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182 Al-Nasir Muhammad and the Rule of Nizam

struggle for control of Syria, al-Nasir turned immediately to traditional methods
of negotiation and reconciliation to preclude the outbreak of civil war. Al-Nasir
revoked his warrant against Qarasunqur with a grant of amdan, issued a taglid for
his restoration as na’ib of Aleppo or, indeed, any post he wanted; he also at-
tempted to persuade the amir Muhanna to mediate the dispute between himself
and Qarasunqur. Al-Nasir’s concilatory actions in fact succeeded in mollifying
Qarasunqur, at least temporarily; more importantly his attempt at conflict
resolution appeased the Syrian umara’ and averted civil war."

Even on his death bed thirty years later al-Nasir continued to exert himself
above all for the sake of nizdm. As literally his last act as sultan, al-Nasir tried to
effect a public reconciliation (sulh) between his two quarrelling chief mamlitk
amirs, Sayf al-Din Qasin and Sayf al-Din Bashtak, before their personal dispute
(ikhtilaf) spiraled out of control and spilled over into the streets of the capital."®

Even Baybars al-Jashnakir, during his brief incarnation as al-Malik al-Mu-
zaffar Baybars, recognized constitutional limitations on his own usurped au-
thority as sultan, particularly with regard to the use of violence. When al-Mu-
zaffar learned that the elite had publically discharged their oath of allegience
(bayah) to him, he quietly abdicated, unwilling to defend his regime at the cost

of Muslim bloodshed." i
_ Rogvors T(020323)

Baybars U al-Jashnakir, al-Nasir Muhammad and the Politics of
Seniority

Al-Nasir’s concern with maintaining peacefully the “constitutional order” was of
course shared by the Syro-Egyptian umara’. Protecting the universal franchise
from disruption or, indeed, destruction was the basis of their moral economy.
The armed stand-off in 1307/707 with al-Nasir in the Citadel was considered
madness (khubdt) and filled the elite with dread {(wajal) thata prolonged con-
frontation might fester into serious street fighting in Cairo.”” The wounding of
Sallar’s brother by one of al-Nasir’s bowmen, the only real act of violence during
the stand off, was enough to send both sides scambling for the negotiation table
and lift the three-day pantomime siege without further incident. As was cus-
tomary in the Mamluk state, the prospect of structured violence giving way to

14 Ibn al-Dawadiri, Kanz, 9: 21819, 222-24; al-Fad@'il, Histoire, 208; Abd al-Fida’, Mukh-
tasar, 2: 64.

15 Al-Shujafd, Tarikh, 104.

16 1bn al-Dawadari, Kanz, 9: 187 - 88; al-Shujat, Tarikh, 108; Anonymous, Geschichte, 144.

17 1bn al-Dawadari, Kanz, 9: 147.
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real violence brought not an escalation but a resolution of conflict within the
elite.

In 1309/708, as Baybars al-Jashnakir progressively shifted political control
away from the young sultan, the Egyptian amirs feared increasingly for the
nizam of the state. They feared the unwelcome struggle for lawful authority
(mulk) between Baybars and al-Nasir would create a political vacuum (ingitd’)
which might collapse the Mamluk state into anarchy. Indeed, their subsequent
elevation of Baybars al-Jashnakir as al-Malik al-Muzaffar Baybars seems to have
been tied solely to their fear of an ever-widening crisis, particularly after al-
Nasir’s rejection of their plea for his return from self-imposed exile in Karak.'"®

Certainly, at the outset al-Muzaffar Baybars enjoyed only qualified support
When he ordered army troops to assemble in the hippodrome (maydan) to
swear an oath of allegiance to him they came both “willingly and unwillingly”
(taw'an wa karhan)."” Soon, however, the elite began to develop an unqualified
enmity (bughd) toward al-Muzaffar. Perhaps like Ibn al-Dawadari, the nas had
begun to view him as an outlaw (zallam) for exploiting a constitutional crisis by
which he was able to cheat al-Nasir of his rightful authority (mulk).” Less thana
year after al-Muzaffar’s accession, al-Nasir’s intelligence service in Cairo re-
ported that a majority (kathirah) of the amirs of Egypt were already prepared to
endorse his return.”

Al-Muzaffar’s support in Syria, too, was buckling. The nuwwab of Syria,
drawn from his own khushdashiyyah, were alienated from al-Muzaffar, who
seems to have resorted more often to intimidation than conciliation in his
dealings with them; troops were even sent to the province of Aleppo to make its
n@’ib, Qarasunqur al-Mansiri, more compliant.”* Al-Nasir’s decision to march
on Egypt from self-imposed exile in Karak, via Damascus, stimulated first a
trickle and then a flood of defections to his side. As he advanced from Gaza to
Cairo “regiment after regiment” came over to him. By the time he reached the
Citadel “the entirety (jami) of the amirs of Egypt and Syria were in his service”
again.” When al-Muzaffar was finally taken into custody, hehad lost the support
of all but thirty of his Burji cronies in the Mansiriyyah; the bonds of khush-
dashiyyah proved incapable of overcoming among the Mansiriyyah their basic

18 Baybars al-Mansiri, Zubdah, 262b-263a; Anonymous, Geschichte, 135-37.

19 Baybars al-Mansiiri, Zubdah, 264a; Anonymous, Geschichte, 137.

20 Ibn al-Dawadari, Kanz, 9: 158, 180.

21 Anonymous, Geschichte, 144.

22 Suqad, Tali, 57-58; Abil al-Fid#’, Mukhtasar, 2: 56.

22 Baybars al-Manstil, Zubdah, 268b-260a, 271a; Anonymous, Geschichte, 145-46; ion al-
Dawadari, Kanz, 9: 167, 174; al-Fad@’il, Histoire, 156 -57; Abil al-Fida’, Mukhtasar, 2: 57;
Safadi, Nuzhah, 65a.
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THE MOSQUE OF BAYBARS
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When the Mamiuk historian Taqi al-Din Ahmad b. Al al-Magrizi summed up the

patronage of pious constructions by Sultan al-Malik al-Zahir Baybars al-Bunduqgdari
(r. 650-76/1260-77), he had this to say :

He had a number of waqfs in Egypt, among them a wagqf al-turuhd’ for washing [the
corpses of] indigent Muslims as weil as shrouding and burying them. It was one of the
most utilitarian of waqfs. In addition, [he founded] the Zahiriyya tomb (al-turbat al-
Zahiriypa) in the Qarafa cemetery, the Zahirfyya madrasa in the district (hatt) of Bayn

, ‘T ] N - ’ al-Qasrayn in al-Qahira, and the Zahiri congregational mosque (§ami") beyond the Bab
A e ‘&B ASloyncloe [‘Ct ues™ . 7\\/ f i ‘ al-Futih of al-Qihira. The Sultin (ordered] constructed the causeway (gisr) leading
, f/)/ s { ’ e to Damietta, on which he had sixteen bridges (gantara) built; the bridge on the canal

of Abi’l-Munagga, which is the finest in Egypt; and the Lion Bridges between al-Qahira
. . and Misr on the Great Canal (falig); he had dug the Alexandria canal, the Tanah channel
< L CA 4 Q ( w'\\ (bahr) and the Samdsam channel in the province of Quiylbiyya; and the Sardis canal
<, — i ‘\(\Q,‘/ \oal] > $ P ‘ y ya; 5
> z’| S } 3 P /f % Z) Z’ S~ and he had the Damietta channel repaired 2.
In addition to these projects, still others — mainly repairing fortresses recovered by him
from the Mongols or the Crusaders — are recorded in over fifty monumental inscrip-
tions from Palestine and Syria ¢/,

Of these numerous foundations and restorations in Egypt, only five monuments
attributed to Baybars have survived : the Zahiriyya madrasa, the bridge on the canal

L oley L, M L oSy ol L

i b

U This paper was first presented in somewhat
different form in March 1981 at the annual
meeting of the American Research Center in Egypt
in Boston.

) Taqi al-Din Ahmad b. ‘Ali al-Magqrizi, Kitab
al-Sulak  li-Ma'rifat  Duwal  al-Mulik, ed.,
Muhammad Mustafa Ziyada, vol. 1 (Cairo, 1934-
39) [hereafter Suliak], pp. 638-39; Etienne Quatre-

mére, Histoire des sultans mamlouks de I'Egypte
(Paris, 1837-45) [hereafter Suit. Mami.], vol. 1,
pt. 2, pp. 151-53.

%) For these inscriptions, the most convenient
list is that of Gaston Wiet in The Encyclopaedia
of Islam [hereafter EI}, 2nd ed. (Leiden, 1954),
s.v. Baybars I
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4 AL-MAGHRIBI, ‘ABD AL-QADIR, “Al

Malik al-Zihic Baybars I1." (in Arabic)
Maj. al-Majma' al- Iiniz al-'Aradi (Dan.rs-
cus) 21 (My-Je '46) 227-35. Another in the
series of lectures on the life and accomplish-

ments of this Mameluke sultan. (To be con-
tinued.)
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Misir'da 1250 yilinda kurulup 1517' deki Osmanli fethine kadar devam
etmis olan MemlGk Devleti'ni, ortagag tarihgileri iki kisimda ele almay: adet
haline getirmiglerdir. Bunlardan birincisi zamanindaki MemlQk Sultanlari'nin
cogunlugu Nil tzerindeki er-Ravza Adasinda bulunan kiglalara yerlestirilip
burada ikamet ettikleri i¢in "el-Memalik el-Bahriyye" adini almiglar ve 1250 ile
1382 yillari arasindaki devir de yukaridaki isme atfen aymi adla amlmistir. Aym
sekilde 1382-1517 willant arasindaki donemde Memltk Sultan't olanlarin
ekseriyeti ise Kalatu'l-Cebel burglarinda ikamet ettikleri igin "el-Memalik el-
Burciyye" admi almglar ve hékim olduklan devir de ayni isimle amilmistir!. Bu
sebeple de bu isimlendirmeye istinaden yukarida bahsedilen iki dnem zaman
zaman bazi tarihgiler tarafindan birbirini takip eden iki devletmig gibi ele
alinmaya ¢ahigilmigtir. Halbuki bu meselede veya isimlendirmede dikkat edilmesi
gereken ancak genellikle gzardi edilmis olan 8nemli bir nokta vardir. Bu da;
Meml{ik Devleti'nin 1250 ile 1517 yillar: arasindaki hakimiyeti sitresince devlete
ait vesikalarda ve kuruldupu giinden yikildig: giine kadar olan ddnemdeki resmi
yazigmalarda yalmzca “ed-Devletu't-Tirkiyye" yani Tirk Devleti ismini
kullanmis olmasidir?. Gergekten bu devlete ait vesikalara ve resmi yazigmalara
bakildiginda, Bahri Memlikler ve Burci Memlikler diye isimlendirilmis olan her
iki donemde de devletin resmi kayitlarinda bu iki isimden herhangi birisinin asla
kullamlmadigy ve devletin son giinlerine dek yalmizca Tirk Devleti ismiyle
anildips goritlecektir.

1Kazim Yagsar Kopraman, "Misir MemlQkleri (1250-1517)", Dogustan Giniimiize Biiyiik
Islam Tarihi, c. V1, Istanbul, 1986, s. 444; 'Abd el-Mun'im MA4cid, Nuzum Devlet
Saldtin el-Memélik ve Rustimuhum fi Misr, c. 1, Kahire, 1964, s. 10, 11.

2Abd el-Mun'im Micid, et-Tdrih es-Siydsi li-Devlet Saldtin el-Memdlik ft Misr, Dirdse
Tahliliyye lil-Izdihar ve'l-Inhiydr, Kahire, 1988, s. 79; 'Abd el-Mun'im M4cid, Nuzum
Devlet Saldtin el-Memdlik, c. 1, s. 9.

3Abd el-Mun'im Macid, et-Tdrih es-Siydst li-Deviet Saldtin el-Memdlik, s. 82 ,83, 98;
Sehabeddin Tekindag da eserinde bu devleti Tiirk Memlik Devleti olarak isimlendirmis
ve bu konuyla ilgili olarak verdigi dipnotta; "Nitekim, Rukn ed-Din Baybars el-Mansri,
bu deviete tahsis ettigi kitabini su sekilde isimlendirmistir: et-Tuhfe el-Muldkiye fi'd-
Devleti't-Tiirkiye" diyerek bu mesele ile ilgili tavnini ortaya koymugstur. Bkz.
Sehabeddin Tekindag, Berkuk Devrinde Memltk Sultanligy, Istanbul 1961 s. 27, 28.
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Paris [n.d.], 367-382, 403-438.
— bl
RCEA, XI nos. 4221, 4344, X1, nos. 4476-4478, 4485,
4501, 4528 4552-4553, 4556-4557, 4562, 4565, 4586, 4588-
4589,4593, 4600, 4608, 4611-4612, 4623-4626, 4638, 4660,
4750-4662, 4673, 4686, 4690, 4692, 4714, 4723-4724,
4726-4728, 4730, 4732-4735,, 5737—4740, 4746, 4750-
4752.
< glealagly
G. Wiet, Les Biographies du Manhal Saf, no. 708,

[ (Yl 15) 5t painls Sl 4y y . S/

‘,ivu,tdwfm&ua,.u)iwmw,swu

S5 oll &Jw&l«)amwaﬁ oSy ol
FAY) 0303 e alal $155 sl IS s Ty
34 O lsl] Glsloat =) Olay i ey o (P4
30,8 (il £380) (6 i b ool by 51 LS Ll D
.QL_J_,);IU)LL«L;H.QJQJJSQOLNJIQ)ASQL.@.L{
oY Olalw 551 ey Szl 1) oF STl s e
e3> (S L@I‘.bd.:fwa abssel ples $AA s [ Y]
Qg LUl el s 5l Ofger O3 e o)l
)ﬁ&)l&b‘wu;_,,._,uwwyc.ayul
JJ.IJJ‘JA‘)L_JLBM‘"bd')‘wd.h.bbﬁb.h-ﬁfﬂjtﬂ“
Jlw o3l 555 0F 55 o Gl cami o 51 (6,500 b
el n OB, S e 2 el Lt
PR PO P S SO ST S FRPTNTeS
ggjadwi‘;:iwytjjd.v_ol}isugww
A el Ver 5o Olsse 5 Ol
Ol Ohle o L ablio js alSOlr (25,5l s



pe=essss ]
20 t
JONATHAN M., BLOOM
63. The coffins of al-MuSizz's ancestors (i.c., al-Mahdi, al-Qa’im, 4. Yusul Ragib as in n. 15 above.
and al-Mansur) were brought from Ifrigiyya and inrerred in the 683, tiaz 1:288-89.
palace. Amir ‘Abd Altah was buried in the palace (/#i%; 1:217- 66. lbid., 2:173.
18). In 386, al-‘Aziz was buricd *‘in the palace tomb (ff wrbat 67. Ibn al-Zubayr, p. 241. Khifat 1:415 adds *‘turbans with their
al-gajr).”" The commonly used cpithet, turbat al-muizziypa, can- Jjewels from the days of al-MuSizz.””
not have been applied prior 10 al-MuSizz’s death in A.H. 365; 68. lbn al-Zubayr, pp. 241-43; Khitat 1:415.
Turbat al-Za%arin (the Saffron [annointed] Tomby) is certainly 69, Khitat 2:450: M al-Hajar.
not used in carly Fatimid sources. The mid-tenth-century sec- 70. Ibn al-Zubayr, p,‘ 240,
tions of Ibn al-Zubayr's Kitdb al-Dhakhdr wa'l-Tuhaf 71. Caroline Willian “he Gult of “Alid Saints in the Fadmid
(heneetorth cited as Ibn al-Zubayr), ed. M. Hamiduyllah Monuments of pt. 1, *The Mosque of al-Aqmar,"”
(Kuwait, 1959), refer to the tomb as *‘the tomb in which his (al- Mugarnas 1 (1983): 37-52; pe. 2, **The Mausolea,"” Mugarnas 3
Mustansir's] ancestors were buried (al-turba al-madfiina fihi (1985): 39-60.
ydadike)" (Khitaf 1:408, 1. 8). This implies that the tomb did not 72. Ibid., pt. 2, p. 57.

have an eponymic or epithetic name until well into the tenth or
cleventh century.
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LEONOR FERNANDES

THE FOUNDATION OF BAYBARS AL-JASHANKIR:
ITS WAQF, HISTORY, AND ARCHITECTURE

The purpose of this study is to examine one of the
earliest extant Mamluk khanqahs, that of Bavbars al-
Jashankir (Index of Mohammedan Monuments in Cairo, no.
32; built in 1306-10), in the light of its endowment deed
(waqfiyya) and the historical sources contemporary to it.
The reasons for selecting this particular foundation are
three: first, the building-is in fairly good condition;
second, its waqflyya and contemporary sotirces provide
information that allows us to determine its plan and
functions with a reasonable degree of clarity; and third,
both the building and the sources enable us to deter-
mine how the monument was inserted into a complex
urban fabric and thus grasp the difficulty of the task
the ‘architect’”’ was given when he was asked to
put up a building that would satisfy both his patron
and the unwritten architectural laws defining funerary
architecture of the period.? In addition, the political
considerations that reinforced the historical importance
of this particular Sufi foundation will be examined in
the light of the development of organized orthodox
Sufism and the evolution of the khanqah, its official
institution.

The introduction of the khanqah into Egypt by Salah
al-Din in 1173 and its establishment as a religious
institution officially sponsored by the state set the
precedent for patronizing Sufi foundations. Although it
was not until the Mamluks came to power that the
institution underwent the full development that led to
its complete acceptance by the religious class and its
integration into Egyptian society,® from the early
Ayyubid period onward, the ruling class nurtured a
growing interest in Sufism in the popular form
expressed by the orders (tariga). Accordingly a special
relationship developed between some Sufi shaykhs and
members of the ruling elite who sought to extend their
patronage to their mentors by building them founda-
tions (zdwiya) and providing them with rich endow-
ments (waqf). Shaykh al-Khidr (d. 1277), a protégé of
Baybars al-Bunduqdari, for example, built a number of
zawiyas for Baybars in Egypt and Syria.* Al-Nasir

Muhammad is known to have built or restored several
zawivas, among them those for the rwo Tarturivva
brothers, Muhammad and Ahmad, and for Shaykh
Taqiy al-Din Rajab al-‘Ajami.’

Despite their sponsoring of shaykhs, however, and
their involvement in the construction of zawiyas,
sultans as well as amirs were not yet ready openly to
endorse the institution still disapproved of by the
majority of the ulema and fugaha”. Only on rare occa-
sions do we see the name of a royal or amirial patron
appear on the inscriptions of zawiyas they built or
endowed with waqfs. One of these rare exceptions is on
the zawiya built in 1379 for Shaykh Hajji Rajab al-
Shirazi al-Haydari by Amir Barquq.®

While patronage of popular Sufism by the ruling
class was cautious and restrained, its endorsement of
orthodox Sufism based on the Sunna was more open
and led to the sponsorship of official Sufi foundations.
Despite the founding of a number of khanqahs before
Baybars’s time, however, none had been built in the
religious center of al-Qahira proper since Salah al-
Din’s transformation of the Fatimid palace of Sa‘id al-
Su‘ada’ into a foundation for Sufis. It was precisely in
an effort to identify himself with Salah al-Din, the great
champion of Sunnism, that Baybars put up his monu-
ment to Sufism in the midst of Fatimid Cairo. By so
doing he opened the way for the full integration of the
khangah institution into Mamluk society and ensured
the historical importance of his foundation forever.

The building complex—khanqah, qubba, ribat—
Baybars al-Jashankir had built lies within the walls of
al-Qahira on Bab al-Nasr street in what is now the
quarter of al-Jamaliyya. Like his peers, Baybars chose
to build his religious foundation on a valuable site—his
was once occupied by the Dar al-Wizara, a Fatimid
palace. It had stood near the Rahbat Bab al-‘Id, the
famous square from which the Fatimid caliph used to
leave his palace surrounded by his private guard and
retinue and, joined by the rest of the army, attend the
prayers of ‘Id.”



the charactedstic “vowel - interchange”
phenomenon in contradistinction to the
mainstream of Turkic languages, e.g.
Bashkir and Tatar file “mad” and ittem “I
did” as opposed to Turkish deli and efim.
One reason for the affinity between Bash-
kir and Tatar is the fact that the Bashlkirs
used Tatar as their literary norm well into
the 1930s (Juldasev 1966, 173).
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Baybars 11, al-Malik
al-Muzaffar Jashnikir

Sultin Rukn al-Din Baybars I
b. ‘Abdallah al-Mansiri al-Malik
al-Muzaffar Jashnikir was a Burt
mamlik, who ruled from 70871309 to
709/1310. He was the eleventh in the line
of the Turkish Mamltk rulers and possi-
bly the first of Circassian origin.

Bought as a child by Sultan Qalawin
(r. 678-89/1279-90), he entered his
service as one of the Burjt mamliks, was
appointed jashnikir (taster), and was pro-
moted to amir tablakhand (an amir hav-
ing the right to be accompanied by

BAYBARS II, AL-MALIK AL-MUZAFFAR JASHNIKIR

a band, an “amir of forty”). After the .
death of his master, Baybars served two
of his sons, al-Malik al-Ashraf Khall (r.
689-93/1290-3) and al-Nasir Muhammad
(r. 693-4/1293—4, 698-708/ 1299-1309,
and 709—41/1310-41), and was promoted
to the rank of “amir of one hundred,” with
the position of ustadar (majordomo).

After the young al-Nasir had lost his
throne to Kitbugha (r. 694-6/1294-6)
and Lajin (r. 696-8/1296-9), Baybars
and Amir Salar managed to reinstate him
as sultan, in 698/1299. For ten years, the
majordomo and the viceroy exercised full
control of the sultan and the affairs of
the empire. Together they put down the
revolt of the Arab tribes in Upper Egypt,
and, when the Ikhan Mahmad Ghazan
(r. 694-703/1295-1304) threatened to
devastate the Syrian province in 702/1303,
both amirs led forces against him.

In 70871309, weary of the tutelage of
Baybars and Salar, al-Nasir left Cairo
for Karak, where he abdicated. Baybars,
who enjoyed the unwavering loyalty of
the Burjt mamlitks, was proclaimed sultan
and received his first investiture from the
caliph, al-Mustakfi I (r. 701-40/1302-40),
in the month of Shawwal/March—April of
that year.

Baybars® power as sultan was weakened
by the pressure exerted on him by the
Burji amirs. His rule was cut short when,
after ten months, al-Nasir, supported by
the dissatisfied amirs, returned to Cairo to
reclaim his throne. Baybars, who had fled
the capital, was brought back to Cairo,
imprisoned, and killed.

Arab historians describe Baybars as a
good and pious man who went twice on
pilgrimage to Mecca. They praise him for
having banned a number of bide” (inno-
vations). He banned the sailing of boats
on the Khalij al-Hakimi, in Gairo, a mea-
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