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The Battle of  Manzikert1 in 463 /1071 is an important land-mark in his-
tory in so far  as it resulted in two important processes-the gradual settlement 
of  the Turks in Asia Minör (along with the Islamisation of  the heart-lands 
of  Byzantium), and the beginning of  a Byzantine desire to open its territo-
ries to western European powers for  the launching of  the Crusades. The causes 
of  the battle are equally important. First of  ali, there was the constant con-
flict  between Byzantium and the central Müslim power, aggravated by the 
arrival of  Turkish tribes and the rise of  the Saljüqs in the eleventh century. 
Second, the Armenian territories played a significant  role in providing a set-
ting for  this conflict.  But one aspect of  Manzikert which has never been em-
phasized, though not altogether neglected, is the active Fâtimid foreign  policy 
connected with frustrating  the rise of  the Saljüqs in the East. I t is this last 
aspect which I wish to isolate for  discussion in the following  pages, not so 
much to contribute new information  as to furnish  a re-interpretation indicat-
ing possible Fâtimid machinations behind the Battle of  Manzikert.2 

Byzantium and  the Central  Müslim  Poujer. 

Much has been written about the relations between Byzantium and the 
Arabs (beginning shortly before  islam and in Müslim history) down to the 

1 The name is spelled Mantzikert or Manzikert in western sources; Manâzgard, Malazgirt 
in Müslim sources. 

2 A fail  bibliography at the end of  this article is given only to illustrate the many-sided 
complexity of  the subject. However, due to the limited scope of  this article it has been used 
here only in a selective manner. 

The references  below are abbreviated as given in the bibliographical index. 
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'Abbâsid period by scholars such as Brooks,3 Vasiliev,4 Wellhausen,5 Canard6 

and Gibb.7 Canard8 has coııtinued with a discussion of  these relations in the 
Hamdânid period, while Laurent9 and Cahen10 have given us the Turco-By-
zantine picture. The Caucasian background has been provided by Toumanoff.11 

A vast variety of  sources-Islamic, Greek, Armenian and Syrian have been used 
by tlıese writers. The story that emerges from  their labors is too long and 
not immediately relevant. Yet a summary is given in the notes for  convenient 
reference.12  There are certain salient features  of  their presentation, however, 

3 Brooks: Asia Minör;  Byz. -Arabs. 
4 Vasiliev: Byz.-Arabes; Episodes. 
5 Wellhausen: Kâmpfe;  Arab Kingdom. 
6 Canard: Expeditions;  fA~cole. 
7 Gibb: Relations. 
8 Canard: Hamdanides;  Hamdânids-E.  I . 
9 Laurent: Byz. et Turcs. 

10 Cahen: Mantzikert;  Turhey,  among other titles mentioned in the index. 
11 Toumanoff:  Background. 
12 The story begins with the M'uta campaign in 8/629 when Prophet Muhammad for  the 

first  time changed his hitherto friendly  attitude towards Byzantium by mounting an expedition 
to meet the invading forces  led by Heraclius. This was the prelude to the conquest of  Meeca and 
the debut in islam of  Khâlid b. Walîd's career. Many Byzantine positions in Syria were taken 
in the last years of  the Prophet's life.  The wars of  conquest in the time of  Caliph 'Umar took 
away two of  Byzantium's best provinces-Egypt and Syria. Mu'âwiya, then as governor of  Syria 
took Cyprus in 29 /649. 'Abdullah and then 'Amr as governors of  Egypt conquered Byzantine 
territory in \urt l ı Africa  namely the Pentapolis (Barqa) region and reached Carthage (Qayra-
wân). A Syro-Egyptian fleet  engaged a Byzantine fleet  of  500 ships under Constans II off  the 
Lycian coast in 35 /655. After  assuming the title of  Caliph, Mu'âwiya sent under his son Yazid 
an expedition toward Constantinople in 48-49 ,'668-669. With this the interesting legend of  Abü 
Ayyüb al-Anşârî and his combat and burial near the walls of  the city are connected. The year 
52 /672 saw the conquest of  Rhodes or Cyzique depending on the interpretation of  the name 
"Arwâd". At the end of  Mu râ\viya ,s reign a seven year's campaign (54-60/674-680) is re-
ported which could have been continuous border engagements, till events in Arabia suspended 
it for  the time as soon as the Caliph 'Abdal-Malik raised his head from  the involvement against 
the rebel Ibn Zubayr, he resumed in 73/692 the struggle against Byzantium. Justinian II was 
defeted  at Sebastapolis. Tyana in Cappadocia was taken in 89 /707 at the beginning of  Walîd I's 
reign. Again during the period of  the great Müslim conquests in the time of  Walid I preparations 
for  a campaign against Constantinople began in 95/713, continued with the capture of  Sardis 
and Pergamon and culminated in the siege of  the city in 98 /716 in the time of  Caliph Sulaymân 
by his brother, Maslama. Although the internal condition of  the Caliphate demanded Müslim 
withdrawal, many legends are woven round this campaign, namely the supposed entry of  Mas-
lama in Constantinople and the building of  a mosque there. Hishâm's time brewed with revolt 
and although he had resumed war with the Byzantines, no headway could be made. The Müslim 
lands were now engulfed  in the sweeping 'Abbâsid revolution and Byzantium got its respite 
once again. 
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The situation of  Armenia is of  special signifıcance  (cf.  Toumanoff:  Background, 
Grousset: Armenie; Charanis: Byz. Eleventh  Cent.).  It was the Persian recruting grouııd 
in its wars with Ancient Greece and Byzantine recruiting ground against later day 
Persia. Despite the Peace of  Rhandia in 63 A.D. it remained the bone of  contention between 
Byzantium and the Sâssânid Iran and later between Byzantium and islam. Mu 'âwiya's General 
Habib al-Fihri had occupied it in 24/644-5 but it was lost to the Muslims shortly after  the death 
of  the Caliph, when civil war broke out in Arabia. After  the second 'Abbâsid Caliph Manşür 
Consolidated his position against the rebels in Hijâz, 'Iraq and Persia, Armenia again became 
the battleground between Byzantium and islam. The ruined border fortresses  of  Melitene and 
Massisah were restored and even Baku is reported to have been reached. During the time of 
his successor Mahdî, the latter's son Hârûn led an expedition against Constantinople in 166/782 
and reaching the Bosphorus, a treaty was concluded by which Queen irene on behalf  of  her 
minör son Constantine VI agreed to pay a large semi-annual tribute. Hârün received from  his 
father  the title of  ar-Rashıd as a result of  his conduct of  this campaign. On Nicephorus I's 
repudiation of  the treaty, Hârûn, now as Caliph sent an expedition that resulted in the capture 
of  Tyana and Heraclea, and the re-imposition of  the tribute. Hârün's exchange of  friendly 
embassies with Charlemagne was based on their common hostility to both Umayyad Spain and 
Byzantium. Hârün's son Ma'mün personally commanded a campaign against Theophilus (829-
42) but died enroute at Tarsus in 218 /833. The next Caliph Mu'taşim continued the expedition 
and succeeded in taking Amorfum  in 225 /839. From his time, the Caliphate entered its Sâmarra 
phase dominated by the Turkish Amırs al-Umarâ', too much involved in its internal affairs  to 
be able to continue its hostilities against Byzantium. 

However, in another area of  Byzantine influence  - the Mediterranean, the Aghlabid dy-
nasty (184-296 /800-909) of  North Africa  took up on behalf  of  the 'Abbâsid Caliphate, a struggle 
that resulted in their occupation of  Sicily. The reduction of  this important Byzantine island 
began in 217 /827 in the time of  the third Aghlabid ruler Ziyâdat Allah I and was completed in 
287 /900 by the capture of  Palermo and Reggio in the time of  the ninth Aghlabid ruler Ibrâhım 
II. In the meantime Malta was acquired in 255/868. (cf.  Talbi: Aghlabides;  Marcais: Aghlabids-
E . I . 2) 

The 'Abbâsid Caliphate had returned to Baghdâd from  Sâmarra in 279 /892, but was stili 
in the grip of  the Amırs al-Umara. In the meantime many petty dynasties in the West as well 
as in the East had become autonomous. What is more, rival Caliphate of  the Fâtimids had been 
instituted in North Africa  in 297 /909 with a vigorous mission and an expanding empire. At 
the centre the Büyids, a Persian dynasty, although of  ShTite persuation, had replaced the Turk-
ish Amirs al-Umara and dominated the affairs  of  the Caliphs at Baghdad. (Kabir: Buıv. Dyn.; 
Cahen: Buwayhids-E.  / . 2) 

This was a period of  utter weakness of  the Central Caliphate but coincided with a great 
revival and resurgence of  Byzantine authority under its Macedonian Dynasty. The brunt of  the 
Byzantine attack was born by the Hamdânids (293-394/905-1004) of  Syria and the Fâtimids 
of  North Africa  and Egypt. Aleppo in the hands of  the Hamdânid ruler Sayfad-Dawla  (333-
356 /945-967) was the base of  almost yearly campaign in Asia Minör. However, Nicephorus 
Phocas, in 350 /961 a Byzantine General, succeeded in taking Aleppo and punishing the town 
with a massacre. He retired within nine days. On his becoming Emperor two years later 
many territories in Cilicia were recovered and Cyprus reconquered. In 358 /969, the last year of 
his reign,the important religious center of  Antioch was taken(about the same time as the Fâtimid 
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that could be noted here. The Müslim war against Byzantium was continuous 
and was only interrupted in times of  civil war, as for  example during the 
wars of  Ridda, the war between 'Ali and Mu'âwiya, the war of  'Abd Allah b. 
Zubayr against Yazîd, Marwân and 'Abd al-Malik, the period of  the change-
over from  the Umayyad to 'Abbâsid rule and the involvement of  the 'Ab-
bâsid Caliphate with provincial and central Amırs. Second, despite the war, 
the rulers of  Byzantium and islam had numerous occasions to exchange gifts 
and courtesies and to promote commercial pursuits.13 Third, both the Müslim 
gljâzîs and the Byzantine akrites believed in the necessity of  a holy war, a 
doctrine which was generated by centuries of  incessant conflict,  making it 
difficult  for  any Müslim ruler to declare alliance or friendship  with Byzanti-
um. One could manage, however, with a truce. Moreover, there was never a 
wholesale crusade or jihâd  but fighting  for  border fortresses  and booty. Such 
a situation was not desperate. I t became so only in the eleventh, when the 
great flood  of  Turkish tribes began to spill över Asia Minör. A similar move-
ment of  the Arab bedouin tribes (the Hilâli migration) was sweeping över 
North Africa  at about the same time, and we shall see the connection bet-
ween the two presently. 

The  Turkish  tribes and  the Rise of  the Saljüqs: 

Turks had played an important part in Middle Eastern politics before 
the advent of  the Saljüqs14 and even constituted independant dynasties such 
as the Ikhshîdids. The Arab scholar Jâhiz devoted a Risâla to their praise.15 

But with them we are not concerned here. The advent of  the Turkish tribes 
in the eleventh century was epoch-making and the subject is discussed at 

occupation of  Egypt) and it remained in Byzantine hands until 477 /1084. Aleppo under Sa'd 
ad-Dawla had to sign a humiliating treaty. Emperor John Tzimisces (969-76) may have en-
visaged the conquest of  Jerusalem but was deterred by the Fâtimid entry in Syria and the 
Hamdânid allegiance to them (see Paul walker: The so-ealled Crusade of  John Tzimisces, 
paper given at the 6th Conference  on Medieval Studies, WesternMichiganUniversity, may, 1971). 
Basil II (976-1025) campaigned in Syria against the Fâtimids but had to sign a ten-year truce 
with them in 388 /998 and that ushered in an entirely new relationship of  peaceful  co-existence 
between the two empires that endured for  more than 70 years (with interruptions and provo-
cations of  course!) till the Battle of  Manzikert. 

13 Gibbs: Relations,  pp. 55-60. 
14 Aydın  Sayılı:  Turks  in the Middle  East before  the Saljuqs,  J. A. O. S., 1943. 
15 Al-Jâhiz: Risâla  fi  manâqib at-Turk  w a 'âmmat  jund  al-Khilâfa  in Tria Opuscula, ed. 

Van Vloten, Leiden, 1903. Cf.  Bosworth: The  Ghaznawids,  pp. 206, 209, where other writers like 
Ibn Hawqal and Ibn Hassûl are also cited. 

I 
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length by Cahen in two articles,16 also previously by Laurent1 7 and Mukrimin 
Halil.18 The tribes mentioned are: the Qînlq,  from  whom the Saljüqs were de-
rived (on the authority of  Mahmüd Kâshgharî and the Malik-nâma);  the Döger 
in the Kurdish region, to whom belonged the later day Artüqids (on the au-
thority of  Yardan and Jazarî); the salghür,  who gave their name to a 12th 
century dynasty in Fârs, but arrived early alongside with the Saljüqs (on the 
authority of  the 16th century Shlrâz-nâma);  the Ivâll  in the Adjıerbaijan-Ar-
menian region who figüre  at the end of  the 12th century when under the name 
of  Yârüql  they were transplanted near Aleppo by the Zangî (on the authority 
of  I. Ath, Râwandî, Tmâd ad-Dîn and Nasawî, but Cahen thinks they came 
early in the eleventh century); the Avshâr, who were a significant  tribe in 
Khüzistân region in the late 12th century (on the authority of  Köprülü's 
article Avşar in the Turkish Encycl. of  islam, but Cahen thinks they arrived 
earlier). 

More relevant to our story are the tribes that entered Anatolia. Yâzijı-
Oghlü (ed. Houtsma) repeatedly mentions the Qai, the Bâycit, the Bayundür 
and the Sdlür  (Salghür) but Cahen eliminates the information  on the ground 
that they figured  much later and that Yâzijı mentioned them as a matter of 
style since these peoples were the four  pillars of  Saljüq power. We are not con-
cerned here with the Aghatsheri (mentioned by Bar Habraeus, Ibn Bibi, 
Ibn Shaddâd ete.) which belong to a much later Mongol period. 

The one tribe that figured  early in Anatolia, that remained in Anatolia 
(settled later in the northwest region) and that played a part in the events 
prior to the Battle of  Manzikert was called variously the Nâvüki,  Yâvuki,  Nârü-
ki  or Bciduki  (because in the Arabic letter "n" the change of  dots would result 
in "y" , or "b" ; whereas " r " and " v " could also be confused).  Cahen has point-
ed out, however, that the name could come from  the Khwarazmian Nav-qi 
(Tribus,  p. 186). The Saljüqs, i t is well known, had settled in Kvwarazmian 
territory before  their occupation of  Khurâsân, and that Chaglıri and Tughril 
had married a Khwarazmian lady. (Same) Tughril's sister Jawhar Khâtûn 
was married to Arlsıghl19 (or Erisgen) who was the muqaddam (leader) of  the 
Nâvuki. Shortly after  the Battle of  Manzikert, the leader of  the Nâvukı was 
Atsiz b. Uvaq, again Khvvarazmian.20 

16. Cahen: Penetration  Turque  (1948); and Tribus  (1950). 
17. Laurent: Byz. et Turcs  (1914). 
18 Mukrimin: Türkiye  Tarihi  (1934). 
19 He is Chrysosculos in Bryennins Commentari  32 and 117. 
20 Sibt: Mir'ât  in Amedroz ed. of  I. Qal.: Dhayl  pp. 98-99. 
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Bayhaqi (d. 470/1077), who was contemporary to the early migration 
of  Turks westwards, in his Ta'rikh  Mas'üdi,21  has a chapter on Khwarazm 
where he repeatedly talks of  two Turkish families  or tribes who had come to 
that area, viz. Saljüqiyân and Yinâliyân. I t is generally accepted that Ibrâ-
hlm Yinâl was a half-brother  of  Tughril and therefore  the separate identity 
of  the Yinâlî is ignored. But it appears that the Yinâlı were just as much a 
separate group as the Nâvukı, connected by marriage with the Saljüqs, and 
like the latter entered Anatolia and claimed to be the Mawâlî Amîr al-Mu'-
mînin (the clients of  the Caliph).22 They are also referred  to as Yaghmûriân, 
and Qiziliyân23. Cahen24 states that Ibrâhîm's mother had later married Tugh-
ril's father  Mikâ'îl or that Mikâ'îl's widow had married Ibrâhîm's father.  Thus 
Tughril and ibrahim were half-brothers.  This is in keeping with most of  the 
sources. However, much confusion  has arisen on the name Yûsuf,  (i) Accord-
ing to some he is the father  of  Ibrâhîm.2 5 (ii) According to others he is the 
fourth  son of  Saljüq2 6 (the other ..hree being Arslan=Isrâ'î l , Müsa and Mikâ'-
îl) and (iii) stili according to others he is Saljüq's grandson Yûsuf  b. Müsa.27 

(iv) Yûsuf  (or Yûnus) is also the father  of  Arısighl mentioned above, according 
to one version.28 I t is quite possible that there were several individuals ealled 
Yûsuf,  and that this is the cause of  confusion  among our sources. Synthesis-
ing the genealogy,29 Cahen arrives at: ibrahim b. Yûsuf  Yinâl b. Mûsa b. 
Seljûq, which would place him a generation below Tughril and would not in 
that case make him his half  brother. The purpose in going into this discussion 
here has been to maintain that Yinâliya were a separate tribal group.30 Two 
factors  bear this out: Bayhaqî's referring  to them as separate from  Saljûqs 
and the word Yînâl applied to both ibrahim and his father  Yûsuf,  as a group 
or tribal designation. We will notice later Ibrâhîm's initial support to Tughril 
and later defiance  of  him, in collusion with the Fâtimids. 

21 Ed. by Sa'id Naflsi,  Teheran, 1940-53, Vol. III, pp. 829, 830, 837. 
22 Ibid,  pp. 582, 863. 
23 idem. 
24 Cahen: Malik-Nameh,  p. 58. 
25 I. J. Muntazam,  VIII,  114. 
26. Ta'rikh  Âl  Saljüq  in Cahen: Malik-nâmeh,  p. 58. 
27 By virtue of  Cahen's identification  of  this Yûsuf  b. Mûsa (mentioned in Râwandi) as 

Yûsuf  Yinâl. 
28 Zahir ad-Dın Nishâpüri group of  historians, according to Cahen: Malik-Nâmeh,  p. 58. 
29 Cahen: ibid. 
30 Genealogical reconstructions: (See Chart at the end of  the notes). 
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Many of  these tribes that flooded  Asia Minör from  the east belonged to 
the Oghuz Turkic confederation,  who are called by the Arabic sources Ghuzz. 
However, there were other tribes of  the Ghuzz that had descended on Byzan-
tium from  the north and on the Balkan frontiers  since 1065. These were 
known to Byzantine historians31 as Uzes.  Charanis32 says, "The Uzes are merely 
the Oghuz in Byzantine form,  but the distinction is useful  in separating those 
who crossed the Russian steppe from  those who crossed the Persian plateau." 
The Ghuzz, however, were not the first  Turkish tribes that Byzantium had 
to cope with. Since the ninth century thousands of  Pechenegs (or Patzinaks)33 

and Kumans had crossed the Danube into Byzantine territory and it took 
much tact and diplomacy by that state to keep them in check. 

A distinction has been made by Cahen34 between the autonomous Turk-
ish tribes and those under the control of  the Saljüq sultâns - the former 
were predatory, the latter disciplined regular army; the former  had plunder, 
booty and ransom in miııd, the latter pursued political ends. But the distinc-
tion is very thin. How can we classify  ibrahim Yinâl's raids in Armenia of 
440/1048 as predatory and Tughril's campaign of  446/1054 as regular?35 

Again how can we make a distinction between the activities of  Arlsîghl, leader 
of  the Navükîya and those of  Sultân Alp Arslân's protege Afshîn,  both prior 
to the Battle of  Manzikert?36 Booty and ransom- money formed  an important 
item in the Sultân's budget and was used for  political purposes. But the more 
important factor  is that of  migration. The Middle East was overflowing  with 
newly arrived Turkish tribes, who may have been nomadic to begin with but 
were definitely  in search of  a new home and not just grazing grounds for  their 
animals. Their rapaciousness was only a passing phase. The ethnic-religious 
opposition of  both the Fâtimid and the Byzantine states emanated not from 
fear  of  the Turks as such, but from  the fear  of  the settlement of  this new 
element. The eagerness of  the 'Abbâsid invitation to the Saljüqs was not so 

31 eg. Cedrenus - Skylitzes, Hist.  II, 654. 
32 Charanis: Byz-Eleventh  Cent.,  p. 185, note 6. 
33 See Valilievsky: Patzinaks  and McCartney: Pechenegs  pp. 342-355 and Charanis, op. cit. 
34 Cahen: Manzikert,  p. 621. 
35 I. Ath: Kâmil,  IX , p. 546; I. J.: Muntazam,  VIII , p. 137, 160. 
36 Sibt: Mir'ât,  in Amedroz'sedition ofl.  Qal.: Dhayl,  pp.100-101. (about Arî-

sighı and Afshin).  See Köymen: Askeri  Teşkilali  for  the clear distinction made between the 
Turkoman forces  of  the earlier period and the regular army of  Ghulâms recruited later when 
the Saljüq Empire had been established; particularly the invariable employment of  the Tur-
koman irregulars against non-Muslim countries (p. 36). 
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much a result of  the love of  orthodoxy as a result of  the desperation stemming 
from  their conflict  with the Fâtimids. 

'Abbâsid  invitation to the Saljüqs. 
The early history of  the Saljüqs-their tribal origin and settlement in 

Khwârazım, conversion to islâm, Sâmânid and Qârâkhânid service, hostility 
to the Gljaznavids leading to the Battle of  Dandanaqân with them in 431 / 
1040 has been related by Cahen (in his article Malik-Nameh  and book Turkey) 
where four  different  traditions in muslim sources are examined: (i) the early 
Persian historians of  the Ghaznavids, mainly GardızI (ca. 441 /1050) and Bay-
haqî (d. 470/1077); (ii) the Bagfedâdi  historians Ibn al-Jawzî (d. 597/1200) 
and Sibt b. al-Jawzı (d. 654 /1256) (iii) the Persian work Malik-Nameh  (lost) 
which was the basis of  ' Imâd ad-Din's (d. 560/1164) account (although not 
acknowledged) whieh in turn was the basis of  Bundarı's abridgement (with 
acknowledgment). Malik-Nameh  was followed  in the 7th/13th century work 
Zubdat  at-Tawârlkh  whieh in turn was followed  by Ibn al-Athîr (d. 631 /1233) 
without acknowledgment. The Malik-Nameh  tradition is also embodied in 
the works of  Bar Habraeus (7th/13th cent.) and Mirkhwand (d. 904/1498) 
(iv) the Saljüqnâma  of  Zahir ad-DIn Nishâpürî (6th /12th century) which 
follows  a tradition independent of  Malik-nâmeh  and is followed  by Râwandı 
(end of  the 6th /12th century). Cahen's summaries have been succinctly stated 
in English by Kouymjian in his article (1969) on Mixit'ar of  Ani. The details 
of  these works will be found  in the bibliographical index attached. Restate-
ment of  this early Saljüq history is not necessary as it is only remotely rele-
vant here. 

We pass on, then, to the 'Abbâsid interest in inviting the Saljüqs. Since 
336/946 the"Abbâsid Caliphate had come under the tutelage of  the Buwayhid 
Amîrs. The Sünni Caliphate had been incongruously adjusted to a Twelver Shî'î 
political authority but together they shared a common rivalry with the new 
Sy ' I Ismâ'îlı dynasty of  North Africa-the  Fâtimids. However, the increasing 
power of  the Fâtimids (for  in the first  half  of  the 5 t h / l l t h century they also 
controlled Egypt, Syria and the countries bordering on the Red Sea, and had 
their Khutba read at Mecca and Medina) and the weakening of  the Buway-
hids by internal dissensions and military revolts, had created for  the 'Abbâsid 
Caliphs a danger as well as an opportunity. The opportunity increased with 
the rise of  such stalwarts as Mahmüd of  Ghazna and later Tughril Beg in the 
East; and the danger decreased because of  the chaos in which Egypt had been 
plunged by an eccentric Caliph al-Hâkim (386-411/996-1201). 
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Two measures that the 'Abbâsid Caliph al-Qâdir (381-422/991-1031) 
adopted were of  far-reaching  significance-the  issuance of  a manifesto  against 
the Fâtimid origin of  the Fâtimid Caliphs in 402/101137 which heralded an 
ever-growing anti-Fâtimid campaign, and the commissioning of  the Qâdî 
Mâwardı to write his famous  book on Sünnî political theory al-Ahkâm  as-
Sultânlyax  which justified  the legitimacy of  the 'Abbâsid Caliphate by fend-
ing off  the objections that could be made to the many irregularities in the 
institution. The same Mâwardî (often  referred  to as Aqda'l-Qudât) was des-
tined to be the next Caliph's (Qâ'im) ambassador to Tughril Beg. I t must be 
remembered that in the history of  'Abbâsid-Fâtimid conflict,  the Qâdîs played 
as important a role in the service of  the 'Abbâsid Caliphate and orthodoxy 
as the Dâ'ıs played in the service of  the Fâtimid Caliphate and heresy. Only 
two other examples in the immediate context need be mentioned here. In the 
time of  the Caliph Qâ'im we know of  the high position and missions of  the 
Qâdî Dâmighânî, and of  a rabble-rousing Qâdi Ibn Mushtari in the court of 
the penultimate Büyid Amir Abü Kâlıjâr at Shırâz who almost chased away 
the Fâtimid dâ'I Mu'ayyad from  there.3 9 

The Caliph Qâ'im (422-467/1031-1075) was even more energetic than 
his predecessor. He had a young advisor Ibn al-Muslima40 from  the very be-
ginning of  his career. The cpntemporary Fâtimid agent at Shırâz, Mu'ayyad4 1 

states that Ibn al-Muslima arrived at Ahwâz en route to Shırâz, threatening 
to oust him by force  from  the Büyid court, but that he left  on his own in 429 / 
1038. He also states that Ibn al-Muslima had committed many atrocities 
against the Shî'I places of  worship. He further  informs  us that Ibn al-Muslima 
was instigating the revolt of  Mu'izz b. Bâdis, the ZIrid governor of  Qayrawân 
against the Fâtimids of  Cairo. Later in 437/1045, the penultimate Büyid 
Sultân's wazır Ibn Fasânjas intrigued to get 'Amıd ad-Dawla deposed by the 
'Abbâsid Caliph and Ibn al-Muslima appointed in his place as the Ra'ıs ar-
Ru'asâ.4 2 However, Ibn Fasânjas was exeeuted by Abü Kâlîjâr two years 

37 I. Atlı., Kâmil,  IX , 236 and I. J.: Muntazam,  VII , 281-2. The full  text of  the manifesto 
as given in Abu'l-Fidâ is translated in Manour's Polemics  on the origin  of  the Fâtimi  Caliphs, 
London, 1934, p. 25. 

38 See Gibb's article: Al-MâwardVs  Theory  of  the Caliphate  in his Studies  on the Civilisation 
of  islam,  pp. 152-53. 

39 Mu'ayyad: Slra,  pp. 9-10. 
40 I. J.: Muntazam,  pp. 200-1 gives the date of  his birth as 397/1006. 
41 Mu'ayyad: Sira,  pp. 56-57. 
42 I. Ath. Kâmil,  I X . 530. 
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later.43 Ibn al-Muslima later succeeded in running the Bûyid commander Ba-
sâsîrı out of  Baghdad. He was the chief  promoter of  <Abbâsid-Saljüq solida-
rity. 

The Saljüqs and the Yinâlıya left  Central Asia in 426 /1035 and arrived 
in Khurâsân claiming to be the clients of  the Commander of  the Faithful 
(Mawâli Amir al-Mu'min.n).44 In 428 /1037, Chaghr. took Marw, ibrahim Yı-
nal and Tughril occupied Nishapur in 429 /1038. Soon after  that an "Abbâsid 
envoy, the Qâdi Sa'ıd arrived at Nishâpur ostensibly to protest against the 
ravages committed by the Turkoman troops45 but in fact  to begin negotiations 
For Tughril's takeover from  the Büyids. Tughril assumed the title of  as-Sul-
tân al-Mu'azzam in 429 /103846 and was prayed for  in Bayhaq as a Sultân.47 

In 431 /1040, the Battle of  Dandanaqân was fought  against the Ghaznawid 
Mas'üd, who was defeated  and had to abandon Khurâsân finally  to the Sal-
jüqs.4 8 In 434 /1042 Ibrâhım Yinâl entered Rayy followed  there by Tughril.49 

Tughril received the Caliphal envoy, the famous  Qâdi Mâwardî50 in the same 
year. The professed  purpose of  the mission was to seek correction of  the acti-
vities of  one cAli b. Muhammed b. Habib. Ibn al-Jawzî informs  us that the 
next year the Qâdî revisited Tughril who went out four  parasangs to reveive 
him.5 1 The repeated visit of  the Qâdi and the welcome given him by Tughril 
show that some negotiations were in progress. Probably these resulted in the 
Caliphal confirmation  of  Tughril as a Sultân, for  we are informed  by MilesS2 

of  a dinâr from  Rayy dated 438 /1046-7 which bears the name "as-Sultân al-
mu'azzam Shâhinshâh Tughril Beg Abü Tâlib." Only a year earlier in 437/ 
1045-6 had Tughril received from  the Caliph permission to strike coins.53 

Again the purposes of  the mission of  Qâdi Mâwardı can be inferred  from 
the events that soon followed,  namely the stepping up of  pressure on. 

43 Ibid.,  p. 542. 
44 Bayhaqı, Ta'rikh,  582, 863, Juzjaııi, Tabaqât,  p. 120. 
45 Bayhaqî, Ta'rikh,  p. 692. Cf.  Cahen: Malik-Nâmeh,  p. 62. 
46 Cahen: Malik-Nameh,  p. 62; Bosworth: Ghaznavids,  p. 267; Akhbâr, trans. 6-7. 
47 I. Funduq: Bayhaq, 274; Cahen: idem. 
48 Attested by ali the chronicles; see the Malik-nameh  version in I. Ath: Kâmil,  IX, 483; 

Mirkhwand: Rawda,  18-35. 
49 I. J. Muntazam  VIII, p. 113. 
50 idem. 
51 Ibid., 116; I. Ath., Kâmil,  IX; Bundari, Zubda,  p. 27; Bar Habraeus, Chronography, 

p. 201. Cf.  Makdisi, Ibn  'Aqîl,  p. 81. 
52 Miles, G. C.: The  Numismatic  History  of  Rayy, New York, 1938. 
53 Râwandi (following  the Nishâpur! School), Râha, p. 105 (trans. p. 104). This is consi-

dered by Iqbal, the editör and translator of  the Râha, as too early a date. He suggests 447 /1055. 
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Byzantium and the encirclement of  the Fâtimids. The king of  Vaspurkan 
had ceded his territory to the Byzantine Emperor in 412/1021. Between 431 / 
1039 to 435/1043 Byzantium had annexed the Armenian kingdom of  Ani. 
But the very devastating raid of  Ibrâhım Yınal on Armenia in 440 /104854 

had led the Emperor Constantine Monomachos to join his forces  with those 
of  the Iberian prince Liparites and the Byzantine governors of  Vaspurkan 
and Mesopotamia who now massed a large army to meet the new Turkoman 
danger.55 However, this army was defeated  and Liparites taken prisoner. The 
Emperor was obliged to send a mission to Tughril (led by the former's  secre-
tary, Giorgios Drosos, in 442 /1050) which demanded and got the release of 
Liparites, and which promised to have the Khutba read in the mosque of  Cons-
tantinople in the name of  the Sultân.5 6 Laurent doubts that it was ever done.57 

The Marwânid prince of  Diyâr-Bekir, Naşr ad-Dawla, who vas in the Byzan-
tine sphere of  influence  did read the Khutba for  Tughril;58 and so did the 
Rawwâdid prince Wahsüdân at Tabrız and the Shâddâdid prince Abu'l-As-
wâr at Ganja.5 9 

Let us turn to North Africa  and Egypt. The Zîrl Amir of  Ifrîqıya,  Mu'izz 
b. Bâdis (r. 496-453 /1015-1061) who was officially  under Fâtimid protection, 
began to show signs of  independence, with some encouragement from  Bagh-
dad. We have precious information  on this from  Maqrizî who is the most use-
ful  historian for  the Fâtimid period. Although he wrote in the fifteenth  cen-
tury, he utilised contemporary Fâtimid sources such as the historians Musah-
hihi (d. 420/1029) and Qudâ'î (d. after  461 /1069) whose works have survived 
only in small sections, and Ibn aş-Şayrafî  (d.. 542/1147) whose works are se-
parately available to us. Jamâl ad-Dîn Shayyâl very recently (1967) published 
Maqrizi's itti'ciz  from  a complete manuscript of  it (the only one known) pre-
served in the Ahmad I I I Library at the Topkapu Serai in istanbul (no. 3031), 
but before  the second part of  it could be published he died. The information 
relevant for  us would have been in this part. However, fortunately,  H. R. 
Idris extracted from  this part ali the passages concerning the Fâtimid-ZIrid 

54 I. J. Muntazam,  p. 137, I. Ath: Kâmil  IX. p. 546. 
55 Cahen: Penetration  Turque,  p. 15 on the authority of  Arisdagues; Histoire,  pp. 74-85, 

Attaligtes: Historia,  pp. 44-45; Cedrenus-Skylitres: Hist.,  pp. 575-580; Mathew: Chronique, 
pp. 83-88 and Brosset Georgie,  I, 323. 

56 See Dölger: Regesten,  II, p. 9 (no. 898) and the documentation in it. 
57 Byzantion  II, 109. 
58 I. Ath: Kâmil  IX , p. 599. 
59 Ibid.,  p. 598. 

\ 
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relationship and published lhem in Arabica, vol. XI (1964). I t is on this and 
with corroboration from  Ibn 'Idhârı , that the following  information  is based. 

Returning to the Zîrî Amîr of  Ifrıqlya,  Mu'izz b. Bâdis, we know that he 
received an ambassador from  the 'Abbâsid Caliph Qâ'im in 433 /1041.60 Hav-
ing received the robes of  honor from  Baghdâd via Constantinople he had 
the Khutba for  the 'Abbâsid Caliph read throughout his realm and had the 
Khutba of  the Fâtimids discontinued.61 Mu'izz introduced a new currency 
in the Maghrib in 441 /1049 and insisted upon black as a color of  ceremonial 
dress (which was the color of  the 'Abbâsid court) in 443 /1051. The Amîr of 
Barqa (Cyrenaica) Jabara b. Mukhtâr al-'Arabî declared for  Mu'izz and read 
the 'Abbâsid Khutba also in 443/1051.62 Mu'izz became curt in his correspon-
dence with the Fâtimid Wazîr Yâzürî and disrespectful  in addressing the Fâ-
timid Caliph Mustansir - this being an important factor  in the final  rupture 
of  Zîrîd-Fâtimid relations, according to our historians.63 

In the same year Mu'izz asked Baghdâd for  official  investiture. Caliph 
Qâ'im's envoy Abü Ghâlib ash-Shirâzî was sent with an 'Abbâsid robe of 
honor, a black Standard and gifts.  The envoy arrived at Constantinople seeking 
permission to pass through to Qayrawân. But the Emperor Constantine was 
treaty-bound with the Fâtimids, and on request from  Cairo, he re-routed the 
Bagljdâd embassy via Cairo. In Cairo, the envoy was humiliated and paraded 
on a camel; the papers of  investiture, presents and the black Standard were 
burned in the Bayn al-Qasrayn. Tughril Beg in the meantime had personally 
appeared at Constantinople asking permission to march across the Byzantine 
territory to Egypt, but was not allowed to do so. The 'Abbâsid envoy was 
returned to Constantinople.64 

¥ e have brought the narrative down to the year 443 /1051. To Maqrîzî 
we owe the unique information  about Tughril's presence near Constantinople 
in this year, probably taking advantage of  the treaty made with the Emperor 
in the previous year (when Liparites was released). An interesting fact  that 
emerges is the tactics of  creating dissension between the Fâtimids and Byzan-
tium in order to spoil a good relationship that had existed throughout the 
early part of  the eleventb century. With the relationship contaminated, it 

60 I. 'Idhâri: Bayan, p. 275. 
61 Maqrîzî: itli'âz,  Idris: Glances,  p. 302. 
62 I. 'Idhâri: Bayân, pp. 277-78, 288. 
63 I. Şayrafi:  Ishâra,  pp. 40-45 and Maqrîzi: itti  'âz  (in Idris: Glances),  303. 
64 Maqrizı: itti'âz  (in Idris: Glances  303; I. Muy, Akhbâr, p. 5. 
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was easier to proceed against both. V e will notice similar tactics later in Sul-
tân Alp Arslân's oeeupation of  Aleppo, before  Manzikert. 

The Fâtimid reaction was twofold:  (i) to punish North Africa  and the 
Zîrids with the Hilâlian invasion, whose main wave came in 443 /1051 and (ii) 
to mount a eampaign against Tughril Beg and Baghdâd that resulted in Ib-
râhim Yinâl's defiance  of  Tughril in 448 /1057 and the oeeupation of  Baghdad 
by Basâsîri in 450 /1058. But more about this later, which may explain a si-
milar Fâtimid reaction to Sultân Alp Arslân's proposed march on Egypt, 
before  the Battle of  Manzikert. 

¥ e know that Tughril was awarded the title of  "Rukn ad-D!n" by the 
'Abbâsid Caliph in 443/1051, after  he received the treasures unearthed by 
Tughril at Işfahân  on its conquest.65 The coins of  Nishâpur of  this year bear 
this t i t le.6 6 He also received later, on his entry into Baghdâd, the title "King 
of  the East and the West" , 6 7 but the import of  this title had already been in 
evidence much before.  He was already the King of  the East, and was encou-
raged by the 'Abbâsid Caliph to become also the King of  the West (by occup-
ying the territories of  the Byzantine and the Fâtimid States). Probably this 
was the understanding arrived at in Qâdı Mâwardî's embassies to Tughril as 
early as 434/1042 and 435/1063. 

We must interrupt the narrative here, to examine the situation in the 
west. 

Fâtimid-Byzantine  relations. 

Qâdi'n-Nu'mân (d. 363/974)68 served the first  four  Fâtimid Caliphs, 
in North Africa  and Egypt and rose to be the Chief  Qâdî as well as a leader in 
the Ismâ'ıli religious organization, the Da'wa. He is the author of  the chief 
Fâtimid law-book Da'aim al-Islam.  He also wrote the history of  the establish-
ment of  the Fâtimid Caliphate called Kitâb  Iftitâhad-Da'ıva  (c. in 346 /957)69 

which contains some information  on Fâtimid-Byzantine contacts. This source 
has been extensively utilised in Talbi's UEmirat  Aghlabide.  Nu'mân's other 

65 I. Ath: Kâmil,  IX , 397-8 and Bar Habraeus: Chronography,  p. 206. 
66 Miles, op. cit,  p. 198. 
67 I. J. Muntazam,  VIII , 233, 1. Ath: Kâmil,  p. 634 (under year 446 H.). Cf.  Cahen: Turkey, 

p. 24. 
68 See the bibliography of  Isma 'ili works by Ivanow entitled Isma'ili  Literatüre,  Teheran, 

1963, pp. 32-33. 
69 It has recently been published at Beirut, but I have not seen it. However, I have the 

MS of  the Hamdani collection. 
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work Al-Majâlis  uıal-Musâyaröt  (Seances)70 also contain an account of 
a Byzantine embassy at the Fâtimid Court, which has been utilized by Stern 
(See index). A contemporary of  Qâdi'n-Nu'mân, the poet Ibn Hân! (d. 362 / 
973) sang the praises of  the Fâtimid Caliph Mu'izz, particularly his exploits 
against Rûm. Some of  the poems from  his Diıvân have been used by Canard: 
VImperialisme  and translated by Dewhurst (see index). And their contempo-
rary Ustâdh Jawdhar, secretary-treasurer of  the Fâtimid Caliphs in his Slra 
gives some information  relevant to our subject (See index). Besides these 
Ismâ'îlî sources, the works of  two Sünnî Qâdîs of  Fâtimid Egypt, of  the 5th / 
l l t h century, are of  great relevance. One is al-Qâdî ar-Rasl)id Ibn Zubayr 
whose Dhakhâ'ir  (see index) contains information  on embassies exchanged 
between the Fâtimids and Byzantium, and the other is the Qâdî al-Qudâ", 
a historian and a sort of  Kâtib sirr (confidential  secretary) of  the Fâtimid 
Caliph Mustansir. His work r Uyün  al-Maârif  (see index) has not been directly 
consulted, as its ms. in Cairo was not available to me. although Qudâ'i is a 
key figüre  in this study. 

For confirmation  of  information  on Fâtimid history of  North Africa  we 
have the geogropher al-Bakrî (d. 487 /1094), and the historians Ibn 'Idhârî 
and Ibn Khaldün (d. 809 /1406). On the Fâtimid history of  Egypt we have 
Ibn aş-Şayrafî  (d. 521/1127), Ibn Zâfir  (d. 613/1216), Ibn Muyassar (d. 
677/1278) and Bar Habreaus (events to 685/1286) (see index for  their works). 

There are also two historians of  later times, Maqrîzî (d. 845 /1441) and 
the D a " Idrîs ' Imâd ad-Dın (d. 872 /1467), the former  Sünni and the latter 
Ismâlli . Both are of  immense importance, for  they draw on detailed infor-
mation given by earlier writers contemporary to the events, some of  whose 
works have not survived. 

There is a long list of  the historians of  Egypt, prominent among them 
being Ibn Taghribîrdi, Dawâdârî, Ibn Qalqashandî and Dhahabî, who usually 
are useful  for  corroborating the evidence of  earlier writers. 

On Byzantine embassies, a basic reference-work  is Dölger's Regesten  (see 
index), full  of  information  on treaties, truces, envoys, exchanges of  gifts,  ran-
soms, tributes ete. with documentation from  original sources, Müslim and 
Byzantine, and from  basic modern studies. 

We have four  general histories of  the Fâtimid period, by Wustenfeld, 
Lane-Poole, O'Leary and Zahid Ali. Of  these only the last one has used Fâ-
timid-Ismâlli sources, but as his work is in Urdu it is little used. (See index 
for  the titles). 
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Byzantium had every reason to look upon the establishment of  the Fâ-
timid Caliphate in North Africa  in 297/909 with favor,  for  it opposed the 
"Abbâsid Caliphate and had just defeated  the Aghlabids of  Qayrawân who 
had caused the Byzantine State much grief  by their occupation of  Sieily and 
other Mediterranean islands. Byzantine hopes were frustrated,  however, be-
cause the Fâtimids insisted on retaining their Mediterranean heritage from 
the Aghlabids. But in so far  as they could divert the attack of  the eastern 
Caliphate, their friendship  was to be hoped for  and to this end Byzantine 
policy was directed. Not always did the Fâtimids oblige, for  they were keen 
on presenting an image of  Islamic leadership untarnished by a friendship 
with this non-muslim power. 

In the time of  the Fâtimid MahdI, the Sicilian Müslim governor Ibn 
Quhrab tried to separate Sieily from  North African  rule by reading the Khut-
ba for  the 'Abbâsid Caliph. However his rebellion was crushed and Sieily was 
re-seeured in 304/916. At this time the Byzantine Emperor Constantine VII 
agreed to pay an annual tribute of  22,000 gold pieces to the new Fâtimid go-
vernor of  Sieily,71 probably to purehase peace for  the Italian coast harassed 
by the new Fâtimid navy with Sieily as its base. At the same time in 305/917 
Byzantium sent an embassy to the 'Abbâsid Caliph Muqtadir with gifts.72 

The King of  Bulgars sent emissaries to Mahdi for  an alliance against 
Byzantium. Mahdı sent his envoys in return but while erossing the Mediter-
ranean, they were captured by Byzantine ships. However, the Emperor Ro-
manus Lecapenus released them and the Fâtimid Caliph in a return gesture 
reduced by half  the annual tribute paid to Sieily.73 

The next Caliph Qâ'im instructed his General Ya'qüb b. Ishâq at-Tamîmi 
to raid the southern coast of  France and the Italian coast of  Genoa and Ca-
labria.74 The city of  Genoa was occupied.75 Crete, Corsica, Malta and Cyprus 
followed  suit, although only for  a short while. In fact  according to Ibn Khal-

70 Ms. Hamdani Coll. See Ivanow: Ismaîli  Literatüre,  pp. 32-33. 
71 Canard: Fâtimids-E.  I . 2. 
72 I. Zub: D hakka ir, pp. 131-132 and many other sources in Dölger, Regesten,  I, 69 (no. 

578). 
73 Canard: Fâtimids  - E . I . 2. 
74 Amari, Sicilia,  Vol. II, pp. 211-212, mainly on the authority of  Dhahabı: Ta'rîkh  al-

Islâm  and Ibn Khal. : 'İbar. 
75 Amari, op, cit. (Arabic text) vol. I, p. 459, extract from  Dhahabı's Ta'rîkh.  Also 

Maqrizi: Khitat,  II, 163. 
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dün, 7 6 the Fâtimids became the masters of  the eritire Mediterranean and their 
fleets  operated freely  throughout its length and breadth. The Byzantine em-
peror, on the other hand, supported the revolt of  the Girgenti.77 and turned 
his attention to exchanging embassies with the 'Abbâsid Caliph Radî in 326 / 
937 and 327 /938.78 

In 335 /946 when the dangerous revolt of  Abü Yazîd, the Kharijite leader 
was brewing, a Byzantine embassy arrived, probably to apprise itself  of  the 
situation, and was welcomed by al-Manşür79 who had just succeeded to the 
Caliphate. Recovering from  the rebellion, Manşür sent the celebrated Amir 
Hasan b. 'Ali Sicily as governor. His Kalbite dynasty ruled the island for 
the Fâtimids8 0 for  more than a century till it was taken by the Normans. 

I 
Byzantium now wanted a long term truce with the Fâtimids. The oppor-

tunity to dictate it came when the Umayyad Caliph of  Spain asked the Em-
peror in 344 /955-6 for  help against the Fâtimids. The Emperor Constantine 
VII proposed this truce to Mu'izz (the fourth  Fâtimid Caliph) or else his troops 
would help the Umayyads. In retaliation Mu'izz had the Kalbite 'Ammâr 
land troops in Italy in the next year.8 1 Soon after,  a Byzantine ambassador 
arrived in 346 /957 with tribute and obtained a truce for  five  years. Caliph 
Mu'izz in a reply to the ambassador did not accede to the latter's request to 
send an embassy to the Emperor, on the ground that he had no need "unless 
the Emperor accedes to our request ."8 2 Stern thinks this "request" involved 
the acceptance of  islam; more probably, it concerned Byzantium's help in 
the big undertaking of  Mu'izz's career, namely the conquest of  Egypt. 

Some Müslim emigrants from  Umayyad Spain who had established a 
colony in Crete raided in the Aegean Sea as far  as Thessalonica.83 When thre-

76 'Ibar,  extract in Amari, op. cil  (Arabic text), I, 461-62. Original text, Sec. I Book I on 
the Leadership of  Fleets. 

77 Art. Djirdjent  in E. I. 2; Amari, op cit.  II, 218 seq., Vasiliev, Byz. et Arabes II, 261. 
78 I. Zub. Dhakhar'ir,  pp. 60-64 (nos. 73, 74). Cf.  Dölger: Regesten,  I, p. 78 (nos. 632, 633). 
79 Canard: Fâtimids  - E. I. 2. 
80 I. Ath: Kâmil,  VIII, 354; I. Khal: 'Ibar  (Cairo ed.) IV, 43. 
81 an-Nu'mân: Majâlis,  Vol. I, reproduced in Da'î Idris 'Uyun,  Vol. VI, quoted in Hasan 

and Sharaf:  al-Mu'izz,  p. 39 seq. Cf.  Stern: Embassy, 211. 
82 The anonymous history Kitabal-  Uyün  (in yr. 346) cf.  Dölger: Regesten,  I. p. 83 (no. 

668). Details given in Nu'mân's Majâlis  (the relevant passage translated in Stern, Embassy, 
244-249, being Caliph Mu'izz sreply to the Byzantine ambassador). 

83 Vasiliev: Byz. Empire,  I, 372-374. His description is hased on the eyewitness account 
of  the priest John Cameniates. Also see K. M. Setton: On the Raids  of  the Moslems  in the Aegean 
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atened by the Byzantines, they sought the help of  Caliph Mu'izz. The Fâti-
mid navy defeated  the three fleets  of  Byzantium, Umayyad Spain and Ikh-
shîdid Egypt, thus bringing Crete under its protection.84 This was in violation 
of  the truce that had been previously arranged. However, in 351 /962 Crete 
was surrendered to the Byzantines, probably as a deal by which Fâtimid au-
thority was recognised in Sicily and in an attempt to neutralise it while the 
Egypt i an campaign was being planned. 

At Constantinople, the new Emperor in 352 /963 was the forceful  Nicep-
horos Phocas. His mission to Caliph Mut"at Baghdad in the next year was 
sheer insolence. His victories were listed and his intention of  conquering the 
East was stated.8 5 Against the Fâtimids, he resumed hostilities in Sicily and 
discontinued tribute. The Fâtimid army and fleet  inflicted  two defeats  on 
Byzantium at the Battle of  Rametta and the Battle of  the Straits in 354 /965. 
The poet Ibn Hâni sang the praises of  this victory.86 This resulted in the sig-
ning of  a peace treaty in 356 /967 between the two powers.87 The very next 
year Nicephoros sent another mission demanding the release of  the Patriarch 
Niketas taken prisoner in Sicily. This resulted in an anti-Baghdâd Pact .8 8 

With its conquest of  Egypt in 358/969, the Fâtimid State developed a 
new frontier  with Byzantium, in Syria, and gradually reverted to peaceful 
commercial relationships in the Mediterranean, with Amalfi,  near Naples as 
its window to the West.8 9 Syrian politics brought many complications. Besides 
Byzantium and tbe 'Abbâsids on its frontiers,  there was the eternal problem 
of  the Arab bedouin tribes (the Hilâlians) influenced  by the dissident Qarma-
tian creed and ali it d to Turkish soldiers of  fortune  under Alptegin (Af-
takin, Alaftakin,  Haftakin).  Byzantium under John Tzimisces supported 
Alptegîn an feared  the Fâtimid advance in Syria.90 

Basil I I had acceded to the Byzantine throne in 976 and was to rule un-
til 1025, a period that saw a revival of  Byzantine power and prestige abroad. 

in the Ninth  Centuries  and their  alleged  oeeupation of  Athens, American Journal of  Archeology, 
58 (1954) 311-319. Also A. M. Fahmy: Müslim  Sea Power  in the Eastern  Mediterranean,  Cairo, 
1966, pp. 100-113; 128-138. 

84 Nu'mârı: Majâlis  (MS.) II, 412, Cf.  Hasan ibrahim Hasan: al-Muizz,  p. 46 seq. 
85 Dölger, Regesten,  I, p. 90 (no. 701) on the authority of  Ibn Kathhir. 
86 Quoted in Canard: Imperialisme,  p. 187. 
87 Dölger: Regesten p. 91 (no. 708) on the author.of  Ibn Dinar. 
88 Ibid.,  p. 92 (715). 
89 Citarella: Amalfi,  pp. 299-312. 
90 I. Qal. Dhayl,  pp. 11-18. 
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In three missions in quick succession he settled his southern front.  The first 
was a letter to Baglıdâd in 371 /979 protesting against 'Adud ad-Dawla's sup-
port and refuge  to a rebel;91 the second was to S a'd ad-Dawla the Hamdânid 
ruler of  Aleppo in 376 /988 obligating him to a tribute to be paid according to 
a treaty that was signed;92 the third was to the new Fâtimid Caliph al-'Aziz 
in 377 /987 with lavish gifts.  I t was agreed that 'Aziz would be prayed for  in 
the mosque at Constantinople as the rightful  Caliph of  islam and that he 
would undertake the restoration of  the Church of  Holy Sepulchre at Jerusa-
lem.93 These missions put the Byzantine foreign  policy, as had existed for  a 
long time, in clear perspective-they needed to cultivate Fâtimid friendship 
and use it against their common foe,  Baghdâd. They also needed peace with 
the Hamdânids of  Aleppo for  the security of  their frontier. 

'Aziz solved the southern Syrian problem by defeating  the Qarmatians 
and the Turks of  Alptegin. The Qarmatians retired permanently with a pro-
mise of  tribute; the Hilâlian tribes transplanted from  Syria and settled in 
southern Egypt; Alptegin was brought to Cairo as prisoner but was taken 
into Fâtimid service and put in charge of  a newly formed  Turkish guard. The 
veteran wazîr Ya'qüb b. Killîs was opposed to this, had Alptegin killed, and 
was himself  removed from  office,  but was later reinstated. In Palestine, a 
Jarrâhid governor Mufarrij  b. Daghfal  remained a real trouble-maker.94 

When Caliph 'Aziz visited the dying wazlr Ibn Killîs, the latter gave him 
this advice: "O, Commander of  the Faithful,  keep peace \vith Byzantium, 
when they keep peace with you; keep the Hamdânids satisfied  by constant 
contact (da'wa and sikka, thus recognising their autonomy) but do not let 
al-Mufarrij  b. Daghfal  b. al-Jarrâh remain, whenever there is an opportunity 
to do so."9 5 

After  Ibn Killîs's death in 380 /990 the advice was not heeded; fresh  hos-
tilities opened with Byzantium and continued till after  the accession of  Hâ-
kim. The main reason for  this was the Emperor Basil's pressure on Aleppo. 
From now on, Aleppo was destined to remain the focal  point of  a triangular 

91 Dölger: Regesten,  I, 98 (no. 763) on the authority of  Ibn al-Athlr and Bar Habraeus. 
92 Ibid.,  (no. 769) on the authority of  Aleppan historian Kamâl: Halab. 
93 Ibid.,  (no. 770) on the authority of  I. Ath. and others. 
94 I. Qal. Dhayl,  pp. 19-32,1 Khal, 'Ibar  (in De Slane), I. 29; Maqrîzî, itti'âz,  pp. 249-270 

(yrs. 369-380 H.). 
95 I. Qal. Dhayl,  pp. 32. I. J.: Muntazam  VIII (yr. 380 H.), I. Kh. Wafâya,  II, 442; trans. 

IV, 365. 
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conflict  between the three powers - Fâtimid, 'Abbâsid and Byzantine, till 
the Battle of  Manzikert which itself  developed from  politics involving Aleppo". 

The Fâtimid governor of  Damascus, Manjutakin, laid siege to Aleppo in 
382/992. Basil hastened to its relief  and from  there proceeded to Apamea, 
Antioch and Tripoli, but returned from  there to Tarsus and Constantinople. 
In the meantime Byzantine vessels were eruising near Alexandria. But the 
return of  the Emperor shows that he was not seriously intending to march 
on Egypt .9 6 In 387/997, the year after  'Azlz's death there was an uprising 
of  sailors at Tyre, fomented  by Byzantium; however, the Fâtimid commander 
Jaysh was able to put it down after  defeating  a Byzantine force  at Apamea.97 

With the accession of  Caliph Hâkim, a new era of  long truces with Byzan-
tium begins. Hâkim's administrator Barjwân approached Basil for  a truce 
and the emperor welcomed the idea. A ten years, truce was agreed upon in 
388 /998.98 A similar truce was also made by Basil with Ibn Marwân, the 
Amir of  Diyâr Bekir.99 Exactly during the years of  this truce Hâkim enacted 
many discriminatory ordinances against Christians and Jews in his realm. In 
399 /1009 the Church of  the Holy Sepulchre at Jerusalem was ordered to be 
demolished.100 This is considered as one of  the provocations for  the Crusades. 
However it was not viewed by Byzantium so seriously. At the most, commer-
cial relations with Egypt were broken off  by Basil in 406 /1015 only tempo-
rarily. In 412 /1021 shortly before  Hâkim's death attempts at reconciliation 
were made. 1 0 1 Byzantine diplomacy was shrewd enough to understand that 
Hâkim's many acts of  discrimination were not a result of  hostility but of  men-
tal aberration; that they were directed not only toward Christians but also 
toward Muslims, and that they were never consistent, since periods of  great 
favour  to the religious minorities alternated with periods of  discrimination. 
I t must be remembered that in 402 /1011, the 'Abbâsid Manifesto  launched 
a majör anti-Fâtimid propaganda campaign at the initiative of  the 'Abbâsid 
Caliph Qâdir. This was no time for  hostility between the Fâtimids and Byzan-
tium. 

With the accession of  the next Caliph Zalıır in 421 /1021, the new Byzan-
tine Emperor Constantine VII I signed a treaty with Egypt in 418/1027 by 

96 I. Qal. Dhayl,  pp. 40-48, Maqrizi, itti'âz,  pp. 275-276, 285-286. 
97 I. Qal., Dhayl,  pp. 49-52. 
98. I. Çal. Dhayl,  pp. 54-55 C. V, Dölger, Regesten,  I, p. 102 (no. 788). 
99 Dölger, Op. cit.,  p. 102 (no. 790). 

100 I. Qal. Dhayl,  pp. 67-8. 
101. Canard: Fâtimids  - E. I. 2, p. 855. 
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which the Emperor agreed to return ali prisoners, to have Zâhir's name prayed 
for  at the Mosque of  Constantinople, to have the mosque itself  repaired and 
have a müezzin appointed. In return the Caliph agreed to restore the Church 
of  Holy Sepulchre at Jerusalem, to let the Emperor appoint the Patriarch 
of  Jerusalem and to facilitate  the return to Christianity of  Christians convert-
ed by force  to is lam.1 0 2 

In Syria and Palestine, Byzantium no longer challenged Fâtimid suze-
rainty över Ascalon, Tripoli, Acre, Tyre, Ramla, Jerusalem and Damascus, 
while the Fâtimids recognised Byzantine control över Antioch. Aleppo had 
a nominal Fâtimid sovereignty, but was actually independent under the Mir-
dâsids, and was truce-bound with Byzantium. 

In 427/1034 Zâhir was succeeded by his 8-year old son Mustanşir as 
Caliph. But the power rested with the latter's Südâni mother Sitt al-Mulk. 
By 429 /1036 it was time for  the third ten year truce. On June 13 a pact was 
made by Emperor Micheal V with Sitt al-Mulk. 5,000 Müslim prisoners were 
released, and Egypt agreed to undertake new construction at the Church of 
the Holy Sepulchre.103 Again after  ten years and with perfect  regularity the 
Byzantine Emperor Constantine MonomachoSs mission arrived in 439 /1047 
with gifts  for  the renewal of  the previous t rea ty . 1 0 4 

We have noted in the previous section that by now the Saljüq power 
was well established in Khurâsân and Persia, and that the Turkomans were 
already raiding deep into the Byzantine mainland. The Emperor had sent a 
mission to Tughril Beg in 447/1050 for  the release of  Liparites taken prisoner 
in the earlier encounter with Ibrâhim Yinâl in 440 /1048. W e have also noted 
Tughril's appearance at Constantinople in 443/1057 demanding passage 
through Byzantine territory for  an invasion of  Egypt and the Byzantine inter-
vention in getting the 'Abbâsid envoy to the North African  Amîr Mu'izz re-
leased from  Egyptian imprisonment. We have further  noted the Fâtimid reac-
tion to Saljüq - Zîrî entente which resulted in the unleashing of  the Bedouin 
Hilâlian Arab tribes över North Africa.  In 446/1052, the '-Abbâsid Caliph 
had re-issued the Manifesto  about the origin of  the Fâtimids, and Maqrîzî 
says this was in connection with the 'Abbâsid North African  policy. 1 0 5 Further 

102 Maqrîzî, Khitat,  II, 169. Cf.  Dölger: Regesten,  II, p. (no. 824). 
103 Bar Habraeus, Chronography,  p. 196, Cf.  Dölger, Regesten,  II, p. 3 (no. 843). 
104 I. Ath: Kâmil,  (yr. 439); Cf.  Dölger, Regesten,  II, p. 7 (no. 881), 
105 Maqrîzî, itti'âz  (in Idris, Glances),  p. 304. 
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understanding of  Byzantine- Fâtimid relations can only be obtained by re-
cognizing tbeir confrontation  with the Saljüq-'Abbâsid state. 

Fâtimid-Saljüq  Confrontation: 

To the list of  sources discussed in the previous section, one extremely 
important Fâtimid source will now have to be added. I t is the autobiogra-
phy 1 0 6 of  a Fâtimid dâ'I Mu ayyad fi'd-Dîn  ash-Shlrâzî (387-470 /997-1077). 
Mu'ayyad was a Daylami Persian, brought up in the Persian Isma'Ilî tradition. 
He was posted at the court of  the Büyid king Abü Kâlîjâr at Shirâz, was on 
good terms with his wazîr Bahrâm b. Mâfanna  and hostile to the local Qâdı 
who took orders from  Ibn al-Muslima, the Ra'Is ar-Ru'asa at Baghdâd. Mu'-
ayyad had watched the advent of  the Saljüqs in Persia at close quarters and 
had opposed it. In 429 /1037 he was forced  out of  Shîrâz by pressure from 
Baghdâd. For nearly ten years he wandered among the city-states of  Syria, 
and we find  him in Egypt by 439 /1047. In whatever capacity he served the 
Fâtimid State, he remained their specialist on Syrian and eastern affairs.  In 
448 /1056 he was sent back to Syria as a roving ambassador to the various 
Syrian Amîrs, trying to ünite them in a common effort  to stop Tughril Beg 
taking över the 'Abbâsid State and administration. He forged  links with Ba-
sâsîrî who was responsible for1  the Fâtimid Khutba at Baghdad in 450-51/ 
1058, and also with Ibrâhîm Yînâl who was responsible for  a dangerous revolt 
against Tughril. He has related ali these experiences in his Slra  which is rare 
also because it is one of  the very few  autobiographies in Medieval islam. 
Mu'ayyad's Dîwön contains some verses relevant to our discussion, particu-
larly to the attempt to form  a Fâtimid-Büyid entente to prevent the coming 
of  the Saljüqs. For the later Büyid court we have Ibn al-Balkhî's Fârsnâma 
(composed between 500/1106 to 510/1116). 

In 435 /1043, the Büyid Amir Abü Tâhir Jalâl ad-Dawla died and the Khut-
ba was read for  the next Büyid Amir Abü Kâlijâr at Baghdâd. The situation 
was precarious. The Caliph seemed to manage two Khutbas at Baghdâd, a 

106 Mu'ayyed: Sıra,  ed. Kamil Husan, Cairo, 1949. i t s first  detailed study was made in m y 
Ph. D. thesis at the London University, 1950; but this remains unpublished. Cahen had seen 
a Ms. of  the Hamdani eollection with the late Paul Kraus at the time of  writing his art. on Mant-
zikert  (1934) where he makes a brief  and very general reference  to the contents of  it. Makdisi 
has used the Kamil Husayn edition in his book on Ibn  Aqil  (1963) and also in his article on the 
Mazyadids  of  Hilla. However, the focus  of  their attention is on Turco-Byzantine relations, 
and the Fâtimid dimension of  the problem has been left  vague. 
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i 
Büyid one, officially  and unwillingly; and a Saljüq one, unofficially  and wil-
lingly. I t was a matter of  time before  Tughril would arrive in Baghdâd and 
oust the Böyids. Men like Ibn al-Muslima and the Qâdi Mâwardi were keeping 
the Saljüq interests in Baghdâd intact. At this time, the Ghuzz were active 
in Anatolia, Qarmisın and Mosul. Tughril himself  embarked on an extensive 
raid in Byzantium that took him as far  as Erzerüm. This was in 446 /1054.107 

Before  this time the Byzantine Emperor Constantine Monomachos had 
the Patriarch write to the Pope Leo IX in 1053, appealing for  peace between 
the Churches.108 Such approaches were to continue later till the coming of  the 
Crusades. At the moment, it was in the immediate context of  the fear  of  Tur-
koman raids. 

Tughril's arrival at Erzerüm coincided cith a Fâtimid embassy at Cons-
tantinople. The Emperor had agreed to release 400,000 ardabs of  grain to fa-
mine-stricken Egypt, but before  the grain could be shipped the Emperor died. 
Empress Theodora, who succeeded, was so alarmed över the Turkish invasion, 
that she refused  to ship the grain to Egypt unless Egypt agreed to a complete 
defensive  and offensive  alliance. Egypt not agreeing to this, the previous ag-
reement was annulled. The Fâtimids reacted by an attack on Byzantine An-
tioch but its commander Makin ad-Dawla Ibn Mulhim was taken prisoner along 
with a large part of  his troops. However, the Fâtimid Caliph sent the Qâdi 
Abü 'Abd Allah al-Qudâ1 to Constantinople with a mission of  peace in 447 / 
1055. But Tughril continued his pressure. He requested by letter the reading 
of  the gAbbâsid Caliph's Khutba at the Mosque of  Constantinople, which was 
done. The Fâtimid envoy al-Qudâ" was humiliated. When he reported this 
to Cairo, the Church of  Holy Sepulchre was sacked in retaliation.109 

These events show a persistent Saljüq effort  to proceed against Egypt 
by first  spoiling its relations with Byzantium and to make their long-standing 
alliances ineffective.  Soon after  Tughril declared, (in the same year) that he 
intended to proceed to Mecca for  pilgrimage and then to the conquest of  Fâ-
timid Syria and Egypt . 1 1 0 

At Baghdâd things were brought to a head. I t started with Ibn al-Mus-
lima accusing publicly Basâsirî, the Commander of  the Turkish troops of  the 

107 I. J. Muntazam,  VIII, pp. 117-160. for  the yrs. 435-446 H. Cf.  for  the same years iden-
tical information  in I. Ath: Kâmil. 

108 Dölger: Regesten,  II, 10 (no. 911). 
109 Maqrizl: Khital,  I, 266. Cf.  Quatremere: Memoire,  II, pp. 318-19; Dölger: Regesten, 

II pp. 10, 12 (nos. 912, 929). 
110 Ibn Muyassar, Akhbâr, p. 7, Mu'ayyad: Sıra,  p. 95. 

I 
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Büyid Amîr al-Malik ar-Rahîm of  corresponding with Egypt. Basâsiri was 
ousted from  Baghdâd at about the same time that Tughril entered it. At 
Rahba, Basâsîrî was contaeted by the Fâtimid D â " Mu'ayyad. Mu'ayyed had 
come to Syria and was in touch with the Kilâbi Thimâl b. Mirdâs b. Sâlih, 
the Mirdâsid Chief  of  Aleppo; the Numayrî Ibn Waththâb at Harrân, Ibn 
Marwân at Diyâr Bekir, the 'Uqaylî Quraysh b. Badrân at Mosul, and the 
AsadI Dubays b. Mazîd of  Hilla. 

Tughril had entered Baghdâd in 447/1055, arrested the Büyid al-Malik 
ar-Rahîm, was officially  acknowledged now at Baghdâd by the Caliph and 
had brought the rulers of  Tabriz, Ganja and Mosul under his suzerainty. In 
the meantime the Basâsırî-Mu'ayyad combination made allies among the petty 
chiefs  of  Syria and while Tughril's troops were on leave for  Navrüz, Baghdâd 
was taken by storm and Fâtimid Khutba read there in 449 /1058. Ibn al-Mus-
lima was killed; the Caliph was kept a prisoner. 

Tughril was prevented from  returning to Baghdâd by the revolt of  his 
half-brother  Ibrâhîm Yınal who had received monies and provisions from 
the Fâtimids, through Mu'ayyad; at the same time Mu'ayyad had correspond-
ed with Tughril's wazir al-Kundarl in an attempt to win him över. 

After  dealing with Ibrâhım at Hamadan who was taken and killed, Tugh-
ril retraced his steps towards Baghdâd and occupied it. In 451 /1059 Basâsîrî 
died fihting.  The Caliph was released and met Tughril for  the first  time. The 
rest of  the story is well known. (For details, see Slra  of  Mu'ayyad). 

From the details of  the Basâsîrî incident emerge two important consi-
derations-the Fâtimid desire to surround and crush the 'Abbâsid Caliphate 
by creating a large entente between the Arab bedouin rulers of  Syria (al-
though their atti tude constantly fluctuated),  and their complicity with Ibrâ-
hîm Yînâl.1 1 1 

At Cairo Yâzürî, the Fâtimid wazîr was arrested in 449 /1057 on charges 
of  correspondence with Baghdâd, and later executed. Mu'ayyad had returned 
to Egypt and would now hold the post of  the Chief  D â " till the end of  his life 
(in 470/1077). (Details in Sİra  of  Mu'ayyad). 

Between the death of  Yâzürı and the coming of  Badr al-Jamâlî, that is 
between 449 /1057 and 467 /1074, Egypt was engulfed  in great administrative 

111 The later Ismâ'îlî historian, Idrîs 'Imâdad-Dîn, in his 'Uyün,  VII (MS. Hamdani coll.) 
p. 58 states that the ultimate discomfiture  of  Ibrâhîm Yinâl was due to the differences  of  opi-
nion among the ministers at the Fâtimid court which prevented Cairo from  rescuing him in time. 
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crises. During this period 40 wazirs and 42 qâdîs were changed, and famine 
and plague stalked the country. During these difficult  days the only person 
in the confidenee  of  the Caliph Mustanşir was his chief  of  Da'wa Mu'ayyad 
who relinquished his duties only two months before  his death in 470 /1077. 
In ali the diplomatic exchanges of  the Fâtimids with Byzantium, where Sal-
jüqs were involved, Mu'ayyad's role must be inferred. 

In 448/1056, the Caliph Qâ'im had married Khadîja, Arslan Khâtün, 
daughter of  Chaghrî Beg and niece of  Tughril and the ceremony was performed 
by Ibn al-Muslima and attended by the Qâdı DâmighânI and the Aqda'l-
Qudât Mâwardî.112 In 452 /1060 we find  Arslân Khâtün at Tughril' s court in 
Rayy, not allowed to return to her husband, as the Caliph was hedging Tugh-
ril's request for  the hand of  his daughter in marriage to the Sultân. Makdisi 
states that Tughril intended to transfer  the 'Abbâsid caliphate to his own 
line through the offspring  of  this marriage. During the last years of  Tughril's 
life  his relations with the Caliph soured. Although the marriage was at last 
performed  in 455/1063 the Sultân died childless within six months.1 1 3 

The aftermath  of  the Fâtimid attack on Baghdâd was disastrous for  them. 
V e know that the mainstay of  the early Fâtimid state was the Berber army 
and particularly the leaders of  the Kutâma tribe. 'Azîz had introduced Turkish 
troops commanded by Alptegin. The wazîr Ya'qüb b. Killîs opposed their in-
troduction. During Hâkim's time much of  the malaise was due to the Berber-
Turkish conflict.  In the time of  Caliph Mustanşir, his Südânî mother had in-
troduced the Södânî guards. Now the conflict  became triangular among these 
three elements. For some time Egypt had experienced difficulties  due to Per-
sistent low levels of  the Nile river, and the treasury was depleted from  mili-
tary adventures at Baghdâd and eonstant w ar in Syria. A descendant of  the 
Hamdânids of  Mosul, Nâşir ad-Dawla had risen to be the governor of  Damas-
cus. He kept on pressuring Aleppo, till he was taken prisoner in 451 /1062 
and sent to Cairo by the Mirdâsids. He was put in charge of  the Turkish and 
Berber troops there by Mustanşir in order to suppress the uprisings of  the 
Sûdânıs. He succeeded in doing so in 459 /1067 but in turn became dictatorial. 
His rapacious conduct added to the great famine  of  454-459/1062-1067 (called 
ash-shiddat al-'uzma) and made things so intolerable that the Caliph him-
self  commanding a force  of  local Turks defeated  Nâşir ad-Dawla in 461 /1068-9, 
who then operated from  the Delta. I t is then that Nâşir ad-Dawla appealed 

112 I. J. Muntazam,  VIII, pp. 169-70. 
113 See Makdisi: Marriage,  pp. 259-275. 
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to the Saljüq sultân Alp Arslân to invade Egypt. In Egypt now there was a 
dual authority-that of  the Caliph at Cairo and of  Nâşir ad-Dawla in the Del-
t a . 1 1 4 

The situation had to be corrected. There were candidates willing to come 
to Egypt and restore order for  the Caliph. One such was the Dâ'î-Sultân of 
Yaman 'Alî b. Muhammad aş-sulayhı who had by now built a strong state 
in southern Arabia. However, when he was on his way to Egypt, at the pil-
grimage time at Mecca in 459 /1067, he was assassinated. Much later the same 
role was fulfilled  by the Armenian governor of  'Akka, Badr al-Jamâlî. 

The situation in Syria was extremely nebulous. In 455/1063 Badr al-
Jamâlî became the Fâtimid governor at Damascus, while 'Atiyya, the Mirdâ-
sid ruled Aleppo on behalf  of  the Fâtimids, but both were soon ousted. 'Atiy-
ya was under attack from  Mahmüd and Badr had to retire to Ascalon. Damas-
cus passed through various hands. Badr had sent an 'Alid Ibn Shüya to Da-
mascus but was defied  by its residents. The fityân  of  the town set up two 
leaders: Mismâr b. Sinân of  the Kalb tribe and Hâzim b. Nabhân b. al-Qur-
matî. Then the city was ruled by a brother of  Haydara b. Manzu a previous 
governor. Tyre was autonomous under Ibn Abı 'Aqîl; Tripoli under its qâdi 
Ibn 'Ammâr Abü Tâlib; Ramla and the coast was controlled by Ibn Hamdân. 
Nothing remained in the hands of  the Fâtimid governor Badr except Acre 
and Tyre. This was the situation in 462 /1070, just before  the Battle of  Manzi-
ker t . 1 1 5 

Before  we pass on to the next section, a brief  reference  should be made 
to an interesting letter from  the Byzantine Emperor Constantine X Dukas 
to Pope Honorius I I in early 455 /1063. The Emperor was asking the Pope 
to arrange an alliance between him and the Western Roman Emperor Henry 
IV. He wanted the unity of  the Roman world under the leadership of  the Pope. 
He was willing to offer  his son as a hostage and the imperial trcasury as a 
security. His desire was to liberate the Church of  the Holy Sepulchre.116 This 

114 These events are described in most of  our sources. Maqrizi's itti'âz  ( istanbul MS) for 
the year 454—462 H . is full  of  the account of  famine  and ravages of  Nâsir ad-Dawla; also his 
book Ighâthatal-  Ummafî  Kashf  al-Ghumma  devoted to the famines  of  Egypt has some references. 
(translated by Wiet under the title: Le Trate  des  Famines  de  Maqrizi,  J. E. S. H. O., Vol. V 
(1962), pp 1-90) Cf.  Quatremere: Memoire  (mainly based on Ibn al-jawzı and Maqrîzî), and 
Gibb and Kraus: Al-Mustansir-E.I.l. 

115 Sıbt. Mir  ât in Amedroz ed. of  Ibn. Qal.: Dhayl,  note on p. 97. 
116 Dölger, Regesten,  II , p. 15 (No. 952) on the authority of  Benzo, the Bishop of  Alba. Döl-

ger thinks it is genuine on the grounds of  the corroborating accounts mentioned. 
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is another evidence of  the Byzantine desire for  a crusade which had hardened 
by the Turkoman pressure, and would become an idee  fixe  after  Manzikert. 
The reference  to Jerusalem does not in anyway indicate an anti-Fâtimid de-
sign because in any ease the Fâtimid control of  Jerusalem at the moment was 
dubious due to the depredations of  Nâşir ad-Dawla, whose influence  at Ramla 
near Jerusalem was strong. 

Manbij,  Aleppo, Manzikert. 

For the events surrounding the battle of  Manzikert, the sources have 
been analysed in detail by Cahen in his article on Manzikert (1934). He has 
analysed the same sources in his Syrie  du  Nord  (1940) and in his article on the 
Historiography  of  the Saljüqs  (1962). For ali these titles and those that follow 
see the bibliographical index. Let me make some brief  observations about the 
relative value of  only the basic sources: Ibn al-Qnlânisi (d. 555/1160) uses 
for  this period an older source, the lost history of  Ghars an-Ni'ma (d. 481 / 
1088). But the information  is sparse and as his concentration is on Damascus, 
these events are remote from  him. On the other hand Sibt b. al-Jawzî (d. 
654/1256) has the most detailed information,  although at times the long dia-
logues that he reports seem to be his own reconstructions, and in these parts 
should not be given much reliance. His source of  information  is also Ghars 
an-Ni'ma and Hamadânî (d. 521 /1127). Two other authors are close to the 
site of  the events, namely Ibn al-Azraq al-Fârîqî (d. 572 /1176) and Kamâl 
ad-Dîn b. al-'Adım (d. 661 /1263). Fâriqî wrote a history of  Mayyâfâriqin 
and Amid, a territory near Manzikert, but unfortunately  he gives only a brief 
account, found  elsewhere also. Kamâl ad-Dîn wrote a history of  Aleppo, Zub-
da,  and a biographical dictionary, Bughya. He uses earlier historians of  nor-
thern Syria, whose, works are lost, 'Azımı (48//1090 - d. after  557/1161). For 
our purpose his work is the most important, because Aleppo was the storm 
centre of  the politics that shaped the events leading to Manzikert, because he 
gives certain pertinent information  like a Fâtimid embassy at Manbij in 461 / 
1069 which is not found  elsewhere, and lastly because of  his accuracy in men-
tioning details of  names, places and dates conforming  to a proper sequence 
of  events. For Byzantine sources, the works of  Laurent and Charanis (see 
index) sould be consulted. 

Tughril had died childless. He had adopted his brother Chagbrî's adopted 
son, Sulaymân, and favoured  him for  succession. His wazîr Kundarî was 
committed to this. Qavurd, another son of  ChaghrI was in control of  southern 
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and eastern Persia and wanted to keep it. The younger Alp Arslân (born in 
421 /1030) had sueceeded his father  Chaghrî on the latter's death at Marw in 
452 /1060. Previously he had led his father's  eampaigns against the Ghazna-
wids, and recently he had supported his uncle Tughril against ibrahim Yinâl 
in 450/1058. On Tughril's death he sueceeded to his domain also and was 
recognised by the Caliph as Sultân in 455 /1063. Unlike his uncle he never set 
foot  in Baghdâd and ruled from  Rayy with the help of  his wazir Nizâm al-
Mulk, keeping a correct distance from  the Caliptal court. Having suppressed 
the various contenders for  Sultanate-his two brothers Sulayman and Qavurd, 
his grand uncle Müsa Yabghü and his distant cousin Qutlumush, he embarked 
on Tughril's unfinished  work-of  conquering the lands of  the western Calip-
hate across the territories of  Byzantium. Wlıerever he went, he was preceded 
by Turkoman bands who opened the way for  him. In 456/1064 he captured 
Ani and Kars. By 460/1068 he had received the submission of  Georgia, and 
used the Shaddâdids of  Arrân and the 'Uqaylids of  Mosul as buffer  states, 
acknowledging his suzerainty. He captured Arjish and Manzikert from  By-
zantium in early 463 /1071 and attacked the Byzantine fortresses  of  Sevave-
ragand Edessa. Soon after  he descended on Aleppo and received the submis-
sion of  the Mirdâsid Mahmüd.1 1 7 

At Constantinople, the death of  Constantine X Ducas in May 1067 had 
created a crisis of  succession. The power rested with the widow Eudocia as 
regent for  her young son Micheal, supported by Psellus and Caesar John, a 
brother of  the late Emperor. However a military faction  saw the need of  a 
strong ruler to cope with the incursions of  the Turks. First the Patriarch theıl 
the Queen were convinced. The Queen married the General Romanus Dioge-
nes and accepted him as the Emperor in January 1068. Romanus had previ-
ously distinguished himself  against the Pechenegs and now took up the 
struggle against the Saljüqs. He had several successes against the Turkoman 
bands that preceded the advent of  Alp Arslân; but his majör victories were 
the taking of  Artâh near Antioch and Manbij near Aleppo, thus assuring com-
munications between Edessa and Antioch. From Manbij the Emperor returned 
to Constantinople in 1071 to muster a motley force  of  mercenaries com-
prising of  Greeks, Slavs, Armenians, Georgians, Pechenegs, Uzes, Alans, Va-
rangians and Normans, while his young General Manuel Commenus guarded 
the eastern frontiers.118 

117 See Cahen's: Manzikert  and art. Alp Arslan-E.1.2  No further  documentation seems 
necessary on an already worked subject. 

118 See Ostrogorsky: Byz. Hist.  pp. 303-4, and Charanis: Byz-Eleventh  Century  pp. 191-93. 
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In Egypt, during the years 461-462 /1068-69, as we have already noted, 
a sort of  dual authority existed, that of  the Caliph Mustanşir at Cairo, and 
of  Nâşir ad-Dawla b. Hamdân, a rebel, in the Delta; and the country had 
for  a decade suffered  from  famine,  plague and the ravages of  the troops. Egyp-
tian authority in Syria had collapsed. An invitation had been sent by Nâşir 
ad-Dawla to Alp Arslân to invade Egypt. Nâşir ad-Dawla's mission to Alp 
Arslan was led by Abü Ja'far  Muhammad b. Ahmad al-Bukhâri known as 
Qâdl Halab and the 'Abbâsid Khutba was read in Alexandria, Dimyât and 
the Delta region already in 462 /1069.119 In the next year, Nâşir ad-Dawla 
sent a mission to Constantinople led by his envoy Tâj ar-Riyâsa Abü Manşür 
'Abd Allah b. Naşr ar -Rahabı, known as Ibn al-Khallâl with a gift  of  40,000 
dînârs and other precious things to the Emperor Romanus Diogenes. The 
Emperor, in return, also sent gifts  to Nâşir ad-Dawla. Ibn Khallâl himself 
reported this to a contemporary writer Ibn az-Zubayr.120 The mission, was 
obviously an attempt by Nâşir ad-Dawla to neutralise the Emperor, in the for-
mer's struggle against the Fâtimid Caliph. 

Aleppo,121 since the time of  the Hamdânid ruler, Sayf  ad-Dawla had been 
an important base of  military expeditions into Byzantium. I t was coveted 
by the Fâtimids and later by the Saljüqs as a frontier  base of  the greatest 
importance. The Arab bedouin tribe of  Kilâb had come to settle there and 
their chief  Şâlih b. Mirdâs became its ruler in 414 /1023, thus instituting a 
Mirdâsid dynasty. Politics of  the big powers - Fâtimid, 'Abbâsid and Byzan-
tine was reflected  in the constant changes of  rulers from  the same Mirdâsid 
family  and their internal struggle. In 443 /1051, Aleppo's ruler Thimâl b. 
Sâlih b. Mirdâs agreed to pay an annual tribute to Constantinople and was 
recognised as Petrarch of  the place by Byzantium. He received much money 
from  the Fâtimids in 448 /1056 for  helping Basâslrı to occupy Baghdâd, but 
on his shying away from  this obligation, he was removed. From 448-454/ 
1056-1062 Aleppo remained solidly under Fâtimid sovereignty, the main con-
tenders for  its eontrol being 'Atiyya b. Sâlih b. Mirdâs and his nephew Mah-
mûd b. Naşr. On the whole 'Atiyya remained loyal to Egypt and ruled bet-
ween 454-457 /1062-1065. He was followed  by Mahmüd, who during his long 

119 Ibn Muyassar: Akhbâr, pp. 19-20 and Maqrîzî: itti'iz  (istanbul MS) ff.  105-106. both 
under tbe year 462 H. Also Kamâl: Zubda,  II, p. 19 (462 H. is stated to be the date of  the mis-
sion). 

120 I. Zub: Dhakhair,  pp. 85-86 (no. 105). 
121 The following  details are taken from  Kamâl: Zubda,  I pp. 263-286, and Vol. II, pp. 

11-19. Cf.  Sauvaget: Halab-G.  I.  2. 
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rule (457-467 /1065-1074) had been careful  not to be too committed to Cairo 
lest he invite the wrath of  the Saljüqs. However, he had resisted the Abbâsid 
Khutba, in deference  to the Shi'ite beliefs  of  his people in Aleppo. He had 
agreed to pay an annual tribute of  14,000 dinârs to Constantinople in 461 / 
1068, but on wavering, the Byzantium had sent a Turkish General Sunduq 
against him. On this occasion Artiq, Jazr (near Aleppo), Ma'arrat an-Nu'mân, 
Kafr  Tâb, Hama, H i m s a n d Rafniye  (near Hims) were raided. The Aleppans 
resisted, but ultimately Mahmüd made peace and sent gifts  to Constantinople. 

Mahmüd now wrote to Alp Arslân for  help and read the "Abbâsid Khutba 
in Aleppo in 462 /1069. Baghdâd sent a mission to him under the Naqîb AbuT-
Fawâris az-Zaynabî, gave him a robe of  honor and the title al-Amir al-Ajall 
Husâm ad-Dawla. However at the approach of  Alp Arslân, Mahmüd balked, 
but finally  submitted. From now on Aleppo permanently passed into the 
'Abbâsid sphere of  influence. 

About the Byzantine conquest of  Manbij in 1068, Kamâl ad-Din reports:1 2 2 

"in 461 H. the King of  Rüm marched towards Syria. He took much from  the 
people of  Manbij. i t s fortress  was abandoned by its people, and he took it 
and re-inforced  it with men, provisions and arms. Then he went to 'Azâz,1 2 3 

stayed there for  a while and returned. God inflicted  on him and his people 
draught, famine  and plague. The king of  Rüm said to the Qâdî al-Qudâ", the 
Egyptian envoy that he has suffered  in one day the loss of  3,000 horses be-
sides his troops. I t i s said that Manbij remained in Byzantine hands for  seven 
years. And the king referred  to is Diogenes." 

We know that Qudâ ' î1 2 4 had been sent to Constantinople as an envoy 
previously in 447/1055 by the Fâtimid Caliph Mustanşir in an attempt to 
patch up the breach of  truce that had occurred, because of  Byzantine refusal 
to deliver grain to Egypt as agreed. I t was a sensitive mission. His choice 
now is indicative of  a similar sensitive situation, when Alp Arslân was at 

122 Kamâl: Zubda,  II, pp. 13-14. 
123 North of  Aleppo as noted by Sami Dahan, editör of  Zubda,  II , 13. 
124 Muhammad b. Salâma b. Ja'far  al-Qudâ'î was a Shâfi'ı  Qâdi in Egypt. He was attached 

to the seeretariat of  the Wazır Jarjarâ'ı; sent to Constan-tinople on a mission in 447/1055; 
and on his return was employed in the seeretariat of  the Wazır Yâzürl. His works are listed 
by Maqrîzî, who thinks he is one of  the earliest writers on the topography of  Cairo. Qudâ'i's 
history has been an important source for  later historians of  Egypt, particularly Maqrîzî. His 
date of  death is generally given as 457 /1064, but as we have noted in Kamâl ad-dm's account 
he certainly was living in 461 /1068. See more details on him in Becker: Beitröge  and Kâmil 
Husayn: Adab Misr,  pp. 40-41. 
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Aleppo; the Emperor had returned to Constantinople and was in the process 
of  equiping a large force  prior to Manzikert. Our historian's mention of  him in 
connection with the eonquest of  Manbij further  indicates a proximity of  this 
mission to the developments that resulted in the Battle of  Manzikert. The 
purpose of  the mission is not stated. If  it was in the realm of  conspiracy and 
secret diplomacy could it ever have been known to anyone except the parties 
concerned? The secrecy was necessary for  two reasons; first,  if  its purpose 
had leaked to Nâşir ad-Davla, it would immediately have been transmitted 
to Alp Arslân at Aleppo; second ,Romanus had certainly intended to take the 
Sultân by surprise, when he proceeded to Manzikert. Although we could not 
be certain about it, could we not suspect, or even expect a Fâtimid-Byzantine 
collusion in respect of  the Byzantine attack on Manzikert? However, even 
if  it was so, the Emperor was not doing it in the interest of  the Fâtimids alone. 
He had been elected to his office  precisely for  the purpose of  fighting  the Turk-
ish invasion effectively.  But had this invasion resulted in the occupation of 
Syria and Egypt, how much graver would have been the plight of  Byzan-
tium ? 

Again, the Fâtimid Caliph at that time was in no position to render ma-
terial help to Romanus. His envoy therefore  would have chiefly  been interest-
ed in the strategy - the choice of  Armenia as the battleground, and the city 
of  Rayy as Romanus's announced destination rather than a frontal  confron-
tation at Aleppo. Fâtimid diplomacy was interested in diverting theenemy 
which it could not fight.  Common interests of  Byzantium and the Fâtimids 
had evolved över a century, as we have noticed in this paper. At this parti-
cular juncture the realisation of  a common danger was acute. The motivation 
was so strong that our inference  would not be unjustrified. 

Fâtimid diplomacy was effective  in one important respect. I t was the 
professed  ambition of  the Saljüqs to occupy Egypt. Both Tughril and Alp 
Arslân were diverted from  it. After  the Battle of  Manzikert this ambition 
remained forever  frustrated.  But had the Fâtimids failed,  the Crusades would 
either have been launched two decades earlier, or woukl not have been launch-
ed at ali. 
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