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ELEMENTS OF CHRONOLOGY
OF THE KHARUITE INSURRECTION OF HAMZIYYA IN SISTAN
(8-th — 9-th CENTURY). ITS OUTBREAK AND FALL

For maﬁy years, under the three ‘Abbasid caliphs: Hférﬁn

al=Rashid a.nd_. his two successors: al-Amin and al=-Ma'min, south-

eastern Persia was the field of activity of insurgents belonging

to. the kharijite sect of hamziyya, called thus by later Moslem

theologians after Hamza ibn ‘Abd Alldh al—Khériin, its founder,

leader and ideologist. Though if considered in terms of the who-
le nation the inserrection of Hamza was an event of lesser im=~

pox:tance in the period when almost the whole caliphate was sha-

. 'ken by anticaliphate and anti-Arab risings, it had an unquestion-

able influence upon the subsequeht events in Persia in the 9«th

century, especially on the establishing of the Saffarids’® state,

‘being the first independent state in Moslem Persia, It left also

an _indelible imprint upon Persian literary and religious tradition 2.
Nowithstanding the considerable importance the insurrection
of Hamza had for the studies concerning the restoration of the
sovereign state rule in Persia, lost by this country in the result
of the Arab invasion, the topic had not been researched through~
Iy yet. This particular situation results from incompleteness of the

records, certain divergence of opinion on the subject in Persian

.and Arab sources, as well as from the fact that the insurrection

took place not in the central territories but in the eastern bor-
derland. The date of its outbreak is unknown and the time of its

fall has not been determined even approximately,
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. According to Tabari, Ibn al-Athir and Baghd&dl the insurrec—
tion led by Hamza al-Khariji broke out in Khordsan in ‘179/7953
yvet in the chronicle dealing with the history of Sist&n we find a
later date, namely 181 A, H. After oonverting it into 798 A, D. ;
Soriet historian A. Yakubovskiy recognized it as the date of the
outbreak of the insurrection. He linked this fact causaly with the
then two years' period, during which Khorasdn was administered
by CAll ibn ’I'sad favoured by Hardn al-Rashid against the opinion
of éeveral persons4. Arithmetic preponderance of the.earlier da-
te cannot be treated as an argument settling this dilémina.‘. Besides
quotations from the already mentioned Tabari or Ion al-Athir will '
riot solve this contradiction as Tabari contained the - Jdnformation
.on the outbrea.k of the hamziyya insurrection in a smgle senten=
ce, and the works of Ibn al-Athir and Baghdadi are later compi=
latione and in this particular case, the secondary sources. Tabarl
who was as a matter of fact nearly a contemporary of the discus=
sed events, alloted to the insurrection as much spa.ce as was nes
. cessary for the discription of thel caliphate history. In proportion
it was not much but even then he gave some unprecise a‘nd SO=
metimes incorrect data. In this situation we must rely almost en~
ﬁrély on the local chrenicles: ‘'as close as. possible to the discus~
sed period ‘and evénts. . h ;

As the Tarikh-i Sistin informs the first battle between the
caliphate forces and the hamsziyya insurgents was fought on a
Friday in shaww3dl 181 A. H.5 which corresponds to one of the
four dates of our era: November 29-th, December 6~th, December
13=th, December 20-th. Even at this stage of our consid.eraﬁons
we can ascertain that the date 798 mentioned earlier as the be-
éﬂqhing of the disturbances is too late. Let us consider though
more carefully the context of this bit of information.
In this part of the chronicle, a short piece of information

about the battle of 181/797 is preceded by a few sentences a-
bout the birth of Hamza, his quarrel with an amil in Badgh®s,

the flight from persecutions, and finally, the return to Sistén
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with group of the survivors of the kharijite insurrection in ‘Iraq

led by Qa‘gaz’f ibn ‘al-Fuja’a. The chronicler placed the description

- of I:;a'.ng':s: first deeds immediately after the information about a

_new . gove'r-nor’s arrhral in Sistan which occured early in 180 A.

> H6 Thls year began on - Ma.rch 16-th 796 A, D. Such succes-
: sion of events in the chromcle explicxty shQWS that at that pomt

e the chronolog;al order m 1ts arrangemant was broken as not

only the birth of Hamza whzch lS obvxous but alsé the whole cy=

cle of the’ two years period between 180/796 and the year of the

first. battle in 181/797. F‘:rst when startmg a quarrel with an‘am'l.

- Hamza alr'eady had to be a leader of some group. Taking fhght o

from the ‘ax_ml,-,_, P,_Iamza was a weIl»k_nown person, though in acom=

paratively narrow circle, exercising certain charisma and posses-

sing a suitable, even if slight olrga'nizing experience,

 Unless he satisfied these conditions he would not be able
to draw the survivors of the Qatarl insurrection to his side, bring
them to sttsn,r and besides to take over during these two years

the leadership of the powerful kharijite“,movement is Sistéﬁ, oom-—

- prosing at that time 5 thousand men7. _’I}he.supPOSiﬁoh that the -

period from the emergence of Hamza as the insurgents’ -1éader
Il the day Aof"thwe._—open battle with the caliphate forces could not
be very brief is justified, as what Hamza achieved, i.e. gaining '
ascendancy neéds both time and experience, and two years are
not enough: for it.

bAs because of the unpreciso construction of this fragment
from the Tarikh-i Sistan we cannot detérmine ény'thing definite
through negative hypotheses' let us: turn to another chronicle, na-
mely the Zain-al=akhbar by Gardézi. Gardézi was wel_l. informed

o.bout the insurrection though he imparted his knowledge in a ra-

‘ther chaotic way. He mentions Hamza for the first time in a chap-

ter dealing with the period during which the eastern territories
of the caliphate were administered by Manstr ibn Ya.zxd8 Man=-
slir was appointed to that post on dh'l-hijja 16~th 17 (March

l-st 796) and he arrived in N&sh&pir, the governor’s capital,
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'élready in ‘tﬁe same month 10.,' th&t is before two weeks . ela.psed.
We k:now nether the date of his dismissal nor the date of his

; successor's appomtment. The latter, Ja‘far ibn Yahya ibn Kha.hd
is not mentioned by all the list of the governors of Khorasan 12.
These shortcommgs of chronology  of decrease the accuracy in
estabhshmg the date of Hamza's appearance. The third governor
was ‘AII ibn ’f‘sii ibn Mahan, a popular, if negative character.
Harun al=-Rashid appointed him to this post on jumada II 2-nd
180 A, H. (August 13 796) 13
of Mansiir and ‘Ali’s .appointment, shows that the first-action of

. The comparison of the two dates,

Hamza recor_ded by Gardézl could occur between March l=st and‘

August 13-th. We cannot be much mistaken alloting one month
for holding - the office by Ja‘far ibn Yahyd. Delimiting thus the
period during Which Mansﬁr aove‘med in Khoras@n, we close the
time of Hamza's appearance on - the political arena of Khorasan
with two dates: March 1-st and July 15«th 796 A, D,

Transfering this date to the pages of the Tarikh-l Sistdn we
decide that it can refer solely to Hamza’s gquarrel with the ‘amil
It is confirmed by another source. According to the Zain aleakhe
bdr, Hamza had to take flight to K&histan after an incident ‘.the're
is no precise information about, which happened irhen Mangﬁt;
was the governor, whereas the Tarikh-i Sistin informs that in
this period roughly Hamza had fo leave Sist&n and. that he re=
tured with the above mentioned partisans of Qatard, A they were
actrve in sttan it is possible they were also in the nexghboun— J
mg Koh1stan . Dinawari writes about a rebellion in Khords3an
"in 180/ 795 including only a single detail. We learn from him
that an famil perished then in a successful attempt upon ‘his li-
fe15. Though it i_s true we have not heard before about the of-
ficial dying in the quarrel with Hamza, there are no reasons to
question the validity of the information gi.ven by Dianawari. The
fact of Hamza’s fight is not only compatible with the tamil’s as~
sassination, but it is also a highly probable compliment. Such

circumstances then as an attempt upon the ‘amil’s life (struggle
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against the caliphate fiscus was one of the principles of the
hamziyya ideology), the place (Badghss can be considered a

part of Khordsadn) and the time enable us to ascertain that the-

_se are the evenis in which Hamza participated.

Having decided that the beginning of the hamsziyya armed

. movement falls between March l-st and early July of 796, we

cannot refer this to the establishing of the foundations of the

A—séc/t— itself, nor to the forming of the initial propositions of the

'Vtheory propagated by Hamza. The thébry was aimed at the reform

of the teachmgs of a larger kharijite group of (ajarida. In ifs full
form, such as we know from Shahrastani hamziyya could be moul=
ded in thé course of its founder’s activity and doubtless so it
was. One can prove on the basis of some of its elements, es-
pecially those refering to social ﬁuestions‘, that the hamziyya ori=-
ginafed indez;-'the influence. of political factors and some of its
slogans were reated in orded to comply with the current situa=
tion In Sistan. The very begining then, the date of.the first foun-
ders’ meeting is. impossible to determine at present, though aware
of I-_Iamza_’s energy and his indefatigability we can well presume
it had not happéned long Abefore his first independent appearance.
The decay of the sect as a military power and ideological fac-
tor has been either neglected or not presented clearlyle. R, Ru~
binacci alone plonounces himself positively in favour of the year
19581017

so far he remains isclated in his opinion. Rubinacci has not men= .

as the date of the suppr9_551on of the insurrection, but

tioned the date without reasons, yet there are several arguments
against his judgment,

The first stage in the hamziyya history closed down ten
years earlier. After this date the insurrection of Hamza does not
retum anymore to the pages of the chronicles concerned with
the affairs of the whole caliphate, We read in these sources that
in this year the caliph’s troops defeated the kharijite forces but
Hamza managed to escape at the head of a detachment of forty

men, save himself from the Qlaughter and take refuge in the re-
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gioﬁs of Kabul, Such authors as Tabari, Ibn al-Athir or Yactqlbl
(in Geography), do not mention hamziyya ahymore, so one could
judge that the insurrection fell. Besides it is certain that there

were rumours of. Hamza's death, It was reported that he was kil-

led near. Kabul reached by a.chase set in pursuit of him, It is

" an example of confusing the detailé and .lin.kingw them -in ‘wrong

relationships, since’the ‘news of Hamza's death was. premature. -

. The leader was alive and the insurrection went on, though - limi-

ted to the area of one province, i, e. 3Sistdn and becoming a lo=-
cal problem to be dealt with by the govermnors. Before, the bar’n-
ziyya were active on a larger territory engaging greater forces
of the ‘enemy, After 185/801 the hamziyya: organizied bonly occa-
sional raids and they could not remain for longer periods any-

where else besides Sistan 18. That is the main reason why the

.general histories of the caliphate ceased to' deal with the‘,prob'lem.‘

Local chronicles, on the other hand, such as the Ze.in al=akhbar
or the Tarikh=i Sistdn which naturally discussed historical de=-
tails of Sistdn in a more precise way, are a gouod source of in-
formation, well depicting the decade 1&35—-195/801-810. They de-
monstrate convincingly that in this period the hamziyya receded
into the background of the political life in the eastern border- ’
land of the caliphate. In the result of the defeat in 194/809 the
hamziyya had to turm to the defensive " and though it rose. re=~
latively quickly from the deepest depress.ion uhder» the' leader=
ship of a temporary successor of Hamza, Bl (Aqil 20, it never
;-egained the same strenght as before 194/809, The second se-
vere blow then, breaking the movement down, though not des=-
troying it completely was identified with bringing the case of
Hamza to the end.

In the Warikh-i Sistan the battle of _194/809 is not mentioned
and this circumstance needs explaining as the chronicle is the
main source of our knowledge of the insurrection. A closer ana-
lysis of the text justifies the supposition that a suitable piece of

information, of an unknow length degng with the battle lost by
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the Khaw@rij has been removed from the chronicle. The revising

_attempfs have left a slight but discemible trace. Namely between

the sentence informing about the death of HarGin al-Rashid wa
kafa alldh al-mu’'minina’ al-qitdl ‘God protected the caliph against
the batile’, and the next one telling about planﬁed reorganization
of the quziyya troops. there in no coherence 21.. In Hamza's
address qudted by the' chronicle hé announces the changes and
refers to certain evernts that are not mentioned by. the Tarikh-i
Sistan ‘at all. The events had to be of great importance.i'as they
induced or even forced Hamza to divided his army into 's'ma.ll
units and to carry on the war by guerilla methods ’beyond the
éarlier fields of action. Thus we can interpret it as the announ-
cement of a témporary retreat into distant desert regions. For
the same unknown reasons the insurrection leader and the main
ideologist announceg his departure for the distant countries to
‘t'light the heathens and to rally the partisans 22.

Such a basic reorganization, change in the methods of stru-
gle, and the departure or rather the flight of Hamza could be
caused only by a . .crushing defeat, If, as the T&arikh-Sistdn ma-

. intains, the compaign under the leadership of the caliph was

stopped because of his death, what would be the use of the
above mentioned changes within the sect? The editor’s enda-
vours aimed at hushing up the hamziyya failure are suggested
by the figures given in the chronicle. They refer to the number
of the insurgets troops before the war, at the moment of ma!;ch-
ing out and during the reorganization, Thirty thousend of de=~
speradoes went to the war, yet only five thousand 2 were di-
vided in units of five hundred each as a result of the recons-
truction of the movement. What was the fate of the rest? It is
obvious they perished.

The chronicler’s rather elaborate suggestion what HSrCl;ﬂ
al-Rashid marched with the army to defeat and destroy Hamza
is in my opinion a later fergery aimed at increasing the impor-

tance of the insurrection of Hamza in the eyes of posterioty.



88

He is presented there as a paragon of virtue and we leam how
intensely subjective the attitude is comparing it to the contrary
hostile one maintained by Ibn Funduq towards Hamza and his
subordinates. Similarly to the story about the relatlonsh.lp be
tween the cahph and the rebel, the mformatmn (.lbld., 169, V 7)
about Arab state machine cegsed to function after the death of
al-Rashid in the Persian city of Tis is no exact. It was just :
" the other way round. In spite of the chahges on the throne and
the civil war the state administration was very efficient; it is
proved for example by .al-Ma’'miin’s manouvre concerning the
fasurrection of R&M. ibn Laith in Trénsoxania 2%, >
In 194/809 the insurgents were undoubtedly hit ‘hard;‘yet to

»suppose' this caused the fall of the 'inéurrection would be a mi=-
stake. The compulsory emmigration of I:Iamzé the reasons of
which are' unknown and the aims still unexplained lasted appro-
'ximately six years. In 200/815 Hamza .returns to Sistan and ta=
kes over the leadership of the hamziyya. During the early years
following Hamza's return the sect undergoes a short period of
awakening, experiances. the influx of fresh foréés, but does qot
regain its former states among the Khawsarij of Sistén. Serious
‘ modifications occured within the sect itself, caused partly by the
changes in political relations in eastern Persia, mainly in Kho=-
rasdn and Transoxania. They consisted in the increasing drive
towards political independence. The Khawarij are joined by a
new local element. Those people were less ideologically involv-
ed in the khéarijism than the Arab immigrants, The latter who
were the backbone of the hamziyya up to 194/809 tended to
treat the participation in the flights more_aé a religious .clicta-
"te 2%, Therefore in the period 195-205/810-820 twogroups, a
conservative and an innovatory one emerged within the hamziy-
va. Both fractions recognized the power of Hamza,' who was
able to keep both by himself accepting the social radicalism

of the acts whic}n was the concqg.sion to the conservatists, as

well as plunders advertised by the newcomers2 . The change

'a9

in conduct limited the hamziyya influence making the sect many
‘enemies, Yet this..process reaching back to 194/809 did not de=
velop xmmedia.tely, and certainly it did not work quickly enough
to cau.se either the sect's dissolution or its deterioration alre_ady
in the next year,

On jum8da I 12-th 231 A.H, (August 28-th 828) dies Hamza
ibn ‘Abd AllZh holding the position of the leader of the sect till
the end of his life, It is the sole unquestionable dstail concemns.
ing his death, The Tarikh-i Sistan mentions the name of the pla~-
ce where KHamza perished, but the text of the chronicle is ille=
gible in this frngment the name is distorted and therefore it can=-
not be ldentx.ﬁed + The Zain al-akhb&r informs that Hamza was
killed near Kabul, Balkhx on the other hand maintains that Hame=
za perished drowned in one of the wadi in Kerman which would
prove that the tide of the deceased’s luck turned .completely, as
it is extremely difficult to get drowned in Kerman, especially in
August, According to Baghd&di though, Hamza was killed in the
battle of N&shapiir as he wanted to regain Khords&n some time
a!'ter he had been driven away by ‘I‘a.h:r ibn Husain 28. In this
particular case the details are of secondary importance to us,
whereas the fact fi choosing a new leader of the sect on the
day of Hamza’s death is essential, He was Abu Ishaq Ibr-ahun
ibn ‘Umair al-Jashani 29. The immediate election explicitely shows
that the hamziyya was not dissolved on ihe death of its founder,
but on the contrary displayed at that very moment remarkable
vitality, Soon Abii Ishaq left the hamziyya ranks 30. His rénoun—
cement faces us with a nother problem, i, e, how can we isolate
the hamziyya from other khérijite groups mentioned in the T8~
rikh-i Sistdn unless we assume that the whole kharijite move~
ment in this province was united? Untill Hamza lived it was con=
siderably simple, Though the chronicle does not employ the ap-
pelation’ "hamziyya" it introduces other terms, as "the Khawarij
from the group of Hamza’s pa'x"‘tisans"a:l which is sufficient to

recognize that the hamziyya group is concerned. The case ets
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complicated after the death of Hamza as the chronicler does not'_

use this name anymore; we do not hear either about the men
of Hamza or the khé&rijite group of Hamza, and no other name
is introduced that would prove that we encounter the continua-
tion of the hamziyya. ¥ the affiliation of Abl Ishiq to the ham-
ziyya is certain, there are certe.in_ doubt concerning his seuc-
cessor. We learn from the Tarikh-i Sist@n that after AbU Ishaq’s
- recouncement the Khawiarij elected Abu ‘Awf32 as a leader.
But we do not know which eect is concerned. The context sug=
gests the same group which Abli Ishd&q had left, but context in
chronicles' such as the quoted one is not a certain proof,

A note sent in 247[/861 by Yalqlb ibn Laith to ‘Ammar-i
Khariji, one of the leaders of the Sistan Khawarij can be of
some help here: Your previcus aciivity consisted in this that

Hamza ibn, Abd All&h never raided this country, nor did he any

harm to the inhabitants of Sisisn. He struggled against the re-

.presentaﬁves of the caliphate power proclajming,:'ch do injuse

tice! The rat8y3d of Sistin were under his protectlon. Though

the couniry was then ruléed by the ‘foreigners the mhabxtants of -

Sistan lived in peace thanks to hlS leadership. Later, under AbU

Ishag and Abl ‘Awf countries of the heathen were raided. Now

the situation is different. ¥ you wish ( Sistin) prosperity relin-

guish the power of caliph‘,.. rise with wour army and join us as

we have rebelled in a good cause not to let anyone do harm

to Sistdn., I God Most High helps us we shall increase the

territory. of Sistdn as much as we possible can. And if you do

not like it, at least do noet harm anyone in Sisifn but fouo;w the

path of the old Khawarij 33. ;

{ Yalqlb appeals in his letter for unity and followxng the
exemples of the past. The general tone of the message implies
that Hamza, AbU Ish&qg and AbuG ‘Awf were well known and re-
spected in st’oan, at least in the Kkhé&rijite circles to which’ Ya
(qlb appeals, The first two certainly belonged to the hamziyya.

Tha affiliation of the third is indicated both by . the context of
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: the information about his being choosen as leader and his clas—

smcatxon in the quoted letter.

~Abu t’Aw-f the new l.eader of the sect suffered numerous and

_pamful defeats. After the battle of dhu’ l-hijja 7-th 216 - (January

:15-th 832) the Khawarij had to retire to the city of Awq. There
Abu ‘Awf formed .a new group, soon defeated by the Arab com-

mander. Abu ‘Awf was probably killed then, as the Tarikhei

sttan does not mention hxm again, It was the end of 216 A.H34.

VA.Eter AbTG ‘Awf quits the scene some kharijite groups are still

active g and a.fter several years there. appears ‘Ammar=i Kha-_

An]:, the addressee of Yafqub’s letteras. The question whether

(Ammar-i Khariji belonged to the. hamziyya arises. The ea.rhest
news of ‘him dates from 238/852 twenty years after the disap-

‘:_prearance or death of AbT CAwf, Cons_ldermg that in 238/852

‘Ammar-i KharijT was a well known personage we-can well sup-

“pose that his career had begun several» years earlier though
~without obvxous reasons we cannot prolong his activity by over
.two decades to link hxm in time with Abii ‘Awf, In the quoted
‘letter of Ya‘qub neither the affﬂxahon of ‘Ammar to any of the

v;khanjite sect nor his union with the three leaders of the ham-

ziyya are -mentioned. If we assumed though that ‘Ammar was
one .of the successor’s of Hamza we would admit over twenty

years’ break ‘in the written records of the hamziyya. It could

" be caused by diminished act:.vxty of the group mean either the
. latent life of the sect or its complete chssoluhon followed by

its restor'atlon. : ; L

The latter possibility should be rejected, as reviving the
movement, in the natural course of thls they. would return to
1ts primary pure form of ’che early radzcahsm, the betrayal of
whxch was attributed to ‘Amm3r. by Ya‘qub Assuming though

the latent existance of the sect we should take for granted its

ideological stability combined with military weakness, i. e. agree

to something  contrary to our knowledge of the sect. It displayed

. lesser ideological stability than military values. The sect doc-
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trinally weak for years, addrtzonaly harassed by military defeats,
the death of ‘its- founder a.nd internal dxsmtegmhon was not able’
to remam as a separate group in the kharijie environment. The-
se members which saved themselves from the saughterv of 216/
[832 devoid of mc;ral support probably joined’the ‘o'ther 'brgnéheé
of the kharijism which differred from the hamziyya slighty only -
in their teachings. It seems rather improbable for a small group
to live Iatenﬂy in an ideologically similar environment for several
years thhou.t losmg its interity. As there are no partxcu!ars cone
cemmg the affmatlon‘ of ‘Ammar-i Khariji we must leave him out
ot‘ the hamziyya, considering BT ‘Awf its last leader, after. the
death of whose in 216/832 the hamziyya ceased to exist. We pt:)s-
ses no evidence that it became later a leadmg force, even go-

mg by dxfferent name.
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