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Abstract. This paper examines the issue of the Jochid genealogy in the Safavid sources
with particular attention to the genealogy of Urus Khan, the “Left Hand” ruler of the
Jochid Ulus, and reconsiders the nature of their portrayals of the Jochid Ulus. In addi-
tion, through the analysis in this paper, I hope to provide some insight into the question
of how the Safavid sources perceived the Jochid Ulus and its successor states.

Research materials. Muntakhab al-Tawarikh-i Mu ‘ini, Topkapr Sarayr Miizesi
Kiitiiphanesi, B. 411, Safavid sources, Ghaffar’s Nusakh-i Jahan-ara, Haydar Razi’s
Tarikh-i Haydart.

Results and novelty of the research. 1) The Safavid historiography was strongly in the
tradition of the Timurid historiography. However, among the Timurid sources, it is the
Muntakhab al-Tawartkh-i Mu ‘int that provides specific descriptions of the Jochid Ulus
in the late fourteenth century — a period for which little information is otherwise availa-
ble. It may therefore be assumed that the Nusakh-i Jahan-ara, in its account of the
Jochid Ulus, drew upon the Muntakhab al-Tawarikh-i Mu ‘ini, albeit with certain inter-
pretative modifications. 2) The Safavid sources recognized not only the rulers of the
“Aq Orda / Left Hand” but also those of the “Kok Orda / Right Hand” (Batuids) as the
descendants of Orda. 3) The Safavid sources after Nusakh-i Jahan-ara have been said to
refer to the Muntakhab al-Tawarikh-i Mu ‘ini, but more accurately they referred to
Nusakh-i Jahan-ara that may have attempted to reasonably interpret the Muntakhab al-
Tawarikh-i Mu ‘int statement. 4) The Safavid sources were exclusively interested in the
eastern successor states to the Jochid Ulus. Among them, the Kazakh Khanate, which
ruled the eastern Kipchak steppe, was recognized as having continuity from the Jochid
Ulus.
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Some Safavid sources contain descriptions of the Jochid Ulus'. However,
these descriptions are generally regarded as having been based on the Timurid
general/universal history Muntakhab al-Tawarikh-i Mu ‘int (or its earlier ver-
sion, Iskandar Anonymous [1413/4]), attributed to Mu‘in al-Din Natanzi* (1414;
hereafter — MTM) [20, c. 210, 213]; and although they have been partially uti-
lized, they have not been examined in a direct and systematic manner. In this
context, A. A. Absalikov recently paid attention to the Safavid sources and
claimed that Urus Khan (ancestor of the Kazakh Khanate, r. 1368—77), the “Left
Hand” ruler of the Jochid Ulus, was a descendant of Orda (Urda; the eldest son
of Jochi) [1]. This paper examines Absalikov’s theory and reconsiders the na-
ture of the portrayals of the Jochid Ulus in the Safavid sources”.

Ts. Akasaka also makes an interesting point that the Safavid sources recog-
nized the Kazakh Khanate as the “legitimate” successor to the Jochid Ulus in
the eastern Kipchak steppe [24, p. 243-245]. Through the analysis in this paper,
I hope to provide some insight into the question of how the Safavid sources
perceived the Jochid Ulus and its successor states (Later Jochid states).

1. The Genealogy of Urus Khan and the MTM

The questions of whether the “Left Hand” ruler Urus Khan, ancestor of the
Kazakh Khanate, belonged to the Ordaid or the Toqa/Toqay Temiirid line, and
whether the “Left Hand” that gave rise to the Kazakh Khanate was designated
as “Aq Orda (dq irda, i.e. White Horde)” or “Kok Orda (kitk iirda, i.e. Blue
Horde)”, are of central importance for the history of the Jochid Ulus and the
Kazakh Khanate, and have been the subject of substantial scholarly research®. In
my previous works, I have argued that Urus Khan belonged to the Toqa
Temiirid line (see note 5) and that the “Left Hand” was designated as the “Kok
Orda” at least by the late fourteenth century [32, p. 174—177; 37]. With regard
to these issues, the Timurid general history MTM, one of the few historical
sources that provides specific descriptions of the Jochid Ulus in the late four-
teenth century, has long been at the center of scholarly debate.

Many of the theories of Urus Khan as an Orda descendant identify the “Left
Hand” ruler Sasi Buqa, Urus Khan’s great-grandfather in the MTM, as the same
person as Sat1/Sast Biiga b. Bayan, a descendant of Orda, who appears in Rashid
al-Din’s Jami* al-Tawartkh (1307, enlarged 1310/1; see Genealogy (a), (b)).
However, elsewhere in the MTM, Sasi Buiqa’s father Niiqay (Nogqai, Noghai) is
described as “son of Tatar, son of TWWK [<Buul; the eighth son of Jochi]”,

" Of those, Qadi Ahmad Ghaffari Qazvini’s Nusakh/Tarikh-i Jahan-ara (1564/5)
and Haydar b. ‘Ali Husayni Razi’s Tarikh-i Haydart (Majma * al-Tawarikh) (1618/9) are
included in V. G. Tizengauzen’s Collection of materials relating to the history of the
Golden Horde. T. 11 [20, ¢. 210-215, 269-274].

? On a discussion of his authorship, see [12, c. 528, mpum. 1].

3 At the same time, a re-examination of the descriptions of the Chinggisids in Ot-
toman sources has begun [33], thereby opening up new avenues for research.

* For recent research on these questions, see [4, c. 117-119; 5, ¢. 10-15; 7, c. 195—
204; 8; 9, c. 46-48; 10; 15; 22, c. 172-184; 24, p. 63-90; 49]. Zh. M. Sabitov’s latest
article [18], while sharing some of the same concerns as this paper, also examines these
issues from a broader perspective. Where the MTM got its information about Jochid
Ulus is also an important consideration [3, c¢. 102—-103; 16; 22, ¢. 84-92; 27, p. 116—
117;36; 38, p. 418-419; 50].
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and it is pointed out that his lineage is not actually connected to that of Orda
[21, c. 61; 24, p. 83-84; 28, p. 737’.

In addition, I have recently focused on the Jochid parts of the “table
(jadwal) [of dynasties]” in the MTM Paris manuscript and Topkapi Sarayi
Miizesi Kiitiiphanesi, B. 411 (1413; hereafter — B. 411) attributed to the same
author as the MTM; through this analysis it has become clear that the author
would not have had accurate information about the early history of the Ordaids
(“Left Hand”) [37]°. More to the point, the MTM states, “After the time and
term of his [=Batu] life reached longevity, his brother Orda became the succes-
sor (qa’im-magam)” [21, c. 60; 28, p. 68]7, which differs from the Jami‘ al-
Tawarikh and other sources. This lack of knowledge or ambiguity about the
Ordaids (“Left Hand”) is thought to have contributed to the confusion of the
genealogy in the MTM (and B. 411)%.

2. Absalikov’s Theory

Absalikov analyzes several Safavid sources that contain references to the
Jochid Ulus; in this article [1], however, he focuses on the genealogy of Qasim
Khan (r. 1509-21) of the Kazakh Khanate in Hasan Beg Rumla’s Ahsan al-
Tawarikh (1578; see Genealogy (d)).

The interesting points of Absalikov’s theory are as follows: 1) he focuses
on the genealogy in the Safavid sources of “Orda — Quli — Nigay (not found in
the Ahsan al-Tawarikh) — Sasi Biiga’ — Urus Khan”; 2) by reading Sasi
Biigha/Biiqa’s father in the jadwal of the MTM as Hartiq Biigha(y) (I read Sas1
Biigha’s father as Sart Biigha in the jadwal and B. 411 [36, p. 42; 37, p. 35]; see
Genealogy (b)'’), he identifies Niiqay, Sasi Biiga’s father in the MTM, as the
same person as Nuqay b. Jartiq (Hartiq Biigha(y)) b. Tumakan b. Qiili b. Orda in
the Mu ‘izz al-Ansab (1426/7; see Genealogy (a)). In doing so, he advanced the

> The person corresponding to Sasi Biiqa b. Niigay (and Mubarak Kh"aja, the “Left
Hand” ruler whose existence is confirmed by coins) is found among the descendants of
Toqa Temiir. According to the Mu‘izz al-Ansab (1426/7), Tavarikh-i Guzida(-yi)
Nusrat-nama (ca. 1504), and so on, Urus Khan is the son of Badaq/Badiq, a descendant
of Toqa Temiir [4, c. 117-119; 5, c. 10-15; 8; 24, p. 83—84, 150-151; 49].
Taqa Timir T Bay Timur/Bayimir — Tuqanchar T Mubarak Khvaja

_ Sasi— Nugay
Uriink Ttmir/Urunbash — Achiq — Bagbuqa/Taqtaq — Timir Khwaja — Badag/Badiq — Urus Khan

® In addition, it is important here that both of the MTM and B. 411 do not refer to
the names of Qonggiran/Qonghuran, Temiir Buga, Qonichi (Qiinichi), and Bayan
(Bayan), who were the successors of Orda in the “Left Hand”, according to Rashid al-
Din’s Jami‘ al-Tawartkh [22, c. 125-146; 24, p. 145-149; 25, p. 18-25]. As with the
MTM, the genealogy from Orda to Sasi Biiga in the B. 411 is not actually connected. In
fact, it is not clear whether the MTM recognized the “Left Hand” as the Ordaids or not.
On the B. 411 genealogy, see also [18, c. 89-91].

7 This sentence was not included in Tizengauzen’s Russian translation [20] and has
not received much attention so far.

¥ In addition, the author probably did not have accurate knowledge of the genealo-
gy of the Shibanids and Toqa Temiirids that had replaced the Batuids and Ordaids [32,
p. 176, n. 18].

° However, it has already been pointed out that the Safavid sources considered Sasi
Biiga as a descendant of Qiili, the second son of Orda [24, p. 84].

' On a Turkic personal name of Sari Biigha (Sari Bugha), see [46, p. 636].
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theory that Sast Biiga in the MTM was a descendant of Qiil1, the second son of
Orda, in contrast to the traditional view that the Sast Biiqa was Sasi/Sati Biiga b.
Bayan, a descendant of Orda. In other words, he argued that Urus Khan be-
longed to the Ordaids and descended from Quli.

As for this Absalikov theory, Zh. M. Sabitov has already criticized it [18,
c. 93-94]. This paper will examine this theory below in terms of the correlation
between the MTM and the Safavid sources’ descriptions of the Jochid Ulus.

(a) Genealogy of the Jami‘ al-Tawartkh and the Mu‘izz al-Ansab [6, c. 3940,
18b-19b; 13, c. 6667, 69; 45, p. 710-713]
Orda — Sartaqtay — Qiinichi — Bayan — Safi/Sasi Biiqa
Qﬁ_ﬁ” — Tumakan — Jariiq — Niigay

(b) Genealogy of the Muntakhab al-Tawarikh-i Mu ‘int [21, c. 65-66; 28, p. 88—
92]

Nigay (listed as SarT Biigha in the jadwal and B. 411) — Sasi Biigad — Irazan —
Jimbay (Chimbay)'* — Urus Khan

(¢) Genealogy of the Nusakh-i Jahan-ara [2, c. 65-66; 20, c. 211-212, 270-271,;
41, p. 205-207]

Orda — Qiuli — Nigay/Biigdy — Sasi Biiga ° — Trazan/Idzan — Jimtay/Jihay
(Chimbay) — Urus Khan — Qiayzi (Quyurchuq) Khan'* — Baraq Khan — Jani Bik —
Saydak Khan'® — Qasim Khan — Haqq Nazar Khan

(d) Genealogy of the Ahsan al-Tawarikh [30, p. 1135]

Orda — Quiy1 (Qili) — Sasi Biiga — Irazan — Chitmay (Chimbay) Khan — Urus Khan
— Quz1 (Quyurchuq) Khan —Qaraja — Baraq — Jan1 Btk Khan — Saydak Khan — Qasim
Khan

(e) Genealogy of the Tarikh-i Haydart [20, c. 213-215, 272-274; 31, f. 49b-51Db]

Orda — Tali (Qali) — Biqay (Niiqay) — Sasi Biiqa'® — Idaran/Idariin (Irazan) —
Jjjay/Sijay (Chimbay) — Urus Khan — Quyr1 Jan Ughlan / Qubr1/Qurt Khan (Quyurchuq)
— Baraq Khan — Jani1/Jan Bik — Saydak Khan — Qasim Khan — Qamash (Mamash) Khan
(— Tahir Khan'")

"' In the Russian translation of the Mu ‘izz al-Ansab, he is mistakenly described as
the son of Qtnichi.

"2 There is no information on this figure other than the MTM and other sources dis-
cussed in this paper that may have been influenced by it. R. Yu. Reva and V. A. Be-
lyaev’s study is an interesting attempt to identify the recently discovered “cimty-a” on
the paiza with this figure, but as the authors note, this is an issue for further study [14].

'* This figure is described as Idzan in [41].

' The father-son relationship between Qiiyzi Khan (Quyurchuq) and Baraq Khan
is indicated in Tizengauzen’s edition [20], but not in [41].

'> Qasim Khan is the son of Jani Bik Khan. “Saydak Khan” could be another name
of Jant Bik Khan (also called “Abii Sa‘id Khan”).

' The father-son relationship between Biiqay (Niiqay) and SasT Biqa is indicated
in Tizengauzen’s edition [20], but not in [31]. See below and note 23.

17 Tahir Khan is Qasim Khan’s nephew. In the Tarikh-i Haydart, Tahir Khan’s far-
ther is described as Uz Bek (Ozbek) Khan.
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3. Qadi Ahmad Ghaffarl Qazvinr’s Nusakh-i Jahan-ara

The earliest Safavid source that contains descriptions of the Jochid Ulus is
Qadi Ahmad Ghaffari Qazvini’s general history Nusakh/Tarikh-i Jahan-ara
(1564/5; hereafter — NJA; see Genealogy (c))'.

It is confirmed that the genealogy of the Ahsan al-Tawarikh referred to that
of the NJA; the genealogy from Niqay to Urus Khan (and the descriptions of
the “Aq Orda” and “Kd&k Orda™) also confirm once again that the NJA referred
to the MTM (or the Iskandar Anonymous). However, some descriptions that
differ from the MTM can be found. Absalikov also notes these differences and
states that the NJA did not use the MTM, or if it did, the MTM was not its prima-
ry source [2, c. 66—68]. However, given the similarities of descriptions between
the MTM and NJA, these differences appear to be the result of the NJA4’s inter-
pretation of the MTM description while referring to it, as explained below.

The NJA states as follows after Jochi, Batu, Sartaq, and Berke: “After him
[=Berke], the throne passed to the descendants of Orda, and they were divided
into two branches” (see note 22). After that, the rulers of the “Kok Orda / Right
Hand (dast-i rast; from Tuqta Khan to Berdi Bik)” and the “Aq Orda / Left
Hand (dast-i chap; from Tuida Munka to Haqq Nazar Khan)” are described, but
the description of the “Kdk Orda / Right Hand” begins as follows: “The prov-
inces of the Right Hand, such as Urus, Liga, Ukek, Majar, Bulghar, and Qazan,
belonged to them. Tuqta/Tugna Khan b. Qubiigily b. Orda b. Jochi (J§iji/Chuchi)
sat on the throne”'’. Then, all of the following rulers up to Berdibek are consid-
ered to be the descendants of Orda [2, ¢. 64-65; 20, ¢. 210-211, 269-270; 41,
p- 203-205].

The description of the “Aq Orda / Left Hand” begins as follows: “The prov-
inces of the Left Hand from the boundary of Uluq Taq to Qaratal and the border
of Liis belonged to them. Tuda Munka b. Niigay b. Quli b. Orda was anointed to
the throne and held the position for a long time. Sasi Buiga b. Niiga(y) (see note
13) seized power after [his] brother and died in 720” [2, c. 65; 20, c. 211, 270;
41, p. 205]. While the NJA does identify Sast Buga b. Niiqay as the son of Qiil1,
the second son of Orda, at the same time, the NJA also recognizes the rulers,
who are actually the Batuids, as the descendants of Orda.

Previous studies have focused on the genealogy of the “Aq Orda / Left
Hand” (including Urus Khan); however, it is noteworthy that the NJA states that
“the throne passed to the descendants of Orda” and that the “Kok Orda / Right
Hand” (Batuids) was also recognized as the descendants of Orda. This is proba-
bly the result of interpreting the MTM statement asserting that “(after Batu) his
brother Orda became the successor” (see above). In doing so, actually the MTM
does not name Sasi Biiga b. Nuiqay as a descendant of Orda, but the NJ4 may
have attempted to reasonably interpret the MTM statement by linking the MTM

' For the Safavid sources treated in this paper, see [26; 42, p. 16-18; 43; 44; 48].
GhaffarT and ‘Abdi Beg Shirazi were contemporaries and likely knew one another. Alt-
hough their writings exhibit similarities, the latter probably referred to the works of the
former [29, p. 28; 42, p. 18].

' As Absalikov notes [2, c. 67], it is an important difference that the MTM states
that the Jochid Ulus was divided into two branches after Tuiqta, whereas the NJA places
it after Berke. However, the NJA4 is common to the MTM in that the first ruler of the
“Kok Orda / Right Hand” is Taqta.
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genealogy to that of the Jami ‘ al-Tawarikh and so on™ (by making Sasi Biiqa b.
Niiqay a descendant of Qili b. Orda; see Genealogy (a), (b), (c))*'.

Why did the NJ4 draw upon the MTM? It is clear from the works of
Sh. A. Quinn and T. Trausch that the Safavid historiography was strongly in the
tradition of the Timurid historiography (partly of the Aq Qoyunlu) [29, p. 28—
29; 42; 43; 44; 48]. However, among the Timurid sources, it is the MTM that
provides specific descriptions of the Jochid Ulus in the late fourteenth century —
a period for which little information is otherwise available. It may therefore be
assumed that the NJA4, in its account of the Jochid Ulus, drew upon the MTM,
albeit with certain interpretative modifications.

4. Safavid Sources after the NJA

Safavid sources after the NJA, including the aforementioned Ahsan al-
Tawadrikh, contain information basically similar to that of the NJA. Of those, the
description of ‘Abdi Beg Shirazi’s Taklimat al-Akhbar (1570) almost follows
the NJA [23, p. 155-159; see note 18].

Haydar b. ‘Ali Husayni Razi’s Tarikh-i Haydari (Majma‘ al-Tawarikh)
(1618/9; the author’s background is, in fact, unknown [26]; see Genealogy (e))
states as follows: after the death of Berke “his descendants became two stratums
(tabaga)™”; “Account of sultans of Kok [Orda] who were the descendants of
Jochi (Juj1). First was Qubily b. Orda b. Jochi” (below, from Tuqtay Khan to
Berdi Bik); “Account of sultans of Aq [Orda] who are also the descendants of
Jochi... [Tida] Munkay b. Biigdy (Nugay) b. Talt (Qdli) b. Orda b. Jochi...
after him, Sasi Biiga, who was his brother™...” (below, from Idaran/Idariin
[Trazan] to Tahir Khan) [20, c. 213-215, 272-274; 31, f. 49b-51b].

With minor variations, these are basically similar information to the NJA.
These have been said to refer to the MTM so far, but more accurately they re-
ferred to the NJA that may have attempted to reasonably interpret the MTM
statement.

It is also noteworthy that the influence of the MTM and the NJA was far-
reaching, including Tahir Muhammad Sabzwart’s Rawdat al-Tahirin (1606/7),
who emigrated from Iran to India, Ottoman historiography (Ahmet
Miineccimbast’s Sahaif iil-ahbar [Cami‘u'd-diivel], ca. 1672), and Crimean
Khanate historiography (Seyyid Muhmed Rizd’s Es-seb ‘ii’s-seyyar, 1737 or

%1t is unclear if the NJA ever saw the Mu ‘izz al-Ansab itself as Absalikov pointed
out. However, similar genealogical information is available in the Jami * al-Tawarikh, to
which Qadi Ahmad Ghaffari referred in another work Nigaristan (1552) [39, p. 85],
therefore, he would have had such genealogical information at hand. There is also a
similar genealogy in the Tavarikh-i Guzida(-yi) Nusrat-nama (from Orda to Jaruq) [47,
p. 116-117]. Interestingly, the confusion between Niiqay b. Tatar and Niiqay b. Jariq is
also found in some manuscripts of the Jami ‘ al-Tawarikh [7, c. 200; 13, c. 82]. Sabitov
specifies that such confusion may have affected the genealogy of the NJA [18, c. 95].

*! The appearance of Qili b. Orda on another place in the MTM text [21, c. 61; 28,
p- 72] may have contributed to the NJA interpretation.

2 farzandan-i i du tabaqa shudand. This part in the NJA is as follows: saltanat bi-
fanzandan-i irda rasida mutafarriq bi-du farqa shudand, it is possible that Haydar Raz1
rewrote (or miswrote) the underlined part.

3 sast biiga ki baradarash bid. This part follows Tizengauzen’s edition [20]. In
[31]: “his son Sasi Biiqa, his brother Biiqa(?) (pisarash sast biiga ki baradarash biiga)”.
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1744)**. The genealogy of information originating in the MTM and the NJA is
also an important issue (see also [17; 18, c. 92-94]).

5. How the Safavid Sources Perceived the Jochid Ulus and their de-
scendant states?

As mentioned at the beginning, Akasaka makes an interesting point that the
Safavid sources recognized the Kazakh Khanate as the “legitimate” successor to
the Jochid Ulus in the eastern Kipchak steppe [24, p. 243—245]. The rationale is
as follows (see Genealogy (c), (€)):

1) In the NJA description of the Jochid rulers, the account of “Muhammad
Sultan (Kiichiik Muhammad) b. Timiir Khan b. Qutlugh Timiir” is followed by
“Qasim Khan b. Saydak Khan b. Jani Bik b. Baraq Khan” (Kazakh Khanate
ruler), then comes the account of “Haqq Nazar Khan b. Qasim Khan” (Kazakh
Khanate ruler, r. 1537/8-80) [20, c. 211-212, 270-271; 41, p. 205-207].

2) According to the Tarikh-i Haydari, “Mubhammad [b.] Timtr Khan b.
Qutlugh Timir” (Kiichiik Muhammad) is followed by “Qasim Khan b. Saydak
Khan b. Jani/Jan Bik b. Barag Khan” (Kazakh Khanate ruler), followed by
“Qamash (Mamash) Khan b. Qasim Khan” (Kazakh Khanate ruler, r. 1521-22),
followed by “Tahir Khan” (Kazakh Khanate ruler, r. 1522-1531/2). It is also
stated that Qasim Khan brought “the Ulus of Jochi Khan (ulis-i jiji khan)”
under his control [20, c. 213-215, 272-274; 31, f. 49b-51b].

Indeed, the Kazakh rulers are continuously described in the account of the
“Aq Orda / Left Hand” rulers. In addition, Qasim Khan is also called “the ruler
of the steppe and the Ulus of Jochi Khan (hakim-i dasht wa uliis-i jigji khan)”,
“the emperor/ruler of the steppe (padshah/hakim-i dasht)”, and Haqq Nazar
Khan — “the ruler of the steppe (farman-farmda-yi dasht)” [31, f. 52b, 53b; 41,
p- 207]. Akasaka’s points are thought-provoking. Furthermore, let us turn to the
structure of the Safavid sources’ narrative on the Jochids.

Structure of the Nusakh-i Jahan-ara [41, p. 203-210]

Chapter (satr) 3. On Descendants (dhurriyaf) of Jochi: from Jochi to Berke
Khan.

Paragraph (harf) 1. On sultans of Kok Orda: from Tligna (Tuqta) Khan to Berd1
Bik.

Paragraph 2. On khaqans of Aq Orda: from Tuda Munka to Haqq Nazar Khan.

After mentioning that the Ordaid dynasty (dawlat-i diidman-i irda) was weakened
by the conflict with the Tuqtamish (Toqtamish) family and the rise of the descendants of
Shiban b. Jochi:

Paragraph 1. On sultans of Ma wara’ al-nahr: the Shaybanid Dynasty, from
Abii al-Khayr Khan (r. 1428/9—68/9) to Iskandar Khan (r. 1561-83).

Paragraph 2. On sultans of Kh"arazm: the Khiva Khanate, from Il Pars (Ilbars)
to Jajim Khan (Hajim/Haji Muhammad, r. 1558-1603).

Structure of the Tarikh-i Haydarr [31, f. 49a—57a]

Account of Jochi Khan: from Jochi Khan to Berke Khan.

Account of sultans of Kok [Orda]: from Qubiy to Berdi Bik.
Account of sultans of Aq [Orda]: from [Ttuda] Munkay to Tahir Khan.

** Sahaif iil-ahbar mentions the NJA (ghaffarinin jahdan-ard) as its source [24, p.
84; 35, p. 689]. In Es-seb i 's-seyydr, the “white tent (aq obali)” is associated with Orda
and the “blue tent (k6k obalr)” with Batu [19, c. 117-118; 40, p. 90-91].
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Account of another group of the Jochids (fawji digaran-i al-i jiji): the
Shaybanid Dynasty, from Aba al-Khayr Khan to ‘Abd Allah (the second, r. 1583-98).

Account of the Jochids’ rule in Kh“arazm (hukiamat-i al-i jiji dar kh”arazm):
the Khiva Khanate, from [I1] Pars to Hajim Khan.

What is characteristic here is that only the eastern states — the Kazakh
Khanate and the Shidanids (Shaybanid Dynasty and Khiva Khanate) — are de-
scribed among the successor states to the Jochid Ulus. In other words, the
Safavid sources, of course, were exclusively interested in the eastern successor
states to the Jochid Ulus (these are especially detailed about the Shaybanid
Dynasty and the Khiva Khanate). Among them, the Kazakh Khanate, which
ruled the eastern Kipchak steppe, was recognized as having continuity (“legiti-
macy” according to Akasaka) from the Jochid Ulus®. In addition, this may also
be the result of the tradition of (Islamic) general history, in which sources fol-
low the contents of previous generations and add contemporaneous history to
them [34, p. 13].

On the other hand, there is an interesting argument that the Great Horde
(Bol’shaya Orda) existed in the west and that the Crimean Khanate claimed to
have inherited the Great Horde. It should be noted, however, that these discus-
sions do not actually include the eastern part [11, ¢. 361-362; 24, p. 240-243].
The debate over “legitimacy” within the successor states to the Jochid Ulus will
be deepened by considering both of the eastern and western successor states, as
well as the perceptions from the surrounding powers.

Concluding remarks

The following has been discussed in this paper:

1) The Safavid historiography was strongly in the tradition of the Timurid
historiography. However, among the Timurid sources, it is the MTM (or the
Iskandar Anonymous) that provides specific descriptions of the Jochid Ulus in
the late fourteenth century — a period for which little information is otherwise
available. It may therefore be assumed that the NJA, in its account of the Jochid
Ulus, drew upon the MTM, albeit with certain interpretative modifications.

2) The Safavid sources recognized not only the rulers of the “Aq Orda /
Left Hand” but also those of the “Kok Orda / Right Hand” (Batuids) as the de-
scendants of Orda. In doing so, the NJ4 may have attempted to reasonably in-
terpret the MTM statement by linking the MTM genealogy to that of the Jami*
al-Tawarikh and so on (by making Sasi Bliqa b. Niiqay a descendant of Quli b.
Orda).

3) The Safavid sources after the NJA have been said to refer to the MTM
so far, but more accurately they referred to the NJA that may have attempted to
reasonably interpret the MTM statement.

4) The Safavid sources were exclusively interested in the eastern successor
states to the Jochid Ulus. Among them, the Kazakh Khanate, which ruled the
eastern Kipchak steppe, was recognized as having continuity (“legitimacy” ac-
cording to Akasaka) from the Jochid Ulus.

3 However, it is noteworthy that they are not called “kazakh (gazag)” in the quoted
parts in this paper except the Ahsan al-Tawarikh [30, p. 1135].
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This paper has examined Absalikov’s theory; however, in light of the con-
siderations discussed above, attributing Urus Khan to the Ordaid line on the
basis of the Safavid sources is unconvincing. In other words, his theory does not
constitute a refutation of the view that Urus Khan belonged to the Toqa
Temiirid line. Nevertheless, his study represents an important contribution, as it
has opened the way for a re-examination of the Safavid sources. In addition, he
raised another significant question concerning how to position the father of Sas1
Biiga/Bugha (Nuqay or Sari Biigha / Hartiq Buigha(y)) in the MTM and B. 411.

The aim of this paper is to present a new perspective on the MTM and the
Safavid sources, one that has not yet been sufficiently considered. In order to
address the issues outlined at the beginning through the genealogical infor-
mation contained in the MTM and the Safavid sources, it is necessary to exam-
ine how these works portray not only the “Aq Orda / Left Hand,” but also the
Jochid Ulus and its successor states as a whole — that is, how they perceived the
Jochid Ulus and its political legacy.

However, the arguments advanced in this paper remain provisional and re-
quire further verification. It is hoped that these tentative attempts will contribute
to future research on the history of the Jochid Ulus.
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yAYC AKYUUN B CEOEBUACKUX NICTOYHMKAX:
K BOITPOCY O AXKYUNACKOW TEHEA1OTUN
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Pe3tome. llens uccnenoBaHms: paccMOTpeTh mpobieMy JIKy4nacKod TeHealnoruu B
ceeBUACKNX NCTOYHHKAX, MPEXKIEC BCETO TEeHEANIOTHIO Y pyc-XaHa, pasuTens «JleBoro
KpeUla» Yiryca JKydd, a Takke MEpPEeOCMBICTUTHh XapakTep Ce(PeBHIACKMX OIMHMCAHHHA
Vayca Jxyuu. Kpome Toro, B pe3ysbraTe MpPOBEIEHHOTO aHAJIM3a NPEIIPUHUMAETCS
TMIOTIBITKA TPOSICHUTH, KAKMM 00pa3oM ce(eBUACKNE MCTOYHHUKH BOCHPHHUMAIH 30J10-
Tyto Opay U TocyAapCcTBa-IPEeeMHHUKH.

Marepuans! uccienoBanus: «MyHraxad at-TaBapux-u My ‘uHm»; pykonuch bubnmore-
ku My3ses nBopua Tomkansl, B. 411; cedeBuackue ncrtounuku: «Hycax-u Ixaxan-apa»
laddapn, «Tapux-u Xaiinapn» Xaigap Pasu.

PesynbraTel m HayuHas HoBu3Ha. 1) Cedesuuckas uctopuorpadus B 3HAUHTEIHHOU
CTEIICHN ONMPAJIACh Ha TPAAWIMN TUMYPHJICKON ucTtoprorpadun. Cpeau THMYpPUACKAX
HCTOYHNKOB MMEHHO «MyHTaxa0 ar-TaBapux-u My‘WHI» COAEPKHUT MTOAPOOHEIE CBe-
neHust 00 Yiyce J[xyan BTOpoii nmonoBuHbl XIV B., M03TOMY, HO-BHAMMOMY, IIPH OIIHU-
caann JxyuneB Yiryca aBTop «Hycax-u J[xaxaH-apa» ommpaics Ha «MyHTaxab at-
TaBapux-u My‘uan». 2) CedeBuackue HUCTOUYHUKH CUHTAIN MoToMKamu Opabl He
TONBKO TpaBuTeneit «Ax Opxel / JleBoro kpbuay, Ho u npasureneit «Kyk Opzsr / [pa-
Boro kpbuia» (baryumor). 3) Cunraercs, uro cedeBUACKHE UCTOUHUKHU Tocite «Hycax-u
xaxan-apa» oOpamanuch k «MyHTaxa0 ar-TaBapux-u My‘WHW», OJHAKO TO4YHEE
TOBOPUTH O TOM, 4TO OHHU Hcmonb3oBamu «Hycax-u JlkaxaH-apa», HpeicTaBisIBILIEe
co00#l MOMBITKY palMOHANBFHON HMHTEpIpeTanuy cBeleHni «MyHrtaxal ar-TaBapux-u
My ‘unm». 4) CedeBuackne HCTOYHUKH TPOSBISIIA HHTEPEC UCKIIOUYUTENEHO K BOCTOY-
HBIM rocyaapcTBaM-nipeeMHuKaM Yiyca [Ixyun. Cpeau Hux Kazaxckoe xaHcTBO, mpa-
BHBIIIEE B BOCTOYHOM dacTn Kumuakckoil CTemu, paccMaTpHBalIOCh KakK TOCYIapCTBO,
COXpaHsBIIIEE TPEEMCTBEHHOCTh OT Yiryca JIKydH.

KualoueBble ciaoBa: Ypyc-xaH, «MyHraxa0 ar-TaBapux-u My‘umHn», cedeBuackue
ncrounnkn, «Hycax-u xaxan-apa» ['apdapn, «Tapux-u Xaiinapu» Xaiinap Pazn
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