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of the Wafidiyya Mongols took place during the reigns
of two sultans: Baybars al-Bundukdari :638-77/1260-
77), a great admirer of the Mongols. and al-‘Adil
Kitbugha (694-6/1295-7), who was himself an Oirat
Mongol. Baybars even let part of them join the élite
corps, the Bahriyya regiment. However, the influx of
these Mongols frightened him: “I fear there is some-
thing suspect in their coming from all sides” (al-
Makrizi, Sulik, v, 515 1. 1-6; Ibn ‘Abd al-Z3hir, ed.
Sadaka, 105). A measure which he took 10 neutralise
them was to disperse them within much bigger num-
bers of the Royal Mamliks (yufarrifuhum kull diama‘a
bayna ad‘afiha min al-mamalik al-sultaniyya, Ibn ‘Abd al-
Zabhir, 59, 1 1).

Baybars is said to have appointed from amongst
them commanders from the rank of Amir of a
Hundred downwards (i:., 58 1. 19; al-Makrizi, Khutat,
i, 117; Sato, State and rural society, 101). Yet it seems
that no specific Wafidi Mongol appointed to that high
rank by Baybars has been noted till now by any
scholar. The only WafidT Amir of a Hundred noted
by the present writer in the reign of that sultan was
a Kh"arazmian, who was related to him by marriage
(see Ayalon, Wafidiya, 93 n. 26a. On the Kh"arazmian
and Kurdish Wafidiya, who preceded the Mongols,
see ibud., 94-7).

Sultan Kitbugha had to conform to the Mamlik
policy towards the Wafidiyya, who arrived in 695/1296
in huge numbers (10,000 according to some versions,
18,000 according to others). First of all, he returned
to the older policy of separating the leaders from their
soldiers, by letting only the leaders enter Egypt and
forcing the rest to stay in Syria, settling many of them
in its devastated coastal area, as was the case with
the earlier Wafidiyya newcomers. Of their chiefs (num-
bering between 113 and 300, according to different
accounts), only their head, Turghay, a son-in-law of
the II-Khanid Hiilegii [¢.2.] received the medium rank
of Amir of Forty (Zetterstéen (ed.), Beitrige zur Geschichte
der Mamlukensultane, Leiden 1919, 38 1. 21; Ibn Tagh-
ribirdi, Mudjam, ed. Cairo, viii, 60 1. 6). Kitbugha did
try, during his short reign, to raise the status of his
compatriots, but failed because of the stubborn antag-
onism of the Royal Mamliks. It is also stated that
one of the two major reasons of his deposition was
his favourable attitude to his fellow-Oirats. The Oirats
continue to play a political role until the early part
of al-Nasir Muhammad b. Kalawiin’s third reign (709-
41/1309-40). Subsequently, they were on the decline,
and in 733/1333 we find them or their descendants
as attendants or servants (atha®) to the Mamliks in
the Cairo citadel (Sulak, ii, 83 1L 8-13).

The wide, and usually unbridgeable, gap separat-
ing the Mamliks and non-Mamlitks arriving in the
Sultanate, even when the non-Mamliiks belonged to
the most highly-appreciated militarv stock, is well illus-
trated in the case of the Oirats. Kitbugha and Salar,
both of them belonging to that ethnic group, and
who arrived in the Sultanate as slaves, rose to the
highest ranks, whereas the head of many thousands of
Oirats, who arrived there as free men, did not rise above
the rank of a medium ami, in spite of his close fam-
ily connection with one of the greatest Mongol Khans.

After the influx of the Oirats, the Wafidiyya migra-
tion greatly dwindled until it disappeared for good. At
that period, when migration no longer posed any
danger to the Mamliiks, they became more generous
in bestowing the rank of Amir of a Hundred on a
very small number of immigrants belonging to that
category.
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_ (D. Avaron)

WAFIR (“the ample, abundant”), the name of
an Arabic poetic metre, the first metre of the
second circle in al-Khalil’s classification [sec ‘ARTD]
of which the commonest pattern (wafir-1) is:

voww v cw oo ol C e — -
o = v - -

The two consecutive short syllables alternate with
one long syllable (48% of all variable positions in al-
Mutanabbi’s wafir poems taken together are filled=vith
a long syllable, 52% with two short syllables), but the
incidence of double short syllables in the second foot
of each hemistich appears to be higher than in the
first foot (unpublished scansion data).

Occasionally, the first syllable is lacking in open-
ing lines of the poem, a phenomenon called kharm,
examples of which are al-Nabigha, no. 31; ‘Antara,
nos. 1, 12; Tarafa, no. 7; Zuhayr, no. 5 (ed. W. Ahl-
wardt, The divans of the six ancient Arabic poets, London
1870); two Mufaddaliyyat poems: nos. 13, 35 (ed. Ch.
J- Lyall, Oxford 1921); and four poems in the Hamdsa
of Abti Tammam: nos. 116, 159, 188, 696 (al-Marzfiki,
Sharh diwan al-hamisa, ed. Ahmad Amin and ‘Abd al-
Saldm Hartn, Cairo, 1951-3).

Throughout the first 300 years of Arabic poetry,
the use of the wdfir metre appears to be fairly con-
stant: up to 10% of the poems originating from what
D. Frolov calls “the metrical school of al-Hira”, and
up to 20% of the compositons by poets from the
“Bedouin metrical school” (see his Notes on the history
of drad in al-Andalus, 91, 93). Frolov’s data may be
compared with those in the graph in J. Bencheikh,
Poétique arabe, 225.

In a discussion of the aesthetic value of different
metres, Hazim al-Kartadjanni [g.0.] places this metre,
together with kamil, after fawil and basit (see his Minhad
ol bulagh@’ wa-sirddj al-udab@, ed. Muhammad al-Habib
Ibn al-Khédja, *Beirut 1986, 268).

Two truncated (madiz’) wafir types, labelled wafir-
2(v-ww—lov—w-llv-w-~Ilv-o )and
wifir-3 (v — o — o m v~ v~ ou - o —— )
are occasionally found. Examples in the work of ‘Umar
b. AbT Rabi‘a (P. Schwarz, Der Diwan des “Umar Itn
Abi Rebi‘a, Leipzig 1901-9) are nos. 47, 166, 219, 284,
301, 317, 340, 366, 375, 404, 407 for wafir2; and
104, 110, 298, 347 for wdfir-3. The metrical irregu-
larities in nos. 104, 166, 298 (Schwarz, op. cit., iv, 179)
can perhaps be explained as a mixture of metres, due
to the similarity between the truncated wafir and hazad;.

In modern poetry, wéfir continues to be used, albeit
sparingly (S. Moreh, Modern Arabic poetry 1800-1970,
219, has six poems in wdfir or a wafir-like metre in
a sample of 759 modern poems). Badr Shikir al-
Sayyab (1926-64 [4.0. in Suppl.]) mixes wafir and radjaz
in his poem Fi ‘l-maghrib al-‘arabt (see S.K. Jayyusi,
Trends and movements in modern Arabic poetry, Leiden 1977,
i, 729).
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