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Chapter 1- Introduction

In the 1989 film Bill and Ted’s Excellent Adventure, two American high school students needingto passa
history test go back intime to collectfamous historical figures foralive performance exam. In their
travels they make theirway to Mongolia, where aclub-wielding Genghis Khan, seen carousing with
variouswomen, is lured into a time machine with the promise of a Twinkie. Upgrading toan aluminium
baseball batonce in 1988, he proceeds to decapitate a mannequinatasports storeand goona

rampage in an LA shopping mall.

Thisimage, while comedic, servestoillustrate the problems, bothin popularculture andin the
academicworld, with portrayingthe Mongols. One does not need to watch 80s cult classics tofind such
stereotypes, astheyare readily foundin current films, shows, books, comics etc. While slightly more
nuanced, the idea of the Mongol as a weapon-wielding barbarianintent on inflicting damage on civilised
populations emerged out of the works of a large number of historians who for many years conceived of
‘the Tatar yoke’. This concept, particularly strongin Soviet historiography, had the Mongols asa merely
oppressive and backwards force on societal progress. Sincethe 80s however, much work has been done
to counterthisimage. There are many works that could be mentioned here, butamongthe most
influential remain those of Thomas Allsen, who overseveral years has provided in-depth analyses of
Mongol phenomena, primarily focusing on cultural exchange. Allsen essentially challenges pre -
conceived notions about the Mongols by addressing the cultural interactions which they promulgated
across theirenormous empire. In his work Culture and Conquest in Mongol Eurasia, Allsen shows how
exchanges took place inall sorts of fields- from culinary to medicinal, and religious to scientific.* All of
this was facilitated by the ambiguously-termed ‘Pax Mongolica’. Itis this phenomenon which | seek to

addressinthisthesis.

So whythe needto discuss the Pax Mongolica? Thisisa widely accepted term which has been
prevalent throughout the second half of the 20" century continuing up to today, yetis rarely defined
and evenseems likea deus ex machina when historians use the termto explain phenomena without
delvinginto exactlywhat they mean when they use the term. Some willquestion the need to extensively

examine terminology, butthere are two important points to be made in this regard. Firstly, that we

T, Allsen, Culture and Conquest in Mongol Eurasia (Cambridge, 2001)
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mustrememberhow pervasivethe implications of aterm can be. A case in pointvis-a-vis the Mongols
would be the aforementioned label‘barbarian’. We all conjure images in our heads of what that means
as soon as we hearthe word used about anyone, letalone apeople thatforsome almost definethe
term!The dangers of using this misnomer with regards to Eurasian peoples has been extensively dealt
with by Christopher Beckwith in arecent publication on Silk Road empires.? Secondly, and crucially to
thisthesis, are the unspoken assumptions which accompany Pax Mongolica that encompass notonly
huge geographical distances, butalso an extended length of time. Declaring uniformity across these
regions and throughout this period without significant empirical evidence should immediately make us
wary, and to assume this phenomenon as a basis forall otherresearch makes for circularreasoningand

bad history.

With these thoughtsin mind, let’s try and unpick what this term meansand how itis used. |
have rarely found Pax Mongolicaset out and defined clearly, but two attemptsto do so will be given
here. Nicoladi Cosmoin hisessay on Italian contacts with the Mongols on the Black Sea defines itasa
‘stable political situation across lands separately ruled by Mongols which for about a century allowed for
the flow of goods and people across continental Eurasia’.’ Paul Buell gives amore nuanced definition in

his Historical Dictionary of the Mongol World Empire:

“‘Mongolian Peace." This term has been used to describethe freedom of travel and security occasioned
by the Mongolian conquests, which brought much of Eurasia under a singlepolitical authorityand
fostered long-rangecommerce. Conditions continued to be favorableeven after the breakdown of the
Mongol Empire, and long-range contacts of every sortbriefly flourished again after the end of the

disturbances caused by the wars of Qaidu (g.v.) inthe early 14th cen‘cury.’4

While these two definitions are more recent, itwasinthe 1990s that thisideabecame more
widely publicised after the release in 1989 of Janet Abu-Lughod’s Before European Hegemony.” In it, the
Pax Mongolicawas credited with facilitating the development of the first ‘world-system’, by connecting

the dots between several regional sub-systems from Europe to China. Thus the Paxis turnedinto a

>Cl. Beckwith, Empires of the Silk Road: A History of Central Eurasia from the Bronze Age to the Present (Princeton,
NJ, 2009). Beckwith seeks to level the field when it comes to judgingthe actions of so-called ‘barbarians’inrelation
to sedentary states.In his fervour he defends some of the Mongols’ worst depredations and his analysisthatthe
Chinese were justas bad as the Mongols doesn’t deal with all of the other states who were swallowed up by the
Mongol machine.

* N. Di Cosmo, ‘Black Sea Emporia and the Mongol Empire: A Reassessment of the Pax Mongolica’, Journal of the
Economic and Social History of the Orient, 2010, Vol. 53, p.91.

* P.D. Buell, Historical Dictionary of the Mongol World Empire, (Lanham, MD, 2003) p.210.

* L Abu-Lughod, Before European Hegemony: The World System A.D. 1250-1350, (Oxford, 1989).

4



proto-globalising force, which ‘by the end of the thirteenth century, had made prosperity pandemic.’®
This sort of discourse has only burgeoned for some Mongol historians, with one stating that by the early
14™ century, ‘The Mongols had become evangelical, and their message was one of spiritual, cultural,

mercantile, and economicglobalization.”’

Thistype of rhetoricservestoillustrate notonly how the Mongols’ image is being overhauled,
but also how the Pax Mongolica has become somethingfargreaterthan simply travel security. Another
dilemmathat often affects our ability to separate the concept of Pax Mongolicafrom an assessment of
the Mongol empire as a whole is that those who write most extensively about the Pax accreditita sort
of moral position, which counterbalances any negativeimpact the Mongol invasions had. The reasoning
being somethinglike ‘Well yes,they may have killed lots of people, butlook, Europeans gotto see
Chinal’. While thisis an oversimplification, it can be quite frustrating to see these tendencies crop up so
often. Clearly both processes need to be addressed and any discussion of the Pax Mongolica cannot
ignore both the foundations on which it was built and the potential negative effects of the Pax on
Mongol subjects. This thesis willdelve into both of these questions; attempting to create a more
nuanced view of the Mongol Empire and the Pax Mongolica. Whetherthe termis a useful one will also

be examined considering the picture it conveys.

It isthrough extensivereading of sources that | have come to questionthe portrayal of the
Mongols now being widely academically accepted, and thusitis to the written sources|shall return.
Thisis notto ignore otherresources which have been considered, butto try and strip away modern
conceptions of the Mongols and see through the eyes of those who lived undertheirrule. One such
resource is the extensiveart historical research which has emerged dealing with this period. The role of
art history is certainly one which has contributed much to reassessing the Mongols, and long may it
continue. Two collections from the 2000s are of particularnote; The Legacy of Genghis Khan (2002),
edited by Linda Komaroff and Stefano Carboni, and Beyond the Legacy of Genghis Khan (2006), edited
by Komaroff. These works have shown that the Mongols’ cultural contribution in Western Asia was a
significant one that cannot be overlooked. However, asis evident from the sub-heading of the first
volume, Courtly Art and Culture in Western Asia, Mongol cultural achievements tell us almost nothing
aboutthe situation of the huge majority of theirsubjects. The elite and those who catered to their

aesthetictastes can be studied, but no further. This point was furtherdriven home to me by the essay of

® Ibid., p.356.
7 G. Lane, Daily Life in the Mongol Empire, (London, 2006) p.203
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Bert Fragnerinthe 2006 volume where he explains how social scientists have made historians more
aware of the downtrodden and the oppressed.? | believe thatin orderto properly assess the Pax
Mongolica, we need to analyse how the majority of people were affected by theirinvasionsand rule,

not merely the elitefew.

My method then will be to thoroughly examine sources from different regions, time periods,
and perspectives. So as to grasp the whole of the Pax Mongolica head on, the time frame and
geographical scope of the research are quite broad. The sources can be putintoroughly three groups:
Persian, Near Eastern, and European. Forthe purposes of this length of paper, | have excluded Chinese,
Arabicand Mongol sources. | hope to include these in furtherresearch, such as translations allow, but
for now the selection at hand will suffice. My language limitations mean thatlam relianton

translations, butfor many important sources there are excellent editions available.

The importance of having sources from different settings within the Mongol world cannot be
overstated. Some works were written before the dissolution of the Mongol empire in 1260, and some
after, and the consideration of sources on both sides of the divide is in orderto determine whether the
situation changed with divisionsinthe Mongol world. Anissue that crops up inthe development of
Mongol government overtime are the generational differences between Mongol administrations, also
affected by geographical dislocation. Another reason for choosing works from authors livingin many
differentlocations; some under direct Mongol rule, some undertributary powers, and some outside
Mongol control. In thisway | hope to get a varied picture of conditions across the Mongol world, as well
as from different viewpoints. Acommon complaint about sources forthe Mongolsis that we have very
little written by them themselves. | believe that thisis notso great a problem, as we have writings from
those whose entire livelihood was supported and based on Mongol rule, while we have others who were
hostile or sceptical of the Mongols as well. Hopefully this will provide a balance that avoids questions of

anti-Mongol biasin source selection.

| will structure the paper by addressingthree themes: an analysis of initial Mongol destruction;
the subsequent conditions forthose living under Mongol rule, whether direct orindirect; and the
Mongol effecton travel and trade. Each theme will be discussed for the divided groups of sources,
allowing me to compare how each conceptemerges fromthree different writing traditions. | will begin

with the Persian sources, largely written by historians patronised by the Mongols such as Ataal -Malik

B.G. Fragner, ‘llkhanid Ruleandits Contributions to Iranian Political Culture’,in (ed.) L. Komaroff, Beyond the
Legacy of Genghis Khan, (Leiden, 2006) p70.



Juvaini and Rashid al-Din, but with a notable exceptionin the vociferously anti-Mongol historian Juzjani.
| will then proceed westwards to look at Near Eastern sources of Armenian and Syriacchroniclers. Many
of the Armenian sources were written in the kingdom of Cilicia, or Lesser Armenia, which was a tributary
and ally of the Mongols, giving us quite a different perspective from the Muslim Persian sources. Finally,
| will analyse European sources by missionaries, envoys, and merchants who travelled the length and
breadth of the Mongol empire. Inthis way | will see the different viewpoints of those who wentto
Mongol landsin service of a European monarch or religious orderand those who made the journey
voluntarily for profit. Naturally there willbe some discrepancies in what our sources provide, as the
Armenian chronicles, forexample, speak far less of trade and travel than our European sources, as the
Armenian authors largely remained within theirown lands. However, | believe these methods should

encompass all aspects of the so-called Pax Mongolica, and give us a clearer picture of what that entails.



Chapter 2-Pax Mongolicain the Persian sources

2.1 Source Background

Persian sources are some of the most extensive and important for the study of Mongol history. In
this chapter| will considerfour. The first two were written by contemporaries, who b oth concluded
theiraccountsin 1260. Ala-al-Din Ata-Malik Juvaini wrote his Tarikh-e jahan-gosay (History of the World
Congueror) whilst governor of Irag under Mongol rule. His brotheralso served as sahib-divaninthe
Ilkhanate to both Hulegu and his successor Abaqa, though hisfamily’s service had been giventothe
Khwarazmshahs, and even before that to the Seljugs and the Abbasids’. Naturally, as an employee of
the Mongols, Juvaini cannot be too openly critical, though John Boyle, the editor and translator of

Juvaini’s work, states thatJuvaini’s criticisms are only more subtle.'®

If we dofind Juvaini too flattering of the conquerors, we have the opposite side of the coin by way
of comparisoninthe Tabaqgat-iNasiri, a universal history of the Islamicworld written by Minhaj al-Din
Juzjani.Juzjani, an older man than Juvaini, lived through the very first Mongol invasions but was forced
to flee hishomeland of Ghurto the Delhi Sultanate, where he composed his work. Uninhibited and
perhaps even encouraged by his patrons, Juzjani pulls no punchesin his assessment of the Mongol

invasions, even suggesting that they would bring about the end of the world. ™

Having considered two sources from the era of the united Mongol empire, we should also give
thoughtto Persian history underthe Illkhanids, the Mongol successor state which ruled until 1335 much
of what we now call the Middle East. The most well-known and most comprehensive source forthe
Mongolsis the Jamial-tawarikh (Compendium of Chronicles) written in the first decade of the 14™
century. The work was a collective effort by many research assistants, but the supervision was
undertaken by the vizier Rashid al-Din. Among the many sources used by Rashid al-Din, other Persian
historians’ works were referenced, including Juvaini’s, for events he did not have first-hand information

for. Rashid al-Din was commissioned by the llkhan Ghazan to complete a history of the Mongols, and

® For a detailed biography of Juvaini, George Lane’s entry inthe Encyclopaedia Iranicais comprehensive. G. Lane,
‘Jovayni, Ala-al-Din’, (2009) in Encyclopaedia Iranica, Vol. XV, Facs.1,63-68,
http://www.iranicaonline.org/articles/jovayni-ala-al-din Accessed 14th October 2016.

0 A Boyle, The History of the World Conqueror, Trans.from the text of Mirza Muhammad Qazvini by J.A. Boyle,
(Cambridge, MA, 1958) xxxiv-XXxv.

"MR. SelaandS.C. Levi, Islamic Central Asia: An Anthology of Historical Sources, (Bloomington, IN, 2010), 135.
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later by Ghazan’s brotherand successor Oljeitu, to extend the work toinclude the histories of many
other peoples.” Naturally, Rashid al-Din’s involvement in the affairs of both Ilkhans means that he is
often accused of pandering to the Mongols, but also, paradoxically, criticising early Mongol rulersin
orderto accentuate the need for reforms taken on by Ghazan. Rashid al-Din himself was the driving
force behind these measures however, so we must be wary when making stark contrasts between the

earlyllkhanid rulers and Ghazan and his successors.

Anothergovernment employee of the Ilkhans was Hamd-Allah Mostawfi Qazvini, afinancial auditor
and governor of Qazvin until the breakup of the llkhanate. Hamd-Allah wrote hiswork Nozhat al-Qulub
afterthe death of the last Ilkhan Abu-Said whilethe fate of the Ilkhanid lands was being fought over by
several dynasties. While inspired and influenced heavily by Rashid al-Din, Hamd-Allah wrote his final
workin a time of uncertainty, without patronisation. This may help to offset Rashid al -Din’s work,
though one must keep in mind that Hamd-Allah could in no way be certain that a Mongol or Chingissid
rulerwould not succeed to the Ilkhanid domains. He also had a complex relationship to the Mongols,
with his great-grandfatherbeingkilled after the sack of Qazvin; yet he and several of his family mem bers

were heavily involved in Mongol administration.

Betweenthese foursources,abroad range of temporal, geographical, and situational differencesis
included. Ideally this will provide us with a sense of Mongol Persia as it developed overtime. While
some of the works are quite focused onthe Islamicworld itself, others, such as Jamial-tawarikh, are far
more comprehensive, allowing us more insightinto the Mongol world as a whole. When this analysisis
complemented by our work on European and Near Eastern sources, a clear picture of the Pax Mongolica

should startto emerge.

¢, Melville, Jame al-Tawarik’,(2012) in Encyclopaedia Iranica, Vol. XIV, Fasc.5, 462-468.
http://www.iranicaonline.org/articles/jame-al-tawarik Accessed 14th of October 2016.

B Melville, ‘Hamd-Allah Mostawfi’, (2012) in Encyclopaedia Iranica, Vol. X|,Fasc.6, 631-634.
http://www.iranicaonline.org/articles/hamd-allah-mostawfi Accessed 14th of October 2016.
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Rashid al-Din documents the rise of the Mongols and theirinitial conquests. His sources for this
information were a Mongol general called Bolad Ch’eng-Hsiang, and through him the Altan Debter, or
Golden Book, which was kept off limits to non-Mongols.** Thus for the Mongols’ early expansion Rashid
al-Diniswell-informed. Chingis Khan’s brutality is not shirked away from. In one instance Chingis is
recorded boilingthose of aseditious tribe, the Tayichi’ut. > The Merkit fared little better, with Rashid
saying that Chinghis completely annihilated them.® With regards to the campaignsin Northern China,
the same seems to have been the case, with Chingis ‘destroying every village and town he came to.” "’
Alsonotable isthe famous Tangut campaign, where the Mongols proposed a peace to the Tanguts, but
turned on them, with Chingis leading the attack. Chingis received an injury, the complications of which
laterkilled him. In compliance with Chingis’ dying wish, his sons apparently had all the Tanguts put to
the sword to avenge theirfather, not to mention the 40 girls buried with Chingis in death.*® Juzjani
relates the same story, with both the betrayal and the promise to eradicate the Tanguts."* In one of his
many evocative passages, Juzjani passes on the travel account of an emissary of the Khwarazmshah,
Baha-ud-Din, who passed by the site of the siege of Zhongdu, describes mountains of bones, ground
slick with human fat, and 60,000 virgins jumpingto their deaths to avoid Mongol capture.’ Even the
more soberJuvaini describes Mongol conquestsin Islamiclands thus: ‘Where there had been ahundred

thousand people there remained, without exaggeration, notahundred souls left alive.” **

The Mongols’ campaignsin Islamiclands naturally are given the most press by our Persian authors.
As has been well-publicised, the Mongol invasion of the Khwarazmshah’s land took place afterin 1218,
the governor of the city of Otrar putto death a large group of Mongol Muslim merchants looking to

establish trade relations between the two powers. Juvaini states that ‘for every drop of their blood there

o Allsen, Culture and Conquest in Mongol Eurasia, (Cambridge, 2001) 84-88.

!> Rashiduddin Fazlullah, Jami ‘u’t-tawarikh, Compendium of Chronicles, A History of the Mongols, (trans. W.M.
Thackston) (Harvard, 1998) 161.

'®bid., 227.

*® |bid., 290-2, 312.

'° Tabakat-I Nasiri: A General History of the Muhammedan Dynasties of Asia, Including Hindustan: from A.H. 194
(810AD) to A.H. 658 (1260 AD) and the Irruption of the Infidel Mughals into Islam, Maulana Minhaj-ud-Din Ibn
Umar-I Usman, translated from original Persian Manuscripts by Major H.G. Raverty, Vol.1, (New Delhi, 1970) 1096.
*%bid., 965.

?! Ala-ad-Din ‘Ata-MalikJuvaini, The History of the World Conqueror, Trans.from the text of Mirza Muhammad
Qazvini by J.A. Boyle, (Cambridge, MA, 1958) 25.
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flowed awhole Oxus’.?* Rashid al-Din concurs, saying that this action ‘destroyed the world.’*> The fate of

Otrar itself differs according to our sources. Juvaini states thatit was pillaged, with its people driven out.
Rashid al-Din states that most of the people were slain, with the rest levied for further campaigns.
Juzjani says thatall of its citizens were massacred.?* Bukhara fared little better. Juvainiand Rashid al-Din
have the town beingburnt, the people of the city being made levies to fight against the citadel, and
after ‘no male was spared who stood higherthan the butt of a whip’. Both give the figure of 30,000
killed.”® Juzjani emphasises the burning of the library at Bukhara.’® The same story occurs at Samargand
as well. Atthe Khwarazmian capital of Urgench, things got even nastier with street fighting between
local levies and the defenders of the city. Naptha was used in the housing district. Inthe ensuing round -
up, Juvaini states that each soldier was given 24 people to execute. He admits himselfthat he finds the
numbers absolutely incredible. On top of this, according to Juzjani, the women who were not executed
were made to fist-fight all day for the Mongols’ pleasure, then executed-though there is no mention of

thisinJuvaini.?’

The fate of Balkh, one of the most glorious citiesin the world at that time and an Islamiccultural
hub, is one of the more publicised. Despitethe city’s surrender, Juvaini says that the city was attacked
and the entire population massacred. Chingis laterarrives at the site and finds fugitives remaining, and
slaysthemall. The Mongols ‘wiped out all traces of culture from that region.’?® Those places where a
relative orfavourite of Chingis were slain suffered the most. Bamiyan, where Chingis grandson was
struck by an arrow, suffered particularly. Juvainistates thateventhe beasts were slain and that there
was noliving creature there in hisday, and even more than 60 years later, Hamd-Allah Mostawfistates
thatitremainedaruin. A similarfate awaited Nishapur, where Toghachar, Chingis’ son-in-law was killed,
and noteven the dogs and cats were left alive. Juzjani puts the fate of Khorasan down to a rebellion
which took the lives of the Mongol governors, whereupon Chingis allegedly says ‘from whence have

these people I have killed come to life again?’ Khorasan is then subsequently devastated again.*

*2 |bid., 80.

*% Rashid al-Din, 234.

2 Juvaini, 84;Rashid al-Din, 242;

2® Juvaini, 104-106; Rashid al-Din, 247.

%% Juzjani, 274.

27 Juvaini, 126-8;Rashid al-Din, 255;Juzjani, 1100.

28 Juvaini, 131.

29 Juvaini, 132-3,175-7;G. Le Strange, The Geographical Part of the Nuzhat-al-Qulub, (trans.G. Le Strange) (New
York, 2014) 152-3.

%% Juzjani, 1048.
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The infamous campaign of Jebe and Subedei in pursuit of the Khwarazmshah has gone downin
history as one of the bloodiestin pre-modern history. When they had time, the generals took many
cities, though they left many untouched. Juvaini rattles off alist of the citiesand towns where they
massacred the inhabitants, confirmed by Juzjani and Rashid al-Din: Tus, Khubushan, Qum, Zanjan,
Zava,Hamadan, Girit, Nakhichevan, Ardabil. It can be quite repetitiveand numbingto read of all these
attacks, but thereisverylittle in the way of disagreement between the two Mongol -sponsored

historians and Juzjani.

Beyond the Islamicheartlands, this continued wherever the Mongols roamed. Rashid al -Din states
that the towns of Rus taken by the Mongols had been largely depopulated.® Juvaininotes how the
Bulghars were largely slain ortaken captive, while at the capture of the city of Magas, the Mongols
collected 270,000 ears of the slain.** In Hulegu’s lateradvance into Persia, he faced up against the
Ismaili Assassins. Hulegu tricks the leader of the Assassins, Rukn al-Din,into a peace, then has all of his
followers slain, to the babe inits cradle.* Hulegu’s subordinate Baiju is sent into Anatolia to massacre
and pillage. Hulegu’s trip to Baghdad is a successful one-the plains around the city were first flooded,
thenthe city was taken, burned and a general massacre enacted which spared only foreigners and
Christians. The Abbasid Caliph and his entire family were put to death as well.>** Aleppo was sacked and
subjectedtoa full week of massacre, while the citizenry of Hamawere put to death despite being under
amnesty. Diyarbakirand Mosul did little better. Several of the maliksin these cities suffered particularly
gruesome fates: one beingkilled by having his own flesh stuffed down his mouth, while at Mosul, one

was devoured by maggots and his son cut in half and displayed on both banks of the Tigris.**

This isbut a selection of the examplesin our Persian sources covering Mongol destruction, and all
fourauthors corroborate these stories. One of the most famous statements about the Mongols made by
Hamd-Allah Mostawfiis aboutIran, stating ‘there can be no doubtthat evenif fora thousand yearsto
come no evil befalls the country, yet will it not be possible completely to repairthe damage.” *° This
statement has often beenridiculed by recent historians, butitisinteresting thatJuvaini, one of the

Mongol apologists, says something very similar: ‘even though there be generation and increase until the

*1 Rashid al-Din, 260.

32 Juvaini, 269-270.

*3 |bid., 723-4.

3 Rashid al-Din 487,495-9.
** Ibid., 503, 508-511.

** Hamd-Allah Mostawfi, 34.
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resurrection the population will not attain to a tenth part of whatit was before.””” Whether we accept

these dire claimsisanother matter, butitis crucial that these type of statements occuracross the

spread of our selected historians, whether anti-Mongol orno, andinthe early and laterstages of

Mongol rule.

37 Juvaini, 97.
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2.3 Life under the Mongols in the Persian Sources

If the picture painted so far has appeared quite bleak, thisis partly to do with the realities of empire-
building. No empire was built bloodlessly, and the Mongols were no exception. The concepts of ‘Pax’ as
appliedtothe Romans, the Mongols et al. usually signify the conditions within the empire’s borders.
While I believethat the effects of conquest cannot be detached from life under empire, we will now
turn our discussiontowhat it meantto be a Mongol imperial citizen. Eventhe Mongols were aware that
there had to be some change from conquest to rule. Rashid al-Din tells astory of when Nasiral-Din Tusi,
the great scholarand scientist, is asked by the Mongols foradvice on how to rule. His response is thus:
‘We are at present conquerors, not potentates. In times of conquest maintenance of the peasantryis
not obligatory. When we become potentates we will dispensejustice to those who ask for it.” ** How did

the Mongolsrule then?

Juzjani, while stating that Chingis was a butcher, also called him justand resolute, whose followers
were honestand always obeyed his commands.*® He follows a similar pattern to many Muslim authors
in criticising Chaghatai for his persecution of Muslims while praising Ogedeifor his fair treatment of that
religion.*® He discusses at some length the plans of Buddhists under Mongol rule who wished toincite
Guyuk to kill and/or emasculate all the Muslims in his empire.*! Guyuk’s burial is conducted according to
Mongol custom, with his wives and slaves buried with him. The powerstruggle which followed led to the
winning party, Batu and Mongke, putting to death 10,000 Mongols, largely eliminating the house of
Chaghatai.*” He laments the fate of Khorasan, stating that ‘people weredistressed for the necessities of
life’ due to the effects of the Mongol campaigns there.* Naturally, Muslim rulers receive more praise
fromJuzjani, who praises Berke’s commitment to Islam through pilgrimages, enforcing of drinking

restrictions on his soldiers, and his destruction of Christian churches.*
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We have far more information on life in Mongol lands from Juvaini, who as governor of Baghdad,
had live access to conditions under Mongol rule, unlike Juzjani. Juvaini, despite some of his more drastic
statements regarding Mongol devastation, does speak forsome degree of renewal under Mongol rule.
While he states that Khorasan and Iraq remained devastated in his day, that some of the other districts
originally attacked by the Mongols had retained their previous prosperity. He praises the efforts of
Mahmud Yalavach, the Mongol administratorin Turkestan, in abolishing the compulsory levies which so
drained the population- allowing some degree of prosperity to return.* Juvainitells the story of a revolt
of the common people, led by aSufifrom Tarab which spilled into Bukharain 1238/9, which targeted
both the Mongols and the wealthy-particularly tax-gatherers and landowners. The elites, supported by
the Mongols, and the common people faced off several times, with the Mongols victorious. The
Mongols desired to again destroy Bukhara, but luckily Mahmud Yalavach’s intervention on behalfof the
people of Bukhara saved that city from complete ruin.*® Bukharawas able to recover largely thanks to
the efforts of Sorqaqgtani Beqi, the influential mother of Mongke, Qubilai, and Hulegu, who built two

madrasas there.”’

For Juvaini, Chingis was, as the title of hiswork Tarikh-e jahan-gosay suggests, the world-conqueror.
It isunderhissuccessor Ogedei howeverthatthe Mongols become rulers as well as conquerors.
Campaigns undertaken by Ogedei were still brutal-the Mongol army’s rape of Chin generalsand more
collections of the ears of those killed in battle suggest as much- butin general, he is quite praiseworthy
of Ogedei.*® His yasag, orlaws, highlighted the protection of the weak and Juvaini, in poeticfashion,
claimsthat under his authority ‘the dust of disturbances and calamities subsided and all creation was
secure’.*? His protection of Islam and the mediating effect he has on his more traditional Mongol
brother Chaghatai are particularstrong points forJuvaini. He isgenerousto a faultand inspired great

loyaltyinthose he ruled.®

Juvaini has a good deal of information about Mongol administratorsin Khorasanand Iran. The area
was not fully pacified by the Mongol general Chormaghun, with many rebels and Khwarazmian emirs

actingas a sort of resistance movement. Ogodei’s angerat thisleads to him ordering the flooding of
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Khorasan, but he is put off this course of action by his administrator Chin-Temur.”* Chin-Temur himself
receivesavery poorreview fromJuvaini, who claims that even thoselands of Khorasan which had not
been ravaged by armies were submitted to heavy taxation and tortured until they were able to pay.*?
The Uighur administrator Korguzis pictured as the man trying to control the madness. He conductsa
census, re-assesses taxes, tries to protect property, builds ganats (irrigation canals), and attempts to
relieve the burdens of the yam (postal station network) on the common people.* Unfortunately the
Mongol system was such that there was still agreat degree of administrative powerinthe hands of
generals. This system was designed to be acheck on the amount of powerany one Mongol
administrator could have, butitalso served to massively inconvenience the population. Juvaini
complains that Korguz was prevented from effectively administering many regions as Chormaghun’s
commanders levied theirown taxes, rendering the divanineffective, and that when Korguz attempted to
curb the power of the military commanders, they contrived to have himinvestigated for corruptionand
put to death.” The governorship of Arghun saw the Mongols trying to extend their tax base. His chief
secretary Sharaf al-Dinis portrayed as the mainvillain by Juvainiin this, largely as a method of excusing
his patron Arghun and his Mongol overlords. Suggesting that Arghun was powerless to stop Sharaf al -
Din’staxationis one example. Surely with the approval of his bosses, Sharaf al -Din ‘imposed upon the

732 Juvaini attacks Sharaf al-Din

Moslems a tax beyond the strength and endurance of each individually.
for some time, atall times absolving Arghun of any blame. During these administrative changes, the

confusion of the times was exacerbated by several longinterregnaas well.

The ten year period between Ogodei’'sdeath in 1241 and Mongke’s enthronementin 1251 was both
atesting period forthe Mongol empire’s survival as well as forits subjects. The Mongol world was held
togetherby Ogodei’s queen regent Toregene Khatun. Her personal rivalries with key administrators like
Mahmud Yalavach and Chingai saw them displaced and administrative continuity disrupted. Inthe free-
for-all thatensued, Mongol princes, generals, and administrators collected their own taxes, issued their
own paizas (stamps of authority) and sent their own envoys viathe yam. Though this practice was
ended by Guyuk upon hisaccessionin 1246, hisdeath only two years later saw the same issue arise

again.’® About the demands of the Mongol general Eljigitei Juvaini says the ‘constant relay of Mongol tax
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collectors and the levies and demands of Eljigitei reduced the peopletoindigence.” >’ Korguz’
replacementas administrator for western Asiawas Arghun, who describes the state of the region during
the interregnum after Guyuk’s death, points out the multiple collecting of the qubchur (livestock tax),
the repeated levies on the populace, aswell as the extrademands of supportingthe yam stations. The
situation was one thatinfuriated and disgusted Juvaini’s father, who served in the divan and sought to

retire, but was prevented from doing so.>®

The reign of Mongke apparently saw great changesin how the empire was run. Arghun was
confirmed as governor of most of western Asia, something that may not have pleased the population,
but undera different mandate. It was Mongke who requested from Arghun the assessment of the realm
fromthe interregnum period. Arghun was forced to admit his own negligence, and Mongke looked to
local dignitaries to provide him with areport of the situation and how it should best be addressed. >
Mongke soughtto lessenthe burden onthe common people by establishinga more set taxation rate
and weakening the power of the elchis (envoys) and ortags (merchant companies) who had used the
yam stations to excess.®® However, it was not long before Mongke sent Hulegu on his western campaign.
The huge numbers of soldiers had to be provisioned, and this was done by an army of envoys. Near
Samargand, Masud Beg was forced to entertain Hulegu and his army for nearly a month.®* Hulegu did
restore some lands on his way, for example Khabushan, derelict for decades since the first Mongol
invasions, was rebuilt, largely due toJuvaini’s own influence.®” However, requisitioning continued into
1256, where provisions had to be taken from all over western Asiato support Hulegu’s army. Any
livestock could be taken as a sort of emergency tax.®® From 1252-1258 Hulegu travelled through
predominantly Mongol lands, levying and requisitioning for his attacks on the Ismailis and the Abbasid

Caliphate. The demands on Mongol subjects must have been punishing.

Juvaini’s assessment of Mongol treatment of their subje cts hardly makes forimpressive reading.
Now we will turnto his continuator, Rashid al-Din for furtherinformation about Mongol rule, especially
post-dissolutionin 1260. One of the first things to note is that many began life underthe Mongols as

slaves. Afterthe victory at Fanakat, for example, Rashid al-Din notes that all of the women and children
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were enslaved and those young men who were not killed werelevied into the Mongol armies, to be
turned onto neighbouringcities and even further afield.®* For some of the women this would mean
entryintothe harem of a ruleror prince, for others this would mean forced marriage to a Mongol
soldier. Whileawoman’s beauty could allow heralife of ease and luxury inthe ruler’'s camp, to be too
favoured meant being buried with the ruleras well, such as the 40 girls killed in memory of Chingis. ® For
those extremely lucky men who were notforced into the levy, if they were craftsmen they could expect
forced relocation to another part of the Mongol empire. Qara-Qorum, built by Ogodei, was built by and
catered for by both Chinese and Muslim artisans and slaves. ®® These men, apart from their exile and
social separation, may have been able toimprove atleast their fiscal situation while many of them were

able to bringtheirfamilies with them.

Ogedei, asin most Persian histories, is praised by Rashid al-Din for his efforts torule well. Arelief
fund of 10% of the grain levy was provided forthe poorin the empire whilethe postal system was
increased, connecting northern Chinaand Qara-Qorum.®’ Both interregna after Ogodeiand Guyuk’s
deaths were tryingtimes forthe empire. Afterthe death of Guyuk, several courts were set up by his
regent, Oghul Gaimish, and his sons Khwajaand Naqu. Each court issuedits own degrees, leaving
administrators of the empire like Chingai completely bewildered as to how to proceed. The disputes
between the Ogodeid/Chaghadaid families with Mongke and Batu saw the empire’s footing grow even
shakier. The wide scale purges undertaken by Mongke against hisrivals and theirfamilies saw the Toluid

line win out and Mongke chosen as the Qa’an.®®

An even more extensive list of Mongke’s efforts toimprove the empire’s situation is given by Rashid
al-Din. Some notable acts were the prevention of collecting taxesin arrears from the peasantryanda
limiting of both merchants and envoys from requisitioning from the population. The system became
more bureaucratised, with many scribes of many different backgrounds being employed to keep up with
the plethora of languages and regions of the Mongol world.®® Hulegu’s mission to the west was not just
military, but also administrative, as Mongke sought to restore the provinces destroyed by the Mongols
intheirpreliminary invasions. However, supporting the Mongol army was a greatdrain onthe regions

they passed through, and luckily, according to Rashid al-Din, Hulegu moved on quickly otherwise
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‘territories in submission would have been totally ruined by transport of food and drink.”’° How feasting
at the expense of Mongol administrators for months onendina six year campaignis described as quick

by our authoris perplexing!

Afterthe death of Mongke in 1259, the Mongol Empire essentially splitinto four different khanates.
While the Qa’antitle was still fought over, and eventually won by Qubilai, he was not recognisedinthe
Chaghadaid Khanate in Central Asia, orinthe Qipchaq Khanate in Russia. Only the llkhansin Persia
nominally submitted, as signified in theiradoption of the prefix il (submissive). In practice however, they
were rulersintheirownright. Rashid al-Din, as a vizier forthe llkhan Ghazan and his successor Oljeitu,
had the best knowledge of conditionsin Persia, but he is also one of the main sources of information on
the post-dissolution Mongol world. As much of the time Rashid al-Din wrote about was filled with
conflict between Mongol powers, we will address these conflicts and their effectsthen goonto focuson

life in Mongol lands.

One of the main disputes which continued throughout much of the second half of the 13" century
was between the Qipchaq Khanate of the Jochid line and the llkhanate. The origins of this dispute began
when Hulegu laid claim to areas in the Caucasus that had originally been allotted to the Jochids. This was
exacerbated by Hulegu’s execution of relatives of the Jochid khan Berke, and finally by his murder of the
Caliph and hisdescendants upon capturing Baghdad in 1258, an act condemned by Berke, as he had
become a Muslim. Conflict broke out soon after the death of Mongke, with the two khanates supporting
different competitors forthe position of Qa’an- Berke supporting Arigh Boke, and Hulegu and his
successor Abaghasupporting Qubilai. An alliance was created between the Jochids and the Mamluks,

the rulers of Egypt and Syriawho were the llkhans’ strongrival to the west.

The situation was compounded by the actions of leadersin the Chaghadaid Khanate, who fought
against both the llkhans and Qubilai in China. Essentially, the situation was afamily feud onaworld -
wide scale. Baraq, the Chaghadaid khan, and Qaidu, a grandson of Ogodei, resented the Toluids for
Mongke’s execution of their relatives and seizure of the throne, while the Jochids’ territorial dispute
with the Ilkhans made them natural allies. This culminated in an agreementin 1269 that Barag, Qaidu,
and the Jochid khan Mongke Temur would share revenues and continue to attack the Toluid khanates.
This pact was made with the intention of improving the administration of Transoxania, with long-serving

Mongol administrator Masud Beg in charge. Baraq had wanted to continue to plunderrich provinces like

"% bid., 486.
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Samargand, but this agreement sought to keep the Mongol armies away from the cities and peasantry.”*
The situation almostimmediately changed, as Baraq began plundering his own peopleand Qaidu
established friendship with Abagha. Baraq did great damage at Nishapurin 1270, while Abagha
respondedin 1273 by devastating Bukhara, where many were killed, Masud Beg’s madrasa was burnt,
and the library destroyed.”” This attack, under Abagha’s lieutenant Aq Beg, continued for 3 years, with
Rashid al-Din stating ‘such a magnificentcity and its countryside was totally devastated. There was not a

living soul in the vicinity for sevenyears.’”

Qaidu himself was involved in almost constant warfare with Qubilai until the latter’s deathin 1294.
Qaidu had supported Arigh-Boke, Qubilai’s brotherand rival forthe throne, and continued to further his
own interestsin both Chaghadaid lands and further afield. The fouryear succession warbetween
Qubilai and Arigh-Boke had involved armies and different Chingisid princes from across the Mongol
Empire, with cities like Dai Liu, Almalyk, Otrarand even Qara-Qorum itselfsuffering during this civil
war.”* Rashid al-Din sees Qaidu’s wars as a continuation of this conflict, stating that ‘on account of his
rebellion, many Mongols and Tajiks have been annihilated, and flourishing land has been devastated.’ >
Naturally, Rashid al-Din’s boss was a Toluid submissive to the Great Qa’an in Daidu, so he naturally saw
Qaidu’s actions as rebellious. There is no doubt that Qaidu and Qubilai’s wars were particularly
damagingto those territories which were disputed. After Baraq’s death, Qaidu became the real powerin
the Chaghadaid Khanate, with the Chaghatai khan as his puppet. In 1282, Qaidu appointed Du’a, ason of
Baraq, khan, and the two allied against the Toluids once again. Any pretenderorrebel in both Yuan
Chinaand the llkhanate could get supportfrom Qaidu and Du’a, which often turnedinternal disputes
withinthe khanatesintointernational affairs, dragging levies and the general populationin. Uighuristan,
Derbent, Diyarbekirand many cities on both sides of the Euphrates ‘are fallow and unproductive.’ ’°
Those that were the frontier between Mongol khanates suffered the worst. Despite a brief peacein

1304, conflictcontinued on and off between the Chaghadaids and Yuan China until the latter’s collapse.

Rashid al-Din’s knowledge about conditions within the llkhanate make him an excellent source for
the period. However, his position as main adviserand promulgator of the reforms which took place in

Ghazan’sreign mean we must be wary in his portrayal of how bad things were before. To this we should
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also add the caveat that reforms and new laws are not enacted unlessthere is need forthem, and that
there was need is confirmed by other sources like Vassaf and Hamd-Allah Mostawfi. In general, Rashid
al-Dinis not often overtly critical of individual llkhans. Rather, the blame forthe corruption and tax
extortionislaid on ministers orthe systemitself. This can often lead to seeming contradictions. In the
reign of Arghun, for example, Rashid al-Din states that ‘the people rested in the shadow of his
clemency’,”” butlambasts his Jewish vizier Sa’d al-Dawla for his beatings, torture and executions in
pursuit of tax arrears.’® While Hulegu is praised for some of his rebuilding work, such as at Quchan
which had been destroyed by the Mongols’ firstinvasion, and his restoration of the canal system,
administrative problems such as usury and corruption began to take hold from Hulegu’s reign, and
continued despite the efforts of Hulegu, Abagha, and even the often criticised Geikhatu.”® According to
Rashid al-Din, the attempts of Hulegu and his successors to restore certain areas only made things worse

in other provinces, andinthe whole land ‘not one tenth of the realmis productive.’ *

The problem was essentially one of supervision and control, presumably acommonissue in pre -
modernsocieties. Viziers made heavy taxation demands, at the behest of the Mongol rulers engagedin
warfare at home and abroad, which led to repeated levying of several types of taxes, both Mongol and
those which existed previously. The greaterfreedom allowed to tax collectors and regio nal governors
meant that they could use whatever means necessary to get this taxation, while the lack of supervision
entailed extensive embezzlement. The fact that funds weren’t getting through to the central divan
usually led to anotherlevy- Rashid al-Din says that the Mongol qubchur (livestock tax) was sometimes
taken 20 or 30 times a year instead of 10. The matter became more complex as the Mongols often used
theirenvoys as tax collectors. These envoys, catered for by the yam stations supported by those in the
area, would take extreme liberties by billeting theirforcesin people’s homes and continuing to extort
funds, causing many to flee their homes, further weakening the tax base.?' Presumably during the more
stable reigns of Hulegu, Abaghaand Arghun, they were able to mitigate the issues somewhat, but the
situation became more acute when several Mongol leaders vied for position. Ahmad and Arghun’s
buying off of emirs and soldiers left the treasury essentially broke when Arghun eventually did take

control.?? After Arghun’s death, Geikhatu came to the throne and his generosity and failed experiment
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with paper money ledto anothercivil war, involving several Mongol rulers and emirs who taxed or

plundered their powerbasesin orderto gain support, with Ghazan eventually winning out.**

Of course, for Rashid al-Din, Ghazanis the antidote to all of these problems. His actions are those of
ajust Islamicruler. He expels Buddhists and Zoroastrians, while limiting the privileges of Christians and
Jews. He embarks onreligious building projects and foundations. He limits the power of the army and
corrupt ministers. He restores irrigation systems so that agriculture can flourish once again. He regulates
taxesto a manageable level while stillimproving the state of the treasury. He revaluates the coinage and
setsthe weights and measures to a rigid standard.® These actions were what was expected of an Islamic
ruler, though there were some aimed specifically at the Mongol army and yam system. Ghazan sought
to re-introduce the igta system, which gave the Mongol army lands that they had to maintain. This
aimed to preventsoldiers from destroying theirown land for profit. He also limited the power of envoys
much inthe same way Mongke had done, trying to restore their credibility as agents of Ilkhanid power. *®
While these measures did cause improvement, they were limited, even as admitted by Rashid al -Din.
Firstly, religious freedom, which had always been asignificant plus pointin the Mongol column, was
now severely limited. Tax exemptions for the religious classes were now limited to Muslims. *® Rashid al-
Din also admits that Ghazan was limited in his attempts to control the Mongol army, as they were his
core powerbase.®” He also recognises thatimprovements were regional and that this could often
detrimentally affect otherareas.® His overall assessment of the Mongols, including his own bosses, is
hardly as complimentary as many would make out, stating, ‘during the days of the Mongols, [when] itis

'8 Even

clearand patentto all how much strife, unrest, and disorder have occurred in every revolution.
despite Ghazan’s reforms, large areas of Islamiclands are “fallowand unproductive’.*® Rashid al-Din did
have information through Bolad about China, so we will now turntothe Yuanrealmto see how it

compares.

Rashid al-Din seems to have the mostinformation about Qubilai’s reign. He notes that Qubilai was
aware of China’s wealth, and wanted to maintain and increase this. Part of this was fulfilled with the

construction of Daidu, Qubilai’s grand capital near modern Beijing. In order to connect this city to the
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restof China, he extended the Grand Canal to the capital. The yam stations were also established across
the country. The infrastructure and amount of information contained at the library at Daiduimpress
Rashid al-Din, presumably explained to him by Bolad in depth.’* However, there were significant
problems with Mongol employeesin China. The Mongolsimported their administrators and many of the
most able tax collectors were Muslims. The infamous Ahmad Fanakati was Qubilai’s main revenue
official and according to our author caused great anger and jealousy amongst the Chinesefor his power
and hisruthless efficiency. He was eventually assassinated, which coincided with Muslim persecution for
several years. Muslimrites were banned and several officers put to death in quite gruesome ways,
causing many Muslims to leave the country.®> As well as outward conflicts with Qaidu and Du’a, Qubilai
had to face several rebellions at home as well, with one of his generals Nayan turning againsthimand
coordinating with Qubilai’s enemies to the west. Another outbreak of rebellion took place in Lung-hsing,
informer Song lands, which was crushed and the area plundered.”?The Persian historian tells us that he
has been denied greaterinformation about Qubilai’s successor Temur due to the wars with Qaidu and
Du’a that saw the roads closed. He is aware of Qaidu’s death in battle with Temur, but we get no further
information on the state of affairsin Yuan lands.’* Clearly there was a significantamount of knowledge
of affairsin Chinawithin the upper echelons of the Ilkhanid court. More information about China will
emerge from our European sources, so for now we will turnto life conditionsin Persiaaccordingto our

final source, Hamd-Allah Mostawfi.

Hamd-Allah was an accountant, so it islittle surprise that he focuses on figures. Though a protégé of
Rashid al-Din when ayoung man, he wrote much of hiswork 30 years or so afterthe vizier's death. In his
Nuzhatal-Qulub he analysesthe revenues of Iran as they developed overtime. These statements concur
largely with Rashid al-Din’s assessment of the state of affairsin Iran overan extended period of time.
Hamd-Allah says that there was around a 20% increase in Iranian revenues due to the reforms of
Ghazan, butthat these had dropped by more than a half due to the collapse of the llkhanid state and
the coming and goings of armies that attended this uncertainty. The Ilkhanid revenues he compares to
both Sassanian and Seljuqtimes, notingahuge drop. His great-grandfatherapparently did have access
to Seljuq documents, and for the Sassanian figures, Hamd-Allah quotes the 9" century Abbasid source

Ibn Khurdadbih.’® Forareas around the western Asia, the Mongol invasions are given as the primary
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reason for decreasingfunds. The revenues of Arran and Mughan are shown as decreasing by around
90% from Seljuqtimes, with afigure of around 80% for the Sultanate of Rum. An 80% decreaseisalso

noted forthe provinces of Georgiaand Abkhaziain the time of their native kings.”°

Hamd-Allah praisesthe building works undertaken at Takht-i Sulayman by Abagha, Sultaniyya by
Arghun, Tabriz by Rashid al-Din and his son Ghiyath al-Din, Ujan by Ghazan, and at Sultanabad by
Oljeitu.”” He highlights that efforts were made by Ghiyath al-Din, Oljeitu’s vizier, to prevent the
governors of Khurasan from embezzling funds, though he died before he could fully implement this. *®
However, forall of these efforts, elsewhere Hamd-Allah describes the effects of Mongol devastation.
The town of Sarjahan had had 50 villages as dependencies which had all been ruined by the Mongols,
though its proximity to Sultaniyyah did allow it to flourish once again.®® His native Qazvin and Zanjan’s
walls were destroyed by the Mongols and neverrebuilt. The towns of Sajas and Sahmvard were both
reduced to the size of villages during the Mongol invasions. '* The town of Kaghadh-Kunan had been

101

reducedtoa village thenturnedintoa Mongol settlement.”” The great city of Mosul, beautified by Badr

al-Din Lulu, was in ruins- though he does not specify how this came about. '

As previously noted, the
city of Bamiyan had been completelydepopulated, whileJurjan was alsoreduced to a ve ry small
number of people livinginruins. The famous observatory built by Nasiral-Din Tusi in Hulegu’s time had

falleninto ruin and not been restored as well.**®

Hamd-Allah’s mix of praise and criticism of Mongol
actionsistypical of Persian historians, whose works have given us agreat deal of information on the
living conditions of the great majority under Mongol rule. Now we can turn to the topicthat is so central

to theideaof the Pax Mongolica, travel and trade conditions.
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2.4 Travel and trade in the Persian sources

Much is made of the improvementsintravel and trade which occurred underthe Mongols. Analysis
through our sources can give us some idea of the situation. There is significantly more information in
Juvainiand Rashid al-Din on this topicthanin Juzjani and Hamd-Allah Mostawfi, so the greater portion

of thissection will be dedicated to the former writers, though the latter shall notbe ignored.

Accordingto Juvaini and Juzjani, the Mongol encouragement of trade is noteworthy early on. J uvaini
states that it was the Mongols’ desire forfabrics which saw many Muslims heading east with the
promise of riches. In orderto facilitate this exchange, Chingis began guarding the highways and having
the merchants given safe conductto reach him. Despite complaining about the prices these merchants
asked fortheirfabrics, he still buys all of their goods. ** Juzjani and Juvaini confirm that it is Chingis’
desire to establish trade relations with the Khwarazm-shah that sees him send the group of merchants
who are put to death, sparking the Mongol invasion of Khwarazm. Rashid al -Din also states that the
Khwarazm-shah had made similar movesto quell unrestand clearthe roads of bandits and that Chingis

19 The situation for

asked himto continue doing this forthe merchants coming from hislands.
merchantsimproved under Ogodeias well. Juvaini says that Ogodei began to sponsor ortags (merchant
companies) and pay 10% over market price forall goods. No wonderthen that merchants fromall over
the world began arriving.'®® The extension of the yam from Qara-Qorum to northern Chinaand
increased protection alongthe way is noted by Rashid al-Din. The construction of Qara-Qorum itself
required agreat deal of provisions fromall around the empire, with Rashid al -Din giving the number of

107

500 carts of food and drink a day arrivingthere.™ " One anecdote compares the wares broughtfromthe

Muslim lands to those from China, listing items like textiles and garments from Baghdad and Bukhara, as
well as Arabian horses. Much of this may have been plunderratherthan trade goods however. **® Juzjani
saysthat in the city of Lohor many became merchants, got passes fromthe Mongols and began toing
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and froing between Khorasan and Turkistan.™ Clearly business was good.

194 juvaini, 78.

1% Juzjani, 272, Juvaini, 79-80; Rashid al-Din, 233-4.
1% juvaini, 210,214-6.

197 Rashid al-Din, 328-9.

"% Ipid., 335.

199 juzjani, 1133.
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The free-for-all which ensued after Ogodei’s death must have seemed an opportunity for many
merchants. Apparently princes and emirsissued theirown paizas (tablets of authority) to all and

"% The uncertainty may have put off some merchants, but for those that were able to take the

sundry.
risk, the lack of oversight of theiractions meant they could take advantage of the yam with impunity.
The accession of Guyuk saw their risk pay off, as he continued to reward the merchants arriving at his
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court.”” The same situation arose upon Guyuk’s death as well, with several courts being set up by rival

princes and regents, with Rashid al-Din saying that very little was done during the regency of Oghul -

"2 WhileJuvaini states that the roads were closed upon

Gaimish exceptfordealing with merchants.
Guyuk’s death, this must have been temporary as both authors confirm that messengers and tax
collectors were sentoutin greaterforce than ever, meaningthe ‘revenue for several years was

d »113

exhauste The deregulation which occurred even saw people forming ortags just to escape taxation

demands.***

The accession of Mongke saw tighter restrictions being placed on merchants. While Mongke sought
to reduce theirability to take advantage of the general population, he did not wish to chase them away.
Juvaini notes that Guyuk and his family members had set up many agreements with merchants that had

% Despite this, the free rein which ortags and merchants

not been settled which Mongke paid outon.
had held was over. All deals with ortags now had to be referred to the court. Merchants who had used
poststation horsesand requisitioned from the population were now prevented from doing so.
Merchants, who had also fulfilled roles as tax collectors and emissaries, were now designated only as
merchants, without paizas, to separate them from imperial officials. As part of this, they were nolonger
permitted to make use of the ulagh (food levy) which had been amajorinconvenienceforthose forced
to supportthe merchants. Finally, they werealso required to pay formal taxes to the state. While this

had always been the case in principle, the strictures were tightened as many merchants had avoided

these up till then.™*®

Under Qubilai, merchants certainly would have benefitted from the extension of the Grand Canal

and the building of Daidu. Provisions would be required and now much of the Mongol east was

10 juvaini, 255.

1 bid., 259

112 Rashid al-Din, 395.

13 juvaini,512;Rashid al-Din, 395.

% Juvaini, 598.

"% bid., 603-4.

1 Juvaini, 599-600, 606; Rashid al-Din, 411-2.
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connected by postal stations and canals. The after-effects of Ahmad’s execution and Qubilai’s
restrictions on Muslims meant there was adecline in Muslim trade in China, though presumably this
would have been an opportunity forthose of otherreligions.'"’ The continued warfare between Qaidu
and Du’a and the Yuan after Qubilai’s death meant that the roads between Iranand China had been

closed."*® Naturally, merchants may have chosen to use searoutes instead.

Furtherwest, Rashid al-Din highlights the fact that merchant caravans passed between Iranand
Chaghatay lands, though these were often used as coverforintelligence missions.'* Dealing with
banditry was a priority forthe Ilkhans, howeverrogue groups of Mongol troops such as the Neguderi

120 Another

continued tothreaten travel safety-in 1278 for example, they attacked Fars and Shiraz.
independent group, the Qaraunas, were active during the civil war between Ahmad and Arghun. The
Kurds were always a threat on the roads, and Arghun had to deal witha group in 1286.**" Hamd-Allah
Mostawfi does state that Sultaniyyah and its environs benefitted greatly from foreigners migrating and

trading there."**

Beyond the disturbancesto trade which must have accompanied the conflicts after
Arghun’s death, the paper money experiment undertaken by Geikhatu was ablow to trade. Accordingto
Rashid al-Din, the currency was not accepted even on pain of death, causing the trade withinandto
Tabrizto completely shut down until coinage was reintroduced. **> Rashid al-Din’s assessment of the
situation pre-Ghazan mentions that due to the actions of fake Mongol envoys, travel and trade became
quite dangerous. These men, with small privatearmies, were able to attack caravans and travellers,

meaning that ‘merchants ceased to come from Cathay and India.’***

Stability returned in Ghazan’s reign, though early persecution of Christians and Buddhists and the
expulsion of the latter must have caused much uncertainty for non-Muslim traders. Ghazan did later
rescind harsh measures on Christians and Rashid al-Din talks of the great amount of wealthy foreigners

125

whoresidedinTabriz, partly due tothe needtoimport fruitand grain fromelsewhere.””” He tried to

deal with highway robbers by putting 10,000 soldiers on the roads to ensure safety, though Rashid al -

7 1bid., 452.

Ibid., 463.

Ibid., 519.

Ibid., 538-540.

1 bid., 559, 566.

122 Hamd-Allah Mostawfi, 61, 69.
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119
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124 1hid., 715.

125 1bid., 684, 686.
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126
|”°° Ghazan’s efforts at canal

Din admits that despite this ‘a certain amount of security [was] regiona
construction and sponsorship of shrines reinvigorated trade inthe Kerbelaregion, while his new city of
Ghazania provided caravanserais for merchants, attracting many from Anatoliaand Europe. ">’ The
improvement of coinage and the standardisation of weights and measures certainly would have made
trading enterprises easieras well. While we have littleinformation of Oljeitu’s reignin our sources,

Hamd-Allah does note that he made great efforts toimprove and measure the roads in the Ilkhanate .**®

As we can see, though there were plenty of disturbances which affected trade routes and merchants
themselves, the Mongols continued to try and facilitate trade as best they could throughout the lands
they ruled. While none of our sources are traders, some, such as Juvaini, provide a substantialamount
of information about the Mongol relationship to merchants. This topicwill be addressed again at greater

length when considering the European travellers who crisscrossed the Mongol Empire.

126
127

Ibid., 719-20.
Ibid., 683-4.
128 Hamd-Allah Mostawfi, 160, 168.
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2.5 Analysis

Between ourfoursourcesthen we are given a picture of what Mongol conquestandrule looked
like. Interms of what we can considera ‘Pax Mongolica’ there islittle to be said for it. While clearly at
timesthere was a greater safety onthe roads, particularly underthe longer-lasting Mongol rulers of the
united empire, this quickly evaporated during times of internecine Mongol warfare. The insecurity which
arose afterthe death of a ruler often was compounded by competition forthe throne and outside
intervention. While thisis quite typical for pre-modern societies, the scale of the Mongol empire meant
huge conflict. Indeed, with the geographical scope and amount of peoples levied to join Mongol
campaigns, these conflicts could be called early world wars. They were not consistent and there were
timeswhentravel was possible, but whatis clearis that any Pax was both temporary and regional. The
century-longfree trade image as put forward by Abu-Lughod and others doesn’t seemto bearup under
scrutiny. Adam Silversteinin his work on postal systems is quite controversial in saying that during much
of the later 13™ century ‘most scholars would agree that the roads during this period were generally

"129\We do not need to take his word forit, as we have seen from our sources, there were many

unsafe.
threats to security across Mongol lands afterthe dissolution of the empire. Silverstein notes that it took

Qubilai’s envoys five years to reach Abaqa because of the disruption. **°

While underthe united empireitis possible to speak of greater security of travel and trade, there
can be little doubt who bore the brunt of supporting the postal network. Silverstein notes that while it
allowed ‘the unified Mongol lands to enjoy the fruits of their considerable efforts’ it wasin fact the

I While the ortags were able to make huge profits, they did

peasantry who suffered fromits existence.
soina large degree by extortingand abusing the peasantry who had to supportthe yam stations. As we
have seen, Ogodei, Mongke and Ghazan all made efforts to try and reform the systemto protect the
population from avaricious merchants who werelargely unsupervised and unregulated. Anne Lambton
points outthat merchants who were extremely wealthy already would buy mugata’a (tax farming rights)

fromllkhans who were desperate forcash, onthe chance that by tax farming they could improve their

12900, Silverstein, Postal Systems in the Pre-Modern Islamic World (Cambridge, 2007) 154-5.
130 ,, .
Ibid.

31 bid., 151.
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32 With the lines blurred between whatamerchant, envoy and administrator was, this allowed

profits.
the merchants who took advantage of Mongol patronage to essentially institutionalise extortion while
Mongol rule was in flux. The stronger rulers did attempt to curb the merchants’ power, especially by
separation of official functions from personal ones. These reforms were limited in several ways, as often
the most suitable envoys were those men who had already travelled farabroad and had connections,
but alsorulers could use the merchants’ own business acumen to attempt to furthertheirfinancial ends
as well. Ghazan, forexample, sent the merchant Fakhr al-Din as his envoy to Chinain 1301 with 10
tumans (10,000 dinars) of treasury money to be traded. Fakhral-Din was gone for4 years and died on
his return voyage, with no mention of what happened to royal funds. *** Considering that this money
would have been taken from taxation of the general population, even the famous reformer Ghazan,
known for his efforts to lighten the Mongol load on the peasantry, played fastand loose inthe game of

long-distance trade. Inthisregarditis quite difficult to see how a Pax Mongolica could have benefitted

all but the very few.

Evenif we accept that merchants and traders had it better off during Mongol rule, we must
rememberwhatthis rule was built upon. The answeris massive loss of lifeand oppressive rule. The
chargeslaid at the Mongols’ door by Igor Petrushevsky, Anne Lambton, Adam Silverstein, and Timothy
May have yetto be fully answered by Mongol revisionists. Petrushevsky and Lambton focused largely on
Mongol Persiathrough the sources | have used and others, and their conclusions are damning.
Petrushevsky focusesonlran’seconomicdeclineinthis period, with irrigation and agriculture suffering
and the excessive yam and taxation demands forcing the peasantry toflee. While he acknowledges that
trade increased underthe llkhanate, this did not counterbalance the damage to what was the essential

** Anne Lambton analyses a greater amount of sources than

basis of Iranian society, agriculture.
Petrushevsky and still concludes that ‘subjection and poverty, which had formerly been temporary and
local, now became the common lot of the peasants.’*** Even accepting some exaggeration on the part of
Rashid al-Dininorderto highlight his own, and Ghazan’s achievements, by using othersources such as
Vassaf she confirms thatthere was an overall economicdownturnin Persia caused by both the primary

Mongol invasions and subsequent corruption and extortion underthe llkhans. Adam Silverstein concurs

132 AKS. La mbton, Continuity and Change in Medieval Persia: Aspects of Administrative, Economic and Social
History, 11"-14" Century, (London, 1988) 335-40.
133 Ibid.,341. Lambton has this information fromthe Tarikh-i Vassaf.
134 p. Petrushevsky, ‘The Socio-Economic Condition of Iran under the ll-khans’,in (ed.) J.A. Boyle, The Cambridge
History of Iran, Vol. 5: The Saljug and Mongol Periods (1968) pp.483-537.
135

Lambton, 142.
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with the economicdevastation which occurredin Persia, and particularly the campaigns of Hulegu,
stating ‘the best efforts of Mongol-friendly revisionism can do little more than put a positive spinon

"** Timothy May is generally more

what was a bloody and destructive episode of Mongol history.
forgiving of the Mongols, but still highlights the demographicshifts which occurred due the massive
amount of death they caused and the huge number of refugees who fled theirinvasions. His assessment
does address many of the more positive aspects of the Mongol world, but his caveatisa warningto all
Mongol apologists: ‘it should never be forgotten thatthe Mongols had little regard forthe lives of those

they conquered.”*’

In my opinion, these charges have yetto be answered by the revisionists. Itis entirely laudable that
greater study be made of the differentimpacts the Mongols had ontheirworld, but these studies
should not seek to overstate how theirimpact ‘made up for’ theiratrocities. Cultural studies have
aboundedinrecentyears, and theirresults are fascinating. However, the work of art historians focuses
onlyon the upperechelons of society. This has been acknowledged by many, including by the editors of
one prominent collection, The Legacy of Genghis Khan: Courtly Art and Culture in Western Asia, 1256-
1353. Unfortunately, this limitationis not countenanced by some. David Morgan, in a piece featuredin
the follow-up work tothe collection above, says that art historians are farahead of historiansintheir
acknowledgement of Mongol constructiveness. According to Morgan, historians have been too focused
on uncritically regurgitating source material about battles and massacres.™*® However, even another
author inthis volume who discusses the beautifullyillustrated Great Mongol Shahnama states that this
work was meant for very few people and that readinginto one manuscript produced for royalty makes it

2139

far too easy ‘to underestimatethe despoticunaccountable power of the Ilkhan as ruler.” **” Art history
can tell us much about the cultural developmentsinthe Mongol world; what it cannot do is give us a
picture of the effects of Mongol rule on the vast majority of the population. In his excellent work on
cultural exchangesinthe Mongol world, Thomas Allsen notes that ‘there were fewwho recognised and

personally realised the cultural possibilities presented by the Mongols trans-Eurasian state.”**°

136 Silverstein, 153.

e May, The Mongol Conquests in World History (London, 2012)212.

138, Morgan, ‘The Mongol Empire in World History’,in (ed.) L. Komaroff, Beyond the Legacy of Genghis Khan
(Leiden, 2006) 426.

139 R. Hillenbra nd, ‘The Arts of the Book inllkhanidIran’,in(ed.) L. Komaroff, Beyond the Legacy of Genghis Khan
(Leiden, 2006) 166.

10T Al Isen, Culture and Conquest in Mongol Eurasia, (Cambridge, 2001) 80.
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In answerto Morgan’s challenge however, | think we must be critical of our sources. We cannot
accept the numbers that the authors give us as fact. The landscapes and economies of the cities they
describe certainly would struggle to support the amounts of people they talk of. Butin reading many
medieval sources, numbersin battles orsieges often seem unrealistically orimpossibly high, and the
general ideaisto conveythe scale of the Mongol invasions. Indeed, using later authors, itis possibleto
confirm much of what Juvaini and Juzjani say about destruction of cities. Vassaf and the Tarikhnama-i
Herat confirmthatinter-Mongol warfare devastated Herat, Mazanderan, and Yazd.'*! As mentioned,
Hamd-Allah Mostawfi confirmed that many of the citiesand towns in Iran were still depopulatedin his
time. Ibn Battuta in the 14" century states that Balkh was still deserted. Lambton notes thata 15"
century historian Zahrir al-Din Marlushi said that Mongol devastation could still be seenin his day.™**
Timurid historians also speak onthese issues. Hafiz-i Abru mentions that the Marv oasis became a
desert swamp due to Mongol destructions of dams built there by the Khwarazmshahs.™** Mir
Dawlatshah Samargandi states that the canals of central Asiahad largely been closed since Chingis’

144

invasions.” Ahmed Ibn Arabshah, who lived in Samargand for some time, pointed out that the city

wallsin hisday were much smallerthanthose underthe final Khwarazmshah Jalal al -Din due to Chingis’

destruction there.'*

Therefore, while itis possible to acceptthat our authors exaggerated figures, the
fact that so many, from differentregions, time periods and living under different rulers, confirm the
devastation the Mongols caused- at leastin the Islamiclands. For furtherinformation, we shall turnto

non-Persian sources.

141 Lambton, note 41, 18.

2 1pid., 20.

3 Ibid., 164.

%% Mir Dawlatshah Samarqandi, Tadhkirat al-shu’ara, in (trans.) W.M. Thackston, A Century of Princes: Sources on
Timurid History and Art (Cambridge, MA, 1989)61.

> Ahmed Ibn Arabsha h, Tamerlane or Timur the Great Amir (trans.)J.H. Sanders (London, 1936)17.

32



Chapter 3-PaxMongolicainthe Near Eastern Sources

3.1 Source Background

The grouping of this selection of sources together stems from the desireto geta different
perspective from our Muslim Persian authors. Once again, there are differences of time scale, location,
and viewpoint. We will divide these sources into two sub-groups, generally Armenian sources and

Syriac. These divisions arise from linguisticand religious distinctions between the two sets of auth ors.

The greater number of our sources come from Armenia. Armeniaas a conceptis somewhat
difficultto grasp, as politically there were two Armenias: Greater Armenia- an areaincluding modern-
day Armenia, butfarlarger, and Cilician Armenia, now south-eastern Turkey. Culturally and religiously
they were quite similar, with a significant amount of exchange between the two which had once been
fullyintegrated. Politically, Cilician Armenia was a kingdom, while Greater Armenia, previously subject to
Georgiatoits north, had many princes with regional control. Once the Mongols movedintothe area,
Greater Armeniawas conquered and its lands became directly ruled by the Mongols and later the
Ilkhans. Cilician Armenia became atributary state to the Mongols, avoidinganyinvasion and

146

participatingin Mongol and Ilkhanid campaigns as an ally. ™ Luckily we have sources from both areas, so

viewpoints of both political situations are represented.

From Greater Armeniawe have three sources. The most comprehensiveisthat of Kirakos
Gandzakets’i’s (1200-1271) which covers Armenian history up to the year 1267. He was a religious figure
inthe Armenian Church who served underanother historian, Vanakan Vardapet, who alsowrote a
history of the Mongol invasions, though this was lost. Both men were captured by the Mongolsin 1236
and served as secretaries to the Mongol general Molarat Tawush. Vanakan was ransomed by fellow

17 A fellow student of Vanakan was Vardan Arevelts’i, whose life and

Christians, and Kirakos escaped.
work cover the same time period as Kirakos’. Vardan was well travelled, going to Jerusalem, travelling

and workingin both Greaterand Cilician Armenia, while also visiting Hulegu in 1264. He was involvedin

146 g, Dashdondog, The Mongols and the Armenians (1220-1335) (Leiden, 2011) 1-2.

147 Dashdondog, 11; R. Bedrosian, ‘Translator’s Preface, Kirakos Gandzakets’I’s History of the Armenians (trans.)R.
Bedrosian,

https://archive.org/stream/KirakosGanjaketsis HistoryOfTheArmenians/Kirakos_Gandzaketsi#page/n3/mode/2up
Accessed 08/08/16.
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theological disputes with Roman Catholics, and was entrusted with the bolstering of Armenian faithin
Greater Armenia.**® Ourthird Greater Armenian source is Grigor Aknerts‘i, also astudent of Vanakan,
who wrote hiswork in Cilicia. Very little is known about the man himself, but hiswork, History of the

Nation of Archers is focused on Mongol-Armenian interactions up to 1273.*

With regards to our Cilician Armenian sources, they were restricted to Cilicia by duty. The first
was that of Smbat Sparapet, the brother of King Het’'um 1. It covers much of Cilician history through
otherauthors, but is original forthe period of 1163-1272. Ananonymous continuatortookthe chronicle
downto the year 1331. He was sentas an envoy by his brotherfirst to Batu and then on to Qara-Qorum,
though this part of his work does not survive. He does describe some of his experiencesinaletterto

150

Henry | of Cyprus.” The other major Cilician source is that of Het’'um, commonly known as Hayton.
Het’'umwas a Cilician Armenian general and son of Prince Oshin, Lord of Korikos. He was a nephew to
both King Het'um | and Constable Smbat. While ageneral, he fought forthree decadesin Mongol
campaigns, attended the crowning of two llkhans, and had excellent sources, including ‘histories of the
Tartars.” Het’'um later became a Roman Catholicmonk in Cyprus after his retirement, though his
religiosity was questioned by Cypriot sources. His work was commissioned by Pope ClementV and
contains a chapteron planningacrusade against the Mamluks with Latin, Armenian, and Mongol

cooperation. Written in 1307, it contains information up to 1304."*

Our last two sources emerge from two further different Christian backgrounds. The firstis the
Jacobite Syrian clergyman Gregory Abu’l-Faraj, or Bar Hebraeus, who wrote the ‘Chronography’. His
translator Ernest Budge claims that the work ‘isin reality a chronological and historical

encyclopaedia.”**

He uses anothersource, the Chronicle of Michael the Great as a basis for his history
up until 1196, and is original up until Bar Hebraeus’ death in 1286. As his name suggests, his fatherwasa
Jewand a physicianinthe city of Malatiyah (Melitene) on the Euphrates. He was born Yohannan, but

lateradopted the name Gregory, while at some pointin hislife gaining the Arabicname Abu’l-Faraj. His

148 Dashdondog, 14-15;R.W. Thompson, ‘The Historical Compilation of Vardan Arewelc’i’, Dumbarton Oaks Papers,
Vol.43 (1989) 126-7.

149 Dashdondog, 16.

130 Dashdondog, 20-1; R. Bedrosian, ‘Translator’s Preface’, Smbat Sparapet’s ‘Chronicle’, (trans.)R. Bedrosian
www.attalus.org/armenian/cssint.htm Accessed 12/08/16.

11 Dashdondog, 21-24;R. Bedrosian, ‘Translator’s Preface’, Het’'um the Historian’s ‘History of the Tartars (The
Flower of the Histories of the East’ compiled by Het'um the Armenian of the Praemonstratensian Order (trans.)R.
Bedrosian www.attalus.org/armenian/hetumint.htm Accessed 30/08/16.

B2 E A Wallis Budge, The Chronography of Gregory Abu’l Faraj, The Son of Aaron, the Hebrew Physician Commonly
Known as Bar Hebraeus, Being the First Part of His Political History of the World (trans.) E.A. Wallis Budge, Vol. I,
(London, 1932) v.
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fatherhad originally planned to flee the city to Aleppoin fear of the Mongols, but was notable to. A
Mongo general Shawertook the city and fell ill, and was treated by Aaron, who then accompanied
Shawerto Antioch. Bar Hebraeus studied at Antioch and Tripoli, and became abishopinthe Syriac
church inseveral successivecities, including Aleppo in 1253. He was elected Maphrian of the East in
1264 and inthisrole travelled to Mosul, Baghdad, Cilicia, Tabriz, and eventually Maragha, where he had
access to the library there. He interacted with many of the important religious and political figures of

the day, including the author of our second source, Rabban Sauma. ">

Rabban Sauma was a monk of the Church of the East, or Nestorian.***

An Onggud Turk from the
area where Qubilai would build Khan Balig, Sauma met his travelling companion and student Markin
1260 in Shih-tzu ssuin the Fang Mountains. ™ Desiring to visit the holiest Christian and Nestorian sites,
they wishedto goto the Middle East, and Jerusalem. In 1275 they decided to go west, and travelled to
Qubilai’s capital of Khan Baliqto get funds to do so. Apparently this was given by both the Nestorian

community and the Mongol government. They arrived into Persia around 1279. **°

Here they metthe
Patriarch of the Nestorian Church, Mar Denha. Prevented from goingto Jerusalem because of the
Mamluks, they were elected to high officein the Nestorian Church in Persia, with Rabban Sauma
becoming Visitor-General, and Mark becoming the Patriarch or Catholicus of the whole Ne storian
Church in 1281. Underthe name Mar Yaballaha, he served until 1317. Rabban Sauma was sent to
western Europe in 1287 by the llkhan Arghun, where he met with the Pope and the kings of England and
France to discuss an alliance against the Mamluks between the Ilkhanate and Latin Christendom. With
his mission fulfilled, he returned to Persiaand continued to serve in the Nestorian Church until his death
in1294. **’ The work was continued by an anonymous author until the death or Mar Yaballaha. The
work was originally composedin Persian, but unfortunately the original was lost and only a Syriac
translation was found. The translatortook many liberties with Sauma’s work, and cut out much of the

non-religious material. However, the lifeand background of Rabban Saumaand his companion make the

work a fascinating source forthe study of Mongol history.

>3 \wallis Budge, v-xxx.

% \While Nestorian is somewhat of a misnomer, itis used by contemporaries and modern historians, so for the
sakeof ease | shall proceed with that term.

5 M. Rossa bi, Voyagerfrom Xanadu: Rabban Sauma and the First Journey from China to the West (London, 1992)
23, 34.

% |bid., 40-6.

Ibid, 70-4; E.A. WallisBudge, The Monks of Kublai Khan, Emperor of China: Medieval Travels from China through
Central Asia to Persia and Beyond (trans.)Sir E.A. Wallis Budge, 36-7, 72.
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Before the Mongols arrived in Armenia, we have little information about theircampaignsin
Persiafromthe Armenian sources, partly due tothe speed of Jebe and Subedei’s movements, meaning
the Armenians were taken completely by surprise. Grigor Aknerts‘idoes mention thatthe Mongols took
some of the Persian citiesand all of their possessions en route to Arme nian lands.”® For further
information we mustturnto Bar Hebraeus. Itis worth noting of course that Bar Hebraeus accessed
Juvaini’s account of the Mongol invasions due to his time at the library at Maragha. However, he also
often disagrees with his sources when he has conflictinginformation and also would have had access to
first-hand accounts of both conquerors and the conquered. He notes that at Utrar, only those who
betrayed the city and the fighting men were killed."*’At Bukhara, the troops were destroyed and the city
was burned along with all those still left fighting, though the general citizenry were spared.'®° At
Samargand it was a different story, with those who betrayed the city to the Mongols being spared, and
allthose leftinthe city overthe age of 20 being killed. The citizens of Urgench were also destroyed,

161

apparently 100,000 of them.™" Ingeneral, while less appalled than the Persian historians, Bar Hebraeus

still summarises that the Mongols ‘had committed horrible atrocitiesin all Persia.’ ***

Those people that
did escape eithergotlucky thatthe Mongols bypassed theirarea orfled further west. Elsewhere, he
mentionsthatintheirattacks on Cathay the Mongolstook many cities, killed many people inthem, and
took countless people prisoner.*® Batuis also described as having destroyed the populations of the

Bulgharians and Scythians by the sword and ending theirkingdoms. ***

It is once the Mongols reached Armeniathat the native authors gointo overdrive. The first
assaultof Armeniaand its neighbour Georgia took place in 1220, with the campaign of Subedei which

had already tornthrough the Middle East inits pursuit of the Khwarazmshah. According to Kirakos, false

18R p. Blake, and R.N. Frye (eds.) ‘History of the Nation of the Archers (The Mongols) by Grigor of Akanc: Hitherto
Ascribed to Matak’ia the Monk’, The Armenian text, edited with an English translation and notes by R.P. Blake and
R.N. Frye, Harvard Journal of Asiatic Studies, Vol. 12 (Dec. 1999) Nos. 3 and 4, 293.

19 Bar Hebraeus, 369.

Ibid., 376.

'*!bid., 382.

'°2 bid., 371.

**3 |bid., 397.

Ibid., 398.
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information thatthe Mongols were Christians, possibly spread by the Mongols themselves, preced ed
theirattack, meaningthatlittle resistance was organised. The Mongols, contrary to what many
historians take as law, killed many who went to them peacefully, as well as those who resisted.*®
Vardan also mentions this attack, giving the number of Mongol soldiers as 20,000, a much more

1% Another effect of the Mongol

believable numberthan some of those used inthe Persian sources.
invasions furthereast wasto push Jalal al-Din further west. While Kirakos describes him as a wicked man
who forced circumcision onthe inhabitants of Tiflis, he describes the Mongols as signs of the Antichrist’s

d.”**” One can take these

coming stating ‘the evils which afflicted all lands are more than can be relate
for exaggeration, but Kirakos lived through both invasions, and his statements directly contradict George
Lane, who declares without any primary sources to credit such a declaration that ‘the ragged remains of
the Khwarazmshah’s army, led by the bandit kingJalal al-Din Mingburnu, inspired far more fearand

1168

loathingthan did the disciplined Mongol troops.

Thus far, the lands of the Armenians and the Georgians had been subjectedtoonly abrief
Mongol invasion. Under Ogodei’s rule, the Mongols returned to stay. The Mongol general inthese parts
was Chormaghun. The Mongols began a systematicreduction of the cities of the area, starting at
Gandzak. Kirakos states that the inhabitants burned their own possessionsin orderto preventthe
Mongols from gettingthem, and when the Mongols took the town, inrage at this act, killed man,
woman and child. The city remained empty until the Mongols forcibly repopulated it 4years later,

'%® The lands of Armenia and Georgia were divided up amongst the

though only with a few people.
Mongol commanders, who were to capture those citiesin theirdistricts. Their goal was to quickly gain
the submission of the Georgian and Armenian lords. Some realised quicker than others the
consequences. Vardan states thatthe prince Vahram had been fleeingthe Mongols but figured out that
willing submission meant he would be spared. Promptlyupon submission, he was reinstated with the

lands that had been his before the Mongols’ arrival."’® Unfortunately, somecities did not get the
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message early enough, such as Shamk’or, which continued to fight, and was thus massacred and

burned.'”*

The Mongols would accept nothing but complete surrender. The Georgian prince Awag,
besieged at the fortress of Kayean, attempted to stave the Mongols off through givingthem hisown
daughteras well as many goods. This method failed and the Mongols’ demands became increased. A
deal was struck in this siege whereby the inhabitants would give their horses and livestock in exchange
for access to water. The Mongols agreed, and when the men came down with their families, they took
whichever women they wanted and killed their husbands. Awag eventually caved and went to
Chormaghun. After being chided for not comingto the general earlier, he is celebrated, feasted in
typical Mongol fashion, given back his lands as a Mongol tributary, andis allowed to free many

captives.'”?

Mongol campaigns continued. The city of Ani fought back and killed a delegation from
Chormaghun. While the princes there were allowed to surrenderand depart, the rest of the citizens
were permitted no such mercy. All bara few artisans, women and children were slain, while the
thousand churches of the city were looted. Unfortunately, the Mongols’ ‘surrenderand live’ policy was
not strictly applied, which the city of Kars found out. Even those who did survive the Mongol attack on

3 This ruthlessness eventually gained

the city were soontakeninto slavery by Seljuq forces from Rum.
the Mongols the submission of almost all of the key princesand noblesin Georgiaand Armenia. Of their
actionsinthese campaigns, Kirakos, who was captured by the Mongols at thistime, isunrestrainedin
describingthem: ‘suckling children were hurled against the rocks, beautiful virgins were raped and
enslaved’. The Mongols had no compassion- ‘they pitied notasingle mother’stears nora single grey
head, butwent on punishingand killing as if enjoying themselves ata wedding or a drinking-bout.”*”*
The princes’ submission saved Georgiaand Armeniafrom further direct attacks, but Mongol

campaigninginthe Middle East- now with Georgian and Armenian forces in tow- continued for decades.

Furthersouth meanwhile, the Mongols pressed on through Iran and Iraq. Unfortunately for
thoseinthe area, this could mean being attacked multipletimes, as the Khwarazmian Shah’s forces
continuedto flee west. Some of the arbitrary cruelty that the Mongols perpetrated inthese areasis

recounted by Bar Hebraeus. In one campaign nearthe city of Arbil, the Mongols camped neara church
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where some of the nearby villagers had fled for safety. One Mongol noble satateach of the two doors
of the church and when the villagers came out, one noble would let them go and the other would kill
whoever came through his door, man, woman or child.*”> Clashes continued in Irag, with Surmanrai
beingtakenand destroyed. The Mongols briefly confronted the Abbasid Caliph’s armies severaltimesin
1238, but were not yet ready to attack Baghdad. Instead, the Mongols were building up to an assaulton

the Seljuq Sultanate of Rum."’®

The noyan Baiju took over from Chormaghun and pressed the attack of Rum. Karin was the first
city to be assaulted. While controlled by the Seljugs, ithad formerly been an Armenian city, so many
Christianswere there. Unfortunately the Mongols cared little forthese differences and put everyone
there to the sword. Monasteries in the surrounding countryside were attacked and looted as well."”’
Some citiesin Rum surrendered, like Sebastia, and did not suffer, while others such as Erzinjan, and

perhaps Caesarea, were captured afterresistingand annihilated.'”®

BarHebraeusfollows Grigorin
comparingthe destructioninthe Seljuqcities. Sebastiaboughtits freedom. At Caesarea, both nobles
and free men were tortured and stabbed, while thousands were killed and the young men and women
carried off. Erzinjan, which similarly did not surrender, was massacred and utterly destroyed. These

179

actionsfinally saw the Seljuq Sultan Ghiyath al-Din become atributary.”"” It was at this pointthat the

Cilician Armenian king Het’'um | decided to submit to the Mongols.

The interregnaand Guyuk’s short reign meant that there were no great Mongol offensives until
Mongke sent Hulegu west against the Assassins and the Caliph in 1252. His protracted journey meant
that it was not until 1256 that the Mongols began actively campaigning. According to Kirakos, Hulegu
was permitted to remove the Mongols in the Caucasus so his troops could have the good pasturage,
which forcedtheminto Anatolia, where they proceeded to attack Seljuq cities once again, despitethe
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Sultan beingaMongol tributary.”*" They then targeted the Assassins, and like our Persian sources, Bar

Hebraeus states that all of them were putto the sword. **' Almostall of our sources remark on the

75 Bar Hebraeus, 402.

7% |bid., 404-5.

177 Grigor Aknerts’i, 307;Kirakos, 241. Kirakos states thatthe city was later rebuiltby order of the Mongols.
178 Grigor Aknerts’i, 311-13;Kirakos, 245;Vardan,216. There is some confusion here as Vardan states that
Caesarea was spared slaughter as itsurrendered quickly, while Grigor claims thatthe city was taken with much
bloodshed as itdid not surrender. Perhaps Vardanis comparing Caesarea’s relatively merciful fate with that of
Erzinjan.

79 Bar Hebraeus, 407-9.

180 Kirakos,312.

81 Bar Hebraeus, 424.

39



capture of Baghdad by Hulegu. Kirakosis our most direct source, as he was told by the Armenian prince
Prhosh Xaghbakean of the events which the prince had witnessed firsthand. Hulegu asked the Caliph to
submitfirstly, and the Caliphinsulted and provoked Hulegu. However, the citizens of Barghdad asked for
peace and Hulegu granted this, but when they came out the soldiers took them away in secretand killed
them. Once they took the city, they killed for 40 days, though the Christians were saved through the
actions of Doquz Khatun, Hulegu’s Christian wife. Naturally, Kirakos sees this as just comeuppance forall
the evil done by Muslims to Christians.*®” Vardan and Kirakos state that Hulegu killed the caliph with his
own hands, though Grigor Aknets’i gives the more common trampled by Mongol soldiers story. '** The
historian Het’um, writing somewhat later, alleges that Hulegu put the Caliphinaroom with all his

treasuresand told himto survive onthat.'®

Constable Smbat, whose brotherKing Het'um I was a close
ally of the Mongols, tells that Hulegu, after beinginsulted by the Caliph, threatened tokill all the
Muslimsin Baghdad. He gives usthe luridimage of men and women being slain until the Euphrates ran

185

red with blood. ™ Bar Hebraeus says that the Georgians were the mostvoraciousin theirslaughter of

Baghdadis, and even bribery could not save the people there.'®

Beyond Baghdad, the Mongols pushedinto Syria. The cities of Harran and Edessawere spared,
while at Serugh and Mabbugh the people were killed. Damascus also surrendered and was preserved.
Notso for Aleppo, where Bar Hebraeus states that there was ‘a slaughter like unto that of Baghdad, only
more terrible’.**’Even those Jacobite Christians who sheltered in a Greek church were slain. Kirakos
claimsthat much blood was shed at Aleppo and that Hulegu began destroyingit, but that once the
Sultan Yusuf and hisnobles, who had holed upinthe citadel, submitted, the rest of the city was
spared."® Once again, the Mongols broke their ‘surrenderand live’ rule at Harim, where Bar Hebraeus
claimsthat the citizenry asked for a peace with Hulegu. Hulegu promised this, but suspicious of the
Mongols’ beliefs, they asked for the Muslim governor of Aleppo, Fakhr al-Din, to swearinstead and upon
receiving this oath, surrendered. Hulegu, angered by their lack of trust, had all those who surrendered

killed, and even Fakhral-Din for good measure.'® Even though the Mongols were now allied with the

Christian Armenians and Georgians, they as yet did not refrain from attacking Christian cities either.
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Christians from the city of Sidon, ecstaticat no longer being under Muslim rule, attacked several villages
and killed some Mongols. Ket-buga, Hulegu’s Christian general in Syria, immediately sacked Sidon,
destroying part of its walls and killing all he could find there, though most had already fled.**® The defeat
at AynJalutsaw Ket-bugakilled and the Mongol offensive stalled, as Hulegu had to turn back eastin
response to the death of Qa’an Mongke and the conflict with Berke of the Qipchaq Khanate to the

north. The separate khanate of the llkhans came into existence, with Georgiaand Greater Armenia

underdirect Mongol rule, and Cilician Armeniaas avassal and ally.
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Life under Mongol rule usually began quite abjectly. Kirakos gives us arare glance intowhat it
was like to be captured and enslaved by the Mongols. When the commander Molar besieged and took
the cave that Vanakan, Kirakos, and those refugees who had joined them therewere hidingin, the older
oneswho could not travel were putina monastery. Kirakos and the younger priests were taken with the
Mongol army, barefoot and driven hard, with regular beatings and harassment. When they stopped, the
group were forced to performtheirbodily functionsinthe small buildings they wereall housed in.
Vanakan, a more importantfigure inthe area, was ransomed by some fellow Christians, but Kirakos was
of great use to the Mongolsin readingand writing letters, so was forced to stay. Many of the priests
with him attemptedto flee, and to show the remaining ones what would happenif they did, the
Mongols killed two of them in front of the rest. Kirakos was eventually able to escape and return to his
old monastery.*** Thisis quite a personal recollection, but gives some ideawhat beinga prisoner of war

was like under Mongol rule.

For the princes who surrendered to the Mongols, they must have been quite surprised at their
early treatment. Aninteresting case in point was the prince Awag. Afterthe initial siege at Kayean which
saw himgive his daughterto the Mongols, he submitted. Despite seeing many people dieas a result of
Mongol trickery, Awag was wined and dined by the Mongol general Chormaghun, who even allowed him
to have special food prepared for him. He was honoured by Chormaghun, while hislands were given
back to himand protected from further Mongol attacks. His new influence allowed him to ransom many
Armenian captives from the Mongols. In orderto have hisrule confirmed, Awaghad to travel tothe
Qa’an. He was confirmedin hislands and given awife, aswell as support from the Mongolsin ruling. His

example was soon followed by many of the othernoblesinthe area.

However, things soon became more difficult for Awag. Mongol demands on him became
excessive, including forced requisitioning of horses and pack animals. There still appeared to be agreat
deal of freedom for the Mongol troops and commanders, with several impinging on Awag. Tension
mounted when alesser Mongol called Joj-Bughafound Awag lackingin respect and beat him. Awag
prevented his servants from attackingthe man, but was forced into exile with the Georgian queen

Rusudan. While the Mongols professed friendship and asked him to return, his lands were given to his

Plkira kos,210-12.
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brother Shahanshah and many of his goods taken by the Mongols. The khan howeverrestored Awag,
and he was entrusted with treating with Rusudanin orderto get herto submitto Mongol rule, which he
did successfully. Awagthus became aloyal Mongol subject, with asignificantamount of local influence.
While he and other Georgian and Armenian lords were not able to save the Christians of Karin or other
cities, they did bring back many of the Christian captives as well as many gospels which had been found
at the city. Awag’s loyalty to the Mongols was tested by a revolt of the Georgian princes, but he

reported the rebellion to them and thereby saved himself and his lands.**

Awag’s success in mediating
between the Mongols and Armenians made him an admirable manin Kirakos’ eyes, though for many
betraying Christians to pagan overlords must have been hard to swallow. The Mongols did not always

make things easy fortheirsubjects either.

The reign of Guyuk seems to have been particularly onerous forthe Georgiansand Armenians.
The tax collector Bugha came to Georgiaand Armeniaand was ruthlessin his methods of collecting,
even with Mongol troops. One Armenian prince, Hasan Jalal, was beaten in front of the court, while his
fortresses were demolished and his goods taken. Only Awag was able to confront Bugha and back him
down.The fate of Georgia at thistime was also decided. Its queen, Rusudan, had been driven from pillar
to post by the Mongols, and both her sonand hernephew held hostage by them. Both the Mongol
general Baijuand the Jochid khan Batu exerted pressure on Rusudan to submitto them. Caughtinthe
middle of this, Rusudan took herown life. Guyuk then sent for both herson and nephew, both named
Dawit. The rule of Georgiawas splitbetweenthe two, andits treasury splitinto three parts, with athird
goingto the Mongols whichincluded the throne and crown of the Georgian king. The two kings were
essentially played off each otherand rendered powerless. "> It was these actions, along with more
intense Mongol taxation, which saw arevolt of the Georgian princes occurin 1249. Grigor Aknets’i
states that the normal Mongol taxes such as the mal, tayarand galan were taken, but that further
demands of items such as gold cloth and horses were too much forthe princes. *** Kirakos claims rather
that the Georgian princes were taking advantage of theirown subjects, extorting from them despite the
Mongol attacks, and in their pride decided to revolt. The Mongolsimprisoned the Georgian kingand
princes, but attacked theirdistricts, as well as those which had not rebelled, and killed many.195
Presumably the Georgians had sought to take advantage of the interregnumin Mongol rule and the

weakness of theirown kingsto reasserttheirown authority.
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With the accession of Mongke, as has been noted previously, the emir Arghun was sentout to
take a census. The Armenian sources give quite adifferent picture of this than the Persian writers,
especially Juvaini, whose patron was Arghun. Grigor claims that the taxes were impossible to bear, and
put on every man between 15 and 60. Those who tried to escape were beaten and tortured. Het'um was
able to intercede for Cilician Armenia, though his concern for Greater Armeniaaccomplished nothing.**°
Kirakos puts the age at which taxes were exacted even lower, to 11 yearsold. He states that the
Mongols ‘demanded the most severe taxes, more thanaman could bear; and people became

. . 197
impoverished.’

Those who failed to pay were beaten, tortured, and had their children taken as
payment. Inthis enterprise, they were assisted by the Armenian princes. Only the clergy w ere spared
from these exactions.™® Het'um glosses over these events in his work, only discussing the treaty made
between Het'um | and Mongke for Cilician Armenia. He claims that all Christians, whether secularor

199

clergy, were exempted from taxation, though we can see that this was clearly notthe case.”” Thereis a

,%°° who came to Armenia

slightly confusing sectionin Grigor’s account that refers to Mongke’s son Xu
and proceededtotorture andkill clergy, including one Step’annos, who was roasted to death aftera
Mongol chieftain claimed Step’annos had poisoned him. Indeed, Grigor states that until Hulegu’s
instalmentas commander, many Mongol chieftains, some related to Berke, acted on theirown, doing

what they willed. Hulegu has Quli and others put to death, causing enmity between him and Berke.”®*

Once the greater Mongol empire dissolved, the Armenians and Georgians were key figuresin
support of the llkhanate; Cilician Armeniaas an ally and vassal, and Greater Armeniaand Georgia
contributing taxation and troop levies for Ilkhanid wars. When facing long-time Muslim enemies, such as
the Seljuks, one notes that this military support was wholeheartedly given. Het’'um claims that Mongke’s
alliance with King Het’'um had several provisions in this regard, with the Holy Land being given to Cilicia
shoulditbe captured and that lands previously taken from them by the Seljugs would be restored to

them.?*?

Clearly King Het’'um saw an opportunity toimprove Cilician fortunes through Mongol support.
In the short term, these goalslooked realistic. Cilician Armenia did grow and take back lands held by the

Seljugs, while Hulegu and Ket-buga’s moves into Syria and Palestine started off brightly. Unfortunately,
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through supporting the Mongol conquests there, the Cilicians gained themselves amortal enemy who

would eventually wipe out the kingdom; the Mamluks.

King Het’'um eventually realised he was caught between arock and a hard place. In 1266, the
Mamluk Sultan Baybars came to the borders of Ciliciato treat with him. According to King Het'um’s
brother Smbat, Baybars wished for peace, but also for some fortresses onthe border. Het’'um now faced
a difficultchoice. Turn overthe fortresses and avoid immediate attack, butincurthe wrath of the
Mongols, or take the risk of facing the Mamluks. After seeingthe type of devastation the Mongols had
wrought elsewhere, Het'um decided the Mamluks were the lesser of two evils and decided to face
them. This decision would come at great personal and political cost for Het’'um. His forces, under his
sons Lewon and T’ oros and down to two-thirds of their normal strength due to Cilician commitmenttoa
Mongol campaign elsewhere, wereroundly defeated. T'oros was slain, Lewon was captured, as well as
our author Smbat’s son.?%* Grigor implies thatin his grief, Het’'um became quite useless, causing some of
the Armenian princesto revolt, though he eventually returned to the throne and ransomed his son’s life
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from Baybars.”" Duringthis time, the Mamluks attacked Cilicia several times, doing much damage. Bar

Hebraeus alleges that Seljugs in the Mongol forces looted Cilicia after retaking those areas that the
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Mamluks had won.”"> Het’'umisin no doubt who was to blame for Cilicia’s fate. He claims that Abagha

repeatedly refused to aid King Het'um as he was always too busy warring with his neighbours- ‘thus

forsaken, the Armenian King sent to the Sultan of Egypt to negotiate with him.’*°®

After Het'um’s death, his son Lewon continued to struggle with the Mamluks. Smbat states that
after his confirmation by Abaga, he was given 20,000 troops to defend his lands against them.*’
Accordingto Het'um, another Mongol failure was the cause of a significant defeat forthe Armenians.
Abagha’s general Mongke-Temurled an attack on Syriain 1281/2 but at the battle of Homs fled,
although the Georgian and Armenian troops had been successful in driving back the enemy onthe
wings. Mongke-Temur’s flight left the Christian troops with along trek through hostile territory while

2% Het’um himself

the Mamluks constantly harried them, causing King Lewon to lose agreat many men.
experienced frustration with Mongol command, as he was present during the Mongol commander

Qutlugh-shah’sinvasion of Syria. Apparently due to Qutlugh-shah’s poor planning, many Mongols,
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Georgiansand Armenians were drowned when the Mamluk sultan flooded the plain of Damascus. *%’
These experiences lead Het’'um to be quite pessimisticaboutthe Mongols’ ability to cooperate with
Christianforces, suggesting instead that the Christians should ally withthem but never rely on them

tactically, as they might to damage to the Christian forces.’*°

Beyond Cilician Armenia, Georgia and Greater Armenia suffered from the warbetween the
Ilkhanate and the Qipchag Khanate. Both were rightin the middle of the war path, and must have been
indire straits when the Mongol armies traversed the area. These wars did not justinvolve Mongol
troops, as Kirakos states that they mustered troops from all overto fight, with many men dyinginthe

encounters between 1261-1266.°**

The conflict with Baraq also spilled overinto Georgiaand Armenia,
with one Teguder, aChaghadaid, provoked intorebelling against Abaqa. According to Grigor Aknerts’i,
he had 40,000 troops, and pillaged and destroyed villages and monasteries. The Georgians and

212\We have little

Armenians complained to Abagaand willingly joined in his suppression of Teguder.
laterinformation on war with the Qipchaq Khanate, as our laterauthors are predominantly Cilician
Armenians who naturally focused on their greaterimmediate threat, the Mamluks. We can assume that
Georgiaand Greater Armeniamust have dreaded any renewal of hostilities between their overlords and
theirenemiestothe north, considering the demands that were placed onthose areas through which

Mongol armies travelled.

The wars of the llkhanate therefore affected Georgiaand Greater Armeniain different ways
than itdid Cilician Armenia. Forthe Cilicians, there was a genuine chance of defeatingthe Mamluks and
seeingtheir Christian kingdom ruling overthe Holy Land. Thus, while they often suffered from Mamluk
attacks and lack of Mongol protection, they held common interests with the Mongols. For the Georgians
and Armenians, theirrole was largely that of military support- manpower, provisions and funds. They
were notable to increase theirown lands and they were notindependent. Perhaps thisis why they
revolted on several occasions. Kirakos states that the Georgian king Dawit had given so muchin support
of the Mongols that he could no longerafford to do so and fled. Hulegu sent the Emir Arghunto bring
him back to heel, with the area once again being attacked by the Mongols. Many Georgian nobles were

put to death while the Cathicolisate at Atsghor and the mausoleum of the Georgian kings at Gelat’i were
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destroyed.’” The Mongols would brook no rebellionin theirlands, but clearly Georgia and Greater

Armeniadid notbenefitinany way fromtheirwars as the Cilicians did.

Beyond theirwars and suppression of rebellion however, we need to consider how our sources
viewed life underthe Ilkhans. Hulegu generally receives agood review in the Armenian sources, though
perhaps notalways for the right reasons. Vardan met him and held several conversations with him, both
publicly and privately and relates his benevolence and wisdom. The topics were religious, and Vardan
hopedto convert him. Accordingto Vardan, both he and his Christian wife Doquz Khatun were greatly
mourned by Christians who had been supported by them, a statement echoed by Bar Hebraeus. ***

215
’“>> One can

Grigor called hima ‘great shedder of blood, but he slew only the wicked and his enemies.
almostsense hisdelightin the persecution of Muslims that he claims Hulegu enacted; namely, taking
pigs as taxes fromthe Armenians and forcing Arabs to tend to them and eat them, decapitating those
who did not. Grigor does praise him for his rebuilding work in devastated areas as well. For some
Georgiansand Armenians, they became part of Hulegu’s keshig (household guard), meaning that they
would be close in his confidence and gain the most from his successes.?'® Kirakos, however, is less than
impressed. Hulegu’s campaigns called for further levies, and on top of the maland qubchurtaxeswhich
Arghun had taken, Hulegu also took the t’aghar (in this case a kind of war tax) which included grain,
wine, money and livestock. Those who could not pay had their children taken from them. These
campaigns were joined by many from Batu’s ordu, who came through Georgiaand Armenia
requisitioningand plundering as they went. Kirakos also mentions Hulegu’s building work, though again,
thisisnot a positive. In constructing a city on the Darhni plain as hissummerresidence, Hulegu once

againlevied taxesand manyinvolved inthe construction died through overwork and dangerous

conditions.”"’

Despite hisineffectivenessin preventing Mamluk attacks on Cilician Armenia, Abaqgais praised

inour sources. Bar Hebraeus says he was ‘beloved by all the peoples who were under his dominion.” **®

Grigor Aknerts’i states that ‘in the days of his Khanate there was abundance of all things throughout the

d 1219

lan Het'um sees himas wise, but claims that while Hulegu had wanted to become a Christian,
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Abaga did not and maintained hisidolatry.**°

Perhaps Het'um here made adifference between the two
inthat Hulegu’s wife Doquz was an active supporter of Christians, while Abaqa did nothave sucha
figure influencing him. Bar Hebraeus and Het'um disagreed on the Ilkhan Teguder Ahmad. Bar Hebraeus
callshima friend of the Christians who established peace between the Ilkhans and Egypt, though he was

lateraccused of beingincapable of ruling by the other Mongol princes.***

Het'um however, laments
Teguder’s conversion, as he begantoforce other Mongolsto convert, as well as to persecute and banish
Christians and destroy churchesin Tabriz. Linked to this was his peace with the Mamluks, which Het’'um

would have clearly seen as abetrayal of the Cilician Christians.?*?

Rabban Sauma also states that Teguder
persecuted Christians, largely due to two envious bishops who told him that Rabban Saumaand Mar
Yaballaha had written to Qubilai to back Arghun. While Teguderimprisoned them, they werelater
acquitted and restored to their positions. Sauma claims that Teguder wished to set himself up as the

Caliphin Baghdad.**?

We have more information about the Ilkhan Arghun. Het’'um shows Arghun as acounterbalance
to Teguder, restoring Christian churches and wanting to attack the Holy Land but died too early. ***

’22> Rabban Sauma himself

Rabban Sauma also says that he ‘loved the Christians with his whole heart.
was made director of the church which accompanied Arghun’s camp.?*® Christians certainly took
advantage of Bar Hebraeus asserts that Arghun was merely returning to the ways of his forefathersand
turning away from Islam. His administrators Bughaand Arok are accused of embezzlement and extortion
however, and underthe supervision of a Persian lawyer Abd al-Momin, many of those who had served
these two were beaten, tortured and killed, including the governor of Arbil, Taj al -Din.””’ Thisseemsto
be an effortto try to preventabuse and extortion by Mongol officials in the Ilkhanate. Abd al-Momin
was accused of beingin allegiance with the Mamluks and killed, replaced by the Jewish official Sa’d al -
Dawla. While this man was particularly attacked in Persian sources, Bar Hebraeusis not as accusatory.
He claimsthatthe Muslimsinstead became angry as Arghun decreed thata Muslim should nolonger be
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inadministrative power.””* Whilethisis doubtful, there was certainly a backlash against Jews after

220 Het'um, 52.

221 gay Hebraeus, 467,471.

222 Het'um, 59.

223 Rabban Sauma, 158-163.

224 Het'um, 61.

225 pabban Sauma, 165.

2%% |bid, 198-9.

2*" Bar Hebraeus, 474,478, 480-2.
228 1hid., 484.

48



Arghun’s death, with Sa’d al-Dawla and many Jews killed after Arghun’s death. Religious disputes such as
this were apparently common according to Bar Hebraeus, with attacks and retaliations between

Christians and Muslims occurring throughout Arghun’s reign in Arbil and Mosul. **°

For the short reigns of Geikhatu and Baidu, as well as the interregnum we have bits and pieces
of information. Geikhatu, much maligned by the Persian sources, fareslittle betterin the Christian ones.
Bar Hebraeus claims that his drunkenness and debauchery made him hated by all of his administrators
and somethingverysimilaris stated in Het’'um. His repeated tax exactions were afailure, leading to his

switch to paper money, the results of which we have already seen. **°

Interestingly, Rabban Sauma says
nothing of this. Perhaps his Syriaceditor removed this, but there is plenty in his workin praise of
Geikhatu. He was apparently generous, just and supportive of all faiths, and supported Rabban Sauma’s
desire to build achurch at Maraghah.”*' It was perhaps his personal support of Sauma and Mar
Yaballahawhich got him this positive assessment, not found in any other sources. Baidu is shown by Bar
Hebraeus to flip-flop between Christianity and Islam to please those groupsin theirturn, though
generally he did revere Christians. Het'um claims that Baidu built Christian churches and it was because

of supportingthe Christians that his Muslim forces abandoned him when he faced Ghazan. Rabban

Sauma also portrays Baidu as a victim of betrayal who had honoured Christians previously.”*

For the reign of Ghazan, we have quite a different picture than that given to us by our Persian
sources. Underthe influence of hiscommander Nawruz, Ghazan issued decrees forthe persecution of
those of otherreligions. Churches were destroyed in Tabrizand Baghdad, Jews and Christians were
made to weardistinctive clothing or marks to distinguish them from Muslims, and Buddhists were
forcedto convertor were exiled. King Het’'um Il was able to alleviate some of the destruction of
Christian churches and eventually Ghazan went back onthese measures, even allowing the Christians to

once again be free from taxation.*

Het'um notes that at first Ghazan did persecute Christians, but then
went back on this once he was more confidentin his rule. However, according to the continuator of
Rabban Sauma, these persecutions wereat times reinstated, with Christians being slainin Baghdad and
the girdle and poll-tax being reintroduced. Friendly relations between Ghazan and Mar Yaballahawere

restored, and Ghazan seemsto have done much to firmly establish this friendship, showing extreme

229 |pid., 475-6, 484-7,491.

230 oy Hebraeus, 494-7; Het'um, 61.

231 pabban Sauma, 201-8.

232 gay Hebraeus, 505;Het'um, 62; Rabban Sauma, 206-9.
233 Bar Hebraeus, 506-7; Rabban Sauma, 213, 221.
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generosity toward the Catholicos. **

We have lessinformation about the reign of Oljeitu, but the
continuator of Rabban Sauma gives a long description of the siege of Arbilunder hisreign. The passage
is confusing and awash with statements about the foul Hagarites (Muslims), soit can be difficult to
assess what happened. Seemingly, Arbil wentinto rebellion underthe influence of the Kurds, and Mar
Yaballaha, who was there, was also accused of rebellion. The Mongols took it back, and despite
assurancesto protectthe Christians livingthere, killed them when they surrendered. The city was
massacred, though the Catholicos was kepton. Elsewhere Oljeitu was praised for his treatment of Mar
Yaballahaand the Christians, sothe authorlargely blames his emirs, who were surely acting on his
command. Afterthis unsavoury affair, Mar Yaballaharesigns, ‘disgusted with the service of the

1235

Mongols.””*> None of oursources continue into the reign of Abu Said.

234 Het'um, 62; RabbanSauma, 239,251-2.
235 Rabban Sa uma, 258-300.
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We do not have a great deal of information on this topicfrom our sources, as most of them
spoke little of trade. Some of them travelled extensively; Rabban Saumaall overthe Mongol Empire and
beyond and Bar Hebraeus and Vardan throughout the Middle East. Unfortunately, the firstevertravel
account of someone from Chinagoingto Europe is extremely lacking in detail, primarily due to Rabban
Sauma’s translator’s priorities. The translator focused almost entirely on religious matters, and gives us
nothinglike the account of Marco Polo, forinstance. Vardanis similarly lackingin any great detail,
despite havingtravelled to Jerusalem. Constable Smbat’s account of his journey to Batu and then to
Qara-Qorumis unfortunately not extant. However, between ourvarious sources we can give some idea

of the situation asitdeveloped.

The firstinformation we have is from Bar Hebraeus, though he merely repeats Juvainiwith

regards to Chingis’ relationship with merchants. He also highlights Chingis’ decrees regarding road

236

safety, though again, there islittle to be added on that topic.”>” He does mention that during the Mongol

invasions of the Middle Eastin 1235/6 that inthe country around Sinjar, a great camp of merchantson

237

theirwayto Syriawas obliterated.””’ Beingamerchant therefore did not always save you from the

Mongols.

With regards to Armenia, we have information from Kirakos, who states that the Catholicos of
the Caucasian Armenians, Nerses, submitted to Chormaghun’s wife Elt’ina. She then gave him Mongol
guideswhotook him through his own dioceses, which apparently neither he nor his predecessors had

232 The Cilician Armenian

beenable todo due to ‘the bloodthirsty and bestial nation of Tachiks.
Catholicos Konstandin saw this as an opportunity to harangue the eastern Armenians fortheirsins,
sending Vardan with an encyclical letter to all of the majorcities of Greater Armeniaand to restore the
tomb of the apostle Thaddeus. His agent Yovsep had to appeal to a Mongol noyan called Anagurak, who
was happy to help. He improved the roads and commanded that no pilgrims to the areabe harmed. **°

Clearly Anagurak saw the benefits of having a holy site in within his domains. The refore we can see that

236 Bar Hebraeus, 356-7.
27 |bid., 402.

238 Kirakos, 253-4.

?*% Ibid., 256-260.

51



deals with each Mongol commanderhad to be struckin orderto traverse hislands, unless the traveller

had a paiza from Chormaghun orthe Khan overridingthese more local concerns.

Grigor claims thatthe yam stationsin the days of Hulegu and Mongke were intended as
restoration projects, with those sent to destroyed areas havingtorebuild. These people did not have to
pay any taxes, butinstead supported Mongol travellers.*® Kirakos believed that both the Mongols and
their Armenian princely tributaries benefitted greatly from merchantsin the area, though once again,
thisdamagesthe land overall. Apparently due to this collusion, prices went up forthe general populace,

and there were bitter complaints about this.>**

Vardan asserts that there were religious travellers from
many regions who visited the court of Hulegu and Doquz Khatun, gaining favourand support. Travel
safety could depend onthe region however. King Het’'um | had to travel in disguise through Seljuk lands
on his way to Mongke. Apparently there was still resentment against him for submitting to the Mongols,
despite the factthat both Cilician Armeniaand the Seljuq Sultanate of Rum were Mongol tributaries and
allies. Het’'um was given a paiza by Mongke and travelled with freedom through Muslim lands in Central
Asia.”** Bar Hebraeus confirms the regional variation in this safety, saying thatin 1258 the city of

Melitene was being starved out by Turcoman highway robbers preventing anything from entering the

city.”*

In the days of the divided Mongol empireand intermittentinternecine Mongol warfare
however, things became more difficult fortravellers. Grigor states that Teguder (the aforementioned
rebel supported by the Chaghadaid Baraq) targeted caravans, watching the roads and pl undering
merchants travelling between cities.*** Rabban Saumaand Mar Yaballaha were forced to stay in Khotan
for 6 months due to the war between Qubilaiand his neighbours. Apparentlyall the roads had been cut.
Eventually they made itto Qaidu’s territories, and despite having received assistance from Qubilai,

Qaidu also permitted them to continue theironward journey.’*

In 1280, when Sauma’s companion
Mark was made Metropolitan of China, he could notreturnthere because the roads had been cut off

due to warfare between the Mongol khanates.**®

240 Girgor Aknerts’i, 345.

** Kirakos, 300.

**2 Kirakos,301-5; Smbat, 108-9.
243 Bar Hebraeus, 427.

244 Girgor Aknerts’i, 375.

245 Rabban Sauma, 139-140.

% Ibid., 148.
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Withinthe Ilkhanate, there were many threats to travel safety and trade. During Abagha’s reign,
Vardan was robbed and his possessions, including his Historical Compilation were taken, then sold onto

47 Rabban Sauma notes that the roadsin

merchants, who sold it back to Vardanin a market at Tiflis.
Georgiawere unsafe forthemto travel on due to murders and robberies.>*® Bar Hebraeus states that
Syrianrobberbands came flying through the western borderlands of the Ilkhanate in 1273. In Ayas, in
Armenia, peoplewere subjected to Egyptian attack, fled, and were then found by Frankish highway
robbers whotookall their possessions. In 1276 a great caravan of Christian merchants travelling from
Ciliciato Rum were attacked by Turkoman horsemen, and 80 of them were killed, with ahuge loss of
money. While the Mongols came to restore order, they quickly departed again, allowing the Turkomans
to gain strength. Constable Smbat faced them and was killed.>*? A Turcoman group also put to death the
Armenian bishop Mar Sargis and his party near Arzinjan, after asking for his yarligh from the Mongols.**°
Bar Hebraeus also mentions the Qaraunas, the rebel Mongols who often raided the llkhanate, coming

251

into Shiraz districtin 1279.

The Mongols did maintain keepers of the highways, butit seemsthatthey were only effective
up to a point. Bar Hebraeus notes that Kurdish raiders were often a problem, and on one occasion so
incensed Arghun that he senttroopsintothe mountainstotry and holdthe roads from them. In
frustration at being unable toreach the Kurds in the mountains, the Mongols turned swords onto the
farmers, labourers and men who paid tribute. All this did was infuriate the Kurds, who attacked Arbil in

252

retaliation.”” Trade did continue despite these attacks, though it was dealt a serious blow in the reign of

Geikhatu with the imposition of paper money. Bar Hebraeus claimed that Tabriz was deserted forsome

253 \We have almost no

time, while the merchants wereunable to doany businessfor2 months.
information about the affairs of merchants and travellers from Ghazan onwards in our Near Eastern
sources. Het’'um only mentions that the khans of Chaghadai and the Qipchaqg Khanate were at times at
war with both the Yuan and with Oljeituin the llkhanate, with the roads being guarded against their

incursions.”*

%" Vardan, 217, 222.

248 Rabban Sauma, 145.
249 gar Hebraeus, 453-4.
% bid., 455.

1 bid., 460.

2 |bid., 485-6.

23 bid., 496-7.

2% Het'um, 71-2.
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Our Near Eastern sources are not exhaustive, but make up a greater part of those
written froma non-European Christian perspective. In using these sources, we supplement our
knowledge and avoid over-reliance on Persian and European writers. Primarily, the Armenian sources
focuson local issues, oron events where prominent Armenians and Georgians were involved. Naturally,
this means we cannot take theiraccounts to apply for the whole of the Mongol world, but this case
study can add to our knowledge of conditionsin one particulararea. Bar Hebraeus also provides us with
a significantamount of local information about eventsin Syriaand Mesopotamia, as well as events more
broadly. Rabban Sauma’s account is a tantalising snapshotinto many aspects of the Mongol Empire,
leaving one wishing that his original work survived so as to find out what this Turkicmonk from China

thought of Persiaand western Europe beyond what relics were to be found there!

What can these sourcestell usinanswerto our Pax Mongolica queries? Firstly, thatour
Christians sources almost all confirm Mongol devastation. Rabban Sauma’s account only talks of Kashgar
being destroyed through wars between Mongol states, but not elsewhere. Those who lived through the
first Mongol invasions are the most passionate in their descriptions. Kirakos had the most negative view
of them, having beenforced into captivity by them and his home monastery of Getik being destroyed by
them. Ingeneral, however, the early Armenian sources confirm each otherand also the assessments of
the Persian sources. Mongol devastation in Georgiaand Greater Armeniawas significant, and their
demandswere asignificantburden onthe people. Bayarsaikhan Dashdondog suggests thatasthe
Armenian princes were retained in theirlands, Mongol rule inthe 1230s ‘resultedinalmost no change in

the lifestyle of Caucasian Armenians.>*®

Unfortunately thisisaviewpointthat only considers the elites,
once again. Dashdondog admits that the invasions were devastating for Armenia, butit was the princes
who collaborated with the Mongols who benefitted, not the general populace. Take forexample the
siege of Kayean as mentioned previously. Prince Awag’s refusal to submit cost the lives of many of his
people, who surrendered to the Mongols but were still slain and theirwomen taken by the Mongol
troops. Despite Prince Awag’s resistance of the Mongols, he was treated favourably by them and given

his lands back. This type of discrepancy iscommonin histories on the Mongols. The success of the elites

istaken as a signthat all was well throughout society.

253 Dashdondog, 68.
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As occurredin Persia, Grigor Aknerts’i confirms that the Mongols took several types of taxes, in
additiontorandom requisitioning of goods as and whenrequired. Any Mongol army which passed
through Georgian and Armenian lands either requisitioned or simply plundered what they needed from
the inhabitants. Supporting the Mongol armies must have been one of the most difficult for the
populace toface, especially as a payment did not mean that another Mongol force could not pass that
way and demand exactly the same thing. For Cilician Armenia, some of the demands weretough, butit
did not experience the primary Mongol invasions and was exempted from certain taxes as well. As the
Ilkhanate’s wars with the Mamluks continued, Ciliciabegan to suffer more and more from Mamluk
attacks without adequate Mongol protection. The Mongol conflicts to the north and east prevented the
Ilkhans from lending their supportto their Armenian allies. So while foratime Cilician Armenian
fortunes were onthe up, this clearly reversed as the Mamluks were able to launch devastating raids into
their country with relative impunity. Once the llkhanate collapsed, the Mamluks were eventually able to

destroy the kingdomin the 1370s.

Our sources do give an interesting picture of religious relations in this time period. It is often
stated that the Mongols allowed religious freedom, and forthe most part they did. Weak Mongol
control often ledto religious clashes, many of which are mentioned by Bar Hebraeus. While foralong
time Christian clerics were able to gain the ear of the llkhan or an important Christian at court, things
became trickier forthem once Ghazan came to power. His early persecution of them and intermittent
renewals of these actions meant that their status was questioned and legitimised attacks on them by
Muslimsinthe Ilkhanate, angry at Christiansand Jews who had lorded it overthem intheir heyday. The
uneasy relationship that Ghazan and his successor Oljeitu had with the Nestorian Churchis evident
through the history of Mar Yaballaha. While the Nestorians were able to expand inthe early years of the
Ilkhanate, the Mongol invasions of the Near East were extremely harmful to the Jacobite Church. Bar

Hebraeuslamentsthe state of the church saying,

‘Supposing | had a desire for Antioch; itis in a state of lamentation and tears. Or for the priestly diocese of
Gumya wherein there remaineth not a man to micturate againsta wall;or Aleppo, or Mabbugh, or Calonicus, or
Edessa and Harran, all of whichare laid waste; or the seven dioceses which areround about Melitene, in none of

which doth asinglehouse remain.””>°

%% Bar Hebraeus, Chron. Eccles. ii,cols.432f;B.O. ii pp.248-63, quoted by E.A. WallisBudge ‘The Life of Bar
Hebraeus’, xxvi.
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Evena man who was quite friendly with the Mongols and is rarely as critical of them as other

authors cannot help but mourn the state theirinvasions left his churchin.

With regards to travel and trade, it is clear that the Mongols did make things easierforthose
travelling through their lands on official business. Itis not clearthrough our sources how much trade
occurred, as these were all religious menwho had little interestin these topics. From what has been
mentioned and as a logical continuation of Mongol actions elsewhere however, trade must have been
goingsteadily in some areas. Those areas affected by Mongol warfare would have been difficult to
bypass. Qaidu certainly allowed the Nestorian monks through, so some merchants may have bee nable
to do thisalso. Whetherornot travellers could pass seemed to be on the whim of the individual ruler.
The Mongols were notaverse to pouncing on trading caravans for their own profit, as has been seen,
but trade also would have benefitted elites along the way, whether hostile or not. Merchants were
often quite generous with both Mongol princes and local elites, as noted by Kirakos, so it may have been
worthwhile to allow them to continue to pass through. At times this must not have beenthe case, with
several of oursources noting road closuresin time of war. What should not be forgottenis that the
system which allowed the trade to continue also continued to harm the general populace, who had to
supportenvoysandtradersintheirlands. Though there may have beentax exemptions forthose who
had to supporta yam station, the maintenance of travellers was stillamajorburden, as we shall seein

our next chapter.
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Chapter 3- Pax Mongolica in the European Sources

4.1 Source Background

We have several European sources forthe study of the Mongols, of varying lengths,
predominantly written by missionaries, though also by traders. Once again the range of works covers
almosta century of the Mongol world by men whotravelled to and through different parts of the
empire ordifferent khanates. The background of some of the majorsources forthe period will be
discussed here, while more minor letters etc. will be considered within the body of the work where

appropriate.

One of the mostinfluential early works written on the Mongols is that of John of Plano Carpini
who wrote a Historia Mongolorum after havingvisited the Qa’an Guyukin 1246. Carpini had beena
Franciscan missionary in Europe for some time before being chosen by Pope Innocent IV to undertake a
journey to the Mongols. The pope hoped to stem anotherattack by the Mongols on Europe.John
travelled through the recently devastated lands of Kievan Rus on to Batu, who senthimonto the Qa’an

257

where he witnessed Guyuk’s coronation.”>” He was also a spy reporting on Mongol military strengths

and weaknesses should anotherattack occur. His age and great weightled to George Lane labelling him

d.”**® The nature of this account, and Carpini’s tendency to report on the

‘an unlikely medieval James Bon
fantastical and mythical, meanitisa somewhatlimited source, though still vital for the study of the

early Mongol empire.

Another Franciscan who travelled to Mongol lands before the dissolution of the united empire
was William of Rubruck. Rubruck was a Flemish missionary in the entourage of the French king Louis IX
in Palestine. Rubruck’s goals were primarily spiritual; ministering to some German slaves captured by
the Mongols and enquiringas to the Jochid prince Sartaqg’s alleged Christianity. Undoubtedly, if Louis
thoughtthere was a possibilitythat Sartaqg and other Mongols were Christians he would have been

puttingoutfeelers astoa Mongol alliance with Christian powers against the Muslims, but this was

257 ) Richa rd, John of Plano Carpini’, 2002, in Oxford Encyclopedia of the Middle Ages
http://www.oxfordreference.com/view/10.1093/acref/9780227679319.001.0001/acref-9780227679319-e-1526
Accessed 9th November 2016.

286G, la ne, Daily Life in the Mongol Empire (London, 2006)51.
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unstated. Rubruck travelled via Constantinople through the Black Seato Sartag and Batu, thenon to
Qara-Qorum where he met Mongke around 1254. As Carpini had before him, Rubruck returned witha
demand forsubmission, this timefor Louis. On his way back he travelled through the Caucasus to the
Mongol general Baiju, before returning to Palestine.?*® Rubruck’s accountis more sober, avoiding
delvinginto the mythical. Rubruck describesthe Mongols’ cultural oddities and spends agreat deal of
time discussingreligion, havingbeeninvolvedin areligious debate at Qara-Qorum put on by Mongke
himself. Despite beingless well-known than Marco Polo, Rubruck’s accountis equally important forthe

study of Mongol history.

Our key post-dissolution sources are all Italians. The most famous of course is that of Marco
Polo. Nottoo much needsto be said about the famous man exceptthat he was botha merchantand
official in Yuan China. He travelled extensively through the Mongol world as well as by the seaborne
spice route on hisreturn. Poloreturned on his final mission for the Yuan, accompanying the intended
wife of Arghunto the llkhanate. Thus hisworkis significant both for describing the state of Yuan China
underQubilai, butalsofortravel inthe Mongol world after the end of Mongol unity. Anotherimportant
source is the handbook written for merchants by Francisco Pegolotti. While Pegolotti did not trave |
Mongol lands, he had contacts with merchants who did. Writteninthe 1340s, it gives us an interesting
furtherlookinto trade in the Mongol world during the 14™ century. We also have several accounts of
Franciscan missionaries who reached Mongol lands. John of Monte Corvino, who became the first
Archbishop of Khan-Baliq in the early 14™ century, wrote two important letters describing his
experiencesin China. Another Franciscan sentto Chinawas Odoricof Pordenone, who wrote a more
extensive account of his journeys, though this accountis nowhere nearas detailed as Polo’s. While Polo
witnessed Yuan Chinaasitexpandedinto Songlands, Odoricgives us alater picture of united Chinain
the 1320s. We also have several othervaried letters discussing travel in the east which can help us fill

out the 14" century picture.

259 p, Jackson, ‘William of Rubruck’, 2012, in Encyclopaedia Iranica, http://www.iranicaonline.org/articles/william-
of-rubruck Accessed 9th November 2016.
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John of Plano Carpini passed through Russia soon after the Mongol invasions theretook place.

He says that the city of Kievhad once beenrichly populated, but was now reduced to no more than 200

260

houses. Elsewhere in Russia he saw piles of skullsand bones.“>” He could also still see dead bodiesin the

area of Comania, while in Khwarazm lands he describes ‘innumerable ruined cities and deserted

1261

towns.”””" Carpini confirms what is mentioned in Persian sources that the Mongols would kill all but the

artisanswhentheyinvaded, saying, ‘all those they take prisonerin battle they putto death unlessthey

1262

happentowant to keep some asslaves.”””” William of Rubruck did not travel through Russia, butalso

states that it had been completely devastated by the Mongols.*®* According to Rubruck, many towns in

265

the area of Equius*® had been destroyed in order to make room for Mongol pasturage. **> On his way

back, Rubruck did travel through the Caucasus and says of the city of Nakhichevan in Georgiathatithad
once been ‘a very large and beautiful city, but the Tartars have reduced italmosttoa wilderness.’ >
Predominantly travelling through desolate steppe land, itis unlikely that the two travellers saw much
civilisationin general, letalone the signs of Mongol destruction. Most of the nomadictribesinthe

steppe had already fled west and been destroyed orincorporated into the Mongol world at this time.

Our laterauthors give us more information on conditions south of the steppe lands. Marco Polo

267
Polowas

states that Persiahad once been a great and noble land, now laid waste by the Mongols.
well aware of the damaginginternecine Mongol warfare which occurred during his travels and stay in
China. He states that the war between Hulegu and Berke had cost many lives, while further conflicts
involving the Chaghadaids and their Toluid neighbours to both the eastand the west had leftcities like

Balkh and Charchanlargely deserted. He states that Mongols of both sides would ravage the

2% john of Plano Ca rpini, History of the Mongols, in The Mongol mission: Narratives and Letters of the Franciscan
Missionaries in Mongolia and China in the Thirteenth and Fourteenth Centuries, trans.By a Nun of Stanbrook
Abbey (ed.) C. Dawson (London, 1955)29-30.

253 William of Rubruck, The Journey of William of Rubruck in The Mongol mission: Narratives and Letters of the
Franciscan Missionaries in Mongolia and China in the Thirteenth and Fourteenth Centuries, trans.By a Nun of
Stanbrook Abbey (ed.) C. Dawson (London, 1955)112.

%4 proba blyineastern Kazakhstaninold Qara-Khitailands.

2%% |bid., 136.

2% |bid., 213.

%" Marco Polo, The Description of the World (trans.and ed.) A.C. Moule and Paul Pelliot (London, 1938) 113.

59



borderlands, leaving the population with little option but to flee into the mountains.’®® Some snippets
from Odoricindicate that Mongol invasions were still evidentin his day. On his way to China he passed
through Erzerum, once a great Seljug and previously Armenian city, which had been greatly damaged by

269

the Mongols. > The Iranian city of Kashan likewise was significantly reduced, thoughitremainedan

importantentrepot when Odoricpassed through. When making his way through the Persian Gulf region,

270

he also notesthatit had been heavily despoiled by them.“"” Accordingto Polo, Tibet had been laid waste

by Mongke’s invasion, while the population of the city of Ciangiu was wiped out by the Mongol general

271 .
Ourlater Franciscan travellers do

Bayan, in revenge forthe city’s treacherous dealings with Qubilai.
not speak much about Mongol destruction. The longer works as noted above do briefly mention this,
but the shorterletters do not. Perhapsthisis due to the nature of the letters, inthatlengthy
descriptions of geography etc. did not suitthem. They may not have seen any evidence of destruction of
course, or they may have seen areas that were in recovery, but without knowledge of the previous
situation, would not have been aware of any drasticdownturn. Whateverthe reasons, thereis certainly
lesstogo on in regards to thistopicin our European sources. None of these authors experienced

Mongol invasions and were focused on writing on othertopics. They do have more to say on the

conditions of those under Mongol rule, which we shall see in our next section.

28 |bid., 134, 147.

2% 0doric of Pordenone, Cathay and the Way Thither: Being a Collection of Medieval Notices of China, (trans. And
ed.) Col. Sir Henry Yule, Vol. |, Odoric of Pordenone (London, 1913) 101.

?7% Ibid., 104-6.

>’ Marco Polo, 268, 324.
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Accordingto our early sources, life was extremely difficult for those recently put under Mongol
rule. Slavery wasa common lotfor manyin the Eurasian steppe. Carpini claims that the Mongol Emperor
took girls from all overthe empire every few years, kept those he wanted, and passed onto his men

those he did not.?”?

A certain Muslim tax administrator sent by Batu and Guyukinto Russian lands made
extraordinary exactions. 1in 3 young boys were taken by him, as well as all unmarried men, women
withoutlegitimate husbands and beggars. Anexorbitantfelttax wasimposed on all the rest, eventhe
very young.’”? William of Rubruck confirms that the Russian families who were unable to pay were taken

by the Mongols and forced to look after their flocks.?”*

Carpini and Rubruck’s accounts seemto dispel any notion that life improved for most of those
enslaved by the Mongols. Carpini states that subject peoples, even those who from the outside would
be considered ‘Mongol’, were made to be the Mongols’ patsies; forced todo all the dangerous work and
heavy labour, sent firstinto dangerous situations, and put at the vanin battle. If they failed tofight up to
the Mongols’ standards they were killed, butif they fought wellthey were convinced to stay, but treated
very badly. Unless askilled craftsman, they were given littleto eat and little time to provide for their
families. Many of them suffered from the heatin the summerand frostbite in the winter without proper

275

clothing, losing fingers, toes, and limbs.”"> The poverty of subject people groupsis also mentioned by

Rubruck, who states that many Russian, Hungarian and Alan slaves fled in small groups toformrobber

276

bands who attacked travelers.””” Rubruck states that the Christian slaves he metat Qara-Qorum had to

steal from theirown mastersin order to eat or have sufficient clothing. >’

Mongol generosity to the
poor attributed by the Persian authors does notseem so apparentin Rubruck’s account. He claimsthat
at Qara-Qorum he hadto share his party’s food allotment as ‘there were so many starving peoplewho

were not provided with food.”*”®

272 Carpini, 27.
23 |bid., 38.

274 Rubruck, 113.
275 Carpini, 42-5.
276 Rubruck, 124.
27 bid., 180.

"% Ibid., 161.
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We have two personal stories told to Rubruck by Christians he meton hisjourney. He meta
Frenchwoman called Paquette who had been captured in Hungary who married a Russian ‘builder of
houses’ and servedinthe court of one of the Christian Mongol ladies. It was not until Paquette reached
the court that life underthe Mongols became bearable, as she recounted to William ‘the unheard -of
privations she had endured before she came to the court.”*’”® On Rubruck’s return journey, he travelled
through Georgiaand meta Georgian noble called Sahensa. Rubruck states that Sahensa ‘enquired of me
whetheryou (Louis IX) would be willing to keep him if he came to you, for he finds the domination of the
Tartars so irksome that, although he is well supplied with this world’s goods, nevertheless he would
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prefertobe a pilgrimina strange land ratherthan beartheiryoke.’”* One canimagine how the situation

must have beenforSahensa’s subjectsif even this wealthy noble sought to flee Mongol rule.

The development of separate khanates in the late 13" century and the preponderance of
European sources who wentto Chinavialran means we have only bits and pieces of information on the
situationinthe Chaghadaid or Qipchaq Khanates. Ourlaterauthors thus avoided the steppe and
travelled viamore ‘civilised’ lands to the Yuan realm. Certainly they are vastly impressed by the wealth
and splendour of China, and this should come as no surprise. China contained some of the largest cities
inthe world at the time, far greaterthan anything ourltaliantravelers would have been used to. Odoric

281
8 Marco

acknowledges this, saying that Canton was as bigas 3 Venices with more ships thanall of Italy.
Polo alsofocuses onthe exoticwonders of the east, but talks for some time about Qubilai’s efforts to

supportthe poor through alms and grain storage for times of famine. ***

But things were not all well for Qubilai either. The official Ahmad, a Muslim, was one of Qubilai’s
most trusted advisors, but was brutal in his exactions and depredations on northern China. Polo states
that an anti-foreignerrevolttook place led by Chinlords who were angry at Muslims and Mongols ruling
overthem. Thisrevoltspread across many cities and took the life of Ahmad. Qubilai was able to putit
down, but was also forced into anti-Muslim legislation to appease his Chinese subjects.”®*> Another revolt
occurred when the baron Li’tan was given the city of Tudinfu and rose against Qubilai, ‘with the consent
and goodwill of all the people of the cities and villages of the province.” ** Qubilai’s handling of the

revolt seemsto have done him good stead however, as he only executed the leaders of the revolt and

" Ipid., 157.

Ibid., 215.

281 0 doric of Pordenone, 180, 184.

282 Marco Polo, The Description of the World (trans.and ed.) A.C. Moule and Paul Pelliot(London, 1938) 248-252.
*%3 |bid., 214-6.

Ibid.,303-304.
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allowed the common peopletolive. Similarly, Polo remarks upon the people of the city of Fugiu’s
tendency torebel against Qubilai, and the Khan’sresponse in keeping agreat many men garrisonedin

285
the area.

Unfortunately none of oursources are particularly verbose regarding the common people. There
issignificant discussion of trade and merchants, which we will address, but rarely of social conditions
outside the courtor the religious environment. John of Montecorvino, the first Catholic Archbishop of
Chinainthe early 14" century, had a seat at the Yuan Emperor’s court and was apparently able to
baptise 6000 peoplein 11 years. He experienced some conflict with the local Nestorians who resented
this new brand of Christianity, but despite theirattempts to have him convicted as a spy, he was cleared
by the emperor. Johnwas able to set up two churchesin Khan-Baliq, and eventually asee in Zayton was

alsosetup.?®®

John of Marignolli, who travelled through Mongol lands in the 1340s, notesthe
differencesintreatment of Christians across the Mongol khanates. He was well looked after by Uzbeg,
Khan of Qipchac, who sent him on his way with gifts and financial supportforhisjourney. In Almaliq, the
capital of the Chaghadaid Khanate, John was able toset up a church, but this was a risky business as only
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the year before 6 Franciscan friars had been killed by the now Muslim Mongols there.“*" Things
improved significantly once John arrived in Khan-Balig, as he was received in state by the Khan and given
imperial apartments with servants. Once he was set up there, he stayed for4 years, with a huge annual

stipend for him and his entourage. For his return journey, John was supplied with 3years’ expenses. ***

Andrew of Perugia, who became bishop of Zayton in the early 14" century, confirms the
difficultiesin gettingto China, but once there is astonished at the liberality of the Yuan Emperor. An
allowance, or alafa,’*’was given to all sorts of people, from orators to jugglers, and envoys to paupers.
The total of this expenditure was apparently greaterthan the revenue of many European kings! He is
guite impressed also by the maintenance of law and orderin China, where ‘no man daresto draw a
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sword against his neighbour.”””" Another Franciscan, Pascal of Vittoria, travelled asimilar route toJohn

of Marignolliinthe 1330s. He had beena monkina conventat Sarai and he tells the story of one of his

83 |bid., 348.

286 | etters of John of MonteCorvino, in Cathay and the Way Thither: Being a Collection of Medieval Notices of
China, (trans.And ed.) Col. Sir Henry Yule, Vol. Il,45-6,55-7.

*% John de Ma rignolliand his Recollections of Eastern Travel, in Cathay and the Way Thither: Being a Collection of
Medieval Notices of China, (trans.And ed.) Col. Sir Henry Yule, Vol. Il,211-2.
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29 An Arabic word for the wages of soldiers.
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brothers had beenkilled for by Muslims, apparently for convertingto Islam and then re -apostatising to
Christianity. The situation in the Chaghadaid Khanate was also volatile. Pascal was apparently able to
preach and debate against Muslims outside amosque, butin the capital AlImalig he was subject to

21 Oneinteresting source is The Book of the Estate of the Great Caan,

beatings and poisoning attempts.
written by an unspecified ‘Archbishop of Sultaniyya’ in the 1330s. The man had likely neverbeento
China, but had a good deal of information aboutit. He also speaks of the generosity of the Yuan
Emperor, who keptfood reservesforfamine times and gave liberally to the poor. His justice and good
governmentare also commended. The author gives the impression of China as a peaceful and wealthy

country, abundantin grain and encouraging of foreign visitors.”>> The Archbishop states, ‘the Emperor’s
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people are very worthily arrayed, and live inarich and liberal manner.”””* From what ourauthortells us,

there were also 30,000 Nestorian Christianslivingin China, who had beautiful and well-adorned
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churches, and who held many high officesinthe Yuan Empire.”" All of our latersources have a good

deal to say about trade in the Mongol world as well, which we willaddress in the next section.

291 Letter from Pascal of Vittoria, AMissionary Franciscanin Tartary, to his Brethren of the Convent of Vittoria,

1338, in Cathay and the Way Thither: Being a Collection of Medieval Notices of China, (trans.And ed.) Col. Sir

Henry Yule, Vol. 1l,82-7.

292 The Book of the Estate of the Great Caan, set forth by the Archbishop of Soldania, circa 1330, in Cathay and the

2V!/’gay Thither: Being a Collection of Medieval Notices of China, (trans.And ed.) Col. Sir Henry Yule, Vol. Il,90-8.
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It is from our two mid-thirteenth century sources that we getthe clearest picture of how the
postal relay system functioned. Both John of Plano Carpini and William of Rubruck used the yam stations
travellingto Mongolia, and it wasin the bleak steppe land where these stations were the most
necessary, with no handy cities as stopping points along the way. Whatis clear from both sourcesis that
these stations were very much a product of the environmentin which they were situated. We will see
for our sources on Chinathat the yam stations there were quite differentfrom those that Rubruck and
Carpini made use of. The fact that they existed atall in such a hostile environmentis animpressive
Mongol feat. Carpini suffered from both the pope’s political stance towards the Mongols as well as his
naivety with regards to Mongol custom. As the pope was not offering submission and tribute, Carpini
was nottreated as an official envoy. Fortribute-bearing emissaries had to be provided with horses, carts
and supplies. Those who came forany otherreason ‘are ina most unhappy position as regards both
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food and clothing, for poorand inadequate provision is made forthem.” "> Greasing the palms of both
the rulers of the areas they passed through and the guides who accompanied them was considered
customary, but Carpini was not aware of this, so had little to give. This entailed that his party were only
fed once a day despite already haven given away much of what they had as expenses. Carpiniand his
party were still provided with food, tents, and horses; all of which had to be provided by those inthe
area.”® Presumably forthe more remote locations along the way the stations would have been manned
and provisioned by Mongol soldiers ortheirnomadicsubjects. The situation did notimprove much for

Carpini once he reached Guyuk’s camp, stating that there were 4,000 envoys there (presumably forthe

quriltai enthroning Guyuk) of which many suffered from hungerand thirst. >’

William of Rubruck experienced asimilarstory afew years later. He was not an official envoy
either, and alsolaments his treatment by the Mongols. While he made use of the yam and was able to
change horses 2 or 3 timesaday, he complains bitterlyof hungerand thirst and of the poor quality of
horses his party received in comparisonto the othersintheirgroup. Luckily William’s weight meant that

he was always given a strong horse.?*® Interestingly, Rubruck preferred the journeys in the wilderness

2% carpini, 27.

% |bid., 28.

7 |bid., 62, 66.

298 Rubruck, 132. Both Carpini and Rubruck were apparently quite fat. One wonders if they should not have been
grateful for their hardship, as would befittwo monks of the Franciscan order.
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than arrivingatinhabited places, asin factthis meantthey had to give away ‘presents’ to each captain

and share their paltry amount of food with whoever wanted some.**

Once Rubruck arrived in Mongke’s
orda, there was a kind of embassy hotel set up where all the envoys from all overwould stay inthe

same place.>®

We also see some indication that the Mongols sought to restrict the privileges of those who
were not official ambassadors as Rubruck states that false envoys were put to death by them. *** This
keennesstorootoutthose who soughtto abuse the system presumably stemmed from Mongke’s
attemptsto limitthe exactions on the peasantry by all who travelled the yam network. Abuses still
occurred however. Rubruck tells an interesting story of a sort of wandering bard/clericfrom Acre called
Theodolus. Theodolus travelled to Mongke’s court pretending to be an emissary of the French king.
Mongke senta Mongol representative with him carrying a paiza, allowing them significant powerto
abuse. Once Theodolus reached the Byzantine Emperorhowever, he wasfound out as a crook and
imprisoned.*** ClearlyMongke could attempt to control those misusing Mongol authority, but it was
impossible to completely eradicate misappropriation. The cost of supporting envoys was such that
Rubruck notes that Baron Konstandin, father of King Het’'um |, and all the Armenian peoplewere

celebrating as their country had been granted the privilege of not having envoys enter their territory.>**

Rubruck talksin some detail about merchantsin Mongol lands. His first port of call is Soldaia, on
the Black Sea, which he talks of as a great trade entrepot, with merchants from Russia bringing squirrel,
ermine and othervaluable furs, while merchants from Turkey brought their cotton, silk, and spices. 304
He goes on to mention that the Mongols’ conquests of these lands allowed Batu and his son Sartaq to
control the salt production in the area, forcing many traders to come to them from all over Russia.>®
Rubruck notes that the Mongols had an extensive wardrobe, which varied according to season. For the
summer, they had clothes of silk, gold, and cotton, while in the winter, they were well stocked with furs
fromall over Rus lands, Scandinavia, and Siberia. Eventhen, rich Mongols would line the inside of these

furs with silk for extra protection from the cold.>° Clearly the Mongols had access to products from all

2% |pid., 113.

Ibid., 157.

Ibid., 105.

Ibid., 158-60.
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over their empire, and used these to their gain. He describes large numbers of merchants at Cailac, in
what were formerly Uighurlands, while saying that Qara-Qorum, despite being smaller than the village
of St. Denis, had a Muslim quarter where large numbers of merchants lived, and also a Chinese quarter
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with many craftsmen.”™" At Konya, the capital of the vassal Seljuq sultanate, he describes a western

European monopoly of the alum trade out of Turkey established by French, Venetian and Genoese

merchants.>%®

Marco Polo is one of our most loquacious writers on these topics as a merchant man himself.
The borders between the khanates seem particularly dangerous, anditis only with the protection of one
of the Khans within their own territory that travel appears safe. Polo describes his father and uncle’s
journeythrough Berke’s lands as without adventure, but then tells us thatthey are forced to halt due to
conflict between Berke and Hulegu, and once again at Bukhara they are forced to stop due to unsafe
roads and the war situation, a situation which thwarted their progression for three years.**® Only on
beingjoined by anemissary from Qubilai did they feel truly safe. Once ontheirreturnjourney, the Polos
were given a paiza by Qubilai, which served as both a passport and symbol of authority. However, as
they found, this only extended as far as Toluid lands were concerned. Thus, despite their paiza, the
Polos were wary as Qaidu was intent on causing havoc for Qubilai, and he was apparently responsible

for destroying roads inthe desert.>*

Mention is made on two occasions of those sent to accompany the
Polos being too afraid to face the journey due to war, both the Christian friars sent by the Pope in
response to Qubilai’s request forlearned Christian men, and the Mongol barons sent to bring Cocachin
to Arghun.?'" Apparently a paiza from a Mongol khan was not quite the free pass- the Polos were also
givenone ontheirreturnjourneyto Qubilai by the llkhan Geikhatu, but were still extremely worried as
many lands underthe Ilkhanate were not truly under his control and according to Polo, Geikhatu had no

authority. Geikhatu did however provide them with a very large escort, and they were furnished with

ample supplies.*"

Despite Polo’s assurance thatthere were many traders throughout Persian lands, he states that

travel inthese lands was highly dangerous. At one stage, Polo relates how he was captured by a band of

307 Ibid., 137, 183-184. Many of the Muslimand Chinese craftsmen were slaves broughtby Ogodei to constructthe

city.

%% 1bid., 218.
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Tartars, but was able to escape while some of his companions were taken, with some sold into slavery,
while others were killed. He tells us the group responsible were called the Qaraunas, a rebel Mongol
group that often robbed travellers. Their leader, one Negodar,*'* who was the nephew of Chaghadai,

seems to have led many of these attacks, without respect forany Mongol authority. ***

Apart from this,
he describes the Persian kingdoms as full of those who wish to do damage to merchants, and would do
so but for the Great Khan. While thisseemstoimply thatthey were not able to do so, he goes on to say
that they still did much harm to merchants, and unless one travelled in a large group heavily armed
there was danger from this direction.’®. In the area of Kurdistan, he states that the Muslim and

Christian Kurds were renowned for their attempts at robbing merchants.>*®

Chinese travel and trade was certainly more secure. Polo talks of 1,000 guards at every gate of
Khan-Baligand a 1,000 cartloads of silk entering every day to support Qubilai’s great city. **’ He
describes the yam postal stationsin Chinaas ‘palaces’ which were builtin all places, wild and strange.
Notonly this, but there were manyinnsalongtrade routes, leading to ‘a multitude of merchantsand
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strangers’ frequenting the Khan’s lands.”™” Odoricclaims that every traveller who used the yam system

was given two mealsaday free of charge.*"’

If Polo’s claims are anywhere near accurate, this must have
been assignificant burden forthose responsible for providing at these yam stations. Polo alludes
frequently to the mass of gold, salt, spices, and silk which traversed the byways and waterways
(extended by Qubilaitoinclude Khan-Baliq) of China, bringing with it massive revenues forthe Khan.
Apparently from the great port city of Zayton, Qubilai received 10% of all merchandise broughtinto his

lands.?*°

The merchants who brought these items were so numerous at Khan-Baliq that every nationhad
theirown ‘factory’ where merchants were lodged, and due to the huge number of merchantsand
foreign envoysinthe city, there was a prostitutes’ district, where the women paid theirtaxesinservices
to foreigners!®**' There is agreat deal more information in Marco Polo about trade than can be

mentioned here, but we now have anidea of the flourishing exchanges thattook place there.

B Thisis likely to have been the same as Grigor Aknerts’i’s Tegudar consideringthe geography and time period.
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Our laterauthors largely confirm the information of Polo with regards to travel. John of Monte
Corvinostates thatthe land road viathe Qipchaq Khanate was far saferand shorterthan the searo utes,
but that thisroad had ‘not been openfora considerabletime, on account of the wars that have been

"322 These wars had left John with no news of the papal court or any of the affairs of Europe for

goingon.
12 years bar some apparently incredulous stories told by aLombard chirurgeon, perhapsindicating that
Europeans were more rarely in Khan-Balig than has been assumed, especially in times of warfare.>**
Andrew of Perugia suffered many hardshipsin hisjourney to China, with his party plundered of even

34 pascal of Vittoria had a largely uneventful journey in the company of a Muslim

theirhabits and tunics.
caravan until he reached the Chaghadaid Khanate where the caravan was forced to stop due to the

recent death of the Chaghadaid Khan and the insecurity on the roads as a result.>” Francisco Pegolotti’s
handbook similarly advises thatinterregnawere dangerousto travellers, but on the whole that ‘the road

’32¢ pagolottirecommends taking around 60 men from Tana to

fromTana to Cathayis perfectly safe.
Sarai, which was apparently the most dangerous part of the journey.**” From Tana to Astrakhan and

from Almaliqto Otrar there were alarge number of Mongol police ensuring road safety. **

Trade was certainly flourishingin the 14™ century, as evidenced through our sources. Odoric of
Pordenone describes Tabrizthus: ‘thisisanoblercity and a better for merchandise than any other which
at this day existeth in the world.”*** Many Christians of all descriptions were to be found there, though

3% ohn of Monte Corvino was assisted in his

he says that almost the whole world traded with that city.
evangelical efforts by amerchant who came with him to Khan-Balig, one Peter of Lucolungo, who paid
for the ground for the second Catholicchurchin the city. Other unspecified ben efactors and well-
wishers contributed funds to the church, perhaps part of the merchant community in the city. *** Andrew
of Perugiaimplies that there were several Genoese merchants based in the city of Zayton who helped

him calculate what his stipend was worth in florins.>** Pascal of Vittoria travelled with Greek merchants
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> |bid., 49.

324 Andrew, Bishop of Zayton, 71.

323 pascal of Vittoria, 86.

32 Erancis Balducci Pegolotti, ‘Notices of the Land Route to Cathayand of Asiatic Tradein the FirstHalf of the
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ed.) Col. SirHenry Yule, Vol. I1,152. Tana/Azov was a Genoese port on the eastern coastofthe BlackSea.

**7 Ibid., 154.

Ibid., 147-8.

329 0 doric of Pordenone, 103-4.

**% |bid., 104.

31 16hn of MonteCorvino, 55-6.

332 Andrew, Bishop of Zayton, 73.

328

69



from Tana to Sarai, Armenians onaship on the Volga, and some ‘Saracens’ on to Urgench.>** The Book
of the Estate of the Great Caan tells of certain products that were traded between the llkhanate and the
Yuan Empire. Within China, he notes the exchanges that took place along the waterways via houseboats.

At the city of Cansai, the Archbishop says there were traders from all over who came for the
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merchandise availablethere.”” Odoric confirms the presence of many Muslim and Christian merchants

335

residing or passing through the city as well.”> The amount of products available in Chinawas fargreater

than one could getin Rome or Paris, and it was forthis reason that trade was so abundantinspices, silk,

and gold cloth. **°

John of Marignolli knew of a fondaco at Zayton, which was a sort of lodging house and
base for merchantsina foreign city.**” Pegolotti’s work seems to point to the fact that trade was quite
commonin the Mongol realms. He givesinformation forthe would-be merchant on travel necessities,
customs dues, logistics, wares, and even bribes. He himself had neverbeento China, butapparently

knew merchants who had, and was aware of the great amount of trade that took place in Khan-Balig.**®

333 pascal of Vittoria, 82-5.
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From readingthe above chapter, itis quite clearthat there were major differencesinthe
Mongol world according to the sources covering the united empire and those who travelled several
different khanates. One of the primary reasons for this, as mentioned already in part, was the difference
inlandscape. Carpini and Rubruck travelled the bleakest and most hostile territoryin theirjourneysto
Mongolia. This meant that they saw the Mongolsin their natural habitat, the steppe lands. They were
also some of the first Europeansto travel and live among the nomadic Mongols, so the culture clash
must have been enormous. Forourlaterauthors, they too had to traverse inhospitable deserts and
rugged mountainous areas, but they alsowere able to stopin many of the greatestcitiesinthe world at
that time, some of which staggered the Europeansin theirsize and wealth. Considering that the Mongol
invasions of the Songlands were not as devastating as elsewhere, and the fact that most of our
Europeantravellersarrived long afterthese invasions took place, they would not have beenableto see
whether Mongol rule had had any significant effect. Chinawas farricherand more populous than
Europe both before and afterthe Mongol invasions, so our travellers would have had no sense of

perspective about this.

One mustalso rememberthatall of our European sources on Chinawere supported by the Yuan
state. Marco Polowas an official under Qubilai who became hugely wealthy in histime in China. John of
Monte Corvino was at the court of the Khan and would have received astipend. Andrew of Perugia and
John of Marignolli both were provided for handsomely by the Yuan emperors. Just as with Juvaini and
Rashid al-Din, we cannot say that these authors were passive observers. They give usinformation on the
court and theirownreligious concerns, butvery little on the overallstate of China. China’s wealth,
which they were able to take advantage of, would have been taken as a sign that all was well inthe
empire. Incomparison, the Chaghadaid Khanate and the Ilkhanateseemin much greaterturmoil
through much of the time period covered. As time wenton, the internecinewars seemto be less
common, though the Archbishop of Sultaniyya says that war between Uzbe k of the Qipchaq Khanate
and Abu Said, the last Ilkhan, took place in 1318.%*°

Our earlierauthors have very few positives to note about the effects of the Pax Mongolica. For

them, life underthe Mongols was unpleasant slavery unless one happened to be an artisan they could

339 The Book of the Estate, 90.
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use. Certainly, travel was made easier, and presumably through that safety, trade as well. Support of the
travel network was a huge burden however, and though often this support entailed tax exemptions, this
was not always the case. Rubruck’s story about Theodolus shows that opportunists were aware of the
powerand wealth which could be accrued by gaininga Mongol paiza, and sought to take advantage of
it. While Mongke certainly attempted to eradicate these abuses, the difficulties in preventingthem were
hard to surmount. If, as our Persian authors claim, under previous administrations these abuses had
beenwidespread and carried out by envoys, merchants, ortags and princes, they would have been
hugely damaging to Mongol subjects. Both Carpini and Rubruck note the ruthlessness of Mongol tax
collectors who took children as payment when theirsubjects could not front what was required. This
could be termed as exaggerationif it was not confirmed by our Persian and Near Eastern sources as
well. PeterJackson labels Carpiniand Rubruck ‘stubbornly oblivious of the blessings of Mongol

3*%\Whilel respect that the two men saw the Mongols as enemies, they also witnessed

overlordship.
first-hand conditions undertheirrule. Carpini did have the tendency to play up the mythical and
grotesque, but Rubruckis far more sober, and primarily describes things as he saw them. He may have
been a Christian monk who was shocked by the Mongols’ invasion of the Christian world, but he was
alsoa bold and committed man who experienced great hardshipin ordertotry and reach Christian

slaves captured by the Mongols. We certainly cannot afford to cast aside both men’s assessments of the

lives of those now ruled by the Mongols.

Once the united empire dissolved, things deteriorated in certain parts of the Mongol world for
some time. The only European source we have forthe second half of the 13" centuryis Marco Polo, and
as we have seen, travel was not always easy for him. He highlights the damaging wars of Hulegu and
Berke, aswell as those of Qubilai and Qaidu. Despite this, life in Yuan Chinaseems far more stable and
easy than ithad beenfor Mongol subjects elsewhere. There were somerevolts, as mentioned
previously, which caused concern for Qubilai, with Li’tan’s in support of the Song of particular worry.
Ch’i-Ch’ing Hsiao notes that it was this revolt which saw Qubilai weaken the power of Chinese military
lords and turn to a foreigners-first policy.*** Many foreigners, including Polo, benefitted from this
limitation of Chinese officials as well. Ourlaterauthorsalsolived in some luxury due to the Mongols’
encouragement of foreign merchants and religious men, perhaps colouringsomewhat theirideas of

Yuan Chinaas a whole. The brevity and nature of most of the works does not allow a great deal of room

30p, Jackson, ‘The State of Research: The Mongol Empire, 1986-1999’, Journal of Medieval History, 26 (2000) 209.
Mec Hsiao, ‘Shih T'ien Tse’, in (eds) Igor de Rachewiltz, Hok-lam Chan, Hsiao Ch’i-Ch’ingand Peter W. Geier, In
the Service of the Khan: Eminent Personalities of the Early Mongol-Yuan Period (1200-1300) (Wiesbaden, 1993) 38.
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for discussion of general social conditions in China either. Considering John of Monte Corvino’s
interactions with the many Nestorians in Khan-Baliq and the claims of The Book of the Estate, thiswas a
halcyon time for Christiansin China, with both the Nestorians and the Catholics finding favourunder
Qubilai and his successors. Baskingin the light of these successes, our authors did not stop to notice the

plight of the general populace.

To considerthis fully would require anin-depth analysis of Chinese sources. Unfortunately the
Yuan-shih and other works have not been translated and my linguisticskills as well as the scope of this
paperdo not allow metodo so. A fewinsightsfromsecondary literature may help usto gain some
perspective however. Thomas Allsen’s biographies of Mahmud Yalavach and Masud Begshow that in
the early years Mongol rule in China was quite difficult. In North Chinainthe 1230s forexample, the
administrator Abd al-Rahman was particularly harshin his collection of taxes, exploiting the peasantry
and beingremoved due to corruption and bribery, echoing the problems that were rife in Ilkhanid

342 Abd al-Rahman also clashed with Chinese officials, and this seems to have beenatheme in

Persia.
China. Hisreplacement Mahmud Yalavach ran afoul of Chinese advisors of Qubilai who wished to
maintain Confucian standards of governmentin China. Mongke and his Turkic/Muslim representatives

disagreed with this, and sought to tax China according to their own desires and standards. ***

Judith Kolbas states that Ogodei originally divided north Chinaamong his princes, but under the
influence of the Khitan official Yeh-lu Chu-tsaiinstead put his own officersin charge of collecting

*** While this weakened the power of the princes to the benefit of the central treasury, it

taxes.
simultaneously strengthened those entrusted with collecting those taxes. Thomas Allsen points out that
those men were largely Central Asian merchants. These merchants consistently undermined the efforts
of Yeh-lu Chu-tsai to protectthe Chinese. They had purchased theirright to tax farms and saw it as an
opportunity to make money. Simultaneously, they lent money at exorbitantly high interest rates, leading
to constantindebtedness and foreclosures. Combining this with the burden of supportingthe yam

system left the Chinese peasantryin deep trouble. Abd al-Rahman was one of those who benefitted

fromthis, and while he was replaced by Ogodei, he returned to powerunder Toregene. Once Guyuk

T, Allsen, ‘Mahmud Yalavac, Masud Beg, Ali Beg, Safaliq, Bubir’,in (eds) Igor de Rachewiltz, Hok-lam Chan,
Hsiao Ch’i-Ch’ingand Peter W. Geier, In the Service of the Khan: Eminent Personalities of the Early Mongol-Yuan
Period (1200-1300) (Wiesbaden,1993) 125.

** Ibid., 127.

34, Kolbas, The Mongols in Iran: Chingis Khan to Uljaytu, 1220-1309 (London and New York, 2006) 88.
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came to the throne Abd al-Rahman was killed, though merchants remained in great favourunder

Mongke’s reign.>*®

Things certainly improved under Qubilai, and this sort of exploitationis not attributed in the
south of China, the rich Song lands. Those who suffered the most due to the Mongol invasions were elite
Han Chinese, who no longer could hold high office. At local and regional levels, Chinese officials still
maintained control, though they assuredly would have had to acquiesce to Mongol demands. **® While
Qubilai and hisimmediate successor attempted to alleviate the harshness of Mongol rule, things began
to change afterthe death of Temur Oljeituin 1307. Paul Buell’s use of Chinese sources however seems
to show that the situationin the 14™ century was not as calm and stable as our European sources seem
to imply. Succession warsinthe 1320s between conservative Mongol forces and those who were more
pro-Chinesewere mirrored by growing resistance to Mongol rule in Songlands. Theirloose grip on the
south saw banditry and the formation of local resistance groupsincrease. Eventually rebel groups such
as the Red Turbans (one of whom was the eventual founder of the Ming dynasty)began to emerge.**’
The ideathat Chinawas largely free fromthe problems that plagued the llkhanate can easily be taken
from our European sources, but clearly underthe surface there were significant problems, even from
the beginning. Eventhe title of one recent work on the Yuan suggests this: The Troubled Empire: China
in the Yuan and Ming Dynasties.>*® Stability was certainly relative, and without greater knowledge of the
social conditions of the Yuan dynasty in the 14" century, our conclusions willlargelybe focused on the

13™ century state of the Mongol world.

1 Al Isen, ‘Mongolian Princes and their Merchant Partners 1200-1260’, Asia Major, Third Series, Vol. 2, No. 2
(1989)97-105.

36 p, Ostrowski, ‘The tamma and the dual-administrativestructure of the Mongol empire’, Bulletin of the School of
Oriental and African Studies, 61, 1998, 276.

*7pD. Buell, Historical Dictionary of the Mongol World Empire (Lanham, 2003) 62-5.

38T, Brook, The Troubled Empire: China in the Yuan and Ming Dynasties (London, 2010)
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5. Conclusion

Having now analysed the Persian, Near Eastern, and European sources to establish just what Pax
Mongolica might mean, we can now make some conclusions. Here we must tackle some of the most
common opinions held by students of Mongol history nowadays. Nicola di Cosmo states that the Pax

7349

Mongolicaentailed ‘areal and ratherbeneficial peace.” *™ The difficulty with the term Pax Mongolicais
precisely this, thatthose who use ittoreferto greatersafety formerchantsand envoys also often
attribute altruistic motivations and significant social and economicimprovements to this concept.
ChristopherBeckwithis agreat defender of Central Eurasian cultures, which he sees asunder attack by
theirmore powerful sedentary neighbours. This defence extends to the Mongol Empire as well, with
Beckwith claiming that the Mongols’ destructive policies were only temporary, whiletheirintentions
afterthe initial conquest phase were to bring peace and security worldwidein ordertoimprove the lives
of all within theirempire. **° Di Cosmo echoes these beliefs, stating, “to the few that could perceive it,
the Mongols’ arrival had appearedinthe thirteenth century as acometthat indicated the wayto a

brighter future of global trade and unfettered exchange.”***

This type of rhetoricis bewildering
consideringathorough analysis of the sources. The essential claims of Mongol historians such as
Beckwith and Di Cosmo are these a) the Mongolsintended to create the Pax Mongolicatoimprove the
lives of those in theirempire, b) that they were in fact successful and the Pax was a ‘good thing’; and c)

that its very existence counterbalanced the unfortunate effects of theirinitial invasions.

Each of these premises can and should be questioned, and hopefullythe preceding chapters will
have highlighted some of the problems with these assumptions. The firstclaimisaninterestingone asit
turns onits head many previously-held beliefs about nomadiccultures and theirrelationship to
sedentary societies. The primary workin this regard is that of Thomas Allsen. In his 2001 work Culture
and Conquestin Mongol Eurasia, he stresses that the Mongols facilitated culturaltransmission and
changes, and that they were active playersin their promotion of this system ratherthan simply passive

352

facilitators.”™* Allsen does not attribute any sort of altruism to Mongol motivations, however. He focuses

on theirwantsand desires, which led to significant movement of people, goods andideas across their

49 N. D Cosmo, ‘Black Sea Emporia and the Mongol Empire: A Reassessment of the Pax Mongolica’, Journal of the
Economic and Social History of the Orient, 2010, Vol.53, 91.

30, Beckwith, Empires of the Silk Road: A History of Central Eurasia from the Bronze Age to the Present
(Princeton, NJ, 2009) 344.

1 pj Cosmo, ‘Black Sea Emporia’, 93.

P21 A Isen, Culture and Conquest in Mongol Eurasia (Cambridge, 2001) 191-3.
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empire. He also does not hesitate to pinpoint that these desires often caused immense suffering for
many of those within this empire. But we must also stress the difference between intention and
consequence. The Mongols’ intentionin creating asafer travel network was to allow a greateramount
of goods, whethertraded ortaken as booty, to reach back to the centre of authority. Thiswasalso a
significant tactical and logistical leg-up, allowing the speedy relay of information to decision-makers.
Beyondthese goals|cannotsee any reason to assume the Mongols’ had any altruisticeconomicor
cultural motives behind their establishment of the yam network. The same ‘intention vs. consequence’
argument can be made with regards to their conquests. Timothy May points out that the Mongol
conquests ‘served notonly as a catalyst for change, but alsowere nota regressive force thatsetback
progressin various parts of the world.”*>* May clearly is not stating that the Mongols intended many of
the changesthat they brought about. Elsewhere he notes that the ‘Chingis Exchange’ often brought
aboutrenaissance, but only after massive destruction forced this on the society.*>* | certainly agree that
many changes occurred because of the Mongol invasions, some of them forthe better, butthisis not
somethingthat can be put inthe Mongols’ credit column. If we are to judge societies’ morality, which
almost all Mongol historians endeavourto do at some stage, then we can only assess theirimmediate

actions and theirintent, not what came about as a consequence of these actions.

To move back to history from philosophy, we can now assess the second part of the Pax
Mongolica claim. While the idea that travel certainly became saferisinvogue, there are dissenters to
thisviewpoint. The late sinologist Herbert Franke doubted that travel from the west to Chinawas any
easierunderthe Mongols than it had been previously, claiming that missionaries and merchants had
been presentin Chinain greatnumbers between the 2" and 7" centuries. His assessment of the Pax is
quite scathing, ‘itseemsasif the Pax Mongolicais no more than one of those brilliant si mplifications
that can serve as chaptertitles for world history books.”**® Indeed, if non-Europeans had been travelling
to Chinafor some time, then the real difference inthe 13" and 14™ centuries is that now Europeans
started to travel further east. The shock of the Mongol penetration into the heart of Europe was the
primary cause for many of the first Europeans to travel to Mongol lands. John of Plano Carpini certainly
would not have known about the safety of the roads before his journey. Anotherreason forundertaking
this journey was possible Mongol help against the Muslims. Itis not until the second half of the 13"

century that we are aware of Europeans travelling farto the east in search of profit. Assuredly, safety

337, May, The Mongol Conquests in World History (London, 2012) 21.
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was patchy, and as we have seen, there were long periods of time where travel alongland routes was
not possible. Oljeitu himself admitted that the roads were closed before the peace established in 1304
in his letterto Philip IV of France. Timothy Brook notes thatinternationaltrade wasin fact banned
several timesunderthe Yuan,in 1303, 1311, and 1320.Even Marco Polo and Rabban Sauma experienced
significant problemsintheirtravels. Certain regions were basically off-limits, while changes of route,
unplanned delays and even entirely failed ventures were common afterthe dissolution of the united
empire. These conditions were of course commoninthe medieval world, but we should not fail to

mentionthem when describing how ‘safe’ travel was in the Mongol world.

If we do accept Pegolotti’s assessment that the roads were generally safe inideal conditions, we
must then address whetheror not this Pax was as beneficial as Di Cosmo, Beckwith and others believe.
Theirargumentthat greaterlevels of trade lead to an overall economicimprovement forsociety are
guestionable intheirownright, buteven more so with regards to pre-modernsociety. Firstly, aswe
have seen, merchants themselves were often responsible for the abuse of the peasantry, a problem that
led to Mongke and Ghazan’s curtailment of their powers. The continued use of merchants as both tax-
farmers and envoys meant that the system was always in theirfavour, allowing them to benefit hugely

while the huge majority of the populace struggled with Mongol demands.

Secondly, the ideathat greaterlevels of trade would improve the general economyis notborne
out. The halcyon time for merchants was underthe reigns of Ogodei and Mongke, with a united empire,
the central government paying well overthe odds forgoods, the yam well-established and ortags
forminginorderto lessentherisktoindividual merchants. According to the above hypothesis then,
Ogodeiand Mongke’s reigns should have seen animprovementin the lives of those who lived in the
Mongol Empire. Yet we have seenthat taxation demandsin Chinaunder Ogodeiand his Muslim
administrators (read merchants) were exorbitant, leading to the impoverishment of Chinese farmers.
Likewise, Monke’s tax assessments were so demanding that even children were included. How does this
indicate animprovement forthe whole society? Linked to this, itis quite confusing how exactly
international trade in generalshould have alleviated the plight of the common people. AsJanet Abu-
Lughod notes, the only things worth trading overlong distances were luxury items, not those that

3¢ \Whileshe still believes that this trade

contributed to the subsistence of the societies themselves.
helpedtoimprove the systemasawhole, it seems difficult to reconcile with the lot of the peasantry. A

Georgian farmer could not have cared less if his Mongol overlord was wearing the latestin Chinese silks

336 Abu-Lughod, Before European Hegemony, 13.
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ifit meant he was still being milked by the same man for all he was worth, especially if the merchant
who broughtthese silks had extorted goods and services from him as well. This argumentis extremely

weakinmy eyes, and certainly needs elaboration if historians are to accept it.

Thirdly, and arguably mostimportantly, as we have seenitwasin fact the peasantry whohad to
supportand provision the yam stations which were used by the merchants. Evenif the merchants were
not abusingthe system, which they often were, itwould have beenanimmenseburden on those who
were forced to supportit. While forthe sake of posterity, we are glad forthe accounts of Marco Polo
and Pegolotti, those who bore the brunt of supporting officials and merchants were impoverished. May
points out that nomadsfled the areas near yam stations, while villages in sedentary areas became
abandoned.**” Polo’s description of the Yuan yam stations as palaces highlights the glaring discrepancy
between those merchants who could afford to make such a journey, and those who had to provide for
whateverthey needed whenever they came calling. Even when regulation was broughtin by Mo ngke,
the movement of envoys along this system caused great damage in wartimes, as noted above by Juvaini
and William of Rubruck. The fact that these demands were often extraordinary on top of already
excessivetaxation meant that at the worst of times the system was almost designed to crush the

general populace underheel.

If someone readingthe above still believes that the Pax Mongolica, orwhateverone wishes to
callit, was beneficial, then we must take up the third assumption of Beckwith and Di Cosmo; namely
that it was able to counterbalance the original Mongol invasions. Much has been made about the
astronomically high figures given for casualties in the Mongols’ Persian campaigns by authors such as
Juvaini, Juzjani and Rashid al-Din. George Lane claims that the Persian historians were pandering to the
Mongols’ desire for notoriety. Confusingly, inthe same article, he states that Juvaini was ‘painting the
Mongols not [...] how they wished to be seen but more as he and the Persian elite might wishthe mto

become.”**®

If we disregard the figures foramoment, what ourabove research shows isthat no matter
where the sources came from, no mattertheir standpoint, they all spoke of the massiveamounts of life
lost during Mongol massacres of cities across Eurasia. For those who wish to downplay the Mongols’
actions, presumably they must accept thatall of these sources are exaggerating. We have no sources
which talk about the invasions that give us a different picture. The confirmation of later authors that

Mongol damage was still visible should dispel any notion that theirinvasions were not damaging. All of

337 May, Mongol Conquests, 120-1.
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244, 253.
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our sources convey the extreme destruction theycaused. David Morgan says of Persia, ‘One should not
be distracted by admiration...forthe attempts of Ghazan to put mattersrightin Persiafromrecognizing

that the Mongol conquests were adisasteron a grand and unparalleled scale.”**

Morgan has since
changed his position on the Ilkhanate’s effect on Persia at least, though he does not agree to revisionism
of Mongol brutality. Though thisworkis a dedication to Ann Lambton, he also does not question her

analysis of the economicsituation of Iran.>®

He elsewhere claims that art history should move us away
fromthe biased sources, buttoreiterate, art history cannotgive us a clear picture of the situation of the
general population. The beauty of illustrated copies of Rashid al-Din’s Jami al-tawarikh and the Great

Mongol Shahnama can blind us to the misery of the large majority under Mongol rule.

Did the Pax help those under Mongol rule to recoverfromtheirinitial invasions? As we have
seen above, the answeris no. Loss of life was not the only result of their attacks. Both Lane and Morgan
pointoutthe damage to the ganatsysteminthe Middle East. Qanats were the underground irrigation
canals which were vital in agriculture in the more arid areas of the Middle East and Central Asia. Not
only were these destroyed in part by the Mongols, their massacre of those who tended to them meant

**1 Anne Lambton

that their upkeep was not continued, and previously cultivated land fell out of use.
analysesthe situationin Persiamore fully, and surmises that the continued squeezing of a population
lessened by the Mongol invasions led to agreater amount of abandoned land. The inability of smaller
landlords to supportthe peasantry and accede to Mongol demands meant more instances of tulji’a,
where largerlandholders bought the land off those unableto pay, so land became increasingly under
the care of the great men of the Ilkhanate, such as Rashid al-Din. Ghazan made efforts to provide the
peasantry with their most basicneeds atfavourable ratesin orderto try and restore the economy, but
his tying of the peasantry tothe land essentially made them indentured servants. Someof these reforms
were continued, but even under the last Ilkhan, Abu Said, a great number of taxes not taken by Ghazan
and Oljeitu werecollected, suggesting that the treasury was still extremely weak. Hamd-Allah
Mostawfi’s assessments thereforeringtrue. Despitethe Ilkhans’ continued promotion of trade, this did
not counterbalance the huge problems that existed with their main revenue source, agriculture. **>

Richard Smith takes this notion more globally, observing that ‘The killing off of enormous numbers of

people meantalossin productive capacity that could not be compensated for despite the trade -friendly

39, Morgan, The Mongols (Oxford, 1986) 74.

%0 p, Morgan, ‘The Mongols inlran: A Reappraisal’, Iran, Vol. 42 (2004) 131-6.
361 Lane, ‘The Mongols inlran’,248; Morgan, The Mongols, 80-1.

**? Lambton, 118,139-144,217.

79



3% The quantity of internationaltrade and its nature do not suggest that these

policies of the Mongols.
inany way were able to compensate forthe economic problems of the llkhanate. Where Mongol

damage was less extreme, such asin China, the picture was quite different of course.

Therefore, it seems difficult to substantiate many of the claims that exist around the Pax
Mongolica. Indeed, eveninits most basicform, the term can only mean periods of time where safety
was surer, indifferent regions. Somesort of century-long block of unlimited trade and exchangeisa
myth. The ideathat what benefitted merchants benefitted the general populace belongs to modern
economictheory discussions ratherthan one focusing on the history of the Mongols. Whether trickle -
down economics works in any form today, applying such theories to 14" century Eurasiais missing the
point. Noamount of international trade and exchange would have saved the peasantry from their
burden, or, as noted by Timothy May in fact Mongol expansion of trade also expanded the slave trade,
bringingit to a global level.*** Famine and the demands of Mongol government saw many people selling

theirown childrenintoslavery.

Greateramounts of cultural exchange are also consistently praised in recent Mongol
historiography. Unfortunately what some authors seemingly fail to note is that these exchanges could
often bring the bad with the good, with Muslim tax-farmers exploiting China and Chinese paper money
damaging the economy of Tabriz. It can be too easy to uncritically accept that the Mongols’ forcing of
people groups andideas on otherregions was a good thing for those regions. Allsen’s work on cultural
exchange isadmirable, but unfortunately agreat deal of the source material focuses on Rashid al -Din,
and Allsen spends much of hiswork discussing the vizier’s relationship with Bolad Chingsang. Whilel
alsofindthisinteraction fascinating, the cultural exchanges were predominantly limited to those at the
very top of Mongol government, thus | cannot see how the countriesinvolved would have benefitted on
the whole. Afterall, the culinary and medicinal improvements Allsen mentions would have only been

available tothe veryrichestin Mongol society, though these may have later become more widespread.

With these thoughtsin mind, perhapsitistime to move away from the idea of a Pax Mongolica.
The implications of thisterm help to whitewash the Mongols’ image. If we as historians are to judge
them, we mustjudge them by theiractions. Inthisregard, perhaps using adifferentterm such as May’s

‘Chinggis Exchange’ is more apt, without moralistic connotations. Students can assess the benefitsand

363 R. Smith- “Trade and commerce across Afro-Eurasia’, in Old World Encounters: Cross-Cultural Contacts and
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disadvantages brought by greater cultural contacts, while not havingto adhere to a set belief system
which presupposes the boons of Mongol rule. Studying how society was changed by the Mongolsis
necessary andindeed, extremely interesting, but tryingto coverup for them seems unnecessary. The
plight of most people changed forthe worse with the advent of the Mongols, though forsome it did
improve. Amore nuanced view isrequired to address different time periods and regions, as well asthe
situation before and afterthe dissolution of the Mongol Empire. Qubilai may have been a Mongol, but
he ruled China, not the Qipchaq Khanate. Wars did stop travel for some time, whileat times there was
greatersecurity. As Franke noted, using the term Pax Mongolica leads us away from a true analysis of
the sources. Taking for granted an overall ‘peace’ established by the Mongols could prevent us from
looking closelyatthe situationin Armenia, orin Khorasan. Such a long period covering such a great
amount of the world cannot be easily fitinto one paradigm such as this, and tryingto do so seems

entirely unproductive.
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