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“KING” GODAN: STATUS OF THE RULING CHINGGISID
IN MONGOLIAN AND TIBETAN SOURCES*

R.Yu. Pochekaev

National Research University Higher School of Economics
St. Petersburg, Russian Federation
ropot@mail.ru

Research objectives: Analyzing characteristics of the legal status of Prince Godan, son
of Ogedei Khan, who was often mentioned in different imperial, Tibetan, and late medieval
Mongolian sources; clarifying the reasons why he was given the title of khan in some
sources, though he never possessed this title. The author attempts to define the status, level
of power, and real position of Godan among the Chinggisids and in the political structure of
the Mongol Empire.

Research materials: The basis for research comprises three groups of historical
sources — Mongolian imperial historiography (works of Juwayni and Rashid al-Din, “Yuan
shih”, etc.), Tibetan historical works (“The Blue Annals”, ‘“Pagsam-jonsan”, “Debter-
chjamtso”), and late medieval Mongolian chronicles created under the influence of Tibetan
Buddhist historiography (“Golden Tale”, “Crystal Mirror”, “Yellow History”, “White His-
tory”, “Jewel beads”, etc.). The author also used the works of specialists on Mongolian and
Tibetan historiography (such as Sh. Bira, R.E. Pubaev, Yu.N. Rerikh, A.D. Tsendina) as
well as the works of researchers of political and religious history of the Mongol Empire
(such as V.L. Uspenskiy, H. Franke, C.P. Atwood, etc.).

The novelty of the study: It offers a systematization of historical sources of different
origins to clarify some aspects of the political biography of Prince Godan, identifying his
legal status as a Chinggisid and the ruler of an ulus. At the same time, the author tries to not
refute sources with contradicting statements but to clarify the reasons behind such contra-
dictions and to find information which could clarify and complement the data of other
sources.

Research results: The author tries to systematize different sources on the status of
Prince Godan as one of the key political figures in the history of the Mongol Empire from
the 1240s to the beginning of the 1250s and the ruler of a large ulus with substantial level
of power, which could be compared with that of rulers of the Golden Horde, the
Chaghadaid Ulus, etc. Also, the reasons behind the brief existence of Godan’s ulus and loss
of his status already by the time of his direct descendants are analyzed.

Keywords: Mongol Empire, Tibet, prince Godan, religious policy of the Chinggisids,
Mongolian historiography

For citation: Pochekaev R.Yu. “King” Godan: Status of the Ruling Chinggisid in
Mongolian and Tibetan Sources. Zolotoordynskoe obozrenie=Golden Horde Review. 2018.
Vol. 6, no. 1, pp. 6-17. DOI: 10.22378/2313-6197.2018-6-1.6-17

* The research for this article was funded by a grant from the National Research University
Higher School of Economics in St. Petersburg, Grant Ne 18-IP-01.
© Pochekaev R.Yu., 2018
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Introduction

Among the numerous Chinggisids prince Godan' belong to persons who are
widely presented in different sources on the history of the Mongol Empire, as well
as its relations with China and Tibet. His name is mentioned more than once in
Mongolian imperial historiography, Tibetan chronicles and in late medieval Mon-
golian historiography of the 17"-19" cc.

At the same time, Godan didn’t attract an interest of researchers. Only several
works have been devoted to his person and activity including several encyclopedic
articles and works on Mongol-Tibetan relations in the 13" c. [e.g. 2, p. 321; 38].
The only article which, as we know, was devoted directly to Godan was written by
A.D. Tsendina who concentrated on several questions of different evaluations of
this prince in Persian and Chinese sources of the 13"-14™ cc. and Mongolian
chronicles of the 17"-19" cc. The conclusion of researcher was that “Godan was
never a central figure in the Mogolian history of the 13" century”, the ruler of “pe-
ripheral lands between China, Mongolia and Tibet”, and his wars “were neither
large-scale nor significant ones” [30, p. 245; see also: 19, p. 265].

This article is an attempt to clarify why such “insignificant” Chinggisid, never-
theless, was presented so often in sources of different origin since 13" to 19" cc.
and why he was mentioned in some sources with the title of khan or king. To an-
swer these questions we need to analyze different types of sources about Godan,
systematize their information and understand what was his real role as representa-
tive of the ruling dynasty of the Mongol Empire and the ruler of own ulus. To our
mind, such clarification could also add some valuable knowledge of the ruling
system of the Mongol Empire in the mid-13" c.

Godan in the Mongolian imperial historiography

The first mention of Godan in the Mongol imperial historiography is dated by
1225 when he with his elder brother Guyuk took part in the Chinggis Khan’s expe-
dition against the Tangqut Kingdom: both of them were sent back with gifts given
by their uncle Tolui, the nominal owner of the conquered lands by authority of
Chinggis Khan himself [27, p. 536-537]. As we can see, the prince who was born
in 1206 or 1208, began to participate in military campaigns of the Mongol Empire
in very young age.

But his real military career began in 1235, at once with his brother Guyuk,
Batu, the ruler of the Golden Horde, and Mdngke, the future khan of the Mongol
Empire. But if they were together directed to the Western campaign, Godan re-
ceived own army for the military operations against the Jin and Southern Sung
empires.

Chinese dynastic histories ““Yuan shih” and “Sin Yuan shih” contain a valuable
information on the campaign of Godan in north-west China although their compil-
ers were not interested in glorification of the descendant of Ogedei. It makes us to
suppose that Godan, in fact, was not so “insignificant” person as well as his wars.

The military power of Godan was strengthen by his father who give him per-
sonal military troops as permanent subjects. So, a thousand of Jalayir warriors un-

' His name in different sources and, correspondingly, in research works is written in differ-
ent forms: Kutan, K6don, Ko-duang, etc. In this article we use the form accepted by one of the
most competent specialists in the Mongolian historiography, A.D. Tsendina. Nevertheless, his
name as well as other names in citations will be used in form as they are cited.
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der the command of Doladai ba’urchi was given by Ogedei Qa’an (r. 1229-1241)
to Godan. And then, after the death of Tolui (1232), two thousand of his soldiers
from the Suldus and Sunit tribes were given to Godan in spite of objection of
Tolui’s sons [27, p. 72, 612-613, 793].

In 1235, Godan took Gunchang and captivated its general Wang Shixian,
spared his life and take him at his service. Several months ago he entered the
Myangzhou and killed its governor Gaotzia [16, p. 256; 18, p. 170]. According to
“Sin Yuan shih”, Ogedei at the end of 1235 ordered Godan to proclaim edict on the
surrender of more than 20 district cities of Jin [22, p. 113]. Next year Godan with
Wang Shixian conquered several districts in Shu province, executed commander
Tsao Yu-weng’ and took Chengdu in the Sichuan province. In 1236-1239 prince
fought against Sung and conquered Sichuan completely [16, p. 260-261, 271; 18,
p. 173, 175].

During his campaign Godan more than once took part in guriltai where his fa-
ther Ogedei distributed new territories among the Chinggisids. Prince also was
granted with new possessions along with such significant relatives (chu-wangs) as
Chaghatai, Khojin-beqi and Alakhai (daughters of Chinggis Khan), etc. [16 ,
p. 260; 18, p. 172-173].

In 1239, Godan returned to the territories conquered earlier and received from
his father Ogedei Khan the ulus on the territory of former Tangqut Kingdom (prov-
inces Gansu and Liangzhou). By his own will he appointed Wag Shixian a com-
mander-in-chief over 20 districts of Jinzhou and after his death in 1243 handed his
position to his son Wang Dacheng [16, p. 296].

After the death of Ogedei (1241) most part of his high officials were subjected
to repressions and some of them had to run away. Chinqai, the “chief vizier” of
Ogedei, and emir Mahmud Yalavach fled to Godan who granted them asylum and
rejected all requests of his mother Toregene to give them up [1, p. 241-242; 27, p.
800-801]. To our mind it was a demonstration of his independent policy and at the
same time of his discontent with the preference which Toéregene gave to his elder
brother Guyuk.

Sudden death of Toregene (1246) resulted in repressions against her favorites,
and Godan played an important part in these developments. As he was ill, he
spread a rumor that the cause of his illness was a witchery of Fatima, a chamberlain
of Toregene. Soon after that his brother Guyuk received information on the death
of Godan. Fatima was prosecuted, tortured and put to death with her retainers [1,
p. 245; 27, p. 802—803]. Godan himself after the execution of Fatima enigmatically
“revived” and soon arrived to Mongolia with his sons to take part in the quriltai
where elections of a new khan should take place [1, p. 249].

Godan proposed own candidature for the throne “because his grandfather had
once made a reference to him” [1, p. 251]. We don’t know the details of this “ref-
erence” except the above-mentioned fact of granting Guyuk and Godan in 1225
during the Tangqut campaign. But several scholars suppose that Chinggis Khan

* This episode fas fixed even in the Manchu history of the Yuan dynasty “History of the
Celestial Empire” written in the 17" ¢. [20, p. 66].
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designated Godan a heir of Ogedei at the throne of the Mongol Empire (as appoint-
ed Ogedei himself as his own successor) [4, p. 553]°.

However, Godan’s candidature was rejected by the participants as he was
“somewhat sickly” and chose was fixed upon his elder brother Guyuk [1, 2517".
Nature of Godan’s illness is not determined in the Mongol imperial historiography,
and we could find details in other sources.

Since Guyuk ascending the throne and until 1251 Godan was not mentioned in
the Mongol imperial sources, there is a reason to suppose that he might die already
in 1247 [2, p. 321]. But then his name is mentioned again in the beginning of the
1250s.

Godan didn’t attend at the quriltai where Mongke, the elder son of Tolui, was
elected a khan: according to Rashid al-Din, he was presented by his son Mongétii
[27, p. 828]. After his ascension, Mongke Khan dispersed all troops of Ogedei’s
descendants “except those who belonged to Kotdn”, as “he had always been friend-
ly” to him. The new monarch also confirm the status of Godan as the ruler of
Tangqut yurt [27, p. 608, 623].

After 1251, Godan is never mentioned in the Mongol imperial historical
sources as living person.

Godan in Tibetan sources

Tibetan sources mention Godan at the first time in 1239 or 1240 when he sent
a detachment under command of Dorta Darkhan (tarqan) into Central Tibet [7,
p. 312; 29, p. 76]. A.D. Tsendina considers this expedition as an attempt of Godan
to find competent and famous leader who could negotiate with him and inform
about Buddhism [31, p. 123; 33, p. 129]. But this position was criticized by another
researchers [e.g. 38, p. 112]. In fact, the actions of Dorta were more warlike than
diplomatic, and his cruelty became a reason of giving him in Tibetan histo-
riography the nickname “Black Dorta” [24, p. 167, n. 304].

However, powerful representatives of Tibetan Buddhist clergy preferred to
surrender and begin negotiations with Dorta and informed him that the most fa-
mous leader of Tibet was Kunga Gyaltsen, better known as Sakya Pandita, the head
of Sakya religious school [23, p. 181; 26, p. 143; 29, p. 76]. In 1244, Godan invited
Sakya Pandita to his court, and this invitation later served a base for Tibetan legend
on the prophesy allegedly made by Pandita’s uncle and preceptor in 1216 that he
would be invited by the Mongol leader and it would contribute to the flourishing of
Buddhism [9, p. 214, n. 11; 33, p. 167-168].

The meeting of Godan and Sakya Pandita took place only in 1247 because of
Godan’s absence before in Liangzhou (he was at the quriltai of 1246). But it re-
sulted in issuing an edict of prince which in fact was a treaty between the Mongol
ruler and Tibetan hierarch. Godan recognized Sakya Pandita a ruler of Tibet and
obliged to protect Buddhism and its clergy in his lands. The Tibetan high priest in

? Friar Giovanni di Plano Carpini mentioned Godan (“Cocten”) among the descendants of
Ogedei with Guyuk and Shiremun [13, p. 64], who also were the pretenders for the throne. It
means that this prince was a noticeable figure in the Mongol Empire in the middle of the 1240s
and the real claimant for the khan’s title.

* In several copies of “Jami’u’t-tawarikh” the reason of election of Guyuk was not the ill-
ness but the death of Godan: “Since Kétdn, whom Genghis Khan appointed to be emperor after
the Qa’an, has passed away...” [27, p. 805].
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his turn sent letters to Tibetan rulers and monasteries with order to submit to the
Mongols, pay them tribute’ and obey to darugachis with golden paitzas [2, p. 321;
5, p. 83; 24, p. 79; 26, p. 145]. It caused specific form of cooperation between the
Mongol ruler and Tibetan hierarch named “patron — priest” which later became
characteristic of relations of Tibetan leaders with the Mongol and Chinese emper-
ors [23, p. 182; 29, p. 77; 31, p. 124].

It’s interesting that Godan is mentioned in Tibetan chronicles with the title of
king [e.g. 24, p. 78, 80], although, as well known, he never was a khan.

Early Tibetan sources didn’t mention Godan’s policy on propagation of Bud-
dhism in Mongolia and told about his permission to build temples and preaching in
his lands [26, p. 145]. According to the later Tibetan chronicle “Debter-jamtso”,
Godan protected the secular rulers of Tibet as well and even gave a princely status
to the descendants of former Tibetan kings; thus, they became a part of the Mongo-
lian elite in the ulus of Godan. To establish more close ties with new elite, Godan
even intended to marry his daughter to nephew of Sakya Pandita [8, p. 53; 23, p.
182].

But in historical chronicles of the 17"-18" c. the idea of connection of politi-
cal and religious history was widespread, and Godan (as well as Chinggis Khan,
Ogedei, Qubilai, etc.) was presented as adherent of Buddhism who was one of the
first rulers who converted to and propagated the “Yellow religion” in Mongolia [5,
p. 247; 8, p. 14; 25, p. 238; 37, p. 56]. This trend substantially influenced the late
medieval Mongolian historiography and absolutely transformed a portrait of
Godan.

Godan in the late medieval Mongolian (Buddhist) historiography

The new stage in the development of Mongolian historiography was connected
with the conversion of Mongol ruling elite into Buddhism and accepting of Tibetan
examples of historical works both in form and content. As a result, Mongolian
historians of the 17"-19" cc. used Tibetan chronicles as an information on the his-
tory of Mongolia and, following their conception, they wrote about spreading of
Buddhism in Mongolia since the first half of the 13" c. In such a way, the real poli-
cy of Godan was replaced by the Buddhist legend.

According to the new version of Tibetan policy of this prince, he had a specific
sick named in different sources the “dragon illness”, “alagh-marya”, “illness of
earth and water” and even leprosy [17, p. 87; 32, p. 149; 34, p. 82, 115, n. 85].
Sakya Pandita healed him and also demonstrated different “miracles”, and Godan
accepted initiation to Buddhist divinity and became an adherent and propagandist
of this religion and even was recognized a reincarnation of boddhisatva (Buddhist
celestial) [5, p. 178-179; 17, p. 87; 30, p. 245-246; 32, p. 32-33, 60; 33, p. 118—
119, 124].

Such version looks explicable as Mongolian historians tried to “age” the Bud-
dhist traditions in Mongolia. But they, like their Tibetan colleagues, began to men-
tion Godan with the title of khan. As a result he was presented in Mongolian Bud-
dhist chronicles as successor of his father Ogedei or his brother Guyuk. In several

* The tribute includes gold dust, silver, ivory (bought from India and Nepal), pearls, car-
mine, ochre, furs and fells, wool.
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sources he is presented even as a father of Guyuk! And the duration of his reign
varies from nine to forty years [3, p. 125; 14, p. 155; 33, p. 107]!

Several historians who didn’t follow the Tibetan tradition completely demon-
strated their doubts in such status of Godan. For example, Rashi-Puntsug, the au-
thor of “Bolor erikhe” (“Cristal Beads”, 1775) noted that they borrowed infor-
mation on the reign of Godan “from small works” and “these words are contradic-
tory” [33, p. 191-192]. Some other historians tried to find the explanation for this
contradiction and ascribe the contacts with Sakya Pandita and propagation of Bud-
dhism not to Godan, but to his father Ogedei who, in fact, was a khan [5, p. 283;
10, p. 41; 33, p. 119].

One more stereotype about Godan in the late medieval Mongolian historiog-
raphy is the absence of descendants: this statement is presented in some chronicles
[14, p. 153; 33, p. 167; cfr. 21, p. 386, n. 56]. As we will see bellow, Godan had
numerous sons, grandsons, etc. To our mind this statement means that his descend-
ants never were khans.

So, we can say that in late medieval Mongolian historiography Godan ap-
peared not rare but, unlike imperial historiography, more often as an adherent of
Buddhism than the powerful Chinggisid ruler.

The status of Godan as a Chinggisid prince and ulus ruler

The information on Godan in different sources is various and sometimes con-
tradictory. But we suppose that our task is not to “eliminate” the data which seems
to be doubtful, but to try to combine it and clarify the real status of Godan.

The analysis of Mongolian imperial historiography convinced us that Godan,
in fact, was not an “insignificant” Chinggisid. On the contrary, he seems to be a
potential successor of his father Ogedei Khan. This opinion is proved by some
facts.

1. Personal command of military troops in the war against Chinese empires.
As we remember, his brothers and cousins sent to the West had a joint command.

2. Creation for Godan of own ulus not far from the “home yurt” (Mongolia)
and, at the same time, near the family domain of Ogedei. It shows us that khan
didn’t want to send his second son far from himself as it happened with his first-
born Guyuk, sixth son Qadan, etc.

3. Godan had right to appoint military commanders and administrators on the
conquered land (the case of Wang Shixian and his son), grant titles to the ruling
elite of vassal states (Tibetan princes); such competence was an element of legal
status of powerful rulers of the largest uluses of the Mongol Empire — the Golden
Horde, Chaghadaid Ulus, Ilkhanate, and never belonged to junior Chinggisids in
these uluses.

4. Godan had right for independent foreign policy and signing treaties’ edicts. It
also shows his specific status in the Mongol Empire. We should remember that
Godan was titled a khan in Tibetan chronicles: it means that for Tibetan authorities
he was the highest authority to deal on questions of war and peace, vassalage and
tribute etc.® Of course, in their eyes he was a real monarch with fool range of power.

® The same status, for example, had Batu, the ruler of the Golden Horde, in the eyes of
Russian princes as they interacted with him: he is titled “king” in Russian medieval historio-
graphy.
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5. P. Ratchnevsky notes that Godan in his edicts’ appealed to the will of Heav-
en and sees in this formula the evidence of his real independence [28, p. 150].

To our mind, Ogedei tried to make Godan the most appropriate candidature for
the throne of the Mongol Empire after himself, show to the Chinggisids and impe-
rial elite his abilities of military leader, ruler and diplomat. And Godan’s claim for
the throne in 1246 was appropriate. But as we saw, the participants of quriltai pre-
ferred him his elder brother Guyuk.

The pretext for such decision was an illness of Godan. In this aspect we could
trust the information of late medieval Mongolian chronicles that prince had a skin
deseace®. Many of the Chinggisids had different problems with their health (rheu-
matism, podagra, etc.), but such illnesses were “implicit” and were not an obstacle
to claim for the throne. Skin decease was more obvious and meant the corporal
defect incompatible with accession for the throne. But we suppose that even such
illness could be even the pretext: the Mongol ruling elite didn’t want to give a
power over empire to the effective ruler and commander and preferred to enthrone
a less gifted Guyuk.

After the return in his ulus, Godan concentrated on the relations with own sub-
jects and new Tibetan vassals using his status of real independent ruler. The ab-
sence of his contacts with other members of Ogedei’s family could be explained by
his offence for their unwillingness to support his claim for the throne. At the same
time, progressive illness, probably, didn’t allow him to take an active part in elec-
tions of khan in 1251, and his support of Mongke had a goal to guarantee a saving
of his status in Tangqut and Tibet for his descendants — that was a reason that his
sons attended a quriltai and voted for Mongke.

The conspiracy of the Ogedeids against the new khan in the same 1251 caused
the distrust of Mdngke and his brother Qubilai (who had the ulus in China) toward
powerful and really independent Godan. That’s why already in 1251, probably not
long before the death of Godan, Mongke ordered his commander Khoridai to in-
trude into Tibet to establish the immediate control of khan over this vassal state. In
the same year, Sakya Pandita died, and when Godan intended to establish contacts
with his nephew and successor, Pagpa Lama, Qubilai gave order to send new Ti-
betan hierarch to him [23, p. 182; 26, p. 145].

Obviously, the existing of independent ulus under the power of strong and ef-
fective ruler was not in the interests of the Toluid family, and they made an attempt
to restrict the power of Godan. At the same time, Mongke and Qubilai knew about
his illness and didn’t want to demonstrate the evident intention to destroy his ulus
until his death which took place in 1251 or 1252.

Heritage and heirs

Different sources give us different information on the descendants of Godan.
According to Rashid al-Din, he had three sons: Mdngitii, Kiiydn and Jibik Temur
[27, p. 623]. In accordance with the “Yuan shih”, Godan had five sons: Margidai,
Mongétii, Jibik-Temur, Tabild, Kiirliikk, and several of them also had sons [15,
p- 74]. In the “Mu’izz al-ansab”, the Central Asian Persian-language genealogical

" Right to issue edicts is already an evidence of his substantial legal status.
® A.D. Tsendina soundly notes that the illness of Godan is real, but not a metaphoric “sore
of unbelief” [33, p. 125].
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work of the 15™ ¢. based on earlier imperial sources, five sons are mentioned as
well: Méngitii, Ching-Temur, Irijan, Yisu-Tukan and Kiiyin [36, p. 581’

Sons of Godan took part in the gquriltai of 1251 where they supported
a candidature of Mongke [1, p. 568]. Because of that they were granted by Mongke
with ordu as well as his other supporters [27, p. 842]. It means that they had an
opportunity to success to their father. But the policy of Mongke aimed at strength-
ening the control over Godan’s uluses, began in the last years of the life of the lat-
ter, continued after his death towards to his sons. Margidii, the elder son of Godan
saved a right to issue edicts, but, unlike father, had to appeal to will of khan [28, p.
151]: it reflected his subordinate position and dependent rule.

Another son of Godan, Jibik-Temur, was an addressee of Pagpa Lama’s “Jew-
el beads” (also known as “Admonition for the prince Jibik-Temur”, 1266) where
the Tibetan hierarch explained the advantage of using “two wealths” or combina-
tion of temporal power of the Mongol ruler and spiritual power of the Tibetan high
priest [5, p. 87-88]. It allows us to suppose that this son of Godan continued to
contact with Tibetan Buddhist church established by his father. But we also know
that already in 1253 Qubilai established immediate relations with Pagpa Lama and
the next year issued so called “Tibetan edict” prescribing the control of Tibet di-
rectly by Mongol administration in China (submitted to Qubilai himself). The
“Pearl Edict” of 1264 giving immunities and privileges to Tibetan church com-
pletely tied Tibet with new Mongol khan, leaving Godan’s descendants aside [8, p.
14; 35, p. 168-169; see also: 12, p. 64-69].

Despite the fact of permanent support of the Toluid family by Godan and his
sons khan Qubilai had reasons to suspect them in contacts with rebels. So, when Ariq
Boga began the confrontation with his brother Qubilai, he tried to attract the sons of
Godan to his side [27, p. 875]. Rashid al-Din accentuated that the descendants of
Godan, in contrast to other representatives of Ogedei, didn’t support their relative
Qaidu in his struggle with Qubilai [27, p. 626]. Nevertheless, there are several men-
tions in the “Jami’u’t-tawarikh” that “the offspring of Ogddai Qa’an’s son Kotin. ..
conspired to join Qaidu” as well as a lot of other Chinggisid princes [27, p. 282—
282]. Probably, there were only suspicions, but the affiliation of Godan’s descend-
ants with the dynasty of Ogddai could attract Qaidu’s attention to the ulus of Godan
and trouble Qubilai’s positions in Tangqut and Tibet [6, p. 45].

According to the Chapter CVII of “Yuan shih”, the sons and grandsons of
Godan had titles of wangs (princes) and ta-wangs (grand princes). His grandson
Béag-Temur (son of Kiirliik) was a prince of Fen-yang (in Shan-hsi province), and
his own son Yésii-Boka was a prince of Chin as well as his own son Toq-Temur
[15, p. 74-76]. But already in the middle of the 1260s the united ulus of Godan was
spread among his descendants and divided in provinces of Shan-hsi and Sichuan
which were placed under authority of specific Central Secretariat branches in 1266
[11, p. 384, 387]. We suppose that such changes in the status of Godan’s ulus were
connected with political developments in the Mongol Empire of this period, firstly
with civil wars between Qubilai and Ariq-Boka in 1260—1264 and then between
Qubilai and Qaidu in the 1260s — 1290s.

® There is a mess of sons and grandsons of Godan in different sources. So, in the “Yuan
shih” Iranjin mentioned as son of Mdngétii, Godan’s son, whereas in the “Mu’izz al-ansab” he is
a son of Godan himself. Similarly, Kiirliik and Tébilé, the sons of Godan according to the “Yuan
shih”, are mentioned as his grandsons in the “Mu’izz al ansab” (sons of Kiiyén).
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And although Rashid al-Din mentioned that Godan’s descendants “at recent...
are with Oljaitu Qa’an [Temur, successor of Qubilai, 1295-1307 — R.P.] and com-
mand their troops as usual” [27, p. 613], it is undoubtedly that they didn’t obtain
the status of their ancestor and became no more than minor Chinggisids who had
own possessions in autonomous uluses but were under the control of Central ad-
ministration of the Yuan Empire. Moreover, in 1292 Qubilai’s third son Kammala
is mentioned as ruler of Tangqut or, in fact, real successor of Godan’s ulus [see 10,
p. 54, n. 2].

Conclusion

The analysis of sources on prince Godan allows us to assert that in the 1240s —
beginning of the 1250s he was one of the most powerful Chinggisids in the Mongol
Empire, the claimant for the imperial throne and the ruler of own autonomous ulus,
and has a competence for the foreign policy, control of vassal states, grant with
titles and post-attitude. Such power belonged to other influential Chinggisids who
also ruled large and autonomous uluses, such as Batu in the Golden Horde or, later,
ilkhan Hulagu in Iran. But already since the beginning of the 1250s khan Mongke
and his brother Qubilai began restrict his power and spread their control over the
ulus of Godan in Tangqut and his vassal state in Tibet. After the death of Godan his
descendants, because of their affiliation with the Ogedeid dynasty (permanent op-
ponents of Toluid family), inherited only the divided parts of his ulus and fell un-
der the control of Yuan imperial administration, such as the most part of the
Chinggisids in China.
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Llenv uccnedosanus: XapakTepUCTHKa IPaBOBOIO CTaTyca IjapeBHda [omaHa, chlHa
Yrenssi, MHOTOKPAaTHO yIIOMUHAIOIIETOCs B MOHTOIbCKUX MMIIEPCKUX, THOSTCKUX M MO3[-
HECPETHEBEKOBBIX MOHTOJICKMX MCTOYHMKAX, BBISICHCHHWE NMPUYMH MMEHOBAHHMS €ro «Ia-
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Research objectives and materials: This essay discusses the rise of cities in the territo-
ries of the Golden Horde. It contextualizes the information found in European travelers
such as Marco Polo and William of Rubruck to examine the transition from a nomadic
economy to a sedentary economy. Arabic sources such as Abl 1-Fida allow a survey of the
location of the major urban centers while Ibn Battiita allows a deeper understanding of the
composition of cities. While Ukek started as an urban center situated at the northern limit of
the annual nomadic migration route and midway between the capital city Saray in the south
and the city of Bulgar in the north, the essay argues that it is likely that it later gained in
importance as a center for grain production as the result of climate change. It also attempts
to understand the origin and meaning of the name Ukek, for the etymology of which it
offers a detailed examination of medieval and modern data.

Results and novelty of the research: The essay proposes that the name Ukek actually
relays information about the geological formation of the site on which it is built. While
most scholars have understood the original meaning of ‘box’ to represent fortifications built
on the city wall, the author argues that the name refers rather to the boxlike hollow shape of
the formation, which offered both shelter and an elevated location which would be both
visible to travelers as well as a shape easily recognized by travelers coming from thousands
of kilometers from the southeast, where there were several other such formations carrying
the same name.
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Introduction

In this contribution devoted to several aspects of the history of the Golden
Horde city Ukek, I would first like to offer a brief overview of the rise of urban
centers in the Golden Horde. I would then like to use this as the context for trying
to evaluate the development and role of Ukek as a city in the Golden Horde. I will
also discuss the etymology of the name Ukek and offer the most likely solution for
a correct etymology, including what it might mean relative to the actual site of the
medieval settlement. Finally I would like to offer a few concluding thoughts on

© Schamiloglu U., 2018
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what factors might have led to the transformation of Ukek into a major urban cen-
ter during the period of the Golden Horde (13"-14™ centuries).

We may begin by observing that the majority of the population of the Golden
Horde, including its ruling élite, led a nomadic lifestyle in the mid-13" century. By
the 14" century, however, the ruling élite had established itself for part or all of the
year in fixed sedentary centers. There have been relatively few attempts to offer an
overview of urban life in the Golden Horde'. Today we can view the Golden Horde
as a state in which pre-existing urban centers flourished and new ones were created
on sites probably not inhabited by sedentarists at the time of the Mongol invasions.
Viewed from a distance of well over seven centuries, the destruction of urban cen-
ters during the intial conquests was connected with destruction of local centers of
political, military, and economic power. These centers would have resisted the
conquest of western Eurasia by the Mongol World Empire. Their destruction was,
however, an anomalous fact compared to the well-documented expansion in urban
life in the territories of the patrimony of Batu over the course of the 13"-14™ cen-
turies. This is one of the most important aspects of the urban history of the Golden
Horde for which data are now available.

As I have described elsewhere, another important aspect is that these same ur-
ban centers served as a home for a cosmopolitan Islamic civilization [see my: 49;
51]. Although the Golden Horde was a model of religious tolerance in the 13" cen-
tury, the conversion of the ruling élite and the integration of the Golden Horde into
the Islamic world over the course of the 13"-14" centuries necessarily led to the
introduction of Islamic religious knowledge, art and architectural forms,
epigraphical languages, religious and belletristic literary forms, and even Islamic
science. This picture would not last, however, once the waves of bubonic plague
known as the Black Death struck the territories of the Golden Horde beginning in
the middle of the 14™ century [on the Black Death in the Golden Horde see most
recently my: 48]. The demographic collapse in this period necessarily meant that
the urban centers of the Golden Horde would would also rapidly decline and suffer
from the political and military unrest of this “time of trouble”.

1. The Nomadic Background: Migrations and Proto-Cities

The development of towns and the transition of the Golden Horde’s ruling
¢lite and state apparatus to an urbanized way of life did not come about through an
overnight transformation (nor does this article take into consideration earlier cities
in eastern Eurasia such as Qaraqorum). Rather, the process should be considered a
gradual one spread over many decades, and one may even ask whether the process
was ever fully completed. The sources for the Mongol World Empire in the
mid-13™ century already describe the ruler’s camp as mobile centers of population
and economic activity. One might almost consider these camps, which followed the
seasonal migrations of the élite and the rest of the population, as proto-cities form-
ing a model for some of the fixed urban centers, at least for Saray if not for the
later New Saray. The Western travelers John of Plano Carpini and William of
Rubruck, who followed the normal routes taken by merchants during the reign of
Batu, visited Batu’s mobile camp, not the new capital city that William of Rubruck

" In this regard the works of Fedorov-Davydov stand out as an exception, see for example:
[17; 18; 19] and more recently Kramarovskiy [25]. It is worth noting that even the 3rd volume of
Istoriya Tatar offers only a limited treatment of urban life in the Golden Horde.
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said had just been established [59, p. 207]. Although there is a reference in an Ar-
menian source to Batu Khan’s enormous “tent city”, if we may call it that, on the
Volga (Etil) River, it is not clear whether this is possibly a reference to the new-
ly-established capital city of Saray or just to his mobile camp [24, p. 217-218; 23,
p. 292-293]. Whether this source is describing Saray or a mobile proto-city, the
reference may be compared with ‘Umari’s more detailed description of the phe-
nomenon of tent cities in the Il-khanate, including how these mobile cities were
followed by important markets [57, p. Ar. 87/149 and Ar. 99/157].

It is not possible to ascertain how much Batu used Saray, if at all. What is
clear from William of Rubruck’s account is that Batu Khan continued to nomadize
despite the establishment of a fixed urban center [59, p. 126 and p. 207-210]. If the
reign of Batu marked the first step in the end of the ruling élite’s exclusively no-
madic existence, the reign of his successor Berke should be seen as marking the
beginning of a transition to a sedentary way of life. According to the report of
Marco Polo, his father Niccold and his uncle Maffeo traveled in 1260 from Sudaq
to the court of Berke, who according to this source was living at that time in Bulgar
(Bolgara) and Saray [30, p. 34]. When viewed from the perspective of the transi-
tion from mobile camps to fixed cities, this report raises the question of whether
the ruling élite continued to follow a pattern of seasonal migrations after the estab-
lishment of a major fixed sedentary center. If Marco Polo’s report is accurate,
around 1260 Berke was treating Bulgar in the north and the recently-established
Saray of Batu in the south as his two residences. (It seems less likely that the later
New Saray of Berke is meant here.) Although Bulgar was north of the limit of tra-
ditional north-south pastoralism along the Volga River, it clearly could have served
as Berke’s seat of government for part of the year, in all likelihood during the
summer; in such a case Saray would have served as his winter capital. Bulgar was
probably attractive to Berke, an early convert to Islam, because of its role as an
important center of Islamic religious learning as well.

It is certain that by the 14™ century the khan and his court would spend the
winter in the south in one of the capitals called Saray, since Ibn Battiita visited the
court of Ozbek Khan in Saray during the winter’. Yet, it is not clear whether the
khans of the Golden Horde ever abandoned the seasonal search for more favorable
climatic conditions, nor should we expect that they ever did, if we may judge by
patterns of human behavior even at the beginning of the 21 century. There is evi-
dence to suggest that the khans of the Golden Horde continued to travel north in
the summer to the mountains (rather than to Bulgar, as described by Marco Polo),
but it is not clear whether this report refers to the time of the compilation of this
source in the mid-14" century or to an earlier period’. We also know from Ibn
Battiita’s first encounter with Ozbek Khan that the khan and his entourage were
traveling in the form of a mobile camp at the time, which indicates that in all like-
lihood even Ozbek Khan never followed a completely sedentary way of life [22, ii,
p. 481ff.].

% For the translator’s analysis of the chronology of Ibn Battiita’s itinerary, see: [22, ii,
p. 5317]

3 According to ‘Umari, the khans went to the ARQ Tag mountains during the summer,
which could possibly be a reference to the Ural Mountains [57, p. Ar. 83/147]. The Il-khanid
rulers also continued to practice seasonal migrations, as seen in “UmarT [57, p. Ar. 87/149].
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2. The Rise of Cities as Nodes of Commerce

The most important question, however, is what factors might have led to to the
establishment of fixed urban centers, indeed capital cities, in areas formerly inhab-
ited by nomads. Certainly the evidence just cited suggests that they may not have
been intended solely to serve the purpose of year-round residences for the khan.
Rather, we should consider Le Goff’s observation that towns served as nodes in the
network of long-distance trade [26, p. 78]. Indeed, I would argue that the centrality
of trade to the economy of the Golden Horde was the most critical factor in the
establishment of new towns and even cities [on the commerce of the Golden Horde
see my: 50]. Before proceeding with this argument, however, I would simply like
to suggest other factors which one might also consider. For example, there is too
little data to ascertain whether there was a growing population in the Golden Horde
and in its subject states through the middle of the 14™ century which might also
have contributed to a process of sedentarization and urbanization. Such a demo-
graphic trend has been described for much of Western and Eastern Europe in the
same period, but it has not been discussed in the case of western Eurasia, see the
discussion in: [26, p. 245; and also 9, p. 57-65].

Already the earlier mobile proto-cities served a commercial function, as is
clear from the accounts of the European travelers of the 13" century, who did not
visit Saray in the steppe zone. Fixed settlements, towns, and even cities would not
have developed in the steppe zone, let alone flourished, without the fulfillment of
several conditions. One of these was the security afforded trade routes in the steppe
zone by a strong state-sponsored security apparatus, in the case of the Golden
Horde the so-called “Pax Mongolica”. One of the results of this strong security,
which meant protection from possible predatory raids by highly-mobile nomadic
forces, was that centers of sedentary habitation could exist successfully in the
steppe zone traditionally inhabited by nomads. Immediately prior to the Mongol
conquests Kiev and the commercial centers of the Volga-Kama confluence, the
Crimea, and Xwarezm had relied on cooperation with the nomadic Kipchak Turks
(including the Polovtsians) to provide security for trade routes and for the city it-
self. Such security was not intended for the well-being of the citizens of the state.
Rather, it was necessary for the promotion and success of markets and international
commerce over the entire steppe zone, which would, of course, result in increased
tax revenues for the sedentary and nomadic states concerned.

In contrast to the protection afforded these centers by nomadic Kipchak Turks,
the Golden Horde combined both the function of state security for international
commerce and the function of sponsorship of marketplaces under a single state
apparatus. Etil must have served the same function centuries earlier under the secu-
rity offered by the Khazar state. The promotion of commercial activity also re-
quired the development of a commercial infrastructure in the steppe zone, includ-
ing marketplaces, accommodations and warehouses for merchants, and the toll
barriers from which the ruling élite would derive a steadily increasing income.
While the original mobile proto-cities could offer only limited services to mer-
chants, the steady increase in commercial activity already in the mid-13™ century
necessitated the establishment of large fixed commercial centers that could be reli-
ably located by travelers year-round already by the end of Batu’s reign, i.e. before
the even more dramatic increase in commercial relations with the Italian maritime
republics.
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It is no coincidence that the capital cities of Saray and later New Saray were
strategically located along the crossroads of international commerce passing
through the territories of the Golden Horde and served more or less the function of
international commercial centers. Many other towns also emerged along trade
routes to facilitate commercial activity by serving as entrepdts and marketplaces.
Many smaller settlements were created along the routes of trade and com-
munication for other reasons such as manning river crossing stations and transpor-
tation stations for changing horses (including for the couriers of the imperial mes-
senger system), toll barriers, and bases from which trade expeditions could be
mounted to outlying areas such as the sources of furs in the distant forests of the
north.

The urban centers in the steppe zone would have served no purpose in the ab-
sence of extensive commercial activity, nor would it have made any sense for the
state or for individuals to engage in the costly task of building an urban center and
sponsoring monumental architecture in the absence of a significant source of reve-
nue to support such building activity. It is not clear, however, whether there was a
system of caravansarais in the steppe regions of western Eurasia; Ibn Battiita does
refer to “stations” between cities [22, ii, p. 475] The presence of urban centers in
the steppe zone such as Etil in the Khazar period and the two Sarays in the Mongol
period bespeaks a significant volume of international trade, most notably through
the Black Sea, and the absence of such centers in certain periods such as during the
Kievan period may indicate a significantly lower level of commercial activity in
these same territories.

We do not know what portion of the cost of developing these sites — no doubt
a huge investment — was borne by the Golden Horde state. It is possible that indi-
vidual commercial buildings or larger complexes were paid for by individual mer-
chants or trading associations. It is clear in certain cases, however, that specific
examples of monumental architecture were sponsored by wealthy members of the
ruling élite, including the khan and his tribal leaders. In addition to the palaces of
the khan and similar buildings, there were mosques and other religious structures
endowed by the khan and other members of the ruling élite and their wives, not to
mention baths and other kinds of structures as well. Another phenomenon neces-
sarily accompanying the emergence of fixed urban centers was the creation of a far
higher degree of economic specialization among the labor force than under a sub-
sistence-level pastoral nomadic economy. Earlier, artisans were relocated in towns
and settlements along the trade routes to produce luxury goods, and other segments
of the population, including Slavs, were relocated to raise food and provide other
services for the state. By