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THE HISTORY OF ULUS JUJI KHAN IN THE MUNTAKHAB
AL-TAVARIKH-I MU‘INI
Zh.M. Tulibayeva
Suleyman Demirel University (Kazakhstan)

Abstract. It is known that some issues in the history of Ulis JiijT Khan of the 13th — 15th centuries
remain debatable. The Muntakhab al-Tavartkh-i Mu ‘in is well known to the scholars of Kazakhstan, as
it has become the source of ongoing discussion regarding the lineage of Uriis Khan, the founder of the
dynasty of Kazakh Khans. The work of Mavlana Mu‘in al-Din Natanzi contains numerous information
about the structure of the ultises, and the structure of the Turkic and Mongolian troops. In this work, the
author provides original information on the use of Mongolian and Turkic terms. However, until now,
much valuable information from the source has not been put into academic discourse and has not been
involved in scientific research on the history of the Golden Horde.

The work Muntakhab al-Tavarikh-i Mu ‘ini has been preserved in two original editions. The first
edition was devoted to Iskandar b. ‘Umar Shaykh (786-818/1384-1415), the grandson of Amir Ttmdr.
Subsequently, this edition became known as the Anonymous Iskander. The second edition of the work is
known as the Muntakhab al-Tavarikh-i Mu ‘ini.

The principle of historicism and source study methods of historical research were used in this article,
with scientific and theoretical approaches developed by domestic and foreign orientalists to study oriental
manuscript sources. In particular, the methods of critical selection and systematization.

In the process of researching handwritten historical works, the content analysis method was used. By
means of horizontal and vertical cross-references, a comparatively critical analysis of historical texts
containing information on the history of the Golden Horde, revealed from the Muntakhab al-Tavarikh-i
Mu ‘ini and other primary sources, was carried out. First of all, two editions of the work Muntakhab
al-Tavarikh-i Mu ‘int were subjected to source study. In the course of comparative analysis, changes
introduced by Mu‘n al-Din Natanzi in the second edition of his work were revealed and analyzed.

Keywords: Ulis Jiij1 Khan, Mu‘in al-Din Natanzi, Muntakhab al-Tavarikh-i Mu‘Ini, source study,
arabic-script manuscripts.
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«MYHTAXAB AJI-TABAPUX-U MY ‘UHW» LIBIFAPMACBIHIAFBI

AKOLIbI XAH YJIBICBI TAPUXbBI
K. M. Tynubaesa
Cyneitmen Jlemupen ateianarsl yauepeuteT (Kazakcran)

Anparna. XIII-XV rr. XKormisl XaH yJIbICkl TapUXbIHA KATHICTBI KEWOIp MOceelni cypakTapbiH 0ap
exeHairi OapmamMpizra MamiM. «MyHTaxab an-taBapitx-u My ‘iinin» Ka3zakcTaH ranbIMAapbiHa jKaKChl
TaHbIC, OUTKEHI Ka3aK XaHJApPBIHBIH OYIETIHIH Heri3iH Kanaymbl OpbIc XaHHBIH MIEXKIpECiHe KaThICTHI
Cypeni HiKipTanacThIH Aepekke3l 00bi Ta0bu1aabsl. Masnana My ‘#tH an-/litn Hatansi enOer1 yisictap,
TYPKI1 K9HE MOHFOJ 9CKEpU KYPBUIBIMBI Typajbl KeNTereH MaxiMerTepai KaMTuasl. [lsirapma aBTOpHI
MOHFOJI JKOHE TYPKI TEPMHHJIEPIH KOJIJaHy Typajbl TYIHYCKAJIBIK MaJiMeTTep KenTipeai. [lereHmen,
OCBI YaKbITKa JCHIH JACPEKKO3IH KONTEeTeH KYHIbI MOIIMETTEPl FHUIBIMH alHAJIBIMFA €HTI3LIMEreH
xoHe AnTeiH Opla Tapuxbl OOWBIHINA XKYPTi3UITeH FUTBIMU 3epTTeyaepae KOMIaHbIIMAFaH.

«MynTaxab an-taBapiix-u My ‘#WHI» LIBIFApMachl €Ki aBTOPIBIK pelakiusaa cakranrad. bipiHmii
penakuus Owmip Temip Hemepeci Eckenmip 6. ‘Ymap-lllaiixka (786-818/1384-1415) apnanraH.
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Hotwxecinne, 6yn penakuus «AHonum Mckannap» aeren araymen Oenrini Gomnbl. IlIbirapmanbig
eKiHII pefakuuscel «MyHTaxa0 an-taBapiix-u My ‘iH» peTinae 6enriii.

Makana OoWbIHIIA 3epTTEy KYPri3yle MIBIFbIC KOoJbKaz0andaphbl JAEpeKTepiH 3epTTey MaKcaTbIHAa
OTaH/IbIK >KOHE IIETEIIK IIBIFhICTAaHYIIBUIAP TapaIlbIHAH YCHIHBUIFAH FHUIBIMU-TEOPUSIIBIK aMalJapabl
naijanany Heri3iHIe TapuXu 3epTTEYNIEPHAIH JAEPEKTaHYIbIK OAICTEpl JKOHE TApUXUJIIBIK YCTaHBIMBI
KosigaHbUIbl. COHBIH 111HE, CBIHU TaJ1ay XKoHE Kyleney oaictepi. Tapuxu msirapMaiap Konkaz0achlH
3epTTey OapbIChIHIA KOHTEHT aHAIM3 9JIiCi KONAAHbUIABI. [ OpU30HTANb/II KOHE BEPTHKAIBAL TyHicie
cinteme(crossreference)amansiapkbuibl « MyHTaxaban-raBapix-u My ‘iHDy )KoHe OacKa TYTHYCKatapaaH
anbIKTasFaH AnTbiH Opha TapuXblHA KaThICThl TAPUXHM MOTIHIEPre CabICTHIPMANbI-CHIHU Tajaay
xyprizunai. bipinmn perre, «MyHTaxa0 an-taBapiix-u My ‘#iHiI» HIBIFAPMACBIHBIH €Ki PEAAKIMACHIHA
JEPEKTaHYJBIK Tajaay skacanbiHbl. CanabICTRIPMaIbI TaI1ay JKacay Oapeichinaa My ‘in an-Jlitn Haransi
eHOETIHIH eKIHII peaKIMsIChIHA SHT13UITeH e3repicTep alKbIHIANIbI.

Tipex ce3nep: XKombr xan yibicel, My #iH an-Jlitn Haransii, MyHnraxa0 an-taBapix-u My ‘#Hi,
JepeKTany, apadorpadusIIbIK Kobkazoanap.

Cinreme :xacay ywin: Tyiubdaesa K.M. «MyHTaxab an-taBapiix-u My ‘@HI» HIBIFapMaChIHIAFbI
Komret xan yieicel Tapuxsl / MUSEUM.KZ. 2023. Ne 2 (1). 43-55 66. DOI 10.59103/muzkz.2023.02.05

UCTOPUSA YIYCA 1KYIXKN XAHA B COUYMHEHUU «MYHTAXAB
AJI-TABAPUX-U MY ‘UHN»
K. M. Tyrubaesa
Yuupepcurtet nmenn Cyneiimana Jlemupens (Kazaxcran)

AnHoTanus. Kak n3BecTHo, BCE €llie 0CTalTCs IUCKYCCUOHHBIMU HEKOTOPBIE BOIIPOCH! B UCTOPHUH
Vnyca Jxyuit xana XIII — XV BB. «MyHTaxa0 an-taBapiix-u My ‘fiHi» XOPOIIO W3BECTEH YYEHBIM
Ka3zaxcrana, Tak Kak CTaJl HCTOYHMKOM IPOJOJDKAIOIIEHCS AUCKYCCUUM OTHOCUTEIBHO POJOCIOBHOM
VYpyc xaHa, ocHOBaTelNs JUHACTUY Ka3aXCKuX XxaHoB. Tpyn Masnauna My ‘iiH an-/litna Hatan3i, conepxut
MHOTOUYHUCIIEHHBIE CBEICHUSI 00 YCTPOMCTBE YIIyCOB, O CTPYKTYPE TIOPKCKUX M MOHIOJIbCKUX BOWMCK.
ABTOp B COUMHEHHH NPHUBOAAT OPUTHHAJIBHbBIE CBEJCHHUS 00 YOTpeOJIEHUN MOHTOJIBCKUX U TIOPKCKUX
TEpMUHOB. TeM HEe MEHee, 10 CUX I10P, MHOTHE LICHHBIEC CBECHUS UCTOYHUKA, HE BBOJUIUCH B HAYYHbIN
000pOT, U HE MPHUBIICKATNUCH JJIS1 HAYYHBIX UCCIENOBAaHUN MO UCTOPUH 3010TOH Opbl.

Counnenne «MyHTaxab an-TaBapix-u My ‘iHI» COXpaHUIOCH B JIBYX aBTOPCKUX penakiusax. [leppas
penakuus 6bu1a mocesieHa Mekanaapy 0. “Ymap-1aiixy (786-818/1384-1415), Buyky Amitpa Tiimypa.
BnocnencrtBun naHHas penakius cTala M3BECTHA I0J Ha3BaHMEM «AHOHuUM HMckannapa». Bropas
pelakuus COUMHeHHs n3BecTHa Kak «MyHTaxal an-TaBapix-u My ‘iHiD».

B pabGore Han crarbedl ObUIM MCIOJNB30BaHbI NPUHIMI HCTOPU3MA M HMCTOYHHUKOBEIUECKHE
METOAbl MCTOPUYECKHUX MCCIIEIOBAaHUN, C HCIOIB30BAHUEM HAYyYHO-TEOPETUYECKUX IIOAXOIO0B,
pa3pabOTaHHBIX OTEYECTBEHHBIMH M 3apyOeKHBIMH BOCTOKOBEJAMM JUISI HW3Y4YCHHMS BOCTOYHBIX
PYKOITMCHBIX HICTOYHUKOB. B 4acTHOCTH, METO/IBI KPUTHUECKOTO 0TOOpa M crucTeMaru3anuu. B mporecce
WCCIICIOBAaHUS PYKOIUCHBIX MCTOPHUYECKUX COUYMHEHMH OBLI MCIIOJIB30BaH METOJ KOHTEHT aHaJIM3a.
[TyTéM ropu30HTaIBHBIX U BEPTHKAJIBHBIX MEPEKPECTHBIX CCHUIOK (crossreference) ObLT OCYIIECTBIEH
CPaBHUTEIbHO-KPUTUYECKUN AHAJIU3 HCTOPUYECKUX TEKCTOB, COACPXKALIUX CBEACHHUSA 110 UCTOPUHU
3onoroit Opabl, BbISBIEHHBIX W3 «MyHTaxa0 an-taBapiix-u My ‘AHI» U APYTHMX NEPBOMCTOYHUKOB.
B mepByto ouepenb MCTOYHMKOBETYECKOMY aHAJIM3Yy OBUIM MOJBEPrHYTHI JIBE PEOAKIUH COYMHECHUS
«MyHTaxab an-taBapix-u My ‘iiHi». B Xone npoBefeHus: CpaBHUTEIBHO-COIOCTABUTEIBHOIO aHATN3a
ObUIM BBISIBIICHBI U MTPOAHATU3UPOBaHbI BBeAeHHbIe My ‘#iH an-J/{iiHom Haransii n3aMeHeHus BO BTOPYIO
penaKkLuIo CBOETO TPy/a.

KuroueBble cioBa: Yinyca J[xyuii xana, My ‘iin an-/litn Haransi, Mynraxa0 an-raBapiix-u My ‘iiHil,
HCTOYHHKOBEACHHE, apadorpaguuecKkue pyKOmUCH.
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Js uurupoBanus: Tyiubaesa JK.M. Uctopus Ynyca [Dxymxit xana B counHeHnun «MyHTaxab aj-
taBapiix-u My ‘itniny // MUSEUM.KZ. 2023. Ne 2 (1). C. 43-55. DOI 10.59103/muzkz.2023.02.05

Introduction.

Since 795/1393, Fars (Southern Iran) as a specific possession belonged to the sons of ‘Umar Shaykh.
In accordance with the tradition established by Amir Timir (771-808/1370-1405), at the courts and with
the support of the Timurids, court historiographers created works dedicated to the ruling dynasty. The
historical work Muntakhab al-Tavarikh-i Mu ‘ini, one of the early Timurid works, was written by order
of the ruler of Fars, Iskandar b. ‘Umar Shaykh (around 812-817/1409-1414), grandson of Amir Timdir.

By words of researchers, in Fars during the reign of Iskandar b. ‘Umar Shaykh was written a historical
work under the conditional name Synoptic Account [Synoptic Account; Thackston, 1989]. The only
copy of this work made on 21 Rabi al-Awwal 816/June 21, 1413, has been preserved (Ms. B.411) in
the Istanbul Museum of Topkap1 Palace. According to researchers J. Woods [Woods, 1990: 46] and E.
Binbash [Binbas, 2016: 187], Mu‘1n al-Din Natanzi may be the author of the anonymous work Synoptic
Account. The scientists’ hypothesis is based on a comparative analysis of the content of the text of this
work with the text of the first edition of Muntakhab al-Tavarikh-i Mu ‘ini. Both writings were written in
support of the policies and ideology pursued by Iskandar b. ‘Umar Shaykh.

The first edition of Muntakhab al-Tavarikh-i Mu ‘ini was completed in Shiraz in 816/1413, and the
author wrote the second edition in 817/1414. Both editions of the Muntakhab al-Tavarikh-i Mu ‘ini by
Mu‘1n al-Din Natanzi are dedicated to the general history, from the “creation of the world” to the events
of 807/1405.

In the course of the research, five copies of the lists of the first edition of the work, stored in the
manuscript funds of Russia (St. Petersburg), Great Britain (London), Iran (Tabriz and Mashhad), were
analyzed. Research of the lists of manuscripts showed that the surviving lists have various types of
damage, omissions, individual sheets of text are missing, and the numbering of chapters in the lists does
not match. The description of all surviving copies of the handwritten lists of the work was considered
in the article devoted to the history of the appearance of two editions of the work Mu‘in al-Din Natanzi
[Tulibayeva, Tulibayev, 2021].

In the spring of 817/1414 Iskandar b. ‘Umar Shaykh was dethroned. Mu‘in al-Din Natanzi revised
his work and made some changes to the content of the text. In particular, in the first edition of the work
‘Umar Shaykh, the father of Iskandar, separate sections in the chapters were devoted. However, not all
of these sections were included by the author in the second edition. Sections under the names: Mention
of the conquest of Kashghar amirzade ‘Umar Shaykh and The performance of amirzade ‘Umar Shaykh
against Qamar al-Din were not included in the second edition of the work. The second version of the
work was completed on 22 Rajab 817 / October 7, 1414, and has survived to this day in a single copy.

Discussion.

The Muntakhab al-Tavarikh-i Mu ‘ini was studied by several generations of researchers [Collection of
materials, 1941: 126-138; Materials on the history of the Kirghiz, 1973: 112-127; Materials on the ethnic
history, 2003: 102-136]. However, there are still conflicting points of view regarding this work [Allsen,
1985; Schamiloglu, 1986; Kostyukov, 2007].

Academician V.V. Barthold expressed his critical attitude to the information of Mu‘1n al-Din Natanzi
back in the 20s of the last century [Bartold, 1968: 139]. A well-known archaeologist and specialist in
the numismatics of the Golden Horde G.A. Fedorov-Davydov, noting gross errors in the work of Mu‘in
al-Din Natanz1 about the rule of Chingizidz, at the same time claimed that the source contains complete
information about the left wing of the Juchids [Fedorov-Davydov, 1973: 139-140]. We can also agree
with the statement of the Hungarian historian Istvan Vasary that the work of Mu‘in al-Din Natanzi is
actually the only source describing the history of the Eastern Desht-i Qibchaq for the period from 1310
to 1360 [Vasary, 2009: 374].
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The researchers of this source are unanimous in their assessment that the description of the historical
events of the 13th — the 15th centuries is the most original part of this work. Given this circumstance, the
French orientalist Jean Aubin published in 1957 in Tehran the text of individual chapters from the first
and second editions of the work [Mu‘1n al-Din Natanzi, 1336/1957: 1-492]. This book was republished
in 2004 [Mu‘1n al-Din Natanzi, 2004: 1-454].

Mu‘in al-Din Natanzi and his work Muntakhab al-Tavarikh-i Mu ‘ini.

The only thing known about the author of the work Mu‘in al-Din Natanzi, his life, and court service
is that he was a Seistani [Storey, 1972: 339], a Shiite [Woods, 1987: 89] and was in the service of the
Timurids [Binbas, 2016: 187]. Mu‘1n al-Din Natanzi was the first court historiographer who included the
history of the Timurid dynasty in the general history of the world. Subsequent Timurid historians, when
writing general histories, adhered to this structure of presentation of the material.

There is still no consensus among researchers regarding the sources used by Mu‘in al-Din Natanzi
when writing his historical work. As Jean Aubin states in the preface to the publication of the text of
the manuscript [Mu‘in al-Din Natanzi, 1336/1957], Bloche was mistaken in believing that Muntakhab
al-Tavarikh-i Mu ‘ini is completely based on information from the work of Rashid al-Din Fazlallah Jam’
al-tavarikh. According to Jean Aubin, in the work of Mu‘n al-Din Natanzi, when describing the same
historical period, there is information that is missing from Rashid al-Din Fazlallah. Mu‘in al-Din Natanzi,
in his work, says that he is going to write the second volume as a continuation of this work, dedicated to
the history of the reign of Iskandar b. ‘Umar Shaykh. However, the second volume was never written.

According to John Woods, a professor at the University of Chicago, Mu‘in al-Din Natanzi did not
use data from the work Zafar-name by Nizam al-Din Shami in his work, in opinion of the researcher,
the author had access to the same sources on which the first Timurid historian relied. This point of view
differs from the assumption of V.V. Barthold that Mu‘in al-Din Natanzi was familiar with the work of
Nizam al-Din Sham1 [Woods, 1987: 92].

In the course of a comparative analysis of the information of Mu‘in al-Din Natanzi with the data of
the work of Nizam al-Din Shami, discrepancies were revealed in the presentation of the history of the
first campaign of Amir Timur to Desht-i Qipchaq. One should highlight some of these differences:

1) Narration about the offensive of the troops of Ttigmaq in Mawara’ al-nahr.

Mu‘1n al-Din Natanzi provides additional information about the battle that took place [Mu‘in al-Din
Natanzi, 1336/1957: 336-351] between the Juchids and the Timurids, and about the events that followed
this battle, which are absent from Nizam al-Din Shami [Collection of materials, 1941: 110-118].

2) Narration about the arrival of Tuqtamish in Turkistan.

Preparation for the battle, the night attack of Amir Timiir, and subsequent events by the authors of the
works Muntakhab al-Tavarikh-i Mu ‘ini [Mu‘1n al-Din Natanzi, 1336/1957: 340-343] and Zafar-name
are presented in different versions [Collection of materials, 1941: 111-112].

3) Campaign of Amir Timiir to Desht-i Qibchaqg.

The writings present various dates for the beginning of the campaign. According to Mu‘in al-Din
Natanzi: 10 Safar 793/January 17, 1391 [Mu‘in al-Din Natanzi, 1336/1957: 344], according to Nizam
al-Din Shami: 15 Safar/January 22, 1391 [Collection of materials, 1941: 112].

4) Description of the four-day hunt organized by Amir Timdr.

The Muntakhab al-Tavarikh-i Mu‘ini [Mu‘in al-Din Natanzi, 1336/1957: 344] and Zafar-name
[Collection of materials, 1941: 113] presents various versions of the description of the hunt that took
place.

5) The story of the formation of the Timurid army before the battle with the Juchids.

The historical chronicles of Mu‘1n al-Din Natanzi [Mu‘1n al-Din Natanzi, 1336/1957: 348] and Nizam
al-Din Shami [Collection of materials, 1941: 116] presents various versions of the description of the
formation of troops before the battle, as well as the names of their leaders.

6) Description of the events that took place after the defeat of the Juchids.
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The story of Mu‘in al-Din Natanzi about the events that followed the battle [Mu‘in al-Din Natanzi,
1336/1957: 349-350] is missing from the work Zafar-name.

It should also be added that the authors of the works Muntakhab al-Tavarikh-i Mu ‘ini and Zafar-name
write separate geographical names in various versions. For example, the name of the mountain Ulytau:
according to Mu‘n al-Din Natanzi: Ulightaq, according to Nizam al-Din Shami: Uligh Dagh. There
are various names for the two crossings. according to Mu‘1n al-Din Natanzi: Bur-kijik and Chapma-kijik
[Mu‘in al-Din Natanzi, 1336/1957: 345], in Nizadm al-Din Shami: Biir-kichid and Chapma-kichid
[Collection of materials, 1941: 114].

The Muntakhab al-Tavarikh-i Mu ‘ini is a primary source in the research of various historical terms
[Vésary, 2021: 467-470]. For example, the author speaks of such land holdings as yirt-i asli — the
original ancestral possession [Mu‘1n al-Din Natanzi, 1336/1957: 71], yiirt-i gadim - inherited possession
[Mu‘in al-Din Natanzi, 1336/1957: 70], yirt — granted or conquered possession [Mu‘in al-Din Natanzi,
1336/1957: 75].

The work Muntakhab al-Tavarikh-i Mu ‘ini is a valuable source on the history of relations between
Chingizids and Timurids with the local dynasties of Southern Iran. When presenting the history of the
Fars dynasties, the author reports on the existence and operation of yarligs of Chingizids: Menkt Qaan,
Arghiin Khan, Ghazan Khan, Sultan Muhammad Uljayti Khan, Abaga Khan [Mu‘in al-Din Natanzi,
1383/2004: 28, 30, 32, 34, 55].

Ulas JujI.

The work Muntakhab al-Tavarikh-i Mu ‘ini contains original material on the history of the Jij1 Ulis,
the structure and control of the uls, the use and application of laws (yasa) and ancient customs (yiisyn)
[Tulibayeva, 2022: 58-70]. The ideological and family ties between the Chingizids and the Timurids
predetermined the special interest of the Timurid historiographers in the description of the four uliises
of the Chingizids.

The well-known Hulaguid historiographer Rashid al-Din Fazlallah (645-718/1248-1318) created a
sample description of the history of the Chingizids, which was included in the general history of the
Muslim world. All subsequent generations of Muslim historians mainly relied on the data of the work
Jam’ al-tavarikh. Mu‘in al-Din Natanzi generally adheres to the same scheme of presenting historical
events, but at the same time he singles out and draws the attention of readers to certain historical events
that took place in the Chingizid ulises.

Outlining a brief history of the Chingizids and using the format of a table, Mu‘in al-Din Natanzi
dwells in more detail on the period of history when two independent rulers ruled in the Chingizids
Empire. For example, the information Muntakhab al-Tavarikh-i Mu ‘ini about the relationship between
Batt Khan and the gaans of the original yurt of Jinkiz Khan. Mu‘in al-Din Natanzi describes Batii Khan
and Mungka/ Menku Qaan as equal rulers in the Mongol Empire. The author emphasizes the fact that
Batti Khan enjoyed influence and authority as the ruler of the Ulus Juji. The work also contains a detailed
account of the relationship between the influential Niiqay/Niiqa and Tuqtay/Tuqta Khan [Mu‘in al-Din
Natanzi, 1336/1957: 75-81].

Mu‘1n al-Din Natanzi uses the term state (mamlakat) to describe the Ullis of Juji. The author of the
work, outlining the history of the reign of Chingizids, pays special attention to the established tradition
of nomination and appointment of the ruling Khan in the ultises. It should also be noted that in the work,
individual historical events are told by Mu‘1n al-Din Natanzi in a different version, different from other
Timurid court historiographers.

In the writings of Muslim historiographers, when describing the Ults of JiijT, much attention was paid
to stories about the successful conquest campaigns of the Chingizids. Mu‘in al-Din Natanzi was one of
the first Timurid court historians who drew attention to the relationship between the Chingizids uliises,
to the traditions and customs that they adhered to in governing the state [ Tulibayeva, 2022].

In the preface to Tabage-yi aviad-i Jiji Khan, Mu‘in al-Din Natanzi summarizes the main content of
this chapter. The history of Ulis Jiij1 is narrated by Mu‘n al-Din Natanzi on the basis of a description of
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the order of succession of supreme power among the Chingizids. As the author himself writes: this order
is observed and fixed, they will be detailed in this table [Tulibayeva, 2022: 60].

Mu‘n al-Din Natanzi tells about the long-standing laws and customs of Chingizids [Mu‘in al-Din
Natanzi, 1336/1957: 71, 99], where any violation of the prescribed rules was punished according to the
strict rules of yasaq: yasaqg-i mugiil va tira’ gahira-yi Jinkiz Khani.

According to the author of the work, if the established order of succession was violated, then
Chingizids and his descendants were deprived of the right to supreme power. Mu‘in al-Din Natanzi
quotes the words of Batti Khan: ...when the sons of Uktay, contrary to the words of their father, disobeyed
Shiramiin and deviated from the long-standing laws and customs, and without consulting with relatives
the youngest daughter of Jinkiz Khan, whom he loved most of all children and [known] under the
nickname Jairsajan, was killed without any reason? Therefore, they are unworthy to be a gaan [Mu‘in
al-Din Natanzi, 1336/1957: 71].

The preface says that Batii, according to the yarligh of Jinkiz Khan, guarded the border of the countries
of the northern quarter, and since he was responsible for this liis, he tried hard [Mu‘in al-Din Natanzi,
1336/1957: 68; Tulibayeva, 2022: 60].

All the sons of Jinkiz Khan received certain land holdings with their population, as well as a certain
number of regular troops. They became rulers in their uliis, and could manage part of the Mongol Empire.
In the section that tells about the reign of Batii Khan, Mu‘in al-Din Natanzi draws attention to the fact
that when Batii Khan died, Mungka Qaan handed over the throne of the ulis to his son Sartaq, who was
recognized as the heir during his father’s lifetime [Mu‘1n al-Din Natanzi, 1336/1957: 71].

Over a long period, there were changes in the very legal system that existed in the Golden Horde. An
interesting fact is that Mu‘1n al-Din Natanzi, speaking about the reign of Tughrul (737/1336-37), the son
of Tuqtay (around 689-712/1290-1312), he established good rules and revived good traditions [Mu‘in
al-Din Natanzi, 1336/1957: 82].

During the research of the source, information was revealed about the Chagataids who sought
protection and patronage from the khans of the Golden Horde during the infighting in the Ults of
Jagatay. Mu‘Tn al-Din Natanzi writes that shahzades were so distant from each other that they did not
even exchange greetings. Some of the shahzade found refuge in Khitay, others resorted to the patronage
of the Uzbek Ulas, and some went to the countries of the descendants of Tuliiy [Mu‘Tn al-Din Natanzi,
1383/2004: 85].

In his work Mu‘1n al-Din Natanzi talks about the application of the rules in the Ulis of Jaqatay, which
were established by Batii Khan. For example, when describing the reign of Tiiga-Timir b. Baraq says
that he ruled the state by what was in the rules of kingship, and he again restored the order (tiir2) that
existed under Bati” [Mu‘1n al-Din Natanzi, 1383/2004: 86].

Mu‘1n al-Din Natanzi provides important information about the relationship of the Chingizids with
the amirs, the leaders of large tribal associations, who took an active part in the internecine war of the
Chingizids, and also played a prominent role in government [Mu‘1n al-Din Natanzi, 1336/1957: 70, 75,
79, 85, 90, 92, 101].

Chingizids, in the struggle for supreme power, relied on the military support of the leaders of large
tribal associations. In this regard, representatives of the tribal nobility could dictate their will to the
khan’s entourage. In this regard, the words of Niiqay cited by Mu‘in al-Din Natanzi are interesting: |
have a decree of Sayin Khan that if someone in his family and ults breaks the law and creates disorder
in the ults, having asked about it, we are obliged to bring people’s hearts closer to each other [Mu‘in
al-Din Natanzi, 1336/1957: 75-76].

In the section on the reign of Tiida-Miingka, it is reported about the unrest in the Ultis of JiijT Khan,
about the flight of Ttuqtay, the son of Mengkti-Timiir from the uliis and his appeal for help to the influential
emir Niiqay. Mu‘in al-Din Natanz1 elaborates on the relationship between Tiiqtay and Nuqay. With the
help of tricks and cunning, Niiqay helped Tiiqtay seize the throne of Ulus JiijT Khan. In the next section,
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which was devoted to the history of the reign of Tiigtay, the reasons for the emergence of his enmity in
relations with Niiqay are outlined.

Difficult relations between Tiiqtay and Nuqay were even more aggravated when the sons of Nigay
seized separate territories that belonged to Tiiqtay. In a military confrontation, Niigay was defeated and
died. According to Mu‘1n al-Din Natanzi, after these events, the Ulis of Jiiji Khan was divided into Kiik
Urda and Aq Urda [Mu‘1n al-Din Natanzi, 1336/1957: 68-69].

The Timurid works Synoptic Account and the first edition of Muntakhab al-Tavarikh-i Mu ‘ini are
the earliest historical works that have survived to this day, in which the above terms were used to
describe the internal structure of the Ulis Jij1. In the scientific literature, there are still opposing points
of view regarding the terms Aq Urda and Kk Urda [Vasary, 2009: 371-385]. In his article, the American
historian Thomas Allsen notes that these terms in the sources of the 13th and the early 14th centuries are
not mentioned [Allsen, 1985: 6]. To this, we can add that the terms Aq Urda and Kiik Urda do not occur
until the beginning of the 15th century.

Mu‘1n al-Din Natanzi gives an example from the history of the Chingizids Empire, when one of its
four ullises, in turn, consisted of two equal territorial associations: Aq Urda and Kiik Urda. According
to E. Binbash, Natanzi in the first edition, as well as in Muntakhab al-Tavarikh-i Mu ‘ini, mixed up the
terms Aq Urda and Kiik Urda, but in the Synoptic Account he uses them correctly [Binbas, 2018: 184].

The well-known Khiva historiographer Abii al-Ghazi Khan Chingizi Khwarazmimade some additions
regarding Kik Urda and Aq Urda. In his work Shajara-yi turk va mughiil, the author emphasizes that the
throne place [ults] of J&ijT Khan was located on the land of Desht-i Qipchaq, which is called Kik Urda.
When mentioning the Aq Urda, he notes that the control of this country was transferred by Mengkti-Ttmiir
Khan to Bahadur Khan b. Shiban Khan [Aboul Ghazi Béhadour Khan, 1871: 173].

The historical work of Mu‘in al-Din Natanzi contains important information about the role of the
rulers of the Jijj1 Ults in the spread of Islam in the Chingizid ultises. Mirza Ulugbek in Uliis-i arba-yi
Chingizi, referring to historical chronicles, writes that Berke Khan was a Muslim from birth [Tulibayeva,
2011]. Mu‘n al-Din Natanzi, unlike Mirza Ulugbek, does not mention that Berke Khan was a Muslim
[Mu‘in al-Din Natanzi, 1336/1957: 72-74]. However, when describing the events related to the conflict
between Hiulaki Khan and Balagan, the son of Shiban, Berke Khan calls Balagan unbeliever [Mu‘in
al-Din Natanzi, 1336/1957: 73].

Unlike other Timurid historiographers, Mu‘in al-Din Natanzi pays special attention to the father of
Uzbek Khan. According to the author, Tughrul b. Tiiqta, was a fair and intelligent Muslim. He adhered to
the rules and customs of Muslims. His son, Uzbek Khan, was very pious and strict in the affairs of Islam,
he followed the Sunnah of the Prophet [Mu‘in al-Din Natanzi, 1336/1957: 82-83].

The reign of Uzbek Khan has yet to be sufficiently studied. In the sources, we meet different points
of view of the authors on his origin, coming to power, and the time of his reign. Mu‘in al-Din Natanzi,
in his essay, writes that Uzbek Khan reigned fairly and generously for thirty years, and before his reign,
Desht-i Qipchaq was a place of unbelief and heresy. By order of Uzbek Khan, Muslim dwellings of
charity and places for prayer were created.

When describing the history of the reign of the sultans of the Uliis Aq Urda, Mu‘1n al-Din Natanzi
emphasizes that Irzan, the son of Sasi-Biiqa, despite the fact that the degree of his dignity was equal
to the greatness of Uzbek Khan, he still obeyed him. According to the author of the essay, Irzan was a
very intelligent, educated, and pious sovereign. Most of the madrassah, Khanaqs, mosques and various
Muslim charitable dwellings, located in Otrar, Sauran, and Barchikend are his posts [Mu‘in al-Din
Natanzi, 1336/1957: 88].

In the Muntakhab al-Tavarikh-i Mu ‘inf it is reported that Jani-Bik Khan, the son of Uzbek Khan,
directed all his efforts to create the well-being and welfare of Muslims. According to the author, Jani-Bik
converted to Islam the entire territory of Ullis Uzbek, demolished all the pagan temples, and built many
mosques and madrasas throughout the Urda. Every tradition in those countries that had similarities with
the tradition of the population of Islamic countries, he applied it in his country. Mu‘in al-Din Natanzi
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emphasizes that during the reign of Jani-Bik Khan, the sons of the amirs of Desht-i Qipchaq strove for
knowledge and research. In those days, each of them became an incomparable personality of his time,
their excellent conclusion and talent is still the topic of conversation in meetings and disputes [Mu‘n
al-Din Natanzi, 1336/1957: 83].

The children of the tribal elite, researching in the madrasah, received a Muslim education and adopted
the Muslim faith. Later, in accordance with the established tradition in the nomadic environment, if the
representatives of the clan nobility converted to Islam, then the whole clan voluntarily submitted to this
decision and converted to Islam.

In times of infighting, the ruling Khans of the Golden Horde often resorted to the patronage and
protection of influential shaykhs. As an example, give the message of Mu‘in al-Din Natanzi about
Shadi-Bik Khan. Fearing for his life, Shadi-Bik Khan fled to Derbend, where he was under the protection
of Shaykh Ibrahim Derbendi. And although the powerful amir Idikd, having sent ambassadors, demanded
his return, Shaykh Ibrahim refused to fulfill his order [Mu‘in al-Din Natanzi, 1336/1957: 99].

Chingizids and Timurids.

The Muntakhab al-Tavarikh-i Mu ‘ni contains original information on the history of relations between the
Chingizids and the Timurids. All the most important historical events, such as the military campaigns of the
ruling Chingizids Khans, devastating mutual raids, their grave consequences for the population, descriptions
of internecine clashes in the region, are reflected in the historical works of Mu‘n al-Din Natanzi.

According to the author of the essay, in the second half of the 14th century, the internal political
situation in Mawara’ al-nahr, Mughlistan, and Desht-i Qipchaq was unstable and extremely complex,
which affected relations between neighboring states. Chingizids of the Ulis Jijj1, who were defeated in
the struggle for supreme power in the ultis, found refuge in the possessions of the Timurids. To destroy
the Chingizids, pretenders to the throne of Ulus Jiji, the new supreme Khan, who came to power,
organized raids and military campaigns against the countries that sheltered the fugitives. Mu‘in al-Din
Natanzi recounts in detail the story of Tiigtamish ughlan, who in 778/1376, having been defeated in
infighting, fled from the Ulis Juj1 and asked for protection from Amir Timiir [Mu‘in al-Din Natanzi,
1336/1957: 93]. With the military support of Amir Timiir, Tuqtamish ughlan in 780/1378 seized the
khan’s throne in Ults Jij1 [Mu‘1n al-Din Natanzi, 1336/1957: 96].

In the 60s of the 14th century, Husayn Sufi, the governor of the Juchids in Khwarazm, taking
advantage of the internecine struggle of Chingizids, founded his own independent dynasty of rulers of
Khwarazm. Then, taking into account the political fragmentation in the Jaghatay Ulis, he conquered and
included part of its territory in his possession. As a result, during the period from 773/1372 to 789/1388,
Amir Timir, having made a number of campaigns against Khwarazm, included it in the state of the
Timurids [Mu‘In al-Din Natanzi, 1336/1957: 300-306, 340-344, 411-413, 427].

In Mughiilistan, in the confrontation between Chingizids and representatives of the tribal nobility, the
victory was won by amir Qamar al-Din, who independently ruled for about ten years. When Amir Timur
was busy with military campaigns in Iran and Iraq, amir Qamar al-Din periodically organized predatory
raids on the cities and villages of Mawara’ al-nahr. In response to the devastating raids of the Mughiils,
Amir Timir returned and made several military campaigns against Mughiilistan [Mu‘1n al-Din Natanzi,
1336/1957: 296-300, 411, 413-414, 416-418, 419-420].

In 789/1387, Chingizids and the amirs of Tiigmaq (Ulas JiijT), Mughtlistan and Khwarazm attacked
Mawara’ al-nahr [Mu‘1n al-Din Natanzi, 1336/1957: 336-340]. In 791/1389, Tuqtamish Khan personally
took part in the next campaign against Mawara’ al-nahr [Mu‘in al-Din Natanzi, 1336/1957: 340-344].
After the victory over Khwarazm, and Mughiilistan, Amir Timr, in 793/1391, made a campaign against
the Ulus JUj1 to take revenge on Tigtamish [Mu‘n al-Din Natanzi, 1336/1957: 344-351].

Among the historical events, described by Mu‘in al-Din Natanzi, the most doubtful section entitled:
The mention of the arrival of Sultan Iskandar to the Great Horde and the circumstances of the appointment
of his highness to guard the borders with Khitdy and Mughiilistan [Mu‘in al-Din Natanzi, 1336/1957:
432-435]. The section contains a story about the personal meeting of Amir Timiir with his grandson
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Iskandar, which took place in 800/1397-98 Ala-Tag. During the research of the source, a translation from
the Persian language of this story was done:

(s.432) Sultan Ghazi after he sent the amirzade Shahrukh to Samarkand, despite this, he had some fear
for the calmness of Mawara’ al-nahr. Then he turned to the dignitaries of the state and the proclaimers
of the authorities and demanded to clarify: when my deceased son from the Fars was headed to the main
headquarter, during the then most difficult situation that had taken place, behaved in such a way that a
rebellion was not committed anywhere and not a single enemy dared to take even one step. All the amirs
and viziers, having fallen on their knees in front of the highest throne, spoke about the ingenuity and
insight of Sultan Iskandar. Sultan Ghazi was pleased with that young offshoot of the garden of glory and
majesty and the new moon in the sky of valor, (s. 433) uttered the words of glorification and gratitude to
the bounty of the Almighty. At the same time issued a decree in his name.

According to that decree issued by Hazrat Sultan, in the very first meeting, Sultan Ghazi saw in his
beautiful appearance signs of directness, domination, and rule, and in the manifestation of modesty and
courage, in his rich manners, he definitely saw his youth. Without any delay, he entrusted to rule of the
affairs of Mawara’ al-nahr to [Sultan Iskandar] his diligence and kindness.

According to the rules that are well known among the rulers, by the ability to govern and get the
approval of the people in his glorious sultanship, he considered vast than their territories and higher
than their thrones in that vast country. He wanted new family relations to form between him and
other brothers and uncles on the paternal line; the kinship of the brothers became stronger through
friendship and love; kinship in the state, which ramified after the second generation, was again restored
and multiplied. Proceeding from such a good alliance and laudable efforts, Bikisi-Sultan, who was the
beloved and beautiful [granddaughter] of His Majesty, he married Sultan Iskandar. For this reason, all
the accumulated treasures of the state treasury and the property of the highest court were completely
given in tribute to Her Highness.

Having shown sincere affection and respect [to Allah], turning to him from the heart and with all his
strength, he showed his brightest inner respect for His Highest Majesty. In complete seclusion, showing
sincere affection and respect for His Incomparable, he asked the owner of the secrets for his will when
drawing up his testament of the throne for this Mahdi of Doomsday and the guide to the safe and peaceful
to a safe and peaceful life. With all his heart and good intention (s. 434) he was zealous so that his prayer
would be heard and satisfied. The salvation of his dear Yiisuf of Egypt from the envy of his brothers, the
assassination of loved ones, and the evil eye of malicious people, he transferred to the protection and
preservation of the Almighty.

After that, for some time, in gratitude to the indicated annunciation, he arranged royal feasts and
receptions, where he showed signs of respect and honor to all the amirs, commanders of the troops, and
others close to the palace of the patron of the world. Then His Highness the Sultan, in accordance with
the situation and the behavior of friends and enemies in an open and secret form, took the necessary
measures and gave permission to [Sultan Iskander] to take his leave and sent him to rule Mawara’
al-nakhr.

When the news of the arrival of the happy cortege in the capital Samarkand came, all state dignitaries
hurried to meet them with gifts and offerings. All respectable women of the great palace, respected
aqa-khattins because of the curtain of modesty, shahzade from highly respected families, considering his
good arrival, took it for honor and glory and expressed gratitude to the Almighty.

Prior to the arrival of this cortege, there were false rumors of nearby enemies, to the extent that it was
difficult for His Highness amirzade Shahrukh to take a walk around Kanigil and gardens in the vicinity
of Samarkand. When Sultan arrived, for an easy rest from the way, he stopped in the garden of the elder
khatun. The enemies of the state fled...

Especially Qamar al-Din, who, having heard about this, fell into confusion (s. 435), after which he
completely lost strength; Hikisak ughlan, who joined Tuqtamish Khan and found patronage in Ulis
Tigmaq, who seized the territory of Yunus to the borders of Turkistan was completely ruined.
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His Majesty, both in the state assembly and in secret, raised the interest and inspired the amirzade
Shahrukh to rule state affairs, both in ordinary conversation and in serious conversations, he was reminded
of the positive aspects of government. Partial courage, which is shown in his character, is the result of
those efforts, which he himself often mentions.

The above story about a secret oral agreement is a vivid example of the distortion of historical events
that took place in the Timurid state; it is absent in the writings of the official Timurid historiography.
And besides, the author of the first edition himself did not include this section in the second edition
of his work. An interesting fact is that in subsequent Timurid writings, there are references to various
agreements on succession, which were drawn up in writing, in front of witnesses, and certified with the
Al-Tamga seal [Tulibayeva, 2013: 110-117].

First, to determine the degree of reliability of the information the Muntakhab al-Tavarikh-i Mu ‘ini,
the conditions and circumstances under which Timurid historical writings were written were studied.
According to the tradition that developed at the Timurid court, the original version of the historical work
was read aloud in the presence of the ruler so that he could check their content, and approve or reject the
description of the events set forth there. If the ruler rejected the original version, the text of the work was
re-edited or remained a draft.

As a rule, historical chronicles contained a preface, where the author usually indicated the reasons
for creating his work and gave a dedication to the name of the ruler and patron. However, there is no
preface in the surviving lists of manuscripts of the first edition. Perhaps the preface was destroyed by the
author himself because of the changed political situation in Fars. Unfinished lists of manuscripts have
survived to this day, but the full text of the first edition of the work of Mu‘n al-Din Natanzi has not yet
been found.

According to the assumptions of J. Woods and E. Binbash, the preface to the first edition of the work
contained a statement of the ideology and political principles of the Chingizids [Woods, 1987: 8§9-93;
Binbasg, 2018: 174, 181]. According to these principles, every male member of a dynastic family had the
same right to supreme power. However, in the first edition of the work, only two representatives of the
Timurid dynasty are mentioned with the title Mahdi - Shahrukh b. Amir Timur and Iskandar b. ‘Umar
Shaykh. Outlining the history of the Timurid state, Mu‘1n al-Din Natanzi, in the first edition of the work,
states that after the death of Amir Timiir, only Shahrukh and Iskandar were equally legitimate contenders
for religious and supreme power in the state.

The close attention of the court historiographer to the customs, rules, and laws of the Chingizids
may be explained by the origin of Iskandar b. ‘Umar Shaykh. His mother, Malikat-aqa, was from the
descendants of Jaghatay Khan, belonged to the A/fyn Urug (Golden kin) of Genghis Khan, and occupied
a high position in society.

Among Kazakh historians, the work of Mu‘in al-Din Natanzi is of particular interest as one of the
most important sources on the history of the Jiiji and Jaghatay Uluses. The historical work Muntakhab
al-Tavarikh-i Mu ‘ini became the source of a long-standing dispute regarding the genealogy of Uriis
Khan, the ancestor of the founders of the dynasty of Kazakh Khans [Yudin, 1992: 67]. T.I. Sultanov,
in his works, based on the data of this source, claims that Uriis Khan was a descendant of Urda-Ijen
[Sultanov, 2001]. In 2013, the book by K.Z. Uskenbay, where arguments are given in favor of the same
version [Uskenbay, 2013].

Mu‘in al-Din Natanzi voluntarily or unwittingly distorted the genealogy of Tukatimurid Uris
Khan, presenting his descendants as the direct heirs of the Urda-Ijen Ulis. Be that as it may, the court
historiographer did all this at the suggestion of his patron Iskandar b. ‘Umar Shaykh, who hatched
ambitious plans for the sovereignization of his rule in the possessions of the central and southern parts
of Iran subject to him, which at the same time were part of the Timurid Empire.

During his reign, Iskandar b. ‘Umar Shaykh began to mint his own coins, and his name began to be
mentioned at Friday prayers. Having studied the inscriptions on the coins of Iskandar b. ‘Umar Shaykh,
a researcher Evrim Binbash from the University of Bonn, divided them into five different types. The
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inscriptions on the coins show that at different stages of his reign, Iskandar b. ‘Umar-Shaykh used
various forms of inscriptions and titles of rulers in coinage. All mentioned coins of Iskandar b. ‘Umar
Shaykh are minted in Yazd, however, none of them are dated. On the coins from the fifth group, there is
the inscription “Two sultans Sultan Shahrukh Bahadur and Iskandar Bahadur headed their dual (equal)
reign” [Binbas, 2018: 189-190].

It can be assumed that it was during this period that Iskandar b. ‘Umar Shaykh, how did the plan to
weaken the power of Shahrukh b. Amir Timir. If unrest and rebellions begin in the Timurid Empire, as
well as territorial disputes and military clashes with neighboring states, Shahrukh will have to divide
his troops. Part of the troops will be busy suppressing internal rebellions, the other part will be sent to
protect the border territories. Military clashes with neighboring states for belonging to a certain part of
the territory of Mawara’ al-nahr and Turkistan will greatly weaken the military strength of Shahrukh.
After analyzing the internal and ideological policy pursued by Iskandar b. ‘Umar Shaykh, we came
to the conclusion that the distortion of the genealogy of Urtis Khan is connected with these plans of
Iskandar b. ‘Umar Shaykh.

According to the rules and customs of the Chingizids, the descendants of the Urda-Ijen could also
claim that part of the territory of the Aq Urda, which turned out to be part of the Timurid Empire.
The statement contained in the Muntakhab al-Tavarikh-i Mu ‘ini that Urtis Khan and his children and
grandchildren are the direct heirs of the Urda-Ijen Ulis gave the latter this right.

The political and ideological actions carried out by Iskandar in Fars forced Shahrukh in 816/1413
to launch a military campaign against him. In this military confrontation, Iskandar suffered a complete
defeat in the spring of 817/1414. By order of Shahrukh, Rustam b. ‘Umar Shaykh gouged out the
eyes of his brother Iskandar. Then Shahrukh sent Iskandar to his other brother Baykara. Iskandar was
subsequently killed by Rustam for inciting his brother Baykara to revolt against Shahrukh. Iskandar b.
‘Umar Shaykh lived 32 years.

Unfortunately, we do not have information about the fate of Mu‘in al-Din Natanzi after 1414, when
he completed work on the second edition of his work. The conducted source research analysis of the
Muntakhab al-Tavarikh-i Mu ‘ini, as well as the research of the circumstances of the appearance of two
editions of the work Mu‘in al-Din Natanzi [Tulibayeva, Tulibayev, 2021] showed that the creation of
these two editions of the work was closely connected with the complex domestic political situation that
had developed in the Timurid Empire after the death of its founder in 808/1405.

In 1415, Shahrukh appointed his son Ibrahtm-Sultan (796-838/1394-1435) as the ruler of Fars. At
the order of Ibrahim-Sultan, court historiographers set about creating a new historical work dedicated to
the Timurid dynasty. The writing of this work was entrusted to Sharaf al-Din ‘Ali Yazdi. The work was
completed in 829 / 1424-25. The work was called Zafar-name (Book about Victories), and unlike the
Muntakhab al-Tavarikh-i Mu ‘ini, it was widely distributed, numerous copies of it have been preserved,
which are currently kept in the manuscript collections of Europe and Asia.

Thus, the work Muntakhab al-Tavarikh-i Mu ‘ini shows us how the political situation in the Timurid
state could influence the ideological orientation of the content of the historical work and the reliability
of certain information reported by the author. An analysis of the political situation in the Timurid state
explains the historical situation in which Mu‘1n al-Din Natanzi was, the court historiographer of Iskandar
b. ‘Umar Shaykh, as well as the method of presenting the material adopted by the author to implement
the plan of his patron Iskandar b. ‘Umar Shaykh.

Conclusion.

Thus, the revealed material from the Muntakhab al-Tavarikh-i Mu ‘ini on the history of Ults Jij1
Khan and its critical analysis show that this historical work contains valuable information on various
aspects of the history of the Golden Horde. Mu‘1n al-Din Natanzi, relying on the materials of his sources,
supplemented the description of the history of the Chingizid dynasty with new facts that differ from the
presentation of these events in the writings of other Timurid historiographers.
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