
labouring groups, artists, and engineers who built, maintained, and transformed these
captivating structures.
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Shivan Mahendrarajah’s meticulous research into Mongol Herat and the fabled though now
faded city’s most famous dynasty, the Karts, is a welcome if long overdue study of a once
glorious and powerful metropolis. Long a commanding and influential city-state, Herat domi-
nated the rich and flourishing province of medieval Khorasan reflecting the power and pres-
tige of Persian culture throughout the eastern Islamic world. Herat was the undisputed
centre of political, financial, and cultural power in the wider Persian-speaking world and a
city-state whose elites were decisive and instrumental kingmakers in the Islamic world des-
pite that status being challenged and at times undermined during the Mongol centuries.

The Kart dynasty’s founder, Shams al-Din, championed Persian culture and protected the
rights of native citizens, while allying himself with the Ilkhanid conqueror, Hulegu, and
defending the Toluid branch of the imperial Chinggisid Qa’anate. Lawrence Potter’s PhD the-
sis on the Karts (“The Kart Dynasty of Herat: religion and politics in mediaeval Iran”,
Columbia University, 1992), for too long the major source on the Kart dynasty, failed to
emphasize Herat’s all-important regional role, allowing Mahendrarajah’s History of Herat to
become the authoritative history of the Kart dynasty and of medieval Herat.

Mahendrarajah has focused attention on Herat in its heyday under the Kart dynasty
whose achievements, though recognized, have not received the attention and research
they deserve. The first part concentrates on military and political history and the second
half is concerned with social and economic developments. The organization and layout of
this book prioritize the researcher’s concerns: it provides not only maps, charts, tables
and diagrams, but also a glossary, genealogical charts and appendices furnished with
extra economic and social data. In addition, appropriate prolegomena introduce the three
segments of the first half of the book, and summaries and reflections conclude both
main parts, which make reviewing and re-assessing the material detailed in this meticulous
study all the easier to manage. This is a book written with the researcher in mind.

Mahendrarajah’s book has been written from the viewpoint of Herat and the emphasis
is on events from the perspective of the city’s Kart rulers. This angle results in an unex-
pected interpretation of events in the wider Mongol world and is immediately evident in
the organization of the chapters. Whereas the Ilkhanate is usually split into into three dis-
tinct stages, with the reigns of Hulegu and Abaqa generally regarded as a positive period,
the years from 1281 until the appearance of Ghazan in 1295 portrayed as essentially cha-
otic, and finally, the rule of the three Muslim Ilkhans as a golden age, Mahendrarajah’s
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three time-periods, explained over the six chapters of the book’s first section, reflect dif-
ferences in historical and political perspectives between Tabriz and Herat.

Herat’s history did not reflect the fortunes of the Ilkhan kings in Azerbaijan. The first
period ran from 615/1218 to 676/1278, ending with Shams al-Dīn’s death by poisoning at
the hands of Abaqa who, probably unfairly, mistrusted the motives of the wily founder of
the Kart dynasty. The second period ran from 677/1278 to 729/1329 and covered some
tumultuous decades from which Herat emerged with real economic prosperity. Finally,
729/1329 to 783/1381 saw the collapse of the Ilkhanid state and the rise of Timur. The
opening two chapters deal with the initial Mongol onslaught and the political machina-
tions of Shams al-Din Kart to assume some kind of control over Herat and its dependen-
cies. As the Ilkhanate, based in Azerbaijan in the west of the region, became a reality, the
nature of Mongol rule transformed from what Mahendrarajah calls Roving Bandits to
Stationary Bandits, a thesis which is expanded in chapters 3 and 4. The final two chapters
of this first section of the book deal with the transition of the Kartid state of Herat from
an Ilkhanid client to an independent Persian Kingdom before the state’s expiry in 783/
1381 with the advent of Timurlane.

Both sections of Mahendrarajah’s book conclude with final analyses of his own assess-
ments and material. He reflects at length on the implications of his suppositions and
devotes additional consideration not only to the major actors that are instrumental in
the narrative but to the wider geographical and economic factors that impact the region.
However, while he recognizes the essential differences that marked the rule of Mongke
compared to the earlier Great Khans, Mahendrarajah could have emphasized more force-
fully the cultural chasm that opened up between the Toluids and their cousins and neigh-
bours to the north-west and north-east after the brothers donned their Chinggisid mantle.

The focus of the second section are the social and economic repercussions of the
Chinggisid invasion with chapters 7 and 8 exploring the attempts by Ogodai Qa’an to reju-
venate Herat. The region’s unique water distribution system, an important component of
which was the qanat (kārīz) network of underground canals, was refurbished and
re-opened and agricultural production was galvanized with the result that migration to
Herat from Khurasan and Turkestan was encouraged and soon became evident in the
city’s growing prosperity. Details are provided for the extensive revitalization of the
hydrological systems and agricultural administration. The Kartid rulers delegated respon-
sibility for the management and administration of the hydrological and agricultural hold-
ings to Herat’s Islamic institutions with the result that these agro- and hydro-managers
became notably richer and more powerful. As a consequence, Sufi and ʿAlid institutions
in Jam, Balkh, Herat and Mashhad were major landowners with control over the pro-
vince’s water and agricultural production by the time that Timurid rule was in decline,
a subject about which Mahendrarajah has already written and for which he is justly
well known and his expertise acknowledged.

Chapters 9 and 10 concentrate on the re-building of Herat despite the Mongol over-
lords’ proscription on building. During the Kartid period Islamic activity thrived and
Sufi hospices and seminaries proliferated. Mahendrarajah claims that it was this socio-
economic recovery that enabled the splendour of Timurid Heart to develop, and that
the Kartids should be credited with its success.

Mahendrarajah’s study of Herat under Kartid rule views the Ilkhanate from a fresh and
unexpected angle. The Kart dynasty’s founder, Shams al-Dīn, had to juggle several threats
to his position. While his relations with Hulegu had been generally firm, the new Ilkhan,
Abaqa, had reservations about this canny leader in the east and his machinations with his
Chinggisid cousins, both Jochid and Ogodaid, could be viewed from Tabriz with suspicion.

This refreshing study views the unfolding of events and the unravelling political she-
nanigans in Mongol Greater Iran from the viewpoint of Herat and its Persian Kartid rulers:
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the result is a new perspective on the Ilkhanate and the emergence of the Timurids. This
History of Herat will undoubtedly become the standard textbook and we are indebted to
Shivan Mahendrarajah for this impressive work of research and analysis.
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This imposing 48th volume in the Glasenapp series of collected papers of German
Indologists celebrates the career of Richard Pischel (1849–1908) and his magnificent pio-
neering, but now largely neglected, contribution to most aspects of Indology. Enhanced
with the first satisfactory biography and the first complete bibliography, the present
work is arranged in twelve sections, covering MIA and Sanskrit linguistics; Vedic and
Indo-Iranian; drama, belles-lettres, and epigraphy; Buddhism and (discovered on
Pischel’s initiative) the Turfan documents; and finally folklore and studies relating to
(mainly German) Romani culture. His critical reviews of the fundamental publications
of European Indology are amply reproduced: Senart’s Aśokan edicts, Andersen’s Pali
reader, Kielhorn’s Mahābhāṣya and Liebich’s Cāndra studies, Grierson’s Linguistic Survey of
India, Caland’s ritual for the dead, etc.

Pischel’s extensive study of original manuscripts was brought to bear on the knotty prob-
lem of the dialect distribution of pekkh-/pecch-, dakkh-/dacch-, dekkh-/dicch- “to see” in
Prakrit, and on the four recensions of the Śākuntala. His solutions, rigorously proving
Childers’ assumption that dakkh- represents a present-tense adaptation of future-tense
drakṣyati (Pali dakkhati), and demonstrating the basic authenticity of the Bengali recension
of the drama, however cogent, can hardly be said to have gained full acceptance even
now. In the case of dakkh-, he retracted his solution in Grammatik der Prakrit-Sprachen, for
no good reason, in favour of a derivation from an invented *dṛkṣati, which CDIAL has
accepted. But his original solution has been made entirely plausible by recognition of future-
tense applications of the present-tense forms gacchati and acchati in Pali. Since the palatal
syllables in future gacchii, dacchii and present gacchai, pecchai were virtually indistinguishable
in Prakrit pronunciation, there was ample scope for using the originally future-tense dakkha
(t)i and dacchai as presents, beside the use of present-tense gacchati and acchati as futures.

He derived acchati “remains” not from an invented aniṭ future of ās- “to sit, remain”,
but from ās- with an original *ska present-tense suffix. This again has been borne out
by Pali samacchare “they sat down together”. He retracted it, however, in Gr. Pk., in favour
of a semantically improbable derivation from ṛcchati “moves, goes”. CDIAL has substituted
derivation from ākṣeti “dwells, inhabits”, but the prevalence of reflexes of *kṣ in the mod-
ern languages that prompted this might be merely another instance of the substitution of
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