AL-HIRA
Some notes on its relations with Arabia

BY

M. J. KISTER

THE RIVALRY between the Persian and Byzantine Empires

over the control of the regions of the Arab Peninsula at the
end of the sixth and the beginning of the seventh century is reflected
in a number of traditions attributed to the Prophet and recorded in
some commentaries of the Qur’dn. Qatada (died 117 AH) ! gives
a description of the sad situation of the Arab population of the
Peninsula before they embraced Islam, commenting on Qur’anm,
VIII, 26: “And remember when you were few and abased in the
land and were fearful that the people (al-nds) would snatch you
away”’ 2. He describes their sorrowful economic situation, their
going astray and their weakness, and states that they were ‘‘con-
fined on a top of a rock between Faris and Ram” (ma‘kifina ‘ala
ra’st hagarin bayna Farisa wa-l-Rami) 3. “The people” (al-nas)
mentioned in the verse of the Qu#’dn are said to refer to Persians
and Byzantines* A hadit reported on the authority of Ibn
‘Abbas (died 68 AH) states that the Prophet interpreted al-nas as

1. See about him IBN HAGAR : Tahkdib al-tahdib, VIII, 355 (Hyderabad
1327 AH); AL-DanaBi: Mizan al-itidal, 111, 385, No. 6864 (ed. AL-B1&GAw1I,
Cairo 1963).

2. Translation of A, J. ARBERRY : The Korvan Interpreted, p. 172 (London
1964).

3. AL-SuvOTi, al-Dury al-mantuy, 111, 177 (Cairo 1314 AH); TABARI’s
Tafsiv, XII1, 478 (ed. Mahmad Muh. SAkIR and Ahmad Muk. SAkiIR, Cairo
1958) contains the comment of Qatdda, but the mentioned phrase is inserted
by the Editors with variants: “between the two lions (asadayni) Farvis and
Riam” and “‘mak“@mina’’ instead of “mackifina’; AL-SAWKANI, Fath al-
Qadiv, 11, 287 (Cairo 1932—but the phrase is omitted); IBN KATIR, Tafsir,
III, 303 (Beirut 1966—the phrase is omitted); AL-SAMARQANDI, Tafsiv, Ms.
Chester Beatty, I, f. 252b (kan#@ bayna asadayni bayna Qaysarva wa-Kisrd).

4. AL-SUYOTI, op. cit., ib.; AL-TABARI, op. cif., ib.—but al-Tabarl prefers
another interpretation, according to which “al-nds” refers to Qurays, ib.
P- 379; AL-FAYROZABADI, Tanwiy al-miqbds, p. 138 (Cairo 1290 AH) records
that al-nds refers to Qurays; AL-SAMARQANDI, 0p. cit., ib.: al-nas refers to
Persians, Byzantines and ‘““4rab” who dwelt around Mecca; AL-BavDAwi,
Tafstr, 1, 183 (Cairo 1355 AH) ... wa-qila li-I-*‘Avabi kaffatan fa-innahum
kani adill@a fi aydi Farvisa wa-l-Riwmi.
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referring to Persians . Whatever the interpretation of the phrase
in the verse discussed above, these early commentaries seem to
mirror the apprehensions felt by the people of the Peninsula
concerning the power of the two rival Empires and to bring out the
impact of this rivalry on the life of the communities in the Peninsula.

The struggle between the two Empires, in which the two vassal-
kingdoms of al-Hira and Gassin took active part, was closely
watched by the unbelievers and Muslims in the different stages of
their context. According to the commentaries on Qur’an, XXX,
1-2, the sympathies of the unbelievers of Mecca were with Persia
whereas the Muslim community inclined towards the Byzantines 2.
The victories of the Byzantines, it is stressed, coincided with the
victories of the Prophet 8,

The efforts of Persia to gain control over the region of al-Higaz
were noticed by R. RuZi¢ka, who assumed that the waning of the
influence of Tamim and the rise of the influence of Gatafan were
caused by the action of Persian policy performed through the
medium of the Lahmid kingdom in order to get a foothold in this
region 4.

A tradition recorded by Ibn Sa‘id in his Na$wat al-farad 3 reports

1. AL-SUYOTI, 0p. cit., ib; but in TABARI’s Tafsir, p. 478 the comment is
attributed to Wahb b. Munabbih.

2. AL-TABARI, op. cit., XXI, 16 (Cairo 1954, printed by Mustafd al-Babi
AL-HALABY); AL-QURTUBI, al-Gami® li-ahkam al-Qur’an, XIV, 1 seq. (Cairo
1945); IBN KATIR, op. cit., V, 342-43; ABT Nu‘avym: Dal@’l al-nubuwwa,
p- 296 (Hyderabad 1950); ABO HavvaN: Tafsiv al-Bahr al-Muhif, VII, 161
(Cairo 1328 AH); ABG L-MAHASIN YUSUF B. MUSA AL-HANAFI, al-Mu“asar
min al-muptasar, 11, 189-190 (Hyderabad 1362 AH); and see M. HARTMANN,
Dey Islamische Ovient, I1 (Die arabische Frage), pp. 50-51, 511-514 (Leipzig
1909); R. BLACHERE, Le Coran, 1, 418-20 (Paris 1920); MuH. HAMIDULLAH,
Le Prophéte de UI'Islam, 1, 18 (Paris 1959).

3. AL-QURTUBI, 0p. cit., X1V, 1-5; AL-TABARI, op. cit., XXI, 16seq.; IBN
KAaTIR, 0p. cit., V, 348; of interest is a record reported by al-Qurtubi: when
the tidings of the victory of the Byzantines arrived many people embraced
Islam, op. cit., X1V, 2; and see F. ALTHEIM and R. STIEHL: Finanzgeschichte
dev Spdtantike, pp. 158-60 (Frankfurt am Main 1957).

4. R. Rbz1éka: Duraid b. as-Stmma, 1, 55 (Praha 1930): “Zda se, & v
zaniknuti nadvlady Tamimoveu a v previadnuti vlivu Gatafanovcu tFeba
spatfovati ulinky politiky perské, jef se snafila postvednictvim politicky
viadnouti” . . . [''Il semble qu’il faille voir dans la disparition de la prépondé-
rance de Tamim et la montée de celle de Gatafan les effets de la politique
perse, qui s’efforgait d’assurer sa domination en mettant en ceuvre de petits
moyens” (N.D.L.RJ)].

5. Ms. Tibingen, f. 96 v. (See F. TRUMMETER, Ibn Sa‘id’s Geschichte dey
vorislamischen Arvaber, Stuttgart 1928; and see G. PoTIRON: Un polygraphe
andalon du XI1II1¢ Siécle, in Avabica 1966, p. 164).
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an interesting attempt of Persia to cast its power over Mecca. When
Qubad embraced the faith of Mazdak * and deposed the Banii Nasr
who refused to accept it, al-Harit al-Kindi followed suit. Qubad,
the story relates, ordered al-Harit to impose this faith on the Arabs
of Nagd and Tihama 2. When these tidings reached Mecca some
people embraced the faith of Mazdak (fa-minhum man tazandaqa)
and when Islam appeared there was a group (scil. in Mecca-K.) of
people who were indicated as former Mazdakites 3. There were
however people who refrained from embracing this faith. Among
them was ‘Abd Manif, who gathered his people and stated that
he would not abandon the religion of Isma‘il and Abraham and
follow a religion imposed by the sword. When al-Harit came to
know about it he reported it to Qubad. Qubad ordered him to rush
upon Mecca, to destroy the Ka‘ba, to kill ‘Abd Manaf and to
abolish the leadership of the Banii Qusayy 4. Al-Harit was not
willing to comply with the order; because of his partisanship of the
Arabs he prevented Qubad from it and Qubad was busy with other
people than Qurays 5. The tendency of this tradition is obvious:
it tries to lay a heavy stress on the behaviour of ‘Abd Manif who
remained faithful to the religion of Qurays, the din Isma‘il. The
tradition may be spurious, but it points to the contacts which seem
to have existed between al-Hira and Mecca.

Ibn Hurdadbeh in his Kitab al-masalik wa-l-mamalik ® records
a tradition according to which the marzubin al-badiya appointed
an ‘@mil on al-Madina, who collected the taxes. The Qurayza and
the Nadir—says the tradition—were kings who were appointed by
them on al-Madina, upon the Aws and the Hazrag. A verse to this
effect by an Ansari poet is quoted. It says:

1. fi zamani Qubada sultani 1-Fursi llad? tazandaqa wa-ttaba‘a madhaba
Mazdaga.

2. wa-amara l-Harita an ya*huda ahla Nagdin wa-Tihamata bi-dalika.

3. See GawaDp ‘ALi, Ta%ik al-*Avab qabla I-Islam, VI, 287-88 (Baghdad
1957); he assumes that these “zan@diga’ of Quray$ embraced the mafisiyya;
this passage of Naswat al-tarab seems to give a mew interpretation of the
well known tradition about the “zandaga’ of some Qurays. And see the list
of these “zanddiga’ of Quray$ in IBN HABIB’s al-Muhabbar, p. 161 (ed. Ilse
LicHTENSTADTER, Hyderabad 1942).

4. “fa-amarvahu an yanhada il@d Makkata wa-yahdima l-bayta wa-yanhara
Abda Mandfin wa-yuzila vi’dsata bani Qusayyin’.

5. “fa~kariha dalika al-Haritu wa-dahalathu hamiyyatun li-l-<Avabi fa-
dara’a ‘anhum wa-sugila Qubadu bi-gayvihim’,

6. p. 128 (ed. de Goeje, Leiden 1889).

ARranica XV I0
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“You pay the tax after the tax of Kisra: and the tax of Qurayza
and Nadir’ !, Yaqait quotes the tradition that the Qurayza and
Nadir were kings driven out by the Aws and Hazrag; the Aws and
Hazrag used formerly to pay tax to the Jews 2,

W. Caskel doubts whether Ibn Hurdidbeh had had another
source than this verse of one of the Ansar3. Caskel’s assumption can
however hardly be accepted. The record given by Ibn Hurdadbeh
and Yaqiit seems to be based on a separate tradition to which the
verse was attached. This verse attributed here to an Ansari poet
occurs in the well-known poem of Ibn Bugayla; in the poem this
verse has quite a different connotation %

This tradition was discussed by H. Z. Hirschberg in his Y7srael
be-‘Arav 5. Hirschberg does not accept the tradition as valid,
arguing that this report is not confirmed by another independent
source. He maintains that the people of al-Madina were free (bne:
horin) with regard to Persia and Byzantium. It is not plausible—
argues Hirschberg—that the ‘@msl of the marzuban of Hagar, whose
power was so weak in Bahrayn, could have levied taxes in the
North of Higaz.

Altheim and Stiehl consider the tradition sound. The ‘@il of al-
Madina represented the king of al-Hira, on his side stood the
“kings” of Qurayza and Nadir. This state of affairs—according to
Altheim-Stiehl—could endure as long as the Jewish tribes dominat-
ed the immigrant Aws and Hazrag, i.e. till the middle of the sixth
century. How things went on later with the Sassanid ‘@msil is
unknown—state the authors 8.

1. “Tw’addi l-pavga ba‘da pardagi Kisra: wa-pharin min Qurayzata wa-I-
Nadiri”’.

“Min Qurayzata” would mean ‘““for Qurayza’’. The variant given in
YaQUr's Mu‘fam al-buldan, IV, 460 is “wa-hardi bani Qurayzata wa-l-
Nadiwri”,

2. YAQUT, op. cit.,, ib.; and see ALTHEIM-STIEHL, op. cif., p. 150, 1. 4-5.

3. F. ALteEIM-R. STIEHL, 0p. cit., p. 149, n. 63.

4. See the poem AL-TABARI, Ta’vih, 1, 2042 ; AL-MasODI, Murag, I, 221-222
(ed. BARBIER DE MEYNARD, Paris 1861). A significant variant is given in
ABU L-BaQA”s al-Managib al-Mazyadiyya, f. 34b (Ms. Br. Mus.): “ka-pargi
bani-Qurayzata’”. Aba 1-Baqa® states that ‘Abd al-Masih composed this
poem eulogising al-Nu‘man, his son and his grandfather and wailing them
after Halid b. al-Walid ‘“‘imposed (scil. upon his people—K.) the gizya”
(lamma zahara I-Islamu wa-davaba Halidu bnu I-Walidi I-§izyata).

5. P. 122, n. 99, Tel-Aviv 1946; in this note an additional reference is given:
AL-SAMHUDI, Waf@> al-wafa, 11, 269 (quoted from Ibn Hurdadbeh, but
without the verse).

6. Op. cit., pp. 149-150.
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Altheim-Stiehl are probably right in their assumption. A signi-
ficant record of Ibn Sa‘id in his Na$wat al-tarab gives important
details about the continuity of the Sassanid control of al-Madina
after the Jewish domination had come to an end.

Ibn Sa‘id reports that battles often took place between the two
fighting groups (i.e. the Jews, Aws and Hazrag) ! and no rule was
imposed on them until ‘Amr b. al-Itndba al-Hazragi entered the
court of al-Nu‘man b. al-Mundir, the king of al-Hira and was
appointed by him (as king) on al-Madina 2.

In another passage Ibn Sa‘id furnishes us with further details
about this event. The author records that ‘Amr b. al-Itnaba was
appointed by al-Nu‘min b. al-Mundir as king of al-Madina. The
father of Hassan b. Tabit composed satirical verses about ‘Amr
and said:

“Alikni 11& I-Nu‘mani qawlan mahadtuhn:
wa-fi l-nushs li-l-albabi yawman dal@’tlu
Ba‘atta ilaynd ba‘dand wa-hwa ahmaqun:
fa-ya laytahit min gayrind wa-hwa ‘aqilu’
“Convey from me to al-Nu‘man a word which
[1 said truthfully
for in good advise minds will have some day
[indications
You sent to us one from us—but he is a fool;
Lo! Would that he were from an alien people

[and be a wise man’’ 3.

Our knowledge of the life of ‘Amr b. al-Itniba is meagre. ‘Amr b,
‘Amir b. Zayd Manat b. Malik b. Ta‘laba b. Ka‘b b. al-Hazrag is
a well known poet often quoted in literary anthologies 4. He is

1. See the interpretation of Hirschberg about the continuous penetration
of the Bedouins and their raids against the Jewish population, op. cit.,
127 ult., 128 sup.

2. NaSwat al-tavab, f. 55 v., inf.: “illa annahu kanati l-harbu kativan ma
taqa‘u bayna I-farigayni wa-lam yastagim lahum an yastabidda bikim malikun
ild an dahala il@a I-Nu‘mani bni I-Mundivi maliki I-Hivati “Amyu bnu
I-Itnabati al-Hazrafiyyu fa-mallakahu <ald I-Madinati’’.

3. ib., f. 57 v.: wa-min $ivihi fi “Awmri bni I-Itnabati I-Hazrafiyyi lamma
mallakahu I-Nu*manu bnu I-Mundivi ald@ I-Madinati: alikni—etc.

4. IBN Hazm, Gamharat ansab al-<Avab, p. 345, 1. 17 (ed. LEVI-PROVENGAL,
Cairo 1948); SADR AL-DIN, al-Hamasa al-Basriyya, 1, 3 (see the references
supplied by the editor, MugTAR AL-DIN AumaDp, Hyderabad 1964); aAr-
‘ASKARI, al-Magsuin, p. 136 (see the references given by the editor ¢Abd al-
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described as ‘“‘the most honoured of the Hazrag” 1, as the “best
horseman of his people’ 2, as a “king of al-Higaz”’ 3. The opinion
of W. Caskel that the story of the meeting of ‘Amr b. al-Itnaba with
al-Harit b. Zalim is of legendary character 4 seems to be sound. It
is however noteworthy that Abd ‘Ubayda stresses in his record that
‘Amr b. al-Itniba was a friend of Hilid b. Ga‘far, the leader of the
Kilab, who was in close contact with the ruler of al-Hira and who
was murdered by al-Harit b. Zalim % at the court of al-Nu‘man.
The names of the persons mentioned in the stories about ‘Amr b.
al-Itniba © like al-Harit b. Zalim, Zayd al-Hayl ?, Halid b. Ga‘far,
al-Nu‘man b. al-Mundir, help us to fix the time of his life as the
second half of the sixth century.

The tradition about the appointment of ‘Amr as a “king”’, which
meant in fact as a representative of al-Hira and a collector of the
taxes on al-Madina, by al-Nu‘min seems authentic. Invention can
hardly be suspected as there were no prominent men among the
descendents of ‘Amr who would have been interested to boast of
this appointment. The two verses of Tabit, the father of Hassan,
confirm the authenticity of the story, which is thus complementary

Salam HARON, Kuweit 1960) ; IBN AL-SAGART, al-Hamasa, p. 112 (Hyderabad
1345 AH); IBN HaBIB, Man nusiba ila ummihi min al-$u‘ara® (Nawadiv al-
maptitat, I, 95, 201—ed. ‘Abd al-Salam HARON, Cairo 1951); AL-MUBARRAD,
al-Kamil, 1, 89, IV, 68 (ed. Muh. Abu 1-Fadl IBrAmim, Cairo 1956); L.4.,
s.v. inb; S. M. HusAaIN, Early Avabic Odes, p. 42-44 (Ar. text; and see the
references of the Editor; and see pp. 41-42 of the English text—Dacca 1938).
One of the descendants of ‘Amr b. al-Itndba was Qaraza b. Ka‘b b. ‘Amr,
a Companion of the Prophet. See IBN Hazm, op. cif., ib.; and see about
Qaraza IBN HaGaRr: al-Isaba, V, 236, No. 7092; IBN Sa‘p, Tabagat, VI, 17
(Beirut 1957); AL-MINQARI, Wag‘at Siffin, p. 17 (ed. “‘Abd al-Salam HARDON,
Cairo 1387 AH).

I. AL-MARzZUBANT, Mu‘¥am al-Su‘ar@, p. 203 (ed. F. KrRENKOw, Cairo
1354 AH).

2. IBN DURAYD, al-I$tigaq, p. 453 (ed. *Abd al-Salam HARGTN, Cairo 1958).

3. al-Agani, X, 28.

4. W. CASKEL, Gamharat an-Nasab, das genealogische Werk des Hisam b.
Muh. al-Kalbi, 11, 170 (Leiden 1966).

5. Agani, X, 28; about the murder of Halid b. Ga‘far see Agani, X, 16;
Ien HaBIB, al-Muhabbar, p. 193; idem, Asmad@’ al-mugtalina min al-asvaf
(Nawadiv al-mahtitat, 11, 134-135, ed. ‘Abd al-Salim HARON, Cairo 1954);
IBN AL-ATIR, al-Kawal, I, 338-39 (ed. ‘Abd al-Wahhab AL-NaGGAR, Cairo
1348 AH).

6. In the record of the battle of Fari¢ (IBN AL-ATIR: al-Kamil, I, 409-410)
the leader of the Hazrag is ‘“‘Amir b. al-Itndba”, which seems to be an
erroneous reading for “‘Amr b. al-Itndba. (The verses are by ‘Amr b. al-
Itnaba).

7. Agani, XVI, 53.
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to the tradition recorded by Ibn Hurdiadbeh and attests the
continuity of the Persian control over al-Madina during the second
part of the sixth century.

In order to secure the domination of al-Hira the loyalty of the
tribes was essential. Some formations of the tribes fought on the
side of the military units of al-Hira, tribal chiefs had to guarantee
the security of the caravans sent by the rulers of al-Hira which
passed in their territory, rebellious chiefs had to be tamed and trade
had to be made safe.

In order to secure the loyalty and co-operation of the chief of the
tribe some prerogatives of the ruler were ceded to him. In this way
the 7iddfa was created. The Ridf sat—according to tradition—in
the court of the king, on his right hand, rode with the king, got a
fourth of the spoils and booty of the raids gained by the king and
received some payment from the king's subjects®. The ridfs are
said to have had at the court the position of the wazirs in the
Islamic period 2. At the court of al-Hira the clan of Yarbd“ of
Tamim had the privilege of the »iddfa. Chamberlains, arddf, of the
kings, are mentioned as well in the tribe of Dabba 3, in the clan of
Taym 4, in the clan of Sadiis (of Sayban) 5 and in the tribe of
Taglib 6. The institution of the 7idf is often mentioned in ancient
poetry. The Banii Yarb@i‘ of Tamim boasted that they were the
ardaf of the kings of al-Hira.

1. al-Naga’id, pp. 66, 299, 809 (ed. BEvaN, Leiden 1905); AL-BALADURI,
Ansdb al-asraf, ms., . 992 b; aL-Kurusl, Fawai al-wafayat, 11, 626 (ed.
Muh. Muhyi al-Din aL-HATIB, Cairo 1951).

2. L. 4., s.v. “gsv”’; KuTAaYYIR “Azza, Diwan, 11, 49 (ed. Henri PEREs,
Alger-Paris 1930); and see RoTHSTEIN, Die Dynastie der Lahmiden, p. 133.

3. IBN AL-KALBY, Gamhara, ms. f. 114 b; AL-BALADURI, Ansdb, ms. f. 952
(Hulayla—or Gulayla—b. Tabit b. <Abd al-<Uzza).

4. AL-BALADURI, op. cit., f. 933 b (The Bana Sihab).

5. IBN DURAYD, al-I$tiqaq, p. 352. IBN QuTAYBA, al-Ma‘arif, p. 45 (Cairo
1935); they were the ardaf of Kinda; and see ROTHSTEIN, op. cif., ib,, n. 2;
and see the verse of LABID “‘wa-avdafu l-mulitki Suhiidu”’ in his Diwan, p. 35
(ed. I. ‘ABBAs, Kuwait 1962); L. ‘4., s.v. “‘vdf”; AL-Ta‘ArL1BI, Timar al-
qulib, p. 144 (Cairo 1908); YAQUT, al-Buldan, s.v. Ufaqa; Naqa’d, p. 299;
ABU ‘UBaypa, Magdz al-Qur’an, 1, 315 (ed. Fu’ad SezaIN, Cairo 1955); for
the riddfa of Milik b. Nuwayra, see NOLDEKE, Beitrdige 2ur Kenniniss dev
Poesie der alten Araber, pp. 126-27 (Hanover 1864); and compare the saying
of Wa’il b. Hugr al-Hadrami to Mu‘awiya: “Ma adunnu ‘alayka bi-hadihi
I-naqati, wa-lakin lasta min ardafi l-mulithi wa-akvahu an u‘ayyava bika’—
AL-TABARANI, al-Mufam al-sagiv, p. 242 (Delhi 1311 AH); IBN KATIR, al-Sira
al-nabawiyya, IV, 154-55 (ed. Mustafd ‘ABD AL-WAHID, Cairo 1966).

6. Mus. B. HaBiB, al-Muhabbar, p. 204.
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These socio-political conditions of the second part of the sixth
century gave rise to another institution, that of the Dawi I-gkal.
Ibn Habib defines the Daw I-akal as follows: ““The Dawi I-akil are
from Wa’il; they are the noble among them. The king used to
grant them fiefs” *. A description of these Dawii I-Gkal, stressing
their social position, is given by al-Aa:

“Around me are the men of the fiefs of Wa’il
like the night (i.e. numerous), nomads and sedentary.
(Men) feeding on meat (i.e. the needy and the
[hungry—XK.) in winter
and obliging the gambler of maysir to care for food
[(of the poor)” 2.

Further the Dawdi [-akal are mentioned in another verse of al-
A <4 in which the people of the dkal are depicted as noble men
serving the army of the king of al-Hira.

“Your army is the inherited one, the excellent of
[the chiefs
The people of the leathern tents and the fiefs” 3.

Ibn Habib shows a clear line between the tribes whose chiefs
co-operated with Persia or with the rulers of al-Hira and were
granted fiefs as a reward and the tribes who pursued a policy of
independence towards al-Hira. As to Mudar—states Ibn Habib—
they were lagah. They did not submit to the obedience of the kings
(la yadinima li-l-mulitki) except some clans of Tamim, namely
those whose abode was Yamama and the adjacent regions™ ¢.

The case of fiefs granted by the rulers of al-Hira to the loyal
chiefs is well illustrated by the story of Qays b. Mas‘@id al-Saybani.

1. Op. cit., p. 253; and see AL-MaRzUQI, al-Azmina wa-l-amkina, II, 191
(Hyderabad 1332 AH).

2. AL-A%A, Diwan, XVIII, 48-49 (p. 107)—ed. R. GEYER, London 1928:

“Hawli dawi I-akali min Wa*ilin:
ka-l-layli min badin wa-min hadivi

Al-mutimi l-lahma idad ma $ataw
wa-l-gacili l-qita ald l-ydasivi”.

3. AL-A%A, op. cit., 1, 56 (p. 11) “Gunduka l-talidu l-atigu min al-sadati
ahla l-qibabi wa-l-akali” ; and see commentary: “al-t@vifu l-talidu”. AL-BAKRI,
Sim¢ al-la*ali, p. 269 (ed. MayMaNi, Cairo 1936); but see aL-ZawzANi, Nayl
al-arab, p. 185 (Cairo 1328 AH): gunduka l-talidu I-favifu min al-garati ahlu
l-hibati wa-l-ukali. The expression ‘‘people of leathern tents” denotes their
high position in the tribe.

4. Al-Muhabbar, p. 253.
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Qays b. Mas‘ad was granted the lands of Taff Ubulla by Khusrau II
Parwez (after the death of al-Nu‘man III) against a guarantee that
Bakr b. W2a’il would refrain from raiding the territory of the
Sawiad 1. Contrary to Sayban the Mudar were independent. And it
is noteworthy that one of the strongest tribes of the federation of
Mudar was Tamim 2.

Traditions of some importance about the relations between al-
Hira and the tribes are recorded by Abil 1-Baqa’. Discussing the
position of the kings of al-Hira Abii 1-Baqa’ remarks that the
Bedouins (al-<Arab), being used to blowing up things and to
exaggerate, used to call the rulers of al-Hira “kings’’. The Chosroes
of Persia—states Abll 1-Baqa’>—granted the rulers of al-Hira some
territories as fiefs and as assistance for them in their governorship
(scil. on behalf of the kings of Persia—K.). They collected the taxes
of these territories and used them for their expenses. They bestowed
from it presents on some of their own people and on people (of the
Bedouins—K.) whom they blandished and tried to win over.
Sometimes they granted them localities from the fiefs presented
to them 3.

Abt 1-Baqad’ points out that these fiefs granted by the Persian
rulers were restricted to the border-lands in the vicinity of al-Hira.
The rulers of al-Hira could not trespass these lands, because the
territories (of Persia) belonged to the Dihqans, who vied among
themselves for their possession. Abii 1-Baqa’ remarks that the fiefs
granted by the kings of al-Hira were very meagre in comparison
with the flourishing state of the country.

Of some interest is the passage in which Abf 1-Baqa’ records

1. Al-Agani, XX, 132: “fa-wafada Qaysu bnu Masddin ila Kisva fa-
sa’alahu an yag‘ala lahuw uklan wa-tu‘matan ‘ald an yadmana lahu ‘ald
Bakvi bni Wailin an 1a yadpuld I-Sawdda wa-la yufsida fiki; fa-aqta‘ahu
I-Ubullata wa-ma walahd”; and see ROTHSTEIN, op. cit., p. 122; E. BRAUN-
LICH, Bistam b. Qais, pp. 12, 30-33 (Leipzig 1923); W. CaskEL, al-43, in
EI?; W. CAskEL, Gamharat an-Nasab, 11, 461.

2. Comp. ABU ZAYD, al-Nawadir, p. 61 (ed. Sa‘id ArL-SArTONI, Beirut
1894):

“Fa-inna bayta Tamimim di samita bihi:
fihi tanammat wa-avsat “izzah@d Mudaru

3. ABU L-BaQA?, al-Manaqib, ms. f. 145a: ‘... wa-innama kanat al-
Akasivatu tugti ‘uhum mawadi‘a minhu mu‘ayyanatan, musammatan, tag‘aluha
atimatan lahum wa-ma‘anatan ala ‘amalikim. Wa-kani yagtabina havagaha
fa-ya’kultinahu wa-yutimina minku wman $3°% min aklihim wa-man kani
yusani‘inahu wa-yastamilanahu wmin al-Avabi. Wa-rubbama aqta‘ihum
aydan quvan win gumlati igta<ihim . ...
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details about the amount of taxes collected by al-Nu‘mian from the
fiefs granted to him by the Persian king !: “‘the sum of (the taxes
collected from) the fiefs given by Kisra to al-Nu‘man was 100,000
dirham. In some of the books of al-Hira it was mentioned, that the
lands given by Kisra as fief were the rustdq of Saylahin, Qata’i¢ bani
Talha and Sandm Tibaq. This I have seen (i.e. read it) in a book”.

The author identifies the names of the localities mentioned with
names current in his time. They were located in the region of al-
Nagaf. The sum of the tax collected was a mere 100,000 dirhams,
notwithstanding—as Abf 1-Baqa’ points out—the fertility of the
lands, which yielded a yearly average of 30,000 karr in addition
to fruits and other produce 2.

Al-Nu‘man granted some of these lands to some important
persons. Sawad b. ‘Adiyy (from Tamim) was granted a place which
was named after him ‘‘al-Sawadiyya” 3. ‘Abd Hind b. Nugam al-
Iyadi got al-Husis %

When Khusrau II Parvez appointed Iyas b. Qabisa as ruler over
al-Hira he granted him ‘Ayn Tamr and eighty villages located on
the border of the Sawad. Iyas b. Qabisa granted Aqsas as a fief to
Malik b. Qays and the place was later known as Aqsas Malik %.

The interrelation between the rulers of al-Hira and the friendly
chiefs of the tribes is defined by Aba 1-Baga’ as follows: “They

1. ABT L-BAQA?, op. cit.,, ib.: "wa-Rana qadru iqta< I-Nu‘mani min Kisrd
mai’ata alfi divhamin. Dukiva fi ba‘di kutubi I-Hivati anna Uadi Rdna Kisva
agta‘a I-Numana min al-biladi yustaqu al-Saylahin wa-Qata*i‘u bani Talhata
wa-Sandmu Tibagin. Kadd ra’aytu fi nushatin’’. For the Qata’i¢ Bani Talha
see YAQUT, al-Buldan, s.v. Nadastag. And see op. cit., s.v. Sanam; and see
AL-BAKRI, Mu¢am, s.v. Safawan and Sanam.

2. ABU 1-BaQA>, op. cit., f. 145b: “fa-kana haragu dalika yugba li-I-
Nu‘mani fi kulli sanatin mi’ata alfi dirvhamin; hada ma dukiva ‘ala “izami
wiifaihi li-ahlihi wa-katvati mustagallihi li-mullakihi; wa-dukiva annahu 1a
yuafu fi l-ardi barviyyatun aktaru rvay‘an wa-la ahaffu havafan wa-la
aqally ma’inatan minha wa-annahd Ranat tugilly li-ahliha fi kulli sanatin
talatina alfa kavvin hintatan bi-l-mu‘addal siwd gayrihd min al-gallati wa-l-
tamarati wa-sa’iri l-a$ya’i.

3. See YAQUT, op. cit., s.v. al-Sawddiyya and al-Sawariyya.

4. See YAQUT, op. cit., s.v. al-Husiis; this ‘Abd Hind is said to have been
a friend of <Adiyy b. Zayd. (ABG L-BaQA?, op. cit., f. 146 a; and see the
Diwan of ‘Apivy B. ZAYD, p. 68 (ed. Muh. Gabbar aL-Mu‘aveip, Bagdad
1965). From his descendants is said to have been the judge Abi Du’ad
al-Iyadi. (ABT L-BaQA?, op. cit., f. 146 a).

5. ABU L-BAQA?, op cit.., 145 b.; see YAQUT, op. cit., s.v. Agsas, where
the pedigree of Milik is given as follows: Malik b, ‘Abd Hind b, Nugam b.
Mana‘a (but the story of the grant is not mentioned).
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had governors on the borders of the country from al-‘Iraq till al-
Bahrayn. Each of these governors ruled the Bedouins under his
protection in the same way’’ 1.

But the kings of al-FHira themselves were in fact merely governors
on behalf of the Akasira 2. The Bedouins did not submit to their
obedience. Only clans and tribes dwelling in territories under the
control of the rulers of al-Hira were compelled to submit and to
pay some taxes (itdwa) as they dwelt in their territory. These tribes
virtually feared to be crushed by their military forces. When the
tribe departed and left the territory, thus being beyond the reach
of the rulers of al-Hira, it became unapproachable (imtana‘d).
“‘Obedience—maintains Abii 1-Baqa’—did not mean for the tribes
more than to refrain from raiding the Sawdd and the border
territories’ 3.

Tribes could thus be divided—according to the classification of
Abii 1-Baqa’>—into three groups: a) The independent tribes, lagih ¢,
who raided the territory of the rulers of al-Hira and were raided
by them, b) tribes who concluded pacts with the rulers of al-Hira
on certain terms, and c) tribes who pastured in the vicinity of
al-Hira and were obedient to the rulers of al-Hira. But even these
tribes were blandished by the rulers of al-Hira, who tried to win
their hearts. The nearest neighbours of al-Hira were Rabi‘a and
Tamim ®. For the expression lagah Abi 1-Baqa’ quotes the verses

1. ABU L-BAQA>, op. cit., . 100 a: “‘wa-kana lahum ‘ummalun ‘ald atrafi
l-biladi min al-‘Ivagqi il@ l-Bahvayni hakama kullu wahkidin minhum ma‘a

2. Comp. Naga@’d, p. 299: “wa-kanit ‘ummala l-akasivati”; AL-YA‘QUBI,
Ta>vih, 1, 184 (al-Nagaf 1964).

3. ABU L-Bag@A?, op. cit., f, g9 b.

4. See L. ‘4. s.v. Igh; and see AL-GAHIz, Magmii‘at al-vasa’l, p. 59 (Fahr
al-Sadan ‘ala 1-bidan, Cairo 1324 AH): “fa-l-lagahu l-baladu lladi 1d yuw’addi
i@ l-mulitki l-urbana, wa-l-urbanu huwa I-haragu wa-huwa l-itdwatu’ ; in the
new edition of ‘Abd al-Salam HARON, I, 187 (Rasal al-Gahkiz, Cairo 1964)
the word is read “aryan’’; and see NOLDEKE, Delectus, p. 42, 1. 14.

5. ABU L-BAQA?, op. cit., f. 121 b: “wa-amma haddu “izzikim fi 1-<Avabi
Uadina kana fi l-taqdivi vi‘@ya lahum wa-lahum ismu I-mulki ‘alayhim fa-qad
taqaddama dikvu kawnikim ma‘ahum ‘ala tabaqatin talatin: al-laqahi ladina
kanit yugdzanahum wa-ahli I-hudnati Uadina kanu yuahidinahum wa-
yuwatigunahum, wa-hadihi mumatalatum wa-musadwdatum wmin ahli hatayni
l-manzilatayni li-l-mulithi, hum wa-iyyahum <ald haddi sawa’in. Wa-amma
I-tabaqatu l-talitatu fa-humu ladina kanu yadiniina lahum fa-kRani fi aktari
zamanihim aydan yusaniuna ahla hadihi l-manzilati istimalatan lahum wa-
taqawwiyan bikim ‘ald man siwdhum hattd anna l-malika kana yakinu
ma‘ahum Ra-l-muwalld ‘alayhi; wa-kana aqraba 1-<Avabi minhum darvan
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of ‘Amr b. Hawt al-Riyahi! and the saying of Abli Zam‘a al-
Aswad b. al-Muttalib b. Asad when he opposed the crowning of
‘Utman b. al-Huwayrit as ‘king” of Mecca on behalf of the
Byzantine ruler 2.

As Lagah the author mentions Asad b. Huzayma and Gatafan.
They were independent in their relations with the kings of al-Hira.
Only few of them visited the court of al-Hira as merchants, relatives
or visitors 3.

To the second group of tribes belonged Sulaym and Hawazin.
“Sulaym and Hawazin—reports Abii 1-Baga’—used to conclude
pacts with the kings of al-Hira. They (nevertheless) were not
submissive to them. They used to take their merchandise for them
and to sell it at ‘Ukaz and in other markets. Thus they got (in these
relations) profits with them. Sometimes an individual or a group of
them came to the king (of al-Hira), took parts in his raids and
shared with him (i.e. with the king) some spoils. Then they (i.e. the
people of the tribe) departed. The caravans of the kings with their
goods could only enter Nagd and go beyond Nagd with the escort
of men of the tribes %.

This passage may shed some light on the battles of al-Figar
caused by the murder of ‘Urwa al-Rahhal (from ‘Amir) by al-
Barrad (from Kinana) 5.

The changing relations between the kings of al-Hira and the
chiefs of the tribes are reflected in the story of Hubayra b. ‘Amir
b. Salama al-Qu3ayri of the ‘Amir b. Sa‘sa‘a and his son Qurra b.

Rabi‘atu wa-Tamimun. By Tamim—of course—only some clans are meant,
pasturing in the vicinity of al-Hira.

1. See Naga’id, p. 69: “Abaw dina l-muliki fa-hum laqahun’’; (about
‘Amr b. Hawt see W. CaSKEL, Gamharat an-nasab 11, 176, 1. 1 and AL-
BALADURI, Ansab al-a$vaf, ms. f. 992 b).

2. ABU L-BaQA>, op. cit., f. 100 b; AL-MUS‘AB AL-ZUBAYRI, Nasab Qurays,
p. 210 (ed. E. LEvVI-PrRoVEN¢AL, Cairo 1953); AL-ZUBAYR B. BAKKAR,
Gambharat nasab Qurays, ms. Bodley, f. 74b; AL-BALADURI, Ansab al-asraf,
IV B, 126 (ed. M. SCHLOESSINGER, Jerusalem 1938); IBN HABIB, al-Munam-
magq, pp. 178-185 (ed. Hur$id Ahmad FArig, Hyderabad 1964).

3. ABU L-BaQA>, op. cit., £, 100 b,

4. ib., f. 102 a: “wa-kanat Sulaymun wa-Hawdzinu tuwatiguhum wa-la
tadiny lahum ; wa-ya’hudina lahumu I-tagdiva fa-yabiuna lahum bi-<Ukaza
wa-gayrihi fa-yusibiina wma‘ahumu l-arbaha; wa-rubbamd ata l-malika
minhumu l-ragulu wa-l-nafaru fa-yashadiana ma‘ahu magaziyahu wa-yusibina
ma‘ahuy min al-gand’imi wa-yansavifima; wa-lam yakun laj@imu I-muliki
wa-tigaratuhum tadpulu Nagdan fa-ma ward@ahu illg bi-hafarin min al-
qaba’ili.

5. See W, M. Wartt, Muhammad at Mecca, p. 11 (Oxford 1953).
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Hubayra. Hubayra is said to have attacked the camp of al-Nu‘méan
b. al-Mundir, captured his wife al-Mutagarrida and taken booty
and spoils *. His son Qurra % was entrusted by al-Nu‘man to guard
a caravan to ‘Ukdz against Bedouins who were not obedient to the
king of al-Hira (yahfiruhd ‘al@ man laysa fi dinihi min al-<Arabi).
The events took place when al-Nu‘man was compelled to flee
before the Persian king. Qurra seized the caravan for himself. Then
the Banii ‘Uqayl came to the Banfi Qusayr asking for a share in
the seized caravan, arguing that they were afraid of the possible
consequences of the action of Qurra. When the Qusayr refused to
grant them a share, a quarrel flared up. Hostilities between the
two clans were avoided when Qusayr and ‘Uqayl agreed to take as
arbiter the famous leader of ‘Amir b. Sa‘sa‘a, Mu‘awiya b. Malik
nicknamed ‘“Mu‘awwid al-Hukama’”’ 3.

This passage is instructive: while the father of Qurra is recorded
to have attacked the camp of al-Nu‘man, al-Nu‘man was compelled
to entrust the escort of his caravan to his son. It is an evidence of
the weakness of the last ruler of al-Hira and of fickle policy of al-
Hira toward the chiefs of the independent tribes of ‘Amir b.
Sa‘sa‘a. It may be stressed that the ‘Amir b. Sa‘sa‘a were in close
relations with Mecca and the interests of Mecca might have some
bearings upon the attitudes and the actions of ‘Amir b. Sa‘sa‘a
towards al-Hira.

The clever use of intertribal feuds and hostilities by the rulers of
al-Hira to their own advantage is another aspect of the relations of
al-Hira with the tribes, analysed with deep insight by Abi 1-Baqa’.
There was always some fight between tribes—says Abii 1-Baqa’.
The kings of al-Hira exploited it for their own ends; when they
intended to raid a tribe they used to win the hearts of its enemies,
to solicite the help of a group against another and ‘‘beat one by the

1. Naqa@’d, p. 404; ABD L-BAQA>, op. cit,, . 129 a; AL-NABIGA AL-GADi,
Diwan (ed. Maria NaLLINO, Roma 1953), Pp. 117, 119; IBN Hazm, Gamharat
ans@b al-‘Arab, p. 272; W. CASKEL, Gamharat an-nasab, 11, 285.

2. See about him: Naga’d, p. 405; IBN HA&AR, al-Isaba, No. 7010, vol. V,
238 (Cairo 1907); IBN HABIB, Asma’> al-mugtalina (Nawadiv al-mahtiatat, ed.
‘Abd al-Salam HARON, VII, 244); IBN ‘ABD AL-BARR, al-Isti‘ab, p. 532
(Hyderabad 1336 AH); W. CASKEL, op. cit., 11, 472; TaBARI, Ta>7p, I1, 490
(Cairo 1939).

3. ABU L-BaQA?, op. cit., f. 38 a; see about “Mu‘awwid al-hukama>’, IBN
HABIB, al-Muhabbar, p. 458; W. CASKEL, op. cit., 11, 413.
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other”” 1. Considerable forces of a tribe used in fact to rally and join
the troops of al-Hira in order to fight together against a hostile
tribe or in the hope of getting spoils and booty. After the raid the
forces of the tribe departed to their abode and the kings of al-Hira
were left with their own forces only.

The co-operation between the kings of al-Hira and the tribes in
their military actions is well illustrated by the story of the raid of
al-Qurnatayn. According to the report of al-Baladuri 2 al-Nu‘man
equipped his brother (from his mother’s side), Wabara b. Rimanis
with strong forces of the Ma‘add and others. He sent for Dirar b.
‘Amr al-Dabbi who came with g sons, each of whom already
experienced in warfare and leadership 3. Another leader of the
Dabba, Hubays$ b. Dulaf 4, came as well. Al-Nu‘mian sent with
them to Mecca a caravan and instructed them to attack the Banii
‘Amir b. Sa‘sa‘a after they had finished their trading transactions.
The cause of this raid is given in the version of Ibn al-Atir®: the
forces of al-Hira and their allies were sent against the ‘Amir b.
Sa‘sa‘a in retaliation for an attack of the Banii ‘Amir on a caravan
of al-Nu‘man sent by him to ‘Ukaz.

When Qurays returned from ‘Ukaz to Mecca, these forces of the
king under the command of his brother attacked the Banii ‘Amir.
The Banil ‘Amir, however, having been warned by ‘Abd Allih b.
Gud‘an, fought with great bravery and defeated the forces of the
king of al-Hira. Dirar b. ‘Amr, the leader of the Dabba, was
rescued by his sons when he was attacked by Abii Bara’a ‘Amir b.
Malik (the brother of Mu‘awiya b. Malik, the uncle of the poet
‘Amir b. Tufayl), one of the leaders of the ‘Amir b. Sa‘sa‘a €. Hubay$
b. Dulaf was captured by a sign of Dirar b. ‘Amr ?. Wabara b.

1. ABD L-BaQA’®, op. cit., f. 100 a: “‘wa-kanati I-Avabu aydan 1a tahli fi
dati baynihd min al-dima’i wa-l-huribi wa-l-mugdwarati fima baynahum . . .
wa-kana l-maliku 1da arada gazwata hayyin min al-Avabi istamala a‘da’ahum
‘alayhim . . . wa-istanfada bi-qgawmin ‘ald qawmin wa-davaba ba‘dahum bi-
ba‘din’.

2. AL-BALADURI, Ansab, ms. f. 948 b.

3. IBN AL-KaLBI, Gamhara, ms., f. 112 b; and see W. CASKEL, op. cit.,
11, 242.

4. See about him W. CaskEL, op. cit,, 11, 327.

5. IBN AL-ATIR, al-Kamil, 1, 391 (“yawm al-Sullan’); and comp. IBN
‘ABD RaBBIHI, al-‘Iqd al-farid, 111, 335 (Cairo 1935—‘yawm al-Sarayan’).

6. See IBN Hadar, al-Isaba, No. 4417; W. CaskEiL, op. cit., II, 161.

7. According to the version of IBN aAL-KaLBI, as recorded by AL-BALADURI,
Ans@b, ms. ff. 949 a and 956 b he was killed at the “Day of al-Qurnatayn”.
(wa-qala bnu I-Kalbi: qutila HubaySun fi yawmi I-Qurnatayn).
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Riimanis was captured by the warrior and poet Yazid b. al-Sa‘iq L
He freed him after he had paid a ransom of 1000 camels, 2 singing
girls and an allotment of his possessions. The defeated forces were
led back to al-Nu‘min by Dirar b. ‘Amr. The victory of the ‘Amir
was mentioned in the verses of Yazid b. al-Sa‘q:
“Tarakna ahd I-Nu‘mani yarsufu ‘aGniyan:
wa-gadda‘na agnada l-muliki l-sand’i‘a”’
“They left the brother of al-Nu‘man walking in
[shackles as captive
and mutilated the troops of the kings, the sana**’ 2.

An interesting aspect of the battle is brought out in the version
of Abfi 1-Baqa’: Yazid b. al-$Sa‘iq came to al-Nu‘midn with his
brother, the captive, asking the promised ransom. Al-Nu‘man
asked him how it happened that a corpulent man like his brother
was captured by a Yazid b. al-Sa‘iq (a man of short stature). Yazid
answered: ‘“His people were absent, my people attended (the
battle)”. It is of course a hint, that his tribe, the attacked one
(‘Amir) were superior in battle to the mercenary troops of the
Sand’t° 3. The Kalb, the tribe of Wabara, did not take part in the
battle; Wabara was a leader appointed by the ruler of al-Hira.

For understanding of the policy of al-Hira it may be mentioned
that this very Dirar b. “Amr—according to a tradition recorded by
Abi 1-Baqa’ in his Mandqib *—attacked the camp of al-Mundir,
the father of al-Nu‘méan. It happened when al-Mundir returned to
al-Hira from his visit to al-Harit b. Hisn b. Damdam al-Kalbi 5,

1. See about him W. CAsKEL, op. cit., II, 593; according to the version of
AL-MUFADDAL AL-DABBI recorded by AL-BALADURI, op. cit., f. 956 b, he
captured Hassan b. Wabara, the brother of al-Nu‘man (from his mother’s
side) who led the Dabba in this raid and who was appointed by his brother,
al-Nu‘man, on the Ribab.

2. So in the account of ABT L-BAQA?, op. cit,, ms. f. 126 a, 21 b; in the
account of AL-BALADURI, 0p. cif., 948 b.

“wa-fadda‘na Murran wa-l-mulitka l-sana’i<a”.

3. ABU L-BAQA mentions as well another version recorded from the
descendants of Ibn al-Sa‘iq (“wa-fi riwdyatin upra ‘an wuldi Yazida bni
I-Sa%q”), according to which the king of al-Hira was al-Mundir, not al-
Nu‘man. (About Mu‘d b. Yazid b. al-Sa‘iq who opposed the ridda see:
IBN HAGAR, al-Isaba, No. 8425; about Yazid b. Qays b. Yazid b. al-Sa‘iq
see AL-BALADURI, Ansab, ms. f. 942 b); about Umama bint Yazid b. ‘Amr
b. al-Sa‘iq see IBN HABIB, al-Munammagq, p. 8).

4. f. 128 b; another version: AL-DaBBI, Amial al-<Arab, p. 6.

5. See ROTHSTEIN, op. cit., p. 108, n. 3.
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with the gift given to him by al-Harit: the bondwoman Salmi,
his later wife, the mother of his son al-Nu‘man. Only by the
intercession of al-Harit b. Hisn—did Dirar agree to return the
seized property of al-Mundir, inter alia the bondwoman Salma.

Some time after the battle of al-Qurnatayn ! Dirar attended the
market of ‘Ukaz 2. Dirar attended the battle as an aged man. He
is said to have visited the court of al-Mundir b. Ma” al-Sama’, had
quarrelled with Ab@ Marhab, Rabi‘a b. Hasaba b. Aznam of the
Yarbii‘? and had cut his forearm. He asked for the protection of
the king failed to grant him protection. He was granted the
protection of GuSays$ (or Husay$) b. Nimrin al-Riyahi 4.

Of interest are the relations of Dirar with Tamim; he gave his
daughter Mu‘ada as wife to Ma‘bad b. Zuréra 8. The version of Ibn
al-Atir states that al-Nu‘man summoned with the Banii Dabba the
Banii Ribab and Tamim; they responded and took part in the
battle.

Some verses of Aws b. Hagar ¢, Labid 7 and Yazid b. al-Sa‘iq ®
give the impression that the battle was a grave one.

It is noteworthy that Ibn al-Atir stresses in his report {on the
authority of Abii ‘Ubayda), that the ‘Amir b. Sa‘sa‘a were Hums,
kindred with the Quray$ and that they were Laqah. (kana Bani
“Amiri bni Sa‘sa‘ata humsan, wa-l-humsu Quray$un wa-man lahu
[ihim wilddatun). This points to the connections between Qurays
and the ‘Amir and explains why ‘Abd Allah b. Gudn ? sent to

1. See about the battle: YAQOUT, Buldan, s.v. Sullan; 1N Hazm, Gamharat
ans@b al-Avab, p. 194; about the location of the place: U. Tuiro, Die Orts-
namen in der altavabischen Poeste, s.v. Luban, ‘Uyin (Wiesbaden 1958).

2. IBN ABI L-HaADID, Sarh Nahg al-Balaga, IV, 308, 362 (Cairo 1329 AH).

3. About Abi Marhab see: IBN HABIB, Asmad’ al-mugtalina (Nawadiv ai-
mahtigat, VII, 139); about the quarrel between Dirdr and Abi Marhab see
AL-DABBI, Amial al-°Avab, p. 15; about Dirdr at the court of al-Hira see
AL-MAYDANI, Magma* al-amial, I, 44 (Cairo 1352 AH).

4. ABU L-BaQA>, op. cit., 1. 137 b.

5. AL-BALADURI, Ansab, ms. f. 948 b, 954 a; IrN ABI r-Habpip, op. cit.,
IV, 308; aL-Gamnig, al-Bayan, I, 168 (ed. AL-SANDUBI, Cairo 1932).

6. Diwan, p. 6 (ed. Muh. Yiasuf Nadm, Beirut 1960).

7. Surﬁ Diwan Labid, p. 133 (ed. Ihsan ‘ABBAs, Kuwait 1962); see note 2
of the editor, who did not identify the battle.

8. ABU L-BaQAa’, op. cit., f. 126 b, inf.: “wa-nahnu gadata I-Qurnatayni
tawadhaqat: hanadidu yam‘agna l-gubava dawd’i‘a. Bi-kulli sinanin fi l-ganati
tahaluhu: Sihaban fi zulmati l-layli sati‘a. [Tarvalknd HubaySan hina avfafa
nagduhu: yu‘aligu ma’>sivan ‘alayhi I-fawami‘a”.

9. See about him: IBN Hi5AMm, al-Siva, 1, 141 (ed. AL-SAQQA, AL-ABYARI,
SaLaBl, Cairo 1936); AL-BALADURI, A#nsab, I, 74, 101 (ed. Muh. HAMIDULLAH,
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warn Banil ‘Amir of the approaching forces of al-Hira, enabling
them to prepare themselves for battle. One may assume that there
was some co-operation between Quray$ and ‘Amir, that Mecca had
some influence on the actions of ‘Amir and that this had some
bearing on the attitude of ‘Amir towards al-Hira.

It is plausible, that the booty of the raided caravan of the king
of al-Hira was sold at “‘Ukaz; a case of this kind is recorded in Ibn
Habib’s al-Munammag *.

For understanding of the relations between al-Hira and the
tribes the reports about the taxes collected by the kings of al-Hira
and the position of the tax-collectors are of some importance.
Analyzing the sources of income of the rulers of al-Hira and the
position of al-Hira Abii 1-Baqa’ mentions the income from the fiefs
of al-‘Irdq and states: ““That was the amount of their income from
al-Iraq. But the bulk of their revenues for their livelihood and
their profits was gained from trade, from booty of their raids
against the Bedouins, against the border lands of Syria, against
every territory they could raid and from collection of taxes from
the obedient tribes; they collected in this way great quantities of
cattle” 2.

The rulers of al-Hira appointed the leaders of friendly tribes as
collectors of taxes, as military leaders of divisions of their forces
and as officials in territories in which they exercised some control.
‘Amr b. Sarik, the father of al-Hawfazan, was in charge of the
police troops of al-Mundir and al-Nu‘man (waliya Surata I-Mundiri
wa-l-Nu‘mani min ba‘dihi),® Sinan b. Malik of the Aws Manat (of
the Namir b. Qasit) was appointed by al-Nu‘man b. al-Mundir as
governor of Ubulla 4.

In the service of ‘Amr b. Hind there was the Tamimi al-Gallaq b.

Cairo 1959); IBN KATIR, al-Sirva al-nabawiyya, I, 116-117 (ed. Mustafid ‘ABD
AL-WAHID, Cairo 1964); AL-Mus‘aB AL-ZUBAYRI, Nasab Quray$, p. 291.

1. IBN HABIB, al-Munammaq, p. 428-29.

2. ABil L-BAQA?, op. cit., f. 145 a: “‘fa-hada kana qadva nasibi l-qawmi min
al-Iraqi. Wa-innama kana fulla ma‘asihim wa-akiava amwalihim ma kand
yusibunahy min al-arbahi fi l-tigavati wa-yagnimianahu min al-magizi wa-Il-
igavati ala l-<Avabi wa-atrafi 1-Sami wa-kulli avdin yumkinuhum gazwuhd
wa-yagtabana l-itawata mimman dana lahum wa-zafivi biki min al-Avabi;
fa-yagtamiu lahum min dalika l-kativu wmin al-an‘ami’.

3. IBN AL-KALBI, op. cit., f. 205 a.

4. IBN AL-KALBI, op. cit., f. 232 a; W. CaskEL, op. cit., I, 513; these Aws
Manit were exterminated by Halid b. al-Walid in the wars of the #idda.
(see IBN HazMm, Gamharat ansab al-<Avab, p. 284).
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Qays b. ‘Abd Allah b. ‘Amr b. Hammam . He is mentioned in a
verse of Digaga 2 b. ‘Abd Qays quoted in the Ihtiyarayn® as a
leader of an attacking troop together with al-Harit b. Bayba 4 and
Hagib 5. Gallaq was sent by ‘Amr b. Hind to submit the Taglib;
he raided them and killed many of them €. This event is mentioned
by al-Harit b. Hilliza in his Mu‘allaga 7. According to Agani & and
the commentary of al-Tibrizi ? al-Galliq was in charge of the white
camels (hagd’in) of al-Nu‘man?®. According to Simt al-La’ali™ he
was appointed by al-Nu‘man who put him in charge of the white
camels of the tribes adjacent to his country (¢sta ‘malahu I-Nu ‘manu
bnu I-Mundiri ‘ald hag@ini man yali ardahu min al-‘Arab). The
report of al-Bakri indicates that al-Galliq was entrusted with
collecting taxes. ‘Uqfan b. ‘Asim al-Yarbiii hid from al-Gallaq—

1. So IBN AL-KALBI, 0p. cit., and AL-BALADURI, Ansab, “Galldq”; in some
other sources ‘“‘A4llag’’; see W. CASKEL, op. cit., II, 271.

2. IBN AL-KALBI, op. cit., f. 98; W. CASKEL, op. cit., II, 232; AL-WAzZIR
AL-MAGR1BI, al-Inas bi-“ilmi l-ansdb, Ms. Br. Mus., . 37 b; he was from the
Taym b. ‘Abd Manat b. Udd. See AL-BALADURI, op. cit., f. 929 b.

3. S. M. Husavyn, Early Arabic Odes, p. 199, transl. p. 161, commentary
p. 320. The pedigree in the commentary: ‘Allaq b. ‘Abdallah b. Hammam
al-Riyahi (his brother Qays b. ‘Abd Allih mentioned as well). Da 1-Kir is
said to have been al-Harit b. Munabbih b. Qurt b. Sufyan b. Mugasi. But
Munabbih is a mistake; read: ““al-Harit b. Bayba’ (Comp. v. 13 of the poem).

4. This verse:

“Tafarrada “Allaqun ilayna wa-Hagibun:
wa-D# I-Kivi yadd ya-la Hangalata rkabi”’
is rendered by S. M. Husayn:
‘“There come helter-skelter to us ‘Allaq and Hagib:
and Da 1-Kir crying: Ho Hanzala: ride forth”.
About al-Harit b. Bayba see W. CAsSkKEL, op. cit., 11, 305, 221.

5. Hagib—obviously Hagib b. Zurara.

6. IBN QUTAYBA, al-Ma‘ani al-kabir, p. 1012 (ed. F. KRENKOW, Hyderabad
1949).

7. And see IBN AL-KALBI, op. cit.,, f. 72 a and AL-BALADURI, op. cit.,
f. 993 b.

8. Agani, IX, 173.

9. Sarh al-qasa’id al-‘a$y, p. 275 (“al-Muniriyya” Print, 1352 AH).

10. See T. NOLDEKE, Finf Mo‘allagat, 1, 76. And see about his son al-
‘Affiq b. al-Galliq, who was killed by the ‘Abs: Nag@’d, p. 336; AL-
HuTtav®a, Diwan, p. 323 (ed. Nu‘man Amin TArA, Cairo 1958); AL-
BALADURI, op. cit., f. 929 b.

11. AL-BAKRI, Sim¢ al-la’ali, p. 746 (ed. aL-Mavmani, Cairo 1936); and
see L. ‘4., s.v. zlf; according to al-Baladuri, op. cit., f. 798 b <Uqfan b.
Qays b. ‘Asim came to Arwa bint Kurayz (another version: the visitor was
Mutammim b, Nuwayra). A verse of ‘Uqfian see IBN QUTAYBA, al-Ma‘ani
al-kably p. 105; and see AL-BALADURI, Ansab, V, 1 (ed. S. D. GOITEIN,
Jerusalem 1936); he is said to have been a companion of the Prophet (see
IBN HAGAR, al-Isaba, No. 5619).
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according to this report—his white camels. When pursued by al-
Gallag he went to al-Nu‘mdn with the herd and asked for his
protection. He was in fact granted protection and al-Nu‘man *did
not take anything from his herd” (wa-lam ya’hud minha—i.e. al-
1bil—Say’an).

The story of al-Galliq illustrates the relations which existed
between al-Hira and a chief of a tribal group. Al-Galliq was
entrusted by the king of al-Hira to subdue the Taglib, he com-
manded a military unit and it is plausible that he had at his disposal
some force for carrying out his task as tax collector. This may
explain how the kings of al-Hira could impose their rule on tribal
groups in cooperation with friendly chiefs and loyal tribal forces.

A clash between the tax-collector of al-Hira and a clan grew into
a clash between tribal units. According to the tradition recorded in
al-Igd ' on the authority of Abii ‘Ubayda—the Bani@i Usayyid
(a clan of the ‘Amr b. Tamim) captured W2’il b. Suraym al-
YaSkuri (from Bakr b. Wa’il) and killed him. When they killed
him they chanted: “Ya ayyuha I-ma@’ithu dalwi dinaka’ 2. His
brother Ba‘it, raided the Usayyid, killed a nobleman of this clan
and upon his body he killed 100 men of the same clan. This version
is also given by al-Bakrl in Mu‘gam ma sta‘gam ®.

According to another version given by al-Bakri ¢ Wa’il b. Suraym
was sent by ‘Amr b. Hind as tax-collector (ba‘atahu si‘iyan) of the
Bani Tamim. They threw him into a well and stoned him. He was
killed by the clan of Usayyid.

A more detailed version is given by al-Riyasi in his commentary
of the Hamadsa ®. All the clans of Tamim paid the demanded tax
(al-itdwa) to Wa’il b. Suraym. When he came to the Usayyid they
collected the cattle and sheep (scil. of the tax) and ordered them
to be counted. When he was sitting on the side of a well there
came an elder of the Usayyid and catching him unaware pushed

1. IBN ‘ABD RABBIHI, al-‘I¢d al-farid, 111, 354.

2. See this verse: AL-MaRrz G0}, al-4zmina wa-l-amkina, 11, 159; AL-FARRA?,
Ma<ant al-Quran, I, 323, (ed. NAGATI—AL-NAGEAR, Cairo 1955); L. ‘4.,
s.v. myh; aL-ANSARIL, Sudir al-dahab, p. 436 (ed. Muh. Muhyi al-Din *ABD
aL-Hamip, Cairo 1942).

3. Mugam ma sta‘fam, s.v. Hagwr.

4. ib., s.v. Tuwaylic,

5. aL-T1BRizi, Sarh Diwan al-Hamasa, 11, 112-13 (ed. Muh. Muhyi al-Din
‘ABD AL-Hawmip, Cairo 1938); and see AL-BAKRI, Simf, pp. 286, 476 (see the
references given by AL-MavyMaNi in note 5).

Arasica XV I



162 M. J. KISTER [20]

him into the well. The clan assembled and stoned him to death.
His brother Ba‘it decided to avenge him, and together with his
clan the Gubar of Yaskur, attacked the Bani Usayyid. His vow
to fill the well with the blood of Usayyid was fulfilled; when some
of them lowered the bucket into the well it came up full of blood.

Poets of Yaskur mentioned the event in their verses. The event
is recorded in al-Wazir al-Magribi’s /nds! and Abi 1-Baqad’s
Managib 2. The clash lived long in the memory of the two clans,
as is evident from the curses in these clans: “Ta‘isat Gubar, ta“isat
Usayyid” 3.

W. Caskel denies the historical value of the story % This may be
true. But the story faithfully reflects the attitude of the tribes
towards the tax-collectors, their hatred towards them and the acts
of violence committed against them.

Refusal to pay taxes to the king of al-Hira was the cause of a
raid made by the troops of al-Nu‘man against Tamim. The story
recorded by al-Mubarrad & on the authority of Ab@i “‘Ubayda says
that Tamim refused to pay the tax to al-Nu‘man. He sent against
them his brother al-Rayyan b. al-Mundir at the head of troops
which belonged mainly to Bakr b. Wa’il. They raided the Tamim,
captured children and took their cattle as spoils. Abé 1-MuSamrag
al-Yaskuri (‘Amr b. al-MuSamrag) composed a poem in which he
described the defeat of Tamim:

“Lamma ra’aw ra’yata I-Nu“mani mugbilatan
qali ald layta adnd daring ‘Adanu
Ya layta umma Tamimin lam takun ‘arafat:
Murran wa-kanat ka-man awdad bihi l-zamanu
In tagtuliind © fa-a“yarun mugadda‘atun:
aw tunimi fa-gadiman minkumu [-minanu
Minhum Zuhayrun wa-Attabun wa-Muhtadarun
wa-bnd Laqitin wa-awdd fi l-wagd Qatanu”

1. ff. 28 b-29 a.

2. f. 123.

3. AL-BALADURI, op. cit.,, p. 1075 b; AL-T1BRizI, Sark Diwan al-Hamasa,
II, 113; the grandson of Ba‘it, ‘Amr b. Gabala b. Basit, fought at Dia Qar
(see AL-MARZUBANI, Mu‘fam al-Su‘ard®, p. 225).

4. W.CASKEL, op. cit., I1, 221, 585. (Ba‘itb. Suraym and Wa’il b. Suraym).

5. AL-MUBARRAD, al-Kamil, 11, 82-83 (ed. Muh. Abii 1-Fadl IBRAHIM—
AL-SAvVID SaHATA, Cairo 1956).

6. So AL-MUBARRAD, 0p. cit., ib,, and AL-MAYDANI, Magma® al-amtal, 1,
439; AL-MARzUBANI, Mu$am al-su‘ara@’, p. 211: “in taqiulihum’, which
seems to be the correct reading.
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“When they saw the banner of al-Nu‘man advancing
they said: “would that our nearest abode be ‘Adan
May the mother of Tamim not have known Murr
and been like one destroyed by the (changes of) time”’.
If you kill them—they are (merely) asses with cut
[noses,
and if you show grace—since ancient time you have
[shown grace.
From among them are Zuhayr, ‘Attib and Muhtadar
and two sons of Laqit; Qatan perished in the battle”.

The leaders of Tamim came to al-Nu‘man asking him to release
the captives. Al-Nu‘man agreed that every woman who
wished to return to her relatives should be returned. All the women
questioned expressed the wish to be returned to their tribe except
the daughter of Qays b. “‘Asim who preferred to remain with the
man who captured her, ‘Amr b. al-Mu$amrag. Qays then vowed
to bury every female child, that would be born to him.

The version of al-Agani 1 does not mention that the cause of the
raid was the refusal to pay taxes, does not contain the verses and
records the story as a raid of al-Mu$amrag. But in this version the
raid is restricted to the Banfi Sa‘d and the name of the captured
woman is given: Rumayma bint Ahmar 2 b. Gandal; her mother
was the sister of Qays b. ‘Asim.

Al-MuS$amrag is mentioned in a short account of al-Baladuri 3:
some clans of Bakr b. W3’il raided the ‘Ukl. They were however
defeated by the ‘Ukl under the command of al-Namir b. Tawlab 4.
In one of the verses quoted by al-Baladuri and attributed to al-
Namir b. Tawlab, al-MuSamrag is mentioned as a captive of the ‘Ukl %,

For the assessment of the story of the raid the verse recited by

1. Agani, XI11, 144.

2. In the text “Ahmad”’, which is a mistake. Ahmar b. Gandal was the
brother of Salama b. Gandal (See SALAMA B. GANDAL, Diwan, p. 21—ed.
Curikno; and see AL-GAmiz, al-Baydn, 111, 318; AL-BAGDADL: Hizanat al-
adab, 11, 86; ‘Amr B. KuLTOM, Diwadn, p. 3—ed. KRENKOW; AL-BALADUR],
op. cit., f. 1040 a; W. CASKEL, op. cit., 11, 146).

3. AL-BALADURI, op. cit., f. 928 a.

4. About him see W. CASKEL, op. cit., I, 444.

5. “Raha I-MuSamvagu li-l-vikabi Sanibatan:

fi l-qiddi ma’siivan “ald adbarvihd”
(in text: Mulamrah, Sanbiyatan).
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al-Nu‘man-—quoted by al-Mubarrad—is of some importance:
when al-Nu‘man forgave the Tamim he said:

“Ma kana darra Tamiman law tagammadaha:
min fadlind ma ‘alayhi Qaysu “Aylani”
“What would harm the Banii Tamim if they
[would be filled
with our favour like the Qays ‘Aylan” 1.

Al-Nu‘min reminds the Ban@i Tamim that by paying the stdwa,
and by their loyalty they would enjoy the favour of the king. The
expression seems to point to the benefits bestowed by the king
on the chiefs of the tribe Qays ‘Aylan, appointment of their chiefs
as tax collectors, granting them pastures, etc. It is noteworthy
that al-Mubarrad renders é#awa by adyan, pointing to obedience
and submission 2. The verse attributed to al-Nu‘main reflects the
efforts of al-Hira to gain the allegiance of some divisions of Tamim
(evidently the Sa‘d), who tried to free themselves from the depen-
dence of al-Hira. That was manifested by the refusal to pay taxes.

Some light on the relations between al-Hira and Asad and
Gatafan is shed by a story recorded by Muhammad b. Habib 2.
These tribes—says Ibn Habib-—were allies, not submitting to the
obedience of the kings 4. ‘Amr b. Mas‘Gd and Halid b. Nadla 5 of
Asad used to visit every year the ruler of al-Hira, stay with him
and drink with him. During one of these visits al-Mundir al-Akbar
suggested that they should accept his obedience. He said: ‘“What
prevents you from yielding to my obedience and to defend me
like the Tamim and Rabi‘a?” They refused his offer, remarking:
“These territories are not suitable for our herds. Besides (in the
present situation) we are near to you; we are here in these sandy
lands and if you summon us we will respond”. Al-Mundir under-
stood that they were not willing to accept his offer and ordered to
poison them. Whether Halid b. Nadla was really poisoned is rather
doubtful §; the story itself may be spurious. But the tendency of

1. AL-MUBARRAD, op. cit., 11, 84.

2. ib.,, p. 83, 1. 2; and see above note 4, p. [11]. (adyan is identical with
urban and aryan).

3. IBN HaBIB, Asma® al-mugtalina (Nawadir al-maptitat, VI, 133).

4. Comp. p. 12, 1. 3 of this paper (note 3).

5. SEE W. CasKEL, op. cit., 11, 179, 342.

6. See AL-BALADURI, Ansadb, f. 9go3 a (with other versions about his death);
AL-DABBI, Mufaddaliyyat, V11, 1 (LYALL notes p. 14); AL-QALI, al-Nawadir,
P. 195; AL-ASA, Diwan, p. 306 (ed. GEYER—AL-AswaD B. YA‘FUR, XLIX,
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the rulers of al-Hira to widen their influence by gaining the obedi-
ence of independent tribes is evident from this story. The answer
of the two leaders seems to indicate that the ruler of al-Hira
proposed that they should enter territories under his control, but
that they refused to do so !

The rulers of al-Hira could impose their sway on the tribes either
by granting the chiefs benefits—as mentioned in the stories quoted
above—or by force. The rulers based their power on their troops.
The troops were, however, not levied from a certain tribe: there
was no tribe ruling in al-Hira; it was a family. The rulers of al-
Hira had therefore to rely on foreign troops or on mercenary troops.
Only occasionally could they use a tribal force against another
tribal unit, hostile to the first—as already mentioned.

The problem of the formations of Dawsar, al-Sahbd’, al-Wada’i¢,
al-San@t* and al-Rahd@’in was discussed by Rothstein 2. Rothstein,
quoting the sources 3 and arguing with Caussin de Perceval arrives
at the conclusion that the San@’ < seem to have been a Prdtorianer-
schaar *. This is confirmed by the commentary of the Naqd’id °:
Ahmad b. ‘Ubayd states that the San@’i¢ are people upon whom
the king bestows his favours (yastani‘wuhumu I-maliku) and they
remain in his service. Another version is also given there: the Sana@>:
of the kings are the helpers of the king, who raid with him, by
whom the king is aided. An additional information is given by al-
Mubarrad ¢: most of them are from Bakr b. Wa’il.

The Wadaic are defined by Rothstein as Besatzungstruppen.
Rothstein argues that Wad@’:‘ cannot refer to certain troops
(... “dass damit unmdoglich eine bestimmte Truppe gemeint sein
kann’’). He assumes that the Wada’:* may probably denote the
troops of the garrisons and especially the border garrisons. Dawsar
and Sahb@’ refer probably—according to Rothstein—to the
garrison-troops of al-Hira.

v. 6-7); and see GAWAD ‘aLl, Ta%ih al-‘dAvab qabla I-Islam, 1V, 73; ABG
MisgaL: Nawadir, I, 122-3 (ed. ‘Izzat Hasan, Damascus 1961—see the
notes of the editor).

1. “. .. hadiki I-biladu lq@ tul@’imu mawasiyand” ... and see the variant
of the question of the king (AL-BaGDADI, Hizana, 1V, 151): ““. .. wa-an
tadnit minni kama danat Tamimun wa-Rabi‘atu’.

. Die Dynastie der Lahmiden, pp. 134-138.

. Al-Hamasa, al-Agani, al-Iqd al-farid, AL-GAWHARI, Sahah.
. RoTHSTEIN, o0p. cit., p. 137.

. D. 884.

. Al-Kawmil, 11, 83.

N
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The definition of the Wada’‘ given by Ahmad b. ‘Ubayd is
different. Wada’s“—says Ibn ‘Ubayd——are the troops levied by the
king, 100 from every tribal group (gawm), more or less according
to their number. Another definition quoted in the same source?!
claims that the Wada’:< are the forces of the subjects of the king-
dom. According to this definition Bevan renders Wada@’:* in his
glossary ‘‘levies, troops, raised by the Lakhmite king”. Ibn al-
Atir, however, defines them as ‘‘semi-chiefs” 2.

The opinion about the Rah@’in, the hostages of the tribes is
unanimous.

A detailed account about the troops of al-Hira is given by Abi
1-Baga’ 3. Imru’ 1-Qays al-Badan “—records Abu 1-Baga’>—was the
man who, imitating the division of the troops of Kisra, divided his
troops and gave them names, which remained till the end of the
kingdom of al-Hira. People next in kinship to the king were called
Ahlu l-rifada. There were leaders of the troops marching in front of
the troops in battles and raids ®. The commanders of the divisions
of the troops were the Ardaf 6.

A special division of the army of al-Hira was levied from among
the Lahm. This troop was called al-Gamarat or al-Gimar. As soldiers
of this troop are mentioned the Uray$ b. Iras b. Gazila 7 of Lahm.
Another version claims that this troop was formed from people
levied from Lahm and other groups. Mentioned are Band Silsila
from Gu‘fi, Bani Mawiya from Kalb 8 and groups from Bani
Salaman b. Tu‘al ® of Tayy.

The Sana’t¢ were a troop of outlaws from different tribes—
records Abfi 1-Bag3’. Driven out from their tribes as murderers or
culprits—they were protected by the king of al-Hira and gained

1. Naga”d, p. 884.

2. See GAWAD °ALf, Ta’vih al-Avab qabla I-Islam, IV, 92 (‘‘al-wadd*i® wa-
humu lladina kana $ibha I-masayih’).

3. ABU L-BAQA?, op. cit., . 21 a, seq.

4. See GAWAD °ALT, op. cit., IV, 31; and see S. SmitH, Events in Avabia,
in BSOAS, 1954, p. 430, Table A.

5. The word denoting the title of these leaders cannot be deciphered. It
is written .ll;.

6. ABU L-BagQA>, op. cit., {. 21 a: “wa-l-avdaf wa-hum ‘uraf@u I-fundi
wa-zu‘amd whum wa-quwwaduhum wa-azimmatuhum’ .

7. See IBN HazwMm, op. cit., p. 396.

8. See W. CaSKEL, op. cit., I, 405.

9. See IBN DuraYD, al-I$tiqaq, p. 386.
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safety. They attended his battles and raids?'. The other version
about the Sana’i‘ is given as well, they were men from Bakr b.
W3a’il, from the Lahazim, from Qays and ‘Abd al-Lit and from
Ta‘laba b. ‘Ukdba. Abfi 1-Baqa’ prefers the first version.

The Wad@’i“—says Abi 1-Baqda’—were a Persian unit, sent by
Kisra to the kings of al-Hira as reinforcements. They counted 1000
mounted soldiers (zs@wira) and stayed a year at al-Hira. After a
year’s service they used to return to Persia and were replaced by
another troop sent from Persia. They formed in fact the strength
of the ruler of al-Hira and through their force the ruler of al-Hira
could compel the people of al-Hira as well as the Bedouin tribes
to yield obedience to him. Without these forces the rulers were
weakened, so that they had to fear the people of al-Hira 2

The people of al-Hira consisted of three divisions Dawsar (or
Dawsara), an elite troop of valiant and courageous warriors; al-
Sahba®, (but according to a contradictory tradition this was the
troop of the Wada’:); al-Malha’, so called because of the colour
of the iron (i.e. their coat-of-mail) 3.

The Raha’in were youths from Arab tribes taken by the kings
of al-Hira as hostages guaranteeing that their tribes would not
raid the territories of al-Hira and that they would fulfil the terms
of their pacts and obligations between them and the kings of al-
Hira. They counted—according to a tradition quoted by Abia
1-Baqa’>—500 youths and stayed 6 months at the court of al-Hira.
After this period they were replaced by others 4.

These forces—of the people of al-Hira and the Persian troops—
formed the strength, upon which the rulers of al-Hira relied. They
fought with the rulers of al-Hira in obedience to Kisra, in order to
defend their abode, their families and possessions; they could not
forsake them 5.

1. Two verses are quoted as evidence: the verse of Yazid b. al-Sa‘iq (see
above, n, 2, p. [15]) and the verse of GaRIRr:
“Hamayna yawma D7 Nagabin himana:
wa-ahvaznd l-sana’i‘a wa-l-nihaba”’
see his Diwan (ed. AL-SAwI), p. 68, L. 1.
2. ABU L-BagQA?, op. cit., f. 99 b, seq.
3. ib., f. 22 b; ABT 1-BaQA’ records the opinion of TaBaRI, that these
two troops (Sakba> and Dawsar) were Persian troops sent to al-Hira,
4. ib., f.21 b; GAWAD ‘ALJ, 0p. cit., IV, 93.
5. ABa L-BaQA> op. cit., f. 99 b: “wa-kana gundahum lladina bihimi
mtinduhum wa-%zzuhum ahlu 1-Hivati l-musammawna bi-tilka l-asma’i
l-mugaddami dikvuha; fa-kani yuhdrvibina ma‘ahum ta‘atan li-Kisvd wa-
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When the king of al-Hira left with his troops for a military
action, the people of al-Hira afraid of an attack of the raiding
Bedouins, used to stay in their fortified fortresses till the king
returned with his troops. Sometimes the king concluded agreements
with the neighbouring tribes—mainly from Bakr b. Wa’il and
Tamim—that they would not raid al-Hira in his absence *.

A peculiar aspect of the relations of the tribes with the rulers of
al-Hira is brought out by Abi 1-Baqa’: tribes pasturing in regions
adjacent to the kingdom of al-Hira were compelled to get their
provisions (al-mira wa-l-kayl) from the kingdom of al-Hira and
therefore had to submit to the obedience of its rulers 2.

The rulers of al-Hira were well acquainted with the situation in
the tribe itself and used to intervene in the internal affairs of the
tribes. A case of this kind is illustrated by the story of Lagqit b.
Zurara, who was convinced by al-Mundir b. M3’ al-Sam3’ to return
the children of Damra b. Gibir al-Nahg$ali 3. His children were given
as hostages to Laqit for the children of Kubay$ and Rusayya ¢ and
the Banii Nahsal requested the king to intervene 5. Damra himself
was respected and liked by the king 8. His son, Damra b. Damra,
was favoured by al-Mundir and al-Nu‘man. He was one of his boon-
companions and the king entrusted him with the care of his white
camels 7.

Instructive is the case of Hagib b. Zurara with the Banl ‘Adiyy

hifzan li-baydatihim wa-ahlihim wa-mandzilihim wa-himayatan li-anfusihim
wa-amwdlihim wa-1a yumkinuhum pidlanuhum wa-la l-tahallufu ‘anhum.

1. ib. f. 102 a.

2. ib., f. 100 a; for the necessity of getting provisions comp. the story
of “Yawm al-MuSaqqar’’.

3. He was the father of the famous Damra b. Damra. The name of Damra
b. Damra was in fact Siqqa b. Damra; his mother was Hind bint Karib b.
Safwan, one of the leaders of Sa‘d. About Damra b. Gabir see W. CASKEL,
op. cit., 11, 241; about Siqqa b. Damra, ib., I1, 530.

4. Al-Kalb b. Kunays (or Kubay$) b. Gabir, the son of Kunays and
RuSayya married the mother of al-Flutay’a (see ABT L-FaARrAG, al-Agani, 11,
43; ZDMG, XLIII, p. 3, n. 2).

5. AL-DABBI, Amtal al-‘Arvab, pp. 7-9; AL-MUFADDAL B. SALAMA, al-
Fapir, p. 53 (ed. C. A. StorEY, Leiden 1915); AL-MAYDANI, Mafma* al-
amtal, I, 136.

6. See the sources given in the preceding note and see AL-BALADURI,
op. cit., f. 986 b.

7. AL-BALADURI, op. cit., 987 a: ‘“‘wa-fa‘alahu min huddatihi wa-sum-
marihi wa-dafa‘a ilayhi ibilan kanat lahu fa-kanat fi yadihi wa-hiya hafa’i-
nuhu wa-hafa’inu I-Nu‘mani bnihi ba‘dahu, warilahd ‘an abihi; wa-Ranat
min akrams I-ibili . ...
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b. ‘Abd Manat 1. These ‘Adiyy were in the service of Hagib and Ha-
gib intended to turn them into his slaves by a writ of al-Mundir 2.

Chiefs of tribal divisions co-operating with the rulers of al-Hira
took part in their expeditions against Syria, visited their court and
were favoured and respected. There was, however, no general line
of continuous loyalty and allegiance to the rulers of al-Hira.
Contending leaders of clans revolted against the agreements con-
cluded by their chiefs with al-Hira from which they could not get
the desired share of profit. There was continuous contention
between chiefs on the favour of the ruler, which strenghened the
feeling of lack of confidence. Sudden changes in the policy of Persia
towards the rulers of al-Hira further enhanced the feeling of
instability. The application of the method of ““divide and impera” 3
as a means to control the tribes and the lack of sufficient and
steady support for the loyal tribes—all this created a feeling of
disappointment and bitterness.

The successful raids of small units of clans against al-Hira
undermined the prestige of its rulers. ‘Usayma b. Halid b. Minqar ¢
could oppose the orders of the king al-Nu‘méin, when he demanded
to extradite the man from ‘Amir b. Sa‘sa‘a to whom ‘Usayma gave
shelter. When raided by the troops of al-Nu‘man ‘Usayma sum-
moned his people by the war-cry “Kawtar”’ and defied the king.
Directing the spear to the mane of his horse he said: ‘“Go back,
you wind-breaking king! Would I like to put the spear in another
place—I would put it 5. The Band ‘Amr b. Tamim when attacked
by the forces of the king al-Nu‘man succeeded in defeating his
army and in plundering his camp ¢ The cases of the victory of
Bedouin tribes over the royal troops of al-Hira were sufficient
proof of the weakness of the vassal kingdom of al-Hira, presaging
its fall.

It was concurrent with the rise of Mecca to authority and power.

1. Probably the ‘Adiyy b. ‘Abd Manat b. Udd; see W, CASKEL, op. cit.,
11, 137.

2. IBN Ra8iq, al-‘Umda, 11, 174 (Cairo 1934).

3. W. CaskEeL, Die Bedeutung dev Beduinen in dev Geschichie dev Avaber,
p. 15 (Kdéln 1953).

4. Apparently ‘Isma b. Sinan b. Halid b. Mingar as in IBN AL-KALBI’s
Gamhara, f. 78 b and in AL-BALADURY's Ansab, f. 1030 a; see TUFAYL AL-
GaNawi, Diwan, p. 59 (No. 19), éd. F. KRENKOW ; see W. CASKEL, Gamharat
al-Nasab, 11, 359 (‘Isma b. Sinin).

5. Mun. IBN HABIB, al-Muhabbay, p. 354.

6. ABT L-BAQA>, op. cit., f. 126 a.
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