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OMEMS I OYJIETI MEH MAYAPAHHARP
APACBIHJATBI JUITJIOMATHUAJIBIK
KATBIHACTAPABIH MAHBI3/Ibl EPEKIIEJIIKTEPI

Anparna. byn makanana Owmeiis oyneti MeH MayapanHahp apacbIHIarbl OacTaIKel
KaTbIHACTAp/IbIH Ma3MyHBIHA HETi3ri Hazap ayaapbuiajbsl. OnapibiH KeiOipi TONBIKKAH/IbI
JMIUIOMATHSUTBIK, OaiilaHbicTapra Herizzesnce, an Keioipi ackepu cumarka ue 6onzpl. Cebe-
61 apaOrap KeaMel TypbI, Oyl ayMakTa TYpakThl MEMJIEKETTIK KaTbIHACTap KaJbINTacKaH
eni. Maxanaza coniaii-aK €Ki MeMJIEKET apachIHAaFbl CBIPTKBI ICTEP/Ii PETTEYIH KYKBIKTBIK
TETIKTepl KapacThIpbuIaAbl. Bya TeTikrep AMBaHIApABIH KbI3METIHAE KOpiHIiC TarKaH.
CBIPTKBI IiCTEpi peTTey YINiH apHaiibl pecMH JWBAaHIAp KYpPBUIBI, OCHI MOceJIeMeH aii-
HaJIBICATBIH OKUIAEp TaraiipiHganraH. Xamudarrarsl JUTUIOMATHSIIBIK KaThIHACTAap/IbI
Kylieney OapbIChIHa MeMJIEKeT OacKapyblHIa ejeylli e3repicTep OpbIH ajiFaHbIH Kepyre
Oomanel. Makanana Omeitsin 1oyipi OMIeyIIUIEpiHiH CBHIPTKBI CasiCH KbI3METI TajlJaHaJIbl.
Ou FBUIBIMH TYPFBIJIa OH JKOHE TepiC JKaKTapbIMEH KapacThIpbUIa/bl. Tapuxu HaKTBIIBIK
NeH cabaKTacThIK KaruaanapblHa ColKec, FRUIBIMU Tajlayap Tapuxu Ke3eHjaep OoifbIHIIa
KapacThIpblIajpl. FeiIbIMU Tasaynapasl Heri3aey YIIiH OyJ1 3epTTey[e OpTarachIpibIK Ta-
PHUXH JI€PEKKO3/IepACH albIHFaH JOWeKCco3/1ep KEITIPUIiN, OChl caiaja KYHJBI 3epTTeysep
JKYPTi3reH FajabIMIap/IbIH €HOEKTepi MaiitaaHbUIIbL.

Tyiiin ce3nep: emui, oyner, Mayapannahp, Xopacan, ryoepuaropiap, Typik KaraHaTbl,
Cornpl, XopesMm, [laiikenT, generamus, MUCCHSI.
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IMPORTANT FEATURES OF THE DIPLOMATIC
RELATIONS BETWEEN UMAYYAD DYNASTY AND
MOVAROUNNAHR (TRANSOXIANA)

Abstract: This article focuses on the early relations between the Umayyad dynasty and
Ma- wara’ al-nahr (Transoxiana). Some of these relations were established on the basis of
full-fledged diplomatic ties, while others took on a military character, since long before the
arrival of the Arabs this region had already developed stable forms of statehood. The article
also examines the legal mechanisms regulating foreign affairs between the two states. These
mechanisms are reflected in the activities of the diwans. To manage foreign relations, official
diwans were established, and special representatives were appointed to oversee such matters.
By systematizing diplomatic relations within the caliphate, one can observe significant
changes in the governance of the state. Furthermore, the article analyzes the foreign policy
activities of the rulers of the Umayyad period. Their positive and negative aspects are studied
from a scholarly perspective. In accordance with the principles of historical accuracy and
consistency, the research findings are examined by historical periods. To substantiate these
scholarly analyses, the study cites quotations from medieval historical sources, as well as the
works of scholars who have conducted fruitful research in this field.

Key words: ambassador, dynasty, Transoxiana, Khurasan, governors, Turkic Khanate,
Soghd, Khorezm, Poykand, delegation, mission.
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BAJKHBIE OCOBEHHOCTH JUILIOMATHYECKHUX
OTHOIIEHUN MEXJIY IMHACTUEN YMAMS N
MABEPAHHAXPOM (TPAHCOKCHAHA)

AHHOTaIII(IﬂZ B I[aHHOﬁ CTaTb€ OCHOBHOC BHUMAHUC YACIISCTCA COACPIKAHUIO HaYaJlb-
HBIX OTHOIIICHUI MECKAY JUHACTUU OMaS[HOB u MaBepaHHaxpOM. HeKOTOpLIe U3 HUX OCHO-
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BBIBJIMCH Ha MOJHOLEHHBIX JUIIOMAaTHYECKUX OTHOILICHUSX, & HEKOTOPBIE NMEITH BOCHHBIH
xapakrep. Tak kak 10 mpuxoja apaboB Ha 3TOW TEPPUTOPUH, 3/1€Ch yiKE ObLIH CHOPMHUPOBa-
HBI CTa0MIIbHBIE TOCYIapPCTBEHHbIE OTHOILICHHSI.

B crarbe Takxke paccMaTpHUBarOTCsl MPABOBBIE MEXAHU3MBbI PErYJIMPOBAHUS HHOCTPaH-
HBIX JIeJl MEXKAY ABYMS TOCYAapCTBAMHU. DTH MEXaHU3MbI OTPAKEHBI B ICSTEIBHOCTH JIeBa-
HOB. /151 peryIMpoBaHusi THOCTPAHHBIX e ObUTH CO31aHbl OQHIINAIbHbIC IEBAHbI M Ha3Ha-
YeHBI CIEIHaIbHbIC TPEICTABUTENIN, 3aHUMAIOIINECS] STHM BOIIPOCOM. YIOPSI0YHMBAs JIU-
TUIOMaTHYECKUE OTHOILICHHUS B Xanudare, MO>KHO YBHJIETh, UTO B YIIPABICHUH TOCYIaPCTBOM
TIPOM30IILIN CYIIECTBEHHBIC H3MEHEHMUSL.

B crarbe aHanmsupyercs BHEIIHETIOJIWTHYECKAsl JESTENLHOCTh IPaBUTENEH JIOXH
OwmasiioB. HayuHo paccMarpuBaroTcs €€ MoJjoKUTENbHBIE U OTPHULIATENIbHBIE CTOPOHBI. B co-
OTBETCTBHH C NMPHUHIMIIAMH UCTOPUYECKON TOYHOCTH M MOCIIEI0BATEILHOCTH IaHHbIC Hay4-

HBIC aHAJIU3bl PACCMATPUBAIOTCS 10 HCTOPUYECKUM IIEPUOLIAM.
Jlst 000CHOBaHMSI HAYYHBIX aHAIM30B B JIAHHOW WCCIICIOBAHWUM TPHBOJSTCS IIUTATHI
13 UCTOPUYECKUX MCTOYHHKOB CpEeJHEBEKOBbS, a TaKKe ObLI MCIIONB30BaH Hay4yHbIE Jeia
YUEHBIX, TPOBOUBIIKX IUIOIOTBOPHBIC HCCIIEIOBAHMS B 9TOI 00/acTy.
KuroueBble cjioBa: mocos, quHacTusi, MaBepaHHaxp, XopacaH, HAMECTHUKH, TrOpk-
ckuit karanart, Cora, Xopeswm, [loiikann, neneramus, MUccHs.

After the Khulafoi Roshid’s rule
the Umayyad dynasty (41/661-132/750)
came to power. After the death Ali ibn
Abu Tolib, Mu’awiya ibn Abi Sufyan
(41/661-60/680), the founder of
Umayyad dynasty, set up his united Arab
Caliphate according to the agreement
with Khasan ibn Ali ibn Abu Tolib [My-
xetauHoB, 2011, c. 29]. This dynasty
contained 14 caliphs overall, whose
reign lasted 91 years. The Ummayads
governed the country by dividing it into
six emirates. Transoxiana was a part of
the Iraqi emirate and subordinated to the
Khurasan governor. Thus this territory
was governed by the representative of the
Caliph in the East and Iraq territories. As
Islamic history sources state, the military
commander and the Khurasan governors
took part in the conquest of Transoxiana,
which was regarded as the eastern part
of the Caliphate. Those governors were
Muhallab ibn Abi Sufra al-Azdi (632-
702), Qutayba ibn Muslim al-Bahili

(660-715), Yazid ibn Muhallab (672-
720) and Asad ibn Abdullah al-Qasri
(724-727 and 735-738) [Xuzoriy, 2003,
c.432. Tbn Xoldun. Ne J1-341 (4889), c.
40, 54].

The Umayyads formed the ties
with Transoxiana through the Khurasan
governors. The authority of ambassador
was allocated to either the local governor
himself or his authorized representative.
These relations were mainly focused in
internal affairs. However, the relations
had diplomatic characteristics, official
envoys were sent to delegate. The Arab
sources, compiled in the Middle East,
regard the relations of Umayyad Dynasty
with the Chinese, Roman and other

non—-Arab countries as international
diplomacy.

During the realm of the Caliph:
Mu’awiya ibn Abi Sufyan,! the

administrative system of the council was
abolished, and the throne was inherited
from father to the son [bocBop, 2007, 0.
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60]. In the meantime, the areas on the top
of the Jaykhun River (Oxus) started to be
referred as «Mawa ra an-Nahr» and the
Arabian military campaign targeted this
area. Initially, the conquest started with
Poykand and Romiton, which laid on the
south of Bukhara. That cavalry was led
by Ubaydullah ibn Ziyad al-Abihi (649-
685).

Kabaj Khatun (673-695), the mother
of ruler: Tugshoda (692-724) belonging
to the Bukhorkhudot Dynasty, assessed
the situation practically, and sent the
ambassadors simultaneously to both the
Western Turkic Khanate and Ubaydullah
ibn Ziyad. Kabaj Khatun requested
a ceasefire agreement by granting
precious gifts to the Arab commander
[Ibn Xoldun. Ne JI-341 (4889), c.15].
According to H.Vamberi, the Arabs
conducted military campaign against
Transoxiana twice, former was carried
out by Ubaydullah’s father, Ziyad [Xep-
maH, 1990, 6.9]. The evidences conflict
with timing on peace treaty between
Ubaydullah ibn Ziyad and Kabaj. In
particular, Narshahi alleged that this
incident occurred in 673/53 Zulhijja
[Hapmaxuii, 2011, ¢.46], while Tabariy
testified it as in 673-674/54 [Tabariy,
1964, p.167-170].

Narshahi narrates that Kabaj had
to resent the ambassador to the Arab
commander for the second time, after
the Turkic cavalry defeat who came to
assist. The agreement was reached on
condition of the 1000 dirham tribute
[Hapmaxuii, 2011, c.46]. Whereas,
H.Vamberi and Tabari implied the value
of tripute as million dirhams.

When Said ibn ‘Uthman ibn’
Affan (675-680) was appointed as the

governor of Khurasan, the ambassadors
were sent one more time to ensure that
the treaty was still valid. However, Said
ibn ‘Uthman soon returned the tribute,
terminating the agreement. As some
sources cites, he remarked that ‘there
is no peace between us’. This was due
to the fact that the Kabaj constantly
intended to ally with the Western Turkic
Khanate and Soghd. On the other hand,
she regularly sent the envoys to the
Khurasan governors so as to sustain
independence of the country by paying
the tribute.

During Yazid ibn Mu’awiya
(60/680-64/683)’s  reign  (60/680-
64/683), Muslim ibn Ziyad (681-684)
ascended the authority in Khurasan from
Said ibn Osman. situated in Transoxiana
[Shakur, Ne545, ¢.21]. Hetook advantage
of Kabaj to fulfill his military operations
against Soghd. The Arabs forged ahead
to Samarkand in accordance with the
instructions of Kabaj.

Muslim ibn Ziyad intended to
dispatch the army under the command
of Abu Sa’id al-Muhallab ibn Abi Sufra
al-’Azdi al-Ataki (or Mahlab) to learn
about the political situation in Soghd?.
This cavalry was supposed to serve as a
military spy. But Muhallab objected to the
idea of military spy and refused to take the
lead. Later, due to the governors demand,
he had to agree providing that his visit
should remain as a secret [The outlying
reason of conflict was distribution of
tributes gained in Soghd, which was
allocated as 1/5th. One portion for Bayt-
ul-mol (state budget), the rest four were
distributed equally. Muhallab aske dto
keep his visit in secret, so as not cause
intrigues among the Army).
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The next Arab attack targeted
Khorezm. These movements occurred in
681/61. Another governor of Khurasan:
Salm ibn Ziyad (680/681), dispatched
an army of 4000 soldiers to occupy
Khorezm and Samarkand. However,
a peace agreement was signed for 20
million dirhams. Initially, the envoys
from Khorezm were sent to deliver a
tribute of five million dirhams to Yazd
ibn Muawiya. On this journey, a man so-
called Abdullah ibn Hadim on behalf of
Khurasan governor officially handed in
the property to the Caliph. This has been
asserted in the research of A.Otahojaev,
who investigated the Turkic-Soghd
relations [Oraxxonos, 2010].

Abdul Malik ibn Marwan
(685/65-705/86) was Marwan ibn
Hakam’s son (The generation of Marvon
were linked the Umayyads Dynasty.
Marvon ibn Hakam was the leader of
it. Marvon earned the title ‘Al-Himor’,
because he was strong and dexterous.
Some sources say that all donkeys
became extinct when he was born. be-
pynuii, 1968. 6.163) who ascended the
throne from the Caliph:Abdullah ibn
Zubayr (Abdulloh ibn Zubayr, the son
of Zubayr ibn Avvom va Asmo binti
Abu Bakr, one of the followers, who got
the prediction of Jannah (Paradise).
At his nine, he narrated thirty-three
of hadiths of prophet Muhammad.
After the assassination of Khusayn, he
came to the political arena to revenge.
Consequently, he achieved allegiance
(bay’at) of Mecca and Medinah.
Because of his reign during 64/683-
73/692 years, Islamic scholars claim
that the Umayyad Caliphs were not the
rulers, but noble men of Shom for those

years) by force [Shakur, Ne545, c.57].
That time, the Khurasan governor was
Abu Muhammad al-Hajjaj (660-714).
According to Tabari, Muhallab signed a
ceasefire with the governors of Kesh in
699/80 and Nasaf'in 701/82, establishing
bilateral relations. The author expounds
on the correspondences conducted by
Mubhallab’s noble man in Tansoxiana:
Khurays ibn Qutb with the governor
of Kesh. These correspondences were
addressed to the captives, and delegated
by ambassadors. However, Khurays
ibn Qutb’s diplomatic mission assessed
by the Arab commander as treachery;
ultimately he ordered to punish him after
his return to Balh. Since Tansoxiana’s
governors activities were not approved
by arab officials, he was forced to
«disassociate» himself from the authority
[Xuzoriy, 2003, c¢.384].

In 701, an important historical
event related to Musa ibn Abdullah took
place. Musa ibn ‘Abdullah, who was the
son of” the Khurasan governor in 663:
Abdullah ibn Khazim ibn Zabyan, was
persecuted by Muhallab. Therefore, he
came to Transoxiana asking for help from
local governors according to father’s
command. Musa ibn Abdullah received
much assistance from the governors of
Bukhara, Samarkand, Kesh and Termez,
and settled down in Termez. The Turkic
governor found out that and intended to
attack him. Forthis purpose, he sent to
Musa ibn Abdullah poison, musk and
wooden arrows through the ambassador
(According to ancient Turkish customs,
poison was a symbol of cruelty, arrow
— war and musk — peace). Musa burnt
poison, spilled the musk, and broke the
arrow in response. The ambassadors
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conveyed the incident to the Turkic
governor, who eventually decided not to
attack. Technically, Musa ibn Abdullah
realized that symbolic message of Turkic
Khan and he replied in the same way.
His response conveyed that he would
not agree about peace, and if the war
broke out, he would burn the enemy like
a fire and break like a wooden arrow
[YarouuéH tapuxwu, 2022, 6.56].

During the realm of Al-Walid
ibn  Abdulmalik  (705/86-715/96)
Abu Muhammad al-Hajjas» authority
in Khurasan and Transoxiana was
handed over to Qutayba ibn Muslim al-
Bakhiliy (705-715) in Hijri 80 [Shakur,
Ne545, ¢.82]. Qutayba ibn Muslim also
traditionally chose to compromise with
the local governors in the administration,
like the other successors. He established
partnerships to strengthen political,
social, and economic ties [Xoldun,
¢.59]. Qutayba ibn Muslim in his early
authoritative years (706/87) sent to
Nizek Tarhan: Badegis ruler (According
to translators of Nizek Tarkhan-Tabari'’s
work, it is not a name, but a position of
the ruler of Jurjan) his official envoy.
An Arab nobleman (Mawlo — one of the
most common word that used in Medieval
times to refer to the teachers, mentors):
Sulaym, went to Nizek Tarhan as an envoy
to deliver the of Qutayba. The purpose
of delegation was to free the Arabs
captured by Nizek Tarhan. The letter was
not written with glittering kind words in
a diplomatic style. On the contrary, it
had a threatening manner to that extent,
even though Nizek Tarhan complained
to Sulaym about the impolite manner of
the govern. It should be highlighted that
military maneuvers in Khurasan were

superior, and that manner was reflected
in diplomatic correspondences as well.
Nizek Tarkhan under the custody visited
Qutayba along with the ambassador
and signed the peace treaty on behalf
of Badghis residents. Khuzari provided
details of that diplomatic visit and how
the Badghis people made a covenant
without accepting Islam [Tabapui,
2012, ¢.281. Paxxabos, 2012, c.46].

The same year, the residents of
Poykand learned about Qutayba ibn
Muslim’s military action and asked
Soghd for help. The Soghdian cavalry
besieges the Arabs Army , enclosed from
all angles , cutting their ties off Khurasan.
As a result of the siege, neither any
representative of Qutayba could leave
that area, nor did the representatives of
Abu Muhammad al-Hajjaj reached him
[Xuzoriy, 2003, ¢.394]. The local people
of Bukhara called Qutayba’s non-Arab
spy named Tanzar, and allocated some
money on condition that Qutayba and his
army would retreat. Tanzan’s activitiy of
that time can be referred as a temporary
delegation. When he went to Qutaybah
ibn Muslim, he requested to talk with
him in private. Everyone left the room,
except Diror ibn Hussain Al-Dabbi, the
closest assistant of Qutayba ibn Muslim.
Qutayba ibn Muslim beheaded Tanzar
during his speech. Then accused him
of hypocrisy at the meeting, and strated
the conquest of Poykand [Myxetannos,
2011, c. 47].

After the conquest of Poykand,
the delegation mission was conducted
to deliver seized stuff to the Caliphate.
That contained precious items equaled
of 155.000 gold value and the official
letter. In return, a gratitude letter was
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sent to the governor of Khurasan.
According to Narshakhi, there were two
diamond stones, which valued as the
most expensive ones among the quarries
[Hapmaxuit, 2011, ¢.51].

During the Arabs military campaign
against  Transoxiana, there were
correspondences  among  Soghdian
tarkhans (governor), the king of Turkic
Khanate, Shosh and Fergana ikhshids
(rulers) to ally the forces [Mcmamnmnoga,

2013, 6.92].
This can be illustrated by
researcher V.A. Livshits scientific

hypothesis. According to him, Soghdian
ambassador: Fatuvar delivered the letter
of Devashtich, the Samarkand governor
to Shash. Devashtich sent Fatuvar as his
representative to delegate his messages to
Turkic King and Fergana Thshid as well.
Livshits notes that the letters delivered
by Fatuvar were written when the Arabs
started to occupy the regions of Fergana
(Ustrushona) [JluBmmm, 1979, c.62-
63]. The letter is regarded as important
official document in Soghdian language
to evince the diplomatic relations of that
time «Attachment 11».

In order to reach the peace treaty
and cooperate with local rulers,
The Khurasan governor organized
diplomatic visits several times. To
illustrate this, we can mention about the
relationship of Qutayba with Soghdian
ruler: Tarkhan (700-710). As Narshahi
alleged, this relationship was achieved
due to the efforts of the ambassador:
Hayyan an-Nabati, well-known as Abu-
Al-Hayyaj. Tarkhan could maintain the
independence through diplomatic ways
by paying tribute of 2000 dirham value.
Narshahi regarded Hayyan an-Nabati’s

mission to Soghdian as a way to avoid
conflicts. While H. Vamberi and Tabari
labelled it as a betrayal. Sources noted
that after a while, Tarkhan and his
supporters were defeated by the Arabs.
Another truce was signed during
712/93 years after the military campaign
against Khorezm. Though Tabari did
not mention Chaghon, he referred him
as a Korezm ruler. Furthermore, he
indicated that the underlying reason of
that diplomatic mission to Qutayba was
the inner conflicts between Chaghon and
his sibling Nurzod (Nurzod is referred
to as «Khurrazady in Tabaris work).
Chaghon revealed Qutayba that Nurzod
was plotting conspiracy in alliance with
Soghdian ruler; and promised to obey
Qutayba in exchange of his captivity.
Qutayba ibn Muslim pretended to lead
the army against Soghd, however settled
with his cavalry in Hazorasp, thus letting
that his target was Khorezm, not Soghd.
Khorezm ruler gather his advisers to
consult. There were debates among the
clerks whether to fight against or sign a
truce, finally ended up with the decision
to sign a peace treaty [Xaldun, c.59].
The same year, there were several
diplomatic visits between Qutayba and
the ruler: Gurak (the person who ruled
over Soghd, during the Arabs conquest
of Transoxiana. He declared himself as
‘thshid of Samarkand’ in 710. The title
‘thshid was replaced by ‘tarkhun’, after
the Arabs occupation). Initially, Qutayba
ibn Muslim led the army against
Samarkand, using the Army forces of
Bukhara and Khorezm. Gurak sent his
ambassador with the letter which was
of this type of message «You are using
my kinship Army against me, if there
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were the Arab cavalry, 1 could face
them to defeat». The Arabs conducted
different campaigns against Samarkand
and ultimately conquered it. After that,
the peace treaty was signed. In honor of
this occasion, Gurak threw a party and
invited Qutayba. At the end of the party.
Gurak pleaded to return Samarkand to
him, but Qutayba refused and insisted
him on leaving Samarkand [cmannosa,
2013, 6.92-93].

Qutayba sent Umar ibn Abdulloh
at-Tamimi to al-Hajjoj to share the news
on occupation of Samarkand. Hajjoj, in
the meantime, sent that delegation to
Damascus. Tabari expounded on that
mission details, basing on the narration
by Abu Zayyal According to this
narration, the ambassador came across
a blind man in the mosque. When that
man found out that Tamimi was the
representative of Khurasan governor, he
vowed for the sake of God, saying «...
You, the people of Khurasan, are the
ones who deprive the Umayyads from
the throne and bring the Damascus down
(Xuzoriy, ¢.392). This prediction came
true in the form of rebel led by Abu
Muslim against the Umayyads dynasty,
which ultimately ended it (4bu Muslim
Khorasani — full name Abu Muslim Abd
al-Rahman ibn Muslim al-Marwazi,
leader of the Abbasid movement in
Khorasan  (128/745-131/748)  was
killed in Baghdad by the Abbasid caliph
Mansur).

After the military campaign against
Shosh and Fergana, there was a crucial
event in the diplomacy history within
713/94 the time frame [Hcmawnona,
2013, 6.93]. This event was the formation
of diplomatic relations between Qutayba

and Chinese Emperor. Qutayba sent his
delegation of 20 ambassadors led by
Hubayra ibn al-Mushamraj al-Qilabi,
according to the invitation of Chinese
Emperor. The ambassador had a warm
reception arranged in an elite manner.
Since that area is beyond the scope of
current research, Tabari’s work can be
referred to, for further details respective
to that delegation [TaGapmii, 2012,
c.108].

Another  significant  diplomatic
delegation occurred in 714, before the
end of life and power of Qutayba. He
sent the ambassador to the new Caliph:
Sulayman ibn Abdulmalik (715/96-
717/99) [Boceopn, 2007, 6.25] with the
mission to deliver three letters: In the
Ist letter he expressed his condolences
on Al Valid’s death, mentioning his
commitments during his realm; 2nd
letter reflected the message of his
obedience to the new Caliph; while 3rd
letter criticized Yazid ibn Muhallab’s
activities [ Xuzoriy, ¢.399].

According to Qutayba’s demand,
the ambassador was to be wit enough
to handle the situation, while handing
in letters. According to case, the
ambassador was supposed to submit the
first letter. When the Caliph handed in
the letter to Mubhallab, he should give
the second one. While Yazid Muhallab
was expected to be reading the second
letter, the ambassador should submit the
third letter to the Caliph: Sulayman ibn
Abdulmalik. The Caliph showed a great
respect to the ambassador after that.
However, Qutayba declared the rebel,
before the ambassador’s return.

Qutayba ibn Muslim dies in 715/96
years and Yazid ibn Muhallab was
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appointed as the governor of Khuroson.
That happened due to the diplomatic
visit of Abdullah ibn al-Akhtam. The
Iraki governor Yazid ibn Muhallab,
targeting at Khurasan, sent two letters
with Abdulloh ibn al-Ahtam to the
Caliph: Sulaymon. One of the letters
depicted political and social life of Irak,
while the Ilatter praised his wisdom
and diplomacy about the ruling over
Khurasan and Irak. Arrived ambassador
had the Caliph’s reception in three days,
according to the special tradition. During
the reception, Sulaymon revealed that he
grew up in Khurosan and consulted with
the ambassador about the candidates of
it. Abdullah ibn al-Akhtam enumerated
some candidates, highlighting Yazid ibn
Muhallab, consequently could bring that
targeted appointment badge for his sake
[Uctopust ar-Tabapu, c.119-120]. So,
the mission was successfully completed.

During 716/98 years, the Khurasan
governor  Yazid  established the
diplomatic relations with Gurgon ruler:
Firuz ibn Kul [Cytoruii, 1946, c.259].
Thus the forces were allied to attack
Sul: the Turkic tribe leader, who was
the danger of Firuz’s government. Yazid
according to Firuz’s advice, sent a letter
to Tabariston’s Ispehped to exploit their
forces in the fight against Sul. Thus, Sul
fell in trap of this military conspiracy
and sent his ambassadors to Yazid ibn
Muhallab to sign a truce. Yazid agreed
about a truce on condition to seize all
precious properties of al-Bukhayra and
Dikhiston regions.

When the Caliph: Umar ibn
Abdulaziz (717/99-720/101) ascended
the throne, Al-Jarrah ibn Abdullah al-
Hakami came to the power in Khurasan

and Tranoxiana. During his reign,
the place so-called al-Huttal, located
on Transoxiana were gained through
diplomatic relations. To convey this
message, a delegation consisting three
ambassadors visited Umar ibn Abdulaziz.
Two of the ambassadors were the Arabs,
while the third one was Muslim Salih
Bin Tarif from the local dabba tribe,
well-known under the nickname: Abu
Said. While two Arab representatives
praised a lot their governor, the Caliph
Umar asked the third ambassador to
provide information about that current
state. The third ambassador complained
about that ruler. Umar needed that kind
of transparent messages. Next time Al
Jarroh along with Abu Mijlaz Lahik
were sent to Khuroson to summon the
real situation of Khurasan. According to
Lahik’s recommendation, the governor
was replaced by Abdurahmon ibn
Nua’ym [An-MyTtonabarty at-Taxuxus,
1976, c.31-32].

The Caliph: Umar ibn Abdulaziz’s
policy in this respect can also be seen
in the example of a young Tranoxianian
ambassador’s visit to his residence.
According to a number of sources
[Myxamman Comuk Myxamman FHOcyd,
2017, 0.54-60], the local people of
Samarkand sent a young man to
Damascus to deliver Umar ibn Abdulaziz
a complaint letter about Qutayba ibn
Muslim. Qutayba was accused to conquer
the city without offering to accept a new
religion or battle. According to the order
of the Caliph, his representative sue a
court and muslim cavalry had to leave
Samarkand. After the Arab army retreat,
the people of Samarkand were converted
to Islam.



HNCIAMTAHY 3EPTTEWIEPI Frutbivu xxypHan
RESEARCH IN ISLAMIC STUDIES Scientific journal

e lae L) cila jal B &gy

NYU

NUR-MUBARAK

77

Ne3 (07) 2025

NS IX

Different conflicts arouse after this
incident according to Tabari, Qutayba
ibn Muslim was killed by the persecutors
in 96/715. Sulayman ibn ‘Abdulmalik
was the Caliph that time. After the death
of Qutaybah, the Caliph appointed
Yazid ibn al-Muhallab to the throne of
Khurasan. Umar ibn ‘Abdul-’Aziz came
to the Caliphate throne in 717. The story
narrated in Muhammad Khuzairi’s work,
sound as follow: «being aware of the
Caliph’s justice and commitment, the
inhabitants of Samarkand wrote a letter
to him, complaining about Samarkand
governor: Sulayman ibn Abu Sarh and
Qutayba. The response letter by Umar
maintained jusctice in that area. Khuzari
mentioned that this happened during the
reign of ‘Umar, and the representative so-
called Jami ibn Hazir questioned Qutayba
in front of the public. Khuzari did not
specify the death year of Qutayba.
Accordingly, he related the occurred time
of incident when Qutayba was alive.

Soghdian documents under
the tag A-14, found in the ‘Mugh’
Mountain reflect the Arab movements
to Transoxiana. The document refers
the Arabs as ‘tazig’, depicts the alliance
against them. Furthermore, among the
document tagged as 1.I in Soghdia ,
there was a letter sent by the Khurasan
governor: Abdurrahman ibn Subh
(Sabbah) to Divashtich in 720-721. The
letter was originally written in Arabic.
But Divachtich had it translated into
Soghdian language. The historical
sources written in the Bactrian language
portray the military campaigns of the
Arabs against Takharistan and Kabul and
the alliances made against them [Paxa-
6o P, 2012, 6.9-10].

After 100/718 years, during the
reign of Yazid II (720/101-724/105)
and Hisham bin Abdulmalik (724/105-
743/125), the context of diplomatic
relations changed radically. Prior to,
the diplomatic relations had a political
context, and now it acquired a religious
significance. At the onset of local people
of Transoxiana against Jizyah (a tax
levied on non-muslim citizens ), the
Caliph: Hisham, his governor in Iraq, as
well as Khurasan governor: Ashras ibn
Abdullah al-Sulami sent consecutive
ambassadors to the indigenous people
to explain the philosophy of Islam. The
delegation led by Abu Sa’yda Solih ibn
Tarif was sent to Bukhara in 729/110, to
illustrate. However, the conflict started
after that event. Most of the people who
converted to Islam were Bukharians.
Even the conversion was justified by
circumcision, after the short time, the
Khurasan governor again imposed
jizyah on those people. The Soghdians
disagreed with this decision, and led
an army against the authority outside
Bukhara. Abu Sa’yda was also among
the rebels. This diplomatic tour took
place in Bukhara according to Tabari,
while Khuzori noted Samarkand as the
venue.

The sources assert that during the
realm of this Caliph, ie in 719 year, the
diplomatic trip to China was carried out,
which was initiated by the Chaganiyan
governor: Tish, whose territory was
regarded as one of the largest provinces
of Takharistan, located on Transoxiana.
In737/119 and 737/119, the ambassadors
on behalf of the noblemen siblings
Khalid and Asad ibn Abdullah visited
the Caliph: Hisham to deliver the good
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news about the attack on Turkic Khanate
and ceased its pressure. The Caliph gave
a warm reception to the ambassadors for
the good news and rewarded them with
gifts.

If the diplomatic activities of
Umayyads are analyzed, it will be evident
that the Abbasids’ campaigns became
intensified during the Hashim period.
Most of the diplomatic trips focused
on that. Over 40 diplomatic visits were
organized to Transoxiana and other
muslim countries , based on the Abbasid’s
propaganda during the Hijri 102, 107,
108, 110, 119, 124, 128, 129, 130, 131
and 132 years, as well as more than 30
correspondences were exchanged. The
purpose of the diplomatic relations to
notify about political privileges and
advantages if the Abu Abbas’ descendants
would come to power.

When Nasr ibn Sa’yar ibn Lays was
appointed as the governor of Kurasan by
the Caliph Hisham during the 738/120
years, the major centers of Transoxiana,
such as Samarkand, Fergana and Shash
were annexed to Ummayad’s territories
again [Hapmaxwuii, 2011, c.62]. The
weakened diplomatic ties due to the
inner conflicts, were revived during Nasr
ibn Sayyar’s power. During his realm,
there were arranged 34 diplomatic visits
and 42 letter-exchanges within Hijri
121-130 years, ranging on issues from
the nomination of governor’s badge
to the accomplishment of the Caliph’s
assignments.

Mu’awiya ibn Abi Sufyan like the
Caliph: Umar governed the Empire
through several bureaucracies, called
divans. The divan, which consisted
correspondences, seals and post offices,

as well as central divan including
secretarial services, undertook a great
role to centralize and regulate political
life of the Caliphate. Other sources
credit the three types of divans' they are
Military divan in Arabia, Tax (Khiroj)
divan in Irak and Postal chancellery (for
letters and seals). Muawiya allocated
the assignments regarding the edition,
transfer and transportation of military-
targeted letters to the Postal chancellery
(divan).

The Umayyad Caliphate conducted
military campaign against Transoxiana
in two phases, in the meantime the
diplomatic relations were accelerated
during the campaigns.The first stage
took place under the reign of the Caliph:
Muawiyah, while the second stage was
attributed to the Caliph: al-Walid’s period.

During the Umayyad Dynasty,
the positions, such as de-facto adviser
(administrative executive) and de-jure
deputy (legislative adviser) emerged in
the governmental structure [3oxunos,
2004, 6.32]. This accounts for the
political-legislative  reinforcement of
diplomatic relations.

The diplomatic activities during
the Umayyads can be classified into
the following groups, according to
the partnership sides, the mission and
outcomes of diplomatic visits:

» The internal relations of Ummayads
(between the Caliph and his noble
governors). This group comprises the
emissary relations and correspondences
between the Umayyad Caliph and his
successors allocated to the certain. The
investigation revealed that there were 621
visits between Hijri 59 and 131 years (The
diplomatic visits were conducted Hijri 59,
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61, 72, 85, 90, 93, 95, 97, 99, 100, 104,
110, 112, 115, 117, 119, 121-132 years),
while 592 times of correspondences were
exchanged from Hijri 72 and 133 years
(The correspondences were conducted
Hijri 72, 85, 95, 97, 100, 104, 112, 117,
119, 121-132).

» The relations between Transoxiana
and Umayyads (between the successors
and local governors of Mawaraannahr).
In the partnership, on the one hand were
the Caliph and his appointed noblemen,
while the other hand local rulers of
Transoxiana. The diplomatic ties were
intitiated by Umayyads, since they
suggested the local governors in prior to
adopt a new religion, or else to negotiate
on military action. The other side was
the initiators of the remaining issues.
The Caliph and his noblemen were not
directly involved as ambassadors, but
their honored representatives or close
relatives were acted on behalf of them.
There were 191 diplomatic trips (7he
diplomatic visits were conducted Hijri 54,
80, 85, 87, 88, 90, 93, 98, 110, 119 years)
and 102 times of message exchange (The
correspondences were conducted Hijri
80, 87, 90, 98, 119 years) between Hijri
59 and 119th years timescale.

» Under the umbrella term of 'Local
authorities' relations' , the interaction
of governors of Transoxiana can be
included. This embraces the peace
treaties, alliances, diplomatic relations
and petitions among the governors
of Sogd, Toharistan, Fergana, Shosh,
Bukhara and Khorezm. Accordint
to Tabari, 5 diplomatic visits within
Hijri 90, 93, and 103 years, as well as
correspondences and official records
of the period between Hijri 85 and 93

could validate our assertion. While
diplomatic relations were established by
official ambassadors, the couriers of less
political importance delivered important
messages as well. The messages were
transferred more than 19 times between
Hijri 85-132. Besides that, over 10 spies
were appointed to control the military
situation of expansions.

During the Umayyad realm,
above 20 peace treaties were signed
between the major cities of Transoxiana
(Bukhara, Samarkand, Termez,
Khorezm, Nasaf, Kesh, Tokariston,
Badgis, Poykand, Romiton, Soghd,
Sijiston, Jurjon, Ushtrushon and Shosh),
while the agreement reached twice
between Nasr ibn Sayyar and Shaybéan,
as well as Ali ibn Judat and Abu Muslim.
Only once Nasr ibn Sa’ayer and Abu
Muslim agreed to fight within 748/130
years. During the last 30 years of the
Umayyads, due to the empowering
the Abbasid propaganda, the envoys’
trips, diplomatic correspondences and
couriers’ activities were intensified..

The study on diplomatic relations
and correspondences of Umayyad
Dynasty with Transoxiana, revealed
that the following issues were organized
during that period: the insurance of
safety and life security; the nomination
of governor’s badge; the delivery of
tributes and getting assigned with new
tasks; the request for military support
and providing military instructions; a
new religion promotion; the advocacy
of the Abbasid teaching; personal
pardon; proposals of political advice on
governing local areas; warnings against
potential dangers; legacy; objections to
ruling policy.
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