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INTRODUCTION

Ethno-archacology as a subject is not very old. Ethnographers and
archaeologists have themselves been producing schemes ofhuman development and
Progress. Strongly influenced by Darwin's ideas about evolution, the British
anthropologist Edward Tylor (1832 — 1917) and his American counterpart Lewis Heary
Morgan (1818 — 1881), both published important works in the 1870's arguing that
human societies had evolved from a primitive state of savagery (primitive hunting)
through barbarism (simple farming) to civilization (the highest form of society).
Morgan's book, Ancient Society (1877), was partly based on his great knowledge of
living North American Indians. His ideas — particularly the notion that peoplehadonce
lived in a primitive state of communism, sharing resources equally — strongly
influenced Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels, who drew on them in their writings about
RR:

A study ofthe social organization and other features ofthe present day Pakhtün
Society, with particular reference to the Yüsufzais in the valley of Peshäwar, on the
basis ofits material culture in order to draw conclusions about its past, is the main
objective of this thesis. This line of research would be technically termed as ethno —
archacology. Ethnographers work backwards from known to unknown by livingamong
contemporary societies with the specific purpose of understanding how such socictics
use their material culture. The present writer, being himself a Pakhtün, lives in the

Pakhtün society and is fully acquainted with its material culture.

The basic problem with Ihe Pakhtün society for any researcher is that its origin
is shrouded in mystery. This has given rise to several schools ofthought. The Pakhtün
writers, with rare exceptions, are unanimous in the view that the Pakhtüns have
descended from the lost ten tribes ofthe Bani Israel. The most recent champion ofthis
view is Roshan Khän whose arguments were critically examined by Pareshän Khatak,

another Pakhtün writer, and found unsatisfactory. We have also discussed this issuc in

some detail. In our view the evidence presented by Roshan Khin cannot stand the test
ofscrutiny, whereas Pareshin’s explanation that Ni‘amat Ullah, a contemporary writer

with the Mughal emperor Jahangir (1605 — 27), was the one who invented this theory

to counter the propaganda at the Mughal court, which ridiculed the Pakhtiins byterming

them “offspring of ghosts”, is also untenable, for he has himself mentioned the names

ofcertain other Pakhtiin writers whose dates fall earlier than that ofNi‘amat Ullah, and
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who have written in support of the Bani Israel theory. It seems this theory was already
in the air but nobody presented it in a logical way before Ni‘amat Ullah, whocleverly
wove it into the fabric ofthe history ofBani Isracl.

Whatever the case may be, the need ofanoble descentmusthavebeen feltwhen
ordinary Pakhtiin chiefs (Lodhis and SGris) emanating from the Afghin hills succeeded
in establishing royal houses at Delhi. Ni'amat Ullah came to their rescue and invented
the name Afghana (nowhere found in historical records) and gave out that he was the
ancestor of the entire Pakhtün race. The idea was apparently based upon the name
Afghiin which, he knew, was used for the Pushtfin s ofKoh-i Sulfmin but ofwhich he
did not know the meaning.

OF all the modem writers relevant to us here only Morgenstieme takes an
objective view of the subject and builds up his thesis upon an indepth analysis ofthe

language (Pashto) spoken by the Pakhtiins. In origin, he says, Pakhtu or Pushto is a
Saka dialect from the north, but it is not possible to define its relationship moreclosely.
As such it is both in origin and structure an Iranian language, which however has
borrowed freely from the Indo-Aryan group. The Saka or Scythian origin of the
Pakhtüns is also supported by the fact that certain aspects oftheirsocieties show striking
resemblances with each other, for instance, taking pride in meat eating, exaggerated
Pride in their prowess, preference for a nomadic way of life in order to ensure

independence, looking down upon other races as inferior. The Ydsufzais in fact, having
won the prize land in Hashtnagar with their own arms handed it over to another tribe
and kept the hilly country for themselves so that in case ofany foreign invasion they
could climb up the mountain top and hurl stones upon the invaders.

The Pakhtiins consider Shual or Kasi Ghar as their ancestral home. This is the
plateau marked by the mecting point ofthe most western point ofthe SpinGharand the

caster range ofMihtar Suliman. This plateau is known to the Afghiins aspusht(back).
It is this pusht which has given the name Pushtin, also pronounced as Pakhtiin, to the

Afghins inhabitants ofthis land. Thus, it is the land which has given its name to its
occupants, not the vice versa; and it is from this land that the Pushtün s or Pakhtüns

spread in all directions. This story is related in the following six chapters.

Chapter — I takes account ofthe literary sources. The problems relating to cach

are brought under critical examination and solutions suggested.
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1.2. The Tazkirat al-Abrär wa al-Ashrär

The next important source is the Tazkirat al-Abrärwaal-Ashrärwritten in 1021
W/1612-13 by the most celebrated saint of the Affghäns and a lcamed Süfl, the Akhünd
Darweza, who,after an eventful life, died in Peshäwar and was buried in the Hazär
Khini graveyard not very far from the ancient ruins of Shähji ki Dheri — the famous
Kanishka vihära. He was bom in 956 H/1549 (Dani 1969: 183).

The Akhfind was not a professional historian, nor is his Tarkira a book on
history. He was in fact a religious scholar who illustrated his teachings with examples
from history. Thus he mentions some historical events related to the history of the
Ydsufzais and of some other tribes in order to draw moral lessons. Notwithstanding
these shortcomings, he is certainly the most reliable and trustworthy, for his source of
information was not any previously written documents but his own parents who stood

with the Yüsufzais through thick and thin and had first hand knowledge of their
movements. His importance lies in the fact that he was certainly the first to writedown

The Akhünd was himselfa Turk (Akhünd 1960: 105) and native ofthe territory
called Nangrahär (ancient Nagarahära). His great grandfather Darghan came from

Mohmand and settled in the town ofPäpin (Akhünd 1950: 106) which appears 10 have
been situated in the darah of Hisärak-i-Shähi (Raverty 1878) in castern Afghänistän.

This place the Sultan Bahräm, a descendant ofthe Sultäns ofPich, who claimed descent

from a son of Alexander (Ibid: 114) named Shamüs, brought under his control and

extended his rule as far as the Safed Koh of Nangrahär, and drove out the Budni who

comprised several tribes and in the past predominated over the country ofNangrahär.

The grandfather of the Akhiind, Shaikh Sa‘adi left his native country and

accompanied the Ydsufzais in their migration eastward, as their Peshw4 or spiritual

guide, and received his share in the distribution made by Shaikh Mali. He was

accounted among the Mandizai section of the Daulatzai division ofthe Malizais in the
distribution oflands, and was assigned a share for 30 persons, the number ofhis family
and dependents (Akhiind 1960: 107). Subsequently the ruler of the country (probably

Mirzä Kämrän) had occasion to chastise the uliis, and dispatched the AmirQodini with
a body of horse, to make a raid upon them. Some ofthese horsemen fell in with Shaikh

Sa ‘adi and his family, and taking him for one ofthe Afghiin ullés, put him to death; and
carried away his son Gadie, captive. Soon after it was found out, through the Amir
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Qodini's inquiries about the Shaikh, that he had been unjustly put to death; and the
horsemen whohad done the deed were severely punished for it, but therewasnoremedy
for what was past. However the Amir forthwith set Gadiie at liberty, and, for the late
Shaikh’s sake, liberated all the other captives in his hand. Subsequentlyforsomecause
or the other, Gadie left the Mandizai Malizais, and joined the Ismä *Ilzai Khel of
Chagharzai Malizai, and by them he was given a share of land for 10 persons. This
Gadai was the Akhiind’sfather and that share

of

landtheystill enjoyed at the time when
the Akhind completed his Tazkira (op.cit). This shows how closely associated the
Akhünd was with the Yüsufzais.

1.3. General Works

The rest ofthe historical works may be described as merely marginally relevant.
These include the Tawdrikh Daulat-i-Sher Shahi (.¢. Histories ofthe KingdomofSher
Shih) written in 955 H/1548; The Tawärikh-i Däüdi (i.e. Histories of Däud) which
narrates events upto 983 H/1575; the Tarikh-i Shahi (i.c. Royal History) also called the
Tärikh-i-Salätin-i Afäghana (i.e. History of the Afghän kings) completed in 1054
W/1644 by Ahmad Yär Khän, and the most famous ofall, the Tärikh-i Khän Jahäni,
also called Makhzan-i Afghäni, written by Ni'amat Ullah Harwi in 1021 H/1613 during
his stay at Malkapur near Burhänpur in the Deccan (South India). Subsequent additions

to this work mention an event which occurred in 1067 H/1657.

The last mentioned work (i.e. the Makhzan-iAfghani) contains a small but very
interesting paragraph regarding the Yüsufzais not found anywhere else. It reads:
"Bihzäd b. Sado b. Utmän had two sons named ‘Ali and Qari. Khan Kajü, also called
Nau Lakhi, to whom the whole Yasufzai tribe stood in unquestioning obedience, was
the only son ofthis Qarä. After Sullmän Shah's nephew, Malik Ahmad, who wasa very
great king, it is related, that no other ruler ofthe calibre ofKhän Kajü was born among
the Yüsufzais. Khwäja Khizar is said to have met him. Equating himselfwith the ruler
of Hindüstän, Sher Shäh Süri, he clashed with him. That Khan Kajü met Khwaja Kizar
is also related in the Tawäikh-i Hafiz Rahmat Khäni (p.252) but the rest of the
information is new.

There is some confusion regarding the authorship as well as the precise date of

this work. Apparently several copies ofit with divergent claims regarding its authorship

had been in circulation in the past. This discrepancy may be due either to clerical errors

or perhaps some late additions. According to Raverty (1878: 343) the Tarikh-i Khan



 

Jahäni, also known as the Makhzan-iAfghdniwaswritten byHaibat KhänKäkar. “This
work was completed on the 10* ofZi-Hijjah — the last month —of 1021 H. (February,
1613 A.D), at thecommand(as it is stated in somecopies, but not in all) oftheNawwäb,
Khäni Jahän, the Lodi, who, by a special ordinance ofNGraddin, Mubammad, Jahiingir
Bädshäh, was entitled by himfarzand or son. The work appears to have been again
edited and revised by the Khwajah, Ni‘amat Ullah, for a copy which I have, previous
10 giving a short account of Haibat Khän’s ancestory, says, that “the draft ofthis book,
and the final transcript and correction ofthis Khdn Jahdnidn Tärikh, celibrated as the
Makhzan-i Afghäni, was finished on the 25* of Jamädi-ul Awwal — the fifth month,
1090 H. (June, 1679 A.D.in the city ofBurhänpür".

The Urdu translation oftheJärikh-i-Khän Jahäni wa Makhzan-iAghäni by Dr.
Mubammad Bashir Husain presently before us, explicitly mentions at several places in
the text that the author was Ni‘amat Ullah himselfand none else. This is clear from the
followingextracts:

is In 1018 1/1609,the author ofthis work, the Khwaja, Ni‘amat Ullah, son

of the Khwaja, Habib Ullah Harwi had the honour ofjoining the service
of Khän-i Jahän Lodi when he was given the assignment ofconquering

the Deccan. It was during this journey that I (i.e. Ni'amat Ullah) got
acquainted with an old servant of Khäni Jahan, namely Haibat Khän

Kakar, son of Salim Khan (p.35).

2. The author ofthis pleasant history is Ni ‘amat Ullah, son ofHabib Ullah

Harwi (p.393).

3. May God bless the author of this work, Ni ‘amat Ullah, son of Habib
Ullah and Haibat Khin Kikarwho was the raison d’étra, that is the most
important reason for writing this work (p.642).

4. Even the work ofputting into writing and correction ofthis history was

done by the author Ni‘amat Ullah, son of the Khwaja, Habib Ullah

Harwi (p.645).

5. All the events of this period, this sinful person (this is how Ni‘amat

Ullah styles himself) has seen with his own eyes. On this account I

wished to write down the history ofthese events and ofthose I had heard

from my father. This is why I have picked up my pen.
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CHAPTER~2

AFGHAN AND PUSHTOUN

The importance ofthe above mentioned historical sources with regard to the
Peregrinations ofthe Yüsufzais, from their original home in the Koh-i Sullmän 10 their
present home in the Peshäwar valley, is certainly very great. But someofthe terms such
as Afghän, Pushtün, Shuäl, Koh Päyah etc., although frequently mentioned therein,
have either not been interpreted at all, or, when an explanation is given, it does not
satisfy the inquisitive mind of modem scholarship. Here we shall give only a few
examples to illustrate this point. Giving an interpretation ofthe term Afghdn (which he
actually did not know) and taking it for the Persian word afghin (meaning sorrow),
Muhammad Qäsim Firishta, the famous Dakhani historian, (1974: 83) son of the
Maulänä, Ghuläm ‘Ali Hindü Shäh, writes: “When the rainy season came on, the
Indians (fighting against Muslims in the present Tribal Area), having seen the volume
ofwater in the river Indus got seriously alarmed, and consequently without waiting for
the outcome ofthe fight disengaged and went straight back home. Similarly the
Muslims ofKabul and Khalaj retuned to their own places. When the men

of

Käbuland
Khalaj were questioned by their compatriots as to what happened to the Muslims of
Kohistän, they replied “Don't call their country Kohistin (meaning the “Land of

Mountains”), but Afghänistän (i.e. the “Land ofSorrow”), for there is nothing there but

sorrow (afghan) and tumult (ghoghd), that is, noise (shor), shouts and cries”. Having
read this, no argument is needed to prove that Firishta was totally ignorant of the

meaning of this word and found an equivalent in Persian to support his totally

unwarranted hypothesis.

The term Afghan, comprising Af + ghdn,is not the only one of its kind in the
entire land stretching from Afghanistan to Iran and Central Asia. There are many other
names similarly ending in the syllable ghän. The well known examples are:

Lamghän (Lam + ghän), Käghän (Kä + ghän), Chaghän (Cha + ghin) Tash

Qurghän (Qur + ghän), Dämghän (Däm + ghän), Darghän (Dar + ghän),
Farghän (Far + ghän), Iskifghan (Iskif + ghän) Khunaifghän (Khunaif + ghän),

Jaghän (Ja + ghän), Räghän (Räghän), Righän (Ri+ghän), Sabürghän (Sabür +
ghän) and many others. But the precise meaning of this syllable still remain
evasive, for the simple reason that the territories where it occurs remained for
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centuries under the influence of many different languages such as Sanskrit,
archaic Persian, Turkish, Pashto, and many others including Lamghäni, Gibari,
Kohistini etc. OlafCaroe has found out some Greck names as well.

The word ghdn is not the only problematical affix, others are also there which
appear to be equallyintractable. These include (/dm), tan (or atan), gal, and fiz. These
maybe evidenced in place names such as Shid lim, Nanglim, Racch lim, Limghin.
The affix tan may be seen in such names as Shürtan, Chughiätan and Tina. Similar is
the case with gil and Gz, Deydz etc. To what language these affixes belong and what
do they really signify still remains a big question mark. But the case is not absolutely
hopeless, for, rays oflight still exist which can penetrate this pitch darkness.

After this brief digression we take the name Afghin first all. Some scholars
(Roshan Khän 1980:65)believe that it is based upon the Persian “Aoghiin™and that the
first syllable AOis derived from the Hebrew 4b meaning “honourable, brave” ete. At
the hands of the Iranians, we are further told, Ab in its plural form becameAbän which
in the course of time was changed to Abäkän, and then to Abgän and Abghän, and
finally Aoghän.

With due respect to Roshan Khin we would like to draw attention to the basic
weakness’of his argument. The sylbable Ab ~ the hinge his argument revolves around

— does not, as examples given by him show, mean “honourable or brave” by itself, it is
in fact an honorific title denoting a form of address showing respect, just as “Sir” in
English and “Janäb” in Urdu. Does the Urdu word “Janäb” in Janäb Wazir-i "Azam

(Respected Prime Minister) have the potential of giving a particular name to a vast
section ofhumanity or to a country? Would it be feasible to call a country “JanSbistin”

(Land ofJanäbs)? It seems Roshan Khin’s preconceived Jewish origin ofPakhtfins has
drawn him into a situation where sentiment rather than mind reigns supreme. Therefore
this totally unconvincing and flimsy argument should be rejected forthwith. We have
included it here not on its merit but because Roshan Khan happens to be a widely read

author among the Pushtiins and some ofhis unrealistic positions may appear as facts of
history to the credulous and unwary general reader.

The Persian word Aoghin allegedly believed to be the basis ofthe Arabic form
Afghän comprises Ao + ghän. The first part (i.. Ao) is absolutely clear and easily
intelligible as it is known from many such place names as Nijr-ao, Ao-sheri, Tag-20,

Trikh-ao etc where it means nothing but “water”, and appears to be a variant of the
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Persian Ab (water) which also occurs in several place names such as Kol-i Äb, Iri-Ab,
Aba kand etc.

The second part (i.¢. ghn) is problematical, but in the various contexts in which
this word is used it gives the meaning “land, territory, region” etc. It perfectlyfits in the
nomenclature pattern as seen above and follows the same structural formula in which
the most significant geographical feature — be it water, river lake, hill, building ete—of
the particular area, comes first and is followed by the termination ghiin, such as Lam +
ghän. As the tradition goes Lam/Läm or Lamak was the father of the Hazrat Nah
(Noah). The author of Raverty's surveys (1878: 100) records this tradition in detail:
“The name Lamghän was originally Lamakiin because (according to tradition) it is the
Place of sepulture of the Patriarch Lamak, the father of NOh — on whom be peace! In
the dialect ofthe Tajzik people there is no letter equivalent to the Arabic gf(k), and
they use ghän (gh) in lieu ofit, and thus the word became Lamaghiin. By degrees,
through constant use, the word became shortened to Lamghän, and also 10 Laghmän”.
Pinpointing the dialect in which this word occurs, he remarks: “The language spoken
by the people of Lamaghän is called Lamaghäni dialect, and is not quickly understood:
but most ofthe people speak 7ajzik (Persian) and they also profess some proficiency in
Pashto and Turki”. Telling us about the exact place ofLamak’s grave he records. “Two
kuroh distant from the town ofTighari, in the direction ofsouth-west, on the top

of

hill,
is the sepulcher, which, according to the tradition, is that ofthe Patriarch Lamak, they
call him by the name of Mihtar Lam and No-Lakhi B&ba” (Ibid). If however this

tradition is accepted as an historical fact, it will inevitably lead to the conclusion that
there was only one Lam or Lamak, but the fact is that, besides Lamghän and Mihtar ~

lim, there are at least four more recorded names (Shad — lim, Nang — lim, Rachh —

lam, Ndr-lim)terminating in Lam. The same tradition had earlier been recorded by

Babur with reference to Lamghin (Beveridge 1987: 210). But quotingMasson (iii: 197

and 289) Beveridge remarks that "both in Pashai and Lamghäni läm means fort. Thus
Nür-läm, in his view, gives the meaning "Nür-fort', i.e. the master fort in the mouth of
Nar valley (xxiii). If Masson's information is correct, and there is no reason why it

should not be, we can say with confidence what the first half of the name Lamghän

means, though the second half, i.c. ghän, also shared by the term Afghän still difies

scholarly ingenuity.
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The medieval name Lamghän appears to be a direct translation ofthestill older
Sanskrit name Nagarahära ~ both appertain 10 the same area, land or territory now
known as Jaläläbäd. Such translations of proper names in obedience to their verbal
meanings appear to have been frequent in Afghiinistin. For instance, the ancient Tajzik
name Bärik-äb is now known as Narai-obae. Some ofthese names have been vitiated
(such as Laghmin)by the local concourse oftongues and varied utterance ofunleticred
tribes, but some others can still be recognized.

Nagarahira first noticed by the famous Chinese pilgrim Xuan Zang (AD 650)
is in fact still in use in its several vitiated forms such as Nangarhär, Nangnchär,
Langarhär etc. and some scholars have bocn misled to give these disfigured formssome
meanings, but the original form is very clear and means “Town (nagara) + land or
territory (hira)” signifying an unnamed town or city which stood as a land mark in the

pilgrim had no time perhaps to make further enquiries and put it in his diaryasheheard
it from ordinary people. The practice of not naming the city in everyday talk is still
prevalent. Anyone living in the vicinity of Peshiwar, for instance, if asked where he
was going to, would immediately reply that he was going to the “city”, meaning in fact
that he was going to Peshawar. Whether the town was fortified in the time of Xuan
Zang, he docs not tell us, though it must have been on account of its location on the
main road followed both by armies and caravans on their way to Peshäwar. The term
Nagar, in our view, was rendered as “Lam” (meaning fort or fortified town), and Adra

as ghin (meaning land or territory) by the Lamghanis in their own dialect. If this
interpretation is correct, the termination ghdn, as found in the name Afghän, would

imply land, territory,area etc. Thus Lamghän means “Land or territory ofthe (fortified)

town”. We have see above that AO in Aoghän means water. Thus Aoghän would mean

“Land of water”. Butin our view Aoghän was merely a variant ofAfghän, not its basic

form, as we shall see below. Wehave in fact pursued this line ofinquiry in some detail

just to show the imbecility of Roshan's Aoghän developing into Afghin. There is no

doubt that Persian writers were the first to use the term Afghän and were responsible

for its widespread use. Whereform did they borrow it, Sir Thomas Holdich remarks: “It
is difficult to account for the name Afghan; it has been said that it is but the Armenian

word Afghan “(mountaincer)” (cited in Dani 1969-61).
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Charter—3

THEORIES ABOUTTHE ORIGIN OFTHE AFGHANS

situated? Raverty’s researches in this regard bore abundant fruit. Quoting from the
report ofthe author ofthe surveys carried out for him, he (Notes: 329) remarks: “West
ofthe town ofChaudh Wa’ln rises that lofty peak ofthe Koh-i SullmänorKoh-i Siyäh,
called the Takht-i Sullmän, or “Soloman's Throne’, giving name to the whole of the
stupendous range. The Afghiins style it Kesah-Ghar, and Kasi-Ghar, and also Shü-äl. It
is a very lofty mountain, and on the summit of it is the place ofpilgrimage, known to

| the Afghiin people as the Zilirat (or Shrine, or place of Pilgrimage) of the Patriarch
Suliman ... it shows itself from an immense distance, and its summit is generally
clothed with snow ... this great range ofmountains intervenes between Qandahär and

| the Dera’h-jät, extending lengthways from the Dara’h ofKhyber and Jaläläbäd on the
| north, to Siwi and Didar on the south, a distance ofjust three hundred kuroh, and in
| breadth, including its offshoots, one hundred kuroh. Within these limits, forming an
| extensive territory, there are numerous dara’hs and plateaus; and it was herein, but
| specially in the vicinity of, and around Kasi-Ghar, or Shü-äl, that the Afghin tribes,
j according to their traditions, first took up their abode, and subsequently spread out in

all directions”. Marking out the precise boundaries ofthis area, he (Ibid: 463) further

remarks: “The different branch ranges ofthe Koh-i Sulimin or Koh-i Siyäh ... may be

termed the four walls ofan irregular parallelogram rising up from the tracts around. Its
caste, and one ofthe longest sides, runs from north to south, with a slight inclination
to the westward towards its lower end; while the opposite one, which is the longest of
all, runs on the average, from its extreme northern point, in the direction ofsouth west,
or very nearly so. The upper or northern side, extending from the Mi-yandzey Lari

Ghäshacy towards Tal or Tala’h, on the Kurma’h, runs in a direction nearly south cast,

and is the narrowest ofall; and the lower or southem one runs from west to east with a

slight bend southwards, but is very much broader in proportion than the northem side
-.- the whole roughly speaking extending about seventy five miles in breadth on the
north, one hundred and seventy five miles on the south, two hundred and fifty miles

long on the east and three hundred miles long on the west (p.464).

|

Where was this “High — land”, the original Pushtün or Pakhtün home land
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Israel theory upon the Pushtüns/Pakhtün society has by now so deeply embedded that
it is hard to dispel it in one stroke.

Another much trumpeted argument in favour of the Bani Israel theory is based
upon the so-called mass exodus of the Jewish population at the command of Bakht
Nasar, also written as Bakhtunnassar, as mentioned above, whohas been identified with
Nebuchadnezzer, the famous emperor of Babylon, who invaded Jerusalem twice and
plundered the Temple. His Jewish opponent is named Sadaggiyä (Zedekia) in Muslim
sources. But we know from Hebrew sources that he was not the only one who became
a victim ofaggrandizement ofNechadnezzer. The details are as follows:

Nebuchadnezzer, son of Nabopolassar, king ofBabylon, in the first yearofhis
father's reign, led the forces of the Babylonian empire to the far west, with the object
of chastising the bold Pharaoh, who had laid his hand on provinces which Babylonia
regarded as her own. Neco,the Egyptian, aware ofhis intentions, marched to meet him;

and the two armies came into collision at Carchemish on the middle Euphrates. Awful
was the shock ofthe battle and complete was the discomfiture

of

Egypt.The hasty flight
of Neco and his army left the whole of Syria open to the invaders who poured like a
torrent across Lebanon, Galilee, Samaria, Judah, Philistia, Edom and finally into Egypt.
No one thought of resistance any more. Jehoiakim, the Hebrew king ofJudah was only
too glad to submit and pay his homage and his tribute to his new sovereign. Meanwhile
Nebuchadnezzer’s father died at Babylon toward the close of 605 BC. As a result
Nebuchadnezzer broke up his camp and rushed back home.

The uncertainty created by the death of Nabopolassar encouraged the petty
kings to declare themselves independent ofBabylon. Jehoiakim was the first to take the
plunge. At first, the Great king was content to punish him by sendinga few “bands” of
Chaldacans, but about the ycar 598 BC, the king of Tyre having also rebelled, he
became convinced that his personal presence was needed in the Palestinian region, and

marched at the head ofa large army into Syria. The sieges

of

Tyreand Jerusalem were
formed simultaneously; but while Tyre resisted with great obstinacy, Jerusalem very

soon succumbed. Jehoiakim fell into the hands of the invader and was executed.
Nebuchadnezzer made no change in the natural order ofsuccession and placed his son,
Jchoiachin or Jeconiah upon the throne. But suspecting him of intending to revolt, the
Great kings first sent an army against him and then, after a brief delay, came up in
person against Jerusalem which was soon reduced to extremities and forced to
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peoples who appear to havebeen the original inhabitantsofthecountry.
became a dominant element in the population, and formed a Hittite

n. The Hittites, having established themselves firmly, absorbed a number
ing kingdoms, notably those ofthe Hurrians and the rulers ofMitanni; this

m face to face with Egypt.

eastern branch, known as the Indo-Iranians, moved eastwards round the
an sea. One group crossed the Caucasus and pushed as far as the great bend ofthe

ates. There they settled among the indigenous Hurrians, a people of Asianic
d after sometime formed the kingdom ofMitanni. The greatest period ofthis

n was 1450 BC. At the end of the fourteenth century the political dynasty

eared. The Indo-European element had been absorbed by the Hurrians leaving
id its vestiges only of its religion and the names ofgods of its pantheon. A treaty

aluded between a king of the Hittites and a ruler of Mitanni mentions Mithra,
ta. Indra and Nasaty — alldivinities known amongthe Indo-Europeans, who, about

time settled in India; certain of their gods are also known among the Hittites

ites. The Indo-Iranians also left treatises on the training ofhorses.
Abranch ofthese warrior horsemen moved along the folds ofthe central Zagros.

Settled there as an active minority and seem to have been quickly assimilated by
mass of the Kassite people of Asianic origin. The Indo-European clement infused
ha dynamic force greatly helped the Hittites and the rulers ofMitanni, and the same

d with the Kassites who established a kingdom, the longest known in

mia, extending over $76 years.

B Finally the bulk of the tribes, forming the eastern branch ofthe Indo-European
mit, slowly passed castwards, crossed transoxiana and the Oxus, the modern

fi, and settled in the Bactrian plain. Sometime in the second halfofthe second
1 n BC, they scaled the passes of the Hindü Kush and, following the classic
le of the invaders ofIndia, descended along the Panjshir and Käbul rivers. RN. Fry
976: 49) has aptly remarked: “The mountain folk of the Hindd Kush in this early
fod were probably undergoing Indianisation from the south and cast and Iranisation
ighly from the north and west”

e Having penetrated into the Peshäwar valley (to which they gave the name
ii and the Panjäb (Land of Five Rivers), they settled down and composed
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tried to reorganize the political, administrative and economic

of his empire and founded two capital cities, Seleucia on the Tigris which

Syria, linked by a “royal road”. As long as his successors remained in
ion of the easter capital, the Kingdom could look forward with hope to the

capture of Seleucia by the Parthians a century and a half later reduced the
@ small Syrian state that was soon absorbed by Rome. Seleucus’ attempt,

his career, to recover Alexander's Indian possessions cost him dearly. He was

td by Chandragupta of the newly rising Mauryan dynasty and had to cede
fies including the Käbul valley and Qandahär (actually Arachosia) in addition to
pd ofhis daughter in return for some elephants. After his death the empire began
nt Under Antiochus 1 (280-261 BC) the first signs ofweakness appeared,

ly considered that Persia became almost independent. The reign of his
Antiochus I(261-246), was marked by series of territorial losses, Bactria

ning to break awayand Parthia with Hyrcania seceding about 249-248 BC. Later

a Greck named Diodotus, who was satrap of Bactria during the reigns of

jus Il (c. 250 BC) and Seleucus Il (¢. 239 BC) gradually made himself
indent of his Seleucid overlords. On his death, his son (Diodotus IN) openly
edi royal tithe, allying himself with the enemies of the Seleucids in about 225

shman 1961: 222).

pged by Antiochus III. Euthydemos” argument that he was himselfnot a rebel and
‘he had rather exterminated the “real rebels’ (ic. The Diodotids) appears to have

is received the young prince (Demetrius, son of Euthydemos), and judging

> appearance, conversation and dignity of his manners that he was worthy of

al power, he firstly promised to give him one of his own daughters, and secondly
Keded the royal title to his father (Majumdar 1960: 449). Euthydemos was

c ed by his son Demetrius. Strabo (xi,xi,i) quoting from Apollodorus ofArtemita,

Ys thatamong the Greck kings whoconquered India, Menanderand Demetrius played
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ie: in India. Justin (XLI, 6) also tells us that Eurcratides started his reign

Neously with Mithradates | of Parthia. He was assassinated by his own son
45 B.C.

B excavation of Ai Khinum, a Greek city site in northern Afghinistin,
1985: 97-105), shows that once the city was bumt down the Greek settlers

ed to it. The last ruler whose coins were found at this site is Eucratides. It

Surmised that the destruction ofthe city might have taken place immediately
sassination of Eucratides (Bopearachhi and Rahman 1995: 30) around 145

Greek rulers, some may have been contemporary with cach other, are

have issued coins. The most important among those who ruled to the South
ü Kush was Menander. In classical sources his name occurs twice together

dotus Justin (Prologue, XLI) mentions Aptiodotus and Menander as Kings

While the anonymous author ofthe Periplus ofErythracan Sea refers to coins

c 's and Menander circulating in Barygaza (Broach). Another important
Of information is the famous Milindapaitha (The Questions of King Menander)

ally written in Sanskrit, perhaps somewhere in Gandara. It relates a conversation
have taken place between king Milinda and the Buddhist sage Nagasena on

of the soul, the Eightfold path and the liberation from the wheel of births. A

feliquary found in Bajaur, with an inscription in Kharoshti letters mentions a

minadra (Menander). There is evidence to show that the Greeks, most

ably under Menander, penetrated deeper into India as far as Pätliputra, but they

pot keep this conquered territory under their control for long as they had to return
sause of a civil war. Internal warfare weakened the Greeks and they finally fell

to the advancing Scythians in the Panjib. The last Greek ruler Hermacus held

athe Kabul valicy for a while.

2. The Decline of the Seleucids

On the accession of Antiochus Ill (223 — 187), the satraps of Media and Persis

d and the Parthians threatened Media. Antiochus crushed the satraps and sct out

fl. 124m
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¢of Iran from north to south he defeated the Parthian rebel Arsaces Ill and

   

  

   
  

      
   

   

   

   

  

miin. Antiochus decided to attach Macedonia to his empire and crossed the
or this purpose, but Rome dealt with him a fatal blow. Shortly after the death of

us IV (175-164 BC), the Seleucids lost Mesopotamia to the Parthians. The time

Ssed the Sakas or Scythians who likewise invaded Sogdiana and Bactria and put
[to the Greck rule in these territories. Meanwhile the Greeks extended their rule

: valley and the Panjib and successfully defended their territory in the
against the Saka inroads. Strabo and Justin mention the names of the

{tribes such as Asii, Pasiani, Tokhari, and Sakarauli who swept away the Greek
chead 1914: 171) and spread in the vast stretch of land from the Oxus to

ch is in fact a corrupted form ofthe original Sakastän (Sika land). Ousted

€ Oxus region and Bactria (present Afghan Turkistan), the Sakas penctrated into

jere is no doubt that the western part of Northern India was conquered by those

who had their base in Sistän. The Periplus (c. AD 70-80) mentions the district

from which flows down the river Sindhus (Sindhu), and its capital Min-

‘The same district is also known from the GeographyofPtolemy (c. AD 140)as

ia which comprised Patalene (the Indus delta), Abiria (country between the

and the coast of Saurashtra). It was probably at this time when the Sakas

the pinnacle of glory that they entered the pusht (back) of the Kob-i Suliman

equently came to be known as Pusht’na for the simple reason that they had  
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back of the great mountain range and were termed as such perhaps by the

¢ of the Kabul Valley.

ther group of the nomad Scythians, the Dahac horsemen and warriors, for

jing to ancient writers, to die fighting was the supreme happiness and

natural causes ignominous and shameful, occupied the district of upper

tribe called Pariby different writers also belonged to this group. Diodotus,
ofBactria, attacked these nomads about 250 BC,but they fled from him

aded the neighbouring province of Parthia under their leades Arsaces and

s. Two years later Arsaces fell in battle, but under Tiridates the Parthians

sd the districts that presently form the Trans-Caspian frontier between Russia
n (Ghirshman 1961: 243). With great difficulty they turned aside the tide

hed by the caster Scythian group that was unseated by the Yue-chis as
above, but not before two of their kings — Phraates II (138-128 BC) and

inus (128-123) BC) lost their lives in the strife. It was Mithradates I] (123-88)

ally subdued the Sakas. The tide of Scythian movement, thus checked by the

ultimately flowed towards the Indus valley through Baldchistin. Some ofthe

fs appear to have accepted the Parthian suzerainty and taken employment with

gradually merged into the local population losing their identify. In India

vere accepted as clean Sidras (Majumdar 1951: 122). But those in the Kob-i

in, protected as they were by their mountain resort, stuck to their country more

d thus kept their identity well preserved.

Ofthe Scythian kings Maues was the first to move upwards from Sindh and

Jas far as Taxila, the centre of the Greek rule in India. Maues is mentioned in the
ftPlate Inscription of Patika found at Taxila. It is dated in the fifth day of the

Panemus of the ycar 78 of an unspecified era. The year 78 is generally

d to be the initial year of the old Saka cra. The Greek kingdoms in India

lingered on and virtually came to an end with the reign of Strato Il who

d with his son for a long time until the very first years ofthe Christian era in the

b. Under the leadership of Apollodotus the Greeks succeeded in regaining the

in the Panjab which theyhad lost to the Indo-Scythian Maucs. However they

ly expelled from this region c. 55 BC by another Scythian prince, Azcs 1.

ed Hippostratus, the last Greck king to rule in west Panjab including Taxila

yati (Osmund and Rahman 1995: 45). Thus the kingdom founded by

about 250 BC,after passing through various phases ofits history over a period
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finally succumbed to the Scythians. In east Panjäb however it held on till

D, when the Scythian satrap Rajuvula put an end to it. It has been suggested
known era of 57 BC,generally known as the Vikram era, owed its origin

ian king, Azes | (Ibid: 45)

ding to Cunningham,there were three distinct dynasties of the Sakas or
i rulers whose names have been preserved on their coins: one proceeding

se and his lieutenants Spalahores and Spalagadames, holding to the west

is; a second from Maues or Moa, and Azes, in the Panjäb; and a third in Sind

n Central India, to which the great satrap Nahapana belonged. The coins of

Prominent kings, Maues, Azes, and Azilises are found chiefly in the Panjab,

in Afghanistan (whitchcad, 1914: 91).

name of Vonones (Persian Vania)is found in the Greek coin legends in

1 Ononoy,and the corresponding Kharoshti legends contain the names of two

| es, Spalahora (meaning armyof Ahuramazda), who is called brother ofthe

Spalagadama (army leader) son of Spalahora. Numismatic evidence also

t another brother of Vonones was Spaliriga who survived both Vonones and

and succeeded the former on the throne. Spaliriéa struck coins on his own

Whitehead 1914: 92). Keeping the tradition set by his predecessors alive

as well gives the name of a certain Aya on the less important Kharoshti side

pe ofhis coins. It is generally assumed that this Aya (Azes), the Arachosian

Spalirises, is the same as Azes, the king ofwestem Panjab. But Azcs is also

have struck one or two coin types bearing his name in Greek letters on the

(comparatively more important side), and that of Azilises in Kharoshti on the

Se (less important side). Vincent Smith postulates that these two joint types, when
d together, prove that Azilises, before his accession to independent power was

viceregal colleague of an Azes, and that an Azes, similarly, was

the subordinate viceregal colleague of Azilises.

One type of his coins the name of Azes is found on the Greek side, but is

‘from the Kharoshti side. There is instead an inscription reading

armaputrasa Aspavarmasa strategasa jayatasa (Aspavarma, son of Indravarma,

is general). Aspavarma was apparently an Indian general and subordinate

¢ suzerain monarch, Azes. Weshall sec below that the same name also occurs



  
   

   

     

   
   

 

   

    

   
    

  
   

   

  

   

Dahac, occupicd territories in about the middle ofthe third century BC under the
hip of two brothers - Arsaces and Tiridates. In the following century the
jon of the Roman empire to Westem Asia seriously jeopardized the Seleucid

and provided the much needed opportunities to the Parthians to consolidate their
reverse suffered by the Seleucids spurred the Parthians on to fresh gains.

wa an immense reservoir of manpower in the neighbouring steppe for the

in to rely upon and give a formal shape to their aggressive designs.

lates was succeeded by Artabanus | but he was not stronge enough for the

n and suffered defeat at the hands of Antiochus III. His successor Phriapatius

IC) won back the lost territories when Antiochus himself was defeated by the
n. With the accession of Mithradates to the throne of Parthia, the Parthian policy
sal ion took a newtum. All the neighbouring kingdoms — Media Atropatene,

B Persis etc. - fell an easy prey. Mithradates also annexed Characene,
vi Assyria, Gedrosia and possibly Herat and Sistän between the years 160 and

B. He did not take Seleucia on the Tigris but built another city on the opposite
fresh This city, called Ctesiphon, later on became the Parthian capital. The

n of the conquered cities did not welcome the Parthian rule and when
III set out to recover the territories lost to the Seleucids, they all hastened to

. But the Seleucid prince not only lost the war, he fell into the enemy

ad was taken to Hyrcania.

© Atthe death of Mithradates in 137 BC, his son Phraates Il succeeded him. This
ö BC) Antiochus VII brought out a huge army with a viewto liberating his

d also to recovering the lost territories. Phraates made a surprise attack and

h while part of his army was taken prisoner and incorporated in the Parthian

Mt was a fateful defeat for Hellenism which never again recovered. The success

rraate Opened up new avenues for Parthian expansion, but for a newchallenge
X east. This new wave of nomadic migrations seems to have spread along two

S One pushed straight to Merv, while the other went south, moving down from

to Herat and Sistan. Phraates proceeded to chek the advance but, as noted above,
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life mainly because ofthe desertion of Greek troops who, on the very first
ht, took to their heels and fled. His successor Artabanus II suffered the same

hortly afterwards. While the eastern part ofthe Parthian kingdom was under attack
t Sakas, the governors left behind in the western part declared their independence.
arthian kingdom was at the brink ofextinction when Mithradates II ascended the
e (C. 123 BC). He was the ablest ofall the Parthian rulers; having restored order
ei t, he turned to the east, pushed back the frontiers to the Oxus, re-occupied

d Herät and made Sistän a vassal state. He proved himselfto be a real successor

ians and assumed the tile “king of kings”. About 115 BC he received
nb from China and concluded

a

treaty to facilitate trade and commerce. Some

fy years later he intervened in the affairs of the neighbouring Armenia and placed
in a person of his own choice, on the throne. But shortly afterwards the same

ne allied himselfwith the ruler of Pontus who between 112 and 93 BC created a

State that included almost the whole ofAsia Minor and put an effective barrier
’ of the advancing Roman armies. In 92 BC the Roman army under Sulla

is under a misconceived perception of their own power did not consider

n king their equal and therefore scoffed at the embassy driving him thereby
je to terms with the other oriental powers opposed to the Romans. In subsequent

| me had to pay dearly for the contempt shown to the Parthian embassy.
| Following the death of Mithradates II Parthia plunged into internecine wars for
thirty year and appeared to have almost disappeared from the map of western

pied the crown of the Seleucids offered to him by the Syrians, who, on their

were tired of the recurrent strife amongst their own princes.

“Once again Rome was at the march. Lucullus wanted to shatter Pontus and

for opposing Roman advance into Asia Minor and therefore entered into

ns with Phraates, the Parthian king. to secure his neutrality. Even when the

ns were in difficulty, Phraates kept his word and did not invade Syria But shortly

the Romans, in violation of the treaty, seized the westem provinces of

‚and insulted Phraates, by showing readiness to accept a huge sum of money



   

  

  

 

the Proconsul of Syria, made up his mind to invade Parthia in the hope of
ing immense booty. But fate did not smile on him. In the battlefield of Carrhae

the light and heavy Parthian cavalry commanded by Surena (Suren), chiefofa
@Iranian feudal family, ancestors probably of the present Suris, smashed the
an army, killed or captured three quarters ofthe forces ofCrassus who, along with

lost his life. Once again Iran had forcibly thrown back from its frontiers the
m to which the Romans claimed to be heirs, and for over a century the

 

   

   

  
  

   

  

   

   

 

The Parthians of the Suren family, OlafCaroe (1992: 72) remarks, were men of

s r. If indeed, along with their Saka cousins, they contributed to the Pathan
p, they bequeathed something magnificent. The feudal lords furnished the heavy

ith iron armour, known as cataphracti, and the lesser nobility the light cavalry,

li, for which the Parthian armies were famous. The skill of the horseman

over his shoulder as he retired became proverbial. Carrhae was one of the

id's decisive battles, and it was won by men whose grandsons established
Selves on the Frontier. The Suren family survived the fall of the Arsacid dynasty

ithe rise of the Säsänians of Persia under Ardashir about AD 225. Long after this,
hah Suri, a worthy descendant probablyofthis family showed similar chivalrous

er at Bilgräm in 1540 when he ousted Humiyiin, the Mughal emperor, from

_ During the reign of Orodes, his son Pacorus and a former ambassador of the

nai emperor Brutus who had joined the Parthian service attempted to conquer Asia

Br on theone side and Syria and Palestine on the other. As a result almost the whole
n East was conquered. But after initial success both of them lost their lives

agfresh reinforcements ofthe Roman armies. Orodes was shortly afterwards (c. 37

   er setting in Antony decided to retreat. Shortly afterwards he was defeated by  



   

   

   

  

 

   

still remained a bone of contention, for, Rome was not prepared to

¢ and surrender its own claim. A compromise was at last reached when
p nominated a Hellenized vassal king and Phraates accepted this arrangement but
abio opinion didnot fuugive this concession, At thie Rome veseetid to

jing and supported the accession to the Parthian throne of Phrastes V, who
aed his father, on condition that he renounced his claims to Armenia. But the

ng was soon deposed by the nobility who requested Augustus, the Roman

© to send them one ofthe sons ofPhraates IV who had been sent to Rome fearing

ıen ce ofassassination. Thus a young man Vonones | retumed but could not keep |
jown for long. He was deposed and shortly afterwards assassinated in Syria where

ught refuge. He was replaced by Artabanus III, descendant by the female line |



 

 



 

 



    

   

 

  
  

   
   

     
  

  

  

 

  

  

   

  
   

  

  

  

e Yue-chis, having been twice defeated bythe more powerful Hiung-nu (Huns),
jeir home and moved to the west. Originally, as the text goes, the Yue-chis lived
E life beyond the westem frontiers ofChinaandmoved fromplacetoplace with
flocks over the vast tract of land. In 201 BC, and again in 165 BC, they were
ked by another nomadic tribe ~ the Hiung-nu — who killed their leader and made

n, vessel out ofhis skull. The widow ofthe slain leader now cameto power and
tribe in the course ofits westward migration.

__ While the Yue-chis were passing through theTaklamakan desert theycame into
ict with another nomadic tribe called Wu-sun who suffered defeat and the Yue-

inued their westward march in search ofa suitable place. A small section of
‘ed from the main body and, moving southward, settled on the border of

is section came to be known as the Little Yue-chi. The major portion of the
n as Ta-Yuc-Chi or the Great Yue-chi, in its westward march met the Sai or

rt sa) on the northem bank of the Jaxartes. The Sakas were defeated and pushed
der west. The Yue-chi occupation ofthe Saka land did not last long. The son ofthe

un kingwho had now grown intomanhood underthe protectionofthe Hiung-
ed the Yue-chis and drove them out ofthe land which they had wrested from

kas. The Yuc-chi, thus forced, moved further west and south to the valley of the
us, defeated the Sakas and scttled in the country called Ta-hia, generally identified

thBactria and Sogdiana. They established theircapital inhemodernBakhärä region.
was here that the Chinese ambassador Chang-Kien met them in 125 BC.
Now the Yue-chi were no longer nomads. They were divided into five

ities independentofeach other. Oneofthese wasknownas Kuci-shuangwhich

ni BioScmKaTennu
ic 0, according to the Chinese account, attacked and conquered the other
innt, min5eierey founded the mighty
us n empire. The Yue-chi then crossed the Hindd Kush mountain and occupied the

ul valley and Ki-pin, the valley of the upper Kabul river. After these conquests

ieu-Khio died in the eightieth ycar ofhis age. His son and successor Yon-kao-

lai Conquered India proper and established there generals who ruled in the nameof

te Yue-chi, who, from this time on, are said to have grown rich and powerful.

But the coins tell a different story. Neither ihe name Kieu-tsieu-Khio, nor Yen-
in-tai appears on the coins. The carliest coins struck by any Kushän ruler are



 

  

 

  
  

  

 

  
  

  
  

  
  

  
  

   

   

   

    

     
  

ises. This hasbeen taken to suggest thatthis Kujula, leaderofthe Kushins
conqueror who finally subverted the Greek dominion which mayhave lingered

me where perhaps in the northem part ofthe Käbul valley. The Kabul valley itself,
least the major part ofit, had alreadybeen taken bythe Parthian rulerGondophares.
F therefore identify Kujüla with the Chinese Kieu-tsieu-khio. Kujula must have
ded his rule to at least the Swat valley, for, hisname is found in anOdi inscription

lly found there. The next ruler Wema Kadphises is admitted to be the same as
thinese Yen-kao-tsin-tai who overthrew both Greek and Sakas and was the real
heror ofNorthern India. This fact is also borne out bythe characterofthe coinage.
ul Struck coins merely in copper apparently because oflack ofresources. On none
ese appears the portrait of Kujula himself. One type shows the seated Buddha for

fst time on any coinage.

In striking contrast with these are the coins ofWema Kadphises whose gold and
er bilingual coins exhibit good workmanship and quality of design. The obverse

IBN gives us a life-like representation ofthe Central Asian invader. As a rule we see
in; clothed with a long open coat reaching to the knees, very similar to the

kis heavy overcoat. He also wears

a

tall cap and long boots. The reverse, without

ngle exception, is confined to the worship of the Indian deity Siva.
R: The relationship between Wema and Kujula was not known previous to the
covery ofthe Rabitak inscription found from a Kushän site at KafırQal'a (Rabätak)

pout 40 km. cast of Haibak on the road to Pul-i Khumri in northem Afighiinistin. The
Tiption in Bactrian Greek letters belongs to the time of Kanishka, son ofWema. It

pords thatthe king Kanishka gave onders to Shafar, the Karalang, tomake a sanctursry
hd images of a range of gods for King Kujula Kadphises his great grandfather (line
2), for king (Vima Taktu?) his grandfather (line 13), king Vima Kadphises his father,
pd himself King Kanishka. Unfortunately the first halfof line 13 is almost illegible,
Bd the reading ofthe new name is merely basedon an imaginative restoration bySims-

m genealogy ofthe family of the carly Kush3n kings, spanning four gencrations

Kujula to Kanishka. Joe Cribb believes that the Soter Megas series of coins of a  



  

  

   

  

  
  

   

   

  

  

 

  

  

   

   

   

  

    
  

was actually issued by Vima Takto. D. W. Mac Dowall (op. cit.) has
reservation regarding this identificatioin. Kujula’s son Sadashkano is

the Kharoshti inscription ofSenavarma, king ofOdi (Baily 1980: 21-29).

was succeeded by Kanishka, the greatest of the Kushiin emperors. His
ms have stretched from Bihir in the east to Khuräsän in the west, and from

north to the Konkan in the south. The Rdjataranginfand some Buddhist
\ to Kanishka’s rule in Kashmir. Xuan Zang speaks not onlyofthis King’s

dhära with Purushpura (Peshäwar) as the capital but also of his control

to the east of the Tsung-ling mountains. As the reign ofWema, who

father about the middle ofthe first century AD, may be roughly assigned

AD 65-75, Kanishka should probably be ascribed to a date not earlier than

qui er of the first century AD (Majumdar 1980: 143). He was the founder of

in the sense that his regnal reckoning was continued by his successors. As
ık Tule may be assigned to the close ofthe first century AD,it is highly
lethat the Kanishka era is no other than the “Saka-Kla of AD 78 (Ibid). The
year ofthis cra is however much disputed.

Asoka, Kanishka was the greatest patron of Buddhism. Xuan Zang and

hi have recorded legends that refer to the grand monastery and stupa built by
tka at Peshäwar, which was famous not only throughout the Buddhist world, but

tally known to have been a centre of Buddhist culture from an epigraph of the
enty AD.Kanishka is said to have convoked, on the advice ofPärsva, the great

hist council held in Kashmir, according to some traditions, but in Gandhira or
dara according to others. The Buddhist theologians possibly met at a monastery
the Kundala - Vana — Vihar, chiefly for the purpose ofcollecting manuscripts

paring commentaries on them. Visumitra acted as the President of the Council,

Sangharaksha is known to have been his chaplain. Nagisjuna, the greatest

nt ofthe Mahayana doctrine as well as the celebrated physician Charak probably

ed at Kanishka’s court. Kanishka Vibir emerged as a great centre of

ical thought and Ieaming. Xuan Zang visited this place (AD 640), long after

of the Kushan rule, and found this carliest University of Peshiwar, somewhat



 

  

   

   

    
  

   

    
   
  

    

‘To the west ofthe great stiipa,” he records (beal 1969: 103-04)‘there is an old
dma (monastery) which was built by king Kanishka Its double towers,
ed terraces, storeyed piles, and deep chambers bear testimony to the eminence

Although now somewhat decayed, it yet gives evidence of its wonderful
-» From the time it was built many authors of Sästras have lived herein

€ third tower (doule-storeyed tower) is the chamber ofthe honourable Parsvika,
aslong been in ruins; but they have placed here a commemorative tablet (name
10 him ... To the cast of Pärsvika’s chamber is an old building in which
ndhu Bodhisattva, prepared the ‘O-pi-ta-mo-ku-she-lun (Abhidharmakosha
.-- To the south of Vasubandhu’s house ... is a second storeyed pavilion in

hita ... composed the Vibhdshd Sastra. From old times till now, he further
iS, this borderland of India has produced many authors of Sästras; for example,

eva, Asanga Bodhisattva, Dharmatrata, Manorhita, Pariva the noble, and so
isa matter of great pride for Peshäwar that images of Äsanga and Väsubandhu,
eshiwari brothers, are still being worshipped in Japan. Xuan Zang also tells us
a | ruined tower which formerely contained the pätra (begging bow!) of the

ha. Outside the city, he says (p.99), about 8 or 9 li to the south east there is a pipala
out 100 feet or so in height. Atthe time ofhis visit there were four sitting figures

dhas beneath this tree. A striking confirmation ofthe existence of this tree is

 

   

 

   

 

   
  

  
  

then heaps along with two large mounds outside the Ganj Gate of the old city
. Excavations conducted in 1908-09 at the “Pagoda Mound” (stupa), called

eri yielded not only the structural remains of the Main Stupa, along with

ISC Some votive stupas, but also an inscribed bronze or copper relic casket bearing
ne of Kanishka (D. B Spooner 1908-9: 38-59) — an indisputable picce of

ory evidence. Whether it represents Kanishka ! or Il, scholarly opinion differ.

hough Kanishka is regarded as a Buddhist, the reverse of his coin types represents

_ _ Of the successors ofKanishka only Huvishka and Vasudeva issued coins. The

ty names are found in inscriptions may have ruled as subordinate kings. In the

 

 



    

 

  

   

  

  
  

    

  

  

   

 

   

   

   
  

  

 
  

onal records ofthe timeofthe Kushin Kings ofKanishka's house, the reign of
|is associated with the years 2-23, ofVäsishka with 24-28, ofHuvishka with
# Kanishka, son of Vajishka, with 41, and of Vasudeva with 67-98, the
on ofthese reign-lengths into the Christian Calendar depends upon fixing the
f Kanishka. If, for instance, year 1 of Kanishka fell in AD 78, then Kanishka

ed till AD 101 (23+78), if however it fell in AD 120 or 144, as some
Suggested, then we have to add these figures accordingly.

history ofthe later Kushins who ruled in the last quarter of the second
d the first half of the third is obscure. There is no doubt that the Kushin

clined shortly after the reign of Vasudeva (c. AD 145-176). The Saka satraps
ly owing allegiance to Kanishka 1 began to rule large parts of Wester and
I dia practically like independent monarchs.

Th Kushän period marks the golden age in the history ofGandhära. The gold
BY of Wema Kadphises was continued not only by the Kushän successors but

Guptas when the superemacy of northern India passed to them. During this

ia, and particularly Gandhära, was brought into contact with the outside

teries (now in ruins) — reflects prosperity in Gandhira at all levels from the
ty to the common man. From Gandhära Mahäyäna Buddhism overflowed into
Änistän and Central Asia and finally spread to China and the Far East where it still

though in a modified form.

thalites or Hephthalites appeared in the north-cast as successor to the Kushäns. This
nic movement marks the rise of the Altaic-speaking people from the steppes of
tral Asia. Just as the first millennium BC in Central Asia was considered by

ical writers as the period of Scythian dominance in the steppes, so the first halfof
# millennium AD is the time of the Huns, while the second half and later is the

fiod of the Turks and the Mongols. Of course the term “Scythian” continued to be
ed for various steppe people by classical writers even when the actual Scythians had

NE disappeared, just as the Ottomans were called “Huns” byseveral Byzantine
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b terms Scythian, Hun and Turk were in reality general designations for
teppe people as known to the Western writers.

fhe first Western author to mention the name Hun was Erstosthenes (died ¢.
) who, as cited by Strabo, mentions four Central Asian tribes, namely,

As, Huns, Caspians and Albanians (Biswas 1973: 14). The next earliest
€ is found in Ptolemy (2™ cent. AD) who mentions the Huns in South Russia,
din; to Frye (1976: 256), there is no concrete evidence to prove their existence

fear East or South Russia before the fourth century AD. The application of the
luns* to the Kidarites by Priskos, he further remarks, is probably an example of

the general fifth-century term for an earlier history, for, no evidence exists to

The Ephthalites have been known in history by different names. The Arab
alled them Haetal, Hactil, HayStilah (plural). The Hactal (or Haytal) in the

AD had been the chiefenemies ofthe Sisinians and were identical with
ites of the Byzantine authors, commonly known as the white Huns. To the

nian peoples and lands lying beyond the Oxus, and as such it is used by
ddasi (Le Strange 1977: 433). According to BalSdhuri (1986: $80), who died in
ID, ‘The Hayitilah are originally onc ofthe Persian races. Theywere outsted from
{by Firdz (Säsänian emperor), then they went 10 Qühistän where they got mixed

the Turks. Yägüt (1866-73, voL5: 422), who died in 1228 AD, gives a fantastic
BE “HayStilah is the name of the territory on the other side of the Oxus (Méward

and it includes Bukhira, Samarqand and Khojand, and the land in between.
n after the name of Haytal b. ‘Alam b. Sim b. NGh ... who was a brother of
b. ‘Alam’

__ The Arabs obviously took this name from Persian writers who record it as

Rali, Haptal, Yaftal and Haftalyan (plural). There is no doubt that this form of the
Be is earlier than the one recorded by the Arab writers. Meanander Protector names

li as Ephthalitae while Theophone gives the form Nephthalite. Theophylactus
la records this name as Abdele which is identical t0 the present name Abdali.

be Abdälis have, as is well known, played a significant role in the affairs of

 



   

  

    

   
  

  

   

   
  
  

n. Ahmad Shih Abdali who laid the foundation ofmodern Afghänistan is a
mt figure in Afghiin history for his successful battles in India. Without the

ention of Abmad Shih indeed the history of India would have almost

0aeeren
ing sovereignity from the Mughal hands. It is also noteworthy that Ahmad Shäh
was the one who, on the recommendation of his spiritual guide, the pir, Sabir
ok the title Durr-i-Daurdn (Pearl of the Age) and proclaimed simultaneously

Ihe word Abdäli for him or his tribe (Singh 1959: 27-28). The Abdälis, ancient
Ephthalites all ofa sudden, almost with a single stroke of the pen, became
(Ofthe Pearls). Writing in 1842 Charles Masson in his Narrative of Various
made similar observations with regard to the AbdSlis: “The Durränis are

n both in India and Persia as Abdälli or Avdälli, and when we find that the white
‘of ancient history, the Ephthalites of classical authors, we might infer that the
Ilior modern Durränis are no other than descendants ofthat powerful people. The
sh Käfirs remember that their ancestors were driven into the hills from the plains
: Odäls — a term they still apply to the inhabitants ofthe low countries’. We have

© that the Käfirs (Kailish) were driven out of the Koh-i Sullmän probably by
jans (Pakhtüns) centuries before the arrival of the Ephthalites on the scene,

 

   

   

  
    

  

h quite important in this context, give vague and sometimes conflicting

n. The Liang-shu (BK. $4), for instance states that the Ephthalites had their
finin the Che-shih tribes and that they descended from Pa-hua, the son of Nung-

= But Enoki ((1955: 231-37) has rightly pointed out that this statement is based upon

lites, who were known to the Chinese as Ye-tha with the Ta-Yue-chi tribe. The

annalists also mention that the Ephthalites spoke a language different from that

} and Gaogu who were Huns in descent and ancestors of the Turkish

lurs. If the Ye-tha neither spoke Mongolian nor Turkish what language did they
According to Ghirshman this language belonged to the Iranian family. Referring  



   

    

  

   
   

  

   

    

  

   

   

   

   

  

in the Ye-tha, St. Martin argues that since polyandry is also prevalent in

tha origin must be traced to the Yue-chi who lived in Tibet.

s and the Ephthalites

ancestor of the Säsänian dynasty of Iran was known to Muslim writers

1,476; Ibn al-Athir: 1,380; Mirkhwänd: I, 733) as Säsän who is alleged to have
Spectable position in the fire-temple Anähid (Anähita of modem historians).

} Ihe mother of Päpak (Tabari: 1, 476) belonged to the Bizranjin ~ the ruling

(Mirkhwänd says within a few days) Piri died and Ardashir — his erstwhile

1 took over the authority to run the day to day affairs of the government.

8 Strengihened his position at home, he initiated an offensive programme with
[to his neighbouring states and one by one reduced to submission all the small

€3ofFars. Jazhar in whose jurisdiction these developments were taking place, did
f€ any notice ofthem and may have looked upon Ardashir as one of his own kith

|who was not out to do any harm to him and therefore continued spending his

urcly at Baiza —~ his headquarters. But Ardashir had a different agenda in which

lation ofpower was the topmost priority. He therefore wrote to his father, Päpak,
do away with Jazhar. Consequently Jézhar was killed and Päpak

took his place.

ir to assist him. He sent a request to Ardaw4n al-Bahlwy (Artabanus V), his

to appoint Shäpür, his second son, as his successor. But, already alarmed at

on ofaffairs in Fars, the Great king ofkings not only turned down his request

0 threatened him with dire consequences. Pipak however ignored this threat and

d with declaring himself a king. He is considered by later tradition to be the
ader ofthe dynasty, and his accession, the starting point for a new era (AD 208)

in 1961: 290). The refusal ofthe Great king caused a breach between the two.

‘after this (Ibn Ahir says within three days) Papak died and ShapGr succeeded him

 



  
  

  

   
  

 

    

  

   

  

  

   

  

 

   

  

  

  

   

   

 

   

This infuriated Sh3pGr who collected a large army to deal with the
} But it so happened that there were anumberofShäpür’s relations, friends and

ic in recognition perhaps of the significant role Ardashir had played in

house of Päpak to power, were not in favour ofa clash ofarms between

hers. They,therefore, somehow got hold ofShipGr’s person and his crown

nded them over to Ardashir. This opened the way for the enthronement of
as king of Fars.

After a quick round ofvictories in the neighboring provinces, the account of

too lengthyto be incorporated here, Ardashir felt strong enough to challenge

gus and leaving Istakhr in the custody ofhis vizier Abarsäm, set out to meet the

evil in the bud. But the king ofal-Ahwäz was killed in the action and the force
his command suffered a disastrous defeat. Shortly afterwards the Parthian army
ted in three successive actions. In the final encounter in Susiana Artabanu was

(AD 224) (Ghirshman 1961: 290) but the war did not end there, as Chosrocs I.
ag ofArmenia, himselfa descendant of the Arsacid family, formed an alliance in

h the powerful king of the Kushiins, at whose court members of the family of
anus had sought refuge, also placed forces at the disposal ofChosroes whoopened
Bates (passes) of the Caucasus in order to bring in Scythian aid. He also received

from Rome (Ghirshman, op.cit.) but fate once again smiled on Ardashir who
hed the alliance in a series ofactions. The Romans and Scythians withdrew and

n king retired after two years of hostilities. Finally Chosroes was left alone

be the fight. He put up a stubbom resistance for ten ycars when be was finally

bated. Ardashir was now master ofan empire extending from the Euphrates to Merv,

fat. and Sistän. On the west he recovered the territories lost to the Romans and on the
„as Muslim sources referred to above put it, he marched “from Sijistin to Jurjän,

shipir, Merv, Balkh, Khwarizm and then returned to Firs where envoys from the
ofKushän, Türän and Makurän came t0 him (with the letters of) submission on

ofthese kings”. But R.N Fry, basing his argument on the fact that in inscriptions
time of Shäpür, Ardashir is called the king of kings of Iran but not of non-Iran,

Is that he did not appreciably advance his boundaries outside of Eranshähr which

vassal relationship with Ardashir, while under ShipGr the Kushin kingdom and





 

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

 

  

  

  

  

 

  

 

  

  

 

  

 

  

   

tively in the Zarafshin and Ferghäna valleys. In other words (Frye remarks)

i of the Kushän shähr in theory, if not in practice, included the

jous arca of part ofthe Pämirs and present day Täjikistan.

much is known about Hormizd | and Bahräm 1, the sons of Shäpür.

ie Fe m ofBahrim II (AD 276-93), his brother, the governor ofSistän, vainly

10 sieze power with the help of the Kushän prince who himself wanted 10
yn independence. Bahräm III was perhaps the most unlucky ofall, as his

fell into the enemy hands while fighting against the Romans, and had to

e chunk ofhis territory to them to secure the release of his family. The

Iran continued to persist for some time. The marriage of Hormizd II, son

or of Narsah (AD 303-9) to a Kushiin princess is considered by Ghirshman

as an attempt to contain the Kushän threat, for, the Perians were no longer

th to use force to meet this challenge. Mirkhwand (1339: 747) has a curious

jis context which sounds more like fiction, but it may have some traces of

he Kabul Shah, he says, sent his daughter, fully accoutered in all respects, to

capital where she was allotted a place in the King's palace. The king tried

ch her a number oftimes but she rejected him and was consequently put to

br showing disobedience.

izd 11 was succeeded by Shäpür II whose long reign (AD 309-79) changed

finy of Persia which once again emerged as the dominant power in the region.

: ns had made certain territorial gains at the expense of Persia during the

|of its weakness. Shäpür II, walking in the footstep of Shäpür I, first of all
h dthe Kushän empire and annexed the conquered territories to Iran and appointed

mors chosen from Ssinian princes who resided at Balkh. Shäpür then turned his

on to the west to recover the territories lost to the Romans by his predecessors.

Chionites appeared in force and threatened the castem border. Shipdr

$to have found it difficult to open two fronts and therefore made some concessions

ds by allowing them to settle on the Kushin territory. The nomads won over

i
e
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reign ofYazdgard |. Fighting again flared up in the time ofBahräm V (AD

who seems to have successfully stopped them from expanding into Iran. On
em frontier in Armenia the nomadic Huns kept up their pressure wave after

d danger both to Rome and Iran who entered into a treaty to jointly meet

; the Persians built forts in the Armenian passes and manned them while

defrayed part of the cost oftheir maintenance. This arrangement worked well

countries. The Ephthalites, taking advantage of the involvement of

(AD 438-59) in combating a general religious rising in Armenia, defeated

forces stationed on the castem marches. Yazdgard died in AD 457 and left

9 sons — Firdiz (elder) and Hormazd (younger).

Takin; advantage of the absence ofhis elder brother from the scene, Hormazd

ied the throne and threatened Firdz who took refuge with the Ephthalites and then,

tir help succeeded in recovering the throne for himself, but in return for this help

to cede Taran and its dependencies to the Ephthalite ruler Ikhshanwär styled
eväz by Mirkhwänd. The cost was high and Firüz did not like it at heart, but there

10 other course he could adopt. Having consolidated his position at home he

ght of recovering the lost territory and made two attempts. In the first attempt he

© battle and fell into the enemy hands; in the second he put everything at stake

g all his sons with him except Kubad, the youngest, in AD 484, perished in a

h against the Ephthalites. Persia lost the provinces of Merv and Herät and

ced to pay annual tribute. For about half a century after the death of Firllz, the

fite ruler not only exacted a heavy annual tribute in cash but also intervened in

ic affairs of Iran.

 Kubiad who succeeded Firliz was soon deposed by the nobility in favour of

Bish and following the example set by his father fled to the Ephthalites in the hope

etting some help from them. But help was not immediately available. It took the

thali ruler four years to bring back Kubäd and install him on the Säsänian thone.

sre was no Ict up in the annual tribute.

4 Kubäd was face to face with a very difficult situation. Unsuccessful wars of

the devastating famine and annual payment of tribute needed great quantities of

| but the treasury was empty. The refusal of Rome to pay its promised quota

ed the situation so that Kubad decided to invade Mesopotamia and seized Amid
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found a rich booty. Now he was in a position to renew the warin the north
inst the Huns and pursued it intermittently until his death.
F Under Khusro 1 (AD 531-79) the monarchy emerged successful from the long
tgle between the aristocracy and people. All classes including the priests
pnized the authority of this prince. In AD 40 he invaded Syria and captured

ioch. Shortly afterwards a peace was concluded which, in retum for increased
ate left the western frontier unchanged for a number of years. In the same year

sro felt sufficiently strong to refuse paying tribute to the Ephthalites. Twentyyears
(abou AD 558) Khusro formed an alliance with the westem Turks and finally

ashed the Ephthalite power. Its possessions were partitioned between the allies, and
em fronticr of Iran was fixed on the Oxus. Meanwhile the Ephthalites had

jovered a more promising ficld in India for their expansion and got disinterested in

an affairs. They made Gandhära (the valley of Peshäwar) their base for further
nquests, and crossing the borders of Kashmir, Sind and Panjäb, extened their sway
the interior parts of India.

F Some time before ihe Ephthalite expansion into Gandhära and the Käbul valley
ul Kushän dynasty led by Kidära had established its rule over the dominions
occupied by Kushäno-Säsänian princes. This is how the Chinese text (Wei-

Tie. C. 11, fol. 15) puts it: “Due to the frequent troubles from the Jouan-jouans,
D were living to the north of Luchien-shih (located perhaps to the west ofBamiin),
capital of the Yue-chis, the latter tribe migrated to the west and established

emselves in Polo (gencrally identified with Balkh). Then their king Ki-to-lo (Kiara),
who was brave, raised an army and led it to the south of the Great Mountain and

ced the north of India. He occupied Kantolo (Gandhira) and five other adjacent
s. Later on this King Ki-to-lo was pursued bythe Hiung-nus (White Huns). He

hen left his son in Fulousha (Peshiwar) and went to fight with the invading army. His
Bn end successors were thus established in Peshlwer and were henceforth known ss
he Little Yue-chis”. The Wei-shu text specifically styles Ki-to-lo as Ta-Yue-chi,

ugh Prescus mentions the Kidarites as Huns. But, as we have seen above, the terms

thalites, Chionites, Huns, Scythians and Sakas were in the past sometimes loosely
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different writers. Priscus is therefore no exception. That the Kidärites were
‘is proved by the title Kushiin Shih theyused on theircoinage. The confusion

ces mayreflecta real mixtureofpeoples and rulers.

Wei-Shu does not tell us at whattime Ki-to-lo conqueredGandhära, though
e p is available from numismatics in this regard. In the hoard

of

TepeMarinjan
‚Scyphate ofBahräm | and eleven ofKidära were found with a Säsäinian drachm of

ür II (AD 309-79). As the hoard contains a coin ofShäpür II, it could not have
buried earlier than AD 309. As Kidärite coins have legends written in Brähmi

ters, it may reasonably be assumed that their rule extended to the districts south
¢Hindd Kush mountains. This division between lands north and southoftheHindd

th

is

important, for, at Icast for a while it became an effective border between the
thalites and the Kidärites. The Ephthalites probably moved into the northem

in domains (north of the Oxus river) some years before Kidira whose power
hs to have been based mainly in lands south ofthe Hind Kush.

 

   

     

   

   

    

in ry. The descendants of Kidira continued to rule for a long time in the Panjab,
ra and Kashmir as indicated by the places where their coins have been found.

ne Kidara is found upon a large number ofcoins in gold and copper found in
je above mentioned provinces. Kidira was apparentlyaccepted as a family name. The
fers who struck coins with this family title, given perpendicularly under the kings

im, include Sri Sitaditya, Sri Krtavirya, Sri Vidva, Sti Kusala, Set Stiiditya, Set
rak Salona etc. About the exact dates of these kings and their chronological

on nothing can be said with certainty.

Ki-to-lo’s conquest ofGandhira must have preceded the irruption ofthe White
Huns who did not become powerful until the time ofSolien Khin (AD 428-443). His
gonChu Khan (AD 443-464)was certainly a strong ruler and is known to have assisted
fsfiz against Hormazd. It is to him that the Ephthalite invasion ofKidira’s dominions,

forcing the latter to leave his son at Peshäwarand rush back to the Käbul valley to face
it, may be ascribed.



 

  

 

  

 

  

  

  

  

    
  

  
  

  

  

  

  

 

  

 

  
  

 

   

   

  

Ephthalites finally succeeded in forcing through the Hindd Kush barrier
ach Peshäwar where they established themselves two full generations before the

U un in AD 520, or say, aboutAD470, iftwenty-five years is goodenough
Dr one generation. The Chinese pilgrim calls the reigning king a Ye-tha- that i,
hthalite or White Hun. The full Chinese name is Ye-tha-i-li-to, which was

d to Ye-tha, just as Fo-tho, for Buddha, was shortened to Fo (Cunningham,

The name ofthe first Ye-tha king ofGandhära, as reported by Sung-yun was
> Beal as Lac-lih and this reading was accepted by most subsequently writers.

Chavannes and Pelliot disagreed and read this word as “Tigin” — a Turkish word
nin “govemor". They also found some evidence in the Chinese history of Liang
ch says that Gandhira was a subordinate province under the Ephthalites ofthe Oxus
ry (see Pelliot 1904: 24-25). Taking clue from this reading Biswas (1974: 54-55)

Tigin with Tunjina mentioned by Kalhapa (BK II, v.97) and presumes that
was the grandfather of Mihirakula and father of Toramina — the two famous

rulers whose copper coins are found in large numbers in the Panjäb,

and Kashmir.

The actual position as given by Kalhana is that Sresthasena, king of Kashmir,
1 known as Pravarasena and also Tunjina (IT) hadtwo sons named Hiranya and

(Rajat, BK Ill, v.102). He was succeeded by Hiranya who, suspecting the

ont of his younger brother Toramina imprisoned him. Toramäga died shortly

ft his release and most probably could not reach the throne. Here we come across a
fous puzzle — indeed a discrepancy in Kalhapa’s account. Coins are issued by

g rulers. How could Toramäga issue coins when his elder brother, the sovereign

er, had put him behind the bars almost for his entire life? Apparently Kalhapa was
sled by the coins of Toramina, the Hun ruler of Gandhära and because of the

ity of the names, ascribed them to Toraména, the ill-fated younger brother of

son of Tunjina, who ruled centuries after the Hun empire had vanished.

Biswas’thesis (p.59) that the Toraminas of the Eran inscription, the Kura
n, the Gwalior inscription, the Räjatarangipi, the Kuvalayamälä Carita, the

h nama, were all one and the same person, is clearly untenable. If this thesis ix

Septed we shall land in an insurmountable difficulty, for, Kalhapa’s account shows

hat Mihirkula (son) ruled centuries before Toramiga (father). Thus Toramiga of
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nt disposition — a cruel persecutor of Buddhists and the father of the
\ who became known as a “relieverofhumanity” (v.327). It is noteworthy

pas account shows Mihirkula as a predecessorofToramiina. What evidence
had to reach this conclusion, we do notknow. Reconstructing the story in AD

_Kalhapa’s Mihirakula, Stein (1971: I, 78) remarks, is undoubtedly indentical
great ruler of the White Huns or Ephthalites, who calls himself Mihirakula or

zula on his coins, and whom Kosmas Indikopleustes mentions under the name
I This Mihirakula was the son and successor ofToramäya as known from the

lor inscription (Cll, I11:162). Thus the parentage of Mihirakula is settled by a
lemporary record. But we still don't know for certain who was the father of

Sung-yun does not clearly say that Lac-lih or Tigin was the father of

though some scholars have assumed it to be the case.

"Anotherpiece ofevidence which can help in resolving the issue ofthe parentage
Oramiina may be found in the Gupta Brahmi legend of a coin read Thujana by

(1973: 54 and PLIL,no.14). Thujana was afterwards Sanskritized with an

nasal and retroflex tha softened into ta. This resulted in the form Tudjina

ioned by Kalhana as the name of Toramäga’s father. Tigin mentioned by Sung-

d Tuijina by Kalhapa are synonymous, Biswas further adds. Ifthis is correct the

n relating to the parentage ofToramina stands resolved.

Toramina appears to be a non-Indian foreign name which, according to

cek (El, 1: 239), is derived from the Turkish original Türamän or Toremän
Meaning “a rebel or an insurgent’. The word Jaula in the title $ähi Jaula given to him in

Kura inscription is connected by Karabacek with the Turkish word Jin! meaning

. Besides the inscription just mentioned found at Kura in the Salt Range

) the name Toram&na also occurs in an inscription found at Eran, in Sargar

Madhya Pradesh (C Il,lil,no. 360) and at Gwalior (CILIN:162). These

 



 

 

   

   

  

together with coins, form a very important source ofinformation for the
y of the Huns in India. Kalhapa’s account being garbled and distorted, the
aries of the Hun empire in South Asia would have remained undefined without
epigraphic records, for, coins can tell us about the limits oftheir circulation but
neboundary ofa kingdom.
_ Much has been made of the slight difference in the royal titles given to

in these inscriptions. In the Erin inscription he is called Mahärdjädhirdja
dna, the Kura inscription has Mahäräjäjädhiräja Toramäna Säha Jauvlah,

erencı has suggested to some writers that there weremoreihanoneToramänas.

he fact is that these records were not commissioned by the ruling Hun monarchs,
lid they give the engravers a uniform formula to be followed, and that the local

fs responsible for these records, followed the local pattem as best known to them,
te widely distant localities. There is no need to read too much in the slightly

ent patterns. Themain points which maybe accepted as certain are that Toramina
ceeded by his son Mihirakula about AD $15 in the rule of the territories
ed by the Huns from Kabul to Central India (MSlwa) and that after extensive

jaigns the latter was defeated by Bäläditya of Magadha and Yasodharman, and
ed to retire about AD 530 to Kashmir and the adjoining regions. From here he
gars to have endeavoured to recover his lost dominions in the direction ofthe lower
ss, What happened to him after this, we do not know; nor is the date of his death
ded anywhere in our source material. This much is however certain that the

Fisma these dashing horsemen from Central Asia had created under the chivalrous
ance of Toramäpa and Mihirakula into the central parts of India, was finally

d by the humiliating defeat of Mibirakula. Nevertheless its impact remained
[Fe in the minds of Indian chiefs who even long after this event, considered their

against a Hun feudal lords a matterofgreat pride. The Pala king Devapala, for
ce, has been praised as the victor ofthe Hiinas. Similarly in the Rästraküta records
are some references to the Hiigas.

 

  

 

  

   

  

   

   

   

 

   

    

   

   

    

The Hun rule in Kashmir, Gandhira and the Panjab did not end with the defeat
Mihirakula. Kalhapa has recorded the names of several rulers who succeeded

fakula and Toramipa but it is impossible to put them in a precise chronological

örder. Of these rulers only NarendrSditya who had the second name Khinkhila is
1, in addition to the Räjatrangigf (BK I, vv. 347-349), from two inscriptional  



    

   
   

   

 

    

   

   

     

  

   

  

  

  

   

 

   

  

  

”
isc which one comes from Hund(ancient Udabhändapura) on the right bank of

nd ıhe other fromGardez,some70miles 10 the southofKäbul (Afghänistän).
how proto-Siradi characters of about the seventh century AD. The Hund

pl is merely a fragment but the name NarendrSditya (line 3) is clearly legible
| Kh n 1998-99: 77-83). The one from Gardez is found upon the pedestal ofan

‘Vindyaka (Ganesh) and consists oftwo lines. It states that the image ofMahi
was installed by the Paramabattäraka MahäräjädhiräjaSähi Khingäla. The

of the last but one word of this legend has become controversial. G. Tucci
8:276) reads it as Otyäna and connects it with Odyäna or Udyäna (Swät). Ifthe
ing is correct, Tucci remarks, then herewe have the first mentionofakingofSwat.
thers read this word differently (see Sircar, EI 1963: 44).
| ‘The Hund inscription as noted sbove records the name Narendrlditya, whereas

ca inscription has merely Khingila. Kalhapa records Khinkhil, also called
mdraditya, as the name of a king of the dynasty ofGonanda who ruled Kashmir

bre the Kärkofas (Rajat. 1: v.347). It was during the reign of the founder of the
kota dynasty, Durlabhavardhana, that Xuan Zang visited Kashmir in AD 631-33.
A Suggests that we must recognize in Khinkhila the Ephthalite ruler who calls

Aself on his coins “Deva Sahi Khinjila”. We do not know the exact date of this
akhil whose rule, according to Kalhapa, extended for thirty six years. Biswas (1973:

2)places him between AD $97-633.
___ The ruler ofKabul whom the Caliph al-Mahdi (AD 775-785) wrotea letter was,
ding to Ya‘qGbi (1883: ii, 479) known as Khinkhil or Khinjil. Whether all these

Is, Khinjils, Khinjilas or Khingäls refer to one and the same individual is

to say. If Kuvayama’s suggestion (see Rahman 2002: 37-42) that Khinjil was

istic name ofthe rulers of KSpisi is correct, then we maypostulate the existence

e than one individual. The high sounding epithets given to KhingSl in the Gardez
inscription, suggest that he was a great emperor.

Right from the beginning, or at least from the time of Mihirakula, as his coins
pd also Kalhana’s account show, the Hügas accepted Hindüism as their religion thus

aking the first step towards initiating the process of Indianization. Tod (1920: 1, 29)
d that certain Kshatriya groups later known as Räjpüts were the descendants of

m invaders who from time to time entered India and gradually became Hindüs.
idea was further elaborated by Smith (1958: 191). The upper ranks ofthe invading

 



 

   

 

   

  

   

  

  

  

   

 

  

   

  

  

 

   

   

jas or Guhilots of Mewar, the Pratihäras, the Chauhans, the Paramäras and the
lu D.R. Bhandarkar (1903: 413) was another supporter of this view. The
i » amongst whom stood in the top most rank the Pratihäras, Paramäras,

ukyas and Cahminas, he remarks, were the descendants of the Gurjars who were
nal! called Khazars and came along with the Hinas in the beginning of the 6"
ary. Just as Smith and others find an ancestoral stock for the Räjpüts in the foreign

so does Sir OlafCaroe (1958: 87) for the Pathins: “the best linguists believe
or of the Pakhtu language to have come in not later than the Sakas, four

before the Ephthalites arrived. But it seems to me certain that, whatever the
Strata, the White Hun dominance must have contributed another layer to the

on of the people of these parts. Just as the Gurjaras, the helots ofthe White

must be among the Khiins. My conviction is that manyofthe Khinkhel

such as the Yüsufzais could claim Ephthalite forebears.”

__ Afghinistin, Gandhära and the Panjäb from about the middle of the seventh
AD to carly eleventh century were ruled by two successive dynasties known to

ns as Turk Sahi and Hinda (Odi) Sahis. Albiriini has preserved some names of
idual rulers, and a few more are known from other sources but the relevant

which would have thrown light on the demographic profile of these arcas area

In the first quarter of the sixth century AD when the Juan-Juan were dominant

olia, the Ephthalites then ruled a vast stretch of land extending from Russian
n and eastern Irän to the heart ofAfghänistän and the Panjab. Both these powers

allies. About $20 the Ephthalite Khan married the aunts ofA-na-Kuei (522-52),
Khägän of the Juan-Juan.

Amongthe vassals ofJuan-Juan, say the Chinese, were the T’u-chüch, a Turkic

nbs which has given its name to a whole group of nations sharing common language,
ind the Kao-kiu. The latter had suffered much at the handsofthe Juan-Juan and shortly

fore $46 when they were conspiring to regain freedom, theywere betrayedby Bumin
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ic) or T’u-men (in Chinese), the T’u-chuch chief, who leaked this information
K and in reward asked for the hand ofa royal princess. But the request was
own. Bu-min then allied himself with Hsi-Wei dynasty of Toba stock, then
at Changan in northwest China, who in $51 bestowed upon Bumin the handof
\eir own princess. In the following year (552), the T’u-chuch chiefdefeated the

in and pushed them to the Chinese border. A-na-Kue committed suicide. Thus
territory ofMongolia passed from Juan-Juan to the T’u-chüch.

(in Chinese) inherited the princely title Yabghu and the country of the Black
and of Imil, and the basins of the Yulduz, Ili, Chu and Talas. This came to be
as Khänate of the Westen Turks. Istämi soon picked up quarrel with the

ites and concluded a treaty with the Säsänian emperor Khusro | Anüshirvan
m. He also gave the hand ofone of his daughters to Khusro in marriage to

the treaty. The Ephthalites were sandwiched and crushed c. $65, their King
"Wazar” (Tabari 1939: Vol. 1, $26) was killed. Pethaps a portion ofthem fled
gary and came to be known as Avars. The Ephthalite territories were divided
n the western T’u-chuch and the Säsänians. Bactria was thus restored to the

jan empire though for a short while for the T’u-chiich were poised to take Balkh

| Istimi, the Yabghu or Khin ofthe westem Turks ($52-575) is known to Tabari
B1, 526) as SinjbG or Sinjibü Khägln, a very brave person who commanded a
my. Rene Groussct (1970: 83) writes this name as “Silzibul” and considers it a

ted form of Yabghu. Havng reached the Oxus, Istimi became an immediate

of Persia and therefore demanded a share ofthe silk route trade. To this end

ent a Sogdian named Maniakh to Khusro who rejected his overtures. He then

yh 310 establish contacts with the Byzantines and dispatched Maniakh as an envoy

in 367. In the following year Maniakh returned accompanied by a

ne envoy, Zemarchos, to conclude an alliance. Having been informed about

developments the Persians also made a hurried attempt to enter into a similar

be, but it was too late. The Turks declared war on Persia. In $72 the Byzantines

@ embarked on a war against Persia, which lasted for twenty years (572-591).

feanwhile close relations were maintained between the Turks and the Byzantines.  



  

   
  

   
   

  

 

  

  

   

    

  

 

  
   

  

  

   

   

ed a second envoy, named Anankast. The Byzantines responded by
envoys one after the other.

"In $76 the Byzantineemperor Tiberius Il once moresent Valentine to the Turks
y the time the envoy arrived on the upper Yuldus, the headquarters ofthe westem
Isttimi had died. His son and successor Tardu (575-603), the Ta-t'ou of the
¢ historians, was greatly displeased because Constantinople had concluded a
vith the Avars considered to be remnants ofthe Juan-Juan or Ephthalites who

refuge in Russia. Valentine was therefore given a cold reception. Meanwhile
a ser a detachment ofhis cavalry under Bokhän against the Byzantine settlements
fimea and captured some territory and held until $90 when it was evacuated bythe

ch troops.

ised by Bahrim Chobin, one ofthe outstanding military figure ofhis day, who won
ies ofvictories over the Huns of the north and the Turks in the cast, but suffered

rses in his operations against the Byzantines. Bahrim's failure against the
nti annoyed the Sisinian emperor Hormizd who tried to disgrace the general

iation, the general himselfrebelled. This provided the Iranian nobility with
ity to rise against the emperor who was deposed and replaced on the throne

son Khusro II (590-628). This however was not enough for Bahräm whose

ons nowrose high and wanted nothing less than the throne. Supported by his

seized the capital and declared himself king. Khusro was powerless and did
© enough muscle and resources to hold his position. He therefore found it

¢ to take refuge with the Byzantine emperor Maurice with whose help he was

Fsome time able to defeat Bahram and regain the throne. The assistance, although
aluablc, had to be paid for: Persia lost Armeniaand the Roman frontierwasextended

Lake Van and Tiflis. The grip of the Säsänian government on the distant frontiers
gst have weakened during this period ofinsurgency providing an opportunity for the

to tighten their grip on Turkhäristän.

g Kuwayama (1999: 40)gives a slightly different account ofTurkish occupation

Turkharistin. The decline of the Ephthalites at their main headquartes in
urkhiristiin, he remarks, had already begunwhenthe Turkish chieftain Mugan Khägän
tacked them immediately after defeating the Ruiruis (or Juan-Juan)in between $$2-

5. An cyc witness ofthis event is Jinagupta, a Buddhist monk ofGandhira origin

 



    

  

    

  
  

   

  

 

   
  

    

   

  

   
  

 

   

   

  

8
eft there in 554 for Chinese Central Asia via Käpisi, Bämiyän and Tukhäristän.
years later, he goes on to say, Sinzhibu Khägän, another Turkish chieftain,

sed the Ephthalites from the north in alliance withKhusro 1 whohad replaced the
phthalite King Kub3d 1 and had close ties with Sinzhibu as his son-in-law

1901: 64; Altheim 1969: II, 260-261; Haussig 1956: 23). Thisattack resulted
ofthe Tashkand, Ferghiina and Samarkand regions from the yoke ofthe

In between 562 and 568, he further informs us, Ton-shad Zijie eventually

d the Amu Darya under the leadership of Sinzibu to forcibly occupy the most
pasture-lands (Suishu, Vol.6 1854).

_ Whatever the case may be, we know it from Xuan Zang (Beal 1969: 45) that at

ne ofhis visit to Po-Ho (Balkh) in about 629, the ruler was a Turk named Ye-hu

he-hu) Khän. As She-hu or Ye-hu stands for Yabghu, Xuan Zang scems to have
aken the title for the actual name. But we know from other sources that the actual

e wasT’ung (Kuwayama 1999: 41). Kuwayama hasalso drawn attention to another
ofinformation regarding Xuan Zang’s visit to Balkh. It is recorded, he says, in a

fraphy of Xuanzang. (The Great Tang Biography of the Master ofTripitaka in the

t Cien Monsatery) - that the Turkish ChiefTardu-shad, in Tukhäristän offered 10
ort him to Käpisi. This Tardu-shad was the son ofT'ung She-hu mentioned above
‚Grousset 1970: 93).

_ Having scaled the Hindü Kush 10 the south by the Bämiyän route Xuan Zang
x $4) reached Kia-pi-shi (Kapiéa), present Bigräm, of which the king was a

lattriya by caste. He was a man ofshrewd character, brave and determined and had
Dught into subjection the neighbouring countries, some ten ofwhich he ruled. The
ple of Kapisi used gold and silver coins, and also little copper coins, which in

nce and stamp differed from those ofother countries. Whether the coins were
Sued by the Kshattriya ruler or not is not clear but the fact that they looked different
om those ofother countics may suggest local production.

Was this Kshattriya ruler the same as the one mentioned in the Gardez
scription namely, Paramabhattäraka Mahäräjadhiräja $ähi Khingäla, is not known

for certain but it seems likely to be the case. The high-sounding and distinctive tithes
Biven to him in the inscription and Xuan Zang’s description ofthe ruler ofKäpika as a

at conqueror who had brought several countries in the neighbourhood under his

ol gives almost the same message. Some support for this view may be derived  
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he Geography Section in the Jiu Tangshu and the Tangshu which say that the
fJibin (i.e. Käpisa) politically consisted of elven principalities. This number
matches with that given by Xuan Zang (see Kuwayama 1999: 42). The fact that
rincip ities covered a vast area with Käpisa as the summerand Udabhändapura

)

as

the winter headquarters is also shown by Xuan Zang: on the way back from
Ibto China, he was warmly received by the Käpisa king at Hund (Ibid).

he origin of the Turk Sihis is shrouded in mystery. According to Albirini
: 348-49) the Turk Sahi rule in Käbul began with the miraculous rise ofBarhatigin
irst entered a cave and then came out of it fully attired in Turkish dress — a short

" in front, a high hat, boots and arms — presenting himself as a king.
by his miraculous rise the people accepted him as their king. Whatever

torical value ofthis tradition, and even ifweaccept it as historically true, Albirini

no date for such an important event. Nor is this date recorded anywhere else

ces. Even the question whether Barhatigin belonged to the royal family of
n Turks or happened to be merely an ethnically Turkish adventurer remains

fern Turks who was styled Yabghü or prince. But this superiority did not last long.
_ T’0-po, the brother and successor to Mu-han (Mugan) was the last of his line to
five the homage ofthe west. Between $82 and $84, Tardu, the Yabghu ofthe west,
fe with the ruler of the cast and himself took the title of Khligin. Thereafter the

and western Turks were never again to be reunited. This happened when China

imperialism in Central Asia under the Sui and T'angdynasties (seventh to ninth

turies). The Chinese took full advantage ofthis rivalry and supported their partisans
th a view to fish in the troubled waters. The T’u-chüch remained hopelessly divided.

__ The emperor T’ai-tsung (627-649) ofthe T'angdynasty was the real founder of
¢ greatness in Central Asia. He destroyed the Khanate of the castern Turks and

ed to the dismemberment ofthe western branch which was later subjugated by

§ son. Having reorganized Innct Mongolia as border marches in 630, Ta’i-tsung  



 

 

  
   

   

 

  
   

   

  
  

   

  

   

  

  

   
  

 

   

   

  

attention 10 the western Turks who had reunited under the Khän Shih-kuei
d between 611 and 618 from the Altai to the Caspian and the Hindü Kush.
and successor, T’ung, the Yabghu(between618and630)—furtherextended

wer and reaffirmed his rule over Turkhiristin and appointed his son Tardu-shäd
g over it. The Tang-Shu states that “he held hegemony over the western lands.

r had the barbarians ofthe west been so powerful”.

‘Some months after Xuan Zang’svisit, the mighty empire ofthe westem Turks
d. The Qarlugs, a nomad tribe, rebelled against T’ung Shih-hu and put him to

innes 1900: 25-26, 53). The Khinate was split into two groups, ofwhich
es are known only in Chinese transcription: the Nu-shih-pi tribes to the west
th west of the Issyk Kul, and the Tu-lu tribes northeast of that lake. Nu-shi-pi

Tu-lu wore themselves out in obscure battles. A Tu-lu Khin, himselfnamed Tu-lu
651), attempted at one stage to reunite the two groups and attacked the Chinese

ary colonies in the Hami area. But the Chinese general Kuo Hiao-K’odefeated him
ut 642. Moreover, the emperor T’ai-tsung supported the Nu-shih-pi hordes against
lu and the harassed Khin fled to Bactria where he disappeared (651) (Ibid; 27-32,

_ What happened to Tu-lu after his disappearance is not known. But Albiriini’s
tion regarding the sudden appearance of a Turk known as Barhatigin in the

pity of Kabul appears to be meaningful in this context. The presence of Turks or
üch in the arca stretching from Sistin and Balüchistän toGandhära in the seventh
AD is well attested by the accounts of Arab chroniclers as well as by the

rarie: ofChinese travellers. Weshall give here only a few examples to uphold the

t ‚ofthis statement. Thus, Ahyafb. Qais, a commander offbn “Amar, the governor
Basrah in AD 649-659, was dispatched by the latter to fight the Hayätila (Turks) in

än, ncar modem Herät (Balädhuri 1986: $79-80). Another commander of Ibn
named “Abd Allah b. Sawwär, fighting on the Hind frontier, was killed by the

urks in Qiqin (Ibid: 616) — the present Qallät district. In Qigän again Muhallab — the
nous ancestor of the Muhallabi chiefs ofKhurksän — encountered eighteen Turkish

en in 44H/AD 664. During the parallel caliphate of Ibn Zubair (AD 682-692),
al-“Aziz, the governor of Sistin, had to fight a difficult battle with the ruler of

Zäbulistän callcd Rutbil whose armies consisted of Turks. The Rutbil is said to have
jad bodyguards cnlisted from the local Turks, at-Turk ad-Dawari (Bosworth 1963: 36).

Tang-shu (Chavannes 1900: 160 f) records a mixed population of the T’u chüch  



    

 

   

   

 

  
  

   

  

   

 

    
  
  

 

  

   

  

   

  

   

  

  

   

ple ofKi-pin (Käpisa)in Zäbulistän. It seems theTu-lu groupoftribes, hard
their rivals the Nu-shi-pi, abandoned Tukhiiristiin and founda safehaven in
where they subsequenthly established themselves as rulers. Was this Tu-lu

n ¢as Albirdni’s Barhatigin? The concordance ofdates, as well shall sce below,
}the probability oftheir being oneand the same person even greater.

In about AD 680, the Turkish ruler of Zäbulistän, Rutbil, was a brother ofthe
h whose actual name has gone unrecorded (see Tabari, 1964: 1, 2705-06). In

6, the ruler ofZäbulistän (Rutbil) was a nephew ofthe Kabul Shih (Fuchs 1938:
Obviously the Kabul Shih and Rutbil belonged to the same T’u Chüch family.

s succeeded by his son, whose name is not known but who is designated by

fi (p.399) as Rutbil II. Evidently Rutbil was not a personal name but a

on used by the rulers ofZäbulistän. The last ofthe Rutbils was over powered
tak Prisoner by Ya‘qub b. Laith during his invasion ofKäbul and Zäbulistän in
70 (Ibn al-Athir: VII, 247). The first reference to a Rutbil is datable to about AD

th Turkish presence in Afghinistin is noted by Arab chroniclers a decade or
than this (sce Rahman 1979: 46-47). Thus disappearance of Tu-lu in
n to the north of the Hindd Kush is co incident with the appearance of

jin to the south. The obvious suggestion is that they represent oneand the same

m — the founder of the Tuskish rule in Zäbulistän, Käbul and Gandhira. The
fence to Khinjil, the ruler of Kapisa (Bigrim) by Ya‘qGbi (1969: 11, 479) suggests

must have preserved his independence till the time of the Abbasid caliph al-
hdi (AD 775). It is stated that Mahdi wrote letters to different kings inviting them to
der their submission to his authority. Amongthose whocomplied with his orders are

oned Khinkhil, the Shah of Kabul; Rutbil; the malik ofSijistiin, and the malik of
(sce Rahman 1979: $3).

__ Ibn Khallikan mentions a Turkish tribe called Darari, which lived on the frontier
ofSistin (i.e, Rukhkhaj and Zamin Dawar) and was governed bya king named

bil, who was eventually attacked and killed by Ya'qib b. Laith (de slane 1961: v,
But no such tribe or clan bearing the name Daräri is reported by Muslim

hers among the Turkish tribes enumerated by them. The Turkish tribes
ed by Ibn KhurradSdhbih (1889-31) include: “The Toghurghuz whose country

§ most cxicnsive among the Turks, and borders on China, Tibet, and the Kharlukh,
the Kimak (or kaimak), the Ghuzz, the Jafr, the Bajanäk, the Turkash (Targish), the

tash, the khifshakh, the Khirkhiz, where musk is found, the Kharlakh and the Khalaj.  



 

   

 

   

    

  

  
   

   
  

   

  

  

  

  

  
  

  

\rab Chroniclers other than Ibn Khallikan shows that it is a corrupted from of
ther name, probably Diwari. The actual wording, it seems, was at-Turk ad-
"which, because of scribal negligence became at-Turk ad- Darfri. An ancient

d Däwar still exists in the tribal area of Pakistan. They were pushed out of
ginal home, in the course oftime but theirnameZamin Dawar,i. e. “The Däwar

"still continue to be used.

er ently mentioned in this context are the Khalaj andGhuzzTurks, wholived

i,Bishtam and Sistin (Frye and Sayili 1943: 203). According to Istakhri (1927:
th Khalaj of Zamin Däwar had kept their customs, extemal appearance and
ag up to his own time. There were manylanguages and people in Zäbulistän and
uP might go back to the descendants ofJafeth b. Nab, traditionally the ancestor

cs (Frye and sayili 1943:203). Ya‘güb b. Laith, the Saffirid kingofStstin, is
to

have

killed many Khalaj and Turks (Tärikh-i Ststän: 215). The Khalaj were later
by Sabüktigin, when he won a victory over Jayapäla (Ibn al - Athir: viii, 687).

ly they formed an important element in the armies of the Ghaznavids,
fis and Khwarazmshihs (see Bosworth 1963: 36). The name Khalaj probably

in the modem name Ghilzai (Caroe 1958: 131). The famous Khalji dynasty of
Ihi Sultäns had its ancestors from the Khalaj.

th breeders of Turkish appearance, dress and language”. Mas’üdi (in Minorsky

80: 430) speaks of the Turkish tribes Ghuzz and Kharlaj living towards Gharsh

h istän) and Bust in (the region) adjoining Sijistin. If Istakhri and Mas’üdi place

aj on the middle course of the Helmand (ic. Zamin Dawar), the author ofthe

fi al-"Älam (AD 982) locates them in the region of Ghazna and the adjoining

Ficts. According to Khwirazmi (1983: 114)the HayStila are a tribe ofmen who had
ed grandeur and possessed the country of Tukhiristin, the Turks called Khalaj

ion of Afghanistin.

 

 



 

    

   

   

 

   

  

 

  

  

   

 

   

 

  
  

 

   
  

  

   

  

Another important addition was the arrival of the Suren family, the powerful
lords ofSistän, in Afghinistin. Theoutstanding role ofthis familyortribeduring
hian rule in the battle of Carrhae has been mentioned above. Even under the
who succeeded the Parthians in Iran, this family continued to exercise power
nce as shown by the mention ofthis name among the feudal lords listed in

t's great trilingual inscription (see Frye 1976: 239). Wedo not know for certain
ppened to this family after the fall ofthe Säsäinian empirewhen the last Säsänian

ror Yazdgard, having lost the battle at Nihäwand, fled with his ourt towards the
nd was assassinated in the neighbourhood of Merv in AD 651. But the close

nce between Suren and the

A

fghiin name Sari is highly suggestive. About 1592
er the battle of Carrhae ($3 BC), a highly talented scion presumably of the
ly, Sher Shh, repeated the same story ofsuccess at the battlefield ofChunar
when he inflicted a humiliating defeat upon Nasir ad-Din Humäyün, the

thal EmperorofIndia. But this time he fought the battle for himself, not for anybody
us his predecessor did at Carrhae. In the following year Humäyün fled for life and

h became emperor of India. In the medieval period ofIndian history the Saris
a subsection ofthe much larger Lodhi tribe. It seems probable therefore that the

tis might have drifted from their original home in Sistin to the Afghin hills
time after the fall of the Säsänian empire.

1.Extension of Arab Rule into Sistän and Käbul
F Although Sistän felt the first shocks ofArab expansion in the reign ofthe Caliph

mar (AD 634-44), they made no real progress till the arrival of Ibn ‘Amar as the
emor of Basrah — the headquarters for military operations in eastern Irän. On his

y to Khurisin in the year 30/AD 650, the youthful governor detached a force to
Han under Rabi ‘for the practical purpose of opening up ihe Qandahär - Käbul —

istän route of communication, considered to be vitally important for further
foads into Central Asia. After fighting several battles on thewayRab?" finally reached

aranj — the capital ofSistän. On the outskirts ofthe city, hewasopposed bythe people,
thom he soon forced to retreat to the safety ofthe city walls. As the Zaranjtes retreated

¢ promptly moved ahead and invested the city. Finding no other way the satrap of
faj sued for peace and capitulated on terms (Balaghuri: 394; Tarith-i Sissdn: $1-82).

two years Rabi" was called back. The successor ofRab? proved an utter failure  



 

  

 

  

 

   

  
   

    
   

   

   

  

   

  

   

 

  

   

next governor, Ibn Samurah, was a man ofchivalrous character. He moved

with a lightning speed and forced the satrap to conclude a peace treaty on
nt of indemnity. He then brought under his control the entire country in the

od. On reaching Zamin Diwar, he surrounded the enemy in the mountain
jWhere there was a Hindd temple, and carried it. ZAbul and Bust submitted by
ment (Ibid.) Ibn Samurah retired to Zaranj and stayed there until the downfall of

~ In the period of five years following the tragic death of‘Uthmin (36/AD 656),
: b world plunged into civil war and had no time and Icisure to pay attention to

ce ofoutlying provinces such as Sistin. As the Caliph Mu"awiya consolidated
Osition at Damascus, Ibn Samurah was once again placed in charge ofSistin. With
rrival in 43/AD 663-64 (Ibn al Athir: ili, 436) began a series of fresh triumphs. In
XD 664-65, Ibn Samurah marched into Käbul. The Kabul Shih put up a tough

ce but after some fighting submitted and concluded a treaty ofwhich the terms
ot known. Ibn Samurah then moved to Zabulistin whose people had violated the

f. After a quick round of victories he retumed to Kabul where he faced a fresh
tllion. But Käbul fell once again to the irresistable Ibn Samurah who carried the
beby assault. The Käbul Shäh was taken captive and when he was ordered to be
gatled, he uttered the Muslim creed and was therefore treated with honour and

d. The name ofthe vanquished Kabul Shah is not known. It is probable that he
$ one ofthe Khinjils of Kapisa.

' During the siege of Kabul, Ibn Samurah dispatched one of his lieutenants,
lab b. Abi Sufrah, most probably to ward offany danger ofbeing attacked from

'rear by the ruler ofZabulistin. Muhallab went as far as “Banna” and “al-Ahwaz” -
wi between Multän and Käbul — on the Indian frontier, and then proceoded to Qigän

lat) where he was attacked by eighteen Turkish horsemen.

2. Barhatigin and Hyech’o

Barhatigin’s sudden and miraculous rise to power at Kabul as reported by

nn has been mentioned. We have also discussed the dispappearance of Tu-lu

651), the Yabghü, in Tukhäristän and his possible reappearance in the Kabul

 
 



 

  
  

 

  

 

   

  

  

  

  

  

   

 

  

  

  
  

  

   

   

der the name Barhatigin in about AD 666. Hyech’o, a Korean monk who

has in AD 726, gives a slightly different account. This is what he say:

is country (Gandhära) was formerely under the domination of the
sings ofKapiga. Therefore the father ofthe Turkish king submitted with

the troops ofhis entire tribe to the kingofKapiéa. As later thewarpower

of the Tu ChOch increased, he then killed that king ofKapiéa and made
elfthe ruler ofthe country.

¢ Turks were already there in Gandhära before his visit in AD 726.
e father of the Turkish king ofGandhära, in the past, was vassal ofthe king
Kapisa (perhaps one of the kings ofthe Khinjil line).

“Having gathered strength the Turkish king killed his erstwhile master and
ed the throne ofKabul / Kapiéa.

I his ascending the throne of Kapiéa. We have seen above that there is enough
‘in Arabic sources to show that the Turks had reached Zäbulistän and Käbul

there probably with the permission ofthe Khinjil ruler. The Tu-ly, it scems,
ig been pressed hard by the Nu-shi-pi hordesand the Chinese forces sought asylum

tories under the control of the Khinjil ruler, while the ruling family, to make
they were out of the reach of their enemies, headed for the distant Gandhära

: ed himself as a subordinate ruler.

| Ifour reconstruction of the story is correct, this event might have taken place in
tthe middle of the seventh century AD. But Hyech’o noted it during his visit to

in 726 — almost seventy years afterwards, when, presumably, the precise

asion ofKabul and Zäbulistän had crushed the military potential ofthe Khinjil who
afterwards fell an casy prey to the Turkish king (Barhatigin) ofGandhira. The

regarding the rise of Barhatigin at Kabul, as recorded by Albirüni, shows that the

ow and assassination ofthe Khinjil must have taken place at Kabul. Barhatigin
By have handed over Kapita to a scion of the Khinjil family to act as a vassal, for

bi (ii: 479) mentions a “Khinkhil’, the Kabul Shah, contemporary with the caliph  
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D 775-85). Theterm *Kibul Shih’ appears to havebeenconfused herewith

ged by his success against Khinjil, Barhatigin, the new Käbul Shah,
‘an ambitious scheme ofexpansion. While he himselfdrove all the Muslims

ul the Rutbil gained control of the arcas as far as Rukh khaj (ancient

Dsia) and Bust. But the arrival of Rabi" b. Ziyäd al-Härathi, a veteran Arab
I, as the next governor of Sistän shattered his aspirations. Soon after his arrival
year 47/667-68, Rabi’ marched forth to meet the enemy at Bust. In the ensuring

the Rutbil suffered defeat and fled to Rukh khaj pursued hot on the heels by the
|of Rabi" (Ibid.). There again he was put to flight. The Rutbil suffered defeats
ind again at the hands of the successive Arab governors of Sistän, but did not

and whenever he found an opporutnnity he hit them hard. The details are too

accommodated here.

me time between the years 680 and 683 (in the reign of the caliph Yazid b.
Ewiya) the two brothers - the Käbul Shäh and the Rutbil ~ fell apart. The only

for this is a confused paragraph in Tabari (see Rahman 1979: 66) which gives
ht into the internal affairs of Kabul and Zabulistin. Sometime in the reign of
Mu‘awiya (661-680), we are told, the Rutbil fled from Zäbulistän fearing an
the Kabul Shah, his brother, and approached Salm b. Ziyd, the governor of

nh, at Amul with a request for help. Salm agreed to help him. Thus, the Rutbil

lished himselfas an independent ruler ofZabulistin.

E‘There is some confusion regarding the caliph who appointed Salm in the
gmment of Khurisin. On page 361 (vol.4) Tabari records that Salm, son ofZiyäd,

the caliph Yazid b. Mu”iwiya in the year 61 secking a job. Yazid said: “I give
post (formerly) given to both of your brothers — Abd al-Rahmin and ‘Abbad™.

m replied “as it pleases the Amir al-Mu’minin”. So Yazid appointed him governor
Khuräsän and Sijistin. Salm was a young man of 24 years. Balädhuri (p.389) says
hen Yazid succeeded Mu*awiya, he appointed Salm b. Ziyad as wali (governor) of

n and Sijistän. Salm stayed in Khuräsän till the death of Yazid. fbn al-Athir
79: vi, 95, 96), Ibn al-Kathir (1989: vül-vili, 1125) have precisely the same

_ The predecessors of Salm in the government of Khuräsän during the reign of
he caliph Mu"awiya were: ‘Abd al-Rahman b. Ziyäd (in the year 59678, Sa"id b. Uth

  



 

  



   
   

   

 

  
  

 

  

  

  

  

    

  

  

   

: ed, we are left with ‘Katormin’ which, although it sounds exactly the

the Ephthalite name Tormin, also resembles the word Kator (i.¢. Shih Kator)

the past by rulers ofChitral as a family name, but the real import ofthis name

ains illusive.

L ormän seems to have continued paying tribute to the governors of

in. According to Ibn Khurradidhbih (1889: 37) the Kabul Shah, in the time of
\lläh b. Tähir's governorship of Khurlsin (AD 828-45), paid annual tribute

ting to 1,000,500 dirhams plus 1,000 slaves. He ascended the throne ofKabul at

st difficult time. The country was groaning under the economic burden caused

nt of such a heavy tribute, which was presumably being regularly sent

Caliph’s own officers. Moreover, the doors of Zäbulistän were now wide

on account ofwhich the people complained ofhim greatly to the Brahman

Kallar, who having overthrown him put him behind the bars allegedly to

set his manners.

Hinda Shähis of Hund

früni al-Shähıyya al-Hindiyya (p.357) which literally means “Indian Shahis* but

Ghau’s translation ofit as "Hindd Shähis” has been adopted by all. The precise date

is revolution is not recorded, though the evidence of some inscriptions, as

ed by Rahman (1993: 29-31) suggests AD 821. Rahman (2002: 37-42) has also

ed that the term Hindd Shahi, which smacks of religious bias, be replaced by  
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Udi (Odi) Shahi, for, ethnically the Hindü Shähis were Udis (Odis) — a
be ofthe Peshäwar valley, whose inscriptions style them as räjäs during the
od and who have left behind theirmemory in thenamesofseveral villages

/digräm (in Bajaur, Dir and Swät), Odi Mahalla (Odi street) in PirSabäk and
(Odi Mountain) opposite Attock, present Cherät Hills.

birüni gives a list ofthenames$ähi rulers. Theseare: Kallar, Samantadeva,
a / Kamald, Bhimadeva, Jayapäla, Anandapäla, Trilocanapäla and Bhimapäla

sd in AD 1026. The coins of this period have legends in $äradä characters
Sri Spalapatideva, Sri Khudarayaka Sri Simantadeva, Sri Bhima and $ri

leva. This list does not correspond closely with that known from Albirüni. The
m is too complicated to be discussed here. Kalhapa in his Raja tarangini
ans Lalliya (p.198), Toramäga / Kamaluka (Rajat, v: 232-33) and Bhimadeva

¢ Sahis ruled from Hund (originally Udabhndapura)on the Indus, which had
I into a huge city. According to the Hudiid al- ‘Alam (p.7) Waihand (a corrupted
"Udabhäpdapura) was a large town and also had a small population ofMuslims.

eived Hindüstän merchandise such as musk and other precious stuffs. Magdisi
79-80) extols Waihand for its fine gardens, numerous streams, abundant rainfall,

tall trees, cheap prices, freedom from pests and general prosperity of its
le. This was the winter capital ofthe Sahis. In summer they moved 10 Käbul. The
ftance of Kabul for the Sthis may bejudged from the fact that sovereignty ofthe

did1962: 104),

__ The peculiar geographical location ofthe country ofthe Sihis devolved special
onsibilitics on them as guardians ofthe north western passes often usedby invaders

Asia. Their failure could open the floodgates for the invaders to pour into

The establishment of the Arab empire, during the course of it expansion,

fly swept across territories near Afghinistiin and posed a constant threat to the
his. But the Sshis dischareged their responsibilities with steadfastness, devotion and
gage. They stood guard on the passes for about 360years and successfully held in
jk foreign invaders.The archacological remains of mumerous forts and citadels of

miod scattered all over their country still stand witness,
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: appear to have been men

of

honour, noble sentimentand bearingand,even
ng to Albirüni, who is unlikely to have been biased in their favour, they never

in the ardent desire of promoting the right cause. The $ähis were great
}of scholars and religious foundations; Ananda pila is known to have paid a

1 of200,000 dirhams, besides other presents ofsimilar value, to publicise the
teacher Urgrabhüti. Bhimadeva is said to have built a temple in Kashmir as

charity. Inspite of their keen interest in promoting Hindü sciences, they
yed tolerance towards other communities, the existence ofJews and Muslims at
ital cities ofKabul and Hund is clearly mentioned byour sources.

usly threatened by the rise of Alaptigin, a rebel Turkish chief, who proceeded to
ind frontier with a view to establish himselfsomewhere beyond the reach of his
ided suzerain, the Siminid Amir Mansir, whose force he defeated at the Khulm
‚in April 962, and moved his 10,000 volunteers with lightning speed toward Käbul
at the Kabul Shih could not strengthen his position with the reinforcement fron
ma. Alaptigin then tumed to Ghazna and overpowered its ruler called Lawtk who
made prisoner but he managed to escape to Hind along with his son, Alptigin

the undisputed ruler of Ghazna. He then started raiding the Indian border and
Succeeded in capturing some places. This is how the mighty Ghaznavid

was founded. Alsptigin died in AD 963. His immediate successors Abd Ishq,
fin, and Piritigin were weak and could not add anything to the fledgeling

pavid kingdom, but, with the enthronementofSabuktigin (977), fatherofthe more
M Mabmid, the Ghaznavids were once again on war path and in a few years

ped the Sahis of their dominions in the Käbul-Bigräm valley in a series ofactions.
fin died in August 997 and, after some domestic trouble, was succeeded by his

al-Qasim Mabmid who not only completelysmashed the Hind Sahi kingdom
annexed the Peshawar valley including Swät,and Punj&b to hisowndominions.  



 

   

   

  

 

   

 

  

  

  

 

   

   

  

   

   

   

  

   

  

  

CHArTER—5

IM THE PUSHTTO PESHÄWAR: VARIOUS STAGES OF
THEJOURNEY

word Pushtün/Pakhtün, and its corrupted Indian form Pathän appears much
literature but its equivalent, used perhaps in a much wider sense, Afghin, first
in the Hudüdal- ‘Alam (372 AD982)(see Minorsky 1980: 30, 91). The second
reference 10 this word is found in “Utbr's Tärikh-i Yamini (1286: 21-26) written

st quarter of the eleventh century AD during the reign ofthe Sultän Mahmöd.
ence to a place name called Saul, the Hudiid records: “it is a pleasant village

mountain. In it live Afghäns”. In what particular district this village was situated,
diad has nothing to say, though its mention just after the well-known Kharijite

Gardez and its pleasant climate may suggest a place in the Sulimän mountain.

Ei tefirence is a little more focused: “Subudctighn put hien Cayeplla) to the rout,
d the districts between Lamaghän and Peshäwar, and introduced Islim among

©. The Khaljis and Afghäns who inhabited this region submitted to him and
recruited in the army”. The districts between Lamaghän and Peshäwar are

_ Wehave scen above that some of the Scythian tribesmen, presumably Pushtdn,
‘in about the first century BC, occupied thepusht ofthe Sulimin Range where, in

© of centuries, their population grew enormously, and by the time of the

ent of Alaptigin's kingdom at Ghazna, began overflowing into the

ing regions. Mutual rivalries and infights added fuel to the fire. The first
fations seem to have taken place towards Bannu and Kohät.

Themountains ofAfghanistan had always been the destination ofall in need of
The A‘wans, Scythians, Parthians, Kushäns, Huns, Turks all found a niche in

finistn in the hour ofneed, and by adopting Pashto ~ the languageofthe majority
ed into the Pushtiin or Pakhtiin culture and lost their racial identity. The Khalaj
Khalji), Khiljf and also Ghalzi, for instance, were ethnically Hay3tila (Huns)

Our sources agree. “Utbi and Firishta (1974: 92) make a clear-cut distinction

ween the Afghans and Khaljis. The Saris, and by implication the Lodis as well,
mmmed, if our identification is correct, from the great Suren family, the lords of

stn. The A‘wins were ethnically Elamites. Onlya few ofthem stayed behind in the



 





 

     

   

 

  

  

   

   

  
  

   

  
  

   

  

  

   

  

   

   

  

’s descendants are called Mandanrs and presently occupy Mardin and Swabi,
'Yüsuf’s offspring known as Ysafzais live mainly in Dir, Swät and Buner and
in Mardän and Swäbi. We are hereconcemed merely with the Yüsufzais.

With the growth of population the pusht of the Sulimin Range became too
Ww to accommodate all the sundry tribes, internecine fights were the upshot. From

on the Tawärikh Häfiz Rahmat Khäni will be our main guide. The original writer
swork, Khwäjü, tells us that the Yüsufzais had settled at Ghära and Nüshki and

oriah Khel, particularly the Khalils, at Tarnak, Muqur and Qarah Bagh. Then
went wrong and fighting flared up between the two great septs. TheGhoriah

| defeated the Yisufzais and forcibly seized their territory. Khw4jd ison the whole
jeoutby ihe Akhiind, Darwezah (1960: 89-90), who, howevergives a moredetailed
some hat different account. The Akhiind’s account is as follows:

__ “When the Afghiins divided the country of Qandahir (apparently the
entire tract of land extending from Qandahär to the Puskt of the
_ mountain is meant) among themselves, the share of the Tarin tribe fell
in between those of Kand and Zamand, cutting the two brothers off to
be able to share the griefand happinessofeach other. Ofthe two sections

___ of the Kand (viz. Ghoriah khel and Khakhay), the Khakhay, who lived
on the banks of the river Arghastin, were the nearest to the boundaries

ofthe Tarins. It so happend that enmity sprang up between the Khakhay
_ and the Tarins. Daily skirmishes eventually developed into a well
"contested battle. The Tarins however carried the day. A number of the

Khakhays were slain while the rest were dispossessed of their lands,

none oftheir cousins, the Ghoriah Khel and the Zamand came to their
help. Having been thrown out of Arghastän, the Khakhays besought the

Goriakhels for a piece of land. They were treated, as the rich treat the

beggars, and given a barren tract ofland. But later on when the Ghoriah
khels were themselves hit by a severe drought, they took up arms and

ousted the Khakhay from the lands allotted to them, having been evicted
the Khakhay shifted to a place called “Karubantki” a corrupted form of
Gära and Neshki. With the laps of time they had to abandon that place
as well and slowly drifted to the environs ofKabul where they became

allics of the Utminkhels, and wandered with them to Tink and Gomal.
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\ to happen, entered the court of the Mirzä, and were put together with
‘ lot. The hands ofall these individuals were tied at their back, except the

nan Shäh, son of the Malik Täj ad-Din who had been playing the role ofa
n the Mirz was still a child.

Atth last moment Sullmän made three requests, (Khwäjü) (he Akhünd says
quest ed the Mirzä for their acceptance. These are:

Sulimän) should be killed first of all because I don"t want to see the
acre of my people with my own eyes.

nephew Malik Ahmad, son of the Malik Sulfän Shäh, son of the Malik T3j
d-Di: be spared as I have offered my life in his stead. Abmad was a young lad

of fifteen years.
After the murder of all the seven hundred of us present here, our families and
he rest of the Yasufzais be spared molestation and allowed to go anytwhere

they like.

The MirzA accepted these requests and then ordered the killing Hasan b.
d Shibli b. Tari, the Gagifinis, cut off the head of the Malik Suliman Shah.

all the seven hundred, less six (Kauthar and his four Rinizai companions

d) were murdered. According to the Akhünd (p.93) the above requests were

¢ Malik Sultin Shah who wanted to save the life of his newphew, Abmad,

Malik Suliman Shah. Afzal Khin Khatak (n.d: 234)closely follows the

d records the same information. But Harwi (1978: 427) and Roshan Khin

453) follow the Tawärikh Häfiz Rahmat Khäni (1977: 96) and consider Malik

|

a @ son of Sultan Shah. Thus we have almost contemporary but divergent

is regarding the parentage of the Malik, Abmad. The precise determination of

tage ofAhmad maybe difficult but it is important to know from the Tawäriih

Abmad’s grandfather, the Malik, Taj ad—Din possessed great power and

the time when all the Khakhays (viz. Yüsufzais, Gagiänis and Tarklänis)

at Garkay, Noshki, Dog and Dag - all situated in a neighbouring valicy of

er the Mirz’ had massacred the Yüsufzai chiefs, he commanded that their

taken outside the city of Kabul and buried. Agrecable to this command the

feS interred at a place about two or three arrow— flights distant from the city,
direction of north - east, and near the village of Siyäh Sang. That burying ground
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Bälä Hisär (Lofty Fort) which can be distinguished from a distance on a

A the time the Yüsufzais and Mandagrs came into these parts, the governor of
gar was the Mir Handi, son of Arzü, a Täjzik of the family of DOdEl, and he

ofrenown,and one ofthe bravest men ofhis time (Tawdrith Hafiz Rahmat

18-120). His authority extended over the whole tract of country south of the

ns bounding the darah of Swat in that direction, which tract extended as far cast

Kalpäni He resided within the fort, which was stone built, and a place of

h, situated on a mound of considerable height

the Yüsufzais made up their mind 10 seize the fort, they besieged it and

supply from the Jinday river. After three or four days Handi sued for

f agreed to evacuate Hashnagar in return for safe passage. It was granted and

as much baggage as he could and Ieft for Swat. His family was alreadyin

d he also wentthere to join his family members This is what Khw3j says.

d (1960: 94) however puts it differently. After some time, the Akhiind says,

is engaged the Shalmänis, who had settled in Hashtnagar, in battle and

@ Victorious. Jali, one of the Shalmäni chief, was killed and the masses driven

Where the king gave them Ala Dand (area)in reward to settle down. If Jalld is

ne Khwäjü’s Mir Handa, then the Akhünd’s information is absolutely incorrect

equentlyfind Mir Handa taking active part in the defence of Swat

are very few Shalminis at present to be found in the Peshäwar district,

Bre are numbers, under the name of Dihgins, dwelling in the neighbourhood of
bad in Bajaur, and in Lamghin;and there arc two villages of Shalminis, bearing

mame, in the Khyber mountains, between the Tabtarah mountain range and the

i, and in Agror, cast of the Indus (sce Raverty 1976: 176)

[he Dilazäks and the Yüsufzai - Mandanrs
= When the Khakhays issued from the Khyber defile, the Dilazäks were a

a wealthy, powerful, warlike, and independent tribe of Afghäns, yet in a few

quent to the arrival of the Khakhays and soon after the advent in those parts

Ghoriah khel, the rivals of the former, with whom they were at feud, and

five tribes — Khalil, Mohmand, Daddzai, Chamkani and Zeräni (but the last

did not settle in the Peshawar valicy, after sustaining several defeats, found

to retire to the cast bank of the Indus and settle in Hazärah and the territories



    

   

  

  

   

   

   

    

   
  

 

   
    

   

oug! he does not mention it in his autobiography, when the Khakhays

t Dilaziks in the neighbourhood of Ktlang. Subsequently, in Humiydn's

\ his brother Kämrän held the fief of the countries west of the Indus, the

| Khel over threw them at Sulfän Purei, and obtained possession of the whole
th of the river Käbul, from Jamrüd and Peshäwar, to the Indus. During the

Or three reigns of the Mughal emperors of Delhi, the Dilazäks were nearly

Drily removed farther into India, on account of their raids on their enemies and

became completely broken and the tribe dispersed. Numbers of them, in

nities, are still to be found scattered over parts of the Indian peninsula.

hell is the story of which details are given below.

€ Dilazäk Afghäns were exceedingly numerous, and powerful. They were the

Mghäns to enter the Peshawar valley. The Akhiind Darweza (1960: 110) states

fly that they first came into Nangrahär from the west or south west and
Bently passed on to the eastward. This was previous to the time of Amir Timér
i/ 1398). Having entered the Peshäwar valley, they entered into alliance with the

inis, who had also been obliged to leave their former seats in Karmin and
at some previous time, after which they reduced some of the tribes

it under subjection, treated them well and made them their allies; others

ed to vassalage; some they drove out; and some exterminated. Some of the

i lately cast of the Indus, inhabiting the upper and mountainous parts of the

= Sigar DoSbah, are undoubtedly referred to here. When the Yüsufzais were

ut ofAfghänistän, the Dilazäks were at the height oftheir power and, as Khw3ja
possessed Peshiwar Doabah, Bajaur, Nangrahir, Kalpani, Haz’ra and Sunid

Sk was at this time that Ihe youthful and energetic Abmad was appointed Malik

Dbya Yüsufzai Jirgah (i.e. Assemblyof Elders), in which Mullä Husain played
keisive role when he got up and brought the branch of a tree, handed it over to
fad saying: “I have hereby made you the Malik of this tribe; may your chicftainship

d and auspicious”. On this, others in the Jirgak also congratulated Abmad

made the Malik and prayed for his well being.
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B the massacre of their chiefs the Mughal army plundered the YGsufrai

away horses and cattle and other valuables but did not stop the survivors

n; in any direction they wanted to. Abmad and his advisers finally decided

the Dilazäks of Peshäwar for a place to dwell. The Yüsufzais at this time

d, exhausted, and had no provisions for the journey. But, fortunately, a

yYüsufzai, Müsa b. Abko was not present at the time when the Mughal army
ed the Yüsufzai camp and, therefore, escaped with his valuables intact. These

d among the needy Ydsufzai and thereby lightened their burden (Khwja

  
   
   

  

   

   
   
  

   

   

  

  
    

  

H iB listened to the YGsufzai appeal, the Dilazäk Jirgah sympathetically

id to allocate the Doäbah (in which the town of Shabqadar stands prominently at
at) to the former. The Ydsufzai however wanted more territory on the plea that the

BiDosbah were not enough to meet the needs of the entire YSeufeal tribes
who were left behind in Afghinistin were bound to join them when they find

haven had been found. Once again the Dilazäks exhibited magnanimity and
$d over Danishkol, “Anbar and the adjacent territoryof Bajaur. Abmad happily
Bed it. Abmad was further told that Hashtnagar ofthe Shalmiinis was also adjacent

h and, if and when he had cnough power and strength, he could dispossess

is and scize their land.

Amänzai went to Dänishkol and “Anbar, while some of the great

fies ofthe Aminzai, the Kamslzai, Miméai, Khwäjuzai, "Al ad-Din, Mubärik b
fish Malizai, Paindah Khel, Ilyäs b. Dilkhak Malizai, Abi Bakr Khel and Alki b
jad Shämizai went towards Bajaur and settled at Lashorah ~ the place nowmarked

€ grave ofthe celebrated saint MindSd Afghin Khalil Motizai Tamaki

ed bythe Dilazaks of the Peshawar valleyat the time of assigning lands to

J is in Bajaur (Khwaja: 977: 103-04). The “Umer Khels were a brave tribe and

‚himself was a man of powerful built and commanded one thousand families of

or Khels. The Dilazaks of the Peshawar vallcytried to convince him and invited

  



  
   

 

  

 

   

   

   

 

   

   

 

  

   

  

   

   

   

  

  

: over to Peshiwar, but he refused to accept this proposal. The upshot was

gus clash of arms

p the Ydsufzais had been at Lishorah for about one year, the Shaikh,

,Afghan Khalil Motizai, having quarrelled with his own tribe at Tamak and

in the vicinity of Qandahir, also joined the Yüsufzais, with his followers,

ing about three thousand and fifty - mostly Khalils. The Khalils also joined in
ge in support ofthe Ydsufzais. Similarly the YGsufzais of the DoSbah brought

kar (army) and joined their brethem in Bajaur. The Yüsufzais and Khalils

ped to the plain of Lashorah which at that time was occupied by an ‘Arab tribe
Be marked by a city called Khir. When Haibu came to know about it, he advanced

h Tigah (standing stone) with his fully equipped army to face the enemy

® Yüsufzais and Khalils saw this force their courage gave way and they

This was where the Ydsufzais had originally camped. The Tarklägris, under

hief the Malik, Surkhäbi b. Shamü, were at this period oftime living in Lamghän,

ie Mohmands, under their chief the Malik Ghagar were in the vicinity of Kabul

heard about the disturbance in Bajaur both brought out their armies and

fd towards Bajaur perhaps to fish in the troubled waters but on the face of it to
UP differences between the opposing sides. Haibu, apparently misunderstood

F ures and thought that the maliks Surkhäbi and Ghagar were there just to

pile the partics and that theywere not taking sides He therefore marched further

Orce the Yüsufzais out of Bajaur. On this, the maliks Surkhäbi, Ghagar and Mir

tacked the Dilazäks and everyone tried to reach the Malik, Halbe. Päindah and

fin both Tarklänri Kakäzai struck down the Dilazäk chief and his borther Jahin
EMI: Jamäl Amänzai removed the armour and also took Haibt's sword in his own
dy. He kept these objects with him as souvenirs (Khwäja 1977: 107-108). With

Bower completely broken and leaders killed, the "Umr Khel decided to abandon
ffl and reached Danishkol and “Anbar with great difficulty. There they settled down

fatly dimished numbers. The Yüsufzais and the Khalils divided Bajaur — from

yah to Hindi Raj on one side and from Charmang to Niwagae the land fell in the

o the Khalils, whercas Jandül, Bäbagarah and the adjacent territories were taken

ithe Yisufzais. The army ofthe Doäbah went back home.
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‘ verses Khalils

iis ouster of their common enemy and the equitable distribution of land
ii the two great tribes - Yüsufzais and Khalils - should have brought peace to

but it worked the other way round. Khw’j0 puts the entire blame on the Khalfls
ischievous character created another crisis. It so happened that a certain Päi b.

M, Barozai, Mullazai, ‘Umrzai, purchased some horses from Mir Jamal,

referred to above. Pai undertook to pay the price after one month but, for

he went on delaying and finally refused to make any payment. This and

er causes alarmed the YGsufzais who stood up to defend themselves and get

mischicvous dealings. The Yüsufzais and the Khalils became enemies They

Warsak near the river of Bärikäb (p.110) but the Yüsufzais were defeated

d across the stream of Jandül to Panjkhora.

her achieving their objective the Khalils happily went home while Yüsufzais

ied their dead who included men ofreputation. At last the YOsufrais decided to
nies from everywhere they could expect some help, sent a jirgah two the

br the same purpose. Malik Abmad and other chiefs responded to the call

bly and immediatelyraised a force from his own tribe and from his neighbours

B Gadins, Kakhärs and Utminkhels and took the road to Bajaur, through the

a pass. Theyhalted at Dänishkol for a stop over and dispatched Mir Jamal and

a Abmad in nanawatai to the widowof the late Malik Haibu to beg their

e Each had a sword and coffin cloth - symbols of complete submission and

Suspended from his neck. They reached the house of Haibu’s widow at night

ews of their arrival reached the mosque (where people had gather for

8 Prayer), a message was conveyed to ber (Haibü's wife) to properly look after

sts. When the day dawned Mir Jamal was asked the purpose of his arrival. To
fie Jamn3l replied that he was guilty (of killing Malik Haibu). “NowI have
ed myself with the sword and coffin. Do as you like”. When he was pardoned

iicited their help in the struggle against the Khalils. The Dilazaks promised to

tar in support ofthe Yüsufzais

Satisfied with the Dilazäk response Mir Jamäl proceeded with the Dikazäk

wr through Charmang to Bajaur. The main YGsufzai army under Malik Abmad

Be route of Rakht top. When Mir Jamal cast his eyes from the mountain top into
in’ofLäshorah, he saw a huge Jashkar of the Khalils, and got worried about the
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War in upper Swät, was a flourishing city. The sultins lived in a strongly built
ch the extant remains show dressed heavy stone blocks in its masonry

YOsufzais had originallysettled along the banks of the Bagiäri stream but
extended their settlements 10 the Morä (mount Morä) adjacent to Swat.

d the ruler of Swat, Sultin Awais, the last Jahängirian Sulfän, who had
@ sister of Ahmad, and had friendly relations with the Yüsufzais. But the

ai Encroachmenton his territoryin the Hashtnagar and eviction of his governor

dä b. Arzü (or Azrü), and now the gradual movementofthe YGsufzai tribesmen
fit border alerted the Sultin Awais to the impending danger. Suspecting that

was a preliminarystcp for the invasion of Swit, he summoned his chief
discuss the emergingcrisis and to make Preparations for its resolution

977: 132-33) says that the Sultin was advised to first of all kill his wife -
Mad’s sister, in order to put a stop to further communications with the

ais and also to ensure that their plans were not leaked to the enemy. This was

t, curiously, when the Malik Abmad expressed his desire 10 come over to Swät
do he was permitted to do so. This throws some doubt upon this story.

Da his return from Swit Malik Ahmad assembled his chiefs (sardärs) and
firs) for consultation and updated them on the internal security and the

to swat. He also instructed them to collect their Jashhars and move

It seems that the invasion of swat was a premeditated move and that

had’s visit was more ofthe nature of reconnaissance rather than condolence.

made by the most revered saint, the Shaikh, Zangi b. Mulla Khalil

Khel, at the time oftheir ouster from Afghanistan, clearly show: “O

üs, Swat is our contry. Go (and get it). God will grant us (this country)”

ü: 95).

he Yüsufzai Jashkar gathered at the foot of the Mora Ghar thinking that scaling
iin at this point would be casier. For two months they tried to climb bet all

were foiled by Mir Handa who was sitting on top of the mountain and could

leir movements. Malik Ahmad and his associates — Shaikh Mali and Malik

decided to change this strategy and try some other sector. Their spies

brought news that the Malakand pass was not quite well guarded. ht was

fe decided to move to the Mäläkand at night, leaving some people behind to keep
ch fires burning in order to dupe the enemy into believing that the Javkkar was

 

 



    

  

  

  

  
  

  

  

 

  
  

    

  
  

  

  

 

  

  

 

  

   

  

  

the camp. This tactical manocuvre yielded wonderful results When the

scaled the Milakand in the morning it found that the men posted under
/ Of Shih Awais and FarrukhzSd to guard this passage were sleeping. They

d by the Ydsufzai troops, though Shäh Awais and Farrukhzäd made good
and fled to Thänah. When this news resched Mir Handä, he also abandoned

or and went to Thänah where he engaged himself in the defence of that city

hi highly disturbing news unnerved the sultin as shown by his spontaneous

The ghost has entered Swit and now it would be difficult to control it”

he assembled all his nobles and put up quarters at Thinah to strengthen

line. The Yüsufzai camp at “Khär” (city) was three miles away from

ing from the top of Mäläkand into the lower Swat valley, ihe Yüsufzai

8 already occupicd the stone — built fort, called Malküt where they foud a

ire of provisions and foodstuffs. And nowthey extended their plundering
5 Ala Dand and Shinko villages. From here the Yüsufzai Jashkar advanced

hh for the final contest in lower Swit. The sulfän and his army marched out of
ind at a distance of about one and a half mile clashed with the Yüsufzais but

t and fled to Tarhang village, opposite Landaki, hotly pursued bythe

From Tarhang the Yüsufzais retumed to Thänah, while the Sultin, havıng

ay back home, went across the river and found himself in a village belonging

jan Maträwi another of his enemies Greatly worried about his safety be

e Gali and then passing through Damghär, finally managed to reach

his capital. In the battle the Sultän lost manyof his kith and kin and chiefs

Telated, Khwaja (p.142) remarks, that the Sultins of Swat always wore gold

Was a royal privilege. The nobility could wear carrings but only of silver

fais. when they occupied Swat, continued this tradition, but the gold camıngs

fre were always decorated like those of the peopel of Kashmir. This tradition
with Bihzäd Khel Sadozai among the Mandaprs and Asi Khel Akozais

© Yisufzais. Khwaji’s other remarks about the Yisufrai are oqually

The Yisufvais had recently arrived from Käbul, be says (p.143), and spoke

ly. This shows that the Yésufzai and their allies were bilingual and spoke

pil as Persian. A concrete evidencefor this is Khwäjü’s own Tarith which,

itten in Pashto, is heavily laden with Persian vocabulary. Another point
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es from Khwäjü’s description of the Yüsufzai invasion of Swit, is their
Propensity for plunder. It is this innate tendency that put them in trouble in

Bind the Mirza Ulugh Beg, the ruler of Käbul, had to take action against them
he Yisufzai success in the “battle of Thinah” made them virtual rulers of

Dugh the Sultin, Awais was still there in Manglawar, his rule was confined

Mo the districts north of his capital The villages to the south were subjected to
int plundering raids ofthe YGsufzais and their allies who, dispossessing the local

§, Seized the lands and treated them as serfs. Alki b. Bihzäd Mandapr Sadozai
hc attack Manglawar but others did not agree to this proposal because of the
[mature ofthe terrain through which the route passed This however did not stop

who by themselves reached Manglawar, plundered the city but found the
)(fort) too strong and invincible They also extended their raids to the Tallish

a d broughtit under their control

y ih his people getting increasingly enslaved, villages razed to the ground,
fies plundered and cattle lifted, the Sulfän, Awais, was so much harassed that he
1 abandon Manglawar and transfer his residence to darah Niäg — a place across
Mountain and difficult of acess. There he built a strong fort and named it

pThe darah had plenty of water and green pasture lands for the cattle. It took
ays to climb up the mountain. There he brought all the villages under his

d ruled the land for several generations

  

 

   

  

  
  

  

  
  

  

 

  
   

   

  

  

  
   

  

  

 

  

  

iwais had two sons: Firiz Shah and Qazlin Shah and was succeeded by his

Qazan Shah one day climbed the mountain top for hunting but himself

E ihe victim of a Yüsufzai raiding party which had also climbed the same
Bin for reconnaissance. His head was cut off and brought to Khia KajG while he

hped at the bank ofthe river Landi (Kabul) during his expedition against the

Khels. Firüz Shäh lived a long life and was succeeded by his son Sulfän Mah

ra in tum succeeded by Zain A‘li, and so on. After the departure of Sultin Awais

iglawar all Swat passed into the hands of the Yasufzais, except the territory

£ Maträwi control. It took the Yisufvais sixteen years to seize that part of Swat

& formerly in the hands of the Sultan, Awais (Khwaja: 172).

is and the Maträwis

© Matrawi country was situated to the south of the river Swät. The Maträwi

ik Hasan, lived in a fort near the village called Bälgräm on the top of a
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1 and 1615-17. as the first option is too early and the last too late for

us reasons we are left with 1549-51.

 ycars 1549 and 1550 Jamädi al-Awwal 13, falls in June which is the

€ iting season when the wheat crop was still standing intact. Thus 1551
far of the battle and Jamädi al-Awwal is in terms of the Christian Calendar.

lay May 20, 1551. It is on this time ofthe ycar that the Yüsufzais clashed with

ah Khel on the battlefield of Shaikh Patür (Tapür).

the capture of Balgrim the whole of Swit passed into the Yüsufzai hands

ed amongst themselves. During this time, Khwäjü remarks, some of the

fz: i chiefs who took part in the initial stages of the Swit operation passed

£ included Malik Qarah (father of Khän Kajü), Müsä Bäizai. Masi b. Aba

i etc. Malik Qarah was buricd at Thänah.

while the Gagiänis who had been left behind in Käbul foud it difficult to

$o that their leader, Malik Hamzah, approached Malik Abmad with the

a piece of land. Malik Ahmad warmly welcomed Hamyah and assigned the

him. Hamza happilyaccepted it and broughthis fellow Gagilinis to settle

AS the story gocs, the Yüsufzai chiefs, in good faith, went to welcome him. Now

fiwas @ wealthy person and had good relations with the ruler of Kabul, Zahir ad-
nu ; He made elaborate arrangements to welcome his one hundred guests and

fed one hundred sheep for their entertainment But not keeping with the

in tradition curiously, he took his scat in a tent (Shdmidnah) and did not stand up
five the guests, so that everyone had to go in and shake hands with him while he
ted Sitting like a king. Malik Abmad was the last to enter the tent and was
gh wonderstruck. Thinking that his companions were slighted and not given

pect, he retracted his footsteps in a furious rage and remarked:

These wretched and instinctivelydisloyal Gagi&nis cheated us in Käbul

SIRE I thought they had perhaps repented of their action and therefore
@ssigned the Doabah to them. NowI feel that their malice and enmity
Still exists in them. It is because of this that he (Malik Hamzah) has

treated mykith and kin slightingly, not rising from his seat to mect them

Now shall get the pride out of their heads and avenge the evils done to

"usin Kabul
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upon her cheek, she thought, she would be put to shame by the village

decided to marry the same person who had committed this outrage

ight Shih Borac and Rustam were both killed. She wore male attire

: Marriage, and was famed for her warlike prowess, and, subsequently,

her husband in military expeditions with her face veiled. Rustam

v with fever, and was unable to fly, and there were no means of removing

the Mughals attacked the place. Rustam exhorted her to flee and save her life
fed to defend her husband valiantly, and the enemy who took her for a man,

1 in overpowering her. As the news regarding this brave woman

fur, he issued warning not to kill her. But by this time she had already been
Brfelt sorry for her and reproached his soldiers for this unbecoming action

a
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n
en
n
n
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Be
t

f this affair the chief of the Akozai tribe, Malik Sar Abdäl, who was young

jor in wisdom to others, and was therefore looked upon bythe king with
amped along with the other Afghans, at a distance from the royal camp for

the morning the two sections of the Yasufzais ~ the Akozai and Ilyaszai
ed homs in a braw! and raised unprecedented hue and cry which alarmed

10, suspecting that there was something fowl and that the whole affair was a

to comer him, immediately got upon the back ofhis horse and was ready

enthe Akozai chicf explained to him what had happened and also convinced

jere Was nothing to be worried about Sar Abdal then advanced to disengage

5 but was hit in the process by a stray arrowand died. The king retreated,

(p.189) without realizing his ambition, neverthless the Gagiäni chief,

h, fulfilled all the formalities of a feast and entertained the king property

N
E
T
T
E
R

be above statement is based upon Maulvi Muhammad Isrä'll’s Urdu

Mofihe Tawärikh Häfiz Rahmat Khäni, but Maj.(r) H.G. Raverty(p.223) who
s his source of information gives a somewhat different account: “The

g they could not get on where they were, after an ineffectual attempt t0

in Bajaur, and the Tarklapris, who had their eyes upon it for themselves,

t d them back, besought Malik Abmad and other notables and chiefs of

is and Mandanrs, as their Khakhay kinsmen, to help them in their own

ity and that oftheir tribes, and assign them lands in which to dwell. Thinking to
Siiib other Khakhays thereby, Malik Abad, with the consent of the tribes,









 

  
   

  

  
  

 

   

  
  

  

  
    

  

   

  

  

    

  

comprising two hundred horse led by Salim Khin, Said and Jokal,
}stream and fell upon the Dilazik vanguard. Meanwhile the Gagiäni lashkar

aikh Mali also reached the battlefield and strengthened the position ofMalik
The upshot was that the Dilazik suffered defeat in AD 1525 (caroe 1958: 189)

A ‚ineident regarding the marriage of Khän Kajü, which may be partly true,
0 incredible details, gives a lively colour to this otherwise sanguinary scene.

‘the flecing Dilaziks were being hard pressed, Bhii Khin implored Khin
op his men and let the females get across the Indus — failing which, he said,

uld all throw themselves in the waterand perish rather than be takenas captives.
lin’s earnest appeal touched the heart of the young commander who cried out

nen: “Give over, comrades; let them alone. Do not harm them, for they are

AS like ourselves” (KhwajO: p.206) The ladies crossed, but the kindness shown
h Kajü seems 10 have lef its impact upon the mind ofBhäi Khän who, in order

m the favour and also to establish some kind ofa better understanding with his
eror offered the hand of his daughter, which was accepted and Khin Kajd, in

duc marriage ceremonies. This simple fact has been given different hues
n Writers, some saying that Kaja was sent by Malik Abmad to the Dilaziks

te fight began for negotiations to find a peaceful solution to their problems and

h saw the daughter of the Dilazäk chief and fell in love with her, and that his
osal was turned down, and so on. According to Khwäjü most ofthe Dilaräks who

led in this battle had come from the other side of the river Indus, and having
own they fled to the same direction. It is surprising, though Khwäjü

is it so, that the vanguard of the “Great Lashkar” (Laskkar-i Azim) of the
cS was put to flight by a batch oftwo hundred horse ofthe Khashi force and that

fest ofthe “Great Lashkar” fled without fighting (sce

pp.

204-05), only to be greatly

The victory on the part of the confederates placed the Khashis (with the
n of the Tarkalapris) and their allies in possession of all the country extending
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on the west, to the Abse-sin on the east, and as far south as the left or
ofthe river KSbul. To the north, their territory extended into Swat.

ter this success Malik Abmad and other chiefs took counsel together, for the
‘making a redistribution ofthe territory then held by Khashis, and to include

acquired, and, at Kitlang, this was done according to Caroe (1958: 189)
30 by Saikh Mali. Hashtnagar was assigned to the Muhammadrais, who
'Nagrahär in order to bring back their families and belongings. The Gagilinis

more territory be allotted to them, since the Masizai division of their
n forgiven by the YGsufzais and had now joined them; $0, in addition to

  
   

  

   

  

   

    

  
  

  

  
  

   
  

  

 

   

  
  

rkal is did not furnish any contingent on this occasion, and consequently,
(no share in this distribution. They were still in Lamaghiin; and a considerable
sequent, when Khän Kaji overthrew the Ghoriah Khel in the famous battle at

pir (see infra) in which a Tarkalnri contingent was present, they came and

fortunately, Afghins, like other oriental writers, often leave out dates
her, but Caroc (1958: 179) suggests AD 1525. Neither are the dates ofthe death

Mali and Malik Abmad recorded anywhere. Khw&jd (p.212) merely says that
died a few ycars after his famous Wesk (distribution of land), and that

f Abmad followed an year afterwards and was buried in an uneven ground

h Dand Dheri and Thänah. Shaikh Mali wasburied in an even piece ofland
situated near the Swit — Damghar highway.

Abmad had several sons of whom only Allah Did and Ismi°Tl became
kine But they and their supporters pitted themselves against each other on the

fon ofsuccession and quickly disappeared from the scene. After due deliberation
i Elders nominated Kajü (b. Malik Qarä b. Bihzäd) and gave him the title
äjü: 215). Khäwar (2011: 11) says that he was bom in Käbul in AD 1490,

his brother Malik Jallü was killed in the batıle of Thänah in AD 1515 when the
ghis first occupied lower Swat. He (p.22) further informs us that Malik Abmad dicd

ars after the battle of Kitlang in AD 1530, the year in which Kaj was norninated
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ih Khel Reach Peshawar

‚K Däödzais, Chamkanı and Mohmands were collectively known as
} It was during the chieftainship of Khän Kajü that the Däüdzais having,

} cause or other, separated from the rest of the Ghoriah Khel, came into the
Khashis, and solicited from them an assignment of lands for their

ah or council ofthe tribes, listened to their request, and assigned them

about Kälä Päpri and Bagiäri (Khwäjü 1977: 217). There they

dwell till the Ghorish Khel occupied Peshäwar.

the Daddzais separated, the main body of the Ghoriah Khel was still in

home at Tamak, Qallät, Muqur, Qarah Bägh ete. Meanwhile the
dizais vacated Nagrahir and moved to Hashtnagar — their new home. The

thel, particularly the Khalils, quickly stepped into the territory vacated by the

were then inhabited by the Dilazäks who were very loyal to Humäyün, son
ssor ofthe Emperor Zahir ad-Din B&bur.

The Khalils first applied to Ihe Dilazäks ofPeshäwar for lands, but they, having

dear for providing the Yüsufzais with lands, refused to accede to their request.
ver od Mirzä Kämrän held the fiefof Käbul and its dependencies. On the death

} Bäbur Badshäh, in 937 WAD 1531, Humäyün confirmed his brother,

n, in his fief as a feudatory. Kämrän’s ambition was boundless, and his

fulness to his brother proverbial, and the object of his life was to work him ill,

Dilazäks or Dilazäk Afghäns, as Bäbur styles them in his Tieruk(1987: 367)

been good and faithful subjects of Bäbur as shown by his own words: “a

of the Dilazak Afghän” was sent to the ruler of Bäjaur, and they were also

cts of his son Humäyün. This fact was sufficient to awaken Mirzä Kämrän’s

them. To him the Khalils and Mohmands appealed, and he agreed to aid
\ his forces. This event, it is evident, must have taken place soon after

in"s succession, and at a time when he was much oocupied in other far more

tous matters in Hindüstän to be able to help the Dilazäksby restraining Kämrän.
been for Kämrän’s support, it is very probable that the Dilazäks would have

Tesisted the encroachment of the Ghoriah Khel: as it was only after much

fighting that the Dilazaks were finally over thrown at the village Sultinpurac
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n _=e
d out when we put these details against a broader canvas covering the

Humäyün (AD 1530 -1556). Within this time bracket also falls the rule of the
st (1538 - 1554) of Delhi. Humäyün was never convinced ofthe disloyalty
the Kämrän and added Panjäb to his fief, even though he proved himselfby |

be the chief cause of all the troubles of that monarch. The time chosen
ve been when Humäyün had enough to do to hold his own, and when the

fe, even including Kämrän’s fief, was disordered and bounds of authority

at such a time that the Khalils plotted with Kämrän to despoil the Dilazäks
lands; and he naturally desired to have his own men in control of Peshäwar

2 the loyal subjects of Humäyün. In 1542-43 Humäyün lost his kingdom to
and fled to Irin seeking help from the Safavids. In 1$45 he recovered Käbul

trol of Kamran who, hereafter, had enough to do to take care of himself.
Kamran took shelter with the Ghoriah Khels. In AD 1550 he suffered

jear Shutar Grim. With the help of his friends, the Ghoriah Khels, he made a
ck upon Humäyün’s camp in 1551. In the follwing year he was blinded. As

is,even at the height oftheir power, never crossed the Indus into the Peshäwar,
pulsion of the Dilazäks of Peshäwar could have taken place anytime between |
nd 1545.

| Humiyin’s troubles in fact started soon after his accession when he assigned
iges to his brothers. Kämrän was confirmed in Käbul and Qandahär, “Askari got |
pal (Rohfikhand) and Hindäl was given Mewät. This might have secured him the |
ollaboration of his brothers and enabled him to offer a united front to his |

enemies, but the senseless ambitions ofsome ofthem and lack of foresight |
ing the situation in others made them more a liability than an asset. Among

d ies which made his position shaky and precarious were the host of
lrid princes which had to be provided for, the Afighin chiefs who were massing on

stern fronticrs and the scheming and ambitious young BahSdur Shäh of Gujrät.
a host of problems, the young, cultured and refined Humiyiin was caught up

his reign. AD 1534 or 35 was the right time for Kämrän to expel ihe Dikazäks
oftheir loyalty to Humiydn and replace with his own men —the Ghoriah Khels.



  
  

    

  
  
  
  

  
  

 

  
  

 

  

   

  

  

  
  

 

  

  

   
  

ofShaikh Tapar

er the expulsion of the Dilazäks who crossed the Indus and settled in

the Khalils, Dä0dzais, Chamkani and Mohmands took up their quarters in the
now occupy. Among these the Khalils were the most powerful and held all

m Dhäka to Attock, including the Khyber and Karappa passes. The

was very fertile and, morcover, all the caravans of traders between

passed through it, which yielded a big amount on account of taxes

m. They also furnished the Caravans with escorts and made them pay for

This was another source of revenue. With all these advantages, the

Khel became rich and arrogant. Their hostility towards the YGsufzais and

if became excessive and they plundered 2 YGsufzais caravan on its way by

‘route, and also murdered two youths, the sons of “Umr b. Saidu ofthe Abazi

d carried their raids, across the river ofKäbul, into the Samah, as far as the skirts

ills (Khwaja pp.218-20).
ng buried the dead bodies, the father ofthe murdered young men took their

d clothes and went to Lawarah Manärah where Khän Kajü was staying and

m about the Ghoriah Khel excesses. Khin Kajü used soft words to encourage

and dismissed him. But in his own heart he now understood why the Ghoriah

had been looking for fordable points in winter in the rivers of Peshäwar and

(p.221). One of the objectives of bringing Kämrän to Peshäwar by the

was plundering the YGsufrais, he surmised.

ite of this provocation Khan Kaj at first hesitated from attacking the

el, although he wished to do so, because he wasnot certain that the Gagiänis

mmadzais would join him in this adventure. Therefore be decided to bade his

until the Ghoriah Khel should come into contact with these two tribes. He had not

towait. Shortly afterwards Malik Mubammad Khin b. Sultin, Gagiäni, who was
sd upon as a saint within his tribe and greatly veneratedby others, whenon his way
st from the Doäbah, went to the mosque of Malik Bazid b. Mabmad Khalil

je way, was brutally murdered by Barke and Wali, both ZakriySzais, in the act of

Ng prayers. This was enough for Khän Kajü to give the call for a clash of arms.

Malik Muhammad Khän’s son took the blood stained clothes of his father and

d them to Malik Shaikhü b. Khwäji, the chief of ibe Gagiänis, who sent him 10

jü, along with two Lälahzai Maliks - Khwäjü and Ädam - to present his case   



 

   

   

  

   

  

 

   

  
  

   
  

    

  

  

  

  

  

. three first went to Hashtnagar where they put their case before the
Maliks — Khizr Khän and Begi ~ and requested their help. The
Suggested to them to see Khiin Kajü for he was the chiefofthe entire

{ Mandanr septs, and had the title of“Khan of Khins”.
her sceing off Khwäjü and others, Khän Kajü summoned « Jirga of the
fand Mandanrs for consultation. This Jirga was attended by such powerful
falik Sar Abdäl (Yüsufzai), Malik Bari Khän b. Müsä Khän Akozi BSizi,
Mid and many others. It was concluded that, in view ofthe great strength and

he Ghoriah Khel, a great lashkar comprising Yasufzais, Mubammadzais,
and Gagilinis should be collected to tackle the Ghoriah Khels. It was also

ng ample supplies (provisions) and families so that nobody could avoid
the fight on the pretext of looking after the house hold (p.225).

h initial camp was fixed at Kälä Pägri. In a short while a city oftents sprang
zai chiefs — Malik Juki and Karim Däd - from Swat had also joined in.

ed to Malik Sar Abdal that, in the view of the danger posed by Qazän
in Awais, they should be exempted from this service. Their plea was

d they were sent back to Swat but Karam "Ali b. Fateh Khän with some of

td back to symbolize the Ilyaszai presence in the camp. The lashkar
lly moved to the northem bank ofthe river Landa (p.228). Malik Juk& meanwhile
h house of Qazän Shäh who had gone away from the capital to enjoy spring

es, and succecded in killing him. The bead ofQazän Shäh was separated from
d taken to Swat. The next day the Ilyäszais took the head 10 Khän Kajü who
the northem bank of the Land’ opposite Shaikh Tapür. Khän Kajü was
ed and considered it a good omen symbolizing success in the forthcoming

n Kajü mustered a large army composed of the Khashis and their allies.

Tarklanris furnished a quota oftwo thousand cavalry, although they were still

d b. Mahmüd was in Käbul to meet Humäyün Bädshäh. In his absence,

be b. Mirdid and Malik Bahlol ‘Iskzai Sadozai immediately got busy with
lashkars from the Ghoriah Khel tribes such as Mohmand, Khalil and

A huge armyof which the greater part consisted of fully equipped cavalry

Bear Shaikh Tapur (not for from the present Pir Piy3i) to the west ofthe Dab  

 



   

  

 

   
   
   
   
   

  
   

   

 

  

     

   

  

   

be Village called Khazam which belonged to s section of the Khalils and
Vacated was almost in the middle the Ghoriah khel and the Khashi

Negotiated terms with the Ghoriah Khel. the Khashis crossed the river
h and encamped on their side of the Dab A section of the Khashis got

\ the knowledge of Khän Kajü, to find a negotiated settlement of the
bi Khän-i Khänän having been apprised of what was going on, snubbed the

d this proposalso that it was dropped at once The Khashi had crossed the
2® ofJamädi al-Awwal and the next day(13% ofthe same month) clashed

nem . The Ghoriah Khel were compictely overthrown with great slaughter:

if the battle having been borne by the Khalils, they were pursued, and their
ts were plundered, as far as Jamrüd and Shaikhän on the Bärah river

if ofthe Ghoriah Khel was completely crushed and soon became insignificant
a ed for Khän Kajü on a mound in the Gorgathri, almost in the centre of

nt Peshäwar city The same night Khän Kajü retumed t0 his camp at the edge
fab and subsequently crossed the Landä river and returned home. All the

e released

h year in which this important battle took place is not recorded by Khwaja

ig at the time and had his information from persons present in the fight

¢ Hasan b. Ilyas Akozi, Shahi b. Said and Malik Tani b “Abd Al-Rahmän

Bt Abbmad Gagiini (pp 245-49). All that is said is that it took place on the 13°
i al-Awwal (Raverty 1976: 227, has Jamädi as-Säni)

Kaja’s Expoits in the Neighbourhood
vith his astounding success at Shaikh Tapür, Khan KajG’s fame rose so high

in tribes submitted to him and nobodydared go against his will. After

Ears ofthis battlc, Khän Kajü invested the fort of Bigräm (Peshäwar) when

a ‘Uzbek. on the part of Nasir ad-Din Humäyün, was its Qala’där (or governor)
S$ Mot mention the date of Humäyün’s visit to Peshäwar when the fort

Bala Hisar) was thoroughly rapaired and Sikandar Uzbek appointed its

BE But Raverty(1976: 228) has collected information from other sources which
that Humiyin’s visit took place in 959 AD 1552 and that Humäyün reached

1 the 8° month (Aug. 1552) in the same year. On this basis Raverty suggests

battle of Shaikh Tapür took place in the sixth month (Jamddi as-Sani) of 956





his talent had welded into one, again fell under the independent ruleoftheir respective
chiefs, or under the sovereigntyofAkbar Bädshäh.

In his old age Khän Kajü lived in the Swäbi territory and there he died (Khwaja
1977: 253-4). He was buried at the foot ofa hill which came to be known as the “hill
ofKhin Kaja”. It is nowcalled Gajwiino Dheri. Threeorfouryears afterhis death, died
Malik Bärä Khän and about the same time after Bärä Khän’s death, died Malik Sar
Abdäl — Kajü's close associates. Sar Abdäl’s grave is in Sher Khänae.

$.11. The Mughal, Durrani, Sikh and British Periods

Zahir ad-Din Babur, who laid the foundation ofthe Mughal Empire in India in
AD 1526, was a man of great qualities of head and heart. His autobiography, the
Bäburnäma, composed in the Chaghtai form

of

Turki,bears everymarkofan intelligent
and ingenious mind. Caroe (1992: 152) aptly remarks: it shows a “leader who had
‘earned in the hard school ofdefeat and victory, he was pre-cminently a man dependent

on the kindness and understanding ofother men. He can laugh and he can weep, he can
sin and repent, and good humour and charity well up in him. He notices everything, the

and snow and tempests, the names of men and tribes, his friends and enemies, what
they did and how they behaved. Beneath the all powerful shadow of the one God in
whom he trusted. Suddenly the curtain rises; the footlights go up on an Afghän scene

that upto that moment has been shrouded in darkness”.

Babur's uncle Ulugh Beg Mirza, accusedbyYasufzais

of

havingmurdered their

maliks, died in AD 1501 and was succeed by his son "Abd ar-Razzäg Mirzä who was

too young to control the situation, created by selfish Amirs pulling in different

directions. Taking advantage of his youth Sherim Zikr, one of his begs, pushed “Abd

ar-Razzäg out ofKabul and usurped his authority. ‘Abd ar-Razzlg fled to the Tarkalägi

Afghans towards Lamghän, but Sherim Zikr too could not rule for long and was put to

cath by other begs. During the subsequent confusion Mubammad Mugim Beg, sonof

Zun-nün Arghün, got possession ofKabul in AD 1502-03 and married a sister ofAbd

ar-Razzäg. Things were in this state when Bäburappeared on the scene. Babur remarks:

“it was in the last ten days ofthe second Rabi “(Oct. 1504) that without a fight, without

an effort, by Almighty God's bounty and mercy, | obtained and made subject to me

Kabul and Ghazni and their dependent districts (Baburndme, 1987: 199). Mugim was

allowed to depart with his bag and baggage. 
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While the Mirz3 was in control ofKSbul, the hereditary enemies of the house
ofBäbur, the Uzbeks, were gaining power for some years past under the leadership of
the ambitious and energetic “Abdullah Khiin. He had conquered Bukhära, Balkh,
‘Tashkand and practically the whole ofTurkistan and had welded the Uzbek tribes into
a united and powerful nation. In 1584 he conquered Badakhshin, Its ruler, Suliman,
who was at fued with his grandson Shihrukh could not take a firm stand and fled to
Kabul followed by Shihrukh. MirziHakimnow felt that hisown kingdom wasexposed
to the Uzbek aggression. He therefore requested Akbar for help. Akbar had not yet
Gecided what to do when news arrived that Mirz Hakim had died on 30 July 1585 and

that disturbances had broken out in Kibul. The Mirzä left behind two sons, Kaiqubad
and Afräsiyäb.

Akbar at once realized the impending danger, for the Uzbeks, once they had

occupied Kabul, could pose a serious threat to Delhi. He therefore ordered Min Singh

to march to Kabul and restore law and order, while he himself left Fatehpur on 24

August and took the road to the north-west. He must have been much pleased when on

11 November the sons ofMirzi Hakim, who had been sent by Min Singh from Kabul

arrived in the camp. Many Mughal officers now advised him not to go beyond Rohtäs,
partly duc to excessive heat of August and partly to the disturbances in the eastern

Provinces which were on the rise and increasing in intensity every day. But the defence
ofKabul weighed heavily upon his mind and he, first ofall, wanted to plug every hole

in its defence. He knew well that the first requisite to check the advance of the Uzbeks

was firm control over Afghanistan and the tribes inhabiting the plains ofPeshawar and

the hilly country of Swat and Bajaur. The YGsufzais were notoriously troublesome.

They invested the roads and plundered caravans between India and Turin.

Akbar sent Zain Khin Koka, a competent general, against the YGsufrais of

Bajaur and Sa'id Khan Gakhar against those of the Peshiwar plains. In the plains the

Operations were quite successful and Zain Khin also gained success in Bajaur. However

he reported to the emperor, who was sitting in Attock, that the expedition would not

succeed fully unless the Afghans of Tirah and Sw3t were subdued first, and asked for

More troops, Akbar dispatched two forces, one under the Brahman favourite, Raja

Birbal and the other under another ofhis cronies Hakim Abé al-Fateh. Birbal was poct

laureate, a scholar and a wit; the Hakim was an cloquent poct too. The only military

qualification of the former was that he was put in chargeofcontracting a fort at Anock,  
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pe in burial clothes ~ a winding sheet in two pieces ofcoarsecotton. Onepiece
pe all round the body, and the other is spread over its backand front from head
= two great toes are fastened togetherwith a string. In this state, placedon a

ed with a sheet, the corpse is carried offto the burial ground,whereround
fe are collected the priest of the quarter, his relatives, friends and a crowd of

si d idlers. Women form no part ofthe assembly.

o depositing the corpse near the grave, the assembly rise and stand in rows
2 west. The priest then advances a few paces and performs the prayer
yed for such an occasion. At the conclusion ofthe prayer, the body is lowered
IRs, which os wort und south; anil yet ted ts AW Aaaaisd
ed to the west. The /ahad is a small chamber on the west side ofthe grave and a
rel the level ofits floor. It is roomy enough to allow the corpse to sit up when

ed by the angels Munkir and Nakir to render account of his life and deeds.
t body has been deposited in it, the Jahad is shut off from the gabar by large

rick: cneeee

g the corpse into the grave, the deceased's relatives disburse moneyand

to the priests and beggars around. The ceremony ofburying the dead is termed

+ At its conclusion the assembly disperses; but deceased’s friends repair to his
and for three successive days perform the required mourning or wucar,

op in to repeat thefatiha, here called läs miwal, from the custom of holding
ands together in repeating the condolence for the dead. On the fourth day the

Xem visit the grave in a body. This concludes the mourning ceremony, although
dfs ofthe family continue to vist till the forticth day, on which they give a feast

ch concludes the ceremony for all.  
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CHAFTER—7

CONCLUSIONS

The Yüsfuzais are a branch of the great Afghiin race whose brilliant exploits
he ofthe south Asian history, but whoseorigin is still shrouded inmystery.

in historical records has given rise to several schools of thought. The
with rare exceptions, are in favourofa Hebreworigin for the Pakhtuns,

tify them with the “lost” ten tribes ofthe Hebrew race. This viewwassupported
: famous European writers such as William Jones, Elphinstone, Bellew and

y. But it must be mentioned that European scholarship, at the time these writers

d their views regarding origin of the Afghin people, was still passing through

ncy and seems to have borrowed information from such earlier writers as
,Ni‘amatullah and Afzal Khin Khatak.

_ Among the Pakhtün writers Ni'amatullah was the one who propounded this

f first. He was followed by a host of other writers who never bothered to look
into the subject and took Ni'matullah for granted. Ni'matullah knew he was

ting history but he had a special reason to do this. He was prompted by the antı-
iinpropaganda carried out by some people at the court of Jahingir, the Mughal

of Delhi. The curious stories told at the Mughal court, which depicted the

fins as devils, mayhave amused the audience but theyhadno foundation in history.

__Nitmatullah stood up in support ofthe Afghins but in the process ofenmobling
did something even worse than the slanderous stories — he disfigured history

d the Afghins with the Jews (the chosen people ofGod)just to show that the

had an ancestory nobler even than that of the Mughals.

" According to Ni‘amatullah, Inmii and Barkhia were the progenitors of the
fhän people and that they were posthumously born sons ofTälüt (or Saul) from two

rent wives. This however is not bome out by Iba Athir and Ibe Kathir on whose
ks Ni‘amatullah has based his account. According to Ibn Ahir, Inmia was the son

; and Barkhiä that of Hämiä or Ahaniä. Ibn Kathir gocs a step further and
Ysthat Barkhi was the father of the famous Jewish prophet, Zakariyä. Another son

3a according to the same source, was Asif, the notoriousjinn who offered to

on who wanted to possess Bilgis, the queen of Sheba, to pick her up along with  



 

  
   

   

   
   

     

    

 

   

d present her to him. It is noteworthy that Afghana bin Irmia, referred to
h as ancestor of the Afghins, is nowhere mentioned in historical

Amon the European writers William Jones of the Asiatic Society of Bengal
first to accept this supposed descent. He also added further arguments in its
‘But Mounstuart Elphinstone, whoaccepted this concept half—heartedly, found
asor unsatisfactory. Roshan Khin has recently come out in its support with

n and unconvincing arguments. The problem was taken up by Pareshän
his work Pashtün Kaun (Who are Pashtiins?) in detail. He considers the

altogether separate entity as old as the Aryan and Semitic races,
but not descended from anyoneofthem. Pareshntook this idea from the

‘Abd al-Qidir who, goes a step further and says that Pakhtüns are the earliest
ce on carth. Neither Pareshin nor the Maulin’ could adduce a concrete

Se in support oftheir thesis.

nsticne appears to bemuchbetter informed in this field. In origin, he says,
Pakhto, is probably a Saka dialect from the north, but it is not possible to

it relationship more closely. As such, it is both in origin and structure an Iranian
©, which however has borrowed freely from the Indo-Aryan group. Of these

he gives examples which enable us to compare Pashto and Persian words.

pidar (father)

didan (to sec)

%Pakhto

Pakhto Indal

Gram (I have) Pakhto karam

dah (ten) Pakitio las

Pakhto lür

Pakhto Gs

Pakhaodiwänch (mad) i

In addition to this, the names ofSaka rulers ofGandhiira are clearly of the cast

group. Examples are: Spalagadama (Spada = army + go diminutive, dome =

fer, cf. Latin dominus); Spala hura (spoda = army, ehire = spirit, god. cf  



   

   

   

  

   

  

 

  

   

   

  
  

   

  

  

eed as Apaghiin. It is clearly composed of two syllables — ap and ghän. The
lab i.e. ghän occurs in many other place names such as Lamghän, Käghän,

hän ‚hän, Farghän, Iskifghän, Raghän, Righän, Saburghän etc. in these names
irs to give the meaning “land or territory”. Thus Lamaghiin would mean “The
territory of Lam or lim”.

er the Emperor Bibur records an interesting tradition regarding
t The name Lamaghin was originally Lamakän, he says, because it is the

pulcher of the Patriarch Lamak, the father ofNah on whom be peace!. This
‘Presently known as Mihtar — läm or No-Lakhi Bäbä. But this tradition cannot

d, for, besides Mihtar — läm, there are at least four other recorded names —
Nang-lim, Rachh-lam, NGr-lim — terminating in the syllable läm/lam.

: quoting Masson, remarks that “both in Pashia and Lamghini dialects Aéer
. Thus Nür-läm, in his view, gives the meaning Nar fort Le. the master fort

\ of the Nar valley. If this interpretation is acceptable, ihe word Lamghän
n “piece ofland or territory ofwhich the most significant feature was a fort”

ted by a fort or “Fort land”.

Thomas Holdich’s suggestion (cited in Dani 1969:)in this context is quite

It is difficult, he remarks, to account for the name Afghän: It has boon said
but the Armenian word

A

fgh3n (mountaincer). If this meaning of the word is

oct it is understandable why the Persians chose this term and made it popular. In
also, Dani says, we get the phrase Parvatasrayinak (mountain dwellers) and

himself talks of the hill tribes from whom recruits were drawn by the

©In the medicral age of South Asian history, the term Afghin was exclasively
or the high — landers of Koh-i Suliman and the tract of the country where they
he Afghanistan (Land of Afgh3ns). All historians from the time of the Bashagi
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fir. from the year AD 1000 downwards have applied the name Afghänistän to
‘alone. The Pakhtüns style it Kesah Ghar, Kisi Ghar, and also Shull. The

Afghinistan, implying a state stretching from Qandahir to the Oxus is the
Abmad Shih Abdäli (later Durräni), who, having assumed power in AD

ed these territories. The KSbul valley and territories to the north of the
ash were never part of the original Afghänistän.

Fothe west of the ruins ofChaudh wä’an (in the district ofDera Ismail Khin)
t peak of the Koh-i Sullmän or Koh Siyäh, called the Takht-i Sulimän or
m’s Throne, giving its name to the whole of the stupendous range. It is a very
duntain and, on the summit of it, is the place ofpilgrimage, known to the Afghän
a the ZiSrat (or Shrine, or place of pilgrimage) ofthe Patriarch Sulimin: it

from an immense distance, and its summit is generally clothed with snow.

Fange ofmountains intervenes between Qandahir and the Derajit, extending
ise from the Darra of Khyber and Jalälabäd on the north, to Siwi and Dädar on

th. Within these limits, forming an extensive territory, there are numerous darras

feaus; and it was herein, but specially in the vicinity of, and around Käsi Ghar
al that the Afghin tribes, according to their own traditions first took up their
: d subsequently spread out in all directions.

7 ¢ immense space enclosed between the great ranges of Kob-i Sulimin which
¢boundary walls, is ofmuch greater elevation than the tracts ofcountry outside

and this intermediate space is what is known as the Puskt (or back) ofthe Kob-i
hin or Koh-i Siyah, the gencral name applied to the whole by the Tajzik

but is known as Kesah Ghar, or Kisi Ghar, Shuil or Pakhtin Khw to the
}Or Afghans. The language spoken on this plateau or Puthr came to be known

s! Variously spelt as Pushto or Pushto; and the people who spoke this language

shin, Pukhtün, Pashtün or Pakhtün. It is obvious that the name of the language
IntOF the people who speak it, dates only from their earliest occupation of the

der what name the Pakhtiins and their language went before is not known for

¢ have seen above that language considerations suggest cast Iranian affinities

hat eastern Irin in the centuries before the Christian Era was dominated by the
Sie farveders. It has therefore boon suggested that the Scythian settlers st the Pushe

D be known as Pushtiin, Pakhtiin (pl. Pushtina or Pukhtina); the land gave its

sth people, not the vice versa.
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be earliest population of Kobi Sullmin and the KAbul valley comprised
kag or Kailäsh tribes. From the Kabul valley they were evicted bythe Tijziks

the territory of Koh-i Sullmin by the Scythian invaders who made it their

d behind the lofty walls ofthe Kob-i Sulfmiin the Scythian nomadsnow

Tulers of Khazistin, have left behind two villages in the Tih valley as
is Of their castward march. They are now concentrated in the Salt Range
Th Bhils are now scattered in Pakistan and India. There are two places in the

known as Bigrim. Similarly Peshiwar was also called Bigrim in the past.
#0 doubt that Bigräm is a corrupted form of Bhilgrim or “Bil village”. The

fed through their territory. During Darius’ invasion ofScythia Herodotus says,
63 which decided to stand by the Scythians included Geloni (present Giläni or

id Budini (Budni), but Tauris (Toris) and some other tribes excused

The Giloni, Herodotus further remarks, were originally Grocks, who,

ithe Khalaj (or Khalji) is also known to have descended from Scythian or
ancestors. At what time these different tribes entered Afghänistän is not

Certain. About the Khirijites however we are sure that they pushed deeper

han hills and established themselves at Gardez — cast of Ghazni — from

extended their influence to the Kurram valley in the cighth century.

th the growth of population the highlanders split up into tribes. The Afghin
, m descent from a certain Qais alias “Abd al-Rashid for the entire race. By

gn Qais had three sons — Sarbapr, Bitan and Ghurghust. Thus there should be

lines ofhis descendants. But there are actually four, the ancestor ofthe fourth

if Karlanr or Karlapri. Sarbagr, the eldest, had two sons named SharkhbGn for

x and Kharshbün. Modern writers divide the entire Afghän race into Western



  

   

   
   

 

  

    
  

 

   

 

   

   

    
  

   

   

4 around it), and Kharshbin of the Easter tribes of the Peshiwar valley
jacent mountains to the north, namely the Yüsufzais (including the Mandagr

{ Mohmands, the Khalil, the Daudzais and the Muhammad zais. The
ins and Urmars are said to have descended from Sharkhbün. The other
hbü: also had three sons - Kand, Zamand and Käsi. From Kand

id the Ghoriah khel and Khashay (also written as Khaklay and shakhay).
wi the father of Mand, Muk and Tarklägris. From Mand descended Yüsuf
a YGsuf was the ancenstor of the YOsufzais of Dir, Sw3t, Buner etc, while
so Mandapr was the forefather of the Mandagr — Yüsufzais of Mardin and

people ofour concem.

n the Afghän tribes divided the territory ofQandahir amongst themselves,
fi ins fell between those ofKand and Zamand, which became a source of
fe them. Of the descendants of Kand, the Khakhay who lived on the river

in were the nearest to the Tarins. A feud broke out between the two regarding
s, resulting in the defeat of the Khakhay who were expelled from the

formerly occupied. The Khakhay then requested the Ghoriah Khe! to give
ee of land where they could settle down and eam their livelihood. The

| gave them some barren territory but, then, pushed them out of it after

A Khakhay then drifted to the vicinity of Kabul where they found congenial
m for themselves and their cattle. Consequently their numbers increased

i Ulugh Beg, the ruler of Kabul, was favourably inclined to them and gave
in the vicinityof Kabul to settle down. The leadership of the Khakhay

‘ d into the hands of ıhe Yüsufzais and Mandagrs. On account of their
ig Taids in Käbul and their innate propensity for lawlesmess, Ihe Mirzä soon

inted and drove them to distant Jalalabad. The Yüsufzais even in their new
d not control their natural instincts and once again created turmoil in the

The Mirz3 now decided to deal with them with an iron hand. He killed a

their maliks (chiefs) and expelled the rest from Jaläläbäd.

Ahmad one of the survivors, rushed to the Dikazäks of the Pesh3war

@ request for shelter, for, the valley of K3bul was no loger a safe place for

live. The Dilazäk jirgak graciously granted them asytum with a wast stretch of
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: ered in large numbers and after a while, when their numbers grew even
By thought of conquering the neighbouring lands. In due course they became
ofBajaur, Swat and Hashtnagar In the battle of Kätlang, they ovethrew their
Ors — the Dilazaks and brought the whole land from Bajaur to the Indus under

Abmad appointed the Shaikh, Mali to survey the entire conquered
a d distribute it amongst the Yüsufzais and Mandanrs and their allies. The

med his duty diligently, to the satisfaction of all the parties. Keeping in
Hl the land was not fettile and that there existed large tracts of infertile land

Shaikh devised a method of mutual exchange of share after a fixed period
u the Yüsufzais of Swät had to shift to the Samah (Mardan — Swäbi area)

x Samah to Swit after a fixed period. In this way everyone equally shared
is ofgood and badlands, though the land itself suffered heavily in the process,
y n discouraged everyone to invest in the land for its improvement. This land

BE came to an end during the British period when individual owners got
property right.

i Abmad was succeeded by Khin Kaj, the most celebrated of all the

nwhile the Ghoriah Khel occupied the entire country to the south of the river
€. Peshawar and Nowshera districts) and pushed the remnants of the Dilaräks

E Indus. This theyachieved with the active help ofMirz3 Kämrän, the ruler of
Ghoriah Khel soon picked up a quarrel with the Yasufrai, which resulted

   

a his control but also the neighbouring territories of northern Panjäh, besides

Hazara.

Yusufzais, on the whole, are brave and adventurous. Upon the primitive

brought form the hills, they have built enormouslyand are now trying to

walk oflife. Theyhave given up their predatory habits and have become

Citizens of Pakistan. They are stout Muslims of the Sunni sect and observe

ofIslam sincerely The laws of mailmastai bind them to feed and shelter any

@miving at their houses. By nanawatai (entering in), the Pakhtün, unbudıng

is expected, at the sacrifice of his/own life and property, if necessary, to
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Bd protect anyone who in extremity may fice to his threshold and seck an
fo omit or disregard any of these observances exposes the Pakhtiin to the
“ scom of his associates, more especially as regards hadal and gisds

D In common with other Pakhtüns, the YGsufzais are extremely superstitious
th Pirs, zburgs and other boly personages in great esteem. The ziSrats (burial

nts) enjoy a notoriety for superior sanctity and attract large crowds of
c on certain days. Such shrines possess their own peculiar virtues and

benefiting both men and brute. At present the Yüsufzais go to the courts
ion of their disputes, but jirgahs are also held for this purpose.

: YGsufzais are a very proud people and ctemnally boast oftheir descent, their
i arms and their independence. They despise all other races; and. even

mselves, cach man considers himscif equal to, if not better than his
The most remarkable illustration of their pride is their exaggerated notion

‘ n honour, Nang-i Pakhtiin, any slight or insult to which is instantly resented.
s take pride in considcring themselves meat-caters and look down upon others

ils. This appears to be an echo from the past, for presently the stapple food
tais of Swit is rice, and that of the Samah com.
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   n policy was directed by ambitious and warlike rulers who enlarged her
ns in every direction. The acme of Assyrian glory was reached during these

d years. Towards the close of this period her influence extended from the
hlands ofArmenia to the furthest limits of Egypt, and from the Persian desert to the
rr ofthe Agean sea.

_ Menahem, the ruler of the northem Hebrew Kingdom called Israel, knowing
lis own weak position sent an embassy to Tiglath —pileser, while he was engaged

s h emperor who is said to have immediately withdrawn into his own country.

Ortly afterwards Menahem died and was succeeded by Pakahiah whose rule lasted
a ut two years. He was murdered by one of his captains — Pekah, the son of

lah. It was probably carly in the reign ofPekah that Tiglath pileser took the field
nd time and marched into Palestine. He conquered all the lands of Naphtali and

fied the population captive to Assyria ~ thus commencing the “captivity” which had
fen so long and after threatened. A foreign population was probably settled in the tract
quered to take the place ofthedeported Israclities. It was then that Pekah took alarm
s himselfto work to induce the principal Palestinian states to join hands and form

eracy whereby the Assyrian arms might be resisted. He entered into close
i be with Rezin, king of Damascus for this purpose and both agreed to fall upon
da Conjointly cither to force it to join the league, or, to dethrone Ahaz, the king of

2 and set up in his stead someone who would be ready to do their bidding
n Ahaz, greatly alarmed and upset sent an embassy to Nineveh, the Assyrian

Ipital, beseeching Tiglath-pileser to come to his aid. It suited the expansionist policy
the Assyrian monarch who at once took the field and engaged in a war with Rezia

years. Having reduced Damascus, he proceeded against Samaria, capital of

where Pekah offered but a feeble resistance and was, perhaps at the connivance

ii murdered by Hoshea, the son ofElah, who was accepted by Tiglath - pileser

is feudatory. Tiglath — pileser died in 727 BC and was succeeded by Shalmaneser.

  

   

 

  

  

 

    
  

    

  

 

  

   

  

  
  

  

 

  

  
 



  

 

  

 

   

   

  

  

   
   

   

   

  

   

   

   

: and was so encouraged about the year 725 BC as to withhold the
ich he had hitherto paid to Shalmaneser as his suzerain. In 724 BC, having
u Hoshea’s revolt, Shalmaneser descended in force and poured his troops in

unhappy kingdom. A bloody scene wasenacted and although he succeeded in

t years. She was besieged probably in the carly spring of 724 BC; she was
; A until near the end of 722 BC. There was the usual massacre. Twenty seven

d two hundred ofthe inhabitants were made prisoners and carried into captivity
aqueror. This is called the “First Captivity”. Samaria was not destroyed. The

"Hoshe: is not known. He may have languished in a prison at Nineveh. Thus the
kingdom (ic. Israci), founded by Jeroboam, was brought to an end.

"Ofall the monarchs who ruled over the southern kingdom (ie. Judah)after its
ra n from Israel, Hezekiah's name is the most remarkable. His political status
ı ascended the throne was that of a tributary to Assyria. His father's compact

1 h — pileser involved his own subjection; and nothing could set him free from
ation but an open revolt. To this height of audacity he does not seem to have
N cif at once. But the idea of finding a way out had settled in his mind. It

that he continued to paythe tribute, as it became due, both to Shalmancser and
on his successor, deferring his open rebellion, which he had probably

ed right from the beginning ofhis reign, to the time ofSennachrib, Sargon's
successor.

By the fourteenth year of Hezckiah’s rule, the “house of his precious things”
Ei fall of treasure in gold and silver, in spices, and in precious clatmeat, that he

Pted thereby into the great sin of his life — the ostentatious display of his wast

d how that Sargon was King of Assyria and at war with Egypt, he had a great

0 add Philistia to his empire. About the year 720 BC, he overthrew Hanan, king

and it was probably before Philistia could recover herself, that Hezekiah made  
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ion referred to above. Emboldend by his success, he cast off th Assyrian
d declared himself independent about 711 BC. Other cities also took courage

d This time Ashdod was the city which took the lead in resisting Assyrian
0 ent and bore the brunt of Sargon’s attack.

<a Sargon was succeeded by his eldest son, Sennachrib, about 705 BC. Having
2 d that a conspiracy was at foot against him with Syria, Sidon, Philistia, Judah,

working as active agents, Sennachrib first ofall marched his troops intoSyria

\ ed against him. In no time he swept over the land, besieging and taking the
if d places and gathering spoils and captives at every step. He is said to have carried
200 150 persons — perhaps an highly exaggerated figure. While Sennachrib himself
e to Lachish, another city, suspecting the arrival of another Egyptian army, the

0 Jerusalem was not lifted and Hezekiah was shut within the city walls.  

  

  

   

    

_ taken earlier, wedo not know. As the Assyrian armywas itselfoverburdened
th daily marches and there was nobody to keep a watch over them. They must have
in an opportunity to slip awayto safer places and evaporate.

Having reduced Lachish, he marched towands Litnah, a city situated at no great
o Here he came across with some kind ofa natural calamity that befell his army.

h had received Isaiah's message: “the angels of the Lord had gone forth, and

in the camp of the Assyrians . . and when men arose carly in the morning,

they were all dead corpses”. The remnant fled with the king and hastened back

 

 



 

ı
h Jerusalem was relieved. Hezekia died at the age of fifty-four and was

ed by his son Manassch at the age of twelve. Sennachrib, from the date ofthe
n of his host carefully avoided all contact with the Jews. Judah enjoyed an

| Manassch had reigned for nearly twenty two years before a necessity arose for
nto consider whether he should follow the example ofhis father in his defiance of

in power, or, like his grandfather, should tamely submit to it. After much
ion he preferred the second choice.

__ When Esarhaddon, Sennachrib’s son and successor, about the year 680 BC,
de an expedition into Palestine with the object ofre-establishing Assyrian influence

South-west, Manassch seems to have submitted without any murmur. Later on
wever he repented of his tame submission and taken steps which his Assyrian
prain regarded as rebellious. Perhaps he entered into negotiations with Tirhakah, or

king of Egypt and Ethopia, who was an active enemy of the Assyrians.

ddon sent an army against him which seized him and brought him into the
se ce ofthe Assyrian monarch at Babylon. But Esarhaddon received him into favour
Jeven sent him back to Jerusalem to rule again as tributary monarch. Manassch died
Bra reign of fifty-five years at the age of sixty seven. He left the throne to his son

pt who died shortly afterwards and was succeeded by Josiah.

In 608 BC, in the thirty first year of Josiah’s reign a real danger appeared from
P The Assyrian empire had fallen about the ycar 615 BC and Neco, the Egyptian
ni h, marched at the head of his army into Palestine with the design ofmeasuring
Ords with the Chaldacans who had established themselves at Babylon and were

to walk in the footsteps oftheir predecessors, the Assyrians. Josiah tried to block
path but suffered defeat and died shortly afterwards ofa wound received in this

é He was succeeded by his second son jehoahaz of about twenty three years of
ing cleared the obstacle, Neco pressed forward and overran various states and

gdoms Having achieved his objectives Neco returned to Egypt but on the way back

got hold ofJchoahaz and carried him a prisoner to his own country. Before leaving
¢ the crown ofJudah to Eliakim, the eldest son ofJosiah. Jchoahaz ruled forthree

   

   

  

 

   

  

  

   

 

  

   

  

  
  

  

 

   

  
  

  

  

  

Eliakim or Jehoiakim reigned as an Egyptian vassal for three years in peace. In

th year Nebuchadnezzer, son ofNabopolassar, king ofBabylon, whohad grown  
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inary powerful by this time, led the forces ofthe Babylonian empire to chastise
ian for his audacity. Neco, aware ofthe intentions ofhis adversary, marched

ne him. The two armies came into clash at Charchemish. Awful was the shock of
batt which ended in a complete discomfiture of Egypt. Jehoiakim having seen the
ult Bladly submitted and became the servant of Nebuchadnezzer. Meanwhile
opc died towards the close of605 BC, and Nebuchadnezzer had to return to

n. A hope arose in the vanquished cities for a better future.

| Inthe fourth year after his subjugation, 602 BC, Jehoiskim revolted. The “Great
iB" once again brought a huge army. Jehoiakim was seized and executed and the
Be was handed over to his son, Jchoiachin. After some time Nebuchadnezzer.

cting him ofan intention to revolt sent an army against him and himself as well
d in its footsteps. The Babylonian army entered the city, plundered the temple
Toyal palace, seized captives and appointed Mattaniah, the third son ofJosiah,

hethrone. Mattaniah’s name was changed to Zedek-jah. This event is known as the
cond Captivity” or the “Exile”.

  

 

   

 

  
  

    

  

  

   

  

      

  
   

empire was about to fall, Zedck-jah took the terrible plunge and openly

d. The forces of Nebuchanezzer were immediately put in motion and Jerusalem

under siege, but Zedek-jah or Zedekiah with his body guard and children

d to escape through a hidden postern, but the information regarding this flight

hed the Babylonians who dispatched a detachmet of the army in pursuit. The
flives were overtaken and seized. Zedckiah’s attendants and sons were put to death

his eyes and then his own cyes were put out He was taken to Babylon and put

“Every worst woe befell the devoted city, which drank the cup ofGod's fry to

$8". The other horrors usual at the sack of towns were not wanting, but we do

ofany “captives” this time.   



 

APPENDIX: B

List of the post-Solomon rulers of Israci and Judah

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

(based on Rawlinson)

Bam wer Important events

Rehoboam, son ofSolomon 17 Israel and Judah separated

Jeroboam 20 Fledio Egypt

Abijah 3 Mother's name Maasha
Asa 40
Nadab 1

Baasha Kills Nadab. Alliance with
Benhadad ofSyria

Elah Few
months

Zimn Seven
days

Omni 12 War with Syria
Ahab 2 War with Benhadad

Jehoshaphat

Ahazia of Israel 2

Jehoram of Israel 12

Jehoram ofJudah Philistines plunder Judah

Ahazia ofJudah

Jehu 28 Tribute paid to Shalmancser
Athaliah (woman) 6 Destroys the seed royal

Joash ofJudah Murder of Zachariah
Jehoahaz of Israel 17

Joash ofIsrael 16

Amaziah 29 His challenge 10 Joash
Jeroboam Il 52 Wars with Syria

Uzziah or Azariah $2 His war with Philistines; his
conquest ofthe Arabs.

Zachariah, Shallum, and - Menahem submits to Tiglath-
Menahem   pileser of Assyria    



 

Tiglath-pileser brings the rule of
Pekah to an end. Pekah

 

 

 

_ |Hoshea

 

Hezckia

 

  His idolatries and other evil
| practices.
 

Jasiah

| of Assyria Neco invades Syria; |

j

| The great Scythic invasion; fall ]

Josiah resists; dies ofwounds |

:
 

_ | Jehoahaz of Judah and
Jehoiakım

| Nebuchadnezzar's first
| invasion; captives seized: revolt
ofJudah and Tyre; second ;
expedition, Jehoiakim executed _
  

 

_ Jehoiachin and Zedekiah  | Short reign of Jehoiachin,  
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= APPENDIX: C

5 List of the post-Solomon rulers of Israel and Judah
i (based on al-Mas’adi)

DerationName is years Important eats

| of . 17 enuf”)... (Rehoboam) |
5

fA: ee (Jeroboam) 20 rs :
:

3 2 =
Path!ee (Abijah)

en(An) |; |

En...fo

Ey .......(Atbaliah) | 7 | FamilyofDä’üdputiothe |Coho ( ) | eee

fc 2. I
NestSeb Kern

u a) $2 | Prophet Shoaib |
i :

Y orbs 1010 17 | Invasion of Fil"igas, king
eg | of Babylon |

' |
Mereerneenemee (Abe) | es :

I I z1. Mohs (Hezekiah) : 17 | Second invasion of
4 Be : | Babylon Hizgil (Hezekiah) |

; | murdered

: 02ge (Manasseh) 251030 Roman invasion

e &orl 5 (Amon) 5 | Egyption invasion

4 i - | Invasion of Bakhtunnasar.
a — } Nofin taken captive.

| Pharaoh suffered defeat.

R , “4% |-
4 vr 
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APPENDIX: D

List of the post-Solomon rulers of Isracl and Judah
(based on Ibm al Atkir)

DurstionName in years Important events

i ot 17 Separation of Israel fromauf?u... (Rehoboam) Judah

en(Abijah) aa?

fael(Jeroboam) M >

Be:eee Asa) 41

|

Invasion ofZarah al-Hindi

FÜHREN (Abb)

|

3 |-

Werd... -(Athaliah) | 7 |"

.Gok)

|

SES i= |
I

tet... Uzaiany | || 1
| = | invasion ofSenachnib (722 |aa(Hezkiah) ) | BC)

B.... (Manasseh) | 55 5 |

or... (Amon) | ~ | ;
4. :

Pt...os) | 3! Dem(Ze |

4ciAlel......ehoahaz) | = | Removed by Egyptians |
: :

Kst.Äi..... (Jehoiakim) | 12 |»

ni : 3 Invasıon of Bakbtunnasar.Pur. Vehoinchin) | anne | captives

| =] Bait-al-Magdas plundered.(Fr)....... (Zedekiah) | Zodckich taken ie Ball 
 

re names arc known but I have omitted them as demanded by the brevity of this
and also lack oftheir authenticity: writes fbn al-Athir
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