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CHAPTER IIIL

CULMINATION AND DECLINE OF THE SAFAWI
POWER, FROM SHAH TAHMASP (A.D. 1524-1576) TO
SHAH HUSAYN (A.D. 1694-1722).

Tahmésp, the eldest of Isma‘il’s sons, was only ten years
of age when he succeeded his father. He reigned over
Accession of Persia for fifty-two years and a half, and died on
Sh4h Tahmasp  May 14, 1576. In the contemporary chronicles
May 2315 pe is usually denoted as Skdk-i- Din-pandh (“the
King who is the Refuge of Religion”). The date of his
accession is commemorated in the following verse:

) S 35 e old leyb
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%0 Tahmasp, King of the World, who, by the Divine Assistance,
didst take thy place on the throne of gold after the Victorious

King!

Thou d{gdst take the place of thy father; thou didst subdue the world:
¢Thou didst take the place of thy father’ (jd-yi-pidar girifti)!
was the date of thine accession.”

Of the numerous records of his long reign two, on which
in what follows I shall chiefly draw, are worthy of special
Two chief Per. 11OLE3 his own autobiography? from his accession
sian authorities  on Monday, Rajab 19, 930 (May 23, 1524), to
onthisxeign  1is shameful surrender of the Turkish Prince

1 341+ 10+2+4+200+20+200+ 80+ 400+ 10 =930 A.H. = 15234

A.D.
2 Printed by the late Dr Paul Horn in vol. xliv of the Z.D.M.G. (for
1890), pp- 563-649 ; and lithographed in vol. ii of the Magla‘s’sh-Shams

of Muhammad Hasan Khan /‘%mddai’s-Salfana, pp. 165-213.
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Bdyazid, who had sought refuge at his court, in 969/1561-2;
and the excellent A/sanu’¢- Tawdriks of Hasan Beg Rumly,
concluded in 985/1577-8 only a year after Tahmdsp’s death.
The autobiography, possibly suggested by Bdbur’s incom-
parable Memoirs, is far inferior to that most instructive and
amusing work, and is not greatly superior to the over-
estimated Diaries of the late N4siru’d-Din Shdh; but it
throws some valuable light on the mentality of Tahm4sp,
and on those inner conditions which it is so difficult to
deduce from the arid pages of the official chronicles, con-
taining for the most part a mere record of interminable
wars and massacres, and leaving us quite in the dark as
to the social and intellectual state of the people. That -
N Tahmdsp was a bigot is indicated both by Sir
Tahmisp, John Malcolm! and Erskine?, though the former

historian takes the more favourable view of his
charactet, describing him as “of a kind and generous dis-

~ position,” and adding that he “appears to have possessed =

prudence and spirit, and, if he was not distinguished by -
great qualities, he was free from any remarkable vices.”
Anthony Jenkinson, who carried a letter of recommendation
from Queen Elizabeth?®, had a not very gratifying audience
with him at Qazwin in November, 15624 The Venetian
Ambassador Vincentio d’Alessandri, who was accredited to

his Court in 1571, describes him?, “in the sixty-

fourth year of his age, and the fifty-first of his
- reign,” as “of middling stature, well formed in

His personal
appearance,

L History of Persia, vol. i, pp. 511-513.

2 A History of India under . .. Baber and Humdyin (London, 1854),
vol. ii, pp. 285 eZc.

8 For the text of this curious letter, see the Hakluyt Society’s Early
Voyages and Travels to Russia and Persia (No. Ixxii, London. 1286),
Pp. 112-114.

4 [bid., pp. 144-147.

8 Travels of Venetians in Persia (Hakluyt Society, 1873), pp. 215
et seqq.
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person and features, although dark, of thick lips and a
grizzly beard,” and says that he was “more of a melancholy
disposition than anything else, which is also known by
many signs, but principally by his not having come out of
his palace for the space of eleven years, nor having once
gone to the chase nor any other kind of amusement, to the
great dissatisfaction of his people.” He further describes
him as boastful, but unwarlike and “a man of very little
courage” ; as caring little for law and justice, but much for
women and money; as mean and avaricious, “ buying and
selling with the cunning of a small merchant.” “Notwith-
standing the things mentioned above,” he concludes, “which
make one think he ought to be hated, the reverence and
love of the people for the King are incredible, as they
worship him not as a king but as a god, on account of his
descent from the line of ‘Ali, the great object of their vene-
ration,” and he cites the most extraordinary instances of
this devotion and even deification, which is not confined to
the common people but extends to members of the Royal
Family and courtiers, and to the inhabitants of the remotest
parts of his realms. One magnanimous act of the king’s
Tahmésp much reign, which led. to a great allev.iation of the
influenced by burden of taxation imposed on his people, the

' Venetian Ambassador ascribes to the influence
of a dream, “in which the Angels took him by the throat
and asked him whether it was becoming to a king, surnamed
the Just and descended from ‘Alf, to get such immense
profits by the ruin of so many poor people; and then
ordered him to free the people from them.” This story is
likely enough, for Tahmdsp in his Memoirs records numerous
dreams to which he evidently attached great importance.
Thus in a dream ‘Al promises him victory over the Uzbeks
about A.D. 1528, and a year or two later at Herat advises

1 P. 584 of Horn's Denkwiirdigkeiten cited above p. 84, n. 2.
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him as to another campaign!, whereon he remarks, “the
belief of this weak servant Tahmdsp as-Safaw{ al-Mutsaw{
al-Husayni? is that whoever sees His Holiness the Com-
mander of the Faithful (Ze. ‘Alf), on whom be the blessings
of God, in a dream, that which he says will come to pass.”
Again in his twentieth year two consecutive dreams, in the
second of which he sought and obtained from the Imdm
‘Alf Rid4 confirmation of the first, led him to repent of
wine-drinking and other excesses, and to close all the
taverns and houses of ill-repute in his domains, on which
occasion he composed the following quatram-"

P 0)}“)4 \:J’.Stga Jw?-ﬁ_g A)le 0 g ;).o) s PRSI ¢
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His conversion “For a wh.ile we pursued the crushed emerald4;
or repentance.  For a while we were defiled by the liquid ruby$;
Defilement it was, under whatever colour:
We washed in the Water of Repentance, and were
- at peace.”

This repentance or conversion of Shdh Tahmdsp is
recorded in the Aksanu't-TawdrikZ under the year 939/
1532—3.

About the same time the army of the Ottoman Sultin
Sulaymé.n profiting as usual by Persia’s preoccupation with
Promature snow  OT'C of the constantly recurring Uzbek invasions
::lﬁ:kc:;;ai:y (;{‘ her north-eastern province, marched into

dharbdyjdn, where it was overtaken by a
premature but violent snow-storm (it was in the month of

1 Horn, loc. cit., p. 592.

2 These three epithets refer to his ancestors Shaykh Safiyyu’d-Din,
the ImAm Mids4 al-Kdzim and the Imam Husayn.

$ Horn, loc. cit., p. 600, also cited in the Atashkada (Bombay lith.,
1277/1860~1, p. 17).

4 Le. Bang or Hashisk (Cannabis Indica), as explicitly stated in the
Atashkada.

5 Je. wine.
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October), in which numbers of the Turkish troops p’erished.
This disaster to the arms of his hereditary foe S.hah Tah-
mvésp1 ascribes to “the help of God and the aid ?f the
Immaculate Imdms.” It has been commemorated ;n’ the
following forcible quatrain, given in the A/sanu’t-T awdrikh
and the T@#ikh-i-Alam-drd-yi-Abbdst :

Corone dhb O duillahe (Sow o)

‘O 5 598 (o 080 R 53 evd . )
Pyosilede ded () SiSy 4B ouad

foeo a5 s e M Olee j‘ P eu
“ [ went to Sultdniyya, that rare pasture-ground:

I saw two thousand dead without grave or shroud.

¢Who,’ said I, ‘killed all these Ottomans?’ . ’

The morning breeze arose from the midst saying ‘I1’”

Other dreams are meticulously recorded by Shdh Tah-

masp in his Memoirs: at Ardabil he sees and converses

with the vision of his ancestor Shaykh Safiyyu
Other visions. ’d-Din?; on another occasion he receives en-
couragement from the spirit of Shaykh Shihdbu’d-Din?;
other allegorical dreams are recorded under the years 95 7/

1550 and 961/1554%
In his domestic relations Shih Tahmdésp was unhappy,

though not perhaps more so than most contemporary Asiatic
sovereigns, notably the Ottoman Sultdns. He

domeny had three younger brothers, Sdm (notable as
relations. a poet and biographer of poets)®, Bahrdm and

1 Horn, Joc. cit., p. 602. See also the Turkish journal of‘ this cam-
paign given by Firfdan Bey (vol. i, pp 588-9), where mention of this
severe cold is made. Sultdniyya was reached by the Turkish army on

Rabf* ii, 941 (October 14, 1534). .
’ 2 Ibz'zl.,,p. 607. 8 Jbid., p. 623. 4 Jbid., pp- 635-6.
& He was the author of a valuable but unpublished Biography of

contemporary poets entitled Zw/fa-i-Sdmd.
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Alqds, of whom the first and third rebelled against him.
Sdm Mirzd was cast into prison in 969/1561-2 and was
ultimately put to death there in 984/1576-7 by Tahmisp’s
successor. The case of Alqds was much worse, for he was
a traitor as well as a rebel, and not only took refuge with
Sultdn Sulaymén at Constantinople, but incited him to
attack Persia and took an active part in the ensuing war
against his own country. At Hamad4n, in 93 5/1548, he
plundered the house of his sister-in-law, the wife of Bahrdm
Mirz4, and later advanced as far as Yazdikhwést, where he
made a massacre of the inhabitants, but in the following
year he was defeated and fell into the hands of his brother
Bahrém, who handed him over to Tahmd4sp. The King
imprisoned him in the Castle of Alamit, according to his
own Memoirs?, or, according to the A/sani’t- Tawartkk, in
the Castle of Qahqaha, where he perished a week later, “1In
short,” says Tahmdsp in recording the event, “after some
days I saw that he did not feel safe from me, but was con-
stantly preoccupied, so I despatched him to a fortress with
Ibrdh{m Khdn and Hasan Beg the centurion, who took him
to the Castle of Alamit and there imprisoned him. After
six days, those who had custody of him being off their
guard, two or three persons there, in order to avenge their
father whom Alqds had killed, cast him down from the
castle. After his death the land had peace.” It can scarcely

be doubted that Tahmdsp approved, if he did not actually =~

arrange, this deed of violence. Bahrdm Mirz4 died the same
year at the age of 33.

Much worse was the case of the unfortunate Prince
Bdyaz{d, son of the Ottoman Sultan Sulaymdén, who, de-
Betrayal of prived of his government of Kutdhiya and
o @ driven from his native land by the intrigues
(ap.156-62).  of his father's Russian wife Khurram? (whose

1 Horn, Joc. cit., p. 631.
* See Gibb's History of Ottoman Poetry, vol. iii, pp. 10-11.
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one object was to secure the succession of her son Salim,
afterwards known as “the Sot”) took refuge at Tahmdsp’s
court in 967/1550-60. An Ottoman mission headed by
‘All P4sha was sent to Qazwin to demand the surrender
of Bdyazid and his children. They arrived there, as we
learn from Anthony Jenkinson’s narrative?, four days earlier
than himself, to wit on October 30, 1562, and Tahmdsp,
moved partly by fear of the Turkish power, partly by
bribes, disregarded his solemn promises to the contrary
and caused or suffered the unfortunate Prince and his four
little sons to be put to death, and, as Anthony Jenkinson
says, “sent his head for a present, not a little desired, and
acceptable to the unnatural father.” Tahmdsp seems.to
have overcome any scruples he may have felt in breaking
his solemn promises to the guest he thus betrayed t')y
handing him over not directly to his father, but to the emis-
saries of his brother Salim. The case is bad enough even as
stated by the Shah himself in his Memoirs, which conclude
with a pretty full account of this episode?, ending thus :
« At this date ‘Alf Aq4 came from his Majesty the Sultdn?,
and of [my] Nobles and Court everyone who I.lad sent a
, present received its equivalent, save in the case
oot s Of my own gift and offering, which on this
betrayal. occasion also had not proved acceptable; and
there was a letter full of hints and complaints. I said,
‘Here have I arrested and detained Prince Bdyazid with
his four sons for the sake of His Majesty the Sultdn and
Prince Salim: but since I have given my word not to

1 Early Voyages, efc. (Hakluyt Society, 1886, vol. i), p. 141 and foo_t-
note, in which the substance of Knolles’s contemporary account is
given. Seealso Creasy’s History of the Ottoman Turks (London, 1877),
pp- 186-7.

2 Horn’s text, Zoc. cit., pp. 642-9. ' .
8 Here, as elsewhere, called X hwdndgdr, apparently a corruption of

Khuddwandgdr (“the Lord”), itself in turn corrupted by the Turks
into Khunkdr (“the Shedder of Blood”).

Ay o e e o+ et
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.. The Emperor

ci. 1] HUMAYUN IN PERSIA | o1

surrender Bdyaz{d to the Sultdn, I have determined that
when the Sultdn’s commands arrive and likewise the emis-
saries of Prince Salim, I will surrender [Bdyaz{d] to the
latter, so that I may not break my promise.” So when the
Sultdn’s messengers arrived, I said, ‘Your Excellency and
Hasan Aq4 are welcome, and I will act according to the
commands of His Majesty and in no wise transgress his
orders, but faithfully accomplish whatever service he may
indicate. But in return for so material a service I desire
from His Majesty the Sultdn and Prince Salim such reward
and recompense as may be worthy of them ; and, moreover,
I hope of the Sultdn in a friendly way that no hurt may
befall Prince B4dyaz{d and his sons’.”

Needless to say this pious wish in no wise influenced the
tragic course of events, but the Shdh’s compliance with the
Sultdn’s imperious demands led to a temporary amelioration
of the relations between Persia and Turkey which is reflected
both in Anthony Jenkinson’s narrative and in the concluding
State Papers contained in the first volume of Firfdun Bey’s
Munsha'dt, in which for the first time Tahmdsp is addressed
by Sulaymdn with decent civility, though there is no explicit
reference to this event.

More creditable and better known is the reception of
Humdyn, the son of Bdbur and Emperor of Dihli, at the
Court of Tahmdsp in A.D. 1544 when he was
Huméyta driven out of his own dominions. Of the hos-
in Persia pitality which he received Sir John Malcolm?
speaks with enthusiasm ; but Erskine?, giving less weight
to the official accounts than to the “plain unvarnished tale”
of Humdyln’s servant Jawhar?, takes the view (which he

L History of Persia (London, 1815), vol. i, pp. 508-9.

* History of India under ... Baber and Humdyin (London, 1854),
vol. ii, pp. 280 ef segg. '

3 Translated by Major Charles Stewart and printed in London in
1832 for the Oriental Translation Fund.
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supports by numerous illustrations) that in reality “Humdytn
had much to suffer and many humiliations to endure”; and
that in particular great pressure was brought to bear on him
to compel him to adopt the Shi‘a faith, which might have
gone even further but for the moderating influence of the
Shah’s sister Sultdnum Khanum, the Minister Q4d{-i-Jahdn
and the physician Nturu'd-Din. One of the pictures in the
celebrated palace of Chakil Sutin® at Isfahdn represents an
entertainment given by Tahmasp to Humdyn.
The foreign relations of Persia during the reign of Tahmasp
were chiefly, as in the reign of his father Isma‘il, with three
states—Turkey, the Uzbeks of Transoxiana,
Poreignrela-  and the so-called “ Great Moghuls” of Dihlf.
i‘;ig:_hmé‘sp's During the greater part of his reign (until 974/
1566-7) the great Sultdn Sulaymdn occupied
the Ottoman throne ; afterwards Salim II (“the Sot”), and,
tor the last two years of his life (982-4/1574-6) Murdd I1L.
Of the Uzbek rulers ‘Ubayd Khdn, until his death in 046/

1539-40, and afterwards Din Muhammad Sultdn were his -

most formidable foes, who ceased not to trouble his eastern,
as did the Ottoman Turks his western borders. Of the
«Great Moghuls” Bébur (died 937/1530-1), Humdytn (died
962/1555) and Akbar were his contemporaries. Anthony
Jenkinson, as we have seen, came to him with credentials
from Queen Elizabeth in A.D. 1561, and some thirteen years
later, towards the end of his reign, the arrival of a Portuguese
mission from Don Sebastian is recorded in the A/isani't-
Tawdrtkk under the year 982/1574-5, but it met with a bad
reception.

Between the Ottoman Turks on the one hand and the
Uzbeks on the other, Persia enjoyed little peace at this
period, and these campaigns on the N.E. and N.W. frontiers

1 See Lord Curzon’s Persia, vol. ii, p. 35. A copy of the picture in
question by Texier is reproduced in Sir Percy Sykes's History of Persia
(2nd ed., London, 1921), vol. ii, p. 164.

ctt. 1] WARS WITH THE TURKS| 03

succeeded one another with varying fortune but with
Ve i m?notonous reiteration. Sultdn Sulaymdn’s
Ottoman Turks, Chi€f campaigns were in 940-942/1534-6, when

Baghddd was taken from the Persians and
Adharbaiyjain invaded?; 950/1543—4; 953-955/1546-8, when
the Shah’s brother Alqds allied himself with the Turks;
959/1552, when the Persians recovered Arjfsh; and g61/
1554, when Sulaymdn burned Nakhjuwdn and attacked
Adharbéyjé.n for the fourth time. The Turkish military
power was at this time at its zenith, and was formidable not
only to the Persians but to the great European Powers,
who, indeed, were thankful for such diversion of its activities

- as the Persians from time to time effected, so that Busbecq,

Ferdinand’s ambassador at the Court of Sulaymdn, declares
that “only the Persian stands between us and ruin%” Creasy?®
speaks of the “pre-eminence of the Turks of that age in the
numerical force and efficiency of their artillery ”; and adds
that “the same remark applies to their skill in fortification,

“and in all the branches of military engineering.” Inferior as 7

were the Persian to the Ottoman troops alike in discipline
and equipment, it was much to their credit that they were
able to offer as stout a resistance as they did, especially as
the continual object of Turkish diplomacy at this time was
to incite the Uzbeks, Turkmdns, and other Sunni peoples,
to combine with them in attacking “the rascally Red-heads”

- (Qrzil-bdsh-i-Awbdsh). Of this policy the State Papers of

Sulaymdn’s, as of his father Salim’s, reign afford ample
evidence ; for instance the letter addressed to a Turkmdn

1 A complete diary of this campaign against the “arch-heretic Qizil-
bash King Tahmasp” will be found in vol. i of Firidin Bey's Mun-
sha'dt, pp. 584-598. The Ottoman army left Constantinople on June
IO, 1534, occupied Baghddd in December of the same year, and re- .
turned to Constantinople on Jan. 7, 1536.

% See p. 11 supra.

8 History of the Ottoman Turks (London, 1877), p. 202.
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chief about the end of 960/1553 (given on pp. 612613 of
Fir{dan Bey’s Munsha'df) and transmitted to him, apparently,
by four of his representatives, Muhammad, Mfr Abt Turéb,
Mir T6t{ and Sunduk, who, after performing the Pilgrimage,
had visited the Sultdn’s Court at Constantinople on their
homeward journey, and had delighted him with accounts of
their achievements against the Persians.
The wars with the Uzbeks were equally continuous,
especially until the death of the redoutable ‘Ubayd Khan,
the son of Shaybak Khén, a direct descendant
I}’zf:k‘:_ith the  of Chinglz, in 946/1539-40, at the age of fifty-
three, after a reign of thirty years. He is said
by the A jisani’t-Tawdrikh to have suffered defeat in only
one of the seven campaigns he fought against the Persians.
Ts, Mashhad, and especially Herét suffered terribly during
these wars, which were nearly always accom-
lii‘;féﬁ‘:ﬁms' panied by severe religious persecutions. The
poet Hilalf fell a victim to the Sunni fanaticism
of the Uzbeks at Herét in 935/1528-9, as the poet Bannd’{
had fallen a victim to Shf‘a intolerance at Qarshi in 918/
1512-13; and under the year 042/1535-6 the Alsanu’t-
Tawdrikh gives the following graphic account of the per-
secution of the Shi‘a which took place on the capture of
Her4t by ‘Ubayd Khén on Rajab 20,942 (January 14, 1536):

C;..i'.s Fadasled S C“v Oled! 2 Ol ol ,gfg..; SIYPLY

o OWliugy § wiad (g0 aliS Bip Gaw slier ) Jl JIsils
et wibly (Jolae a5 S 40 b ool U Oloped 9 ool
o Uil (:,Loj 33 30 ) A5 Wy (50 o\ A cu.s)f
sold Jala ol}f 8> O iy CSwlonS Olode 5 50 ol
Gam slgamt LS GUS sl 5 55 (g0 oSe sshbie of Jsky

e el Sl (g055 J1 5 Mish (50 U 5 W (50 T

S

cH. 1] WARS WITH UZBEKS AND GEORGIANS 95
Shbl o 9 e s dey e Mdayan B a8

‘J..J.))f Csb uL..;‘).a.
) “.EEvery day by order of that unbelieving Khén (‘Ubayd) five or six
individuals were slain for Shi‘a proclivities on the information of igno-
rant persons in the market-place! of Herdt. Godless villagers and
treacherous townsmen would seize anyone against whom they cherished
a grudge and drag him before the judge, asserting that in the time of
the ‘Red-heads’ (7.e. the Shi‘a Persians) he used to curse Abd Bakr
fmd ‘Uthmdn?; and on the word of these two ignorant witnesses the
judge would pronounce sentence of death on the victim, whom they
would then drag to the market-place of Herdt and put to death.
Through their sinister acts the waves of sorrow and the hosts of
mischief attained their culmination, while plunder and looting took
place throughout the confines of Khurds4n.”
With the Georgians also the Persians were constantly
at war during this period, to wit in 947/1540-1, 950/1543—4,
. 958/1551, 961/1554, 963/1556, 968/1560-1, and
Wars with the 6 68 Th :
Georgians, 976/1568-9. ese wars were also waged with
- great ferocity, and it is worth noting that con- .
temporary Persian historians constantly speak of the Chris-
tian inhabitants of Georgia as “guebres” (gabrdn, a term
properly applicable only to the Zoroastrians), as in the
following verse describing the first of these campaigns:
‘Sl et Ol oliby  sla oS Gl O 3K Gl
“In that stony wilderness those beasts had established themselves, the
native land of man-stealing guebres.” S : ]
In this campaign, as the A/sanu’t-Tawdriks informs us,
such of the Georgians as consented to embrace Isldm were
spared, but those who refused were put to the sword; and
similarly, in speaking of the campaign of 958/1551 the same
history says:
1 C[z_a/zdr-.rzig (from which is derived the modern Turkish ckdrskz) is
the point of intersection of two main édzdrs ; a sort of Oriental Oxford

Circus, affording the greatest publicity.

P .. .
The omission of ‘Umar, unless due to a scribe’s error, is remark- -
able.
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“The victorious champions encompassed the lands of the sinful un-
believers, lowlands and highlands, and every mountain and ridge
whither that misguided one [their ruler] had fled was levelled with the
plain by the trampling of the [Persian] warriors. Not one who drew
breath of those polytheists saved his soul alive from the circle of wrath
and vengeance of ‘and God encompasseth the unbelieversy and, by
lawful heritage, the wives, families and property of the slain passed
to their slayers.”

Besides these greater wars, there were minor operations
against the more or less independent rulers of Gildn, and
: - the last representatives of the ancient but ex-
Minor warsand - pyiring dynasty of the Shirwénshéhs, who boasted
descent from the great Nushi{rwan. Although
the last of this line, Shdhrukh ibn Sultdn Farrukh ibn
Shaykh-shdh ibn Farrukh-Yasdr, was put to death by
Tahmdsp in 946/1539-40, nine years later we read of a
scion of the house named Burhdn in conflict with Isma‘l
Mirza. In Gildn, Khdn Ahmad, the eleventh ruler of a petty
dynasty which had ruled for two hundred and five years,
was defeated and interned in the Castle of Qahqaha in 975/
1567-8. In 981/1573-4 Tabriz was terrorized by a gang of
roughs who were not reduced to order and obedience until
a hundred and fifty of them had been put to
fj;if;‘;ts_ death, Barbarous punishments were frequent.
Muzaffar Sultdn, governor of Rasht, was for an
act of treason paraded through the streets of Tabriz, decor-
Y Qurdn, 1, 18.

S e DU T e
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ated for the occasion, amidst the mockery of the rabble, and
burned to death in an iron cage, suspended under which in
a particularly cruel and humiliating fashion Amfr Sa‘du’d-
Din ‘Indyatw’lldh Khizdn{ simultaneously suffered the same
fate. Khwdja Kaldn Ghtriyani, a fanatical Sunn{ who had
gone out to welcome ‘Ubayd Khdn the Uzbek and was
accused of speaking slightingly of the Sh4h, was skinned
in the market-place of Herdt and the stuffed skin ex-
hibited on a pole. Ruknu’d-Din Mas“id of K4zartn, a most
learned man and skilful physician, incurred the Shdh’s
displeasure and was burned to death. Muhammad Sélih,
a liberal patron of poets, in whose honour Hayrat{ cofnposed
a panegyric, had his mouth sewn up because he was alleged
to have spoken disrespectfully of the King, and was then
placed in a large jar which was afterwards thrown to the
ground from the top of a minaret.

According to the Alsanu't- Tawdrikh, Shih Tahmésp

was in his youth much interested in calligraphy and paint-

ing; he also liked riding on Egyptian asses,
«. which consequently became fashionable, and
were adorned with golden trappings and gold-
embroidered saddle-cloths. Alluding to these idiosyncrasies
a ribald poet with the extraordinary nom de guerre of Bigu'[-
“Ishg (“ the Trumpet of Love ") lampooned him in this verse:

Tahm4sp’s
foibles satirize

l)&j L_S"'"'..j)'-sj b::l%.j ) ‘_.'Jts (&‘05)5U§)3&}$. o u?

The scribe, the painter, the Qazwinf and the ass
Obtained easy promotion without trouble.”

He made a great ostentation of piety, “regarding most
things as unclean, and often spitting out his half-eaten food
into the water or the fire,” in view of which it is satisfactory
to know that “he would not eat in company.” He was also
punctilious about such matters as cutting his nails, and
would spend the day after this operation in the bath.

B.P. L. 7
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Tahmdsp died on Tuesday, Safarlts, 984 (May 14, 15762
at the age of sixty-four after a reign of ﬁfty-three' year
and a half the longest reign, according to
cTe?(i“igEf}f:s;ath the Aksanu't-Tawdrikh, of any Ml.Jhammadan
of Tahmdsp-  covereign except the Fatimid Caliph a.l.-Mu}f-
tansir bi’llah®. Eleven of his sons are enurr.leratefl in ;he
hist.ory just cited, of whom nine at least survived hflm. ) e
eldest, Muhammad Khudé-banda, who was about forty-five
years of age, though he succeeded to the throne a gf(;la}r
later, renounced it on his father’s death on account o dls
partial blindness, this infirmity, whether natural or lia-
liberately inflicted, being regarded in t.he East,and especia y;-
in Persia, as an absolute disqualification for the exercise 3
regal functions?. His younger broth(?r Hayd::).r, taking a ;
vantage of the absence from the capital of his brothers,ho
whom Isma‘{l was imprisoned in the Castl.e of .Qah.qa a,
while the others were for the most part resident in dlstanc;
provinces, endeavoured to seize the throne, but was murdere

in the women’s apartments, where he had taken ‘refuge, -

by the partisans of his brother Isma‘il, whlo was proc;aun;:.d
king in the principal mosque of Qazwin nine days after his
’ h. '

fat?siii‘g’esa:eign was short but sanguinar}'f, and in his drastic
methods of dealing with possible competitors for the Crown

he rivalled the most ruthless of the Ottoman
f:‘:gr:iit:iy reign Sultdns. He first put to death his-two bro:th.ers
of tamall Il gylaymdn and Mustafd; then, after providing
an elaborate funeral for his father at Mashh.ad an‘d a gorgeous
coronation for himself at Qazwin, in which his remaining
brothers occupied their due positions, he resum’ed hlS fratri-
cidal activities. On Sunday the sixth.of Dhu l.-Hl_]_]E}, AH.
084 (Feb. 24, 1577), he put to death the.51-x followxng princes
Sult4n Ibrahim Mirz4, poet, artist, musician and calligrapher;

1 He reigned sixty lunar years, A.H. 427-487 (A.D. 1035-1094)-
2 See Chardin’s Voyages (Paris, 1811), vol. v, pp. 241-244.
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his nephew Muhammad Husayn Mfrz4, a lad of eighteen,
who had already been deprived of his eyesight; Sultdn
Mahmid Mirzd ; his son Muhammad Baqir Mirzd, a child
of two; Imdm-quli Mirz4, and Sult4n Ahmad Mirzi. He
next turned his attention to those princes who were resident
in outlying provinces, such as Bad{‘w'z-Zam4n Mirz4 and
his little son Bahrdm Mirz4 in Khurdsén, Sultdn ‘Alf Mirz4
in Ganja, and Sultin Hasan Mirz4 in Tihrdn, all of whom
he destroyed. Only by a most wonderful chance, accounted
by his biographer Iskandar Munsh{? as a miraculous inter-
vention of Providence, did the little Prince ‘Abbds Mirz4,
destined to become the greatest of Persia’s modern rulers,
escape his uncle’s malevolence. The blood-thirsty Ismal
had actually sent ‘Alf-qulf Khan Shdmld to
g*;;'g;w.;fg;; °f Herdt, of which ‘Abbds Mi{rzd, though only six
years of age?, was the nominal governor, to put
the young prince to death, but the emissary, whether actu-
ated by pity or superstition, delayed the accomplishment
of his cruel task till the sacred month of Ramaddn should
be over, and ere this respite had come to an end a courier
arrived bringing the joyful news of Isma‘l’s death, the
manner of which was as discreditable as his life. On the
night of Sunday, Ramaddn 13, A.H. 985 (Nov. 24, 1577),
being at the time the worse for drink, he had gone out in
search of adventures into the streets and bdzdrs
e hable 1, Of the city accompanied by one of his favourites,
a confectioner’s son named Hasan Beg, and
other disreputable companions, and towards dawn had gone
to rest in Hasan Beg’s house, where he was found dead later
in the day. Some suggested that he had been poisoned, or
first drugged and afterwards strangled, while others main-
tained that he had merely taken an overdose of the opium

1 Author of the well-known monograph on Sh4h ‘Abb4s the Great
entitled Zwrikh-i-Alam-drd-yi-* Abbist,

? He was born at Her4t on Ramadin 1, 978 (Jan. 27, 1571).

7—2
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wherewith he was wont to assuage the pain of a colic to
which he was subject. But his death was so welcome to all
‘that no great trouble seems to have been taken to arrive at
the manner of it, and it does not even appear that any
punishment was inflicted on Hasan Beg, who, indeed, is said
to have been also half paralysed when found?.
Muhammad Khud4-banda, in spite of his blindness, was
now placed on the throne which he had refused on the death
of his father Shih Tahmdsp. He was at this
g o nuas. time about forty-six years of age? and was resi-
banda’> dent at Shirdz, having been replaced in his former
government of Herdt by his little son Prince
‘Abbds Mirz4, whose narrow escape from death has just been
described. The new king at once set out for Qazwin, and
amongst those who welcomed him at Qum was Hasan Beg
Ramlt, the author of the Ajisani’t-Tawdrikh, which im-
portant but unpublished history was concluded in this very
- year and contains the most authoritative account of the
events above narrated. That this account is in places con-
fused and must be supplemented by later histories like the
Khuld-i-Bartn and T @ rikh-i- Alam-drd-yi-Abbdst arises
from the fact that the author, for his own personal safety,
had to walk with great caution amidst the rapidly-changing
circumstances of these perilous times.
At Qazwin, Muhammad Khudd-banda received the hom-
“age of Sulaymdn P4shd, a great-grandson of Aba Sa‘ld the
Timurid, who greeted him with the following verses:
ol e glAL‘:. falyd o3 53 L
LI | AI»»O U:’-S s );.....o ‘)3 C_)}))f
’ ‘od -fv‘-.’ ,__,Al:- .4.::4) IR V) mﬁ
(Sl _oKams Saw Ui 4D day) dll ol
1 Cf. Sir John Malcolm’s History of Persia (London, 1815), vol. i,

pp- 516-517.
3 According to the Aksants’t-Tawdrikh he was born in 938/1531-32.
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“O King, thy gate is the ¢g75/z of the Kings of the world
Heaven is subjugated and earth surrendered to thee : ’
In thy re.ign the thread of royalty hath become singlel,
But, Praise be to God, though single it is strong.”

The able, ambitious and beautiful Princess Pari-Khdn
Khdnum, Tahmdsp Shéh’s favourite daughter? by a Cir-
PariKhin f:assian wife, who had played a prominent part
Khinum put o in the troubles succeeding his death, and aspired

to rule in fact if not in name, was put to death

at Muhammad Khud4-banda’s command by Khalil Khdn
Afshdr, together with her mother’s brother Shamkh4l Khan
and Shdh Shujd, the infant son of the late King Isma‘l. In,
consequence of these pitiless slaughters the representatives
of the Safaw{ Royal Family were now reduced to Shih Mu-
hammad Khud4-banda himself and his four sons, Hamza, "
‘Abbds, Abt Tdlib and Tahmdsp. The first, who is some-,
times reckoned amongst the Safawf kings (since he seems
for a while to have exercised regal functions during his
half-blind father’s life-time), was murdered by a young barber
named Khudd-verd{® on the 22nd of Dhu’l-Hijja, 994 (Dec. 4,
1586). Abt Télib was thereupon nominated Walt-‘a/d, or
Crown Prince, instead of his elder brother ‘Abbds, who was
still in Khurdsdn, but who speedily appeared on the scener
with his guardian and tutor Murshid-quli Kh4n Ustdjlg,

1 T suppose thi i inati
i ez i alldes o e practial o of th st o

2 Sir Jo]fm Malcolm (p. cit., vol. i, pp. 514 and 517) appears to cdn-
fuse her with her mother, since he calls her “the favourite Sw/tdzna of
the deceased monarch” (Tahmdsp), and “the sister of Shamkhil.” In
t}'xe ‘Alam-Grd-yi-* Abbdst she is enumerated as the second of Tahmi4sp’s
eight daughters, but according to other Persian historian‘s she was
one of the five daughters of Sh4h Isma‘l and the sister of Tahmdsp,
See p. 81 supra, n. 2 ad cale. By “Don Juan of Persia” she is called
the Infanta.

% Called by “Don Juan of Persia” (f. 104?) “Cudy de Lac” (e
gall’cfk), “que es como si dixeramos en Espaiiol, Cudi el barbero del

ey.
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inflicted condign punishment on those who had prompted
the murder of his elder brother Hamza, and rendered his two
younger brothers harmless by depriving them of their eye-
sight and imprisoning them in the Castle of Alamat’. His
father abdicated in his favour after a reign of ten years

in Dhu’l-Qa‘da, 995 (October, 1587), and Shdh
Aocession of 4o ‘Abbds ascended the throne to which he was de-
N iy stined to add so great a glory. He and his three

brothers were all the sons of one mother, a lady
of the Mar‘ashi Sayyids of Madzandardn, who seems to
have resembled her sister-in-law Par{-Khdn Khdnum in her
masterful character as well as in her tragic fate, for she,
together with her aged mother and many of her kinsfolk and
countrymen, was murdered by some of the Qizil-b4sh nobles
who objected to her autocratic methods and dominating
influence over her irresolute and peace-loving husband,
being of opinion that— :

- P - - .
COLSLe ol pugps Kb a Ole Ol wiles (Beys

“ No luck remains in that household where the hen crows like
a cock?”

Muhammad Khudd-banda was born in 938/1531-2, was
forty-six years of age when his father Shdh Tahmdsp died
Character of 11 984/1576-7, reigned ten years after the death
Muhammad of his brother Isma‘l, survived his abdication
Khudd-banda. eightr or nine years, and died in 1004/1595-6.
His character is thus described by Ridd-qulf Khdn in his
Supplement to the Rawdati's-Safd : “ He had some know-
ledge of all the current sciences, and was incomparable
in understanding and judgement, virtue and discernment,
bounty and generosity, and expression and eloquence. Being
a ‘servant of God’ (K/udd-banda) he showed an excessive

1 “Don Juan of Persia,” f. 107",
2 Supplement to the Rawdati’s-Safd.
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clemency in matters of administration, war, anger and
punishment, and, so far as possible, would not consent to
the death of any one. Though he struck the first blow at
Khudd-verd{ the barber?, this was only according to the
enactment of the Holy Law. In consequence of his weak
eyesight he seldom gave public audience, and, while he
tarried in the women’s apartments, the Sayyida [his wife]
gave effect to his commands, and, in order more effectively
to control affairs, herself sealed the documents...In short, he
was a king with the qualities of a religious mendicant, or a
religious mendicant endowed with regal pomp (Pddishdkt
darwish-khisdl, yd darwishi pddishdah-jaldl).”

His reign, though short, was troubled not only by the
domestic tragedies indicated above, but by the Turks,
Uzbeks, Crimean Tartars, Georgians and other external
foes, who, encouraged by the spectacle of those internecine
struggles which succeeded the death of Tahmdsp, sought to
profit by the distractions of Persia.

Shéh ‘Abbias I, commonly and Justly called « the Great .
was only sixteen or seventeen years of age when he ascended
Shih ‘Abbs the throne in 996/1588% and died in Jum4d4 1,
Great (A.D, 1588 1038/Jan, 1629 at the age of 60 after a reign of
to x629). 43 lunar years, in which, by general agreement,
Persia reached the highest degree of power, prosperity and
splendour ever attained by her in modern times. His

~ position at first was, however, fraught with dangers and

difficulties. Not only was his kingdom threat-
Dangen threat-
ening Persiaon  ened, as usual, by the Ottoman Turks on the
hi
fsaceession west and the Uzbeks on the east, but many
of the provinces were in revolt and the country was dis-
tracted by the rivalries and ambitions of the great Qizil-b4sh
! The murderer of his son Hlamza. See p. 101 supra and n. 3 ad cale.
3 He was born, according to the ‘Alam-drd-yi-*Abbds{, on Rama-

dén 1, 978 (Jan. 27, 1571), or 979 (Jan. 17, 1572), The words 4l JJ,
form the chronogram of his coronation.
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nobles of different tribes, in the hands of two of whom,
Murshid-quli Khdn and ‘Ali-qulf Khdn, the young King
seemed at first to be a mere puppet. When the former
accompanied him to Qazwin to place him on the throne,
the latter was left in Khurdsdn to bear the brunt of the
Uzbek attack, to which, after a defence of nine months, he
fell a victim. ‘Abbds, suspecting Murshid-quli Khan of
deliberately withholding help from his rival, caused him to
be murdered one night in camp at Shéhrid, thus freeing
himself from an irksome tutelage, and becoming a sovereign
ruler in fact as well as in name. Realizing that he could
not possibly wage successful war simultaneously with the
Turks and the Uzbeks, he determined, with far-sighted
prudence, to make peace, even on unfavourable terms, with
the former in order to check the encroachments of the latter
and to devise some mechanism to control the disorderly
rivalries of the Qizil-bash nobles, whereby his authority and
the efficiency of his military force were paralysed. The
“terms of the treaty with Turkey included the surrender of
the towns and districts in Adharbdyjin and Georgia con-
Conclusion of quered by the Ottoman troops during a war
Peace with which had lasted more than twelve years (985—
Turkey. 998/1577-1590), such as Tabriz, Ganja, Qdrs,
Nakhjuwdn, Shak{, Shamakh{ and Tiflis, as well as part of
Luristan ; the abandonment of the cursing of the first three
“Caliphs, Abti Bakr, ‘Umar and ‘Uthmdn ; and the sending
as a hostage to Constantinople of Shdh ‘Abbds’s nephew
Haydar Mirz4, who departed with the Turkish general
Farhdd Péshd for the Ottoman capital, where he died two
years later.

Shah ‘Abbds next proceeded to subdue Shirdz, Kirman,
Gildn and Khurram-4bdd in Luristdn, and to inflict condign
Usbek invasion. punishment on Ya‘qub Khédn Dhu’l-Qadar and

other rebels. Meanwhile ‘Abdu’l-M’'min Khén
and his Uzbeks were again ravaging Khurdsdn, and the

cH. 111} THE SHERLEY BROTHERS \ Ios

Shdh, advancing to attack them, was stricken down by
fever at Tihrdn. While he lay sick and unable to move, the
holy city of Mashhad was taken and sacked by the savage
Uzbeks and many of its inhabitants slain. Sabzaw4r!
suffered a similar fate in 1002/1593-4 ; but three or four
years later? ‘Abdu’llih Khdn, the Uzbek sovereign, died
and his son, the above-mentioned ‘Abdw’l-M&’min Khén,
was killed by his own people. It was at this juncture;
(April, 1598) that Shih ‘Abb4s was at length able to attack
the Uzbeks in force and drive them out of Khurdsdn, which
now at length enjoyed a period of peace and tranquillity.
On his return from this victorious campaign to Qazwin in
the autumn of the same year, he found awaiting him there
The Sharey tl?ose celebrated English soldiers of fortune
brothers, Sir Anthony and Sir Robert Sherley, whose
7 romantic adventures are fully described in
several excellent monographs®. These, who were accom-
panied by some dozen English attendants, including at
least one cannon-founder, aided him greatly in the recon-
struction of his army and especially in providing it with
artillery, the lack of which had hitherto so
severely handicapped the Persians in their wars
- with the Turks, so that, as it is quaintly phrased
in Purchas's Pilgrims, “the mighty Ottoman, terror of the
Christian world, quaketh of a Sherley fever, and gives hopes
of approaching fates. The prevailing Persian hath learned -
Sherleian arts of war; and he which before knew not the

Improvement of
Persian artillery.

! The author of the ‘dlam-drd-yi-Abbdst says that he himself saw
amongst those slain at Sabzaw4r women with children at the breast.

% In 1006/1597-8, according to the ‘4 lam-drd-yi- Abbdst.

3 e.g. “The Sherley Brothers, an historical Memoir of the Lives of
Sir_Thomas Sherley, Sir Anthony Sherley, and Sir Robert Sherley,
Knights, by one of the same House” (Evelyn Philip Shirley ; Roxj
burgh Club: Chiswick, 1848); “The Three Brothers, or the Travels
and Adventures of Sir A., Sir R. and Sir T. Sherley in Persia, Russia,
Turkey, Spain, etc., with Portraits” (Anon., London, 1825). ’
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use of ordnance, hath now five hundred pieces of brass and
sixty thousand musqueteers; so that they, which at hand
with the sword were before dreadful to the Turks, now also,
in remoter blows and sulphurean arts, are grown terrible.”
The discipline of the Persian army had also been improved
by the elimination of the more ambitious and disobedient
Formation Qizil-bdsh nobles; the creation of a composite
of the sz¢h-  tribal force known as Shdk-seven (“King-
sevem tribe. lovers”), united not by tribal allegiance but
by personal devotion to the King; and the formation of a
regular infantry comparable in some degree to the Turkish
Janissaries. ‘

A year or two later circumstances were favourable for
the long-projected attempt to recover the provinces wrested
Successful wap O Persia by the Turks during the inter-

regnum which succeeded the death of Tahmdsp.

against the

OwomanTuk: The reign of the feeble Muhammad III was

~ approaching its end, and Turkey was weakened by a pro-
‘longed war with Austria and by the so-called Jaldli* revolt

in Asia Minor when Shdh ‘Abb4s opened his campaign in
1010/1601~2. Tabriz was retaken “with cannon, an engine
of long-time by the Persians scorned as not beseeming
valiant men,” in 1012/1603-4, and two years later the
celebrated Turkish general Chighdla-zdda Sindn Pédshd
(“Cicala”) was defeated near Salmds and compelled to
“retreat to Védn and Diyar Bakr, where he died of chagrin.
Baghddd and Shirwdn were recaptured by the Persians
about the same time, but the former changed hands more
than once during the reign of Shdh ‘Abbds, and the occasion
of its recapture from the Turks in AD. 1625 gave rise to an

1 An account of the heretic Jaldl is given by Munajjim-bdshf (Sakd
'ifi'l-Akhbdr, Turkish version, ed. Constantinople, A.H. 1285, vol. iii,
p. 471). He and many of his followers were killed near Sfwids in
925/15109, but evidently the sect which he founded retained its vitality

for the better part of a century afterwards.
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interchange of verses between Hiéfiz Pishd and Sultdn
Murdd IV which has attained a certain celebrity in Turkish
literary history?,

No coherent and critical account of these wars between
the Persians on the one hand and the Turks, Uzbeks and
Weartome 1S;}eorgians on the other has yet, so far as I
e in borthese know, been written, but the materials are ample,
23::;1;&35 ofthe  should any historian acquainted with Persian

and Turkish desire to undertake the task. The
enormous preponderance of the military element in such
contemporary chronicles as the 7. a’rik/z-z'—‘fflam-a’ra’-yi-
‘Abbdst makes them very dull and arduous reading to
anyone not specially interested in military matters; even
from the point of view of military history they are vi’tiated
by overwhelming masses of trivial details and the absence
of any breadth of view or clearness of outline. Many matters
on which we should most desire information are completely
ignored, and it is only here and there incidentally that we
find passages throwing light on the religious and social
conditions of the time. Of the recapture of the Island of
Hurmuz in the Persian Gulf from the Portuguese in March, -
1622, by a combined Anglo-Persian force we have naturallyi
very detailed contemporary English accounts. '

Allusion has already been made in the introductory
chapter® to the splendour and prosperity of rgfahén under
Chasacter and S'hé.h' ‘Abbis, and to the number of foreigners,
§’§2‘£“-‘,i‘i,’{f£_‘ dfplomatists, merchants and missionaries, which

his tolerant attitude towards non-Muslims

brought thither. These and other similar matters are very
fully discussed in the first volume of the great monograph
on his reign entitled 7@'»#&4-i~Alam-dri-yi<A4 bbdst, half of
which consists of an Introduction (Mugaddama) comprising
! See E. J. W. Gibb's History of Ottoman Poetry, vol. iii, pp. 248-

251, and, for the originals, vol. vi, pp. 190-191.
¥ Pp. 24-5 supra.
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twelve Discourses (Magdla). The first of these, dealing
with his ancestors and predecessors, is much the longest,
and in my manuscript occupies about two hundred pages;
the others, though much shorter, often occupying only a
page or two, are more original, and deal with such matters
as the religious devotion of Shdh ‘Abbds; his wise judge-
ment and wide knowledge ; his worthiness to be regarded
as a Sdkib-Qirdn, or “ Lord of a fortunate Conjunction” ;
his miraculous preservation on several occasions from im-
minent peril; his wise administration and care for public
security ; his inflexible severity ; his pious foundations and
“charitable bequests; his wars and victories; his birth and
childhood ; and an account of the most eminent nobles,
divines, ministers, physicians, calligraphers, painters, illumi-
nators, poets and minstrels of his reign. Speaking of his
severity (Magdla vi) the author, Iskandar Mun-
shi, says that no one dared to delay one moment
in the execution of any order given him by the

His inflexible
severity.

‘King: “for instance, should he command a father to kill

his son, the sentence would be carried out immediately,
even as the decree of destiny ; or should the father, moved
by parental tenderness, make any delay, the command
would be reversed; and should the son then temporize,
another would slay both. By such awful severity the exe-
cution of his commands attained the supreme degree of
efficiency, and none dared hesitate for an instant in the
fulfilment of the sentence inevitable as fate” He also
Attendancene | COMpelled his officers, on pain of death, to be
exccutions made  present at all executions; held each provincial
compulsory. . .
governor and local magistrate responsible for
the security of the roads in his district; and punished
falsehood with such severity that it was generally believed
that if anyone ventured to lie to him, he was informed of
it from the Spirit World. Yet at other times he would be
very friendly and unassuming in his intercourse with his
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courtiers and attendants, careful of their rights and just

claims, and ready to overlook accidental and
i}i‘:;;‘:‘:}if involuntary shortcomings. Though not averse
:;‘jgit‘;i_‘h from the banquet and the wine-bout, he was

greatly concerned to be correctly informed as to
the circumstances of the neighbouring kings and countries,
and devoted much attention to the development of his
Intelligence Department. He was also something of a
linguist, and not only appreciated but occasionally composed
poetry. '

Amengst the towns and districts which benefited most
from his munificence were, besides his capital Isfah4n, Mash-

had and its holy shrine of the eighth Im4dm ‘Alf
z‘,’,‘::feffggif},f,_ Rid4, which, as we have seen, he rescued from

the savage and fanatical Uzbeks and raised to
a position of the greatest glory and honour; Ardabil, the
original home of his family; Qazwin, the earlier capital
of the Safawfs; Kd4shdn, near which he constructed the
celebrated dam known as the Band-i-Quhrad?; Astardbdd;
Tabrfz; Hamaddn ; and the province of M4zandarén, one
of his favourite resorts, which he adorned with several
splendid palaces and the great causeway extending from
Astardbdd to Ashraf, of which full particulars are given in
Lord Curzon’s great work on Persia% As regards his con-
quests, his armies reached Merv, Nis4, Abiward,
Andakhitd and even Balkh in the north-east,
and Nakhjuwdn, Erivan, Ganja, Tiflfs, Darband and Bdkd
in the north-west.

No useful purpose would be served by enumerating here
all the notable persons in each class mentioned by Iskandar
Munshi, who wrote, as he repeatedly mentions
in the course of his work, in 1025/1616, but the
most important are, amongst the divines and

His conquests,

Notable person-
ages of his reign,

1 See my Year amongst the Persians, pp. 185-6.
2 Vol. i, pp. 376-8, ete.
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men of learning, M{r Muhammad Ddmdd and Shaykh
Bah&’w’d-Din ‘Amili; amongst the calligraphists,
Mawldnd Ishdq Siyawushani, Muhammad Hu-
sayn-i-Tabriz{, M{r Mu‘izz-i-Kdsh{, M{r Sadru’d-Din Mu-
hammad, and others; amongst the artists and
miniature painters, Muzaffar ‘Alf, Zaynu’l-‘Abi-
din, S4diq Beg, ‘Abdu’l-Jabbdr, and others; amongst the
poets, Damirf, Muhtasham, Wal{, Wahshi,
Khwiaja Husayn, Mir Haydar Mu‘amma’f, the
brothers Tayfur and Da'f, Walih and Malik of Qum, H4tim
of Késhdn, Sabr{ Ruzbihdni, Hisdb{, the Q4adi Nur-i-Isfahani,
Halat{, Haiz’lki, Mazhar{ of Cashmere, and the Qazwinfs
Furdgh{, Tabkh{, Sultdnu’l-Fuqard, K&ké and Sharmi;
= and amongst the singers and minstrels?, Héfiz
Mosicians, ¢t Ahmad-i-Qazwini, Hafiz Jaldjil-i-Bdkharz{, H4-
fiz Muzaffar-i-Qumi, Héfiz Hashim-i-Qazwin{, Mirz4 Mu-
hammad Kamiéncha'f, Ustdd Muhammad M@’min, Ustdd
shahsuwér-i-Chahér-térf, Ustdd Shams-i-Shayparghd’f{-i-
Wardmin{, Ustdd Ma‘sum Kamdncha’f, Ustdd Sultin Mu-
hammad Tanbura’f, Mirza Husayn Tanbtra’f, Ustdd Sultdn
Muhammr;ld-i-Changf, and the Qissa-khwdns (story-tellers)
and Shdlndma-klwdns (reciters of the ‘Epic of Kings?”),
Haydar, Muhammad Khursand and Fathif, of whom the
t.wo last were brothers and natives of Isfahdn, It is because
the fame of the singers, minstrels and musicians who
constitute this last class is in its nature so ephemeral that
I have enumerated them in full, as indicating what forms
of musical talent were popular at the court of Shdh ‘Abbds.

That Shéh ‘Abbas deserved the title of “the Great” there
can be no question, and many of his severities have been
palliated, if not excused, even by European historians like

Calligraphists.

Artists,

Poets,

1 Of these titles, Hdfiz denotes a Qurdn-reciter or rhapsodist;
Kamdncha'{ a violinist ; Chakdr-tdr{ a player on the four-stringed
lute ; Shaypirghi’d a trampeter ; Janbiéra’t a drummer ; and Changt
a harper.
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Sir John Malcolm?; but his cruel murder of his eldest son

Saff Mirz4 and his blinding of another, Khuda-
;r:;i‘;}f:{g‘:_“ banda Mirz4, and the tragical circumstances

connected therewithe, form a dark page in the
records of his otherwise glorious reign, which ended with
his death in the early part of A.D. 1629. He was succeeded
by his grandson Sdm Mi{rz4, who, on his accession, took the
name of his unfortunate father, and mounted the throne of
Persia under the title of Shdh Safi I.

There is a well-known tradition of the Muhammadans?
that Solomon died standing, supported by the staff on which
he leaned, and that his death remained unknown to the
Jinn, who laboured at his command in the construction of
the Temple, for a year, until the wood-worm ate through
the staff and the body fell to the ground. This legend may
well serve as a parable of the century of Safawf rule which
followed the death of Shéh ‘Abbds the Great, who, by his
strength and wisdom, gave to Persia a period of peace and

‘outward prosperity which for nearly a hundred years pro-

tected his successors from the results of their incompetence.
The successors of Four of his hogse succeeded him ere the ca-
Shih ‘Abbés the tastrophe of the Afghdn invasion in A.D, I 722
Great. effected its downfall, to wit, his grandson Shah
Saff above mentioned (A.D. 1629-1642); his great-grandson
Shah ‘Abbés II (A.D. 1642-1666); his great-great-grandson

~ Safi, subsequently recrowned under the name of Sulaymin

(A.D. 1666-1604); and his great-great-great-grandson Shah
Husayn (A.D. 1694~1722). Of Sh4h Saff, Kru-
Soan Sanw2sinski says that “’tis certain there has not been
g";):;i:himy ix? Persia a more cr.uel and bloody reign than
his” and describes it as “one continued series

Y History of Persia (ed. 1815), vol. i, PP- 555-6.

% 1bid., pp. 560-5. -

3 See the commentaries on Qur’dn xxxiv, 13.

¢ P. 44 of the English translation (London, 1728).
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of cruelties”; while Hanway?! observes that “he interfered
so little in the affairs of the government that the Persians
would have scarcely perceived they had a king, had it not
been for the frequent instances of barbarity which stained
his reign with blood”; and that “by his own folly he lost
Kandahar and Babylon [Baghdédd], two of the most im-
portant places on his frontiers.,” Than Shah ‘Abbds 11, on

the other hand, according to Krusinski? “next
;‘éf:iﬁéé)f’:”' to Ismael I and Schah-Abas the Great, Persia
flf;?sl‘ci:g;_sa"" never had a better king of the family of the

Sophies.” Although, like his father and pre-
decessor, he was “too much subject to wine, and committed
some acts of cruelty, yet, abateing a few excursions, of which
he might justly be reproached, he shewed himself, during
the whole course of his reign, truly worthy of the crown he
wore.” “The farther he advanced into his reign,” continues
the Jesuit, “the more he was beloved by his subjects and
the more feared by his neighbours. He loved justice, and
had no mercy of the governors and other public officers
who, abusing their authority, oppressed the people, of which
several instances may be seen in Tavernier. He had a great
and noble soul, was very kind to strangers, and openly pro-
tected the Christians, whom he would not have in the least
molested for their religion, saying, ¢ That none but God was
master of their consciences; that, for his own part, he was
only governor of externals; and that all his subjects being
equally members of the State, of what religion soever they
were, he owed justice to them all alike”” 'This reign, how-
ever, was the last flicker of greatness in the Safaw{ dynasty,

for Sulaymén (to quote Krusinski® once more),
fg‘égfgi:),(:”' «“ degenerated very much from the virtues of his
E::fclhiﬁdk?:é. father Schah-Abas II, and made his reign re-

markable only by a thousand instances of cruelty,

Y Revolutions of Persia (London, 1753), vol. i, p. 20,
2 0p. cit., p. 49. 3 Op. cit., pp. 57-8.

I

SHAH ‘ABBAS THE SECOND

1920.9 .17 —013 [2] (Brit. Mus.)
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the bare mention of which is shocking. When he Was

in wine or in wrath nobody about him was sure of life or -

estate. He caused hands, feet, nose and ears to be cut off,
eyes to be plucked out, and lives to be sacrificed upon the
least whim that took him; and the man that was most in
his favour at the beginning of a debauch was generally
made a sacrifice at the end of it. This is the character given
us of him by Sir John Chardin, who was in part a witness
of what he relates as to this matter. Persons thought their
lives in such danger whenever they approached him that
a great lord of his Court said, when he came from his
presence, that he always felt if his head was. left standing
upon his shoulders. It was under this prince that Persia
began to decay. He thought so little like a king that when -
it was represented to him what danger he was in from the
Turks, who, when they had made peace with the Christians,
would come and attack his finest provinces if he did not .
put himself in a position to repel them, he answered very

indifferently -that he -did- not care, provided they left him ~ -

Isfahdn.” :
Shdh Husayn, the last Safaw{ king (for his nominal suc-
cessors Tahmdsp II and ‘Abbds III were mere puppets in

Shéh Husayn . . .
(an. 16545 de-  predecessors, for his clemency was so excessive

ﬁ;ﬁ:ﬁé;ﬁ;{;a as “rendered him incapable of any severity, =
““meek zealot.”
while having one day accidentally wounded a duck with
his pistol “he himself was as much terrified as if he had
really committed murder, and made the same exclamation
as is customary in Persia upon the shedding of human blood,
by saying Kanlu oldum?, i.e. ‘1 am polluted with blood’;
and that very instant he caused two hundred zomons to be
given to the poor as an atonement for what he thoughta -

! Krusinski, gp. ¢ét., pp. 105-108. # Turkish; ¢ ao)s! FeeiY
B.P. L. 8

the hands of N4dir Sh4h), was very unlike his- - -

though never so moderate: and necessaryl” --
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great sin.” He was something of a scholar and theologian,
much under the influence of the Mullds, and so careful of his
religious duties and so much attached to the reading of the
Quv’'dn as to earn for himself the nick-name of Mulld or
“Parson Husaynl” Though at first a vehement prohibition-
ist, he was later induced by his grandmother, instigated
by wine-loving courtiers and power-seeking eunuchs, to
taste the forbidden liquor, which gradually obtained such a
hold on him that “he would not by any means hear the

mention of business, but left it all to the discretions of his

ministers and eunuchs, who governed the kingdom just as
they pleased, and took the greater license because they
were very sensible they had nothing to fear from a prince
who was so weak as to refer the very petitions he received
to them without so much as reading them?®.” N

In such a work as this, which is concerned primarily with
Persian literature and only secondarily with Persian history,
and that only in broad outlines, save in the case of periods
which witnessed some definite change in the national out-
look, it is unnecessary to enter into a more detailed account
of the later Safaw{ period; the more so because several
excellent accounts of the decline and fall of this remarkable
dynasty, and of the state of Persia at that time, are readily
accessible to the English reader. Of these the following
may be especially commended.

- Adam Olearius, Secretary to the Embassy sent by
Frederick Duke of Holstein to Russia and Persia, was in
Best contem the latter country from November, 1636 until
porary accounts  February, 1638. His Voyages and Travels, ori-
of this period. ginally written in Latin, were translated into
French and thence, by John Davies, into English. I have
(1) Olearius used the English version published in 1669.
(a.p. 1636-1638).  Olearius, or Oelschliger, to give him his original

1 Krusinski, ¢p. ¢it., p. 71. 2 [bid., p. 76.
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name, was a careful observer, and seems to have had a very.
falr knowledge both of Persian and Turkish, and his work
Is one of the best accounts of Persia in the seventeenth
century.

.Le. Pére Raphaél du Mans, Superior of the Capuchin
Mission at Isfahdn, was born in A.D. 1613, went to Persia in
(&) Raphadl dn 1644, and die.d there in 1696. His Estat de la
?g::—sx(él;.s: Perse en 1660 in the learned edition of M. Schefer

(Parl.s, 15?90) gives a valuable if not very lively
account of Persian institutions at a somewhat later date
than Olearius.
. The _Chevalier Chardin was born in A.D. 1643, was twice
in Persia for about six years each time (A.D. 1664~70 and‘
& Chntin , 1671.—77), and settled in London in 168 I, where
(o, 2664-1677). hfe died in 1713. Of the numerous editions of

his Voyages en Perse 1 have used that of the

learned Langles (Paris, 1811) in ten volumes, of which the -

last contains (pp. 151-244) an admirable Notice chronologique

de la Perse, depuis les temps les plus reculés Jusqu'd ce jour B

by the editor, carried down to the time of Fath<Al{ Shéh
Qdjdr. ' |
Shaykh ‘Alf Haz{n, who traced his descent from the
celebrated Shaykh Zahid-i-Gildn{, the spiritual director of
(0 Shaykh ‘AL Shaykh Safiyyu'd-Din, the ancestor of the Sa-
gz;f_r; 7(;9;: fawi kings, was born in A.D. 1692 at Isfahdn,
, -~ where he spent the greater part of his time until
he left Persia for India, never to return, in AD. 1734. He
wrote his Memoirs (published in the original Persian with
an English translation by F. C. Belfour in 1830~1) in 1741
and died at Benares at a ripe old age in 1779. Though he,
was himself involved in the disaster which overtook Isfahdn
in 1722, he gives a much less vivid and moving picéure of
the sufferings of its inhabitants during the siege by the
Afghéns than that drawn by Krusinski and other European
observers. His portraits of contemporary statesmen, theo-

8—2
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logians and poets, on the other hand, lend a special value to
his book ,
Father Krusinski, Procurator of the Jesuits at Isfahdn for
some eighteen or twenty years previous to A.D. 1722, com-
piled an admirable History of the Revolution of
ﬁ?f’;‘;ﬁ,‘:ﬂ‘;”) Persia from the begi.nninglof the Sa.faw{ dynasty
down to A.D. 1727 in which the circumstances
of the Afghdn invasion and its consequences are narrated
in the utmost detail.
Jonas Hanway, who was in Persia in A.D.. 17434, wrote
and published in 1753 in two volumes Az kzs.torzcal am')zmt
. of the British Trade over the Caspian Sea, with a
fi)f“x';ff-’ Journal of Travels, which he supplemented I?y
750 two further volumes on the Revolution of Persfa,
the first containing 7/e Reign of Shak Sultan Hussein, wzt'/z
the Invasion of the Afghans, and the reigns of Sultan Mir
Maghmud and his successor Aslmgﬂ,. and t.he seconld T /z}e:
History of the celebrated usurper Nadiv Koult, from his birt

in 1687 till his death in 1747, to whicl are added some. .
particulars of the unfortunate reign of his successor Adil

Shah. For the earlier part of his history Hanway is much
indebted to Krusinski, but for the later perif)d (A.P. 1727~
1750), including the whole account of Néd{r Shahf he is
an independent and most valuable authority, while his
narrative is throughout lively and agreeable to read.
These are only a few of the many writers and trav.ellers
whose works throw light on this period. I have menthned
them because they are the ones I have chiefly
:ehrfol:t:;szafi‘:{ used, but a long and serviceable account of ’a
Bt ™ much larger number will be found in Scheferﬂs
torians. Introduction to his edition of le Pére Raphaél
du Mans mentioned above. The European writers are he.re,
for reasons well set forth by Sir John Malcoh‘nl, more in-
structive and illuminating than the Persian historians, for

1 History of Persia (London, 1815), vol. i, pp. 568-570.
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whom, as he says, “we can hardly imagine an era more
unfavourable. A period of nearly a century elapsed without
the occurrence of any one political event of magnitude; and
yet the extraordinary calm was productive of no advantage
to Persia. The princes, nobles, and high officers of that
kingdom were, it is true, exempt from the dangers of foreign
or internal war; but their property and their lives were the
sport of a succession of weak, cruel and debauched monarchs,
The lower orders were exposed to fewer evils than the higher,
but they became every day more unwarlike; and what they
gained by that tranquillity which the State enjoyed lost
almost all its value when they ceased to be able to defend

it. This period was distinguished by no glorious achieve-

ments. No characters arose on which the historian could

dwell with delight. The nation may be said to have existed

on the reputation which it had before acquired till all it

possessed was gone, and till it became, from the slow but

certain progress of a gradual and vicious decay, incapable

of one effort to avert that dreadful misery and ruin in which

it was involved by the invasion of a few Afghan tribes,
whose conquest of Persia affixed so indelible a disgrace

upon that country that we cannot be surprised that its

historians have shrunk from the painful and degrading

narration,” ‘

Shaykh ‘Alf Haz{n! takes precisely the same view, « Many

~ages having now elapsed,” says he, “since civilization, tran-

quillity, and the accomplishment of all worldly blessings
had attained a state of perfection in the beautiful provinces
of Iran, these were become a fit object for the affliction of
the malignant eye?. The indolent King and princes, and
the army that sought nothing but repose and for near a

1 P. 106 of Belfour’s text= Pp. 116 of his translation.
? The Evil Eye is called by the Arabs ‘Adynu'l-X. amdl, “the Eye of

Perfection,” because anything perfect of its kind is especially exposed
to its attacks.
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hundred years had not drawn the sword from the scabbard,
would not even think of quelling this disturbance?, until
Mahmud? with a large army marched into the provinces of
Kirmdn and Yazd, and, having committed much plunder
and devastation, proceeded on his route to Isfahdn. This
happened in the early part of the year 1134/1721.”

Jonas Hanway?® speaks in a similar strain. “ Persia never
enjoyed,” says he, “a more perfect tranquillity than in the
beginning of the present [7.e. the eighteenth] century. The
treaties she had concluded with her neighbours were perfectly
observed and secured heragainstanyforeigninvasions; whilst
the effeminacy and luxury of her inhabitants, the ordinary

consequences of a long peace, left no room to apprehend

any danger from the ambition of her own subjects, This
monarchy, which had suffered so many revolutions in past
ages, seemed to be settled on a solid foundation when the
news of its subversion surprised the whole world. The
authors of this amazing catastrophe were a people hardly

- known even to their own sovereigns, and have now acquired

a reputation only by the fame of those nations which they
brought under their subjection. These people...are com-
prised under the general denomination of Afghans4.”

The policy of Shdh ‘Abbds the Great has been described
above as wise and far-sighted, but this statement needs some
qualification ; for, while it greatly strengthened

361:;‘2{(’;1(2; the power of the Crown, it undoubtedly con-
"Abbds. duced in the end to the weakening of the nation

1 The seizure of Qandahdr by the revolted Afghdns led by M{r Ways.

2 The son and successor of M{r Ways.

3 Revolutions of Persia, vol. i, p. 22.

4 The Afghdns are, however, mentioned by the Arabian historian
Ibnw’l-Athir in several places, the earliest mention being under the
year 366/976—7. They were very troublesome in S.E. Persia in the
middle of the fourteenth century. See my Abridged Translation of the
Tadrikh-i-Guzida (E. J. W. Gibb Series, xiv, 2), pp. 161 e segg.
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and the degeneration of its rulers. Previous kings had been
embarrassed chiefly by ambitious relatives, powerful tribal
chiefs, and turbulent townsmen ; and for all these things
Shdh ‘Abbds set himself to provide remedies. Instead of
allowing his sons to hold high administrative posts and take
a prominent part in wars, he either blinded them or put
them to death, or immured them in the haram, where, as
Krusinski well explains?, they lead a life of hardship and
privation rather than of luxury and pleasure, while receiving

a very imperfect education, and falling under the influence
of the palace eunuchs, who ended by becoming the dominant
power in the State. To his destruction of the great nobles
and tribal chiefs, and his creation of the Sidk-sevens as a
counterpoise to the seven tribes to whom his predecessors
owed their power, allusion has already been made?. A more
extraordinary example of his application of the maxim
Divide et impera was his deliberate creation in all the large
towns of two artificially antagonized parties, named, ac-
cording to Krusinski, Pelenk and Felenk, who indulged at
intervals in the most sanguinary faction-fights, they being,
as Krusinski puts it, “ so opposite, and so much enemies one
to the other, that people in different States, in arms against
one another, do not push their aversion and enmity farther.”
He adds (p. 92) that “though they fought without arms,
because they were not supposed to make use of anything
else but stones and sticks, it was with so much fury and
bloodshed that the King was obliged to employ his guards
to separate them with drawn swords; and hard it was to
accomplish it, even with a method so effectual, insomuch
that at Ispahan in 1714 they were under a necessity, before

1 0p. cit., pp. 65~70.

2 See p. 106 supra.

3 0p. cit, p. 91. Hanway (vol. iii, p. 32 ad cale., and p- 33) calls them
Peleuk and Feleuk. At a later period they were known as Haydari
and NZ*matf.
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they could separate the combatants, to put about three
hundred to the sword on the spot.”
‘Besides the eunuchs, there grew up and attained its
full development under “ Mulld Husayn,” the last unhappy
though well-meaning occupant of the Safaw{
3,2"};}"3}}2? ' throne at Isfahdn, another dominant class whose
typified by Y™ influence hardly made for either spiritual unity or
Biqiri-Majlisl  pational efficiency, namely the great ecclesiastics
who culminated in the redoutable Mullda Muhammad Baqir-i-
Majlisf, the persecutor of Sufis and heretics, of whom w-e
shall have to speak at some length in a future chapter. His
admirers? call attention to the fact that his death, which
took place in 1111/1699-1700% was followed in a shor.t time
by the troubles which culminated in the supreme d'lsaster
of 1722, and suggest that the disappearana? of so sam'tl_y a
personage left Persia exposed to perils which more critical
minds may be inclined to ascribe in part to the narrow
intolerance so largely fostered by him and his congeners.

1 e.g.”thé Qisasu’l-*Ulamd, p. 216 of the lithographed edition of

1306/1888-9. ) .
2 The chronogram is jjom9 _of.

CHAPTER 1V.

AN OUTLINE OF THE HISTORY OF PERSIA DURING
THE LAST TWO CENTURIES (A.D. 1722~-1922).

Only after much hesitation and several tentative experi-
ments have I decided to endeavour to compress into one
chapter two centuries of Persian history. Were this book:
primarily intended as a political history of Persia, such an
attempt would be out of the question; for this long period
witnessed the Afghdn invasion and its devastations; the
rise, meteoric career, and sudden eclipse of that amazing
conqueror Nddir Shéh; the emergence in a world of chaos
and misery of Karfm Khén-i-Zand, generally accounted the
best ruler whom Persia ever possessed, and of his gallant but
unfortunate successor Lutf-‘Al{ Khidn; the establishment of
the still reigning Q4jdr dynasty, and within that period
the occurrence, amidst many other important events, of two
remarkable phenomena (the rise and growth of the B4b{
religious movement since 1844, and the political Revolution
of 1906) which profoundly affected the intellectual life and
literary development of Persia, each one of which might
well form the subject of a lengthy monograph rather than
a chapter. This book, however, is written not from the
political but from the literary point of view, and the historical
part of it is only ancillary, and might have been omitted
entirely if a knowledge of even the general outlines of
Oriental history formed part of the mental equipment ot
most educated Europeans. From this point of view much
fuller treatment is required for periods of transition, or of
great intellectual activity, than for periods of unproductive
strife not so much of rival ideas and beliefs as of conflicting
ambitions. To the latter category belongs the greater part
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of the two centuries which must now engage our attention.
During this period the literary language (which, indeed, had
become fixed at any rate in the fourteenth century, so that
the odes of Hafiz, save for their incomparable beauty, might
have been written but yesterday) underwent no noticeable
change; few fresh forms of literary expression were de-
veloped until the middle of the nineteenth century; and
few fresh ideas arose to modify the Shia frenzy of Safaw{
times until the rise of the B4bf doctrine in A.D. 1844, of
which, however, the literary effects were less considerable
than those of the Revolution of 1906. Moreover excellent
and detailed accounts of the Afghdn invasion, of Nddir
Shéh, and of the earlier Q4jér period already exist in
English, several of which have been mentioned at the end
of the preceding chapter?; these could hardly be bettered,
and would only be marred by such abridgment as would
be necessary to fit them into the framework of this book.
Hence I have deemed it best to limit myself in this chapter
" to a brief outline of the more salient events of these last

two centuries.

THE AFGHAN INVASION (A.D. 1722-1730).

Unlike the Arabs, Mongols, Tartars and Turks, who were
instrumental in effecting previous subjections of Persia by
o foreign arms, the Afghdns are, apparently, an
i frénian and therefore a kindred race, though

differing materially in characterijfrom the Per-
sians. The Persian language is widely spoken in their wild
and mountainous country, while in their own peculiar idiom,
the Pushtd, James Darmesteter saw the principal survivor
of the language of the Avesta, the scripture of the Zoro-
astrians. They are a much fiercer, hardier, and more warlike
people than the Persians, less refined and ingenious, and

1 See pp. 114118 supra.
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fanatical Sunnfs, a fact sufficient in itself to explain the
Intense antagonism which existed between the two nations
and enabled the Afghdns to give to their invasion of Persia,.
the colour of a religious war,

In AD. 1707 Qandahdr, a constant bone of contention
between the Safaw{ kings of Persia and the “Great Moghuls”
S;gi:;‘u",‘,if, :rfl dIr:ili:, was in th-e possession of tIlle former,
e e governed in a very autocratic manner

by a Georgian noble named Gurgin Khén, Mir
Ways, an Afghdn chief whose influence with his fellow-
countrymen made him an object of suspicion, was by his
orders banished to Isfahin as a state prisoner. There
however, he seems to have enjoyed a considerable amoum:.

of liberty and to have been freely admitted to the court of -

Shdh Husayn. Endowed with considerable perspicacity and
a great talent for intrigue, he soon formed a pretty clear
idea of the factions whose rivalries were preparing the ruin
of the country, and with equal caution and cunning set
himself to fan the suspicions to which every-great Persian -
gen.eral or provincial governor was exposed. This was the
easier in the case of one who, being by birth a Christian
and a Georgian of noble family, might, without gross im-
probability, be suspected of thinking more of the restoration
of his own and his country’s fortunes than of the mainten-
ance of the Persian Empire, though there seems in fact no

‘reason to suspect him of any disloyalty.

' Ha\_zmg sown this seed of suspicion and completely
ingratiated himself with the Persian Court, Mir Ways
R sough.t z?.nd obtained permission to perform
Mecea, the pilgrimage to Mecca. While there he took
. . another important step for the furtherance of
his designs. He sought from the leading ecclesiastical
authorities a fafwd, or legal opinion, as to whether the
orthodox Sunnf subjects of a heretical (i.e. Shia) Muslim
ruler were bound to obey him, or were justified, if occasion
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arose, in resisting him, if necessary by force of arms.
The decision, which supported the latter alternative and
so accorded with his designs, he carried back with him to
Isfahdn and subsequently to Qandahdr, whither he was
permitted to return, with strong recommendations to Gurgin
Khidn, in 1709. There he soon organized a conspiracy
against the latter, and, taking advantage of the temporary
absence of a large part of the Persian garrison on some
expedition in the neighbourhood, he and his followers fell
on the remainder when they were off their guard, killed the
greater number of them, including Gurgin Khdn, and took
possession of the city. It was at this juncture that the
fatwd obtained at Mecca proved so useful to Mfr Ways,
for by it he was able to overcome the scruples of the more
“faint-hearted of his followers, who were at first inclined to
shrink from a definite repudiation of Persian suzerainty,
but who now united with the more hot-headed of their
countrymen in electing Mir Ways “Prince of Qandahdr

- and General of the national troops®.”

Several half-hearted attempts to subdue the rebellious
city having failed, the Persian Government despatched
Khusraw Khdn, nephew of the late Gurgin
Successofthe K hin, with an army of 30,000 men to effect its
subjugation, but in spite of an initial success,
which led the Afghdns to offer to surrender on terms, his
~ uncompromising attitude impelled them to make a fresh
desperate effort, resulting in the complete defeat of the
Persian army (of whom only some 700 escaped) and the
death of their general. Two years later, in AD. 1713, an-
other Persian army commanded by Rustam Khdn was also
defeated by the rebels, who thus secured possession of the
whole province of Qandahdr.
Mir Ways, having thus in five or six years laid the foun-
dations of the Afghdn power, died in A.D. 1715, and was
1 Krusinski, p. 187.
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succeeded by his brother Mfr ‘Abdu’ll4h, whose disposition
— to acc.ept, under certain conditions, Persian
succeeded by suzerainty led to his murder by his nephew
Mir Mabmsa, Mir Mahmid, son of Mir Ways, who was forth-

with proclaimed king. The weakness of the
Persian government thus becoming apparent, others were
S led to follow the example of the Afghdns of
against Persta,  Dandahdr.  Amongst these were the Abdalf

Afghdns of Herdt, the Uzbeks of Transoxiana,
the Kurds, the Lazgfs and the Arabs of Bahrayn, and
though the Persian General Saff-quli Khin with 30,00C
troops succeeded in defeating an Uzbek army of 12,000
he was immediately afterwards defeated by the Abdili -
Afghins,

In A.D. 1720 Mir Mahmd assumed the aggressive, crossed
the deserts of Sistdn, and attacked and occupied Kirmén,
Ko e whence, however, he was expelled four months
by Afghins,  later by the Persian General Lutf-Alf Khin,

who, after this victory, proceeded to Shirdz and =

began to organize “the best-appointed army that had been
seen in Persia for many years” with a view to crushing the
Afghdns and retaking Qandahdr. Unfortunately before he
had accomplished this his position was undermined by one
of those Court intrigues which were so rapidly destroying
the Persian Empire, and he was deprived of his command
and brought as a prisoner to Isfahdn, while the army which
he had collected and disciplined with such care rapidly
melted away, and the spirits of the Afghdns were pro-
portionately revived. The capture and sack of Shamakh{
by the Lazgis and the appearance of strange portents in
the sky combined still further to discourage the Persians
while the ordering of public mourning and repentance by:
Shéh. Husayn tended only to accentuate the general de-
pression,

The fatal year 1722 began with the second siege and
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capture of Kirmdn by Mir Mahmtd. The most remarkable
incident connected with this was that he was
ﬁ;"ﬁ;ﬁ; joined by a number of “guebres” (gadr)!, the
small remnant of the Persians who still profess
the ancient religion of Zoroaster, and who exist in any
number only in the cities of Kirmdn and Yazd and the
intervening region of Rafsinjdn with its chief town Bahrdm-
4bdd. Why these people should have attached themselves
to foreign Muslims to make war on their Muslim compatriots
it is hard to understand, unless the fanaticism of the Shi‘a
divines was responsible for driving them into this extra-
ordinary course. Still more remarkable, if true, is Hanway’s
statement that they provided Mir Mahmud with one of his
best generals, who, though he bore the Muhammadan name
of Nasru'lldh, was, according to the same authority? “a
worshipper of fire, since there were two priests hired by the
Sultan who kept the sacred flame near his tomb.”
From Kirmidn Mir Mahmtd marched by way of Yazd,

‘which he attempted but failed to take by storm, to Isfahdn, -

having scornfully refused an offer of 15,000
Afghdns advance 7,158 to induce him to turn back, and finally

) - pitched his camp at Gulndbad, distant some
three leagues from the Safawf capital. After much dispute
and diversity of opinions, the Persian army marched out of
Isfahdn to engage the Afghdns on March 7th and on the
following day, largely through the treachery of the W4l{ of
‘Arabistdn, suffered a disastrous defeat.

The battle of Gulndbad, fought between the Persians and
the Afghdns on Sunday, March 8, 1722, decided the fate of
Battle of the Safawi{ dynasty as surely as did the battle
Gulnbad, of Qddisiyya in A.D. 635 that of the Sdsdnians,
Mareh & 372 or the conflict between the Caliph’s troops and

1 Hanway's Revolution of Persia, vol. i, p. 99. ? Ibid., p. 186,
3 At that time, according to Hanway (loc. ¢i?., p. 100), equivalent to

£37,500.

" The Arab,
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the Mongols outside Baghddd in A.D. 1258 that of the
‘Abbésids. Between these three battles, moreover, there
was a remarkable point of similarity in the
splendour and apparent strength of the defenders
and the squalor and seeming weakness of their
assailants. The similarity in this respect between the battles
of Qddisiyya and Baghdd4d has been noticed in a well-known
passage of the Kitdbuw'l-Fakkrt', to which the following
account of the battle of Gulndbdd by Hanway? forms a
remarkable parallel :

A curious
parallel.

“The sun had just appeared on the horizon when the armies began
to observe each other with that curiosity so natural on these dreadful
occasions. The Persian army just come out of the capital, being com-
posed of whatever was most brilliant at court, seemed as if it had been
formed rather to-make a show than to fight. The riches and variety of
their arms and vestments, the beauty of their horses, the gold and
precious stones with which some of their harnesses were covered, and
the richness of their tents contributed to render the Persian camp very
pompous and magnificent.

“On the other side there was a much smaller body of soldiers, dis-
figured with fatigue and the scorching heat of the sun. Their clothes
were so ragged and torn in so long a march that they were scarce
sufficient to cover them from the weather, and, their horses being
adorned with only leather and brass, there was nothing glittering about
them but their spears and sabres.”

These three great and decisive battles resembled one
another in several respects. In each case a great historic
dynasty, the extent of whose inward decay was
Mongoland  tnasked by its external splendour, and apparent,
afghinvasion because hitherto unchallenged, strength and
zgxg:sff:d:‘“d supremacy, collapsed I?efore the fierce onslaught

of a hardy and warlike folk, hitherto hardly
known, or accounted as little better than barbarians; and
in each case the more or less prolonged process of degene-

! See vol. ii of my Lét. Hist, p. 462, for the translation, and pp. 97-8
of Ahlwardt’s edition for the text of this passage.

* Revolutions of Persia (London, 1753), vol. i, pp. 104-3.
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ration which rendered the final catastrophe not only possible
but inevitable is fairly obvious to subsequent historians,
even if its extent and significance were not realized until
the fatal touchstone was applied. The results, however,
differed widely according to the character and abilities of
the assailants. The Arab invaders of the seventh century
established an Empire which endured for six centuries and
effected a profound and permanent change in the lands
and peoples whom they brought under their sway. The
Mongol conquests were even more extensive, reaching as
they did from China and Thibet to Germany and Russia,
but the cohesion and duration of the vast Empire which
they created were far inferior. The Afghdn conquest, with
which we are now concerned, was little more than an
extensive and destructive raid, resulting in some seventy-
five years of anarchy (A.D. 1722-1795), illuminated by the
meteoric career of that Napoleon of Persia, N4dir Shéh,
and ending in the establishment of the actually reigning
- dynasty of the Q4&jdrs. The actual domination of the
Afghéns over Persia only endured for eight or nine years?,
Seven months elapsed after the battle of Gulndbdd
before the final pitiful surrender, with every circumstance
of humiliation, of the unhappy Shdh Husayn.
rnce Tebmi n that battle the Persians are said to have lost
g:;’;fig.m all their artillery, baggage and treasure, as well
' as some 15,000 out of a total of 50,000 men.
- On March 19 Mir Mahmtd occupied the Shéh’s beloved
palace and pleasure-grounds of Farahdbdd, situated only
three miles from Isfahdn, which henceforth served as his
headquarters. Two days later the Afghdns, having occupied
the Armenian suburb of Julfi, where they levied a tribute
of money and young girls, attempted to take Isfahdn by
! Mahmid the Afghdn laid siege to Kirman in January, 1722, and

captured Isfahdn in October of the same year. His cousin Ashraf, wha
succeeded him, was killed by Balichis in 1730.
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storm, but, having twice failed (on March 19 and 21), sat
down to blockade the city. Three months later Prince
Tahmdsp Mirz4, who had been nominated to succeed his
father, effected his escape from the beleaguered city to
Qazwin, where he attempted, with but small success, to
raise an army for the relief of the capital.
Soon after this, famine began to press heav1ly on the
people, who clamoured to be led against the besiegers,
but their desperate sortie failed owing to the
Tamine in renewed treachery of W4ll of ‘Arabistdn, who
' was throughout these dark days the evil genius
of the unhappy king. The Persian court, indeed, seemed to
have been stricken with a kind of folly which was equally
ready to repose confidence in-traitors and to mistrust and
degrade or dismiss brave and patriotic officers like Lutf-
‘Alf Khdn. For three or four months before the end the
sufferings of the people from famine were terrible: they
were finally reduced to eating dogs, cats, and even the
corpses of their dead, and perished in great numbers. The
pitiful details may ‘be found in the pages of Krusinski,
Hanway, and the contemporary accounts written by certain -
agents of the Dutch East India Company then resident at
Isfah4n, of which the original texts have been included by
H. Dunlop in his fine work on Persia (Persie, Haarlem,

- 1912, pp. 242-257).

At the end of September, 1722, Shah Husayn offered to
surrender himself and his capital to the Afghdn invader,
but M{r Mahmd, in order still further to reduce
Surenderof  hy famine the numbers and spirit of the besieged,
gg"i‘x‘svmz_ dragged out the negotiations for another three
o or four weeks, so that it was not until October 21
that Shdh Husayn repaired on foot to Farahdbdd, once his
favourite residence, now the headquarters of his ruthless
foe, to surrender the crown which Mir Mahmud assumed six

days later. When news of his father’s abdication reached

B.P. L ' 9
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his high character and intellectual attainments, as well as
by his prolonged sojourn of fifty years (A.D. 1644-1696) 13
Isfahdn, to speak with authority. T he‘works enumera.teh
b'y M. Schefer! are variously written in Dutch, Engh’s ,
French, German, Italian, Latin, Portuguese and .Spamsh,
but many of the more important have appeared m_two or
three different languages. Of their autho’rs (excluding the
earlier Venetian envoys to the Court of Uzun ‘Hasan, sqcb
as Caterino Zeno, Josepho Barbaro and Ambrosio Contarini,
most of whom visited Persia during the latter h.alf of the
fifteenth century, and consequently before the rise ?f the
Safawi dynasty) the best known are Anthony Jenkmson,
the Sherley brothers, Cartwright, Parry and Sir Th?m:ca.ls:
Herbert of the English, and of the others Antonio di

Govea, Don Garcias de Silva Figuerosa, Olearius, Teixeira,
t]

Pietro della Valle, Tavernier, Thevenot, and last but not
least Chardin and Pétis de la Croix. M. Schefer does nlot
carry his survey beyond the seventeenth cent’ury, but the
final downfall of the Safawis before the;'Afghan ons:l,aught
in AD. 1722 found an able historian in the Jesuit Pere
Krusinski, while letters from some of tht't Dutch merchants
in Isfahdn, a few of which have been published by H. l?unloP
in his Perzié (Haatlem, 1912; pp. 242-7), serve to 111um1.-
nate the tragic details of that disaster. From this time until
the rise of the present Q4jar dynasty towards the ef{d. of the
eighteenth century comparatively few Europeans visited orf
resided in Persia, a fact due partly Fo the .unsc.sttled state of
the country, and the consequent d.lfﬁcultles in the way o
missionary or commercial enterprises, and partly to the

1 To these we must not omit to add_. the Mi{‘dtu’l-’/ll’a‘mdlz',é (‘,"Mirr}(l)r
of Kingdoms?”) of the gallant Turkish adm'lral Sidf Ali6Ra 1sc,1 waz
travelled overland from India to Tu}‘key in AD. ’1554- i T.lnt “;15-
received by Shdh Tahmisp at Qazwin. Vambéry’s Eng(;s | ra >
lation of this book (Luzac, London, 18g9) leaves a good deal to

desired.
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changed political conditions. The object of the numerous
diplomatic missions from various European countries which
visited Persia during and immediately before the Safaw{
period was, in nearly all cases, to seek her cooperation in
combating the formidable power of the Ottoman Turks,
which was at its height during the period which began with
their conquest of Constantinople in A.D. 1453 and culminated
in the reigns of Sultdns Salfm “the Grim ” and Sulaymdén
“the Magnificent” (A.D. 1512-1566), of whom the former
conquered Egypt and the Holy Cities and assumed the title
of Caliph, while the latter only failed by the narrowest
margin to capture Vienna. So formidable did the Turkish
menace appear to European- statesmen that Busbecgq,
Ferdinand’s ambassador at the Court of Sulaymdn, ex-
pressed himself in the following remarkable words: “’Tis
only the Persian stands between us and ruin. The Turk
would fain be upon us, but he keeps him back. This war
with him affords us only a respite, not a deliverancel.” In

-A.D. 1722 when the Safaw{ dynasty, long degenerate, finally

collapsed, Persia was left for the moment a negligible

- quantity, the Turks had ceased to be a menace to Europe,

and the bitter sectarian quarrel which lay at the root of two
centuries of Turco-Persian warfare gradually lost much of
its virulence, especially after the development of the more
conciliatory policy of the great N4dir Shdh. Under these
changed conditions the earljer European policy became at -
once unnecessary and impossible, :
From this brief survey of the sources whence our know-
ledge of the Safawf dynasty is derived, we must now pass
to the consideration of its chief characteristics.
These, though clear enough in general outline,
present a series of very interesting problems

Chief charac.
teristics of the
Safawi dynasty,

! Creasy’s History of the Ottoman Turks (London, 1877), pp. 171-2
ad cale. Cf. Forster and Daniell’s Life and Letlters of...Busbecy
(London, 1881), vol. i, pp. 221-2. i



