foreign 

.~ 

Christlan powers such as the truce with the ru1er of Sis (Llttle Arrnen1"B) ..... 
conc1uded ~n 684/1285-1286 18 and the treaties wlth Genoa 19 and wlth , 
Aragon~nd sicülO 1.n 689/1290. It) addition to treatles Ibn cAbd 

al-?ah1.r ~akes interest ln another category of dlplomatic activity--

the arrivaI and dispatch of envoys to and from western Christlan 

lands, Consta~tinople, Cyprus, Nubia, and Abysslnia. 

Ibn cAbd a1-?ahir a1so reports on mi1itary ventures such as 

a raiding party ~h1.ch attacked a caravan from Sis ln 6~1/1282-1283,2l the .. 
"' 22 

Nubian campaign which ig discussed under the annal for 686/1287-1288, 

the conquest of varlOUS fortresses such as a1-Kakhta in 682/1283-1284,23 

c 2{~ ,'- 25 26 
Qal at a1:-Tlnï in 683/1284-1285, Marqab and Maraq1:yah in 684/1285-

.., . 
1286, and Laodicea in 686/1287-1288. 27 
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The affairs 'of the local Christian population are not neglected 

alt~gether, however, although Lnformation is not u5ually found in the 

~ l C 
context of d speclftc report on thelr sLtuation. For cxample, Ibn Abd 

a1-~dhir reporls thal in 689/1290 a treaty was conc1uded wlth Ar-àgon 

and Sicily WhlCh contaLned a clause pr~viding that upon the death of 

-
any merchant who was a 5ubjeat of the sultan, whether Muslim, Na~hl 

(ChrLstlan), or dhlmml, wlthin the domains of the kings of Aragon and 

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

" Although the -sultan may have been more concerned for the wealth that 

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

it i5 sl'gniflcant, perhaps, that Na~arâ and dhimmls are mentioned on an' 

equa1 basis wLth Muslims Ln the context of this treaty. 
\ 

\ 

In this same year a treaty was a1so signed with .Genoa ln the 

·presence of blshops (al-asâqLfa) and monks (al-rahbân). 29 A bi.shop 

\ 30 
a Iso wrote a \~\es t imony wh ich was sworn lIpon by the ambassador, was 

31 32 
wltness to the slgni~g of an oath, and wrote testlmony, an lndication 

that the ChrLstian clergy, at least, did enjoy certain status and , 
played é\ usefu1 part in effecting Qa1a'ün's polLcy especially in regard 

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

, . 
given so much for itS own sake, but rather as it is related to sorne 

other event whi~iS the actual focus of attentLon, 

In one instance only does Ibn cAbd al-~ahir ever mention an 

event in which a Christian p1ayed some central ro1e. And even here the 

nature of the report leaves doubt as to whether the incident W8B 

menti.oned on lts own merit or whether, indeed, because a Christian and 

J 
1 

f,." 
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a Jew ha'd b~en invo1ved. In 684/1285-1286, as the story goes, a Jew 

and a Chrlstian'were the accomplices of a Muslim, Shihâb al-DTn ibn 
\ 

33 
DubaysT, who was a member of the ~~ of Dam~scus and who had been 

,engaged in forglng the signature of the sultan On certain royal docu-

ments. The sultan's ftrst reaetlon wh en he became lnformed of thlS, 

was that the tongu~ of the MuslLm should be cut out and that he should 

be publlcly dtsgraced, whl1e the punLshment of the Jew and ChrLstlan 

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

fatwi from the fugqhâ (lawyers), who recommended that all three be 

PU1:Sh~d and ,mp"soned.
35 

JI, 

r At no pOlnt does Ibn cAbd a1-~aWir Indulge in abusive rhetorLc 

, agaLnst 

does he 

Chrlstlans t~cessiV~ degt;ee. 

Lnd icate Ill!? I!Innoyance toward them, 

On only one or two occasions 

and' understandab1y 50, as 

for examp1e, ln regard to the p'atriarcfr of a1:-Hadath who had given , . 

assistance ta the"Mongols. 36 

c _ 
Thus, Ibn Abd a1-~ahlr appears ta be a valuable source for 

, .-
the perlod of Qala'ûn especially with regard to the ~Iations of the 

empLre with roreign Christlan powers. Hts reports w~ich appear ta be 
, - ,9,,' 

objective Ln nature are often ~~l8J:~1 <'~d(sometimes -are not ta be 
-

found in ather places. 

Ibn al-Mukarram: 

A second source far the re~gn of QaIa'ün is Jamai al-DTn Abü 

al-Fa91 Mu~ammad aL-An~ârT al-RuwayflCl a1-Ifrlql al-Mi~rl Ibn al-Mukarrarn 

(630/1233 - 711/1311). He ls, apparently, still the objec\t of sorne con-

troversy. for so~e doubt'yet exists as ta whether the Ibn al-Mukarrarn sa 

• 1 
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often clted by Ibn al-Furat, and who was employed ln the diwan a1-

il}sha' under Qal1Ï l ijn and who composed a work entl~led Dhakirat al"-kâtib 3: 

38 
or Tadhkirat al-labib wa nuzhat al-adlb, is one and the same person as 
•• "t, 

> 

the author of L1San al-cArab. J. W. Fl'ck thinks them to he so. The au-

~\th9'r of Lisan, who clalms descent from RuwayfiCiI h. Thablt, a governor 

of TripolI ),on- North Afnca, ~. 48/68'8", was "~!(g. of TrlpolLs Ln North 

Africa," and accordlng to Ibn l;laJar, "all lus 11.fe employed ln the 
\ 

dtwan al-inshâ';' thus making identl.fic'n,tion of thé two as one ln the same( 

r· ''" . 39, 
person fairly certaln. In any case the author of DhakTrat al-kâtib, by 

\ 

\ 
virtue of his posltion ln the ch'àh.cellery of\~ala'un, potenttally ranks 

o 

ln lmportance as an originel source wlth Ibn cAbd al-~âhir. Unfortunately, 
J'> , 

we now have access to this work o~ly through Ibn at,-Furatand al-<ltlqashandi. 
"-

) , 
Although Little can be sal.d Qf hlS wbrk at this pOlnt, he should be kept 

, . 
in mind as a posslble Uriginal source, especially as we shall have the 

\ 

\ 
occasion to meet wlth hlm again later when discusslng Ibn al"FuriH's 

history. 

Baybars al-Man~ürl: 

What we kno\Y of the lUe of Ruk al-DTn Baybars al-Man~ürT ') 

(d. 725/1354) ~s been outlined elsewhere, es.peclally in the several ar-

..,. - 'ful 
, ttète's Of,E. ASI~Jr' and so we shall not dwell upon biographical d~taLls 

here.
40 

'Suffice it to say that Baybars al-Man~ürI was a high-ranklng~ 
,. "6't. 

member ~of the militar'y as early as QaUi'ün's rei.gn and was himsEllf most 
0' 

probably a partlcipant in ~~y of the events about"which he wr~tes in 

Zubdat al-fikra fT ·tarIkh al-hljra~l For example, he reports on the 

, 

,-, 

/' 
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Battle of ~im~ in 680/1281-1282 at whlch he was present according to 

42 
Ashtor. l, however, found no expllcit reference to his presence in 

Zubdat al-fikra a1though hls report does sound as though it mlght hav'e 

43 been wt"ltten by someol1e who had been present. Nor· does he fall to io-

~ 
clude a copy' of the document issued by the new sultan in which he was named 

44 
governor: of Karak lrl 685/1286-1287, as well as sorne. observations on his 

45 
expertences there .. Therefore, we shou1d expect,to,find sorne ori.ginal 

lnformation ln Zubdat al=1:1:kra fo; our paiod as.~'eJl, blilsed on the 
, J 

author' s own exper lences or, on ~h:os-e of the peop le w i~' w.[tom he was in 
, , 

con tac t dur ing these years. 

This préllmlnary assumptlon ls challenged, however, by a Com-

c 
partson of Zubdat al-ftkra wtth Ibn Abd al-Zahir's ;T~a~s~h~r~~~~~~~a~m~. 

For those years ln WhlCh the works of both authors 

1282-1283 throughout the rest of Qala'oün's reign)', comparison shows that 

Baybars, relled heqvLly on Ibn c Abd al-~ah~r, at least for those reports 

in which we are tnteres ted. The two chrbn ic les corresport'd not only in 

selection of Information glven-, but also tn terms of textual comparison. 
if u \ 

For example, l.n the year 681/1282-1283 the four reports given in Tashr'tf 

'al-ayyam concerning Mamlük-Christian relations are the same as those which 
"V 46 

are to be found in Zubdat al-flkra. In m09't cas es Bayba rs a l"M~n~ür't ' s 

text appears to be an abridgement of TashrTf al~~yya~. In addit ion to 

scattered and minor omissions, we find more important deletions as weIl. 

Ta cite one example, in 681/1282-1283, 'a treaty was concluded wlth the 

Templars' of Tortosa:-
c _ ' ' 

Ibn Abd al-~ahir gives what appears to be the 

~ :47 
complete text, whereas Baybars al-Man~ür't has included only the .pre~ 

!f 
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48 amble. Another example ls Baybara al-Mansür!'s account of a rald on 
" . 

SIs Ln the year 682/l283-l284. Baybars concludes his version by stating 

that after Gef~ating and~~ttng the inhabitants of Ayas,49 the army re~ 
, 50 ç , - ~_~J .. 

turned ~afely. Ibn .Abd al-~ahir, at thJs pojPt, goes on ta recount 

io l ' ~" 
briefly the story of two prLsoners, to1describe how the ra~ders then 

went on ta Nahr al-Jahan
S1 

and encp~ntered a group 'from the Armenian 

army wh~m.~ey ktlled a~d whose horses they seizeq. Only after aIL this 

, , 52 
dld they return according ta the aecount in Tashrif al~ayyam. 1 Many 

other examples could be cited. 

This is not ta say that there ia-nothing at aIL new or or1gina1 

• 
to be found tn Zubdat al-fLkra for these years, but where Baybars does 

add informat ion,. more often than not 
.;\f ... ~ 

a refetence already found ln Tashr!f 

it!takes the form of a precision to 

/ J "! 
a l-ayyâm. For ins tance, in lis ae-

4count of an attack on a caravan tram S!~, Baybars identlfied the persons 

invo1ved more precisely than did Ibn cAbd a1-Zahtr. S3 In the report of 

the death of the Byzantine emperor, Michael VIII Palaeo1ogus, "'Baybars 

~ inc1udes the information that the sultan, after s~~artng an oath with 

S4 
the son in lieu of his father the late emperor; sent the sOll gifts. 

" Those additions may\ il1deed, represent an ort8'Ln~l contribution, but in 
\ ' ..... \ .. ' 

gene~al, what preci~ions are m~de are of relatively\minor slgnlficance. 
1 <# \) 

On the other h~Ad, Baybars does give repor\s not found at aIl 

in Ibn cAbd al-~~hir, n?t only in those yelrs in WhiC~ Ibn.cAbd al-?âhir's 
v f 

text is lacking, but a1so durin~ those ye&,r's in which :we do have both 
l ' , n , 

worka. In 681/l282-1~83,J. as :\ole have ooted·, the' selection of rep.orts cor-

responds perfectly. In 682/1283-1284, hQwever, 'Baybars i.ncludes. one 
'. " 

• 

.. 
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. c ' 5S 
report not given by Ibn Abd al-Zahir con~erning a "raid on Armenia, 

Though it 19 not to be found Ln Tashrïf a1-ayyam, lt does not seem 

from the tcxt that Baybars hl;nself was present during the r!'ld, nor 

does he cite his source for this informa t ion', We can on1Ycsurmise that 
- , 

Ln- this case h LS 'repor t may have been based upon an oral source, perhaps 

someone who was a par'tLcipant or in sorne way assoc iated" wlth the inci-
l, 

dent" In 688M89 Baybars reports on the dec LS ion of the sultan ta 

56 
attack Tripoll because its Lnhabitants had broken,the treaty, again, 

1 

• '" 0 

lnformatLon not found in Tashrif a1-ayyam. Baybars descri~ neither the 

~ actual seige nor the preparations for it. In fact, his report contains .. 
nO information not found elsewhere in grea~er detall. 

Final1y, we shall conslder the reports Baybars has given for 

the years in which the text of Tashrif al-ayyam ls not available (67a/ 

~ 1279-1280 - 680/1'281-1282), In 679/1280-1281 Baybars reports on a 

Mongol foray Lnto ~orthern Syria in which the Mongols were aided by the 

57 58 
king of Sis, and an expedition against Marqab. ln 680/1281-1282 

entrles concernlnrg the ~enewal of a treaty ~i.1:h t~~ HOspi"talers,59 a 

• Ji. _ 60 .' . 
plot agaLnst Qala'un, Chrlstlan aid to the Mongols durin~ the Battle 

, 61 62 
of ~im~, the arrivaI of envoys from Constantinople, and the tre~ty 

63 concluded wlth Bohemond of Tripoll ar~ included in Zubdat al-fikra . . ' , 

Of these, the thre~ trehties and the arrival of envoys are the type of 
","' 

information which we would. expect soméone like Ibn cAbd a1~?ahir to 

report, and so we may assume that, perhaps, h~re too, Baybars r('Led 

on the accounts in Tashrlf al-ayyam. In only one'cas~, however, the 

. .... 
• 

Il 

-

• • 
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conctuslon ·of the treaty wLth ~ohemond in 680/1281-1282, do es he give 

64 
what .,appears to be the complete text of the document which, as we have 

noted, probabl.y came from the "arçhlv~s" of Ibn cAbd al-Zahir. In fact, 

th~s ls Fhe unly instance during Qalâ'ün's 

appears to be a falrly c;,omplete version of 

re\gn ln which 

a tt..eaty. The 

he gives what 

other treaties 

op which he reports fol.low,a pattern slmtlar ta that established for the 

years jn whLch bath Zubdat al-fLkra and TashrIf dl-a~yim are available • 

. The possLbll.1.ty eXlsts that he may hive derlved the text from the work 

of Ibn a~-Mukarram though thLs seems less llkely since, as we have seen, 

he is in th~ habit of usLng TashrIf al-ayyim as his source elsewhere. 

On the other hand, events luch as the Mongol expedltion agalnst northern 

Syria, the e~ped 1 t ion aga Lns t Marqab and the Ba t tle o~lms are of the 

sort with whLch we would expect a mLlitary man to be fa~llar, even Lf 

he hlmself \.Jere not a partlclpant. Baybars' accounts of Ithe,latter ln-
1 

cldents are so descrlptlve and Ilve1y that Lt would be difficult to con-

{lude that he dld not, ln fact, have sOJlle fast hand knowledge of these 

, 1 

affairs. But, alas, there lS no cqnc1usLve evidence tl1at these reports 
- 1 

are origlnal wtth'hLm.
6? Suspicion ls aroused when on~ recalls that for 

the\seige of the fortress of a1-Kakhtâ Ln 682(1283-12~4, Baybars has re­

lied on Ibn c Abd al-~iihLr's account ta the extent thJt he ha~, copied it 

1 b · 66 near y ver atlm. One more remark should~be made.' Even a brief glance 

at the tables ta compare Ibn cAbd al-~ihLr's entrLes concernLng Mamlük-

Christian relations with those of "Baybars will show that after the year 

682/1283-1284, Baybars' reports are few and far between. only four in , 
number for the remainder of Qalii'ün's career, whereas Ibn cAbd al-ZahLr's 
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reports are numerous and frequent with the exceptlon of the years 687/ 

1288-1289 and 688/1289. Thus, Baybars al-MansürI does not appear to be 

as orig1nal a source for our period and subject matter as he was for the 

years analyzed by L~ttle. Contrary to As~tor's cldlm then that 

"quoique Baib~rs (ou son s~crétaire llttéraire) ait connu et copié des 

oeuvres historiques traitant de cette ~poqUel comme la 'Vie de Balbars' 

A "J •• p""ar Muhyi 'd-dln Ibn cAbda~~ahlr! li Eréfère toujours l'lnformatlo~ 
67 

ordle," our analysls conftrms Haarmann's judgment that Baybars' most 
\~ I( 

lmportant source lS Ibn cAbd al-Zâhir.
68 

This LS certalnly true in regard 

ta our particular subject matter and period, though Baybars did from 

tlme to time include lnformatlon based on tus own experience or on a 

source whom he unfortunately does not n&me. 

Before taking leave of Baybars_ one further observatlon Ls in 

order relative to the type of lnformation which he has chosen to include. 

In every case the events whtch he descrlbes concern relatlons with 

forelgn Christian powers, elther Crusader states or Chrlstian groups 

allied wlth the Mongols, ln one instance Nubian affairs and on other oc-

casions Chrlstian lands in the West. Not one mention was found whLch 
1 

informed us concerning the indLgellous .Cl1ristians of the Mamltik empire. 

This is somewhat curiOUS in vlew of the fact that Bayb~rs al-Man~ürt's 
IAj\ ' 

69 
scribe or secretary, Shams al-DIn Riyasat ibn Bakr, was a Christian. 

One would have expected that through him sorne mention of the local 

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

. . 
ther this very lack might itself, be interpreted as 'sorne sort of comment 

,'1 

JI 
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ambiguous to be sure, upon the situation. 

, al-Birza!'I and a1-Jazar'I: 
, 'Ir 

1 cl 1- 1-' A am a -D1n a -Qaslm b. Mu~amrnad b. Yüsuf a1-Birza1'I (658/ 

1260 - 739/1338-133~ was a Syrlan historian whose interest in religious 

scholarshtp is revealed ln his wrtting where, l~ke al-Jazar'I, a1-Dhahab'I, 

and al-Kutubl, hts contemporaries, he tended to devote more space to 

btographies' and, ln the narrative part of his work, to reltgious affair.& 

70 than had been the practLce hltherto ln htstortcal wrtttng. probably 
i 

as a result of travels during his studtes,71 a1-BirûilT was acquainted 

wlth many scholfrs throughout Egypt, Arabia and the Fertile Crescent who 
<1 l 

f cl f h ' h" 72 o ten serve as sources or tS ts tory. However, al-Birzali spent 

73 
most of hts life as a teacher of ~adith in Damascus. 

Unti1 nOw only one copy of al-Birzal'I's work, al-Muqtafâ li-

tarlkh a1-Shaykh Shihab al-Din Ab'I Shama, winch covers the period 665/ 

1266-1267 - 738/1337-1338, ha's been found--a manllscript preserved tn ... 
74 Istanbul covering the years 665/1266 - 720/1320-1321. Ltttle's ana1ysis 

of the work has shawn al-Birzall's penchant for detatl and a tendency 

what w01l1d norma1ly be considered insigniftcant trifles with the 

75 tous events of the day. This trait would seem t~ lend itself to 

r purposes, for the '~formation we seek concerning Mamlük-Christian 

lations, especia1ly in regard to tndigenous Christians, may not have 

of an order of magnitude worthy of the attention of 

historlans such as Baybars al-Man~ürl whose major concerns 1ay in the 

realm of political and international aflfairs of the Mamlùk empire. 

Unfortunately, howevet, al-Birzâll's al-Mugtafâ has not been 

= 

o 
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accessible ta me. 1 shall, tt1erefore, rely heavdy on :Catle's analysLs 

of and conciuslons regardlng thts work which Lndicate that al-BirzalT's 

ai-Hugtafa "underi les much of what contemporary and later hlstorLans 

wrote dbout SyrLa during the relgn of ai-Malik al-Nasir.,.7
6 

The inac-

cesslbiiLty of the text of al-Mugtafa has rendered the task of verLfyLng 

thLS judgment ln regard to our own period and subJect matter more dif-

tlcult. However, cerlain other fLndlngs of LLttie's investigation may be 

helpfu1 ln ttas respect. It was discovered, for éxample, that the anony-

mous author of the manuscrlpt whLch covers the years 690/1291 - 709/ 

1309-1310, edlted by Zetterst~en, clted a1-BLrza11 for a passage which, 

however, does not actua lly appear in a 1-Mug tafa. Even tua lly, L t became 

c1ear to Llttle "that Author Z. copied hlS account from a1-~zarl who 

in turn relLed on what may have been an oral narratLOn of a1-Birûil1.,,77 

Slmilar lnstances occur ln ~awadith a1-zaman where al-Jazar1 quo tes a1-

Blrzal1 wittl phrases such as "Wa-~ak'à" and'Wa-qala a1-Birzal1" Ln 

h h b f d 1 f - 78 regard ta passages w lC are not ta e oun ln a -Mugta a. On at 

1east one OCCaSlon for our perLod as we11--the obltuary for a certaLn 

al-FarIql Ln the year 68~/1290--al-BLrzalI seems to have been an oral 

source for ai-Jazarl judging by the expression he has used: "That· is 

what our shaykh. the 1earned imam cA1am al-DIn Abü Muhammad al-Qasim 

ibn Huhammad dl-BirzalI re1ated to me.,J9 Unfor'tunateiy, Lt is not 

posslb1e to collate thls with al-Mugtafa ta determine whether it was 

actually part of thLS work or not. Correlati.on with Ibn Kathlr's al-~idaya 

WB al-nihaya fI al-târlkh,BO which Ls recogni.zed as balng based on 
..r 
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al-Bil;"zalT,81 yie1ds negative results' in this regard, sa, ln a11 

.' probabLllty, this example is another occurrence of the pattern 

t:s2 
which Little was able ta establlsh. 

1 

Thus, Llttle has concluded that al-BirzâlT probably related 

, ora11y a great deal of information ta al-JazarT which thlS historLan 

• 

transcrtbed rather fully whlle the narrator chose ta summarize it in 

h ' 83 lS own wrltten account. Although sorne have claimed 'that al-Birza11 

actually wrote a résumé of al-JazarT, Little deduces eVLdence ta show 

that it lS more probable that al-JdzarT actually re1ied heavily on 

al-Mugtafa as the basis for his work,84 uSlng "not ooly al-BlrzalT's 

ara 1 repor ti> but a Iso h lS wr i t ten his tory as a source for Hawad Lt. ,,85 ,----

H 'h 1 86 cl h h aarmann appears to concur l.n t lS conc us lOnj an as we ave S own, 

evidence lS not totally lacklng for our perlod . 

The lmportance of the chronlcle of Shams al-DT 

All';ih Mu~ammad ibn MaJd al-Dln AbT Is~aq IbrahIm ibn Ab 

ibn c Abd 
c 

al- Azlz al-Jazar1 al-DimashqT (658/1260 - 739/ 

entit1ed ~awadlth al-zaman wa anba'uhu wa wafa at 

miq abna' ihi, was recqgnlzed q~ite a· number of years 

:~101ar. including H. Zay.t, cAbbâs cAzz.wt and Jean 

it is only through the recent work of Ulrich Haarmann a 

Abü cAbd 

Bakr IbrahIm 

338-1339), 
87 

Lr wa al-ac an 

by severa.l 

88 aget. However, 

Donald P. 

L~tt1e that a full appreciation of the chronicle has be n possible in 

terms of its originalLty and the extent ta which other ontemporary, 

as well as later, historians are indebted ta it. Haarm nn has determined 

that al-Jazarl is one of the most import~nt sources for the early Mamlûk 

\ 
1 

( 
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p-eriod' and that no other text for the penod 680/1281-1282 - 705/1305-

1306 h h h h d f . l' 89 can J,Joast suc a 19 egree 0 orlgwa Lty. As noted ear1Ler, 

Lüt1e's na1ysls showed that a1-Jazarl, in fact, LS one of the 

"three sour és for the early relgn of al-Malik al-Na~lr, on one, or mOre 
, 

90 of which al1 other sOurces rely ta sorne degree or other." 

FLve rnanuscripts of Hawadlth al-zarnan are now known to eXlst: 

1) the ParlS manuscript WhlC~ LS a flnal verSlon coverlng the years 689/ .. 
91 

1290 - 698/1298-1299; 2) and 3) the Gotha manuscripts WhLCh are rough 

draft~, one of winch covers 677/1278-1279 - 693/1294-1295 wlth 1acunae and 

Iv" 
anothef WhlCh Includes the years 683/1284-1285, 688/1289-1290, 694/1294-1295 -

695/12~5-1296.92 This lS the text which Ulrich Haarmann has edLted and 
1 

compare~ wLth Ibn al-Dawadarl's Kanz al-dur8f for the years 682/1283-1284 -

93 ~ 
687/1288-1289; 4) the Istanbul manuscrlpt, a1so a rough draft, covering 

94 
~25/1324 - 738/1337-1338; dnd fLndlly, 5) the RLba~ manuscrlpt which LS 

a final versionlcoverlng 608/J211-1212 - 657/1258-1259,95 

The reports deallng with Mam1ük-Christian relations found in the 

extant years of dl-~zarl's chronic1e are only four Ln number: 1~ the 

conquest of the fortress of al-Kakhta in 682/1283-1284;96 the seige of Marq4b 

and .Maraqlya in ~8471213""-1286; 97 3) the Nubian affair reported in the 

. 98 
annal for 686/1287-1288; and 4) the report of the Chri.sti.~n who 

l, 

was apprehended for drin~Lng wine during the month of Ramagan in 687/ 

1288-1289.
99 

As lS readi1y apparent two of the four entrLes concern re-

latl0ns with Cr~~ader kingdoms,-a third reports on the Christian land of 
\ 

Nubia, which was under what' one might call the "colonial" control of the 

1 . 

/ 

" , 
• 
-, 
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Mamlûk empire, whi1e only one--that of the Christian who drank wine 

during Ramadan--concerns local Christians. In at least three of the 

bur reports, those concerning the seige of Marqab, the ChrLstian who 

, ... as selzed drlnklng Wlne, and the Nublan affau, al-Jazarl has pre-

s ented new and origlnal ln~ormatlon. For example, al-jazarI inc1udes, for 

the first tlme \,Ln our sources, the text of a letter compo~ed by the se-

....... 
cretaries of the sultan on the occasion of the conquest of Marqab, which 

"\ 

was read to the people of Damascus in the masque, 'informing them of 

100 
the vlctory. Al-JazarI has also given exact information concerning 

the movements of the various divlsions of the army leaving for Marqab 

101 found ln no other contemporary source. 

The story of the Christlan who was caught drinktng wine during 

_ 102 
the daytlme ln Ramacpin Ls, also recorded for the fust Ume by al-JazarL 

It was found ln no other source examined before al-Nuwayrl. 

Slmi1ar1y new material is found ln al-Jazarl ' s report of the 

Nubian affalr ln 686/1287-1288.
103 

We learn from al-jazarl, for example, 

c 
that the amIr Alam al-DIn San jar a1-Masrûrl al-~ali~T, known as a1-Khayya~, 

was removed from his position as mutawari't-~orC<H.~ (a position which he 

had held for a period of twenty-two years) in that year and that it was 

his succ~ssor Shams al-DTn Kha~ar who ordered him to go ta Nubia,104 

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

. 105 
Masrüfl's,company. Al-jazarI also mentions the tact that the amir 

c 1zz al-Dln Mawdûd al-KüranI went along as well, a tact not mentioned 

106 
at al1 by Baybars • Al-jazarT makes it clear that it was not until the 

/ 
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army, accompanied by these two men had reached ~he city of Qüs that 

they were joined by t~e arnhr c rzz al-Dtn Aydamir al-SayfT, the 

1- hd- 107 h ll~ ( ) f Q- h h d b h -d- 108 ~.~, t e mutawa l governor 0 u~ w 0 a een t e us ta ar i 

, . c _ 109 
of Aytlrnlsh al-Sa dl, whereas Baybars' verSlon is not as precise 

as ta how the army rnoved and when it was jOLned by c rzz al-Dln Aydarnir 

" 110 
al-SayfT. Therefore, clalrns ln behalf of al-Jazarl's orLginality 

are borne out for thLS perLod and rnateriai as weIl. 
/ 

Before leavlng al-Jazarl, however, one rurther problem has 

arLsen Ln regard to our sources and should be discussed. EVldence, in 

the forrn of sirnilarity of phrasLng, was found for the existence of sorne 

r~la t lonsh~ be tween al-Jazarl and Baybars a l-Man~ür1. Claude Cahen 

'noted such' a posslbillty ln his Syrie. du nord,111 but made no state-

ment concerning the precise nature of that relationship. More recently, 

Haarrnann has stated that "there is probably no direct relatlol\,ship be­

tween Baybars and al-Jazarl, ,,112 but likewise gtves no documentation. 

For our own part, Lt lS not possible ta solve the problern wtthout checktng 

all of the S9urce materials, for the evidence found in the report on the 

surrender of the fortress of al-K,akht'ii, sugges'ts that if the information 

Ls not onginal with al-Jazarl, then sorne third as yet unidentlfted 

source must be involved. The possibility that a common source is in-

volv~d may be enhanced by the fact 6pat Baybars also gives sorne facts 
~ . ~ 

not_J'ound in al-JazarI's version. Îlh~'correspon ing portions o.f each 
\ " 

report follow in transliterated foçm to show the relatiopship between 

the two authors. 
' . 

() 

, 
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Baybars al-Mansürl: Wa lammâ kanat hadhihi 
al-galCa cala'hadhihl al-sura fI al-hdsana 

cc· ·c"--
\"a al-man a ishtadda amal al-sultanl ala 
tahslliha wa al-\.;uc ud al-jamTl~l~-man hu\"a 
b:td i.la an ittafaqu wa c amllu Cala dl-5hujâC 

Hüsa al-na' lb biha wa qataluhu wa rattabu 
shakhsan yusamma Bddr al-Dln wa ars,llü lia 
na' tb al-sultan bi-Halab al-mahrüsd bt­
thalâtha ~~rln y~ifunahu al:sura wa 
Yj!bdhi lüna, lahu tasl'Im al-qalca' al-madhküra. 
Fa-jahhaza, al-amlr lamaI al-Dln al-!?aruwl wa 
al-amir Rukn al-DIn Baybars al-sda~dar \"a 
al-amir 5hams ai-Dïn Agus\' al-Shamsl al­
CAyntabl wa macahum al-tasharlf wa al-khayi 
wa al-khizana. Fa-~allafTI man bi-al-qalCa 
li-sultan wa li-waladlhi wa tasallamuh~ wa 
;;YYar~ al-Iadhlna kanu fiha jamaCatan bacd 
jamaCatln Lla al-abwâb al-sharlfa. Fa-ahsana 
al-~ul~~n tlayhim \"a ana> man yasta~igq~ 
aï-iq~a mlOhum. ~.Ja ]uhhizat wa ~arat tlayha 
al-zardkhanat wa al-slat wa tstaqarrat fI a1-
mamIak-a al'-lslamlya wa ~arat ghu~~a:al fI 
sadr al-bilâd al-Armanlya wa hasala ha al­
Lstizhar Cala al-kuffar wa al:tamakk Inu min 
;t:ghâ:âtll~la'(hlm ana' al-layl \-.1a a.~afat 
al-nthar. 1 

al-Jazarl: Wa wacada man bihiLal-mawâclda al­
iamïla. Fa-,aj'iibTI bt-ai-samCt wa al-~'Jca. ~Ja 
gatalu al-na' lb blha, wa huwa al-ShujaC 

MÜs-iL 
wa rasa,ü na' lb al-~.Bl~ana al-sharlfa bl-al­
mamlaka al-Halablya wa badhi1u tasllm a1-
galc'a. Fa-l~hhaza tlayhim al-amlr jamal al-DIo -
a1-SarsarT wa al-amlr Rukn al-Dln B~ybars al­
stlâhdar wa al-amlr Shams al-Dln A Il' -Shamsl 
~A ntabT wa ,man ma ahum. a-tasalla a al-
hisn \o/a ha llafü man b Lhl li. -3 I-su1 tan ~r 11-
~~ï~'al-Malik a1J7~*~1 \o/a ~Tb~süllum a1-
tasharlf. Thumma laDnazü man kana blhâ 
ti' lEatan bacd ukhri'Lli al-abwib al-sharlf 
al-~g.Hanlya. Fa-a~sana al-~!!l~an l~dyhlm, WB 

~~a a minhum man yasti~Lqqu a1-iq~a a. Wa 
iuhhizat ilayhim al-zardkhânat wa a1-at[sic) 
al-~l~âr. Wa ist!9arrat fl jumlat ali~~~ün 
a1- islimlya. Wa S8rat hadhihL al-qal a shajan 
~T hulüq al-Arman'wa ~~~ala al-isti~har biha 
ala a1-gharat. 1L4 

\ 

.... 
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The third sour4te alternative gains further cred'ence in view of the fact 

that even where the reports do not cor\espond verbattm, one or the 

other may hdve paraphrased the original, for equivaient phrases are 

f d ( -, f b cd kt - 115 d' _c b c.... _c ti U6) o ten- use e.g., ~a l atan a u 1ra, an lama a,tan a u lama an, 

Solutton of thiS problem could cast sorne interesting iight upon the re-

lationshtp of Syr~an and Egyptian sources as weil as increase our knowledge 

of the sources themselves. 

al-YünInI: 

Contemporary with al-Jazarï is Qu~b al-DIn Müsâ ibn Muhammad ibn 

Ahmad ibn Qu~b al-DTn dl-Yuninï (d. 726/1325-1326), the author ôf a work 

c _ li7 
entitled Dhayl mir'at al-zaman fI tarlkh al-a yan. Whereas Llttle's 

analysis resulted in the conclUSion that Dhayl is "nothtng less than the-

text, only slightly abrldged, of sorne of the lost annals of ~awadi~ 

az-zarnân,"
118 

for the years~he studied, Haarrnann's enquiry indLcatep.-.that 

'at least between 684/12~4-1285 and 688/1289, al-jazari and al-YunInl have 

consulted each other mutually, but that al-JazarI's borrow ln!YJ do not seem 

to go beyond 688/1289 and that after 694/1294-1295 (basing himself on 

Little's analysis), al-YünlnI has preserved intact alrnost the complete 

cl l 1 f H -d' h 1 - 11 9 
an ltera copy 0 .awa it a -zaman. Haarrnann's theory lS this: 

,/. 

al-Yünlnl began the ft~st draft of hlS history sorne tirne before al-Jazarl 

began his and contlnued it until 688/1289. AI-JazarI used this draft for 
J, 

certaIn points which al-YUnlni reported at fLrst hand and only later began 

composing his own chronlcle. Then al-Yünlnl incorporated parts of al-

120 ..j 
Jazarl's chronicle ln the flnal version of his own work. This rneans 

that between 684/1285-1286 and 688/1289 either al-Jazarl or al-YUnlnl 
~> 
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.' ~ 
~ , 

may have been the original source, wher~as al-JazarT's rèports after 

688/1289 are probably based for the most part on personal knowledge. 

Prior to 68~~ may be that we should look to al-YünlnT, yet 

if HaarmanI) LS rlght, al-YünTnT may later have incorporated portions of 
) C ' 

~ - . 
al-JaZarj into his final version during th~se yeaTs. Regrettably, it 

has been impossLble ta verify this relationshlp prl0r ta 682/1283-1284 or 

after 688/1289 Slnce al-JazarT lS not ex tant for these p\rLOds. Be'tween 
fj 

the years 682/1283-1284 and 687/1288-1289, years th WhLCh we do have the 

text of l;lawâdLth al-zaman, al-YünlnT reports only one event cQncernLng 

. 121 
C~ristians Ln con~on with al-JazarT--the conquest of Marqab and Maraqïya. 

Textual eVLdence shows that, Lndeed, the t~o reports are ln so:me way re­
t. t 

lated. For example, the descrLptLon of thel~ortress Ln one VerSl0n shows 
• .Y 

simLlarity in phrasLng ta the other as the f.llowlng excerpts ~hOW. 

al-JazarT: QuItu: wa hgdhâ ~!~n al-Marqab huwJ 
min al-~!!.~ün al-mashhüra bl-al-man

t
a wa al-~~~aria, 

wa lam yafta~hll al-~.!!.l~an al-shahTd ~alâ~ iJlëDl(~ 
wa la dl-Maltk al-Zahir, rdhlmdhuma Allah ta dIa) 
bal Iddakharahu AlÏJh li-al:MalLk ai-Mansur. Wa' 
~k~a~n~a~f~ï~h~1_9arar ca~lm Cala al-musllmTn. 122 

al-YünTnl: Wa hâdhâ ~l-Marqab huwa min al-~.!:!.-?ün '" 
al-mashhüra bl-aL-man a wa aL-hoisâna, Ha huwa 1 

kablr jlddtm, wa lam yafta~hu al-·~.'ll~an al-shéihld 
~ala~ al-Dln,ra~imdhu Allah. Fa-~aza a]rahu WB 
shukrahu, wa law lam yakun min dararLhi ll1a ma 
facala alù..tu bi-al-muslimTn fT sh;(hur hadhlhi al­
Sillna la -ka fa. 123 

In this case, however, lt is evident that it i8 al-YünTnT who has borrowed 

from al-Jazarl since al-Jazarl prefaces his report with the ward qultu 

which lmplLes tnat thlS information is based on hLs own personal knowledge. 

124 . Al-Yûnlnl, contrary to usual prac~ice, has omitted the gultu. 

, .. 
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i 

\J :. 

It lS readtly apparent that al-Yünlnl has relted not only on 

al-JazarT ~t also on other sources ln addition to al-JazarT whose 
L 

/ ~ 
passages form only a very small part of the text in Dhayl, for' lt ls only 

the ,above-mentloned descrlptlon of the fortress of Marqab and a"ilne 01:'- __ _ 

two concern lOg MaraqTya, resembl ing wha t is found, in I;lawâd i th a l-aaman, 

that reveals the tndebtedness of al-Y~nTnT to al-jazarT. 

AI-YünTnT lnterrupts his report on Mafqab to narrate the sultan's 

troubles with Sunqur al-Ashqar whlch most probably'!had sorne hearing on the 

• 125 plans ln'~~ard ta Marqab. AI-YünTnl,also reports on a re-

the Hospltalers seeking safe passage for the lnhabltants of 

. 126 
and thelr poSseS~lons to WhlCh the sultan dld no~ respond. Al-

" thaugh the letter quoted by al-Jaz~rT, descrLblng the slege and announcing 
) . 

the Muslim vlctory ta the lnhabltants of the Clty, which was read Ln the 

mcsque dt Damascus, lS not carrled by al-Yüni:nl, he does lnclud€b a.serLes 

of letters as follaws: 
. 127 

~) from the sultan to his son al-Ashraf.KhlHi:lj" . ., 
, t • 

2) a let ter dlctated by the sult~n to Tâj al-Dln addressed to the amT; 
" 

C l l - l h' _c_ 128 ) f h - - l _ '..., _ (} . A am d -Dln a -S Uja L; 3 rom't e !!.!!!!.r. Husam a -Dln otajln, v,~ceroy 

~ .\ 
of the sultan in Syria ta the sultan's son al-Malik al-~ali.~,whictl he (, " 

has taken from the l.nshâ; of Shihiib al"-D1n Mat:tmfid, katib al-~arj; 1;9 · .. nd 

fioally,- 4) a letter dictated by Husam al-Dln LajTn tE> Kamal al-Dln 
1 

'. . 
c 'c ( • c 130' 

Ahmad lbn a1- Attar addresse~ ta Alam al-DTn at-Shuja T. None of . . 
1;) 

these letters or the aastda com~osed . ~---J 
by t~e aforementioned kâtib al-dari 

,~ , 

are to be found in a1-Jaz~rl 'or l for that matter, in atly of the othé~ 

r 
sources to date. They are thus based on al-YünTnl's 'own information or 

~) 

." Il..s'''',~ 
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on sorne as 1ft unknDwn source. Although these letters contain no reatly 
! ~ .. 

new informa~io~ they do indicate the spirit in which the conquest of the , 
fortress,~as viewed and thus have sorne lmportance in any assessment of 

'}..J 

the Ma~lük attitude toward the Syrian Franks. 

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

great certainty On Ohayl for the 10st annals of Hawadlth al-zamân for 

our per iod as Little was able ta do for his. Al tl,O~;g~_ ai-Yünlnl does ~ 

use or lS perhaps used by al-Jazarl, as Haarmann K~~ shawn, he does ln-? 

c Lude t found in the la t ter but ornits some which iB found-

J 

As has a lready been noted, for those years ln wh ieh we have 

bath chronlcles, of the four reports entered ln Hawadith al-zarnan which 

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

remaining years in which al-Jazari is not ex~ant, al-Yünïnï glves several 

reports, sorne of which appear for the ELrst tune Ln any of our ~ources. 

Some are especlally lmportant since they concern local Christians. For 

example, in the year 680/1281-1282, '~l-Yünïnl reports th'~t the ahl al-
l, 

dhimma among the ~ustawfIs and employe~s ~f the dIwans wère forced ta 

. # _ 131 
embrace Islam. Later, in that same year, he reports" that a fatwa was 

issued permitting them to return ta their torrner l ' 132 re 19LOn. This 

133 
event is recorded in on1y one other source as far as we know--Ibn Kathtr. 

Wheth~r it is original with al-Yünln! or whether bath Ibn Kathlr and al-

Yünlnl have derived Lheir account from al-Birzail upon whom Ibn Kathlr 

134 based much of his work, remains a problem, for at the present the te?t 

of al-Birz~ll is not available for verification. 

.. / 
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SLmilarly ~n the year,68t/1282-1283, an obltuary ls glven 

{or Hibb~t(Allah al-Sadtd al-Na~arânT al-Qib~i, a Christian mustawft 

135 ' 
of Egypt, whom al-YünTnT descrlbes in glowing terms, not only praising 

his adm'ijllstratLve abilities but also hls personal quali.ties. This ia 

an inter~sting entry not only for what it reveals about the positlon of 
\ 

, \ 

ChrLstians wLthln the empl:t~., but also, perhaps, wlth respect to al-YÜnl.nl.'~ 
.. .. (1 

attitude toward ChrLstiat1s. Indeed, he seems, quite open-minded judging by 

this report. 

AI-YünTnT in one further instance reports on this cate~ory of 
li> 
Mamlük-ChrlstLan relations. In the annal for 689/2190, he states that a 

letter came from the sUltan't~ the effect that'no Christian or Jew.~~Uld 
be employed in the diwans. However, no action was takén on this (Fa-lam 

, ' yum81 bihi).l36 

On the whole, then a1-Yünlni appears to gain importance for our 

period in contrast to the reign of al-Malik al-Nâ~~r. 

Abü al-fidâ: 

Abü a1-Pidâ (673/1273 -732/1331) was still tao young when 

137 ( 
Qalâ'ün was sultan to be consldered a contemporary or original source. 

The evidence of hls chronicle a1-Mukhta~ar fi tarTkh a1-bashar
138 

confirms 
~ ~--~ ....... ~~ .. 

this judgment, (or though he him~lf was aetua11y 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-Man~~rT's version in-Zubdat a1-fikra, 
1 

upon whleh Haarmann has eoncluded that Abü al-Fidâ re11ed to a great extent 

throughout the pe~iod 679/1280-1281 - 689/1290.
139 
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, , 

1 
l , 

As fSr as Christian.Mamlûk mafters are concerned, Abû al-Fidâ's 

int~rest~ lie m~i.nly .in Frankish-Mamlük and Frankish.-Byzantine relations 

since l1'is reports, which arè also few in number, deal only with major 

campaigns--the Battle of l:lim~, l-larq'ab and Tripoli--and the d'eath of • 

Michael palaaologus, -the Byzantine emperor. ~e reveals no interest ln 
.' , 

lo~al Ch~istiart matte~ whatsoever . 

. 
plnce Abü al-Fida's chroni~le a1-Mukhta~~ deals with sa few 

o 

it~ms and' then proves ta be a slW1l1lary of Zu .. bda t '" - f ikra for the mas t 

part, he is of Ilttle unportance as a source for tlllS particu~ar' inquî.ry. 

al-Nuwayrï: 

Although Shihâb al-DIn Ahmad ibn cAbd al:Wahh~b al-NuwayrT 

(677/1279 - 732/1331-1332), lived throughout the reign ~f al-Malik el-
. 

Man~ûr Qalâ'ün, llke Abü al-Fidâ, he was probably too young during even 
" 

the latter part ~f that period ta be considered a contemporary source. 

This is made all the more certaln by the fact that he did not compos~ 

hlS work Nihayat al-arab fi funûn al_adab 140 until 7l4/l3r4-l3l~~ 141 

A1though he eyentua11y came ta occupy various posts in the Mamlû~ ad-

mlnlstratlon~ he did not do so until the [elgn of al-Malik al-Na{lr 

Mu~ammad lbn Qala'ün.
142 

Little remarks that the first office in WhlCh 

we have any record of his belng employed was that of the directorship 
" 

of the sultan's propertles in Syria ln 601/1301-1302 when al-Nuwayri was 

143 
in his early twenties

f
• Thus, we might ex.pect him like'other historians' 

who a1so held administrative posts (Baybars and Ibn cAbd al-~ahir, for 

example) ta have had access to documents or at least i'nformation con­
~ 

cernLng the affairs of state not ava~lable to sorne otpers. 

() 

-

" 
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One offlce held by al-NuwayrI which ls, perhaps, of particular 

lnterest for this study was that of "Dlrector of the Bureau of Privy 

Funds (dIwan al-hâss) and of the Qala'ün complex of buildings (whlch con-",-'. 

d f Q 1-' - 1 1 d ' d h . 1) ,,144 siste 0 a a un s mauso eum, ma rasa-mosque, an ospita .... One 

may assume that as a result of this connection, ~l-NuwayrI may have 

taken more interest in the reLgn of Qa1â'ûn than h,\mLght have otherwlse, 

or that he may have 1earned things about that sultan in this position that 

he would not have known under different circumstarlces. 

In any event hls work, Nihayat al-arab, is probably in large 

part orte result of his experlences in various offlces, for. as 
\ 

\ 
CltWg Kratschkowsky, pOlnts out, lt ls "a vast encyclopaedia 

Little, 
-1' 

designed ta 

contalri 'al~ the know1edge that was indispensable for a flrst-class 

145 scribe.'I! 

Divergent oplnions have been expressed concernlng al-NuwayrI 

as an hlstorlan. Blochet judged al-NuwayrT's work to be an excellent one 

in comparlson with that Qf Mufag1a1 ibn abI al-Fa9a' il. 146 HLs opinion, 

however, seems to be influenced mainly ,by al-NuwayrT's finer style and 

"', mastery of the Arablc language. Schreg1e, for an earlLer period, judged 

. 
al-Nuwayrl important because he alone had reproduced a document signed by 

1 

~aI~~ al-Dln which he himself had seen. 147 Ashtor, on the other hand, 

charges that tlal-NuwayrI often repeats himself, is inaccura"te, transmits 

148 
his sources lneKactly," and so on. Little, however, couid verlfy only 

One of thes~ charges, that of repetltion, which he found almost inevitable 

in view of the innovative manner i~ which al-Nuwayrl presented mater laIs 

lj 
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which devLated from annalistic style. 149 As Little has noted, al-NuwayrT's 

historLcal section LS divLded by regtons or dynasties. l?O In the case of 
• 

• Qa1â'un the period of his reign LS further divided into the campaigns and 

~ 

secondly, into other events such as treaties concluded, embassles receLved 

and other Lnterna1 and external affairs. In this latter subdivision, al-

NuwayrT does relate lnformaWlan concerning two of the campalgns (the 

conquest ot Marqab and the Nublan campalgn) about whLch he ha"d wrLtten at 

length ln the proper place Ln hlS work. Netther of these seconB reports 

adds anythLng new to what we have learned from his more detai1ed entries. 

TI\ough one may indeed accuse al-NuwayrT of being repetitious,~thts would 

ap~ear to be a very minor defect, at least in regard to the subject mattèr 

with which thlS investLgatlOn has dealt. 

More serious LS Ashtor's accusation that a1-NuwayrT has trans-

mitted hi.s sources lnexactly--serlous because al-NuwayrT ig.,\an hi.storian --- . 
upon whom Ibn al-Furât, as we shaU. soon see, relied very heavily, and 

1.t is opon Ibn al-Furât in turn that other hlstorlans (for example, al-

MaqrTzT) have re l Led. In those ins tances where al-NuwayrT ident 1.f ies his 

source by name, he provldes us with the best Clrcurnstances under whlch his 
~ 

accuracy may be checked sinee we are fair1y certain ~~at he has borrowed 

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

688/1289 al-Nuwayri cites al-Yünini (Wa ~aka al-shaykh Quçb al-DTn al­

YünTni fT târikhihi). 151 The two versions correspond nearly word for ward. 

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

of the story even when he does introduce sorne slight variation . 
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On another occaston, al-Nuwayrl cLtes a1-mu'arrikh as the 

source for his account of the Batt1e of ~Lm~ in 680/1281-1282.
152 

The 

# 
mu'arrtkh (htstortan) Ln questton Ls, as it turns out, Baybars al-Mansürl 

with whose verSion al-Nuwayrl's cOincides again nearly ward fur ward. 

153 Later in the report he cltes Baybars by name. In thLs instance, 

we can accuse al-Nuwayrl of nothing more than abridgtng Baybars' report 

of the tncldent. 

On a thlrd occasion al-Nuwayrl does not identtfy his source 

in any way. However, we are able to recogntze Lt as al-Jazarl, for 

we fLod that al-NuwayrI hdS used al-jazarI's version as hLS own, bor-

154 
rowLng It in toto. At another moment when reportLng the SanJar 

c 
al-ShuJB l affalr, he haS,;:n porated al-Jazarl's verSlon withln hiS 

155 1 
own longer vers Lon. T refore, Lnaccuracy of transmLSs Lon does not 

seem ta be a charge WhLCh we can brtng agaLnst al-Nuwayrl. 

As for the question of ortginallty, we may perhaps Judge him 

for a lack of preclsely that. On only one occasLon dtd we find that 

al-Nuwayrl tntroduced any signlflcant piece of new materla1. This occurred 

. h' f h S' 1 Sh ._c_ ff' 156 ln LS vers Lon 0 t e anJar a - uJa t a atr. In contrast with 

Baybars and al-Jazarl, a1-Nuwayrl states that the reason for the demise 

Of~hiS amlr was that he had been accused of selling arms ta the Franks. 

The information has co~~' from sorne other source as yet unidentifLed whom 

al-Nuwayrl used in conjunction with other sources such as a1-Jazarl, for 

example, whose report is contained verbatLm withLn al-Nuwayrl's account 

of this incident. :::'hlJs, we are justifled in our agreement with Li.ttle's 
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'conclusion that "It might not be unfair •.. to characterlze the section 

'of Nihayat al-arab which we [Little] have studied as a' cornbination of 

ffiaterials borrowed from Zubdat al-flkra and the Syrian sOurces wlth 

relatively lLttle original wformatlon.,,157 

On the who le, however, al-NuwayrI has to his favor t~at he 

has transmitted his sources faithfully ln the instances investigated. 

Furthermore, he lS the first to have made use of bath the Egyptlan and 

t 

Syrian sources and has, as ,in the report On the sêLge of Tripoli, for 

example, juxtaposed lnformat ion from both. Furthermore, while for the most 

part he appears to be ltttle more than a compiler, he has, as in the case 

Just mentioned, frequently combined several sources to glve the fullest 

verslon found 10 our sources ta date. Finally, on at least ~ne occasion, 

he has presented tnformation which has nat been found ln any earlLer 

source, and although thlS piece of Lnformation is surely nat original 

wlth hLm, he wdl remain important ln this respect untd the original 

source for it has been identi.fted. 

Later Sources 

Ibn al-Dawadarl and Mufa9~al ibn ahI al-Fa<;la' il: 

Of Sayf al-Din Abü Bakr i.bn CAbd Allah ibn Aybak al-DawadarI 

1 · l . k h d f h'" b' h d h 158 very ltt e lS nown, not ev en t e ate 0 LS lrt or eat. It is 

known, however, that he was engaged 1n the writing of hlS chronicle, 

1 c 159 
Kanz al-durar wa j'ami al-ghurar, between the years 709/1209-1210 -

160 
736/1335-1336, and that the volume which deals with Qala'ün was com-

l.! 
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pleted in 734/1334.
161 

Although he should, therefore, prqb-ably not 
( 

be considered a contemporary historian, he dld have a reliable first 

hand source 10 the pers on of his father who served in var,.lQUS mtlitary 

162 
campalgns and occupled several governrnental posts. Like al-Birzal1, 

Ibn al-Dawadar'I was interested flot only in the major pol!.tical and 

rnilitary events of the day, but also ln more mlnor, mundane happenings 

which would again recommend hirn as a source for news concernlng the 

affairs of the local Chrlstians. HIS chronicle, bowever, is somewhat 

disappointing 111 thlS respect, for although he does concern himself 

with several lncldents lnvolving forelgn Chrlstian lands, he does not 

include any lnformatlon on the lndigenous Christian populatlon. ThlS 

~s somewhat surprlslng in Vlew of the fact that bath Haarmann and Little 

have deduced dl-Jazar'I to bimaJor source, elther direct or indirect, 

f lb' l -d- _163 d 1 J - d h h h or n a -Dawa arl an - azarl oes carry sorne suc reports t oug 

they are not numerous as we have seen. 

Mufa9~al ibn abl al-Fa~â' il issues from quite a dlfferent 

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

h h · . d b h hi . 165 reason w y e lS ,not c l te y ot er s tor laos . Mufa~c,la l hims e 1 f, 

; 
however, has dec1~\ed that he wrote hlS history, al-Nah1 al-sadld wa al-

166 
durr al-farlçl ft-ma ba'à tarlkh lbn al-

c
Amld, for hirnsel~ and in the words 

of Blochet, "dans le but de fixer les détails hist,oriques des évènements 

auxquels il ava i t ass Ls té ou qu 1 il ava l't, entendu ~aconter! sans aucune 

intention pr~cise de le livrer au public .... 11
167 

which could aiso explain 

ms notlceable absence among those cited by later hLstorians. 

\ 

\ 
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Whatever the case may be his chronlcle LS now at our disposal. 

In its regard var ious op in lons have been expressed. Blochet, for 

example, dlscredlts lt as the work of an ignorant person with mediocre 

education, which he deduces From the fact that he, a Copt, should 

qualifya Musllm ruler such as Qalâ'un with tltles such as "al-shahi"d" 

h ' cl 168 and regard his ac t lons aga inst t e Crusa ers wlth favor. A second 

posslbillty lS that Mufa9qal simply became so absorbed ln copyLng that 

he was not aware of what he was wrltlng. These vi'~ws contrast wlth 

LittJ.e's concluslon 

to organlze mater laI 

regarding Mufasl~al that he "shows striking ability 

169 
meanlngfully, an abillty which one would not 

11 

expect to flnd ln an 19norant person of mediocre education or ln one so 

simple-mindej as to become sa completely engrossed in copylng that he 

was ObltV10US to the materlai he was transcriblng. 

~ 

One further explanatLon for such confuslon may be advanced. 

That is that the use of Muslim formulas may actually reflect the popular 

practlce of the Coptic community and even indicate sorne sort of cultural 

ass iml(atlon dmong the two groups. That Mufaq1a1 may actually have re-

garded the Muslim ruler QaUi'ün with favor rather than hosttlity may be-

tray the attltude of the Coptic community toward the invadlng Crusaders 

" 
who, though their rellgious confrères, were of a different rtte repre-

sented by the Pope with whom sorne hostil ity had existed and who had come 

upsetting what may have been a delicate balance in the modus vivendi of 

170 
the Musli.m and Christian communtties ln that part of the world. Though 

it is not possible on the basis of 80 l ittle evidence to arrive at any 

definite conclusion i.n this respect, it rnay be worthwhde to keep Buch a 
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• 
possibLlLty ln mLnd when Lnterpretwg the I.nformatioI\..whlch does ernerge 

• concerning Mamlük-ChrLstian relations of the perlod. 

",.ft 
FLnally, lt may be suggested that had the situation of Copts 

been part Leu lar ly od tous, and if Mufu9qa l d I.d, lndeed, poss-css the 

abilLty descnbed by Little, he wo~ld most likely have modLfLed hLs 

language unless, of course, there was actually reason to conceal hlS 

real attitude. 

As for more concrete information conce~ning Mamlük-Christian 

relations found ln al-Nah] al-sadTd, Mufaddal lbn a,hi: al-Fa1a' Li, like 

Ibn al-DawadarT, includes reports concernLng relatLOns of the Mamllik 

authority with forel.gn Christl.an powers, but fails'to inform us eon-

eerning the lndigenolls ChrLstian population except perhaps indirectly 

by h LS use of the Mus 11m formulas and the way Ln WhiCh he approves the 

actions of the Muslun ruler toward the Crusaders. Our evLdence Ls in-. \ 

eone l us l ve, however, for a large l aeuna ex Ls ts ln al-Na h j a l-sa1Iïd be-

tween the years 682/1283-1284 and 688/1289. Again, lt LS surprlsing that 

there should be no sueh entries ln the extant annals s Lnce both Little 

and Haarmann agree that in the final ana1ysis al-JazarT was the common 

source, éither directly or indirectly, for both Ibn al-DawadarT and 

Mufa99àl ibn sbi al-Fa9a' 11 although other sources were used as well, 

unless, of course, Haarrnann's theor~ concerning the relatLonshLp of al-

YyhInl and al-Jazarï Ls found to be correct. In that case, Lt may be 

/ 
that al-Yünïnï was the originator of the information and Mufaddal used 

171 
Dhayl rather than l;Iawadith al-zaman. In any case, Bloehet's opinion, 

• 



• 

• 

-42-

" that Mufa~~al 's princLpal source was a1-Nuwayrl, for WhlCh no'documen-

172 
tatLon was gLven, seems ta be mLstaken. 

o 

DLfferenc~s of interpretatLon between Haarmann and Little 

exist wlthLn thiS speclfic area of agreement, however. 'For'example, 

bD th Haarmann and Little recognize the close relationshlp of Ibn al-

Dawadarl and Mufa99al ibn abï al-Fadâ'il ta each other as weIl as the 

ronnectlon between bath of them dnd al-Jazarl. Haarmann made a ward by 

word check of Ibn al-Dawâdarl and Mufaddal lbn abl al-Fa9a' il for the 

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

years 688/1289-689/1290 and relled on 'LLttl,.e'S flndwgs for the year's 

694/1294-1295 and 699/1299-1300.
173 

Co1latlon of the texts showed nLnety 

per cent of the texts to be the same to the extent that even the same 

174 er.rors in spe 11 i ng and grammar were found Ln eac h. Even wi th in our 

special subJect matter such a pattern lS borne out to the degree that 

for those years Ln whLch both chronlcles are extant, there lS no report 

gLven by one that Ls not Aso glven by the other. Furthermore, in every 

case these reports correspond nearly word-for-word wLth the exception of 

the report on the Battle of ~Lm~ which Mufa99al has abridged,~lightly 

though not so greatly that the correspondence between the two is no 

longer visible. In Haarmann's vLew only.three possibilities can exLst: 

1) lb.n a I-Dawadarï cap ied Mufaddal; 2) vice versa; or 3) that both used 
>t •• 

175 a common source. 
- " 

Haarmann believes the third explanation ta be th~ 

correct one, Le., that Mufa99al and Ibn al-Dawadarl used the common 

sOurce quite lndependently of each other and that Mufa99al dld not copy at 
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. f· 

11 f b 1 D -d- - 176 a rom Ina .. awa ar L. LLtt1e's interpretation of the evidence, 

.hm.ever, 1eads him ta the conc1usLon that Mufadda1 used Ibn a1-Dawâdârï , " _e. 
\ 177 

or the Comman source--a1-Jazarl--or both. Furthermore, Haarmanq 

pOSltS the eXistence of one or posslb1y two lntermedlarLes between 

178 Mufa99a1 and Ibn a1-Dawadarï on the one hand and a1-Jazarl on the other, 

wh~r€as Little seems 1ess certain of the presence of an Lntermediary 

179 source. 

Unfortunate~y, however, a complete ana1ysis is not passible 

s ince at no tlme during th~ period 678/1279-1280 - 689/1290 are al1 

1 ~ 1 180 1 - . three chronic es extant at once. As nota,.. ear Ler, a -jazarL LS _ .. 
1 

mLssing for the yedrs 678/1279-1280 - 682/1283-1284 and 688/1289 -

689/1290 (except for th. obituarLisÀ and large portions are missing in 

Mufa99al ibn 3bl a1-Fa9â'~l's work from the begLnn~ng of 682/1283-1284 unti1 

Muharram of 638/1289. Ooly Ibn a1-Dawâdârl's Kanz a1-durar iS\fu11y extant. 

Thus, in no c?se are we able, under present circumstances, to compare 

a11 three for any one entry. We are able to compare al-jazarl and Ibn 

al-Dawadarl in ooly one Lnstance, the seige of Marqab and razing of the 

tower of Maraqlya in 684/1285-1286.
181 

Here, the coonectLon LS obvious 

sioc~ for the most part, the texts correspond nearly word for word. Even 

where it,appears that Ibn al-Dawâdarl has made an abridgement as, for 

example, in the opening paragraphs of the report where al-jazarï gives 

precise information about the movements of the various divisions of the 

army whi'ch Ibn al-DawadarI summarizes, 182 who1~ sentences still exist 
r 

in both texts which correspond nearly verbatlm. In one instance Ibn a1-

~ 
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DawadarT has quoted a poem composed by Ibn cAbd al-Zahir which was sent 

h " f E h - cAl l - S' l Sh ._c_183 ta t e vlceroy 0 gypt, t e ~ am a -Din anJar a - uJa l 

which is not found ln al-JazarT. This simply indlcates, most probably, 

that Ibn al-DawadârT used other sources in addltlon to al-JazarT on 

whom he relted most heavtly. The, letter read to the people of Damascus, 

l d Ù~4 . ct f h prevlous y mentlone lS carrle lntact, except or t e numerolls 

h 11 . . lb l' D -d- - 185 h c anges or errors ln spe lng, ln" n a - awa art. It is per aps 

posS'lbl.e that the lnstance of abndgement noted élrtd the numerous errors 

or changes of spelllng ln the letter support Haarmann's sUpposition that 

one or more intermedlary sOurces exist, but wlth only thls one lncldent 

tO"check, no fum concluslon can be drawn. , 
Ibn Ka th'ir: 

c Imad al-D'in Ismac'il lbn c Umar ibn KathTr (705/1301 - 775/ 

1373-1374), should be an Lnterestlng historlan for study ln the llght of 
(-

i 
what ~e know of hlS background. Having been educated in Damascus where 

he stud-lced f igh as a member of the Shafi
c

l madhhab, lbn KathTr later 

came under the lnfluence of lbn TaymTya and his school. Like Ibn TaymTya, 

who partlcipated in several inqulsltlons involving Christlans, Ibn Kath'ir 

took part Ln two inquirie~ one of which passed judgment on a zind'iq ac­

cusea of ~ulül, (lncarnationism) J 186 and another whLch condemned to death 

;', ) 

. c • c 187 
a ShT T who had insulted the first three caliphs at the Umayyad Masque. 

ThLs would seem ta indicate an attitude toward marginal groups in society 

or those who might threaten to'disturb the established arder which should 

j r 
be kept in mihd when ana1yzing Ibn KathTr's interpretation of the events 
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of Qa1a'ün's reign,in. hls.(~ork' al-Bl.daya wa alrniha?~ ft .al-tâl"lkh
18-a( ~ 

4 " 

in~olvLng ChrLstlans. 

As Little has pointed Oyt, Ibn .KathTr himself states that his , -. 
k · b dl' -1-' hi 189 1 h ~h l h t d • wor L5 ase on a -]3 Lrza L s" s tory a t oug . ne as lB recourse c 

h '11 fil - 190, d ' b 1 to ot er sources as we ; or examp e,' a '-JazarL an "pOSSL y sorne <0 

- 191 
other source whi.ch, however, , rema Lns obsc~fe. Haarmann, ci t Lpg Lit tle, 

agrees that a1-BirzâlT and a1-JazarT, whom Ibn KathTr used frequerrt1y, 

192 
were Ib')l, KathTr,' s pl"' inc ipai sources. 

Eviden~e found ln reports> on Mam1lik-ChrlstLan affairs during the 

reign of Qplâ'ün confirrns these findings. In additiOn to al-BirzlHT >and 

al-JazarT, hO\vever, Ibn Kathir has used Qu~b al-Din al-YünTnT whom he 
-'. 

cites Ln his annal tor 679/1280-,1281 concerning ,the renewal of a treaty 

with the Franks of c Akka . 1~3 His quotatibn, howeve,r, does not correspond 
\ 

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

rema Lns obvious, çe'lertheless. ., 

The other teports gLv~n by Ibn KathTr aIl sh~w resemb1ance to a 

greater or 1esser degree with·~~.l-YÜnïnT_and a1-NuwayrT, -both of whom re.J 

\ 

lied on al-JaZ;rT 1 s Ijawâdith al-zaman to someqextent. However, ~bn KathTr's 

reports a1ways\show variation from and appear a~ abrldgements of ~he cor-
\ t 

responding entrÙ.!s Ln Nihayat al-'arab and Dhayl. Since a1-Jazar'L is 

extant for but one report, the selge of Tripoli, it is not posslble to ar-

0'" ri e,at a'j0Iute'ly certain concluslons. It ls p.ossible that Ibn Kathïr 

mer ly abridged al-YünTnL's or al-NuwayrT's reports or those of their 

most probabl! COrnmon source, al-Jazar'L. Yet the variation from al-YünTnl 

.. '1 
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and al-NuwayrT (whom, as we have seen, often copLed a11JazarI verbati~ 

is great enough that one suspects that here too Ibn KathTr's Source was 

actually al-BirzâlT whose work, after aIL, was the skeleton upon which 

al-Jazarl constructed hii history. ~ 

<> 
Ibn KathTr's reports concerning Mamlük-Christian relatlons, 

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. ~~wever, tn one instance 

Ibn KathTr revea1s hlS true feelings concerning the Chrlstian minority, 

at leastiliose employed ln the administrative posts of the empire, for 

he termlnates hLS entry conèerning the arder that ahi a1-dhimma sa em-

ployed should embrace Islam and their return ta theLr~ former [alth later • 
C q 

that year with the following remark:, "Sawwada Allah wujühahum yawma 

tabya99u wUJühun wa taswaddu wujûhun" (May Gad blacken their faces on the 

194 ' 
day when he blackens and whttens faces), whereas the only other source 

to mentlon this ~cldent Lncludes nothing of the sort, thus revealing 

that this mus t, indeed, represent Ibn KathTr' s personal ait itude. 

Ibn al-Furât: 

~ 

Both Little and Ashtor have recognized in their analyses of the 

work by N8~ir al-DTn Mu~ammad lbn cAbd al-Ra~Tm al-ralLb al-~anafT lbn 

195 
al-Furât (734/1334 - 808/1405) entitled TBrTkh al-duwal wa al-mulük, 

that this historian is greatly indebted ta al-NuwayrT ~s a source for 

the early Ba~rT period. Ashtor, however, has concluded that Ibn a~-F,u'rat's 

':1 dependence On al-NuwayrT is llmited to "following him .... mainly in the 

,< 

. , 
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cholce of ,sources,,,196 whereas Little found that "Ibn 

on dl-NuwatrT ls greater than Ashtor indicates.,,197 

Ibn al-Furat had access to al-Jazarl's HawadLth al-zaman as well as 

Nihayat dl-arab, Ltttie concluded that "Ibn al-F.urat [ollows al-Nuwai.ri. 

for a11 events recorded ln Nihayat al-arab, lncluding' those which took 

place tn Syrta and WhlCh were recorded at flrst hand by al-~zarT. The 

only data borrowed from al-bazarT are those WhlCh al-Nuwairl omits.,,19-8 

Our research for Mamlûk-Christian affalrs during Qalâ'un's reLgn confi.rms 

these'findings Ln general. Ibn al-Furat nearly always follows al-NuwayrT's 

account word for \oJord, elther ln full or in part. Furthermore, in one 

instance, the Battle of ~im~ in 68,~/f281-1282, I.Vhere he has ObVlously 
, J 

used Nlhâyat al-arab, Ibn ~l-Furât actually cites al-JazarT
199 

along with 

, 200 
Ibn al-Mukdrram and someone who was actually present but ~ho ls not ., 

20 l 
ldentlfled by name. A second instance corrorborates Little's findings 

concerning Ibn al-Furât's methodology even more clearly. The Sanjar al-

ShuJâc~ affalr had been reported by bath Baybars and al-JazarT without, 
1 

howevèr, any mention of the fact that the reason for his removal from 

office was " 202 that he had allegedly sold arms to the Franks. As we have 

noted earlier, lt ls al-Nuwayrl \oJho introduces the informatlon concerni.ng 

, 203 ;~ 
the arms sale. Ibn al-Furât's report cOlncides nearly word for word 

with that of at-Nuwayr'I, includwg the menti.on o'f the at'ms sale, but like , 

al-JàzarT and unltke al-Nuwayrl, he concludes with the sultan's order 

T 
204 h . -to Husâm al~D'In .aran~ay s oWlng that Ibn al-Furat once agaln has use~ 

• 
MLhâyat al-5rab as his pri.nci.pal source but has used al-Jazarl or possibly 

'j 

" 

" 
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al-Jazarl's source for information not included in Nlhayat al-arab. 

H1wever, lt lS apparent that a1-Jazarï: was not Ibn al-Furat's 

only additlonal source. Among the sources already clted for tne Battle 

of l,hml? was~~bn al-Mukarram ta whom Ibn al-Furât is further indebt'ed for 

the text of the treaty conc1uded ln 680/1281-1282 with 

emperar, Michael Pa1ae01ogus, although in this case he 

the BYZantin) 

does not identlfy 

205 
hlS source. It was MarlUS Canard who noted that the text of the 

treaty is given l-yal-Qalqashandl ln 9ub~ al-acsha tvhb does ldentify Ibn al-

Mukarram, a secretary in the dïwén al-lnshœ during Qala'ün's reign, as 

\. 2Q6 
ltS author. Furthermore, Canard concludes that 'Ibn al-Furat has cap Led 

207' 
the text from Ibn al-Mukarram even more accurately than a1-Qalqashandl. 

It is also, on several accas LOns, apparent that Ibn a.l-Furat 

has used Zubdat a15flkra rather thaj» any of the sources pr~viously men­
c: 

tioned. For exam~'.le, one portlon of Ibn al-Furat's entry concerning the 

Mongol foray Lnto nort~ern Syria ln 679/1280-1281 ln whlch 6rmenLan as-

sistance was gLven, corresponds ward for ward wlth Baybars al-Man~ürl's 

208 
account. Ibn al-Furat's version, however, does not lnclude the mention 

of ArmenLan ald. SLmilarly, the stbry of the seizure of the Georgian 

, \ 

notable as reported by Ibn al-Furât, bears close resemb1ance ta the version 

found ln Baybars al-Manl?ürl which in turn was a résumé of Ibn cAbd a1-

209 
Zahi'r's report. 

/ 

In additLon ta these reports, whose source we are able ta identify, 

Ibn al-Furât gives several reports which are not ta be found in any of the 

other sources examined. Among these are his report of the aboLishment of 



• 

• 

-49-

.( 

l ' """'" L. 210 cl f d l 211 h muqarrar a -Nasâ'ta, the estructLon 0 1 a r a -khanda, t e dLsmLssal .. .--
of Chnstlan employees, especlally kuttab al- 'u üsh

212 
in 678/1279-1280 and 

213 
the order thd\HUSlim scribes sho,ld be e ployed ln their place, the 

. 
report of the embassy to Constantlnople 1 679/1280-1281 whose members in-

• c luded the COptlc patridrch Anbà Siyüs,
211 and the death of a FrankLsh 

1 

~nvoy from Marseille ln 680/1281-1282.
215 1 It must be noted, however, that ... . 

one posslble ,source for these reports, al Jazar1, is not extant for these 

years. On the other hand, none of the sOllrces wht~h have been shown to 

use al-]azarl (e.g., al-Yünlnl, al-NUWayrf' Ibn al-Dawâdârl and Mufag9a1 

lbn ab1 al-Fa~a' 11) have Lncluded such lnformatlon ln their histories, 

which may lndlcate the possibility th~t Ibn al-Furat has also tapped still 

sOrne other source which we cannat identify at this moment. 

During the years ln which al-Jazarl is extant, one report occurs 

which 15 not found ln 1j.awadlth al-zaman or any other source we have pre-

vLously examLned, Le., the entry concernlllg the fact that the lawall 
n 

216 (poLl ta x) winch WdS normatly collected from the ahl al-dhinuna Ln the 

month of Rama9an was Ln the year 682/1283-1284 collected d~ring the month 

217 
of MU~drram. This mlght be taken as further evidence that Ibn al-Furat 

has accesS to still another source. 
\r. 

Thus, untll Ibn al-Furat's sources are fully identified, he 

remains an important source fo~ ~amlük-Christian affairs during the reign 
~ 

of Qala'un, for lt Ls he who has introduced several new reports, most of 
, 

WhLCh concern Lndigenous Christians, a category of information which we have 

found for the most part fad1y ~eglected by other sour,ces . 

\ 
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a l-Magrlzï: 

In contrest ta Claude Cahen's judgment that Taki al-Dtn Abü 

~-CAbbâS Ahmad 

(iEtéressant: en 

ibn cAl1 al-Maqr'IzI (776/1274 - 845/1142) is "~ 

déplt de la réputation de l'ouvrage, dans son Kitâb 

as-soulouk fl macrda târ'Ikh al-Muluk ... ,,218 stands Little's oplnion, 

based on hls recent re-examinatlon of this work, that on the whole al-

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

materlal not ta be found ln any of the earlier sources, dnd because he 

does offer a "cagent presentation of facts which bëfare seemed pll~zl ing 

\ 219 
because they were expressed 50 concisely." Yet, accordlng ta Llttle, 

al-Maqr'Izï was nO~dcklng ln the faibles of ordwary Musllm historlans 

within the annalLstlc traditlon," and Jnaocuracy was an oc';:asl0nal defect 

11 
220 

as we . 

Llke Little who found a "striklng resemblance'between the annals 

of al-Maqrlzï and Ibn al-Furât for the year 694/1294-1295 which was con-

2)1 
firmed by closer analysls, we found upon comparison of entries that 

Ibn al-Furât was nat al-Maqrlzl's source for Just one annal, but that 

Ibn al-Furât was al-MaqrIz'I's principal source for the entire period of 

Qalâ'ün's reign. Ward for ward corcespondance characterizes al-Maqr'IzI's 

repor~s ln nearly every lnstance although, lt is true, he has abridged 
12:" 

... -.. 

nearlf every report ta SOme ·extent/ as we-ll. In fact, sorne events which were 

given considerable space by other,'hlstorians, inc~uding Ibn al-Fur~t, have 

been reduced to not more than one sentence by al-Maqr'Izt, for example, the 

treaties concluded in fi80/128l-1282 between the sultan and the Haspitalers 
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h d d . h h d f . l' h h 222 . on the one an an Wlt Bo emon 0 Trlpo l on t e ot er. Hls 

abridgement lS less radlcal tn sorne other lnstances. Fl1rther~ore, 
1 

he has followed Ibn al-Furât even ln moments where wc know he has 

addtttondl ll1fOrmdtlon at hiS disposai. For example, al-Maqrlzl's 

223 
report ln al-Sulük concernlng the abolishment of the zakat al-dawlaba 

lS nothlng more than an abrldgement of the related reports found ln .. 
b l - 224 l - 225 d b l - - 226 1 n a -Furat, a.-Nuwayrl, an Bay ars a -Man~url. He has, 

desplte hlS shortenlng of it, lncluded the ll1fOrmatlOn introduced by 

Ibn al-Furât for the first tlme tqat the muqarrar al-Na~ara was also 

abollshed. That al-Maqrlzl had more to offer than whaE he reports here lS 

shown by hls report ln al-Mawâciz wa al-iCtlb~r fI dhlkr al-khltat 

?1- - h- 2 2 7 t b t 1 wa a'l-at ar, concernlng tltS same actlon y tle su tan. 

al-Sulük: Among the first of those things lnl-
t la ted by tam [1. e., the su 1 tan] wa,s the dbo Ils h-
ment of the zak~t al-dawlaba WhlCtl was ralsed from the 
subJects and the muqiIrrar al-Nd~al~a \vhich hdd been 
levled [or the flrst2~8l11e elght~en years before. He 
also'lowered prlces. 

al-Khi~~~: When al-Malik al-Man~ür)5ayf al-Dln 
Qalâ'ün al-AlfI came to power ln the ktngdom of Egypt, 
he dbollshed the zakat al-ddwlaba WhlCh was levicd on 
a persan lnstead of the zakat on hlS \vealth whether 
he cou ld CI Hard ta pa~ or not, Jnd if he d Led, 1 t was 
taken from hlS heirs. He dlso aboliShe~e tax that 
WdS ra ised from the inhab 1 tants of the el t tre area 
of Egypt whenever news arrived concernl g the conquest 
of a fortress or the like. Then he extracted money 
from the people of Cairo and Ml,r according to the 
dbtlit~ of thetr rank and collected a great deal 
of money from that. He also aboltshed the tax WhlCh 
was levied on ahl al-dhtmma whtch equaled one dInar 
above'and beyond the jâllya for each perso22~hiCh 
was used for mllttary purposes every year . 
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No source is cLted for thls information. A sirnilar case is his entry 

230 
concerning the destructlon of dayr al-khandaq. 

Although al-MaqrIzI has relled prlncipally on Ibn al-Furât's 

Tarlkh for hia entnes ln al-Sulük, at least in regard to Chrlstian-

Mamlûk matters, he does, I.n this period too, offer sorne information not 

found in any of the other sOurces avaLlable for examLnation. For 

example, he re IJtes tha t the fortress of al-Kakhta was se Lzed in 

682/1283-1284 "at the r€quest of Lts inhabi.tants," (Wa ukhldhat ay~an 

galCat al-Kakhta mln al-Na~ârâ bl-SU'al ahllha) .231 This lS d problem 

WhlCh cannot be resolved without access to aIL sources for the pertod. 

Two reports are found 1I1 al-Sulûk which are reported ln no 

other source studlcd ta ddte. In 683/1284-1285, al-MaqrIzï states that 

the sultan set out for Damascus upon learnLng that the Franks were 

manoeuverlng to selze Syrla,232 and ln 685/1286-1287 he tells of,the 

seizure pf a caravan by sorne inhàbltan~ ff Marqab and the resulting scuffle 

ln WhlCh sorne Ma~1uks were kl11ed.
233 

However, the amount of ori.gina1 

/ 
lnformatlon LS quite inslgnLficant and Ibn al-Furât remains the better 

-.source of the two. 

Although a1-Mawa
c

iz wa a1-i
C
ttbâr fI dhtkr al-khitat wa al-athâr . .-.-

cantains many fewer entrtes pertinent ta our purposes, they are in each 

case where they do occur, more valuable than those found in al-Sulük ln 

that they contain material found--.j.n nu other earller sOurce éxamtned. The 
1 _ ~\~ 

--case of the abolLshment of the mugarrar al-Na~ara,with which we have 

234 
'aiready deaIt, LS one e~mple. A second entry concerning the razLng 

Ij 
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235 of dayr al-khandaq offers another. In this entry al-Maqrlzl
l
relates 

the Clrcumstances of LtS constructLon~s wel,l as sorne details as ta lts 

location and so on ln addltion ta the fact of ltS destructLon. 

Bllt perhaps the mœ t interestLng 'and sLgnlficant cntry lS 

that ln which he discus~es the condition of Chrlstians under Qala'ün's 

reign.
236 

No other hlstorlan previous ~ al-MaqrTzl has taken any 

specific note of the state of local Christians as a group. Ali reports 

examlned have only mentioned Christians ln a verY'incidental way and ln 

relatlon ta sorne event ln which the Christian factor was not always the 

domlnant one. Unfortunately the report appears to be misslng something 

for it 15 unclear ln lts present form. He states that in the year 682/ 

128)-1284 an incident occurred lnvolvtng Christi..ans. This iS confusing 

since the lncident about which he speaks seems actually ta have occurred 

ln the relgn of Qala'ün's son and succeS50r al-Ashraf KhalTl. Furthermore 

he claims that among the reports of this incident was the information that 
". 

the amlr San jar al-ShuJa
c

l was greatly respected and revered durlng 

Qalâ'ün's relgn ~lthout ever specifylng exactIy wHat hlS relatlon ta 

the event mlght he. Nor does a1-Maqrlzl cite his source where we might 
If 

f ' ,t , f ,. f ,,237 ln4 Ln ormatLOn t~.\satls y our curLoslty. Thus, i.n this case at least, 

alo'7"Maqrlzï:' s report is not the "cogent presentation' we might expect or 

hope 'for . 

FinaIly, it must be said that contrary ta what one might expect, 

al-Maqrlzl seems to show no important visible bias toward the Christian~ 
l ' 

minority ln Egypt or toward Christians in general despite the fact that 

ri 
he was 'a firmly entrenched member of the Muslim religious establlshment 

i 
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of his time and despite the fact that in other instances, for example, 

t 
al-MaqrlzI's verslon,of Shajar al-Durr's ascent ta power, he lS 

suspect of blas on the basts of an unauthentlcated 1etter that a1-

MaqrIzi c1a~ms the Callph to have dispatched ta Egypt ln which it is 
• 

238 
suggested that a woman lS not sUlted for rulershlp. In any event, 

he does not appear to be guilty of such schemes in relation ta 

Chrlstians in al-Sulük. In -only one case ml.ght he be accused of similar 

intentions. That occurs ln hts r'eport concerntng the lot of local 

Chrl.stians under QaLa'ün, 239 but unti1 aIl sources hdve been examined 

and the facts of Qala'ün's reign have been marshalled, we cannat hold 

him ta account for bias or tntroductlon of legend. 

AI-CAynI and al-Yusuf 1: 

Severa1 years aga Calude Cahen wrote of Badr al-Dln Abû 

Mu~a~ad Ma~mûd Lbn A~mad al-CAynI (d. 845/1451) that he' has scarcely 

Ilttle interest for us.
240 

En dehors de quelques cltations de HamadhanI 
concernant seulement l'Iraq, 11 n'utlilse 
pour notre pértod que les ouvrages connus 
df~l-cAzIml (abr~g~), Ibn al-Athlr, Kamal al­
DIn, SLb~ hLn al-Djauzl, Ibn al-

c
Amld, Ibn 

wacil (lndlrectementt , Ibn Khalhkan, Balbars 
Hancroûrl, ChafL

c 
b. AI_Na~m aS-2g~lollk), 

Nouwaïrl, Abou'i F~da! Ibn Kathlr. 

Our interest in this hlstoria~ however, has been reawakened by Litt~e's 

reconsideration of this œronl.cle for the early reigo of al-Malik al~N8~i~ 

Mu~ammad ibn Qala'ün. 

~hat al-CAinT'g great universal chronicle CIgd 
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al-~umân fl tarin ahl az-zaman should remain 
unpubllshed even though as a rich source for 
the Ba~rl perlod lt r1vsLs and often surpasses 
as-Sulük, surpasses, lndeed aIL other sources, 
publtshed or not, Ln the amount of orig1nal 
materlal which it contains, lS indicative of 
the unfortuna2ZZ

state of Hamlük studLes at the 
present tlme. 

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

1 - 1 k l - .,. -h . h h l - . 243 hL' 1 h a -Ma 1 a -NaS,lr s relgn was sa l Nuz at a -naZlr w am Ltt e as . .-.- , 

Ldentified as Hüsa ibn HuJ:tammad ibn Ya~y"ii al-Yüsufï and who may be 
." 

counted among the most original historlans for the perlod of al-Mallk 

l -. 244 a -NaS1r. In hlS work, Nuzhat,al-na~ir f~ sirat al-MalLk al-Nâ~ir, 

WhlCh, Ibn Hajar claims, begins wlth the reign of Qalâ'ün and contLnues 

245 
through 755/1354, al-Yüsufï "recorded lnformation on events and persons 

which he had gleaned from hlS own experience" and WhlCh "he was careful 

f 
,,246 

to ver l y ••.. Furthermore, Little states that al-Yüsufï's accounts 

"invariably Lnc1ude analyses, interpretatLons, and details which cannot 

247 . c ~ 
be found e1sewhere." Thus. a1- Aynl's chronic1e assumes partlcular 

lmportance for what it has p~eserved of the lost chronlcle of al-YÜsufï. 

However, ln a more recent- and more detatled comparlson of 

al-
C

Aynl and al-Maqr1z1 with al-YüsufT based on the portLOn or al-YüsufT's .. 
248 

chronicle which Little discovered in an Istanbul Ilbrary, Little has 

rev ised hls former op in lon of al-c Aynï, the "fa lthful adaptor" who unI ike 

249 
al-Maqrïzï quoted rather than paraphrased his sources. ~ It now appears 

that 

ln the process of transcriblng al-Yüsufl's text 
al-CAynï has edited the language so as ta ell­
minate colloquial features: obvious and fre-
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quent gramma.tical errors are omittedj l iterary 
expresslons are substituted for phrases from c 

the vernacularj vague pronoun references are 
clarlfted; regetltlouS phrases ~re deletedj etc. 
Otherwlse al- AynT often quo tes passages almost 
verbatim. 250 

In any event, Ltttle concludes that "we are on safe ground if we adopt 

the hypothesLs that c1gd al-juman contains substantial, though edi.t~d 

and condensed, portlons of the still lost sections of Nuzhat al_N7i~ir.,,251 

Despite the fact that Little f0und a1-MaqrTzT to be even more 

252 heavily indebted to al-Y~sufI than he had previously thought, he also 

showed that -"al-MaqrTzT' s vers ion of al-Y~sufl is much more condensed than 

c _ 253 
a1- AynL's,' so much so that the point of partlcular l.tems Ls sometimes 

lost ln al-Sulük. ,,254 Such a conclusion may be drawn in resp~ct to the 

relationship of the chronl.cles of al-CAynT and al-MaqrlzT for the perLod 

of Qalâ'~n's relgn as weIL, as 'the following example, ,though not neces· 

sarily derLved from al-Y~sufT, will show. As Will be readlly apparent, 

where al-MaqrTzI has confused (mainly by injudicious condensation) the 

passage to the pOLnt that it becomes nearly incomprehensible, al-CAynT 

renders lt in a fuller, and, the~efore, more ùnderstandable form. The 

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

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

appears in al-Khl~~~ and c rqd al-juman. 

\ 

al-MaqrTzT~ Wa fT sanat ithnatayn wa thamanln 
wa sittuni'atin kanat waqiCat al-Na~arâ wa mln 
khabariha anna al-amIr San)ar al-Shu)sCI kanat 
~urmatuhu wafiratan ft ayyam al-Hallk al-Man~~ 
Qalâ'un. Fa-kana al-Na~ara yarkabüna al-~amlr ! 
bl-zananirln fi awsa~ihlm wa là yajs~ru Na~râni Jn 
uhaddithu tiusliman wa huwa rakLbun wa idhâ mas -
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fa-bl-dhLllatin wa la yaqdaru a~dun minhum 
yalbisu thawban mdsgülan. Fa-lamma mata 
al-Na l ik a I-Nan~Lir ___ Id ta~~~~mln bacd thl 
ibnuhu al-Nallk dl-Ashraf KhalIl] khddama 
a1-kuttab a1-Nafi~r~ C Lndd a1~cumar~' .11-
kha~~dkïYd iya g~\y\Vlï nufüsahum cala al-HuslLmIn, 
\ ... .1 taratf,:lü fi mdlilbtslhlm wa hay'dtlhlm wa 
kâng mlnhum k~tibun clnd~ khâ~~aklytn yuCrafu 
bi- Al" dl-Ghazal,etc. 25J 

1 è -a - Ayn t: Ha flhâ kanat wâqtCat ahi al-dhimma 
wa islâmu kathirin mlnhum wa kanu fI dl-ddwlat 
al-MansLirlya fI gh~ydt al-dhtlla WB al-lhüna 
khll~Il1:!~n fi ay~âm <ll-Shu{ CId l-ladhl kand 
_l_a _h_U_~ll r ma, tu n .1 ,?..!1:.:.;I1:.:;l<;:.:i t=-:u::;n:.!.--=a:.;:1;..::;]:......::d:..c1::...-_C....:a:::.r~n!!m~:.:::d~tv:..::a:..-:Q::...:;.1 -
kuttab wa arbab al-391am ~att5 lnnahu kand 
akbaru m3n fIhim yakLina raklba ~lm5rln wa 
zunna~a fI wasatiht wa la ya)suru yatahaddatha 

C • ... • 
ma ~Mus11mln WB huwa 63klbun \ ... a la yurnklnu 
.ln yura Calayhi faq1l.atun ma1i..Çjüldtun (<la L'1 
~~a' ilia al-ga111 InlIlhum mdca dhtllatll1 wa 
rnaskanatln. Fa-lamina taghayyarat a1-dawla Wd 
maldka dl-Ashraf Wd ~adathat al-umLir wa-l_ntasha'at 
a l-kha~~~klya_ 'va kab~l}~füsuhum kabura qJdr 
a1-Na~ar~9~ ~ l-sabbab i bac~2..l::kha~~aklyd 
al-ladhlna yiJilamunahum wa k5nd min jum1at a1-
kha?~aklya ~~lukun yuCrafu ~i-C~yn.dl-Ghazal, etc,256 

First of a11, dl-Maqrlzl, as we have already scen, has èvidently 

cQnfused the date', for the tncidef!t involvwg the ChrLstians or ~hl al­

dhi~a (ac~ording to al-CAynl) seerns to be that involviJg CAyn al-Ghazal 

ta WhlCh both reports refer, and thlS episode would fit more logLcally 

into the de.crtplion of the situation which eXlsted under al-Ashraf Khal!l -t . . 
C c 

as reported by a1- Aynl a~d al-MaqrlzI. Al- Aynl's VerSlon clarLfles 

to sorne extent Sdnjar al-ShujaCl' s part in 'th€ affa lr, Whereas a l-MaqrlzI' g 

. 
report lmplied that al-ShujaCl was somehow involved in,the LnCldent (WhLCh 

as we have seen proba.b1y took p1ac!e ln 692/1292-1293 rather than 682/ 
"-

l283-!284),'al-
C

AynI'S réport let's u.s unperstand that du't'lng San)ar a1-

. . , 
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Shuja
C
l's term of offic~ durlng Qala'ün's reign, Christians or ahl 

al-dhimma in general y;ere experiencl~g the- l'owest pOlnt Ln the history 

of their relatlons with Muslims ln the Vlew of 

fl al-dawlat al-man~ürlya fi'ghayat al-~hilla). 

cAyn1 's report continues, glving more detall co 

affairs than does al-Maqtlzl who 
, , 

Furthermore a1-

f 

Thus, the relatlonsh~p between al-MaqrTzï i11u-

minated by Little [or al-Na~ir's reign seems a1so to eXlst for the reLgn 

c ' 
of Qala'ûn, and a1- AynT's chronicle, had a greater/~ortLon of it been 

\ 

aVBllab1e to me for thlS perlod, might have shed a great dea1 of 11ght 

on other report"s we have encoun tered espec ia 11y ln terms of the lX 

hlstoriographlca1 slgnlficance. Flna11y, if this pattern of re1atiollsllLI' 

between al-Maqrïzï and al-CAynï were to prevai1 throughout Qala'ün's 

reign, al-MdqrTzT's value would be slill further reduced, and even lbn 

al-Furat's lmportance m1ght be diminished, for lt lS temptLng to conclude 

that perhaps the information he introduced for the flrst tlme and which 

dld not appear in an original source Such as al-Jazarï, m1ght le attrl-

butable to al-Yüsufï of whose work, a1-
C

Aynl has preserved so much, at 

least for the 1ater period studied by Little. Thus, one lS led to suspect 

al-YüsufT's importance and origlna1ity for Qala'ün's relgn as well. 

The problem 0 al-Yüsufl's role in regard to Qalâ'ün's reign 

" remalns to be examined. Al~ ough al-Yüsufl's chronicle apparently began 
.., 

wlt~ Qala'ün's 

.-
oniy the years 

~J 

reign, the manusc~t :ottion dlscoverd by Little covers 

733/1332-1333 - 738!i337-1338.
258 

Certairtlyal-YüsufTr, 

who was probably born- in Cairo about 676/1277-1278
259 

was too young 

" 
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" 

r 

during Qalâ'ün's rule to have been an active>particlpant in affairs,\ 
, , 

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

p~r Qalâ'ûn's reign on the reports and information he received from 
~ J. 

acquaintances wlth persons in hlgh positions who were, perhaps, active 

during those years and whose friendship he apparently cultLvated a~-
, . 

'd- l 260 Sl uOus y. Thus, although we cannot determine with certainty to what 
, Co f , 

degree al-YûsufT may be important as an orig~nal 'source Ur Qala'ûn's 

reign, we may, nevertheless, note treposslbllity rhat reports such as the' 

one included above
261 

WhlCh are to be found in none of the earlier 

sources, may, ln fact, derive [·rom al;-YûsufT's Nuzhat al-nâ~l!:.. If this 

is, indeed, the c.àse, f:hen certainly al-CAynI's chronlcle gains stature 

among the sources for Qalâ'ün's r~ign. 

Conclusions 

/ 

The results of this examinatlon of the sources, focussing on 

the relgn of al-Mallk Ù-Man~ûr Qala'ûn, 
'-1 . 
{ed the major part of both Haarmart~'~ and Little's findings . ~ 

','although sorne modifications are u\dicated, it lS true. At least two of .. ' 

the three orlginal sources cited by Little for the early relgn of al-Malik 
(' 

al-Nâ~ir.Mu~ammad ibn Qalâ'ûn offer original materlai for our period,and 

subject matter as weIL. Alth9ugh al-JazarT is'~ertainly an original 

source for our period ta whom many later historians (al-NuwayrI, followed 

fi' 
by. Ibn al-Furât, f,or example) arerindebted, i.t is malnly our lnabi.lity .... 
to examine ~is work f9r the entire period that prevents uS from defining 

\ 

1 

" 

a 

' .. 
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• 

the degree of hlS or~lnality r Qalâ'ün's relgn, and, as we have seen, 

al-Yün'InT may share Some 0f~ the credit for presentlng ~nformatlon., for 

the fust tlme. 

Àlthough Baybars does present information whlch is most likely 

orlginal wlth hlm, he loses importance for our period since, as we have 

shown, he l~ for the majorlty of his r~pDrts, dependeqt upon lbn cAbd ., 

In fact, his most important functlon appears to be that of 
1 

transmlttor since Lt lS through him that so much of Ibn cAbd al-Zahir's work 

has entered later chronLcles which have not·drawn on Tashr'If al-ayyâm 

directly. "Ibn cAbd al-~ahir, ln whose work sa many documents have -been 

~ 
preserved, thus rep'laces Baybars al-Mansür'I in importance for our period. 

': lO'f,... 

Finally, several tater historians have presanted informatlon 

not derLved from any of the earller so'ùrces avadable for examination 

WhlCh leads one to suspect the eXlstence of some as yet unidentlfied 

" 
source. The most llkely candidates for author of such lnformatlon ar,e 

perhaps Ibn al-Mukarram or the ~!~~ Nuzhat al-na~~, al-Yüsuf'I, lf as 

.' 
~ Ha]ar c~aims, his chronlcle did, Lndeed begLn with Qalâ'ûn's'reign. 

All of the later hlstorians examined present information not 
, 
'found ln contemporary sources. However, Ibn al-Furat' stands out for the 

fact that he has identlfled Ibn al-Mukar,ram on at least one occasion 

while on another, Ibnlal-Mukarra~ has been ldentLfled as Ihn al-Furât's 
• 

SOurce through al-QalqashandI's citation for the same pdsSdge in Subh 

1 c h- 262 a -a s a. Untll lbn al-Mukarram's work ls found then, Ibn al-Furât 

will retain importance for what he Qas preserved of lt, if for nothing 

",;, elsl:!. Al-CAynl ls important fot;' what he has presE.'rved of the unidentifièd 

-

",l~ 
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source--posslbly al-YÜsufT. In any event, for one crucial passage con-

cernlng lndigenous Christians, he has shown himself to be a more coherent 

source than al~Maqrlzl. AI-MaqrTzl's al-Sulük proves to be of little lm-

\,' 1 por,tance, for most lnformation LS found ln greater detatl', e1sewhere\ 

especlally ln Ibn al-Furat's Tarlkh and ln alr'probabillt"y_ in a1-
C
AynT's 

c . *JI \ 

Igd al-,um~n dS weIL. On1y in al-KhLç!~ doès he ~ffer any ~ep~rts worthy 

of greater attentiùn, and here, as we have shown, he has ~ondensed a m\t 

2u3 lmportant pdssage sa as ta render Lt less meanL~gful. . 

• WhLle all our chronLcles prQvLde InformatLon cort~ernLng political 
, , 

. and nllLLtdry events lnvolvLng forelgn ChrLstLans, Lt LS ta the Syrian sources 

that we must look for mùst of the bttle InformatLon which eXLsts concerl1eJ..ng ... 
local ChrlstLans, even Ln regard ta thelr affaLrs ln Egypt (e.g., the obi-

tuary for Hibbat ~llah, the Christian mustawfl of Egypt found in the Syrian .. 
historLans al-Yünlnl and Ibn Kathlr), 264 wLth the except!ton, perhaps of a1-

Yüsufl and Ibn al-Mukdrram. 

FinalL~, we have encountered no extreme cases of bias, at least on 
, . . 

the face of those sources examLned, though ta be s~re, occasional derogatory 

c . 
remarks Ln r~gard to ChrlstLans were found (e.g., Ibn Abd al-Zâhir's . 

265· characterlzatLon Qf the patrLarch of ~l-~adath and Ibn Kathlr's remark 

Ch ' l d' h d~ - 'd l 266 concern Lng r LS t Lans emp oye Ln t e Lwans CL te ear Ler. 

Once again it should be emphasLzed thatten' only one occasion do we 

flnd any generaJ- statement concernLng, and ana1ys.Ls of the affairs of the 

local Christian populatLon as a whole. F'or the most p~rt what information ex-

Lsts is found scattered and fr~mented throughout our sources in the fashion 
" 

\., 

we have come to expecE of chroniclers who adhered ta the annall8tl~ tradition. 
1 

( 

;' 

t 

" 
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72. Little, Introductlon, 46. 
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2 

Ibid., 46 and Rosenthal, El , l, 1238. 

74. Topkapisaray, Ahrned III MS, 2951. 
47 , 0.1. 

75. Little, lntr~oductian, 48. 

76. Ibid., 46. 

77 . lb id ., 54. 

78. Ibid., 54. 

See Little, Introduction, 46-47 and 

79. Shams al-Dtn al-Jazart, Jawahlr al-sulük ft al-khu1afâ' wa a1-mulük, 
Dar a1-Kutub MS, 7575 1;1 (Photographic copy of Biblioth~que N~tionale 
MS, 671), 3 ro. See also, Jean Sauvaget, La chronique de Damas 
(Ann~es 689-698,1;1), (Paris: Libratrie AnCLenne Honoré Champion, 1949), 

• The various~ rnanuscripts which compose al-JazarT's chronlcle, 
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~b~a' ihi., are discussed Lnfra, p. 25. 
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69-71. 

83. Little, Introduction, 55. 

84. Ibid., 55-Sb. 

85. lb id., 60. 

86. Quellenstudten, 97. 
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Bazmee Ansari, "al-!Uazarl, l'El, II, 522; Haarrnann, Quellenstudien, 
12-22; Ltttle, Introduction, 53. 

88. Sauvaget, Chronique de Damas. 
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89. Haarmann, Quellenstlldien, 92. 

90. Supra, 10-11 . 

• 91. Sauvaget, Chron igue de ,Damas, 1. Li.. 
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CJ2. Ibid., Vlll and Claude Cahen, Review of Chronique de Dama:{! tly Sauvaget, 

'Oriens, IV (1951), 141>-153. 

93. Haarrnann, Quellenstudien. 

94. Cahen, Onens, IV (1951), 150; Little, Introduction, 5.3, n.2 . .. 
95. See Claude Cahen, "Addenda sur al-Djazarl," Israel Orientai Studies, II 

(1972), 144-147. l have used Haarmannls edition for the years 
682/1283-1284 ~ 687/1288-1289 and a microfilm copy of the Paris manu­
scrlpt entitled Jawalllr al-sulûk fT al-khu1afa' wa al-mulUk, covering 
688/1289-1290, BibliOthèque Nationale'Arable MS, 6739. 

8 96
• 

al-Jaz.arl, ljawad i.th a! -zamân i.n Haarmann, Quellenstud ien" pp. 26 and 
28 of Arab lC text. Q 

97. lb id. , pp. 54, 56 of Arab Lc text. 
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99. lb id. , p. 114 of Arab le text. 
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100. Ibid., pp. 52, 54 of ArabLc text. The text of this tetter ls also 
quoted by Ibn al-Dawadarl (whom we shall discuss shortly) but with 
mLnor deviatLons in spelling, etc. However, as Haarmann and Little 
have shO\Yn, Ibn al-Dawadâfl's source was, dtreet1y or lnducet1y, 
al-Jazar1 (infra, 43 ), and we sha11 assume that thlS ls also the 
case here whde awaLtlng the appearance of further evidence for or 
agaLnst thLS cùnclusLon. 

lOlo 
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103. 

104. 

105. 

106. 

al-Jazar1, 1;lawâdith al-zaman Ln Haarmann, Quellenst.udien, p. 52 of 
Arabie text. 

lb Ld., p. 114 of Arab ie text. 

Ibid., pp. 94, 96 of Ara~ie text. 

Ibid., p. 940fArabic text" 
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108. Gaudefroy-Demombynes, cHing al-
c

U'marl's Masalik al-absar fT mam~ltk 
al-am~ar, deflnes the llstâdar as -he who directs t-he royal storehouses, 
the kitehen, etc., La Syrie, lx-lxi. 

. 
109. a1-Jazarl, 1;lawadLth al-zaman in'Haarmann, Quel1enstudien, p. 96 of 

Arab ie têxt. 

110. Baybars al-Manl?ürl, Zubdat al-fikra, 161 vo. 

111. p. 80. 

112. Hàarmann, Que11enstudien, 97. 

113. Baybats al-ManE?ür1, Zubdat al-fikra, 150 ro. - 151 vo. 

114. a1-Jazar1, 1;lawadith a1-zâman Ln Haarmann, Quel1enstudLen, 'p. 26, 28 of 
Arab ie text. 

115. Ibid., p. 28 of Arabie text. 

116. Baybars a11t1anf}ürl, Zubdat al-fikra, 151 vo • 
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117. ~4 vois. to date, Hyderabad: Ma~bâCat Da' irat a1-Ma
c
arif a1-

Uthmânlya, 1954-1961, of WhlCh l have used volume IV covering 
the yedrs 678/1279-1280 - 686/1287-1288 in additlon to a mlcro­
tdm CÙIJy of Yalt; Unlversity Library-HS, Landsberg 139 for the 
re~dlnlng years of ~alâ'~n's reign. 

118. Little, Introductlon, 57. 

119. Haarmann, Quelienstudien, 95. 

120. _ Ibid., 95. 

121. 

122. 

'1 

123. 

124. 

125. 

126. 

127. 

128. 

129. 

Dhc:lyl, IV, 239-259; al-Jazarl, Hawâdith al-zamân in Haarmann, 
()uellensLudi.en, pp. 50, 52, 54, Sb, 58 of Arabie text. 

\ 

al-Jazarl, I,{awâd Lth ai -zamân in Haarmann, Que liens tud ien, p.' 56 of 
Ardb le text. 

ai-YünTnl, Dhdy1, IV, 

Accord-lng to LLttle, 
of wJlldT, al-YünlnI 
tao." Introduction, 

a 1-Y~nTnï, Dhay l, IV, 

lb Ld., IV, 240. 

lb td., IV, 24l-244. 

lb id., IV, 244-248. ' 
" 

241. 

v 
"When a1-GazarT says qultu, ~akâ-lT or speaks 
says qultu and ~akâ-ll and speaks of walidT 
57-58. 

240. 

Ibid., IV, 248-253. According to Gaudefroy-Demombynes, "the secre­
tartes of the darj compose and copy all of the documents which have 
réCE:l.E:a the for-'ule ÉXécutolre from the katib es SLrr (chief of the 
dT\-1an ai-lnsha', lnfra, 1xx1l or fram the ::;ecretarLes of. the dast 
[those who .. done have the rlght to afftx the formule ~xècutoire ta 
documents, lnfra

2 
1xx]. La Syrie, lxx. See also Bj1.lrkman, 

"Dtp1omdtic," El , 305, who descnbes ~l6e secretaries of the dari 
as the 'hlgher employees" of the d!wan ai-insha'. 

lJO. al-YünlnT, Dhayl, IV, 253-256. 
1 

131. Ibid., IV, 92. 
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133. at-gtdâya ~a al-nihiya, XIII, 296-297. 

134. Lttt1e, Introductior:, 134. 

135. al-YünlnT, ,Dhayl, IV, 178. 

136. a1-Yün"lnl, Dhayl, Yale MS, Landsberg 139, 26 va. 

137. Cahen, Syrie du nord, 81; Little, Introductton, 42. 

138. (Cairo: a1-Ha~baca a1-l,lusaynlya a.t-ML~rlya, 1907-1908). 

139. Quellenstud Len, 98-99. Or, perhaps 
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source. 'Syrie du nord, 81. 
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1579. 

141. Cahen, Syrie du nord, 81. 

142. 1. Kra tschk~wsky, "a I-Nuwa irl," El l , 968. 

143. 
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145. 

146. 

IntroductLon, 24. 

Ibid., 24. 

Ibid., 24. 

Blüchet Ln hLS introductory remarks to al-Nahj al-sadld wa ~l-durr 

al·f,rld fI-mi bacd tirlkh Ibn a1-
c

Amld by Mufa~~a1 lbn Ab! a1-
Fada' 1.1 whtch he has edtted and trans1ated under the tttle Hlstoire 
des sultans mamlouks ("Patro1ogia ortenta1is," Vols. XII, XIV, XX 
tssued as one yolurne; Parts: FermlO-DLdot et Cie, 1919-1928) •. 352 
(l0), n.2. Clted hereafter as B1ochet, Htstoirë. 

147. Schreg[e, Die Sultanin, 18. 
V 

148.· Ashtor in Studies ln lslamic History and Ci.vilization, ed. Uriel Heyd, 
16. 

149.. Little, Int!roductian, 24. 

150. lb id., 24. 1 
151. a1-Nuwayrl, Nih'iyat' al-arab, 21 ro. 
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15~. See canquest-of 'al-Kakht~, Ibid.;. iQ.ro. - 17 vo.; cf. al-Jazar't, 
1,I8\.Jadith al-zaman ln llaarmann,. Quellenstudien, p. 26 of Arablc text. 

155. al-Nuwayrl, Nthayat al-arab, 67 va. - 68 vo.; cf. al.-Jazarl, 
l.la\.Jadl.th ,1l-z'aIl1Jn ln llaJrllWnn, Queilenstuùl(!n, p. 116 of Arabie teKt. 

156. a 1 -Nuwayrl, Ntnayat al-arab, 66 ra. - 68 va. 

157. Little, Introduction, 32. 

158. For what lOfor'mation there is, see Haarmann, Quellenstudien, 6l-79j 
i\bli Bdkr Ibn al-DawadarT, Kanz al-d'ILar fI jami

e 
al-ghurar, Vol. IX. , 

dl-durr al-fâkhtr fI sirat dl-Maltk dl-N'J~.1!.., cd. Hdns R. Roemer 
("Quellen zut' Gl'SChiChle des lslaml.scllCn Kgyptclls," Vol Ii, Cal.ro: 
Deulsches Archl1ül,ogisches lnstLtut, 1960), "ElOleitung," 17-18; 
Llttle, lntroduct~on~ lO-12. 

159. For Qa1â'~n's relgn we have used Haarmann's editicin of Ihn a1-
DdIVadarl, Kanz al-durar ft lamie al-ghurar, Vol. VIII. al-Durra 
31-zaklya fï Jkhbar éll-da\vl~ dl-turklY-J Ln t'ilS Quellenstudlen 
zur frUhcn Hamlukenzett (Fre1.burg; D. Robl.schon, 196')) [or the 
yCdIs 682/1283-1284 - 687/1~88-1289, heredftcr clted dS Ibn al­
DJIVâdârl, Kdnz al-durar Ln Hêarmann, Quellenstudlen. For the re­
mdlndcr of lhe pcnod of Qal'â'ün IVe hdve lIsed Haarmann's editl.On 
of thlS same tvork publlshed Ln the serles "Quel.len zur Geschichte 
des lslamlschen ~gyptens," Vol. Ih (Cdiro: 'Ocutsches i\rchtlologls~hes, 
1971), hereafter Clled as Ibn -a1-DawadarT, Kal1z di-durar, VIII. t. 

t60.' Little, Introductton, 10. , 

161. Haarmann, Quellenstudien, 109.. 

162. Ltttle, Introductlon, 11. 

163. 1bid., 59; Hadrmann, Quellens-tudien, 106-107. 
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Christi~n affairs, espEtcially during th~ occupation of Damascus by 
the Mongols during the reign of al-Malik d1-~âhir Baybars, see the 
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und Syrien zwischen 1317 und 1341 tn der Chronik des ~9çal b. Abl 
1-Fagâ' Li ("15 lamkund1 iche Untersuehungen," XXIII; Frc Lburg im 
Breisgau: Klaus Schwarz Verlag, 1973)" 5-6. 
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165. B~ochet, Histoire, "Introduction," 353 [1~ • 
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168. Blochet, Histoire, l'Introductlon," [18] 360. " 

169. Little, Introduction, 34. 

170. See for example, the lncident during the reign of the CAyyübid ruler, 
al-Kâmtl, descnbed by Butcher, Church of Egypt, II,130, 133-137. 
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171. : Little, ,Introd~~ti~ 46-57;' Haarmann, Quell~nstudien, 106::1d7. 

< 172. Blochet, Hlstol.re, "Introduction," [9-101 351-352.,,'" 

173. Haarmann, Quellenstudl.en, 108. 
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178. Haarmann, Que1.!enstudien, 13. 
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180. ~uPra, p. 25. 

181. a1-Jazarl, Ijawadith al-zaman in Haarmann, ,Quellenstudien, 52, 54, 56 
58 of Arabie text; cf. Ibn al-Dawadarl, Kanz al-durar ln Haarmann, 
Quellenstudien, 51, 55, 59 of Arabie ~ext. 
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182. al-J~zarl, °Hawâdith al-zamân ~n Haarm nn, Que11enstudien, p. 52 of 
Arabie text'and Ibn al-DawadarI, Kanz al-durar ln Haarmann, QUè11enstudien, 
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186. 
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H. Laoust, "Ibn Kathï:r," lU., III, 817-818. Origlnall)t. the term 
zindTg referred' to lia dualist', 'ascet'iC, ... a.MuslLm who i':s\ secretly 
a Nanichaen. Il Hùwever, the term has come to be used in Muslim erim­
;nlnal la\~ "to describe the heretie whose teachwg becomes a danger 
to the state" and "Ln practice, the polemics\ of t~ ~onservatlVes 
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fess ion of ls Ulm seems iO them not suffLe Lent,Jy s i.ncere." Loui.s 
MassLgnon, "ZLndl~," El, 1228. 

2 
187. 'Laoust, y , HI, 817-818. 

188. '(l4 vols.; Cairo: Matba
C

at"'al-S'a
cada, 1932-1939). t' 
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189. Little, introduction, 69. 

190. Ibid., 70. 

1191. Ibid., 71. 

192. Haarmann, Quellenstüdien, \,05. 
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193. al-B,Ld~xa wa al-nlhâya, XI::I, 292;.."ef. al-Yün'InT, Dhayl,' IV, 54. 

194. Ibid., XIII, 297. 

195. Supra, p. 64, n. 37. 
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l' 
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197. Little, Introduc t ion, 74· 

198. Ibid. , 73. 
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207. "1bid., IV~lY8. 
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Ibn al-Furat, 
<ll-flkr<l, litO 
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Târlkh, VU, 185'-186 ; cf. B'aybars 
'f) ra . 

T"drlkh, 'VII, 251-252; cf.'" Baybars 
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al:-Man~ürï, Zubdat 
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al-Man~ürï, Zubdat 
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\"as spe~Ù olhnnlltdry a,ffalrs:" The Fl.nanc,tal System of Egypt, 

, . ,A.H. 564-741/A.D. li69-1341 (London,~ Oxford Unlversity Press, 1972), 
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212,,- Ibld. , VII, 158. 
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214. Ibld., VII,' p9. See al-MaqrIzï;" a1-Sulük, II 3, 680, n.3 for iden': 
.. 't if lca t ion of the pa t,r larch as· Jol1n VII. 

H~ a1-Furat, Tarlkh) VII, 212. 
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216.- 'Accordin.g to Rdbie, the j'aiLya (p~. jawalT) is more technically referred 
to as the ]lzya. The FiaanCla1 System of Egypt, 108'::112 . 
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217. lbn a1-Furat, TârTkh, VII, 259. 
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225. al-Nuwayrl, NLhayat al-arab, 2 ro. 

226. 'Baybars al-Han~utl, Zubdat al-fikra, 100 va. 

227. Supra, 8, n. 18,. 

228. al-Haqrlz1, al-Sullîk, l, 3, 664. 

229. dl-Maqrlz1, dl-KhL~!!.~, l, 106. 

230. al-Maqrlz1, dl-Sulük, l, 3, 668; cf. al-KhL~!!.~, II, 507. 

231. al-Maqrlzl, al-Sulük, l, 3, 714; Quatremère, HistoLre, II, 61. 
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233. Ibid., l, 3, 732. 

234. Suprd, ,49. 
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240. Gohen, Syrie du nord, 87. 
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242. Little, Introduction, 80-81, . 
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also, Donald p, Llttle, "The Rècovery of a Last Source for the Ba~rl' 

~ 
~. 

l~ 
1'1. 

, ...- 1 . 
1 

1 

CI 



« 

• 

• 

~ , 

.. 

• 

-76~ 

, 
Mamlük History: al-Yüsufis Nuzhat ~l-na~lr fI sIrat al-Malik 
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CHAPTER II 

HUSLIM-CHRISTIAN RELATIONS DU RING THE REIGN OF QAlA'UN 

RelatLons with ForeL~ ChrLstùm Powers 

The reLgn of al-Malik al-M,n~ür Qala'bn began peacefully enough 

~ 

by Mamlûk standards. Shortly after Q~la'ün was named atabek of the 

c 
young sultan al-Malik dl- Adl1 Badr a1 7D1n SalâmLsh lbn al~Mdlik al-~ahLr, 

his'.charge was deposed wlthout dlfflcu1ty and Qal::ï'ûn at once became sultan 

(20 RaJab~ 678/26 November 1279). As atabek, Qala'ün hdd been afforded the 

opportulllty to surrollnd hLwself \Vlth sJpporters and contlnued ta do so 

1 l 
once he had become slllt~n. ThlS lS not to say, however, that Qalâ'nn was 

1 1 
1 

totdlly wLthOlJt OpposLtllon Ln hlS bLd for the sultandte, for a group of 

~ahlfI amT" (i. c", the ~amIÜk' loya 1 to hls pcedece"or al-Hall k al-pih ir 

Baybars) held out in Syda and refused to serve the new sultan. It was, 
~~' \ l ' 

Ul fact, thLS internai dL\suntty whLch brought ta'd close the perLOd of 
1 

ext\rnal pe.::ce \Vlth Whlch\Qala'ün had been"favored dl1flng the flrst few 

mon hs 0 f h" ';"e ,go and ~~ ,e h w"' d cree t 1 Y respon, ,h le for bring mg ta the 

fon, fnr the fast L1me ~n that reign, the problem that governed almqst 

\ 

evc9Y aspee"t of Mamlûk polliey 

.,. 
.::C, , 

throughout the early Bd~l'l period t'bward 

for~ign ChristLôn powers, especlally the ArmenLans, Geor~,,""'s. "yzanftnes, 

and Frdnkish Crusaders of the Syrian Littll,àl.' ThLs pntbl~m was the '-

threatening presence of the Mongols al~n.g the n,orthern Syrian frontiers, 

dnd, it was Sunqllr al"Ashqar, the leader of the Syrian dissidents, ':'lho 

2 
wrote to the llkhan Abagha urging him ta come with his army ta Syna • 

-78--
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Though the Hongols had been defeated at c Ayn Jalilt ln 1260, their rea,l 

strength had nol been broken, and they lald ready ta pounce at flrst 

3 
opportunlty. • 

The Mongol Allles: Ar~cn~ans, Georglans, Greeks and Franks: 

Hùvlng thus learned of the dlspute oet\veen the two Mamlük 
.. ,- ~! 

factlons, tl,le Hangols \Vere encollraged ta take advantage oj the sltuation. 

New of the Mongol advance was received 11' the beglnnlng oi Jumaqd II, 679/ 

1 

eptember 1280.'4 The Mongols arrlved ln three groups, one from the 

ai [{üm, d second from the East and cl thlrd from an unspec Lfied 

Lomposee! nf the lldJor pait of the Mongol army and accompanled by 
. 

5 
Hlllâkiï 1 S son MankLi Timur. The king of SIs (Llttle ArmenLa) ]oLned . '" 

.:t~ 
the""}!ongol forces along the Darbsak road.

6 
On thLS occaS10n the Mongols 

penetrated ooly as far as Aleppo 
\ 
where a large group of them burned the 

m<}Sqlle, rnadrùs<l, the dar a~-sal~and, the h~mcs of the, .... JlIost powerful amIrs, Ci 
7 

dnd generdlly Laus~d havoc. 

rhe Franks of Marqab, havwg learned of the attack on Aleppo 

and of the eVaCll<ltlOl1 of ItS army and lnhabltants, alded in lts destructlon .... 
alld lllcreaseu thclr hoslliitles 50 lhat harm eventually came to the Musltms 

,8 • 
at the lLmits of that reglon. The amir Sayf al-nTn Botlban'al-Tabakhl 

al-Man~GrI, ,who at that time was viceroy of the sultan at Hlsn al-Akrad 

9 
(known as Krak des Chevallers by the Crusaders), sought revenge agqlnst ,. 
thèse Franks for thelr assistance to the Mongols and \Vas granted per-

mission by the sultan to carry out a punitive raid in the vici~ity of 

10 
Morqab. The Muslims, ho\Vever, were defeated by the Franks in this 

11 
encounter. 
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Just one year later (reports of dhe 
{ 

MongoL ~vance w~re ln-

12' \ 
creaslng by Jumada II, 680/August L28L), the MongoLs reappeared on the 

8cene, but tllls tIme ln mllch greater force--80,000 cavaLry dnd troops of 

WlllCh 50,000 were ~longols whde the rest \.;ere renegaclet; or apostates (ml.lrtadda), 

13 
Georg iàns, Greeks, Armen lans and Franks. The t-1ongo l forces sllcceeded ln 

reaLhlng ~lm~ this tIme where a great batt1e--known as the Batt1e of ~im~--

took pL.Ice ln the Idtter part of RaJab 68i/October 1282. The Mongols were 
1 

defeated.
14 

, 
1 

Th~lJgh the Bdttie of Hlms marked the 1ast encounter of tmportance 
, 
1 

bet\oleen Nongoli dnd Namllik forces during Qala'ün's relgn, those who had 
\ ~ 

alllee! themsdvcs wlth the enemy 
\ 

COn t lnlled ta reap l he c Otl'S cq uences . In 

" 
the following\ycdr (681/1282-L281) a çeorgLan'notablc,15 who t8 described 

\ 
c 1 16 

by Ibn Abd cl i\-Z"dhtr dS a part lSdn of the MongoLs pS weil as one of the " \. 
gredtest consp,rators agalnst 

\ 
dnd hls compan~on were sel~ed 

, 17 
tlJ,l.' Husltms dne! sources 01:> ald ta the Mongols, 

t~ Jerusalem where they hae! attemptedo to , 
1 

travel secrctlyL From Jerusaiern they \.;ere taken ta Cairü where they were 
\ 

l1j 
detalned for UHhr active dSSlstance tü the Mongol enemy. 

The i'1~mlLik>were unrelentln!i ln thea revenge upon the allles of 

thelr greatest t.jnemy, the Hongols, and in 682/1263-1284 IdLll1ched an attack 
! 

agaLnst SI& dnd Ln partlculdr, the Clty of Ayâs
1Y 

ln deflJnCe of the 

Armenléln ruler Leon III (6~9/12~O - 688/1289fO hec8use of the Armenian raIe 

in the perpetration of hostllities a-gainst Aleppo, lncluding l.ts part Ln .. . . 
the burnlng of the mosque. The Armenlans were dealt a hai:d hlow on this 

. 2i 
occasion. 

nts cu1ml.nated in 684/1285-1286 wlth the conclusion of 
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\ 

a treaty between Qala'Gn and Leon III of AF.menia, apparently at the rèquest 
, '1+' 

~ 2~ 
of the latter (Leon III had sent envoys to the sultan [or thts purpose). 

The treaty whLch was 
, 'Yi 

a trlumph .for Qalâ'ün brought Armenia to her knee(. • \ 

By lt sile became not much more than d vassalage of the MélmLûk empire. ,fi" 

Among the provisions of the treaty was a clause which Imposed a heavy 

23 
trlbute in money, I<lnd and anlmais upon the klng to !jc" paid annuaUy. 

, 24 
Another clause stLpuldted that the klng was not to bUlld any new fortresses. 

But most importdni dmong the conditions of the reaee were that the k1ng 
, 

should swedr obedlence to the sultan WhlCh WdS not lo be contrav~n~d in any 

manner. For example, he was not to dSS1St or relnforce the Mongols and 

25 thelr followers or dny cnemy of the sultan by any mcans. The resuLt of 

'- . 
thls tredty \-JdS to neutraLlze tilts most constant a1.1y of the Nongols and to 

establish d degree,of territorial isolation between the West and the 
, 

26 
Crusader klngdoms. , 

Although the Armenidn-Mongol allLdnce and that of the Georgians 

and Franks of Tripol1 wLth the Nongols Ls no~ dlscussed per se ln the 
'r 

Husllm chronlcles at thlS perlOd (a lS mentloneJ o/lly as lt lS realLzed .. 
wlthlO the conlext of speclfie. inCidents as we have seen 111 the case of the 

Armenia~s), pel-hdps bec,llIse by tilts tlme the,;alltance was a well-recognl.ze'd 

Lac t 
-~ le Ilad been pursued vlgorously since the mLdJle of the century, slnce 

that n wa~ of mdJor c",\ern to the sultan" evident by the systernatle mallner '" 

WhlCh he sougllt to sap lhese allle8 of whatever strength or effectlveness 

27 
might st111 rema1n despLte Baybars' harsh treatment of them. 

One thLng is,qulte clear, however. Hosttle relations between the 

, '", 
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Mamlüks oand the Christi.an allies of the Mongols were ,of a polttical and 

mllltary ndture. In every case Musllm sources have made explLcit that 
\l 

t he reason for Maml~k aetlons dgalnst Armenla, Georgld or others such as 

the Frcltlks of HJrgab Idy ln thelroMongol sympathles and actlve assistance 

_~.9-t1'WY CdUse. The Illgerene les were: there[ore, not a re~ult of 

rel Lgla~'s ~J~;:~~Ot the antlpathy betlleen them may, tndeed, 

have bèell relnforeed ther~~. SlgnlfLcantly, the Armenldns are lllc1st often 
\J. 

refertha ta sunply as Armenlans (al-Arman), -GeorgÜms as,Georglans (al-, --,1 
~, and Frdtlks dS Frdnks (al-Ifran]). On rare occaSLons the words 

Na~Jri'i and kuffar are llsed by the chrollLclers ln regdrd to these Christlan 

groups, but not ln sueh a manner as to arouse relLgLous sentlments. 

The Crusader Kltlgdams: 

. 
In cOmp~rl'30n \Hth the Nangal ,mena~e, the problem of the Franklsh 

Crusdder klngdoms ln the Syrian Littoral was one of only seeondary magnl-

tude. Twa factors were responslble for thlS sLtuattOn. First of a11, the 

posltlon of the Crusdder klngdoms had been weakened by th~lr own Lnternal 

problems of suCCeSSLOtl, the "\lvalrles between the milttary orders as weil 
1 

as belweell the several Itdlian comm~rcial states WhLch had establishments 

III the cltles with which they were a\lled ln the Syrian Littoral. Further-

more, Lhe prospect ot help from their western brethren wa~ precluded by 
<) 

thelr preoccupation wlth theLr own dlsputes. The unlikelihood of help 

from the West became certain when Charles d'AnJOU wJs defeated in. the 

• incldent of the Slcllian Vespe~s in 1282 and hid ta recall hls viceroy 

h d S 
. 28 

III t e East, Roger e an Severino . The deputyship fell ta Odo Poi1echien 

\ 

, \ 
, , 
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{ , 
29 

whose power under these circumstances was nat secure. 

SecondLy, other than the Franks of Trlpoll, none seemed to 

grasp the potentlaL that a MongoL-Crusader allIance mlght hold. ChaTles 

d'AnJou's partldllty tu the Egyptlans dlspased>hls viceray Roger dl' San 

Severlno to conclude treaties with the MamlGks r~ther than to seek a1-

JO 
liance with the Mongols. Of Charles' ~reference for the Mamlilks, 

\ 
1 

Runciman says the followlng: 

The Mongols were known tü be sympatnetic ta the 
ChrisllclI1S and reclJy ta JOUI UI .lny .Jlllanee against 
the Hame Luks, as the 1 r embassy to the Cau ne 11of 
Lyon l!<lÙ shU\m. To mdny Chns t lélOS, lllC lud lllg suc-
Cl'SSlve Popes, sucll dn alliance seerned ta offer sal­
vatlon. But Charles thought otherWlse. The Nangal 
alliance was partlGularly advoedted by the Genoe~"', 
who had a practlcal monopoly of the Hongol trade Ln 

the flldck Sed and in norLhern Syr1<1;,. It was therefare 
opposed by the Venetians, and by Charles, who also had 
no wl.sh lo see Genoa enricheJ. Moreover the Templars, 
on whorn he rel1ed, cllways favoured an alliance with 
the Namelliks. They were now the chlef bankers ln the 

'East, dnd mclny of the Hu.slim lords were thclr cllents. 
They believed that lhe Mameluks, lf unpnlvoked, would 
not upse~ a stdte of affalrs WhlCh was f1nancially 
converll.ent to them .... lIts motlve was not only ta pre-
serve h1S new domlnl0n. The King of TunLS was ln 

, tOllch w dh Ca iro. If he saw Chdrles WdS cl il ied wi th 
the GultJn there, he would contlnue ta pay his trlbute 
toc NPp les regu 1.1 r ly; and Charles needed the money. 31 

Cahen cites as further reasons for the' Frank IS~ part ia 1 ity toward the 

MamlilUs the hostility of the Latin Church"toward the Mongols due tü the 

Mongols' insistence on the presence of a Greek patrlarch in Antioch as weil 

as the terrible reputation wHlch the Hongols hao acquired that did not 

endear them to the Franks farther south. 

Or cette civilisation, ~rancs et Musulmans'n~avaient 

1 

'1' '. .. 
; 

, 
'. 

.. . 
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pas vécu .... p1us de cent-soixante ans cot~ à coté 
(dont les deux dernier tlers de sl~cle avalent 
été de pa lX, coupé seulement deux fa lS par ùes 
6trJn~ers, Kh\"'.ll'l.zmuclls et Salnt LOU1S) SLlns 
flnir ~dr se sentir InstInctivement frères en 
.ùl.s.. J 

In fact, therefore, the problem of the Crusader prlnclpalities 

po.se;r.l\ itself only as a corollary ~o that of the Mongol threat. Qalâ'ün 

knew how to take advantage of this favorable set of circumstances to Wln 

a [ree hand with winch to deol wlth the m()re formi.dable enemy. It lS in 

thlS ~lght'thaf ~e conc1uded a series of treaties wlth the Crusader 

kingdoms betwein 680/1281-1282 and 685/1285-1286 • 
• 

The"fLrst of these treatles was concluded between Qa1â'ün and 

the peoPlle of 
c 

Akka ln 680/1281-1282.
13 .'. 

The one provislon noted by 

Baybdrs lS that the pr isoners taken by the Franks Ln the skirmish at Marqab 

Ln 679/1280--and apparent1y there were many--were to be returned to the 

34 
Musllms. 

" .. 

In t}le sarne year Qa1a'ün al~oncluded a treaty wlth Bohernond of 
---. 

Tripoli. upon winch an oath was sworn by ~Lcholas Lorgne, the Corrunander of 

h H . l 35 t e osplta ers. Arnong the cond l t lons of the treaty were t~~HlO.Qd ---
would not repalt any bu~ldlngs except ln accordance with the ~peclfications 

1 

, 36 
of the treaty. Likewlse the sultan was not to repaLr ny fortress~s 

37 
outs ide of tllose \l1luc h t,he treaty recorded. Furthermore, ' Qa la' ün obta ined 

, ' 
Bohemond's wor~ that h~ would not favor any of the enemles:o- the sultan, 

not" come to agreemelks with the enemy either by secret code (rélmz), ln 

" 38 
wrLtlng, or by the exchange of lette,s, mesàages and oral ,communications. 

'" An tnteresting sidelight to th~ conclusion of thls t"teaty ls th, , 
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. ' 
fact that a group of amlrs in Syrla, led by a certaln Kawndâk advised 

; 

the Franks not ta conclude the tréaty with Qalâ'ün Slnce a consplracy 

had been set in mot Lon by Whlch Qala'ün would be ass8sslndted. The 

Jl) 
sultan, however, was wdrned and managcd ta fOll the plot. The story 

LS an lndlc8t,on that th~ Muslim-Crusader struggle' was p~rhaps not prl­

mardy vlewed ln rellgloliS terms by aIL MLlslims. Here, a group of 
" 

1 

Namlûks, nominally Musltm, dctually gave adVlce ta the Chri.stl~n Franks, 
~ 

not out of any beneflcient motlve, of course, but rather ln the interest 

of their own power. The conf-llct was, therefore, o1te of power, not of 

rellgl.On. 
, J 

Thlrd ln this series was a treaty concluded by Qal~'~œwith 

the Templars' of Tartosa in 681/1282-1283. 40 
Accordlng ta the agreement 

Qal~'ûn obtalned the promlse that no one from Tortosa should lovade the 

lands of the sultan in return for a simtlar promise on Qalâ'Lin's part 

in thel,r regard. One, again a clause. was tncluded which. pr~vlded that 

.0 

" ln the territory of Tor~08a mentioned ln the treaty no fort or fortlfication 

. 41 
ls ta be repaired, nor <,ny r;einforcement, entrenchment or the llke butlt." 

In 682/1283-1284 Qali'ün granted the request of the inhabitants 

of c Akki who sought ta cune Lude a truce Wl th the MamlLiks. 42 _ Ibn c Abd a1-

~ahir c1early indicate~ in his text that the treaty was regdrded as a 

l' 
humiliation to t~e Franks with whom it was concluded. According ta the 

, f ., 
text of the preamble, "the agreement reached was that they shoulq submit 

,themseLves t the wLll of 

'piratlon of the truce (of 

the Sultan, dlthough before this. at the ex-

1 
al-Mal i.k _az-~âhir),; they had put f"rwà'rd exorbitant 
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Gabrielli h~s noted,that ~ven the detalled llst of. lands 
:7 1 .' , 

belonglng to each party covered by th~ treaty, though part of the normal 
[) 

formu la faT such docu,men ts, was lU teI1ded here to demean""'the Frank 1sh 

party. 

The long, monotonous List ... , enumeratlng the 
dominlons of the Maml~k Sultan of Egypt from 
south ta north, hds" the eloquence' of fact when 
one, compares ~t wtth the boef dKscrlption, a 
Little further on, of the terrlt~rles be­
longtng ta the other party ta the treaty. The 
~ingdom of Jerusalem' was in effect reduced to 
,a narrow c~~stal strlp"extending from a short 
distance'north of Acri as far as Cdrmel. Apart 
from tins Tyra and Sldon, Belrüt and Tripolt .. 
and a tC\oJ ports ln Syna sttll held by the 
Templars and HospltalLers were all that re­
malned of lhe Crusaders' achlevements. The List 
of Qalwün's posseSSlons, begLnnlng wlth the Holy 
c~ty, lS 111 fact d ltst of aIL the territorles 
that the Crusaders had lost ~urlng the last 
century or dttacked ln va Ln. 4 " 

Furthermore, the agreement provlded th.at, the Frankish art y, including 

anyone newLy arr1.ved in th~lr ~~nds, should guarantee 

terrltories enumerateduln exc~an\e for the 8uLtan's 

safety of Frankish lands.
45 

Of special note lS the clause which 

whenever one of the Kings of the ~ranks or of 
Outreme s~all leave hiS land and lnvdde the 
terrlla y of our Lord the Sultan or of his son, ~ 
where t at territory is under treat'y, the ballli l

• 

of the Commune and the Grand Master of Acre shall 
undert'ke to give notice of thelr movements to 
our La d ghe Sul'tan two months -before the ir 
arrlV~1.4 

1 

es that 

Thus the sultan ,gainèd sorne assurance against further Crusad s by obtaining 

the ne~trality of thr 

even more importantJy , 

, \.. 

Frankish colonies against their own 

however, was that Qala'ün 'obtained 
r 

~ ... 

Perhaps 

consisted, 

" 

..&. ,..-
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l 

, o 
/io 'effec t, ot a 

/ to the 'treaty, 

dJllance with the Frank, versus the Mongols! According 

.. ' 

./ 

ln case of attack by the Mongpls or other enemLes 
oJhichev,er of the twb ~sLgflatoltes lS the first to 
rec.:Clve news o.f it shail lnform' the other. :H an 

~, 
enemy force WhLCh God Corbld, whether Mongol or 
from ~ome other hostile powet, should attack Syria 
by the over1and route and drive the (~ultan's) 

armles before it as far as the coastal ~errLtorLes , 
affeLted by thlS treaty and ln vade these lands, 
the bdilll of the Commune of Acre and the Grand ~,' 

/ 

Nùs ter' sha 11 have .,the r I.ght to mdke prov~n by 
llleanS of treatles for the defence of ~hetr ersons, 
thclr sub'j~~cts an5bthetr terrLtorlcs, to th best 
of the I.r ab Ci l.ty. f " • 

F~nally,' a cause sunLlar ta sorne W€ have seen prevlot'lsly conc.;ern1.ng the 

res tr Le t Lon 
4~"" 

upon hUll~ing actlvltteS has been tnciuded here as we1l. 

The 1ast in this s~r i~s of treaties \Vere ,concluded'ln 684/1285 -
. 

" 

1286 wi.th the prLncesses of Be it~t and Tyre each, whose dllP tr ie ts had not 

, t. 

been inc 1uded ln the treaty sLgned ln 682/1283-1284 wlth the 'Commune of ' 

CAkkâ ') Of the agreement with the p:incess of Beirut, litt1e lS said-, 

in ~ chronicl~s other than thBt the Princesa was to pay for the ship, 

the Gater and foreign ~erchandlse about 90,000 dlrham, that of this sum ... , , 
" . 

she wou1d pay 3Q,000 dirham immediate1y and tbe remaLOder with~n thre~/ 
". , , 

50 
months. - As for th<:;. treaty\ concluded wLth Tyre,' lhe conditions'sttpu-

" ,/, 
lated therein are sLmilar to those fcund Ln the other treaties we have, . 

-' 'f 
,lI' ;­

-' 1 
(, 

examined. For instance, the P1incess was ~ ,bui"ld nO neJ cita'dels, r,epair 

dig no trenches, ror construèt oth~r fortifications and defe~e no walls, 
/ 

works.
51 

She ..also agre'ed to defendo the sultan against any Frank~lsh nation" ,-' 

which might undertake an att~ck 'upon the lands of '~.he su~tan~and' wouldnot 

52 
assLs't,sueh enemLes. ~ any way. Although the sultan had, pLedged his 

• v • \.. ' .. , 

" .. 
" 

. . i' 
1 

. 
1 

,. 
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protection for the lands belonging to the Princess, one curious clause 

appeats whlch would allow th~ Ismi
C
llts who were under the sultan to 

• ~ S3 
make attempts upon the Princess and her'~~,.mains. Quatrem~re feels 

that thts prOVtSiOn may bave been slipped into the Arabic text unbeknown 
1" 

to the Frankish authorities. 54 
f 

In any case the sultan's aims a12 evident in the conditions of ~ 
'" \ , 

the agre~ents as related above. First of a11, while they did assure the} 
l 

Frankish parties a measure of security with regard ta their Mus1im 

neighbors, l~he trenties were written in a contemptuous manner as is shawn 

by the enumera t LOn of the Mam1Uk lands as compared to those belongLng 

to the Frank 1sh par ty in the Treaty of 
c

Akka in 682/1283-1284,55 and by 

the clause 
1 

concelrning the Ismâ
C
llts if this, inde~d, was actually part of 

• 
the origlnal text. It Ls plain that Qala'·ün in concluding these treaties did 

. 
not do so out of any wlsh to benefit thase principallties or ta prolong 

their eXlstence on Syrian sail, but rather in his own in~erest sa as to 

free htmself ta att~nd to the more dangerous adversary--the Mongols. 

That this is so is further indicated by the fact that from 

~84/l2~5-1286 on, when he no longer feared a Mongol invaslon and as SOOQ 

as the slightest justification could be found, Qala'ûn ~aunched several 

campaigns against the Crusader strongholds. The first and, perhaps, the 
1 

most renowned o~ these .campaLgns was the conquest ~f ~~~n al-Marqab and 

55 .... 1" 
MaraqTya in 684/1285-1286. Ibn~Abd al-~~hir's text clearly showS the 

kind of attitude which allowed Qal~'ûn to break the treaty he had sworn 

upon • 

1 

J 
~ 
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... 

The Hospltalers who were in Lt [l.e., Marqab] had 
lncreased the'ir outragès and hosttlities, and 
thetr Viciousness~-to the extent that 
the people o_f Ilelghborlng fortresses had becom'e , 
as though they were lrnprlsoned, nay, ln the grave. 
The Franks believed that he [the sultan]. would 
not overcome thern elther by fo~y ~se, and 
that actually there was little trickèry ln hlm: 
So they continued thetr oppression and dtd not 
abtde by thlS oath. Each sharneful deed of trea~hery, 
captivlty, and plllage brought calamlty upon the 
srnall fortresses. Therefore, al-Nalik al-Man~ür 
ldld in wait for them llke a lion ready to p~unce, 
and he attached trnportancf' 'to the subject of thts 
fortrfss arnong other things. 56 

4 

Marqab was ~unished for what was presumably deerned by the sultan to be a 

57 breach of the treaty with Torlosa which covered Marqab as well. After 

,. a desperate struggle, the Franks sought ~he rnercy ot the sultan and 

e ' 

begged for clemencYr see~lng nothing more than their lives. Qalâ'ûn granted 

them their request and more. They were perrnitted to take their horses, 

rnu~es and the clothes on thetr backs as well as a certain amount of money--

about one thousand dInars with them. In return, of course, the Franks 

s~rrendered the fortress. 58 • 

The conquest of Marqab was followed two years later'·J·.l n 686/1287-1288 . 
S9 by that of Laodlcea. In this ca'se not motive Ls mentioned in the account J 

of the incldent, which is reeorded by Ibn cAbd ;l-~ahir alone among our 

chronlclers, other than the fact that the Franks derived much revenue from 

the port of Laodicea, and that in this respect, Lt compared wltn AlexandrLa .. 
60 

Rune iman, however, states tha t "the<O!Mos lem merchants of Aleppo had long com­

"'? ~ 
plalned of the inconvenience of having ta send their goods through the 

61 . 
Christian port of Latakia," and that Qalâ'ün justified his actions by 

C 
, 

J 
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as part of the PFincipaltt~ of An~ioch, was not 

---Covered by hts trllce with Tr ipol 1. ,,62 In any ca~e, ~~th the faU of 

Laodicea perished the last Frankish enclave of that prLnclpallty. Its 

fal1 had, perhaps, further signiflcance for the Musltms. Laodicea was 

among the terntories whi~h' had been lost to the Muslims bu't: wh~,ch had 

, 63 
been reclaimèd by Hulakû for Bohernond. It, therefore, was an enorrnous 

rebuke to the Mongols and their allies that it should once again fall 

tnto the hands of their enemy. 

In 688/1289 Qalâ'ün undertook the conquest of Tripo~i on the 

pretext that its inhabitants had broken the treaty by causing destructton 

64 and because of their support of the adversary. Qalâ'ijn seerns to have 

carried out thts conquest with more fury than any previous to it. As we 

have seen, the tnhabitants of both Marqab and Laodicea had been guaranteed 

safety for their persons and ev en sorne of their possessions. On this -occasion, however, Qala'ün showed no mercy. Those who attempted ,to flee 

ta the island Just off thetaoast from the Clty were pursued, then tàken 

.. 65 u: 
pr1soner or ktl1ed. Finally, he had the city completely destroyed, 

1 ( < 

, 66 
though he would later rebuild tt tn a nearby lo,sa_tion. The sultan's 

wrath in this case was occasioned not only by the fact tnat specific 
" 

conditions of the treaty had been broken, but also by the fac2 that 

Tripoli had allied Ltself with the Mo,go~s •• 

With the conquest of Tripoli Qala'ûn had al1 but eliminated- the 

Crusader kingdoms. On1y cAkka redined. It was" in fact, during pre-

i f h f cAkk-a h h l d i d l 1 f f pa/at ons or t e conquest 0 t at t e su tan e. t was e t to 

• 

'. 
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.t 

QaUï'ün's son al-Àshraf Kh~Jtl to complete the reconquest of that ci'ty. 

One thing, however, Ls clear--mere 1 co-existence was not the goal of 
<fIII 

Qala'ün's politlque. The .fact Ls that as saon as conditlons permitted, 
1::> 

he dld not tolerate the presence of a foreign power on Syrian soLl. To 
~ ~ 

what extent this attitude was a consequence of religlon is har~ to de-

termine herè. One ~uspects that although rehglon certainly was one 

factor, the sultan and hlS predecessors would not have tolerated any 

foreign power in that strategie location especLall~ under the threat of 

Mongol advances, regardless of that power's rellgious associations. 

The problem of the Crusaders had, indeed, diminished in importance when 

the Mongols came ta pose the more serious threat, but when the opportun~ 
arase, the sultan did not hesitate ~o rid hlmself of this irritation. 

b 
Alliance with the Mongols, therefore, was not the only reason for elimi-

• nation of the Frankish power, for as we have seen, sorne of the FrankLsh 

k Lngdoms had c hos ru ta their lot with the Mamlüks. 

The Byzaqtlnes: . 
combinat ion of hlsto~ical circumstances wnich 

brought an alliance between the Mamlük and Byzantin~ empires during 

67' 1 

of al-MaLik al-Zâllir Baybars, _a policy which was contlnued by 

Qala'ün, culmin~ting in what Canard has bermed a treaty of commerce and 

, '68 
frlendship early in Qal'â'ün's reigh'. 

" 
. At the moment of Qalâ'ün's advent ta th~ Mamlûk sultanate, the 

emperor Michael VIII Palaeologus, was beseiged by enemies on all fronts • 

. ~ard pressed in the West by the Balkan powers and the Frankish states in 

'. 

, 

ù • 

~. 
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1. .. ··'.f"I'I"#. 

69 
Greece, Michael suffered from the fact that his authority in the East 

was being cha11enged by the Turks in Anato1ia, a group of whom had laid 

seige ta Tralles (AydIn).70 The Mongols of ?ersia with whom he,was 

ailied (an a1lianc~ strengthened by the marrlage of~e of his daught~s 

ta Abaghâ,7l were at that moment engaged in eXPj?itions agalnst the 

Mamlüks ln northern Syria (Le., the expedltion\Of 6·79/1280-1281 and 

680/1281-1282, the latter of which is known as the Batt1e of Rima) and 

were not, therefore, in a position ta help Mlchael~ The greatest menace, 

howe~er, appeared ln the form of Charles d'AnJou who had for years 

-harbqred a"deSlre to launch a "crusade ll against Mlchael and had been re-

strained from doing sa in the past on1y by the press of more lmmediate 

prob1ems or in deference to succe~si1e Popes who saw ~r advantage in ~ 

negotiatlng a union of the Greek and Latin churches under their own aegiS~~' 
/" 

It was Pope Gre~ry X (1271-1276), perhaps, who understood thlS most ~~ 
c1ear1y. In Runciman's words, he rea1ized that 

a really successful Crusade wou1d g 
cooperation of the Eastern Christians. 
useless to imagine that a revived Latin 
would help the cause. Past experience~ shown 
the contrary. But a Greek Empire whi_ ad sub­
mttte93voluntartly to Rome would b~ precious 
ally. 

Such a union would 

Michael, on the other hand, union as the on1y way to 

maLntain the neutrality of his empi/ his western adversarles, for 
< ~~ 

only ~y this means cou1d he mai - Ln the good favor of the Pope. Pope 

A 
Nicholas ... Lmposed more sevE!!! demands upon Michael in 



• 

regard to the,ùnlon than had his predecessors. The Popels legates ar-

rived in~nstantinople in 1279 with the more severe demands. Michael 
./ 

soug~to comply realizing that lt was hi,;S only ho'pe for s.urvlval, 'even 
'" 

tn;;ugh by do lng so he los t ~port of h is own peop le. 74 In fac t, the 
(:; 

-" ."'" unlon, it would seem, was maintained only by Michael's bribing the Pope 
-~ 

.~ with gifts of money, for by then the opposition to the unlon in the 

Byzantine empire had reached the Pope1s ears, castlng doubt upon Michael's 

. 75 slncerlty. 

When Pope Nicholas died on August 20, liso, matters turned from 

bad to worse. The ~w Pope, Martin IV (12S1-1285) was of a completely 

different mind. Favoring Charles, Pope Martin broke off rela~ions with 

./ 

Michael and supported a plan by which Charles in alliance wlth Venlce, 

PLsa and others would launch an expedition agslnst Constantin.~pl.e whlch 

--------,fr---
was ac tua lly pro j-eê-ted for Apr il 1282. 

1 0 

Qalâ'ûn too had reasons to continue the policy of friendship ini-

tiated by Baybars. Not only did the spectre of the Mongols loom large on 

~ (_J 
the horizon, but therê-was.also the ever-present fear of a npw Crusade 

One part{éil assurance 8&aLnst such a posslbllity ,was to 
, 1 .-

route to Àsia by neutralizin-g Byzanti4m with such a treaty. 

from the West. 

block the land 

Nor did Qali'Gn llke the idea of Charle~ d'Anjou, who would most certainly: 

be a stronger opponent than his recent predecessors, making solid his claim 

'77 
to the title of King of Jerusalem. But in addition to these politicaV 

and military con~lderations, Qali'Gn hoped to lnsure the slave trade 

carried on with southern Russia theb under the control of the Golden Horde" 

" 

/ 
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---------­which was after all essential ta the survival of the Mamlûk system;--

For this it was necessary ta be on friendly terms with Michael who 

domihated the straits through which vessels transportlng slaVes might J 

V 
pa~s to and from the Black Sea ports. 

Almost immediately upon a.ssuming the powers of sultan, Qa1la'ün 

dispatched embassies to ne~ghborlng lands, among them, notably, Byzantium, 
1 

to lnform their rulers of his succession to the throne, a mess ure intended 

t~ establlsh his authority. 7~ To Michael in Constantinople he sent the 

am1r Na~r al-Din ibn al-Mu~sinï al-Jazarï and the patriarch o~Alexandria 

Anba Siyüs l: 679/1280. 79 
The envoys arrlved at a propitious moment. The 

empero~ who was seekLng aliles against his enemle~ seized the occasion to 

cement a more firm alllance with Qalâ'ün than had existed in the past and 

replied ta the sultan by returning wlth the sultan's envoys the copy of • 
the oath upon wlhch he had sworn and which would form his halE of the 

80 
treaty. 

Among the polltical and military promises and demands made 

therein were the f0110wing: 1) that the emperor would not d~clare war on 

the sultan nor lnclte anyone else to do so, provided tnat the sultan acted 

81 
Ln a s imilar manner; 2) that the sul tan' s envoys would enjoy complete 

82 
security and_mlg~t travel wherever necessary throughout hiS empire; 

3) that Christians who were slaves in the territory of the sultan, Li 

freed, could return freely by sea ta the lands of the emperor and that 

subjects of the emperor might f,eely buy Christian slaves in the sultan's 

83 lands and return with them; 4) that the practice of arrèsting and flntng 

subjects of the emperor alleged ta be engaged in acts of piracy for which 
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they were, in fact, not responsible, should cease;84 5) that complaints 

by subjects of the sultan, vlctlms of exactlons on the part of the 

ernperor's subJects, would be transmitted to the imperlal authorittes, .. 
d f d b • d . f h l d . 85 an l nee e,·compensQtlon ma e l t e su tan agree ta reclprocate; , 

and flnally, b) that lf the sul.....tan should 

to include ln his text a clause providlng 

186 
Egypt against the "common enemy," etc.' 

sa desire he ~t take steps 

naval assista~ce Jrom Byzantium ta 

Such clauses may hav~n in-

clu8ed ln prevlous agreements. However, ln Canard'fi vlew, Qala'ün's> 

situation at the tlme of thlS treaty had amellorat~d ta such an extent that 

~ 87 
the sultan no longer saw any need for such a clause. 

The most important commercial clauses of Michael's text assured 

the continuatlon of the siave tracle and gave protectlon to all merchants in 

return for the paym~nt of the usual duties on the condltion of reclprocity 

d h h h l b · cl b Ch' . 88 an Wlt t e provlslon t at any saves elng transporte not e rtstlan. 

speciflc 

Qalaf~n, whose text was dated Rama9an 680/December 1281,' was more 
- _.....l J 

, . 
ln regard to the friendship and assistance clauses. In addition 

to the promises made by the emperor, Qala'ün demanded that he should not 

assist or give an adversary the right of way across hts territory no matter 

89 
to what race or religion he might belong. Likewise, he makes expllcit 

that not Just any envoys, but speclflcally those which he dispatches ta 

the Golden Horde, as weIL as any who return wlth them, even slaves, should 

90 
enjoy free passage and absolute security on land or sea. As for the 

question of the eorsairs, Qala'ün agreed ta pursue the emperor's subjeets 

• only when it couid be proven without doubt that they were engaged ln aets 

" 1 
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of pi~acy against the sultan and his subjeets.
91 

The news of the death of the emperor Michael VIII Palaeologus 

in 682/1283-1284 was learned wh en an embassy (probably the same embassy 

as that which was returning with Qala'ün's portion of the treaty) reached 

Constantlnople only to find the late emperar's son Andronicus lIon the 

92 
throne. In any case, AndranLcus swore the oath in his father's stead 

desLrous to carry on hls father's polLcy. In the meantime, of course, 

Charles d'Anjou had lost SLcily as a result of the SicilLan Vespers affair 

93 
W1ich had been plotted succèssfully with Miehael's help. Thus, ByzantLu~s 

major enemy ha~ been elimlnated. Nevertheless, no change in poliey seems 

ta have occurred or, at least, none Ls noted by the Arab chroniclers. 

Qalâ'ûn certalnly had no reason to abrogate the treaty; for upon Lt de-

pended the slave trade. Furthermore, an overland Crusade always remained 

a possLbilLty to be taken Lnto account. The treaty was probably esteemed 

be~efiCtal as far as Bf,zantium was concerned fO,r Us stabtlizlng effect on 

relations with her nelghbors to a certaln degree as well as for the com-

merclal beneftts which she must have derived from the trade. 

In all th~ the formation of thls alliance between a Christian anq 
\ 

a Muslim power was dictated by political, military and commercial consi-
• 1 

1 

derations and seems to have worked qUlte autside the rellgious sphere. In 

fac~, Canard pbints ta the fact that ~ere relLgious concerns might have 

raised aifficult juridLco-religious questions, those clauses seem to have 

l 
\ 94 

been passed in silence or slmp y 19nored., The treaty was enacted in the 

self-interest of each party. Religion entered the picturè only in the sense 

that by thLs policy the Mamlûks succeeded in playing one Christian pow~r 

against another. 
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European Christian Powers: 

Alt;,.hough the' .information derived from the Arab chronicles for 
. , 

Qala'ün·s reLgn concerning Mamlük relatLons with western Christian 

powers is' tncomplete, lt can be gteaned from what reports Our chroniclers 

do glve that Qala'ün intended to continue the pollcies of hLS predecessors 
y" 

and more particularly those of al-Maltk-al-?ahir Baybars whose political, 
1 

mllitary and commercial ctrcumstances resembled hlS own. 95 

~ 1 96 
1 When ambassfdors arrlved from al-Fünsh 'in 678/1279, intending 

to present themselves to al-Maltk al-Sa
c
ld, they were receLVed by Qala'ün 

instead who in the meantime had assumed the sultartate. Aftèr the envoys 

had dellvered both their oral and wrttten messages, Qala'ün wrote a reply 

97 and bestowed robes of honor upon them and facilLtated their return. 

A second embassy from al-Fünsh arrived at Alexandria on 

98 
17 Rabl

c 
l, 681/25 June 1282. Once again we are given no information 

concerning the mLSSlon of thLs embassy. As Ln the first case, we learn 

only that the envoys bestowed many gLfts upon the sultan (enumerated in 

the sources), and that, for his part the sultan treated the ambassadors 

hospitably. One may surmLse that the purpose of the embassy was perhaps 

in sorne way related ta the volatile situatton in western Christendom ~hich 

had resulted in the overthrow of Charlesod·Anjou·s government in Sicily 

on March 30, 1282 (in which bath 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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a 
threat to Constantinople. The Mamlüks perhaps conside~ed Chafles' demise 

) 

a mixed blessing. Though Charles may have been consLdered a potential 

rival to the Mablüks in the East, he also had preferred the Mamlüks over 

the Mongols as noted prevlously, and had been instrumenta~ in urging his 

«99 
deputy to negotiate truceS"WLth the sultan. On the other hand, the 

defeat of Charles d'Anjou would also' have an effect, at least temporari.ly, 

upon the possLbLlit~ of sending another Crusade ta the East since the 
1 

1 

strength of western Christendom had been sapped by ·these events. Suggestions 
\ - ~ 

to' the. ef fec t tha t the miss ion was sent -to ga ther informa t ion on the 

situation, however, must remain in the realm of pure speculation SLnce we 

cannot eveo name with confidence the origin of thLs embassy. That sorne sort 

of awareness of these eveqts dLd exist in the East which may have been gained 
1 

c 
as a result of such mrSSLons is indicated by Ibn Abd al-ZihLr's account 

of the western situation which Lncludes a fragmentary r~port concerning 
1 

a sea battle in the port of Naples between the Aragonese and Angevin fleets 

~ 100 
occurred follo~ng the Vespers._ 

It is nol' until 684/1285-1286 that we have any indication of an 
, 

embassy dispatched in the other directLo~,!ihat is, from Qali'ün to al-Funsh, 

which reached its destination in Muharram 682/April 1283.
101 

In this in-

stance al-Fünsh 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 il1 effect on the mission, for Qalâ'ün's envoys 

were detained b~ A~fonso who wished them ta remain,unti1 the matter was . . 
l '---

de~lded. But as before, we are disappointed to find no explanation of the 

purpose of the embassy. It does se~m, h~weve~, that Alfonso, though he had 

-
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" 

" reason for detaining the envoys, did not wish on the other hand, to offend 

the sultan, for accordihg to Ibn cAbd al-~~hir, 

al-Fünsh sent a reply to Abï Yüsuf, the Lord of 
'Marrakash refus.ing Chis propos-al] , rsaYl~g] 
'rf r send the e~voys to you and you-Scnd them 
back on'your part, great dlsgrace will befall me. 
How could the envoys of thiS great s~ltan come 
before me, yet someone other than me prepare 
theu return? What things would be said about me!·,l02 

,. 
There are further indications of friendly relations • During the stay of the 

. :nvo~s in cast\~, Alfonso, X dLecl. 

,tancho, was crownetl in Seville on a 

The n~w king, Alfonso's rebellious son 

c 
Friday in the early part of RabI l 683/ 

) 

Apr il 1284. The coronation, moreover, took place in a church which had 

103 
for~erl~ been a mosque: During a ~rocession which was part'of the festivitie~ 

.. 
lt ls reported that the new king rode with ~he banners of the sultan above his 

head and that the envoys were with him as he processed around the city. At 

a 

the feast which followed, the envoys sat beside him. 104 lt Ls signifLcant, 
,~ 

perhaps, ,that. when envoys from Armenia and from the ruler of Marrakash ar-

rived,at the court, Lt was the envoys of the sultan who sat on the rLght of 
1 

the king. Fin~llY, king Sancho conferred with the sultan's envoys and discussed 

their differen~es whic~ howev~r, are not explained. Finally, the sultan's 

ambassadors sOU~ht Sancho's permission that they might return. Seemingly em-

barrassed by the\fact that because of an empty treasury he was_not in a 

position to send the ambassadors home accompanLed by the usual fine glfts, 

Sancho sought to delay the~ departur~ by proposlng that they go to Toledo 

untll such time as he might procure the necessary prese~ts. The ambassadors, 

, 105 1 
however, refused and returned via Tunis with a sum of 500 dIn~~. One 

1 
may speculate that this matter of protocol may ~lso have been Alfonso~s 

o ' 
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" 

reaton for delaying their d~parture .. 
, .. ~ 

Though the sou'rces do not inform us in deta il concerning Mamlük 
Ji 

relations wLth western Christendo'm other th&n to indicate that exchanges 
~ 

, 
were belng carr,led on, seemingly of a frlendly nature, we may specula te 

- r' 
concerihng the subJect of these exchanges. The momentous events 'Of these 

years in the West whLch had led to the fall of the AngevLn dynasty ~dy 

Ù also have led to dlScusslons 9f a political nature or, perha~s, merely 

to fact-flnding missions and the establishment. of 'new or renewed al-

liances followlng the shlftlng of pow~r ln the West. On the other hand, 

these exchanges may have been prlfarily of a commercial nature. This is 

the explanatlon favored by Montalvez whQ cites the export of olive oil 

~ " 106 
to Egypt as the basis of such commercial actlvlty. 

Concerning the latter part of Qalâ'ün's reign we have'e~dence 
of a more concrete nature ln the form of two documents, the first of which 

is the text of a ~reaty concluded ~ith the king of Aragon, A~fonso III 
, • 1 

d h "'b h k' f S' '1 107 l an ls rot er lng James II 0 lCL y. The c aus~s of this agreement 

may be d,ivlded lnto two categones or types: poli.tlcal and ~onuhercial. 
e 

, 

In regard to the ~ormer Alfonso III and his ~r6ther agreed to ~ount the 

friend/s of the sultan as thelr friends and his enemle's as the.i.r enemies, 108 

to prev~nt hostllities by other Christia~ powers against the sultan and'to 

\ 
gi~e assistance should hostilities dtcur, as wèll as tO 

, 1 

lnform the sultan 

~ of 'any movements intended against him.
109 

\ 

Thé 1 pression giyen by these 
• 

clauses lS that the sultan had reason to fear a ne Crusade a~d, therefore, 

wished th~ such an alliance te formed. Although ~ou are silent, 

.[ 
J 

" t"1 

\' -

, , 
• 
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, 
it is possible that the sultan was aware of the renewed discussions be-

~ 

t\.Jeen the Mongols, England, France, and Rome in regard ta an aIl iance ln 

a crusadLng effort. These discussions were going on during the years 

1285-1289.
110 

From Alfonso's pOLnt of view, he had the rest of the 
1 

Christian West, including the Pope, to contend with since the fight over, 

Sicily continued to be waged in the aftermath of the Sicilian Vespers. 

He mig~t, therefore, have consiqered it in his interest to be on friendly 

terms with the ~arnlUks Ln the East. Finally, the king did obtain a 

~ guarantee of security for those who wished to perforrn pilgrimages to the 

1 L d 
III 

Ho y an. 

The second half of the accord, however, is devotE!d' to the facUi-

tation of commercLal matters. If a Musllm vessel were shipwrecked in 

the territories of the king or of his brother, the king would assure security 

for the persans aboard as weIl as for their goods, possessions and he would 

'b 'l' f ' Th d" b 0 , 1 112 assume reSPQnSL L Lty or repaLrs. e con LtLon was to e reclproca . 

If a subJect of the sultan, whether M~lim, Chrlstian or dhimmI died in 

r the king's territories, his possessions and rnoney were to be returned to 

h 1 Thi d " , 1 t..' b . 1 113 t e su tan. s con ltlon was Jo.U\ew1.siê to e reclproca • 
J 

The king 

, 114 
was also not to aid corsairs. Of great importance was the clause which 

lifted any restrictions ~ich might have existed against the import by 
.: 

the sultan of iron, llnen, wood and other materials which were, of course, 

essential to the MamlUks for the construction of their fleet and other 

'li ' 115 mL tary equ lpment. Transactlons ~ere to be carried out according to 

Muslim law~in the sultan's lands and according 'to the l~ws of the klng's 

terrltory ln his lands. 116 

ft 

o 
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The second document is the text, or partial text, of a treaty 
• 

117 concluded ~ith the Commune of Genoa tn 689/1290, which has as its~ 

princi4>.al aim to re-esta~1ish~'the friendly commercial relations with 

Genoa which had been tnterrupted by a series of hostile acts and re­
l 't' J.< 

118 
pr isals between the two lands. It is interest ing to note t,hat that 

part of the text given by Ibn cAbd al-?ahir speaks only of Genoa's 

obligations toward Muslims sueh as protection for their persons and goods. 

Also in the humiliating mann~r of a practice we rèmarked earlier in regard 

to the treatles with the Franks of Syria, the most recent conquest of the 

sultan--Tripoli-- is rnentioned in the enumeration of the sultan's lands 

119 ' eovered by this treaty. Again the sultan obtained a'promise from thè 

120 Genoans that they would not assist the enemies of the sultan. 

Admittedly, the information provided by the Arab chronieles 

~- concernlng Mamlük relations--political, military, and commercial--with 

the Christian West lS filled wi,th lacunaè. Nevertheless, it lS obvious 
, ... 

that they were of a polltical and military nature where the defense of th~ 

~ultanate was Concerned and of a praetical nature where commerce was in 

question. Furthermore, it doesrot appear that the Crusades created a 

wpture of enduring nature. On thle contrary, they may have evt!n stimulated 

certain alliances in sorne instances a~ for exampl~ is indicated by the 

political clauses of the treaty with Aragon. Once again religion ftoes 

not seem to have played an importan~ role in these relations, but was ~ 

subordinate to polltleal, military and commercial factors • 

, 
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The Ethiopians: 

IWo factors emer~e as having dominated relations between Islamic 

Egypt and Christian Ethiopia--the Red Sea tr~de and the long-standing af-

o h d" 121 filiation between the Ethiopian Church and t e patriarchate of Alexan ria. 

Ltttie information exists, however, for our period ~oncernlng either ~f 

122 these elements, even in the Ethiopian materials avaLlable to date. Most 

of what is known derlves from a series of letters written by the negus 

Yagbat~iyon (1285-1294), which has been preserved in one of our primary 

Arab sources, Ib~ cAbd al-~ihir's TashrTf al_ayyim. 123 

By the very form which 'this correspondence takes, one LS able to 

discern sorne fuhdamental traits of Ethlopic-Mamlük relationg during the 
/' 

period. Although in addressing the sultan Yagba-SLyon has placed himself . ~ 

on a par wLth Qali'ün i~ asserting that just as ~he sultan is the protectar . .' 

~·~--or·€-tu::.i.s.t i.ans in his lands, he is the defend~( of Mus lims in his terr Hory, 124 
. ",/ 

) 
. the reality of his situation viS-~-~B the sultan is laid bare by the fac~ 

Jl ' , 
_~-it waâ t1y by the ~ultan's per'misSion and th.ough his agency·that·-··-~----__ 

/ 

the Ethiopian ruler could obtain.a replacement for th~ highest poât in' the 

h ' . h h h f hl' b' h 125 Et Lopian C urc , t at 0 t e metropo Ltan LS op. And this--a plea ta 

1 

the sultan to dispatch a new metropolLtan--was, il\ fact, the main purpOSe 

of Yagba-~iyon's letter to Qali'ün. It is formulated in such a manner that 

the position of the negus relative to the sultan is clear. 

Gree'tings, 0 Man~ür, Listen, 0 sultan of Egypt-­
may Gad proteet you--Give the patriarch the au­
thorization to send me a bishop. We and they [the 
Copt le Churc@ have been of one fa ith s ince the 
'time of Mark unt il now. 'The order is up ta you •. l 
shall send you the [eustomarn gifts if you will 

/. 
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send me a bishop. And if you send him, l sha11 
demand from him your LnstructLor~6 and whatever 
they are, l sha1l execute them. 

The importance of thls traditional affiliatlon for the very stabllLty of 
~ 

the country 15 lliustrated by the fact that when the practice was inter-

rupted and Syrian metropolitans were accepted ln thelr stead, the country 

was threwn lnto turmoll. This was the situation whic~ obtained during the 

• .b 127 
mid-thlrteenth century A.D. Yagba-~iyon's father, Yikunno-'Amlak 

(1270-1285) had tried in vain to obtaln a n~ metr~olitan by seekLng 

Baybars' consent. His fallure to do so resu1ted in the situatlon described 

by Yagba-~iyon ln hlS letters to Qala'ün on the one hand and ta the 

patriarch of Alexandria on the other. Therein he characterized the Syrian 

128 metroI\olitans as "those who created havoc in the tlme of my father," 

and explalned that the Syrians had only been present because no metropolitan 

was f h f E d h h d i d h S 
- 129 ort comlng rom gypt, an t at t ey esp se t e yrlans. 

Thus, the very stability of the Christian kingdorn of Ethiopia seems to have 

Iain iri the hands of a Muslim rulér, the Mamllik sultan, by vlrtue of h1is 
" 

~ 

power to approve or reject the request for the dispatch of new metro~olltans­
t 

ta flll the hlghest office ln the Ethiopian Church. 

o 

A case may be made that the sultan could and did use his power 

in regard ta the selection of new metropolitans in such a way as to exerclse 

sorne degree of lnfluence over the interna1 affalrs of this Christian land. 

He had the possibility to retaliate againet any disagreeable actions, either 

On the part of- the Ethiopian metropolitan or, for that matter, the negue, 

by refusing to approve the dLspatch of a new metropolita~ who, as we have 
. " 

, __ 1-.---

/' , 

/ 
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seen, played a role of some lfuportance in th~t land. In fact, this sort 
. ,f> 

of reprisal may have been at the root of the failure of the mission sent 

to Cairo by ~agba-~lyon's father, Ylkunno-'Amlak, the purpose of which 

130 lt should be JI~I. was the) submiss ion of a reques t for a new metropol ita~ ;jÂ 

noted, however, that the mission was also frustrated ln the flrst in- ~ 

stance by a lack or cooperation on the part of the ruler of Yemen i~~ 

d ' h b " C' 131 Th 1 h h h expe l t ing t e em assy S Journey to a HO. e su tan, t oug e as -­~ fi' 
aware that a mlssion had been sent and knew ltS pUl.'pose, dld nct' coniply 

t , . 
because, he states, the emperor's envoy was not present. 

f·, 

~t "1\e knew that 
J" 

" the envoy had been detained and was, therefore-~ .. ,perhaps not bewg qulte 

cand id ln regard to his own motives ,so that he might use the sltuat ion to 

hlS own advantage by lmpresslng upon the negus hls control over certain 

f h i ff ' 132 o Et lOp an a alrs. 
<\) 

Tamrat attributes the deterioraFion of Mamlük-Ethiopian relatlons 

that occurred-....i..tt the la tter part of Yikunno-' Amlak' s re ign (1270 -1285) to 
,

f .-

. - ::;~'.-' 133 
,1 the fé[i:lure of that miss Lon. Another explanat ion, however, is 

by_~?n è Abd al-~ahir's text. As noted previously, Yagba-~iyon in 

t; the sultan tried to convince Q~la'ijn that unlike hlS father who was 
~17z...:- .. 

. ----- ~"among the EJjlemles of the Muslims, he was the protector of Muslims in hlS 
/ K"'''~''' 

/ ,,>r>""'''' 
' .... ,;;' 
(~ 

1 

1 d 
134 

an . In making this comparison, Yagba-~iyon suggests that his father 

had acted against the Muslims in s6me way, though just how ls not clear. 
t 

lt may be for that reason that the sultan did not gratify the emperor's 

request. This may also be an explanation of why Yagba-~iyon tried so hard 

in his letter to conv't'nee the sul tan tha t; he was of another mind and 
~ 

0" 
hopeful of est~blishing friendly relations. Yagba-~iyon seemed t~'expect 
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that frLend1y relations were the normal state of affairs and would be 

renewed without difficulty, for he wts presumptuous enough to have s'ent 

various artLcles for the temples in Jerusalem and wanted tPie sultan to 

assure that they would be a llowed ,",,0 pass. 

One further matter awaits conslderation. EthiopLa is the first 

among the various foreign Christian powers thus far consLdered to have 

h b d l 135 ar ore a sLzeable resldent MuslLm populatLon. This would, one would 

antLcipate, have ,provided the emperor wLth an efféttLve bargaining point 

vis-à-vls the sultan. But it was less so than.might at fust appear, for 
o 

the sultan always held the patriarch as weil as the relationship of the 

Egyptian Coptic Church ta the Ethiopian C~vrch in his hands as a means 

of control over events. Thus, the sLtuatlon of Muslims ln Ethiopta could 

not remain Ln jeopardy for long periods. DurLng the latter part of 
1 

Ytkunno-'Amlak's relgn, for Lnstance, matters were not going weil for , '.. .. 

Musllms in Ethlopia due ta the failure of the mLssion about which we have 

spoken, Dut the situatton changed for the bet~er on account of Y8gba-~iyon's 

, 135 8 
des ire to re-establtsh good terms in arder to have a new metropolLtan. 

Nothtng is said by our sources directly concerning the Red Sea 

trade, the second factor governing Mamlük relatlons wLth EthiopLa, but Lt 

is interesting to note that Yagba-9iyon seems to have fe1t perfectly con-

fident in this regard, for he does not seem to have foreseen the posaibLlity 

that the ruler of Yemen would not cooperate in sendlng his embassy ta 

Cairo via Yernen. As Lt happened the ru1er of Yemen was no't then dlspoaed 

ta facllitate the journey of the embassy. It La possible, therefore~ that 

• 
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the rivalry over the route between Egypt and Yemen which developed later 

l d 't h' d 136 was a rea y opera ive at t lS até. 

It is perhaps true to say that in the case ~of Mamlük -Ethiop ian 

relations, religion was the lssue mate so than in other instances of 
1 

Mamllik relatlOns with foreign Christian powers.
1 

Religion was not just a dis-

guise for a political or ml1itary issue, but was often the issue itself. 

Furthermore, these relations mlght at tlmes affect the population of elther 

country at other than offlclal ~evels. Yet here t60, the motive seems to 

~have been polltlcal to some degtee. The sultan as well as the negus, to 

a lesser extent, could use religious factors to gain polltical ends--in 

the case of the sultan sorne lnfluence over the affairs of hlS southern 
"" 

nelghbor, ln the case of the emperor an offiqal of the Church somehow 

necessary ta the stabdity of hlS rule. 

The Christian Kingdoms of Nubia: 

137 
Mamlûk relations with the Christlan kinrgdoms of the Sudan seem 

ta have been charac ter ized not so much by miss ionary zea 1 or ev en the ex-

tension of direct rule over that land as byan lnterest in the regular pay-

ment of the ~t (Le., tribute) whi~h was instituted for the first time 

, 138 , 
as, early as the seventh century. Failure to pay usually resulted in 

punutive expedltlons against the land, none of which (at least up to and 

139 
through Qalâ'ün's reign) had ever ,resulted in any direct control. Such 

~ere the expeditions launched by Qal'aYün against Nubia first in 686/1287-1288 

and again in 688/1289-1290 against the recalcitrant king of Dongola, 

140 
Shamamün who refused ta pay the ~~. The tribute 18 the on1y motive 

• 
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• dlscussed by our sources. No mention of religion is made whatsoever 

and our chr~mic~ers' major concern is invarlably the vlcissitudes of 

these campalgns. Only one other reason for the expeditlons cornes ta 

mind, but again LS not discussed in the sources. That lS that these cam-

paigns may have been launched wi.th a Vlew to maintaLnLng sorne klnd of 

contact with and control over the regions through which the trade routes 

between the Red Sea and the lnterlor passed (Le., the area in Nubia be-

l'il tween the west bank of the Nde and the Red Sea). .\ Yet, Arkell claims 

that "there lS no reason for thinking that the klngdoms of either Dongola 

r ;1142 or Alwa Lof WhlCh al-Abwab formed the northernmost par:J were strong 

enough ta have had any polttlcal lnfluence west of the NUe, Il and that 

"there lS no archaeological eVldence of the cultural influence of Christian 

Nubia further west than in the Wadi Mugaddam sorne 20 mdes west of Omdurman," 

and there that influence spread up 

: 143 
directly from the Nile." 

the Wad i from the Dongola Reach and not 

~ 
of course, mil itates against the latter ThlS, 

hypo t hes lS. 
... __ w_.-.-* 

\ 
\ 

Conclusions: 

An examination of the Arabic sources with respect to Mamlük re-

lat ions with foreLgn Christian powers suggests several conclusions. These 

relations were generally of a political and military or commercial nature. 

Their course was generally dictated by high-ranking state officials or 

their representatives and functioned within the context of the entire 

Medlterranean system. These relations, of course, often affected entire 

populations. Less often did they directly affect a~ individual in par-

• 
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ticular. Perhaps merchants more than others experienced direct contacts 

as well as the effects of Maml'ûk relations wlth foreign Christian powers. 

D irec t encounters between ord inary Mus Ums and fore ign Chr is tians were 

naturally limited to a great extent except in the case of merchants en-

gaged in conunerce or between Christians and Muslims resi<;ling within the 

Crusader k ingdoms . 

The Arabie chronicles suggest that an awareness of religious 

dlfferences was pr'esent, but that these differenceS played a minimal role 

in the fotmulation of policy in regard to one country or another. The 

Mus llms behaved toward the ~rusaders as one wo~ld expeet anyone to behave 

toward an enemy on their own sail. With other countrles they sought ties 

for commerclal or polltlco-military reasons in which religion mattered 

little. Not one of our chronlcles dlÎ.splays what mlght be called an excess 

of rellgious zeal and ail maintain a rational objec~lve tone, for the most 

part, ln contrast to what one might flnd in propagandlstic literature such 

as that documented by El)1Jllanuel Slvan. ThÙ is interesting, for if it-is 

true, as Haarmann suggests, that medieval Arabie historical writing was 

being popularized to 's"ti\t the tastes of a growing audience, one would expect 

~ 

that these chronlcles ffilght reflect not only the attitudes of the authors, 

but also the attltudes of those whom they sought to please. In this light 

the) fact that religion plays a minor role appears s ignificant. 

Relations with Indigenous Christians 

• Modern studies have generally portraJ~d the Mamlük period as that 
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in which the Chnstian communities of the East living under Mamlük rule 

reached their lowest ebb. For example, accordl.ng ta Rl.chard Gottheil, 

"l t was espec la 11y dur lng the ~~mluke ru le tha t the Dh l.mmls were many 

Urnes ser l.OUS ly threatened. /.144 In spec ial reference ta the Chns tian 

community of Egypt, Ira Lapidus claims that ''only then were the Copts 

~ 145 
reduced to the sma 11 m(nor ity they are today ln Egypt." S imLlarly Wiet 

,.. 
states that "the government of the Mamlüks gave the coup de grace to 

Chrlstia~lty ln Egypt, wtnch ceased to mean anythih!S but a small number of 

146 
ind iVlduals." This view lS also held by Moshe Perlmann who quotes 

\.Jlet
147 

dnd who observes "that after about 1250 the tide Of theologlcal 

polemlca1 Ilterature agalnst Christiaps and Chrlstlanity rose ta its 

highest.,,148 

The reasons given for this turn of events are primarily two: 

1) ff f h C d <, , Ch ' 149 the e ect ote rusa es ln arouslng antl- rlstlan sentlment, 

WhlCh though lmp1lclt ln the Musllm social order~50 had been contained and 

channeled by that:' order 50 that ltS expreSSion had rarely found a more 

serloUS outlet than the imposition of the restrictio~s prescribed for rfli-

l 1 1 1 dh l , l 151 d norlty re iglons, ln particu ar, ah a - imma, by Mus lm aw, an 

2) the threat of the Mongol invasions whl.ch, I.n Cahen' s words, "wherever 

they o~curred, were of temporary advantage ta the Christians, 'as there 

1 J 
were Chrlstians in the Mongol ranks, and because the Mongols held the 

balance between the varlous faiths; severa1 acts df excess by Chrlstians 

against Islam m~de the Christians pay for their behaviour ... ,,152 However, 

a third, perhaps less visible, explanation is advanced by E. Strauss who 
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attrlbutes sorne of the bla~e ta the fact that the Maml~ks as~foreigners 

"oppressed cruelly the authochtone [stc] populatlon" and "were ready ta 

glve an outlet to thelr feellngs by decreeing 153 restrlctlve laws." 

The statement made in bath a1-Maqr~~: and a1-CAy~ to whL;k 

154 ~f 
we have referred earlLer, however, suggests that the Man:üük perié),d'--

1 
should not be monollthlca1ly described as one devastatlng tp Chrlstians 

throughout. 1 

In that year an inc ldent occurred i'l\volvlng ~he 
ah1 a1-dhimma and many of them converted to kslam. 
During the reign of al-Halik al-Man~ür they/had 
been in the lowest degree of humlllatlon and 
dlsdain, especlally ln the time of al-ShujaCI for 
whom the populace (Le., the Chrlstlans) as weil 
as the scrlbes and 'men of the pen' (arbab a1-
aglam) had great respect, ta the extent that even 
the greatest among them rode a donkey, Wore a sash 
(zunnar) around hLS waist and"dared not ta speak 
wlth a Mus1lm whLle he was mounted. Nor did one ever 
see a Chrlstlan wearing a fine robe (fara)Iyatan 

..... ma~9.ülatan) or dressed Ln whlte except for a few 
among them who dLd sa then only wlth humLlity and 
humb leness. But when a change Ln rulers h lp came 
about and al-Ashraf ruled, things happened and the 
kha~~aklya grew Ln importance and thetr personal 
pmver; Increased, the rat!k of the Christians lncreased 
as well because of sorne of the khassaklya who were 
protec t wg them. 155 --.. 

Herein Qala'~n's relgn lS described as more severe than that of al-Ashraf 

KhalIl when the power of the Chrlstians grew. On the other hand, it does , 
seem that the situatlon of the indigenous Christian populace during 

Qala'ün's relgn was far better than that whlch prevalled not rnany years 

1ater during' the third/reign of al-Malik a1{a~ir Mu~amrnàd ibn Qa1a'ün 

(710/1310-1311 - 741/1340-1341).156 From the Muslirn point of view, the 

Christians appeared ta be faring ~ulte we1l Lndeed, at 1east up unti1 

f,,"., 
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the end of the thirteenth century or ear1y fourteenth century at which 

time Ghâzl Un à-Wâsitl probab1y composed his tract in which he makes the 

point 

î 
'~ that the protected people, who, not beLng sub­

Jected to fear, have been a110wed to live 
free1y ln Egyptian and Syrian r~gions, sorne of, 
them unbe1levers betonging to the Jewish faith 
and others ta sects of the Christians, are 
worse unbe1ievers and more stlff-necked than 
those who wLe1d the sword and have kept their 
hold over Islam by oppressIon and tyranny.157 

Thus, a1though it does seem to be genera11y true that the Mam1ük period 
, 

as a who1e dld witnese a genera1 decline in the state of affairs of the 
~J>.a.:, ;J , ... 

li ~ 
Christian community, i,tl a1so appears that that dec1lne may have followed 

an uneven rather than a progressive, 1inear course. Now, therefore, it 

o 

is time to examine in detai1 the ~nformation given by the Arabic chron~le$ 

in this regard for the relgn of al-Malik a1-Mansür Qa1a'ün. 

The Po1itical Situ8\tion of the Indigenous Christian Community: 

An examination of both contemporary and 1ater Arablc chronicles 

has revea1ed re1atively 1itt1e information concernlng the native Christian 

population ln contrast to the great amount of information pertaining ta 

" C-foreign Christian powers, or for that matter, to any other subject with 

tQe exception of the Mongols. Since we have seen that the major concern 

of our chroniclers was to document the important po1itical and military 

'events of the day~8this very lack of information may in itse1f be regarded 

as an indication that the Christian cemmunity as a who1e p1aye~ no strong 
1 

polltica1 role • Such a hypothes ls is supported 'by the fact tha't the Arab 

\ 
'\ 

\ 

) 
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chronlclers show no overwhelming bias in reporting the matters concerning 

lndtgenous Christians which they did chopse ta record. 
,1< 
1 

These reports 

were made, for the most part, ln a most matter of fact m~nner, and as we 
)", 
have seen, sorne information appears only as it bccurs within the context 

of a story whose focus lies elsewhere. 159 
--

On the other hand three reports show indigenous Christians 

playing a polltlcal role. ln 679/1280-1281 the patriarch of Alexandria 

160 
was among the members of an embassy sent to the ByzAntine emperor. The 

treaty concluded between Qala'ün and the emperor was signed in the followlng 

-__ ~ear in the presence of the patriarch of Alexandria. 161 
7-

Though n'Ot 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 lmpress the emperor and to fac il ita te the negot~a t ~ons and for-

malities of this treaty wlth a foreign Christian power. That.hls possi-

bilities of exercising any real polltleal influence were limlted, however, 

" is demonstrated by what we'know of his role in the selection of the metro-

pOll,tans who were. sent to Ethiop la to head the Church there .il, It was only 

with the sultan's permission that the process of selection rûJht be under-

t taken ~nd only wlth his approval of the person chosen .that a ~ew metro-

politan mlght ft~ly be dlspatched.
162 

~~~ 
of his community ~thin the empi.re ls not 

The patriarch's role as the leader 
1", 

-
discussed by oLir sources at~all, 

however. 

Secondly, the treaty concluded with Genoa was signed in the ' 

presence of blshops (a!-asiqifa) and monks (al-~ahban).163 Both i.ncidents 

a 
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~ndicat that the Christian clergy at tllJs time still enjoyed a certain 
1 1 

status and Playe~\ a useful, part in effecting Qalâ'ü~'s policies espe-

clally in regard ~o his foreign Christian allies. Such a role, how~ver, 
,1 

does not necessar ~ly imply that the clergy exerc ised pol itical power or 

: 

influence either i~ the formulation of these policies toward foreign 

power~ or in regard to their own community within the empire altrrough it 

is possi.ble that they received certa'in favors in recompense for their 

sery ices on such OCCqS i.ons. 

Thirdly, we learn that a certain Hibbat Allâh who was a Copt 

. 164 
(al-9ib~i al-Na~araniI) held the posit LOn of mustawH of Egypt or ac-

\ 
. 165 

cord {ng ta another h ts tor lan, mus taw.H al-suhba. Accord Lng ta 
1 

\ 

Gaud,froy-nemombyne' s\ descr iptLon of this 

al:Qa\lQaShandT,. t~e m~stawfT a1-suhba was \ .-.-

position whtch is based'on 
... 

the second deput. t'hEf waz!r. 
.. 

Son auto ité s' ~tend sur tout 
c-omnre Su 
sur les els le sultan a ose ue 
ces d~crets SOlent relatifs ~ l'adminlstratlon du pays, 
ou que ce soient des concess~ons de faveurs ou des 
ordres .de service pour des affaires petites o~ grandes. 
Le bureau Ide ce fonctionnaire serait, selon Qalq. lé 
tius c.onsfdérablè des bure.aux de finances; c'est lui 
gui enregistre les décisions du !ultan en matière de 
dotatlons et de décrets (tawaqiC et maraslm). Les 
autres bureaux de finances ne sont qu'une branche de 166 
cel u i - l ~ , etc' est à lui g u ' ab 0 u t l t 1 eu r C 0 mp t a b i lt té. 

This then, was a pos t of SOrne import. In a1. -YünTnI' s words he was the 

pivot (al-madar) of the dIwans and the wazTr ~s guidei by him in the 

f ff
' 167 

rest a a alrs. When Hibbat lilHih died, Qala'ün saw fit to appoint his 

168 
son to f Ulc the pos t. 

Although it i9 evident that Christians like Hibbat A1Uih did 

, , 

f. , 

" 

1. 
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fil1 official positions, even very high positions. in the government 
(' 

during Qal~'nn'; reign, whatever political influence or stature they 
1 
1 

might have been abl'e to acqune was, probably partially offset by the 

intermittent ~smissals of Christians a~d other minority groups from 

these positions. Dismissals of officiaIs occurred twice during 

Qali'Gn's reign·-in 678/l279-t286 and Ln 689~1290. Ibn al-Fur~t records 

that in 678/1279-1280 Qalâ'Gn became irritated with the Christians, 
t 

169 
"especially the Christian scribes of the dlw~n al-l'aysh. He dismissed 

tfie kuttab a1-juyGsh and ordered that they be replaced by Muslims. He 
D 

170 ~ 
also appointed the QagI AmIn al-Din. the shahid of the ~andüq al~nafaqa~ 

ta the secretariat of the army (kltâbat al-jaysh) 'in place of al-Ascad 

IbrahIm, the Christian.
17l 

It Ls perhaps worthy of note that the sultan! 

dlrected his attention to the kuttab al-juyüsh in particular. The ~ 

al-jaysh in which they we~e employed w~s, according to Rabie (citing 

al-Nuwayrl) "the only dIwan to deal with the registration, evaluation, 

and canferment of the .1.9,.tâcs. ,,172 
• 1 

It seems that thls dIwan an~ therefore 

those who were employed therein had become especiall~, important since ac-
" 

cording ta Rabie, "as time went on the dIw~n al-jaysh gained complete in-
jU 6 

dependence.,,173 which may explain in part the sultan's actions ln regard 

to the Christia~ employees. Apparently he wished this important diwan' to 

be in the hands of Muslims rather than in the hands of thoae who were in 
\ 

l , \ \ 
theory sec9nd-class citizens. On th1 other hand he seems to have done \, 

nothing about the fact that a chrisJian filled the high P~&ition of mustawf! \ 

of Egypt and indeed èncouraged this situation by appointi9g his son as 

~ccessor to the post • 

• 
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,.., 
It is also recorded that on that very same day on which he dismissed 

" 

the Christian scribes employed in the dIwan al-ïaysh, the monastery 

-_. ' 174 
called dayr al-khandaq was destroyed by order of the sultan. One 

may surmise that these actions, taken early in his re~n, were intended 

to gain the support of the Muslim population, especially the culama', 

in arder to ;trengthen his rule. 175 

\ 

In 689/1290-a letter was received in Sytia'containing orders 
( 

" 

from the sultan that no Christians or Jews should'~e eroployed ln the .. 
dlwans.

176
"" It ls poss ible that h~s arder was never fully executed, for 

though most reports give the impression th~t the Christian and Jewisb 

employees were, indeed, dismissed, one is Ieft in doubt by the ~ct 

that al-YünInï conciudes his account of the incident stating that "no 

action was taken on the order," ("fa-Iam yuriii--L.u bihi) .177 

. 
In any case, in the instances related, none of the order, for 

dismissals of Christian officials were followed through in a definitive 

way. Not only did Qala'ün appoint Hibbat AIIah's son to succeed him 

just three years after the first decree was issued concernlng the 

dismlssal of Christian employees, but as we have just remarked, it i9 not 

certain that simLlar orders issued in 689/1290 were ever carried out. 

Further, the orders did not always apply uniformly 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 Ch~istians and Jews, the unc~rtalnty and instability of their 

" 

~J 

1 
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employment probably affected i~ a negative way the possibilitles for 

acquiring any high degree of po1itical power, whether individual1y 

or in terms of their community as a whole. 

One other measure--perhaps of aJ even more serious nature 

sinee it clearly Lnfringed on personal religious freedom and was ex-

d · .., . 178 k . h" d traor lnary ln ltS lmposltlon --was ta en agalnst C rLstlans urlng 

Qala'ün's reign. Once again the provocation is not indicated, but it 

seems that the measure may have been intended to e~ter ta those who 

found the employment of ahl al-dhimma in administrative positions of-

fensive thi1e retatning in those positions those who had acquired 

expertise ln the field, namely, dhimmTs and perhaps especially 

Christians. In 680/1281-1282 a decree was issued by the sultan offering , 
- 179 \ 

ah1 al-dhimma among the mustawfïs and employees of the diwans the 

choice of either embracing Islam or being put to death. When a group 

of Christians and Samaritans among the mustawfTs tind employees gathered 

and the choice was presented ta them, they refuse& conversion whereupon 

they were taken ou~ to the STIq a1-Khayl autside Damascus
180 

where the 

ga1lows were made ready and the rope was fastened arQund their necks. 

At that they immediately embraced Islam and were brought before a ]udge 

. D . h h ffi d h' . un Ln amascus ln W ose presence t ey arme t eLr conv rSlon. Not 

long after, however, in that same year as a matter of act, the ah1 a1-
, 

kltâb who had been converted by force to Islam sought a legal opinion 

concerning thelr case. A council was convened and the Qa~t Jamal Al-dtn 

a1-Mallkl was ordered to hear their case and make a ru11ng in accordance 
- 1 '_,1 

\ 

• 

Il 
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i -

~-,1"P#" 
w l th h is madhhab. The de fenden ts were :~ff~n summaned'. A group of Mus Ums 

witnessed ln thelr behalf that they ~d, lndeed, been converted by force. 
, . '-~rfy 

The resu 1 t \.Jas tha t mas t return.~ to the ir former re 11 g ion and the ~182 . , , 

183 ,~ .. ~ 
was relmposed upon them. $Slnce the ~ was imposed on a11 ahl al-

, ' 
dhimrria~ its re-imposition should not be seen as a special punishment for 

Chrlstlans in this case. Once aga in, as we have seen, the measure was 

of short duratlon, yet must have been a cause for anXlety among the 

Chrlstlan populatlon, though it was dlrected only agalnst a certain cate-

gory of the co~nunlty. On the other hand the Christians were not alone 

to suifer in thlS instfnce. In any case lt was an unusually harsh re-

minder of the place of mlnoritl€S wlthln the social order. Thus lt seems 

that whl1e the Chrlstians were, indeed, employed ln governmental posts, 
/ 

/ 

often at hlgh levels, posts ~hich may have offered sorne posstbllity for 

acquereng polet,eal enflue;'e, it does not seem that sueh gaen was looked 

upon with favor by same se~ments of the Musllm populatlon. 

Several questlons are raised by our examln~tlon of the foregoing 

incldents. First of al l, though it was in each case the sultan who lssued 
f 

the orders, his serLOusness of intent, lndeed, his personal desire that 

such orders be strlctly enforced in regard to the minority communities, 

LS caïled lnto question by the fact that he 
1 

enthuSlastLc in assuring their applicatlon. 

seems to ha~been qu~te un­

Furtherrnore, as we have seen, 

lt was only a very few years after his first decree prohibiting ernployment 

of dhimmls in the diwans that Qala'ün himself appointed al-Ascad Ibrah1m 

son of Hibbat Allah the Coptic rnustawf1, to replace his father when tne 
• 

\, 

; -
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la t ter d ied ~84 These ind iea tians perhaps confirm the assertion of severdl 

modern hLstorians that it was not sa mueh the Mamlük government as the 

c 
ulama' who urged such ae t ions. 

1.85 
The e hron ie les, however, offer no con-

clusLve eVLdence for the role of the culama'. In fact, we saw earlier that 

both- ,1-YünInI and Ibn KathIt; whanwe may consider to be culama', were ap-

pfeeiative of the Christian mustawfI Hibbat Allah and his good qualities as 

11 d . . 1~6 h --~k l a person. as we as an a mLn LS tra tor. T us one cannot ma~~ genera 

. c_ 
statements concerning the attLtudes of tlu 11lama', ,eLther. 

A second questLon concerns the motives for .the measures taken Ln 

the n1me of the government. Did the government, in fact, consider the 

local ChristLan'~opulation to be an enemy eiement, a "fLfth eolumn" sa to 

speak, by associatLng that ~mmunity with thelr foreLgn Christian co-re- , 

lLgionLsts who were, indeed, lI1Volved in activities hostde ta the Mamlük 

empire such as the Crusades and the format Lon of al1Lances wLth the Mongols 

and th en reta1iate with the measures described above. 1~7 EarlLer we saw 

that the explanatLon most often gLven for the dec1Lne of the Christian 

community: during the Mamlük perLod was the effect of the Crusades Ln pro-

vokLng retaltatory measures upon the eommunity which was sllspeeted of eol-

188 
laboration with the enemy. Yet, the orders ~hich were issued initiatlng 

aetLon detrLmental to Christians most o(ten refer not to Christians in par-

t icular, but to ahl al-dhimma or ahl al-kLtab. Thus, it does not appear 

that these orders were Ln any way dtrectly connected with the faet of the 

Crusades. In the sphere of foreign policy, moreover, the Mamlüks did 

distinguish b~tween one Christian power and another, i.e. those whic~ were 

friendly and those whieh 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 ta condemn the allies of 

elther Crusaders or Mongols and have even stated explicitly those speci-

fle actlons which brought retaliation against them from the Muslim side. 

It is perhaps significant, therefore, that on no occasion are actions of 

local Cnrlstlans ln thLs regard indieated,as the cause for repressive 

measures taken against them. If one does make ~link between the fact 

of the Crusades or the fact that sorne Christian powers allied themselves 

with the Mongols and the repressive measures instituted against C~ristLans 

(among others) from time ta time, s~eh a connection lS necessarily speeu-

lative and is ~ot Dupported by t~e information'found in either the contem-

por 1; f or la ter Arab ic chron ic lel:!. Furthermore, i t should be rema'rked 

that the real "time of ttoubles" for the Christian population appears to 

have come at a sltghtly later perLOd. Thus, the demise of the IChristian • 
communlty cannat be attributed to these factors and it must be concluded 

1 
1 

that the Mamlük government did dfstingulsh between various groups of 

Christians. 

The Economie Situation of the Indigenous Christian Community: 

Although such politlca1 power as Chrlstian functionaries were 

able to obtain rested on a shaky founda~lon as a result of their theoretical 

legal position as ahl'al-dhimma within the community as weil as the inter-

ruptions in emp loyment WhlCh they exper iented from t ime ta Ume, it is 

Iposslble to eoneelve that these officiels were able, nevertheless, ta aequire 
, 

sorne degree of economic power, especially sinee we know that a sizeable 
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number seem to have been employed ln the financial structure of the 

ln the dIwan al-jaysh or ln the staff of the ~~acs, 
1 

emp 1 re (i. e . , 

188
a 

etc), though our chronlcles never address themselves ~pecifically 

~o thlS questlon. Such an assertion seems to be conflrmed by the fact that the 

wealth of Copts ls one complaint of the Musllm pamphleteers such as Ghazi 

b l 1 - 189 
l n a -Wâs 1 ~ l . 

The treaty concluded wlth Aragon contains a clause which con-

cerns dhlmmls, an lndlcation that Chrlstlans were ~ertalnly also engaged 

in COmmerce. Tlas clause states that "whenever any Muslim, Christlan or 

dhimmi mer~hanis, who are subJects of.the sultan, dle wlthln the terrltory 

of the klng of Aragon or that of hlS brother, the klng should not mdke 

obstacles ln regard to thelr possesslons or merchandlse, but should 

lnsure that they be transported to the sultan's terrltory ln order that he 

mlght do wtth them as he chooses,,,l90 an indication that Christian merchants 

had opportunltles to acqutre wea1th to an extent that the sultan found lt 

worthwhtle to provtde for lts return to him shoulê the merchant die. 
( 

Moreover, no mention l8 made anywhere in our sources of any sort of re-

strolctlve measures belng placed upon merchants belonglng to the minorlty 

relLglons. 

The Soclal Situation of the Indigenous Christian populatlon: 

Desplte the statement made in both al-Maqrlzl and al-CAynl to 

which we have already referred several tlmes, that Christians had reached 
" ""r~ 

their lowest state liun.ng Qala"ûrf.rs '~eign when even the greatest a;oq.g 

them rode donkeys, wore the zunnar at their waist, did not dare speak 
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191 
to a Muslim while he was mounted, etc., a11 of which thlngs did not 

d h b d f 1 1 192 h 'd" h k excee t e oun s 0 Mus im aw, t ere are ln lcatlons t at ran an 

file members of the communlty were not treated wlth undue harshness or 
. 

severlty at thls tLme. For example, although Lt Ls clear tha~'~hrtstLans 

had to pay the ~ prescrlbed by law, an additional burdensome tax, 

193 
fLrst lmposed durlng the relgn of al-Malik al-~ahir Baybars, was abolished. 

Iwo other lncldents Lnvolvlng individual Christians recorded by 
~ .. '! 

our chronlclers reveal no unusual blas ln thelr régard. In 684/1285-1286 

Ibn cAbd al-?ahlr reports that a Jew and a Christian were discovered ta 

be the accompllces of a Muslim member of the 9~ of Damascus, Shihab 

al-Dln lbn Dubaysl, who was engaged ln forglng the signature of the sultan 

on certaln royal documents. As we have seen, the sultan's flr~t reaction 
) 

to the report was that the tongue.of the Muslim should be Cut off and that 

he should be publLcly dlsgraced, whlle the punishment of the Chrlstian and 
1 

Jew should be tasmlr. In the end, however, the sultan followed the 

counsel of the fugdha' who recommended that aIL three be punished and im-

. dl" 1 194 prlsone , seemlog y ln a Slml ar manner. It seems that ln the fLnal 
'\ 

analysls the rellglons of the three who were lnvolved, do not seem to have 

been the prlmary conslderatlon in assigning punishment. 

Finally, in 687/1288-1289 Badr lbn al-Qasls al-Nafls, a Coptic 

Christian was arrested during Ramadan while drinklng wine in the company 

of a beautiful Muslim Woman. The Christian was naturally punLshed for 

~inking wine durlng Rama9an was illegal while the Muslim woman was 

195 
punished as well by having her nose amputated . 

" 
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• Though two later Arabie chronicles, those of al-Maqr!z! and 

c 
al- Ayn!, both indicate that the state of the Christian population had 

reached its lowest rpoint during Qalâ'ün's reign, there is nothing in 

the contemporary sources to confirm 5uch a view. The social status of 

1 the community seems to have been inferior to be sure, but not 50 low 
, 

that the Christian communi~y had become desperate. 
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'\ of fanatlc Uiamas and others whose hot words lncited dormant power to 
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(Perlmann, BSOAS, X (1940-1942), al-Nawawl (Goldzlher, Revue des' 
études juives, XXVIII, 75), Ibn Naqqash (published Dy BelLn in Journal 
A§ latlque, 1851), 431 as cited by Gottheil, Zeitschrift fUr 
Assynologle, 1912, 203), and Al;mad ibn al-I;lusayn al-Mâlikl (See Gotthei.l, 
Zeltschrift fUr Assyriologle, 1912, 203-214) may be cited here in this 
regard. • 
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apparent that these ~r"estrictions were lmposed from the earliest times. 

193. SUBra, 49. 
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i CONCLUSIONS 

J 
The evidence of the contemporary Arabie chronicles, both 

historiographical and substantive, leads to the conclusion that Muslim-

; 

Christian relations during the reign of Qala'ün were neither particularly 

salutary nor particularly oppressive. Relations with ioreign Christian 

powers were determined at high levels of government and depended upon .. 
the polit 1-ca 1 and mLll.tary rather than upon the rélig LOUS cons l.dera t ibns 

r of each party. Perhaps thé most radical example of sueh a Vl.ew LS the 

Nubian c'ampaigns. Though the Nubian kingdoms were Christian, one has 

the dlstinct impressu,)O that had the king paid the tribute, no expedition 

would have been undertaken ~gainst his land. The attitude of the ehroniclers 
~ 

1 
conf ~s sueh a view. The)l.\ have l ittle to say in regard to fr iendly 

,..;t~1 

Chr1-stl.an powers while enemies are condemned, and even then, religion is 

mentioned on1y as it setves ta bring additional b1ame upon the enemy . ... 

Although q~llgion is a factor implicI.t Ln the Crusades and wh1-eh certainly 

facilitated the formation of both realized and proJeeted alliances between 

the CHristians and the Mongols, it is evident that the Mamlùk state would 

have reacted in a simllar manner to flny foreign invasion regardless of the 

rélLgl.on of that enemy. That religion was not a primary factor in the 

formulation of pol icy is supported by the fact that the manner in which 

the government of the Mamlùks reacted against the pqlitical and military 

• enemy was not carrie~ over to the Christian element of the population within 

the Mamlük emp ire. Thus, one must conclude that Mamlük relations with 

" 
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foreign Christian powers were, in fact, normal, that is, neither distorted 

by nor revolving around religious factors. 

As for the Chrlstian population living withlll the' Mamlûk empire, 

the sources do not support the Vlew found stated in many modern studies 

that the entlre Mamlûk period was one of disaster' throughout for the 

\ 
Christian communlty. We must revise our views to recognize the fact that 

such claims are-clearly based on reports concerning a slightly later 

c 
period as weIl as on the later sources such as al·Maqrïzl and al- Ayni 

which indicate, as we have seen, that during Qala'ûn's reign Christians 

had reached thetr !owest degree of humility. Nothing in the contemporary 
>1 

sources eXlsts to indicate that Qala'ûn's reign witnessed an abnormal 

state of affairs. ln the context of Muslim society, 
~ 

ln pa~ticular, and 

medleval society, in general, the situation at thLs tLme was normal. 

Though it LS true that Chrlstlans bore the burden of restrictions imposed 

upon a subJect people (restrictions of dress, personal relations,with Muslims, 

transportatlon, the payment of a poll-tax, etc.), there is no evidence for 

mass persecutirnt. At the most, Christian officials of ~he government bore 

the brunt of whatever anti-Christian sentiment (if it can" indeed, be 

labelled anti-Chrlstian since other minoritLes were lnvolved as well), 

existed. There is no evidence to suggest that the Christian population 

as a whole ,3uffered in any extraordinary way. The very lac~ of "comment 

in' the Arabie chronicl,es confirms the probabilüy that the situation w.as 

one of r€lative'stabLlity. 
" \ 

\ 
Similarly there ia no direct e~idence in the chronicies to ,support 

the assertion that the indigenous Christia~s were considered as belonging 
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to the same race as the foreign Christian enemy. It seems that just 

as the Mamlük government distLnguished between ally ~nd ~n~my, basing 

Us dlstlnctlon on politi.cal 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 examlned is there to be found an explLcit 

statement ltnking the dismissals and forced converslon~ to the actLons ,p 

of forelgn' Christian powers. Rather, such repressi.ve measures, whel1 

Lmposed, seem ta have been inLtiated ta humor the relLglous element 

• 
of thelMusllm pq.pulation, L.e., perhaps a certain segment of the ~ulami:P. 

,~~·r~~ 1J 

Perhaps the greatest value of our examination of the Arablc 

chronicles then is ta have Lndicated that within Musllm soci~t~ Ltself 

• there eXlsted a variety of opinion. On the other hand, it lS evident 

that the chronLcles do not tell all. Other kinds of sources iust be 

examLned in conJunction wlth the chronicles if we are to verify our 

hypothesis that a varlet y of opinion did exist at this time~ for example, 

that unltke the ruling Mamlük class, the culama', may have viewed the 

, situation in a very different light, one where religious factors did 

play a prominent role. 

• 
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