30JI0TOOPABIHCKOE OBO3PEHME

GOLDEN HORDE REVIEW

ISSN 2313-6197 (Online)
ISSN 2308-152X (Print)

HayuHbIn xypHan

YYPEOUTENb:

['BY «MHCTUTYT ncTOpUM UMEHU
LUurabyTamHa MapmxaHu
Axagemum Hayk
Pecnybnnku TatapcTaH»

LleHTp nccnegosanuin uctopum 3onotoin Oppabl
uM. M.A.YcmaHoBa

JKypHan ocHoBaH B anpene 2013 1.

CaupetenscTso o peructpauun CMU
M Ne ®C77-54682 ot 9 mions 2013 .
BblAaHo PockoMHaza3opom

BbixoauT 4 pasa B rog

naBHbIN pepakTop:

W.M. Mupranees, K.M.H.,
pykoBoauTens LieHTpa nccnenosaqui
nctopuu 3onotoit Opabl um. M.A. YcmaHosa
WHcTuTyTa uctopum um. L. Mappxann AH PT
(KasaHb, Poccuitckas Pepepaums)

Pepakrop aHrMMMCKUX TEKCTOB:
Poman Xaytana, Ph.D. (uctopus), ctaplumit

Hay4HbI COTPYAHUK MHCTUTYTa MCTOpMM UM, LU,

Mapmxanu AH PT; uccnegoarens, uctopude-
CKOE OTAeneHne ryMaHUTapHoro dakynbTeTa
Yuuepcuteta Oyny (Oyny, OuHnsHams)

Academic Journal

FOUNDER:

State Budgetary Institution «Shigabutdin
Marjani Institute of History of
Academy of Sciences
of the Republic of Tatarstan»

Usmanov Center for Research
on the Golden Horde History

Journal was founded in April 2013

Certificate of registration in the mass media
[ Ne ®C77-54682 given by Roskomnadzor
on 9 July 2013

Published 4 times a year

Editor in chief:

L.M. Mirgaleev, Cand. Sci. (History),

Head of the Usmanov Center for Research on
the Golden Horde History, Sh.Marjani Institute
of History, Academy of Sciences of the Republic
of Tatarstan (Kazan, Russian Federation)

English texts editor:

Roman Hautala, Ph.D. (History), Senior
Research Fellow, Sh.Marjani Institute of History
of AS RT;researcher, Historical branch at the
Faculty of Humanities, University of Oulu
(Oulu, Finland)

E-mail: zolotayaorda.centr@mail.ru
http://goldhorde.ru

© I'BY «MHcTuTyT nctopum um. L. Mapaxaru Akapemum Hayk Pecnybnnku TatapcTay, 2014
© LlenTp nccneposanuit uctopun 3onotoi Opabl uM. M.A. Yemarosa, 2014

© «3onoToopabiHckoe 0603peHuey, 2014

XKypHan BkntoueH B Poccuiickuii MHgeke HayyuHoro untuposanus (PUHLL).
The journal is included in the Russian Science Citation Index Database.



PepaKuWOHHbIN COBeT:

P.C. XakumoB, a.1.H., gupektop WHctutyTa uctopum um. L. Mapmxann AH PT, Buue-npesugeHT AH PT, aka-
nemuk AH PT, npeacenatens pefakuuonHoro coBeta (KasaHb, Poccuitckas denepaums)

B.B. TpenaBnos, A.1.H., [MaBHbIN Hay4HbI COTPYAHUK MHCTUTYTa poccuiickor uctopun PAH, pykosoauTens
LleHTpa nctopum Hapogos Poccim 1 MexaTHUYeCKux oTHoLLeHuit (Mocksa, Poccuiickas ®eaepaums)

W.B. 3aiueB, 4.1.H., BeQyLLui Hay4HbIA COTPYAHUK HCTUTYTa poccuitckoit uctopim PAH 1 MHcTuTyTa BOCTOKO-
BepeHns PAH (Mockea, Poccuiickas ®eaepaums)

3.T". CaiicheTAMHOBA, K.1.H., CTAPLUNIA HAY4HBI COTPYAHUK HCTUTYTa ncTopum um. L. Mapmxanm AH PT,
cekpeTapb pefakLuoHHoro coBeTa (KasaHb, Poccuiickas deaepauus)

PepakuuoHHas konnerus:

1.B. Konopsenuuk, Ph.D. (uctopusi), npodeccop, avpekTop VHCTUTYTa ncTopun Bapluasckoro yHuBepeuTeTa
(Bapuwuaga, Monblua)

Xanun Unangxuk, Ph.D. (ctopus), npoceccop yHuBepcuteTa bunkeHT (AHkapa, Typuus)

C.I". KnAwTopHbI, K.1.H., Ipodeccop, 3aBemytoLLuii CEKTOPOM TIOPKONOrM 1 MoHronmcTukm CankT-TeTepbyprekoro
¢punmnana WHctutyTa BocTokoBeaenust PAH (CankT-Metepbypr, Poccuiickas ®epepaums)

Poman XayTtana, Ph.D. (ucTopws), cTapLunii Hay4HbIl COTPYAHUK VIHCTUTYTa ncTopum um. L. Mapmxanm AH
PT;uccnenoBatent CTOPUYECKOTO OTAENEHUS FyMaHUTapHOro dakynbTeTa Yhusepcuteta Oyny (Oyny, OuH-
nAHams)

Mxyaut Konbac, Ph.D., npocbeccop, uneH WHcTutyTa Hymmnamatukv LieHtpansHoin Asun KemBpumxckoro
yHuBepcuteTa (Kembpumx, Benukobputanus)

A.Jl. NMoHomapes, A.1.H., BeyLWin Hay4HbI COTPYOHUK kadeapbl uctopuu CpeaHux BEKOB UCTOPUYECKOTO
thakynbTeTa MoCKOBCKOrO rocyapcTBeHHoro yHusepcuteTta uM. M.B. JlomoHocosa (Mocksa, Poccuiickas
®epnepanys)

WwreaH Bawapwu, Ph.D. (nctopus), npocheccop YHusepcuteta um. JlopaHaa Oteewa (byaanewr, BeHrpus)
M.I". KpamapoBckuit, 1.1.H., BeoyLLuin HayuHbil cotpyaHuk Otaena Boctoka MocypapcTeHHoro ApMutaxa,
KypaTop LieHTpanbHo-asuatckux konnekumin (CaHkt-MNetepbypr, Poccuiickas ®enepaums)

A.A. lopckun, 1.1.H., npocheccop uctopuyeckoro hakynbteta MOCKOBCKOrO rocyapCTBEHHOTO YHUBEPCUTETA
um. M.B. lomoHoCOBa, BeAyLUMIA HAyYHBIA COTPYAHWK MHCTUTYTa poccuitckoit uctopun PAH (Mocksa, Poccuit-
ckast ®epepauys)

Mapus UBaHuy, Ph.D. (uctopus), pykoBoauTenb kadeapbl anTaucTikM 1 TOPKONOTMYECKON UccneaoBaTenb-
ckow rpynnbl Akafemum Hayk BeHrpun, YrueepcuteT Cerena (Ceren, Benrpus)

.M. UcxakoB, A.1.H., rMaBHbIit HaY4HbIiA COTPYAHUK VHCTUTYTa ncTopum um. L. Mapmkanu AH PT (KasaHb,
Poccuiickas ®epepaums)

B.H. HacTuy, k.u.H., 3aBefyioLLmit OTAENOM NMUCbMEHHBIX MCTOYHMKOB WHCTUTYTa BocTokoBeaeHus PAH (Mock-
Ba, Poccuiickas Peaepaums)

P.10. Nouyekaes, k.10.H., AOLEHT topuanyeckoro akynbTeta CaHkT-MeTepbyprekoro dnnmuana HauuoHanbHoro
1ccrnefoBaTENbCKOro yHuBepcuTeTa «Bbicluast Lwkona akoHoMukny (CaHkT-Metepbypr, Poccuiickas ®eaepauius)
K.3. YckeH6an, k.u.H., 3aBeAytoLMiA OTAENOM APEeBHeN 1 CpeHEBEKOBON NCTopuM KasaxcTaHa u conpeaenbHbIx
cTpaH VHcTuTyTa nctopum n atHonorum um. Y.4. Banuxarnosa KH MOH PK, (Anmarbl, KasaxcraH)

B.B. Yepkac, k.u.H., cTapLumit Hay4Hblil cOTpyaHUK HcTUTyTa nctopun Ykpandsl HAH Ykpautbl (Kues, Ykpau-
Ha)

Unbsac Kemanorny, Ph.D. (uctopus), SOLIEHT NCTOPUYECKOTO OTAENEHNS YHUBEPCUTETA UBSILLHBIX MCKYCCTB UM.
Mwumapa Curana (Ctambyn, Typuus)

I".B. Bnagumupos, Ph.D. (nctopus), rasHblit akcnepT MunmncTepcTaa kynbTypel Bonrapuu (Cocboust, Bonrapus)
Anekcangap Y3enau, Ph.D. (uctopusi), HayuHblii cOTpyaHUK ViHcTUTyTa netopum (Benrpag, Cepbus)

TexHuyeckuit pegakTop:
N.C. T'wnuaTynnuHa, nabopaHt VHcTuTyTa ncTopum um. L. Mapmxanm AH PT (KasaHb, Poccuiickas ®enepa-
L)

Appec pepakuum: 420014, r. KasaHb, Kpemnb, nogbess 5
Ten./chakc +7 (843) 292 84 82 (npuemHas), 292 00 19



Executive editors:

R.S. Khakimov, Dr. Sci. (History), Director, Sh.Marjani Institute of History, Academy of Sciences

of the Republic of Tatarstan (AS RT), Vice-president of AS RT, Academician of AS RT (Kazan, Russian
Federation)

V.V. Trepavlov, Dr. Sci. (History), Chief Research Fellow, Institute of Russian history, Russian Academy of
Sciences, Chief of the Center of History of the Peoples of Russia and Interethnic Relations (Moscow, Russian
Federation)

L.V. Zaytsev, Dr. Sci. (History), Leading Research Fellow, Institute of Russian History, Institute of Oriental
Studies, Russian Academy of Sciences (Moscow, Russian Federation)

E.G. Sayfetdinova, Cand. Sci. (History), Senior Research Fellow, Sh.Marjani Institute of History

of AS RT, secretary of the Executive Editorial Board (Kazan, Russian Federation)

Editorial board:

D.V. Kotodziejczyk, Ph.D. (History), Professor, Director of the Institute of History, University of Warsaw
(Warsaw, Poland)

Halil inalcik, Ph.D. (History), Professor, Bilkent University (Ankara, Turkey)

S.G. Klyashtorny, Cand. Sci. (History), Head of the Department of Turkic and Mongolian Studies, St. Petersburg
branch of the Institute of Oriental Studies, Russian Academy of Sciences, Professor (St. Petersburg, Russian
Federation)

Roman Hautala, Ph.D. (History), Senior Research Fellow, Sh.Marjani Institute of History of AS RT; Researcher,
Historical branch at the Faculty of Humanities, University of Oulu (Oulu, Finland)

Judith Kolbas, Ph.D., Professor, Member of the Central Asian Numismatic Institute, Cambridge University
(Cambridge, UK)

A.L. Ponomarev, Dr. Sci. (History), Leading Research Fellow, Department of Medieval Studies, Faculty of
History, Lomonosov Moscow State University (Moscow, Russian Federation)

Istvan Vasary, Ph.D. (History), Professor, E6tvds Lorand University (Budapest, Hungary)

M.G. Kramarovsky, Dr. Sci. (History), Leading Research Fellow, Oriental Department, State Hermitage
Museum, Curator of Central Asian Collection (St. Petersburg, Russian Federation)

A.A. Gorsky, Dr. Sci. (History), Professor, Faculty of History, Lomonosov Moscow State University, Leading
Research Fellow, Institute of Russian History, Russian Academy of Sciences (Moscow, Russian Federation)
Maria Ivanics, Ph.D. (History), Professor, Head of the Department of Altaic Studies and Turcological Research
Group of the Hungarian Academy of Sciences, University of Szeged (Szeged, Hungary)

D.M. Iskhakov, Dr. Sci. (History), Chief Research Fellow, Sh.Marjani Institute of History, Academy of Sciences of
the Republic of Tatarstan (Kazan, Russian Federation)

V.N. Nastich, Cand. Sci. (History), Head of the Department of Oriental Written Sources, Institute of Oriental
Studies, Russian Academy of Sciences (Moscow, Russian Federation)

R.Yu. Pochekaev, Cand. Sci. (Jurisprudence), Associate Professor, Law Faculty, St. Petersburg branch of the
National Research University «Higher School of Economicsy, (St. Petersburg, Russian Federation)

K.Z. Uskenbay, Cand. Sci. (History), Head of the Department of Ancient and Medieval History of Kazakhstan
and neighboring countries, Shogan Valikhanov Institute of History and Ethnology under the Scientific Committee
of the Ministry of Science and Education of the Republic of Kazakhstan (Almaty, Kazakhstan)

B.V. Cherkas, Cand. Sci. (History), Senior Research Fellow, Institute of History of Ukraine, National Academy of
Sciences of Ukraine (Kiev, Ukraine)

llyas Kemaloglu, Ph.D. (History), Associate Professor, Departman of history, Faculty of natural sciences and
literature, Mimar Sinan Fine Arts University (Istanbul, Turkey)

G.V. Vladimirov, Ph.D. (History), Chief Expert, Ministry of Culture of Bulgaria (Sofia, Bulgaria)

Aleksandar Uzelac, Ph.D. (History), Research Fellow, Institute of History (Belgrade, Serbia)

Technical editor:
L.S. Giniyatullina, Assistant, Sh.Marjani Institute of History of AS RT (Kazan, Russian Federation)

Editorial Office Address: 420014, Kazan, Kremlin, entrance 5
Tel./JFax (843) 292 84 82 (reception), 292 00 19



4 30JIOTOOPILIHCKOE OBO3PEHHUE. Ne 3(5). 2014

COAEP)KAHUE
Hyoaunkanun

Khakimov R.S. Zero Point of Historical Time ..........ccccceevveiiniiinienieeeieeieeee 6
Mirgaleev I.M. Kurultai of 1235: Question of Expansion

of the UIus 0f JOCKT ....ouiiiiiiiiieee e 22
Poman Xayraga. Spibik xana Y30eka ¢ppanunckaniam 3omoroid Opiisi

1314 rona: naTUHCKUMN TEKCT, pyCCKUI MEPEBO U KOMMEHTAPHUH .............. 31
Happiposa X.I'. Pa3BuTie rpalocTpOUTENbHON KyJIbTYPbI

Ka3aHCKOTO XAHCTBA (2) .vevvvieiiieiiieeiieeiieeieesieeeieesteesteesteeeteesbeeeaeeens 49
naumayk S1.B. OtHomenus mexay Benukum KusbkectBoM

JIutoBckum u Kazanckum XaHCTBOM (1506—1552) ....oovveivniieiieiieieeieae 80

Pochekaev R.Yu. Political Repressions in the Mongol Empire,
Golden Horde and Other Turkic-Mongol States, and

their Justifications (13th—16th €C.) ...ccccevviieeciiiiiecii e 103
Macaroaxenko JI.H. Tropko-MOHTOJIbCKUE TPAIULIUHI

B «TOCYIapCTBE KOUEBBIX Y30€KOB» XaHa AOY-T-XahPa ....ccvvvevevvenenennen. 121
SAxy6oBuy M.M. CranoBnenune Gpuinocodckoit MbICITH

B 30s10ToOpAbIHCKOM Kpbimy: [llapad an-KbIpBIMH .........cccoevvveveevenennnen. 139

Mamuasoray 0. « Vuoem an-axbap» u TIOpKCKHE

TOBECTBOBATC/IbHBIC UCTOYHUKU 30JI0TOOPABIHCKOI'O 1

[103/THE30JIOTOOPABIHCKOTO BPEMEHH ....eevvveenereeireenureenireanieeensaesnseesnseesnseens 153
Hcxaxos JI.M. 3010TOOpABIHCKAS STHOJIOTHUS TaTap:

1. Onu4ecknii 1 HICTOPUIECKUH «30JI0TOH TPOHY (CAITHIH TIXET) .......... 175
Jukka Korpela. Baptized and Not Baptized Nemcy

in the Muscovite Society of the 16th century ..........c.ccoooevieiieiiniiniens 191

Hacaenue

A0y bakp Kanannap. Kanangap-name. ['nasa 2. «BocxpaneHue u
OsarociioBeHre B OTHOIICHHH MyxamMManaa MyCTadb) .......cccvveveeevennns 207

Penensun

Caouros K.M. Peuensus Ha MoHOTpaduto b.A. MypaToBa «THOTCeHE3
OamKup: UCTOpUOTPadUs M COBPEMEHHBIE UCCICTOBAHIDY .....vveveeneeannenss 215

XpoHuka

Judith Kolbas. New Aspects on the Il Khans International Conference
in Ulaan Baatar, Mongolia, 21-23 May 2014 ........cccccceevvieievierirereeerenen. 228
Macmo:kenko JI.H., Tataypos C.®. II Bcepoccuiickast HayuHast KOH(epeHIns
«HMcTopusi, 5KOHOMHUKA U KYJIbTYpa CPETHEBEKOBBIX TIOPKO-TATaAPCKUX
rocyzaapcts 3anannoii Cubupu» (Kypran, 17-18 anpenst 2014 1)) ........... 237
Mupranees U.M. Mexnynaponnas Hay4Has KoH(epeHus « Tropko-Mycyb-
MaHCKUI MUP: HICHTUYHOCTb, HACIIEANE U MIEPCIEKTUBBI U3YIECHU»,
npuypodeHHas k 80-nmeTuro mpodeccopa M.A. YCMaHOBA ........ccecueeeneen. 243

TIPABHIIA [T ABTOPOB ...c.eeeuietieeientieuieeneeeseenteeteenteeneesneesseesseenseeseeneesneenseenseans 247
INStructions fOr QULNOTS .......vvvviiiiiiiiiieiee e e 249



GOLDEN HORDE REVIEW. Ne 3(5). 2014 5

CONTENTS
Publications
Khakimov R.S. Zero Point of Historical TIMe .........cooovvveiiiiiiiiiiiieeieiiieeiieeeeee 6
Mirgaleev I.M. Kurultai of 1235: Question of Expansion
Of the UTUS OF JOCKT ..viiiieiiiiiiiie e 22

Roman Hautala. Yarlyk of Uzbek Khan Granted to the Franciscans
of the Golden Horde in 1314: The Latin Text,

Russian Translation, and COMMENLALY ........ccccceevreecierieneerieenieeieseeseeeseenns 31
Nadyrova Kh.G. Development of Urban Planning Culture

in the Kazan Khanate (2) ......cccoceeeierienieieieeeeeeeee e 49
Pylypchuk Ya.V. Relations between the Grand Duchy of Lithuania

and Kazan Khanate (1500—1552) ......cccviiiieeiiecieecie e 80

Pochekaev R.Yu. Political Repressions in the Mongol Empire,
Golden Horde and Other Turkic-Mongol States,

and their Justifications (13th—16th CC.) ....coovvieviiiiiiciieeceeeee e, 103
Maslyuzhenko D.N. Turko-Mongol Traditions

in the “State of Nomadic Uzbeks” of Abu al-Khair Khan ......................... 121
Yakubovych M.M. Development of the Philosophical Thought in Crimea

during the Golden Horde Period: Sharaf al-Qrimi ........cccceceecereeieieniennnne. 139
Uli Schamiloglu. The Umdet ul-Ahbar and the Turkic Narrative Sources

for the Golden Horde and the Later Golden Horde ........c..ccccecveveiinennnne. 153
Iskhakov D.M. The Golden Horde Ethnology of Tatars:

1. The Epic and Historical “Golden Throne” (“Altyn Tokhet”)................. 175
Jukka Korpela. Baptized and Not Baptized Nemcy

in the Muscovite Society of the 16th century ............ccoocevveiieiiniinienens 191

Heritage

Abu Bakr Qalandar. Qalandar-name. Chapter 2.

“Praise and blessing upon Muhammad Mustafa” .........c.ccoceciveiiiennnnne 207

Reviews

Sabitov Zh.M. Review on the B.A. Muratov’s monograph “Ethnogenesis

of the Bashkirs: Historiography and Contemporary Research” ................. 215

Chronicle

Judith Kolbas. New Aspects on the Il Khans International Conference

in Ulaan Baatar, Mongolia, 21-23 May 2014 .........ccccceeeirierieireieenenenn 228

Maslyuzhenko D.N., Tataurov S.F. The Second National Research Conference
“History, Economics and Culture of the Medieval Turko-Tatar States
of Western Siberia” (Kurgan, 17-18 April 2014) ......cccoevieiiieieeeeen. 237
Mirgaleev I.M. International Research Conference
“The Turkic-Muslim World: Identity, Heritage and Perspectives of Study”
dedicated to the 80th anniversary of Professor M.A. Usmanov ................ 243

Instructions for authors (in RUSSIAN) ......ccccceevieviieiieiinieeeieeee e 247
Instructions for AULNOTS .......c.cccviiieiieiicii e 249



30JIOTOOPABIHCKOE OBO3PEHHME. Ne 3(5). 2014 103

VIIK 97(470)

POLITICAL REPRESSIONS IN THE MONGOL EMPIRE,
GOLDEN HORDE AND OTHER TURKIC-MONGOL STATES,
AND THEIR JUSTIFICATIONS (13™-16"™ cc.)!

R.Yu. Pochekaev
(National Research University Higher School of Economics,
St. Petersburg)

In this article the author analyses the cases of political repressions in the
Mongol Empire, Golden Horde and other Turkic-Mongol states of the 13™-16™"
centuries. Author investigates different types of repressions: against rivals during
the struggle for the throne, officials who incurred the anger of monarchs,
rebellious cities and their citizens.

So, the political rivals often justified their right to the throne referring to the
Great Yasa of Chinggis Khan, and hence, the punishment of the vanquished rivals
usually was based as well on the Chinggis Khan’s principles of the “Law and
Order”: ambiguity of these principles (since the Great Yasa, as it seems, was not a
written code of laws but only a system of rules and principles proclaimed by
Chinggis Khan or his successors, who attributed them to him) allowed the
winners to avenge their rivals following the formal legal norms. Thus, the charge
of violation of the Great Yasa was a universal one allowing to solve the problem
of of getting rid of a dangerous rival.

The punishment of disgraced officials was justified by other arguments that
differed from charges of rebellion of the Chinggisid family members. But
Chinggisid rulers also used some “standard” accusations such as treason, support
of usurpers, bribery. Since in most cases such acts also contradicted to the
principles of the Great Yasa (as they were interpreted by the Chinggisids), the
formula “put to yasa” was frequently used in verdicts on such cases.

At last, we can also include the destruction of the resisting and insurgent
cities in terms of political repressions. Reprisals against foreign cities that resisted
the Mongol conquerors, was an integral part of the military strategy of terror
facilitating the voluntary surrender of the following cities. In this case, the
Chinggisids did not need any legal basis for the slaughter and destruction.
However, in case of the rebellion of their own cities against the legitimate
monarch, the latter, dealing with them accordingly, always represented his actions
as the restoration of law and order.

So, despite the fact that in most of such cases repressions were result of
personal decision of the monarch, or revenge, or coup d’etat, etc., we can make

' This article was originally presented at the International Conference “History
of Mass Violence in Russia and China” (Helsinki, May 17—18, 2012) and then it has
been substantially revised and supplemented.
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sure that almost all of such repressions (with rare exceptions) were presented only
as a punishment of criminals, traitors, bribe-takers and so on.

Keywords: Mongol Empire, Golden Horde, Ilkhanate, Chinggisid states, po-
litical repressions, judicial proceeding, parricide, rebellion, bribery.

The cruelty of the Mongol conquerors against civilians of the
conquered states is well-known. As well as facts of the “reprisals against
winners” (using the term of Lev Gumilev) during the struggle for power
between different branches of the Chinggisid family and clans, which
supported them. Researches often analyzed the reasons of such reprisals
(single and mass) against aristocracy and common people, circumstances
of their execution and even burial. But legal aspects of this subject —
particularly, the legal interpretation of such repressions against certain
person, group of people or even whole city — have been less studied.
Meanwhile, the most of such repressions had legal interpretations and we
intend to examine the ways of such interpretation justifying the Turkic-
Mongol rulers’ repressions against their enemies.

Firstly we should say that there are not a lot of examples of ruling elite
representatives’ punishment without accusation and trial, and initiators of
such punishments are presented in historiography as usurpers or unjust
monarchs, which later were blamed by own subjects, descendants and
historians [see in details: 35, p. 76—79]. For instance, in 1290s, Nogay, the
beklari-bek (prime-minister) and, in fact, real ruler of the Golden Horde,
made legitimate khan Toqta (1291-1312) to execute a number of nobles,
and it was done secretly, without trial — later, it was Nogay, and not Toqta,
who was recognized as the initiator of this massacre and who, in his turn,
was defeated and killed by his protégé [39, p. 157-158]. In 1357, Berdibek,
legitimate khan of the Golden Horde (1357-1359), executed 12 of his
relatives — rivals for the throne (in medieval Russian chronicles they all
named as his brothers) — and subsequently was also negatively charac-
terized in historiography as a patricide [22, p. 229; 24, p. 129; 45, p. 108].
Similarly, the massacre of the Golden Horde aristocracy by false khan
Kildibek (1361-1362) in 1361 was explained by the fear of this impostor
that these nobles knew the real Kildibek and could denounce him [24,
p. 129]. Esen Oirat leader, who in 1452 killed the legitimate pretender on
the Mongol throne as well as 44 of his sayyids (ministers) and 66
commanders, was a usurper as he proclaimed himself a khan but was not a
descendant of Chinggis Khan [32, p. 265]. We found only one example of
punishment without trial by ruler who was positively characterized by
historians: in 1295, the Persian ilkhan Gazan (1291-1304) ordered to
execute his relative, dethroned ilkhan Baidu (1295) and a group of his
supporters. Formally, ilkhan broke the rule of Chinggis Khan, which
prescribed that his descendants should be judged only by own family court.
But Baidu himself was a usurper who foully killed the legitimate ilkhan
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Geikhatu (1291-1295), predecessor of Ghazan, and, thus, lost his right for
court of the Chinggisids [38, p. 609-610]>.

In other cases of repressions against political rivals and even of
actions for frightening of conquered peoples, the Turkic-Mongol rulers
usually found legal interpretations for their actions. We would like to ex-
amine some kinds of repressions in the Turkic-Mongol states of the 13"
16" centuries and characterize some examples of such interpretations,
which were used by rulers to demonstrate that their repressions were, in
fact, legal measures against criminals.

At first, let as examine the examples of repressions against political
rivals and their supporters during the struggle for throne.

One of the first examples of political repressions in the Mongol
Empire became, obviously, the execution by khan Guyuk (1246—1248) of
his great-father Temuge-otchigin in 1246. The latter, indeed, tried to usurp
the throne in 1242 or 1243, but, in fact, on his own free will, refused to do
it and was not put to trial. But 3 or 4 years later his offence was recalled,
the formal family court of the Chinggisids took place and Temuge was
sentenced to death in accordance with Chinggis Khan’s Yasa [9, p. 255;
38, p. 387]. As we can see, he was executed according to law and sentence
of court, but, in fact, the Chinggisids punished him with the purpose to
finally secure the Mongolian throne for direct descendants of Chinggis
Khan. The punishment of Chinggis Khan’s brother was so fast and cruel
that during several ages other representatives of the Bordjigin family
(descendants of Chinggis Khan’s brothers) didn’t take risk to rival for the
Mongol throne: only in the second part of the 15" century, when the
ruling family of Mongolian Chinggisids was almost annihilated, they took
part in fight for the throne again.

Another example is well-known and repeatedly attracted researchers’
attention as there occurred true mass repressions: we talk about
repressions of Mongolian emperor Mongke (1251-1259) and his co-ruler
Batu (ruler of the Golden Horde, 1227-1256) against descendants of
Chaghatai and Ogedei (2™ and 3™ sons of Chinggis Khan) in 1252. As
known, after the death of Chinggis Khan the power in the Mongol Empire
belonged to the family of Ogedei (in accordance with Chinggis Khan’s
will), but in 1251 a coup d'etat took place and Mongke, son of Tului (4"
son of Chinggis Khan) was elected as emperor. Descendants of Ogedei
(Mongol khan in 1229-1241) and their supporters from the Chaghatai
family had to agree with such decision of great kurultay, but didn’t want
to loose the Mongolian throne once and for all and soon conspired against
Moéngke to kill him. Only few descendants of Ogedei participated in this
plot, which was quickly discovered and all plotters were arrested. But it
became an occasion for persecution of whole families of Chaghatai and

? The examples of shameful executions of the persons who lost respect were exa-
mined by P.O. Rykin [29, p. 65].
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Ogedei (rivals of Méngke and Batu) as well as of their less noble
supporters.

The rulers of the Mongol Empire accurately kept the procedure of
official accusation, trial and execution. All their rivals were accused of
disobeying the khan and plotting a coup d'etat. The representatives of
Chinggisid family were judged by Mdngke khan himself, women from this
family were judged by Sorhaqtani, mother of khan, and their noble
supporters were judged by “great yarguchi” (head of supreme court)
Munkesar-noyon. But the direction for all judges was clear: all accused had
to admit their guilt and be sentenced. No wonder that many of accused
nobles of the Chaghataid and Ogedeid princes were subjected to torture and
slander together with their masters. Oghul-Gaimish, widow of Guyuk Khan,
was striped and drawn to court as if her crime already had been proven, and
she was sentenced to death. Nevertheless, as was said, all formal procedures
were observed, accusations were brought and “proved”, and most part of
accused were sentenced to death — more than 70 representatives of the
Chinggisid family and high nobles were executed.

To our mind, the sentence of this court in general was rather cynical.
As for immediate plotters (Naqu and Shiremun, grandsons of Ogedei),
they were only sent for exile: Naqu — to the distant provinces, Shiremun —
in the Mongol front-line forces in China. Meanwhile, their relatives, rep-
resentatives of the ruling family (including mothers of both plotters),
which didn’t conspire at all, were put to death. There is no doubt that
Moéngke and Batu succeed to punish their most dangerous enemies among
the Chinggisids, whereas the relatively “harmless” plotters (and their un-
successful plot was an evidence of their inabilities) saved their lives
[9, p. 574-592; 16, p. 205, 217; 38, p. 399—-404; 42, p. 122; see also: 3,
p- 30-34].

Another show trial was connected with the end of the struggle for the
throne of the Mongol Empire between two brothers — Kublai and Arik
Bukha (both were brothers of above mentioned khan Mongke). During
four years, they fought for the throne until 1264, when Arik Bukha (1260-
1264), who was betrayed by his allies, had to surrender to Kublai (1260—
1294) and was put to trial. But the legality of Kublai’s trial was under
question, and the words of Arik Bukha are proof of this: when Kublai
asked him, who was right in their war, his brother answered: “We were
then, but you are today” |38, p. 427]. As we can see, Kublai acquired the
right to judge his brother not as more legitimate khan, but only as most
lucky warrior, the winner! Similarly with the case of descendants of
Chaghatai and Ogedei, there was a trial of equals: representatives of the
Chinggisid family were judged by the family court, noyons and
commanders — by yarguchis. And the verdict was the same: a lot of nobles
and officials were executed, as for leaders of uprising (Arik Bukha and his
nephew, Asutai, son of Mongke), they saved their lives and were exiled
[38, p. 427-429]. The point is that Arik Bukha was inert and mediocre
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figure, who resisted to Khubilai during four years only due to the support
of talented commanders and powerful tribal leaders and high officials of
Empire: so, they were executed and official leader of uprising saved his
life and even was granted by Kublai with large domain’.

Rulers of other Turkic-Mongol states followed the example of their
Mongol relatives and suzerains.

Hulagu, brother of Mongke, Kublai and Arik Bukha, and founder of
the state of ilkhans in Iran (1256-1265), massacred a group of his
commanders — representatives of the Jochid family, ruling house of the
Golden Horde (Jochi was an elder son of Chinggis Khan). They were in
command of the Golden Horde troops in Hulagu’s campaign in Iran (by
order of Mongke Khan). Seven Jochid princes were executed, their troops
were attacked by soldiers of Hulagu and, with enormous tolls, partly
returned to the Golden Horde, partly fled to Egypt: its Mamluk rulers were
allies of the Golden Horde. Armenian authors, who weren’t interested in
glorification of the Persian ilkhans, said frankly that the Golden Horde
commanders were executed for refusal to recognize Hulagu as a ruler of
invaded territories — since the rulers of the Golden Horde claimed this lands
to themselves [6, ch. 65; 8, p. 339]. Persian historian Rashid al-Din (he was
also the actual prime-minister of ilkhans) said, that the Jochid commanders
were accused and punished as they practiced sorcery against Hulagu. It is
known that Hulagu even sent one or two of accused princes to their relative
Berke, ruler of the Golden Horde, and the latter recognized that ilkhan acted
under law and sent them back to Iran, where they were put to death [38,
p. 356, 502]°. Thus, the information of Armenian historians gives us a true
reason for massacre and the version of Rashid al-Din reflects the official
accusation by ilkhan in this case. It’s significant that Jochid princes were
accused in sorcery — that indeed was one of the most serious accusations
with the sentence to death [see: 16, p. 177]. As we will show below, that
accusation was used very often in those cases, when the rulers didn’t have
real reasons for repressions against their rivals.

In 1310s, Uzbek, the most-known khan of the Golden Horde (1313—
1341), annihilated about 120 Chinggisids during the struggle for the
throne. Different sources give different reasons of such massacre. Arab
medieval historians said, that Uzbek put to death his rivals as they refused
to adopt Islam, which was proclaimed by this khan as official State
religion of the Golden Horde; Arabs even contemptuously named these
victims “a gang” [39, p. 163]. Their Persian colleagues said that Uzbek
punished his relatives who took part in the plot against him shortly after
his enthronization [24, p. 141]. At last, Otemish Hajji, Turkic author of

3 It should be pointed that saving of live to Shiremun in 1252 and Arik Bukha in
1264 was not a sign of light-mindedness of Mdngke and Kublai: shortly after the trial,
Shiremun was drowned by Kublai on certain suspicion; the circumstances of the death
of Arik Bukha in 1266 (two year after the trial) are not clear [see: 38, p. 302, 429].
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the middle of the 16" century (Uzbek is an ideal Moslem and Chinggisid
ruler for him) said that Uzbek didn’t put to death anybody: he says that
Uzbek only robed the descendants of 17 sons of Jochi (founder of the
Golden Horde, ancestor of Uzbek himself) of their princes’ status and
subjugated them to the less noble person — Isatai of Kyats [45, p. 105]".
However, the mass massacre of relatives by Uzbek also was based on law
and official accusations and, consequently, was presented in historio-
graphy as an example of khan’s justice, not as act of tyranny.

The tradition of justifying repressions against political rivals by law
and trial was saved also in the later Chinggisids’ states. For instance,
Muhammad Shaybani Khan, descendant of the Golden Horde rulers and
founder of Bukhara Khanate in Central Asia (1500-1510), ordered in
1508 to put to death both Sultan Mahmud Khan, the dethroned ruler of
Tashkent (1487—-1508), and his family (only his infant grandson was
saved). The true reason for execution of Sultan Mahmud Khan and his
family was the fear of Shaybani Khan that they could win to their side a
part of his army and seize some of just invaded territories (especially
Tashkent). Shaybani Khan himself said that saving of Sultan Mahmud’s
life “would be the cause of the ruin of my kingdom” [25, p. 120]. But later
Shaybani Khan proclaimed that his relative was executed for his
treacherous attempt to attack his provinces — this version was reflected in
the official Central Asiatic historiography [10, p. 286—288; 30, p. 105].

Sometimes Turkic-Mongol rulers didn’t have legal reasons for
execution of their rivals and used another way to rid themselves of them —
blood feud. In this way rulers formally withdrew from violence, but had
the direct benefits from annihilation of their enemies.

So, in 1284 Arghun, ilkhan of Persia (1284-1291) defeated and
dethroned his uncle Tekuder (1282—1284), but his gilts were not proved
during the trial, and nephew had to save his life. But his followers
explained him that if Tekuder would survive, then the enemies of Arghun
could make him a symbol of their struggle. Then iklhan blamed uncle in
illegitimate execution of two princes, and dethroned ilkhan was put to
death, although this guilt of Tekuder was already mentioned at the trial
and forgiven [38, p. 556].

The similar approach was used by the famous Amir Timur
(Tamerlane, actual ruler of Transoxiania in 1370-1405) when in 1370 he
defeated and captivated amir Husain — his former ally and subsequent
rival during the struggle for power in Chaghataid Ulus. Amir Timur said
that he didn’t want to execute him. But he allowed to one of his
supporters, amir Kay Khosrow, to revenge for his brother who was killed
by Husain several years earlier, and Kay Khosrow, in his turn, killed

* Isatai was grandfather of the famous Golden Horde statesman and actual ruler
Mamai.
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Husain [2, p. 68]. It should be mentioned, that lately Kay Khosrow also
was killed by Amir Timur.

Another example of similar killing of the dethroned ruler took place
in the Crimean Khanate in the middle of the 16" century. In 1551, the
deposed khan, Sahib Geray (1532—1551), was killed with 10 his sons and
grandsons. Neither the Ottoman sultan (who deposed him), nor new
Crimean khan Dewlet Geray (1551-1577) had relation to this massacre.
The former khan was killed by his great-son Bulyuk Geray who revenged
him for two years earlier Sahib Geray Khan had refused his claims for the
throne of Kazan khanate (which was a vassal of the Crimea) and, in
addition, put him in prison. It’s notable that new khan Dewlet Geray
denied intention to kill his predecessor and even publicly mourned over
him and. But, nevertheless, the murderer Bulyuk Geray, became his kalga-
sultan (co-ruler and heir), and, besides that, khan declared soon that
killing of Sahib Geray and his family was necessary to “keep the order” in
the Crimean khanate. By the way, shortly after these events kalga-sultan
Bulyuk Geray also was killed by Dewlet Geray Khan — just for his
bragging of killing Sahib Geray [12, p. 221-223, 229; 15, p. 370-3717".

Besides rivals in the struggle for power, participants of court intrigues
also often became victims of repressions. Although such victims were
mostly high officials (i.e. not members of the ruling family or aristocracy),
their punishment was also presented as a result of the ruler’s legal
sentence.

In 1246, the above mentioned Guyuk, the Mongol emperor, put to
death several powerful courtiers. Firstly, his own aunt Altalun (favorite
daughter of Chinggis Khan) was executed. The true reason for her
persecution was the intention of Guyuk and his mother Toregene to seize
her numerous estates, but they couldn’t find any basis for her accusation.
And she was charged with sorcery: they said that she cost spell on Ogedei
Khan (husband of Toregene and father of Guyuk) and he died. The formal
trial took place and accusation was brought and proven, but the Mongol
rulers broke the maxim of Chinggis Khan as she was judged not by family
court but only by officials of Toregene. Later this offence against law
became one of the causes to remove descendants of Ogedei from the
throne [14, p. 111; 38, p. 355; 43, p. 127].

The same year, 1246, Toregene died and Guyuk began repressions
against her own officials. The most-known was the punishment of Fatima
— minion of Toregene who was one of the most powerful figures in the
Mongol Empire during the regency of Ogedei’s widow. The supporters of
Guyuk intended to rid of her, but, again, didn’t find any substantial

* 0. Gaivoronskiy soundly draws a parallel between killing of the dethroned
Crimean khan and killing of their brothers by Turkish sultans before accession to the
throne: according to the maxim of sultan Mehmed II the Conqueror, this way helped
to keep the order and prevent distempers because of the struggle for power.
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accusation. And “universal” charge with sorcery was used once more:
Fatima was charged with casting spell upon Godan, brother of Guyuk (he
was the ruler of Tibet in 1240—-1251), which caused his death. She was
sentenced to death and executed violently — as well as several other
supporters of Toregene [9, p. 245; 38, p. 387; see also: 28, p. 248-249].
By the way, shortly after that, Godan mysteriously “revived” and even
survived his brother Guyuk (d. 1248): he was mentioned in historical
sources up to 1251...

The real court war for power and influence took place at the court of
ilkhans of Persia, and, as a result, very often even vazirs (high officials) of
ilkhans became victims of repressions. Sharaf Khan Bidlisi, the Persian
historian of the end of the 16™ century, mentioned that in 1324 vazir Ali
Shah died — the only vazir of the Mongol rulers in Iran who died a natural
death [41, p. 60]! All other vazirs were executed by ilkhans due to intrigues
of their rivals. For example, in 1312 vazir Saad ad-Din Muhammad
offended his colleague Rashid al-Din (famous historian), and the latter was
succeed to put him to trial; during the proceeding “something like treason
was discovered”, and Saad ad-Din was “put to Yasa”, i. e. executed in
accordance with Mongol law [36, p. 57]. The fact that “treason” was
“discovered” only during the trial, convinces us that this charge was
framed-up by revengeful Rashid al-Din. But he didn’t enjoy his victory for
a long time: in 1318 his new colleague, above mentioned Ali Shah (who
also was his protégé), in his turn, charged Rashid al-Din with improper
medical care of ilkhan Oljeitu, which caused the death of the latter. Rashid
al-Din was found guilty and put to the violent death: he was divided in half
[5, p. 307-308; 36, p. 78-80]. But, there is no doubt that, in fact, it was a
result of the struggle for power among officials; besides that, powerful
Rashid al-Din, who was the factual prime-minister of Iran during the reign
of three ilkhans, was inconvenient for fretful and suspicious ilkhan Abu
Said. Thus, his sentence to death was prejudged.

Sometimes the legal interpretation for punishment was found already
after the death of certain person. For instance, in 1282 there was a plot
against Ahmad Benaketi, powerful official of Kublai Khan, who was in
charge of all finances in the Yuan Empire. Ahmad was assassinated, and
khan firstly ordered to find and punish his murderers. But then his son and
heir, who sympathized with the plotters, convinced father of crimes of
Ahmad: he accepted bribes, abused of power and was dissolute. As a
result of the trial, which found Ahmad guilty, his corpse was dragged out
from the grave and drawn through the capital, his possessions were
confiscated [38, p. 445-446; 46, p. 374]. Similarly, in Iran the powerful
official Dimashk-khoja was assassinated in 1327, but later, by the order of
ilkhan Abu Said, he was recognized as “sentenced to Yasa for indecent
actions made by him” (i.e. put to death) [36, p. 122—-123].

The same situation took place in the Mughal Empire in India in the
middle of the 16™ century. Bayram Khan, the regent and actual ruler of
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the Empire during young years of the famous emperor Akbar (1556—
1605), killed his rival Tardibek Khan and only after this murder he wrote
a letter to the emperor with explanation of this massacre. He blamed
Tardibek Khan (who was defeated in battle shortly before his killing) for
treason and intentional defeat. And Akbar had to recognize the murdered
official as traitor and to approve the act of Bayram Khan [7, p. 52-53].

It’s interesting to mention that there was no a practice of repressions
against the members of victims’ families — as it was in medieval China or
Japan®. So, the members of executed official’s family suffered the same
fate only if they also were officially accused with crimes. Thus, after
killing of Ahmad Benaketi his wife and two of his sons were also found
guilty and executed as they took part in the gerrymander of his husband
and father: they were flayed alive [46, p. 374]. Similarly, numerous sons
of Rashid al-Din also were repressed: one of them was executed with
father, others lost their high positions and possessions and were exiled
[36, p. 80]". To our mind, the most-known massacre of executed official’s
family was the repressions of ilkhan Abu Said (1316-1335) against the
family of amir Chopan who during the long years was beklari-bek and
factual ruler of Iran. Above mentioned murder of Dimash-khoja (he was
one of the numerous sons of Chopan) became an occasion to investigate
activities of Chopan and his relatives. As Chopan and his sons and
grandsons firstly fled away and later began to fight against ilkhan, they
were sentenced to death in their absence and, to the end of the 1320s, most
part of them was annihilated [36, p. 115-137]. However, all of them also
held high positions and gave occasion to accuse them of abuse of power
and encroachment on monarch’s one. Thus, these were the specific
accusations of certain persons that reached power by using the family ties
— not the repressions against families in general®.

Foreign rulers, who were vassals of the Turkic-Mongol monarchs,
automatically became a part of the ruling elite of their states an, as a
result, they became participants of intrigues and not rarely they also
became victims of the repressions. We find some examples of such cases
in the history of the Golden Horde or Iran under the Mongols. Two of the
most famous cases in the Russian history (owing to the medieval orthodox
hagiography) are the executions in the Golden Horde of Michael of

% Above mentioned killing of Sultan Mahmud Khan’s and Sahib Geray Khan’s
families were exceptions connected with annihilation of lineage for saving the throne
and order in the State.

7 Later sons of Rashid al-Din came to power again, and one of them, Giyas ad-
din, acquired the position of vazir — just as his father [see: 36, p. 124; 41, p. 63].

¥ The principle of whole family responsibility for the crime committed by its rep-
resentative (as it was in the medieval China or Japan), obviously, was lacking in the
Mongol law. For example, the Golden Horde khans wrote in their yarliks (edicts) that
judges should “thoroughly investigate the case so that father wouldn’t suffer for son
as well as son for father” [cit. on: 18, p. 586, transl. is ours, R.P.].
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Chernigov in 1246 and Roman of Ryazan in 1270. Both were charged
with religious crimes — disrespect to the Mongol religion and to khan
himself; the similar case took place in Iran in the 1250s: the powerful
Armenian prince Jalal was put to death for disrespect to the religion and to
ilkhan himself. To the Mongols’ mind, the offence of their gods and khan,
possessor of divine charisma, confirmed the desire of such offenders to
call the divine anger upon Mongol rulers. That’s why they tried to punish
such crimes as quickly and violently as possible — to avoid divine anger
and to transfer it to the criminals themselves [see, e.g.: 26; 27]. But, as
known, the true reasons of execution of above mentioned persons were
not connected with official charges: so, Michael of Chernigov was killed,
obviously, in the result of intrigues of his competitor — prince Yaroslav of
Vladimir (father of Alexander Nevsky); the Armenian prince Jalal was
also slandered by his rivals.

During the reign of khans Toqta and Uzbek in the Golden Horde
(1300s—1330s) more than dozen of Russian princes (of Ryazan, Tver’,
etc.) were executed [see, e.g. 23, p. 176, 194, 203]. Official accusations
were disobedience to khans, negotiations with their enemies, organization
of rebellions. But, in fact, most of them became victims of intrigues of the
Moscow princes who were in favor of khans and rivals of the executed
rulers.

Similar accusation became the reason of execution of some foreign
rulers and officials in Iran under the Mongols. In the 1260s, Armenian
prince Zakare was charged by his enemies with relations with Georgian
and Armenian princes who rebelled against ilkhan [6, ch. 64]. In 1277,
Muin al-Din Pervana, powerful vazir of the Seldjukide state, was put to
trial of ilkhan Abaga: his guilt was undoubted as his letters to Mamluks of
Egypt (enemies of the Iranian Mongols) were delivered to ilkhan;
nevertheless, the formal trial was held and Pervana was officially
sentenced to death and executed’. In 1289, Georgian tsar Demetre Il was
executed: his only guilt was that he was under protection of the powerful
Mongol official Buga, whose death, in his own turn, was a consequence of
court intrigues [40, p. 127 et seq.]'’. But it should be mentioned that all
these executions were also made only after official accusation and trial.

So, we can resume that in the most part of the cases of political
repressions formal procedures were observed thoroughly: at first, there
was official accusations, then putting to trial, investigation (with tortures
as, a rule), getting avowal of guilt or another proofs of it, sentencing to

’ The same accusations were brought against one more Seldjukide vazir, Fakhr
al-Din Ali in 1271/1272 and against George, emperor of Trapezund, another vassal of
ilkhans, in 1280, but they succeeded to prove their innocence during the trial [see: 33,
p. 185-186].

' A Georgian author didn’t mention accusations against Georgian tsar: obvious-
ly, he was executed on the base of accusation, which were brought against his protec-
tor Buga.
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death (in rare cases — less drastic punishment) and execution. We don’t
have official documents from the Turkic-Mongol states of the 13"-16™
centuries on such procedure, which survive till our days, but it can be
clearly restored from the narrative sources of this period.

Modern researchers of the Mongol conquests often analyze the
subjects of plundering and destructions of cities and massacre of their
population. For that they offer different explanations for why the Mongols
destroyed cities — e.g. that they, as nomads, “didn’t know” what to do with
conquered cities [13, p. 230; see also: 47, p 162], or that they practiced
terror to frighten inhabitants of other cities and make them surrender
without resistance [17, p. 269].

Of course, first of these explanations seems to be rather primitive and
mistaken: up-to-date researches of archaeologists convince us that the
medieval nomads of Central Asia had own cites and, sure, had idea of
their role and importance. As for destroying cites and massacre of
population as an instrument of terror, we could agree with such opinion
but only in the cases of invasion. And what about punitive actions against
the cities that already became a part of the Turkic-Mongol states? To our
mind, only such actions could be characterized as repressions, and it
makes sense to analyze their legal interpretations.

The subject of destroying and even total annihilation of cities and
mass massacre of their population was examined in details by
St. Petersburg historian A. Yurchenko who analyzed such actions as
annihilation of cities, mass killing of people and even domestic animals as
well as building of towers of skulls (widespread practice of the Turkic-
Mongol invaders during the 13"-16" centuries) [see: 11; 47, p. 161-166].
To our mind, the researcher clearly brought out the sacral meaning of such
actions, intention of the Mongol invaders to mark certain territories as
sacred places (“kurugs” in the Turkic-Mongol traditions) etc. But we are
more interesting in the legal aspects of such actions.

The legal meaning of destroying the Central Asian cites during the
campaigns of Chinggis Khan in the 1220s seems to be clear: in particular,
Bamian and Nishapur were destroyed since during their siege there were
killed both Mutugan, grandson of Chinggis Khan, and Toguchar, his son-
in-law. The killing of the members of ruling house caused terrible
punishment, and the places of their death were transformed in the
“reserves of death” (such term is used by A. Yurchenko). Similarly, after
the battle of Legnitsa in Poland (1241), a lot of Polish captives were killed
by the Mongols, and there was build a tower of their skulls since the
Mongol noble military leader was killed in this battle (researchers suppose
that he could be also a member of the Chinggisid family) [see in details:
11, p. 162, 164—-165]. In 1238, the Russian city of Kozelsk was wiped off
the face of earth and its population was massacred since the Mongols
suffered enormous losses during its siege and assault [see: 23, p. 112]. We
could find the same examples in the history of campaigns both of Amir
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Timur (Tamerlane) on the edge of the 14™-15" centuries and his
descendant Babur in the beginning of the 16" century. So, in 1388 Timur
destroyed Urgench (capital of Khorezm) and ordered to sow its site with
grain since the rulers of this city repeatedly rebelled against him [2,
p. 126-127], the same situation occurred in Isfahan [4, p. 58], as well as in
Syria and India, where he destroyed cities and massacred people for their
resistance and under pretence that they didn’t want to convert to Islam and
did harm to the Muslims [see: 2, p. 321; 31, p. 97-98; 37, p. 364, 368—
369]. His great-great-grandson Babur, the famous poet and historian, also
destroyed cites and built piles of skulls (some times he mentioned the
“minarets of skulls”) in revenge to resistance to him by local people of
Afghanistan and India [18, p. 160, 221, etc.].

But sometimes repressions against own cities also took place — when
they submitted to the Turkic-Mongol rulers and then rebelled against
them. Rulers practiced even more cruel actions against them. Rebellion
and especially betrayal were the most serious crimes in the Mongol law
and resulted into violent punishment. As we already have mentioned, the
point is that the Chinggisids possessed the so called divine charisma,
which was a sacred and legal basis for their right to rule [see: 34, p. 238].
Thus, such crimes were considered as political and religious at the same
time: the Chinggisids considered rebellions and betrayal as an encroach-
ment on the universal order and that was a reason of more cruel punish-
ment. Thus, the Mongols massacred the Volga Bulgarians in the 1230s,
when they submitted but rebelled again [38, p. 322]. In 1275, the Mongol
commander Bayan destroyed the Chinese city of Changzhou and
massacred population formally breaking the orders of Kublai Khan but in
accordance with the Mongol law in general: the citizens of Changzhou
submitted to the Mongols at spring of 1275, but then they recognized the
power of the Chinese Southern Sung dynasty again [see: 44, p. 110-111].
The cruel punishment of the Moscow people by the Golden Horde khan
Toqtamysh and burning of the city were caused by their disobedience to
their suzerains and refusal to pay the prescribed tribute (“vyhod”) [see:
24, p. 69]. While taking Bukhara, the Uzbek conqueror Muhammad
Shaybani Khan didn’t allow his troops to plunder the city, and it was
considered by population as his weakness: people rebelled and after
second taking of the city, it was plundered and a lot of inhabitants were
killed by Uzbek soldiers. The similar situation occurred in 1501: the
Central Asian cities of Karakul, Karshi, and Dabusia submitted to
Shaybani Khan but then called for their former Timurid rulers again: khan
and his commanders cruelly punished their population by plundering
cities and building towers of skulls in the marketplaces [20, p. 122—-123,
127]. Modern historians have opinion that such examples were not a sim-
ple demonstration of blood-thirstiness of the Turkic-Mongol rulers but of
their justice: they punished the rebelled cities and restored the universal



Pochekaev R.Yu. Political Repressions in the Mongol Empire... 115

order on the dependent territories as they understood it [see also: 21,
p. 140-141].

Of course, there were no a show trials in the cases of cities’
rebellions, but we also can say that the formal procedure of official
accusation and legal interpretation of such actions took place in the most
part of such cases.

As we can see, the predominant number of cases of political
repressions were presented by their initiators as legal measures, provided
official accusation and judicial proceedings and, as a result, the
punishment of relatives, aristocracy and even city population transformed
them in act of justice. It’s necessary to emphasize that this tradition was
preserved in the later Chinggisid states, where Islam was an official
religion and where the domination of Muslim law was proclaimed [see in
details: 1]. The Muslim law didn’t replace the Turkic-Mongol legal
traditions (some of them were used in the Central Asian States up to the
beginning of the 20" century), but added new accusations, crimes and
punishments. Thus, the Chinggisid rulers and their successors de-
monstrated their adherence to law (today we can even say — rule of law!).
But whether there was a real high level sense of justice?

Of course, not. The legal basis was necessary for the rulers since
within the Nomadic society existed very intricate clan (or tribal) system,
which was transferred later into the Mongol Empire and Chinggisid states.
Each representative of the ruling family or high official had strong
patrimonial and matrimonial relations with different and powerful Mongol
and Turkic clans, which had strong influence on the policy of the certain
state. Unjustified punishment of any prince or noble could be a catalyst
for the strife between clans and, as a result, for internal war, which could
lead to weakening of the ruling elite and disintegration of the State (and
precisely on this way finished the history of Mongol Empire, Yuan
Empire in China, Chaghataid Ulus in Central Asia, Golden Horde, etc.).
Thus, the legal basis was something like a compromise for rulers who
needed to maneuver between different clans: by keeping the formal rules
of accusation, trial and execution, they not only demonstrated their justice
but also involved in decision-making process representatives of the
powerful clans and provided the “cover-up” (mutual responsibility): clan
leaders had no reasons to blame khans for repressions as they participated
in trials themselves. In these circumstances, khans could punish even
powerful clans because the most powerful one (not less respected than the
khan’s family) couldn’t resist all other clans of the State. Besides that,
sometimes trials ended by discharge of the accused (as it was with
Shiremun and Naqu in 1252, Arig-Buga and Asutai in 1264, Alexander of
Tver’ in 1337, etc.) and it was additional prove for impartial justice of the
Turkic-Mongol rulers.
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MOJUTUYECKHUE PEITPECCHUU B MOHI'OJIbCKOM UMIIEPUH,
30JI0TOM OPJIE U APYTUX TIOPKO-MOHI' OJIbCKHX
IrOCYJAPCTBAX: OPUJINYECKOE OBOCHOBAHMUE (XITI-XVI BB.)

P.IO. Ilouekaes
(Hayuonanvhwlil ucciedosamenbCkull yHugepcumen
«Bvicwas wkona sxkonomuxuy, Cankm-Ilemepbype)

CraThs mpeacTaBisieT co00i aHaII3 MPUMEPOB MOTUTHYSCKUX PETIPECCHH B
Mosronbckoit ummepud, 30510Toit Opae u APYTuxX TIOPKO-MOHTOJIBCKUX TOCyaap-
ctBax XII[-XVI BB. ABTOp paccMaTpuBaeT pa3IUIHbBIE THITBI PEIPECCHA — TPO-
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THB COINEPHUKOB B 00ph0O€ 32 TPOH, YNHOBHHMKOB, BBI3BABIINX THEB MOHApXOB,
BOCCTABIIHMX FOPOJIOB.

Tax, conepHuKH B 60pb0e 32 TpOH MOHTOIBCKOI HMITEPUH U YHHTH3HICKUX
rocynapetB XIII-XIV BB. 3a4acTyto 000OCHOBBIBAJIM CBOH IIpaBa Ha BIACTh CCHLI-
kamu Ha Bemmkyto fcy Umarnc-xana. COOTBETCTBEHHO, W paclpaBa moOeauTe-
Jed ¢ MOOeXICHHBIMH TaKXKE OCHOBBIBAJACH HA IMPUHIMIAX «IIPABOIOPSAKA»
UuHruc-xaHa: HEONPEJEICHHOCTh 3THX IPABOBBIX NPHHIMIOB (KaK yMaeTcs,
Benukas Slca npeacrarisiia co00il He 3aIKCUPOBAHHBIN CBOJ 3aKOHOB, @ HMEH-
HO CHUCTEMY HOPMATUBHBIX IIPABUJI U IMPUHIMUIIOB, MPOBO3IIAICHHBIX Yunruc-
XaHOM WM MPUIKCAHHBIX €My €ro IpPeeMHHKAaMH) IMO3BOJISIA MOOEANTEISIM
MCTHUTh CBOMM COIEPHHMKaM, HMCIOJIB3Ys NPaBOBBIE CPEeACTBA. TakuM o0Opazom,
oOBHHEHHE B HapylleHHH Bennkolt SIChl ABISIIOCH «yHUBEPCATBHBIMY JUTS pelle-
HUS TIPOOIEMBI N30aBIICHHS OT OTIACHOTO COMIEPHUKA.

ITpu pacmpaBe ¢ ONaJbHBIMH BEIbMOXKaMH UMHIM3WABI HCTIOIB30BATN He-
CKOJIKO MHBIE CPEJCTBA, YeM B OOphOE ¢ MPOMIpaBIIMMH CONEPHUKaMH. TeMm He
MEHee, UMEJICS PsiJl «CTaHAAPTHBIX» OOBHHEHUI — M3MEHA, MOANEPKKA y3ypraTo-
pa, Ka3HOKpaAcTBO. [I0CKOIbKY TMONOOHBIE AESIHUS TAKKe MPOTUBOPEUMIIN TPHH-
nunam Benukoi SIchkl (kak OHA TpakToBanach MOTOMKaMK UWHTHC-XaHa), B TIPUTO-
BOpax 110 JielaM CAaHOBHHKOB HepeaKo (urypuposaia (¢pasa «Ipenarh scey.

Haxkonern, pa3spymeHre CONpOTUBIISIOIIMXCS WM BOCCTABUIMX TOPOJOB TaK-
K€ MOXXHO BKJIFOYHTH B KPYI' TOJUTUYCCKUX penpeccnﬁ B YUHI'U3UACKUX T'OCYy-
JapcTBax. PacmpaBa ¢ MHOCTpaHHBIMU TOPOJaMH, KOTOPBIE OKa3bIBAIH COIMPO-
THUBJICHAE MOHT'OJILCKMM 3aBOEBATEIISIM, TIPEJICTABIISIA COOO IMOJUTHKY BOSHHO-
ro Teppopa, ¢ MOMOIIBI0 KOTOPOH MOHIOJBI NOTY4aad BO3MOXHOCTb HE BCTpe-
TUTH CONPOTHBICHHUS OT CJIEAYIOIIMX TOPOAOB, M B JAHHOM CiIydae HHKaKHX
MIPaBOBBIX OCHOBAHWH IJIsl pe3HU U pa3pylIeHUi He TpeboBanock. Korma sxe peus
nia 0 cOOCTBEHHBIX IOpPOAAX, BOCCTABABIIMX IPOTHB 3aKOHHOTO MOHApXa, TO
MIOCIIEHUH, PaclpaBiIAACh C HUIMU BCETa MPEICTABISAT CBOM AEHCTBUS KaK BOC-
CTaHOBJIEHHUE 3aKOHA U MOPAIKA.

Hecmotps Ha TO, 4TO B OOJBIIMHCTBE CIy4aeB IMOBOAOM AT PACIPAaBHI AB-
JIJIMCh JIMYHas BOJIsI MOHapxXa, MECTb WUJIHU FOCy[lapCTBeHHbIﬁ NepeBOPOT, TAKUC
penpeccun (32 HEMHOTOUYMCIICHHBIMH HMCKIIOYCHUSAMH) OQHIIMAIBHO SIBIISUIHCH
pe3yiIbTaToM CyAeOHOro pa3OHMpaTeNbCTBa M BBIHECEHHS IPUTOBOPOB IPECTYII-
HUKaM, U3MEHHHUKaM, B3SITOUHUKAM U T.JI.

Knrouessbie ciaoBa: Monronsckas umnepus, 3onotas Opza, rocynapcTBo
WnbxanoB, rocyaapctBa UMHIM3WAOB, MOJUTHYECKHE PENPECCHH, CYAEOHBIH
IIpoLECC, TOCYJaPCTBEHHAs U3MEHA, MATEXK, B3ITOYHUYECTBO.
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