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ABSTRACT

The ensuing thesis, which consists of five chapters and an
introduction, deals with the history of the emirate of Aleppo during
the years 1002-1094.

Within this period the emirate suffered the collapse of the
Bamdanid dynasty (fOunded by Sayf al-~Dawla, 945~967), the submission
for the first time to a direct Fajimid rule, the establishment of
the Mirdasid dynasty, and ‘Uqaylid occupation and finally passed under
direct Saljug control.

Although, previous to the Saljuq conquest, the emirate was in-
fluenced by the policies of botH the Faiimid caliphate and the Byzan-
tine empire, most of that time it was ruled by the Mirdasid dynasty.
Salih b. Mirdas was the founder of this dynasty and after his death
three of his-sons, Wagr, Thimal and ‘A?t?ya suceceeded each other in
ruling tile emirate.

Mabmid b. Naér usurped the rmlership from his uncle ‘A?iﬂya
and it was during their struggle for power that some of the Turco-
mans entered the emirate. When he became Amir, Mapmid employed some
of the Turcomans in his service, defended Aleppo when the Sultan
Alp~-Arslan campaigned against it and although his sons Wasr and
afterwards Sabiq succeeded him, the real power lay in the hands
of the Turcomans. |

The Mirdasid dynasty was tribal, emanating from the Arabic

tribe of Kilab vhich had migrated to northern Syria in the wake




of the Islamic conquest of the seventh century. The structure of
the tribe, its customs and the general behaviour of its tribesmen
characterised this dynasty and contributed boith to its establish-
ment and collapse. On the other hand the collapse was a direct
result of the capture of Aleppo by Muslim b. Quraysh, Amir of the
tribe of ‘Uqayl and ruler of al-Mosul. His veign, however, was
short-lived and the Saljuq conquest followed rapidly. This conquest
took place during the sultanate of Malik Shah who appointed Ag-
Sunqur as governor and caused profound political, religious and
social changes.

The political instability did not end with the appointment
of Ag Sunqur whose clash with Tutush, brother of Malik Shah, and
struggle for supremacy was the cause of his death.

The rural population of the emirate participated in the poli-~
tical life and this vas clearly illustrated by the part played by
the Ahdgth organisation.

Islam, Christianity and Judaism were the religions professed
by the population and this has been touched upon in the last
chapter of the thesis.

The principal sources upon which this thesis is based have

been enumerated and described in the introduction.
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Introduction

SURVEY OF SOURCES

Information concerning the history of Aleppo during the 1ith
century emanates f?om four major sources; local Aleppine, Syrian,
the general Muslim Annals and the work of Byzantine chroniclers of
the period. In tumm, the local Aleppine sources could be divided
into four categories; work of the chroniclers, that of the 11th
century poets, inscriptions and coins.

The work of the chroniclers is the primary source and during
the 11th century there were a number of chroniclers who lived in the
emirate of Aleppo. Unfortunately none of their works are, so far,
known to have survived except as quotations preserved in the works
of later chroniclers.

Abu Ghalib HammBm b. al-Fagl b. Ja‘far b. al-Muhadhdhab was
the most important chronicler of the 1lth century. No biography of

him is available but Ibn al-‘Adim, who quotes a considerable part

of his work in his book, Bughyat al-Talab, mentions him among the
disciples of the celebrated Abu '1-°Ala’ al-Ma‘arri (died 449 A.H./
1057 A.D.)} The quotations from his work made by Ibn al-‘Adim in-
dicate the calibre of his book. It contains general Islamic annals,
mainly concentrated on the events which took place in Ma‘arrat
al-lu‘man and Aleppo. In the surviving 10 volumes of his book

Bughyat al-Talab Iba al-‘Adim quotes large and detailed informa-

tion from Ibn al-Muhadhdhab's Tarikh concerning the events occurring

‘Bughya, A.T., 196r; Ta‘rif, 517.



in Aleppo during the 11th century such as the capture of Aleppo
by Salih b. Mirdas, some of the events which occurred during
SA1ih's reign, the reign of Thimal b. $3lih, his relation with
the F'éi:imr:id Caliphate and al-Basasirl and Malmfd's reign - in

particular his relation with the Saljug Sultan Alp—Arslan.2

Contemporary with Ibn al-Muhadbdhab was the Christian physi-
cian Abu’lﬁggayr al-Mubsrak b. Sharara., In addition to being a
physician, al-Mubarak was a successful katib. He lived in his nat-
ive city of Aleppo until the reign of Rugwdn b. Tutush (1095-1113
A.D.). He abandoned Aleppo and went o Antioch, thence to Tyre be-
cause Rugwan tried to force him to adopt Islam and ultimately died
in Tyre (circa 490 A.H./1096 A.D.). Al-Mubarak wrote a Tarikh
chiefly narrating the events which occurred in his lifetime, parti-
cularly those which he witnessed in Aleppo. It would appear that
this Tarikh was lost shortly after the death of its authqr for al-
Qif{l (died 646 A.H./1248 A.D.) says that he failed to find a copy of

it. Al-Qifiz, however, mentions that he received from Egypt a badly

=

abridged copy by an unknowm Egyptian.)

“Bughys, A.1., 219v-221r; IT, 198r; III, 284 r.v.; VI, 102v-103r,

172r, 201r.-202v., 246r; it is noteworthy that Haji Khalifa TITI,
105 mentions Tarikh Ibn al-Muhadhdhab which suggests that this book
had survived until a later period.

A1-Qiftl, 330-351; Al-Tabbikh, I, 42; AL-A‘1%m, VI, 149.



Ibn al-‘Adim quotes some information concerning the reign of
Sabiq b. Mahmid, the last Mirdasid Amir from Mangfir B, Temim b. al-
Zankal. Mangur, who was a poet from Sarmin, witnessed the migration
of the Turcomans to Northern Syria. We do not know the date of his
death and Ibn al-‘Adim's guotation from his work does not reveal the
nature of this work.4

The Aleppine chroniclers of the 11lth century dedicated the bulk
of their ammals to the history of Aleppo, and three of the 127h cen-
tury chroniclers wrote a T&rikh devoted exclusively to the history of
Aleppo. They were Hamdan b. ‘Abdul—RabEm al-Atharibl (died 1147 4.D.),
‘413 b. ‘Abdu’llzh b. AbI Jaradah {a relative of Ibn al-‘Adim, died
1151) and Mupammad b. ‘ALY al-‘Azimi (circa died 1161 A.D.). Only
parts of their Tarikhs of Aleppo survive as quotations, chiefly in
the works of Ibn al-‘Adim.

Hamdan was a physician and poet who possessed a good deal of the
culture of his time. He, in different periods, ssrved in an admini-
strative capacity to both the Muslim authority of Aleppo (chiefly dur-
ing Zanki's reign) and the crusaders of Antioch and its surroundings.
From Aleppo he was sent by Zanki as an envoy to the crusaders of
Antioch, to Egypt, to Damascus and probably to Baghdad. In CGairo he
met the Fatimld caliph Al-Bmir (1101-1130) after having proved that
he professed the Shf‘a‘lméﬁi doctrine and was not one of the Assass~

ins. The life of Hamdan provides some very interesting information

4Bug§&, A,, II, 165v.-166.; VII, 145r.v,



about the life of the Muslims and the crusaders of Northern Syria
and the relation between them during the first half of the 12th
century.

The important book written by Hamdan wag kmown as Al-Maffwaq.
It was devoted to the history of Aleppo and in it Hamd%n gave special
attention to the events which occurred after 490 A.H./.1096 A.D. andg
their connection with the orusaders.5

Contemporary with Hemden, was his friend ‘Al b. ‘Abdu’lrah b.
Abl Jarada, Like Hamdan, ‘A11 wvas a poet well versed in the know-
ledge of his time and professing the same Shi’a‘ Imami doctrine.

‘417 wrote a book about Muluk falab (i.e. the sovereigns of Aleppo)

from which Ibn al-‘Adim quotes some information concerning the col-
lapse of the Mirdasid dynasty and the relation between the Muslim
Sunnis and Imamis of Aleppo during this dynasty.6

Contemporary with Hamdan and Ibn Abi Jarada was ala‘Agimz who
was also a poet and a school master. Al—‘A@EﬁE wrote several tarikhs;
one of them was devoted to Aleppo and another was called "Al-

Muwassal ‘4la al~Agl aluMu’asgal” which was written as general annals.

“Bughya, 4., IIT, 278v-280v; IV, 275v.-280v.; Yaqit (al-AthBrib);
Irgh&d IV, 143; Al- Sakhawl, 628, has menbloned Hamdan, but F.
Rosental the editor of al~ Sa{haml'o book, has MIutakenly read the
olule of Hamdan s book as Al—g ts Tahdnlb, IV, 431-432; H.M.E, 111;
Al-A*lam, IT, 304-305.

6Irsnad V, 244-245; VI, 21-24; Al- Kharida, LI, 224-225; Bughya, 4.,
v, 277r., 280r.v. s VII, 146 r.v., 196 r.v.; al- Tabbaﬁh Iv,
230-2%1; H.M.E.111.
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What might be an abridgment of this has survived in a unique copy
(Bayarid Library, Istanbul Ho. 398). In spite of its brevity the
information it contains concerning Aleppo during the 11lth century

is very valuable. Iﬁ covers almost all the events which occurred
there during that century. Part of al-‘Azimi's two other books

has been cited by Iba al-‘Adim. Some of the contents are connected
with the reign of Nagr b. $alil, the reign of Thimal b.‘ S81ip and
his relations with the Fapimid caliphate, the deathof Napr b. Mahmud,
the collapse of the Mirdasia dynasty and the reign of Ag-Sunqur, the
first Saljug ruler of Aleppo.(

Although some of the 12th century chroniclers compiled books
dealing with the history of Aleppo, the greater number of them con-
tinued to follow the classic methed of writing general annals, Among
the latter was Yahya b. ‘611 almTanﬁgQE, generally known as Ibu
Zurayq. He was born on the 18th Shawal, 442 A.H./Bth Maxrch, 1051 A.D.,

taan and probably died in the first decade of.the

at Malarrat al-tu
12th century. As a matter of fact all the above-mentioned chroniclers
of the 12th century were born and spent parts of their lives during

the 11th century. They are here considersed as 12th century chroni-

clers according to the date of their deaths rather than births.

7Ibn ‘Asgkir, AV, 384r.-385r.; Bughya, A., III, 207v—26qr , 272r.v.

V, 222r.v.; VI, 100v.-102r.; VII, 146v., 220v Haji, II, 125, 138
al—Wall, v, 131; al-Nujum, V, lj), al- Tabbaxh, IV, 248-249; al-
ili XOKVI, 61-62; al- Arlnl, 194~195;: H.M.E.111l; Part of al-
Azlmz g surviving book which contains the annals of 455/1063 to
the end of the book, las been edited by Claude Cahen. It was pub-
llshed in the Journal Asiatique, Tome CCXXX, Juillet-September 1933;
Al-£%13m, VII ,165; Brock,3,,1, 586.
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Ibn Zurayq wrote chnals which he devoted chiefly to the
history of the Saljuq occupation of Syria and to the crusaders'
invasion. Concerning the 11lth century, some information connected
with the campaign of Alp-Arslan against Aleppo and the life of
Khalaf b. MuIE’ib, together with his relation with Ag-Sunqur, has
been quoted by Ibn al-‘Adim, via Al-Ulaymi, from Ibn Zurayq's
tBxilch.

The three Munqigﬁz amirs and brothers, Usame . (died 1188 A.D.),
‘A13 and Mungidh, sons of Murshid, were among the chroniclers of the
l2fh century. Mungidh wrote annals as a dhayl to Ibn al-Muhadhdhab's
tarikh. Tbn al-‘Adim quotes part of the annals 483 A.H./1090 A.D,
which relate the campaign led in that year by dg-Sunqur, Buzan,
Tutush and Yaghi-Siysn against Khalaf b. Muld‘ib.

Like his brother, ‘213 wrote annals which bear his name. Ibn
al-‘4dim quotes ‘413's annals of 441 A.H./1049 A.D., 463 A.H./1071
A.D., 468 AL.H./2075 A.D., 484 A.H./1091 A.D. and 487 A.H./1094 A.D.
which are connected with the reign of Thimal b. galih and his re-
lation with the Fé&iﬁid caliphate, the campaign of Alp-Arslan against
Aleppo, the death of Nagr b. Malmuad and the reign of Ag-Sungur and
his relation with Tutush.

Usama . wrote seversl books, some of which hare survived and

have been printed, and when Ibn al-‘Adim cites him in connection with

8&1—Khaf§dah, 11, 693%; alnTabﬁagQ, IV, 224-225; Bughya, A., III,
28lr.; V, 222v.; H.M,E.111; +the Biography of Khalaf b. Mulatib
has been published by B. Lewis in Melanges Fuad Koprilii, Istanbul
1953, pp. 332-336,
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the capture of thc citadel of Aleppo by bthe Sultan lialik-Shah
and the life of Khalaf b. Mulﬁ‘ib, there is no mention of any book
title but that the information was imparted vocally.9
Abu Ghalib ‘Abdu’l-Wahid b. Mas’ud b. al-Hugain appears to
have come from Ma'arrat al-Nu'man and he is the author of aanals
which bear his name. Ibn al-‘Adim cites from these annals, specially
those of 463 A.H./lO?l A.D.,, which were connected with the campaign
of Alp-Arslan sgainst Aleppo. There is no positive indication of the
date of his death since no biography of him is 9xtant.lo
‘Abdu’1l-Qahir b. ‘Alawi was also from Ma'arrat al-Nu'man. A&l-
‘Imad al-Igfahani mentions that he was a poet, held the post of cadi

in Ma'arrat Masrin and that in March, 1176 A.D., he metl him in HamEh.

Ibn ‘Alawi was the author of a book called Nuzhat al-Nazir Wa Rawwdat

al-Khatir. Ibn al ‘Adim cites some information from this book which
is connected with the reign of Nagr b. §alip, but he does not re-
veal the nature of the book or its style.ll
Abu Mangur Hibatu '113h b. Sa’'d 4113h b. al-Jabarani seems to
have been fram the city of Aleppo. We do not know the date of his

death, but a son of his named Almad died in 628 A.H./lOBl 4.D. 1Ibn

el-‘Adim cites al-Jabaranl when he mentions the death of Ag-Sunqur.

9§ggh1a, A., II, 205v.-212v.; III, 269r.v.-271v., 284r.; V,
220v.-221v.; VI, 100r., 146v.-147r., 198v.; al-Kharidah, I, 498-557.

10:811%11! ag Ao y III 5 284‘Vc ) 297V. ; B.l-ﬂl_al“i d.ah, II ’ 57"- 67 .

11Bu§hza, F., 250r.v.; al-Kharidah, II, 98-100.
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He does not give the title of his book, but does however indicate
that it was in the form of autmza.lsls.J12
The writing of Tarikh in Aleppo reached its peak during the
13th century and, at that period, four important chroniclers
lived and left for us some valuable Tarikhs. They were Ibn Abi
Tayy (Yaby& b. Hemidsa:, died 630 A.H,/1232-33 A.D.), al-Qiftl
(‘413-B.Yusuf, died 646 A.H./1248 4.D.), Iba al-fdim ( ‘Umar b.
Ahmad, died 666 A.H./l267—1268 4.D.) and Ibn §gﬁddad (Muhemmad b.
‘417, died 684 4.H./1285 4.D.).
Ibn 4Abi Tayy wrote several books, most of which have been lost
and do not seem to be connected with the history of Aleppo during

the 11th century. Haji Khalifah has mentioned that Ibn 4Abi Tayy

wrote a book entitled Ma'din al-Dhahab, and that this book was de-

voted to the history of Aleppo. It would appear that even this
book was connected with the period following the 11lth century. all
the quotations which have reached us from the works of Ibn Abi Tayy
tell us nothing about the 1llth century.13 |

AL-Qifti, who held the post of vizier in Aleppo, is also the
author of several books containing a variety of subjecits. He wrote

a book called Al—Isti’nEs‘éi Akhbar Rl-Mirdas. No copy of it is

known to be extant and except for what the title indicates, we know

2Bughya, 4., IIT, 2707.; al-Tabbikch, IV, 372-374.

13H§ji! II’ 126—‘127; al"Tabbalg_l}_) I, 14"‘15; 4'6"‘48; H.M.E.91, _&l_—__
Rawgatain, I, 86, 119, 123-124, 143, 151, 209, 239, 250-251,
273, 276, 306, 311.
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nothing concerning the contents of and the manner in which it was
written.

Tkhbar al-‘Ulama Bi ikhbar al-Hukama' is the title of one of

Al—Qiffﬁ's books which has survived in Zawzani's abridgements. In
the biography of the Baghdadi Christian physician, Ibn Bajlan who,
in 440 A.H./1048 4.D., visited aleppo and lived there for a short
while, &l-Qiftl cites the bulk of Ibn Bajlan's itinerary in which
he describes the route fran Baghdad to Aleppo and his impression
of .illeppo.14
Ibn al—‘ﬁdﬁm, the descendant of a very prominent family of
Aleppo, was born in Dhu’l-Hijja, 488 A.H./Dec.ll92 A.D. In his
autobiography, cited by Yaqut, Ibn al-"‘4dim says that when he was
seven years old he was sent to school and at the age of nine he was
able to read the Koran. He received a good education and acquired
a good portion of the culture of his time. He also received good

training in the art of calligraphy and acquired a very fine hand-

writing. Judging by the surviving ten volumes of Bughyat al-Talab,

all of which are in his own handwriting, he was one of the best and
most accurate copyists in the history of Arabic literature. Ais a
lad of fifteen he visited Jerusalem and Damascus which he again
visited when he was eighteen. When he became twenty-eight years

old he was given the post of school-master at one of the most im-

portant schools in JAleppo. A4fterwards, on several occasims he

1431—Qif£§, 295-315; Fawat, IT, 191-193; al~Tabbakh, I, 48-49;

IV, 414-427.
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vigited Egypt and Irag, oftea as an e.uvey, fur ne had become one
of the most distinguished persons in 4Lleppo and occupied the

post of vizier there. The riches of private and general libraries
in addition to the official records and documents were at his
disposal. His journeys enabled him to consult most of the Syrian,
Egyptian and Iraqi scholars of the time and to have accession to
the libraries of these countries. The accumulated knowledge of

his experience is manifested in the book of Bughyat al-.Talab.

Ibn al-‘adim wrote several books on a variety of subjects, lut
history was predominant.
Concerning the eleventh century, three of Ibtn al-‘Adim's

books are the bulwark of any attempt at writing any history of

this period. They are Bughyat al-Talab, Zubdat al-Halab and al-

Ingaf Wa'l- Taharri, and only the text of the second named has

reached us complete. The book of Bughyat al-Talab was said to com-

prise forty volumes, each one of more than three hundred folios.
Only ten of them have survived and all, as has been previously
mentioned, are in his own handwriting. These ten volumes contain
the first and the last volume of the original forty and examination
of them reveals Ibn al-‘idim's plan when writing. He first writes
about northern Syria from a prestige (Fada’'il) and geographical
standpoint and to this end he collected valuable material from
almost all the works of the Muslim geographers. IFollowing this

Tbn al-‘Adim relates the history of the country year by year in



16.

the form of annals. Next follows a biographical dictionary
comprising the men & northern Syria and visitors to the country
who were distinguished for their religious, cultural and politi-
cal proficiency.

Some of the later chroniclers state that Ibn al-‘idim only
wrote the first draft of this book and died before he was able
to revise and complete it. This, in fact, would seem to be a mis-
understanding of Ibn al-‘idim's methods. The survival of both the
first and last volume of the annals prove that Ibn al-‘Adim was
able to complete his book before his death. Perhaps the reasons
for the misunderstanding were that none of the later chroniclers
were able to see more than a part of the book and the blank
sheets, which are scattered throughout every volume of the book.
apparently these were left intentionally by Ibn al-‘4idim, for the
addition of new material, and in many of these places we find
Ibn al-‘Adim's son has added the material which his father was

unable to collate. The book of Bughyat al-Talab is a mine of in-

formation, not only to the history of Muslim northern Syria but
to the entire Muslim world. It contains vital information con-
cerning the 1life of +the inhabitants of the Muslim-Byzantine
frontier from which an excellent study could be made. It is im-
possible to give here a full survey or a description of this book
because such a study would be more suitable to a separate thesis,

or a complete book rather than a mere introduction or a survey.
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The book of Zubdat al-Halab, which is an abridgment of

the narrative of the book Bughyvat al-Talab, is one of the main

sources of this thesis for it covers its entire period.

The book of al-Ingaf Wa’lnTaharfE was written as a biography

of the celebrated abu '1-‘ila’ al-Ma'arri. It provides some in-
formation concerning the reign of $§lih Ibn Mirdas and the ve-
lation between the Muslims and Christians of Maarrat al—Nu’mBn.15

Ibn Shaddad is the author of several books among which is

Al—‘ﬂgﬁlaq al-Khatira. Fi Dhikr Umara’ al-Sham Wa'l-Jazira. 1In

this book all the information which concerns Aleppo is cited by

Csﬂ -
Ibn Shadad from Ibn al-‘4dim's book of Bughyat al-Talab and most

15All the manuscripts of the 10 vols. of Bughyat al-Talab are in

the libraries of Istanbul; one in Aya-Sofya, No. 3036; eight
in Apmad TITI, Topkapi Sarayi No. 2925, and one in Fayg-illah, No.
1404. 4 copy of the third vol. of that of Abmad III is in the
Nationale Bibliothéque, No. 2138. 4 bad copy of the eighth is
in the British Museum, No. Add. 23,354. I have been informed
that there is a volume of the book in the library of the late
Dawud Shalabl in al-Mosul. While I was able to obtain micro-
film copies of the ten volumes of Istanbul and that of Paris,
I failed to do so for that of al-Mosul. All the information I
received about it is that this volume is a copy of the first
volume of Ahmad IIT.

The surviving part of Ingaf was published twice, once 1n
#leppo in 1925 inside the fourth volume of the book of ‘I’'1zm al-
Nubala Bi Tarikh Halab al-Shshba by Muhammad Raghlb al-
Tabbakh, PP - 78-154 and 1n Caer in 1944 inside the book of
Ta’'rif al-Qudama’ Bi Abi’l-‘A13’ 2 Pp. 483-578. BSee Lrshad, VI,
18~46 Zubda, I, 135-79; al-Tabbakh , IV, 480-512; H.M.E.111-113;
Al~A’13m, 197; Brock, 1, 404(332); S.1.568.
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of it is geographical. The geographical part of the book of

Bughyat al-Talab and most of its sources are still available and
this renders that part of the *gisgég_which concerns northern
Syria of little importance.16

The names of Ibn Abi’'l-Dam (Ibrahim b. ‘Abdu’llah, died 642/
1244), Ibn al-Athir al-Helabi (Ismd’il, died 699/1300), Abu'l~
Fida' (Isma’il b. ‘813, aiea 732/1351-32), Ibn al-War.di (‘Umar,
died 749/1%48), Ibn Wagil al-Hamawi (Muhemmad b. Salim, died 697/
1297-8), Al-Badr al-‘Ayn3 (Muhammad b. Ahmad, died 855/1451), and

Muhammad al—Hamaﬁi, author of the book Al-Tarikh al—ManSﬁfi, could

be added to those of the former chroniclers. The information con-
cerning the subject of this thesis given in the works of these
chroniclers is of little value, for it is scanty and chiefly de-
pends on Ibn al-AthTr al-Jazari, whose works will be examined

17

later.

16’1‘he larger part of al—A’;lEg was published in Damascus 1953,
"1956, There are several copies of the part concerning Qindsria
which is still unpublished, one in the British Museum, Add.
2%,334; one in Topkapi Sarayi, No. R.1564 and another in the
Vatican Librar , Ho. Arab 730. See also al—@abbakh, I, 50;
1V, 525; Al-A'lam, VII, 173; Brock, S.I.883.

17There are several copies of Tarikh Ibn Abi’l-Dam; two in Khuda-

bakhsh Library, Nos. 2868 and 2869; another in Alexandria,

City Council Library, No. 1252b.: still another in the Bodleian

Library, No. Marsh 60, which I used. There is a Persian trans-

lation of the book, a copy of which is in Aya-Sofya Library,

Nos. %087 and 3088; see Al-A’lam, I,42.

‘Iod el-Jumen F1 Tarikh Ahl al-Zem#in is the title of al-Badr
al- Ayni's book of which I used vol., XI. This is in As’ad
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Yahyd b. Satid al-Antarl (died civeca 458 A.H./1066 A.D.),
the 11th century Christian ChTOﬂiCler, could be classgified among
the northern Syrian chroniclers. Although he was born in Egypt
(about 980 A.D.) and speat the first 35-40 years of his life
there, the latter and longer period of his life was spent in.
Antioch. Yahya wrote an important Tarikh which has reached us
incomplete for, according to alw‘AgEmi who uses the book, Yahya
ended his Tarikh with the annals of 453 A.H./1066 A.D. which pro-
bably was the &ear of his death. Valuable information concerning
the rise of the Mirdasid dynasty and the reign of $alih b. Mir-
dﬁs, followed by his son Nagr and their relatiom with both the
Byzantine Bnpire and the Faﬁimid caliphate is to be found in al-
Ant3XI's Tariich. o

Four famous poets lived in the emirate of Aleppo and three
of them attended the Mirdasid courts. They were Abu '1-‘413" al-
Ma'arrl (Apmad b. ‘Abau’llah b. Sulaymdn al-Tenfkhl, died 449 A.H./
1047 A.D.),Tbn Sindn al-Khafajl (‘Abau’llah b. Mubammad b. Saiq,
died 466 A.H./1073~T4 A.D.), Ibn Abi Hasz;a (al-Hasan b. ‘Abd’l-
lah, died 457 A.H./1065 A.D.) and Ibn Hayyis (Muhammad b. Sultan,

died 473 A.H./1080 L.D.). The bulk of the work of these poets has

Afendi Library Istanbul, No.2317.

Tbn al~Ath1r al- ~Palabi is the author of a book entitled Ibrat
Uli al- Abﬁar F1 Mulilk al-Angar, a copy of which is in the
British Museum, No. OR.996.

1951~ ‘47Tnl, 180v.; al-AntdkI, 92, 201-272; Enc. Islam, new ed.

(al-Antaki),
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survived and contains valuable information. Save that part
which has been provided by the poems of Abu’'l-‘Al3’ this infor-
mation could be considered as official, for the poeits often ex~
pressed the court's desire and cpinion.

From the poetical works of Abu'l-‘Ala’ we are able to glean
valuable social and political information. Although Abu’l-‘Ala’
was politically unbiased, his information should be treated with
special caution, for his philosophical teaching and views led
him to express what he believed should be expressed, rather than
a complete and accurate picture. He, however, mentions the rise
of the Mirdasid dynasty, the activities of the tribe of Tayy  in
Palestine and those of Kilab in nor .ern Syria, the relation be-
tween the Muslims and the Christians of Ma‘arrat al-Nu'man, the
general behaviour of the people during his time, more particu--
larly that of the rulers, and how deeply his contemporaries were
devoted to their own religious beliefs.19

In the poems of Ibn Sinan we find some information about the
relation between the Mirdasid and both the Byzantine empire and
the Fatimid caliphate for he went to Constantinople as en envoy

of the Mirdasid. 0

Y90 Tusniyat, I, 74, 77, 82, 104, 108, 115, 149, 158, 162,

171, 179, 263, 266, 281, 283; II, 79, 90, 100, 188, 199,
207-208, 210, 220, 308, 310, 318, %2l; II, 77-78, 183, 204-
205, 214, 216-217, 242, 249, 25%, 266; IV, 116, 1%6, 204, 212,
220, 260, 383, 42%; Saqt, 128-129,

DOrpn Sindn, 17-18, 40, 53.



21.

Tbn AbI-Haséna was specially attached to the court of
Thimal b. SElih and in his poems there is mention of almost
every event of Thimal's life and reign, although many of them
were not mentioned by the chrcmiclezrs.21

The poems of Ibn Hayyus have a special value for his early
work eulogises al%DizbarE, the Fﬁiimid governor of Syria and op-
ponent of the Mirdasids. Not long after the death of al-Dizbari,
he came to Aleppo and lived in the Mirdasid court. Unlike Ibn
Abilﬁasiha;ﬁ who was loyal to the Mirdasids, Ibn Hayyus was a
professional poet. He praised and flattered most those who paid
most and defamed their opponents with equal enthusiasm. From his
poems which were dedicated to the eulogy of al-Dizbawri, it is
possible to gauge the political situation in all Syria during
the years 1023-1042 A.D. 1In his poem written in Aleppo he depicts
the changes in the political scene which resulted from the Turco-
man influx.22

Only two inscriptions appear to have survived and they con-

. - . . . 2
firm some of the information handed dowm to us by the chroniclers.,

-
21 Ton ibi Hagéna., I, 28-29, 32-33, 44, 61, 68, 71, 102-104,

145, 156-157, 200, 209-214, 237-238, 244-248, 253-256, 289,
295298, 325.

*%Ton Hayyls, I, 4-6, 52-5%, 6063, 74-76, 102-10%, 123-128,
139-140, 173, 205-207, 214, 220-221, 265-266, 271-273, 29%-
299, 320, 335, 337-343, 358-360; II, 378, 410-413, 416-417,
420425, 432, 437-439, 443-446, 482-483, 520-522, 540~541,
5525554, 570-575, 602-604, 613-614, 636-639, 647, 669.

22y.0h. (new series), XIII, 335-338; J.4.0.S., LXXIII, 89-95;

R.Ch.E.A., VI: 164; VII, 188.
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Three Mirdasid coins are known to be extant and these pro-
vide scome additional information.

Yet further information may also be obtained from the works
of other Syrian chroniclers, mainly from Damascus, such as Ibn
al-Qalapisi (Abu Ya'al® Hamza:, died 551 4.H./1180 4.D.), Iba
‘AsBkir (‘Ali-b. al-Hasan, died 571 A.H./1175 A.D.), Abu Shama
(Abdu’l Rahman b. Isma’il, died 665 &.H./1265 &.D.), Ibn
Shakir al-Kutubi (Muhammad, died 764 A.H./1336 A.D.) and Ibn
Kathlr (Temd’'il, died 774 A.H./1333 A.D.). The information
provided by Ibn al-Qalanisi covers almost all the events which
occurred in wleppo during the 11lth century and is of great value,
but there appears to be very little of importance in the works
of the other chroniclers.24

The works of a number of the Muslim non~Syrian chroniclers
provide us with useful and detailed information. These chroniclers
could he classified into two major categories: Egyptian, mainly
concerned with the history of the Fayimid caliphate and others,
chiefly from Irag, who wrote general annals of the history of
Islam. Among the Bgyptians, AluMusabbihE (Muhammad b. Ubaidu’ 1~
lah, died 1029 4.D.), Ibn Muyessar (Muhammad b. ‘A1T b. Yusuf
(died 1278 A.D.) and al-Magrizi (Apmad b. °‘AlT, died 845 A.H./

1441 A.D.) are the important chroniclers. To them could be

b0 al-Qai®n 31, 68-115; H.M.E. 114-115; Al-A’Lam, II, 308.
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added the neme of Al-Mu’ayyad #1 al-Din Da’'i‘ al-Du’&t (Hibatu'l-
lah b. Musa, died 1078 A.D.) for his autobiography and their
works provide detailed information concerning the relation be~-
tween the Fapimid caliphate acd the emirate of Aleppo. In the
fregment of Al-Musabbihi's Tarikh there is : minute detail of the
events connected with the risc of the Mirdasid dynasty and the
Fatimid caliphate's reaction towards 34,20

In his autobiography, Al—Mu’ayyad #ﬁ al-Din relates what
happened in Aleppo during ggimgl‘s reign at the time of al-Basa-
siri's rebellion and the value of his narrative has been discussed

in ch. III, pp. 156-160,

In the available part of his book Akhbar Mis¥: Ibn Muyassar

gives nseful information about the -iigns of Egimgl b, Salip and
Mabniid b, Nagr and their relation with the Fafimid caliphate.

i

He also presents important material conceming the Turcoman mi-
gration and the Saljuq conquest of northern Syria.26
Although the work of most of the early Rgyptian chroniclers

hes been lost, the core of their information has been preserved

by al-Maqrizi in his book of Itti‘ez al-Hunafa'Bi-Akhbar al-

Alimmatu'1-Fapimiyin al-Khulafa! This book is another of the

main sources of this thesis. In many ways it is no less valu-

able than the book of Z2ubdat al-Halab, for its content covers in

25The fragment of al-Musabbihi's Tarikh is in the Escurial

Library, No. C.534, P%. II. This seme copy has teen used by
al—Maquzi, as he has stated in own handwriting on its first folio.

26Ibn Muyassar, II, 3~37.
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detail the whole period of this thesis.27

llention should bhe made here that some other Egyptian chroni-

clewrs, such as Tbn Munjib al-YLayrafi, author of Al-Ighara ila

Ea I

Man AEL al-Wizarah; Ibn Aybak al-Dewadari, suthor of Al~Durrah

al-Mudi’yah - Akhbar al-Dawlsh al-Tapimiya and Ibn Tagh.rl

Bardi, auwthor of Al-Nujum al-Zshira, provide us with some in-

formation.

The part provided by Al-Sayrafi is scanty and very brief
and of little importancce is the material presented by Ibn Aybak.
There is large and detailed material in the book of Al-Nujum, but

. Ua T | . L] ——
since most of it has been cited from the book of Mir at al-Zamen

which will be congidered later, its importance has been very much
reduced.

Muhemmad b. hbdw 1-Malik al-Hamwadhani (died 1127 4.D.),

author of the book Inwen al-Siyar, Ibn Abi’l Hay:jo ! (was

alive during the 2nd helf of the 12th century); Mubammad b.
Muhammad al-Isfahini (contemporary of Ibn Abi’l-Hayyja');

Tbn al-Jawzi (Abdu'l«Ramen b. ‘Al diea 1201 A.D.); Ibn al-
Athir al-Jazari (‘A1 b. Muhemned, died 1233 A.D.); Sibj b. al-
Jawzi (Yusuf b. Kimughlu, died 1256 &.D.); Ibn al-‘Amid
(Jirjus, died 1273 A.D.); Al-Dhahabi (Muhammad b. Lhmad, died
1347 AD.) and Ibn Khaldin (Abau’l Rahman b. Muhammad, died
1405 A.D.) are the chroniclers who wrote general annals in

which they provide interesting and relative material.

27A fragment of this book was published by Huge Bungzg, Leipzig
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Al-Hemadhni's book did not reach us but Ibn al-‘Adim made
vast use of it. He quotes from it o long cnad importoat poscoge
connected with the reign of Ag-Sungur.

Thn Abi'l Hayyjﬁ‘ wrote a Tarikh which bears his name and
in its annals he relates a brief narrative which covers all the
events occurring in the emiraie of &leppo during the 1lth cen-
tury.29
Similar brief accounts are given by Al-Igfah8ni in his book

Al-Bustan al-Jani® €e-Jeul® Tawarilkh ahl ol -Zemin. -0

In his book of Al-Muntazam, Ibn al-Jawzi provides important

informabtion concerning the Saljugs and their occupation of

northemm Syria, but he gives scanty information of the previous

period.j1

1909 and by the late Dr. Muhammad Janal aluDin.al—Shaijl,
Cairo, 1948; there is a complete copy of the book in the Library
of Abmad IIT, Istanbul, No. 3013, of which I obtained a micro-
film copy and used. It is now being published in Cairo and one

volume of it is out.
Ppughya, L., TIT, 265v.269v.; al-Qiftl, 1.0-111; in volume XII
of his book ‘Tad al--Juman ai-Badra 1-‘Aynl has copied a large
part of al-Hemadhani's Tarikh, all of which is connected with
the period following the 11th century. H.M.E. 61-62.

2 . coa o s co . .
9A unique manuscript of +this book is in al-Abkmadiya Library,
Tunisia, No. 4915; see fols, 121v.-13%4v.

DOSee fols. 86r.-92v. A copy of this book is in the Library of
Abmad III, Istanbul, No. 2959, and although its author was
known as  Imad al~Ipfahani, he is not the same 12th century's
famous chronicler who held the same name and title but was
distinguished as al-Katib.

1 pl-Muntegen, VIII, 12-331; IX, 7-77; H.M.E. 62-G3.
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In o Tow successive pages of his book Al-Kamil, Ibn al-
Athir gives what he COnsideredhﬁo be‘a full account of the Mir-
ddsid dynasty. 4s a result of this 1ittléiimportamoe can be at-
tached to this échunt which is a brief repetition of more rel
liable material. Oun the other hand, Ibn al-ithir provides valu-

p
able details when he relates the Turcoman migration, the

6Uqaylig‘x occupation and the Saljugq conquest of northera Syria.

LY . L.
He also relates an inbteresting narrative in his book Al-Bahir ﬁl

—

al-Dawla al—AtEbikiya concerning the reign of Aq—Sunqur.jz

Exceedingly important is the bueeef Mir'at al-Zemdn fi’- -

-

Tarilkch alu‘A%Eﬂ&ﬁ.by Sibt b. al-Jayzi. It provides valuasble de~

tailed narrative covering the whole period of this thesis. The
most important part of this book is that which contains the annals
of 448—480'A.H./1056—l086 A.D., for here 3ibf cites almost tae

entire book of Tarikh Ghars al-Nifma'- (Muhammad b. Hil3l al-

$abT’, died 1088). Ghars al-i%ma . was ' a ﬁrominent personage
in Baghdad. He was held in great repute in the Court of the
Caliphate and by the Saljuq authority. He was an eﬁe—witness of
many of the events which took place in the second half of the

)
11lth century. He had access t official documents and was able
to contact many high officials and military leaders of the

Saljuqs.' He was thus able to obtain first hand information

which he has embodied in his Tarikh. The Tarfkh,of:ggays al—

JE.For the account concerning the Mirdasia dynasty, see al—KEmil,
IX, 159-165: see also Al-Bahir, 6-15.
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Ni ma':, as it appears through the Mir at, contains the basic in-
formation concerning the Turcoman migration and Saljugqg conquest

of northern Syria.

, N ! e \ ¢, =
In his book Tarikh al-lMuslimin, Ibn al- Amid enumerates most

of the events which occurred in the emirate of Aleppo during
the 11lth century. EHe provides no new detall but repeats what
the other chroniclers have related.

The information given by al~Dhahab1 in his three books

TErEkh.al—Isiam, Duwal al-Islam and al-‘Ibar differs very little

from that provided by Ibn al-‘Amid. This material has, however,

been used and is referred to throughout the thesis.

Osee al-Qiftl, 110-111; H.ML.E., 61; Al-A o, vII, 357.
There are at least two vcr51ons of the roo==o% er at al-Zaman
and as a result of this not all the surviviang copies of it con-
tain Tarikh Ghars al-Ni'mah, but only four - one of which is

in the Bibliothéque Nationale, No. Arab 1506, and the rest in
Igtanbul, Ahmad TII, 2907 C, Vol. XIII, and Tuxk-Islam Eserlerd
Muzesi, Nos. 2134 and 2141. Depending o these four manuscripts,
Dr. ‘Al7 Sevim has selected the events which he considered to
be connected with the Saljugs and published them in Ankara in
1968, 1In spite of his efforts, Dr. Sevim failed to give a
critical edition. It is not for him, as an editor, to decide
that an event or passage is connected with the Saljugs simply
because it contains a direct reference to. one of them and that
another should be omitted because it has not such a reference.
The works of the chroniclers cannot be treated and classified
as documents in a records office. Dr. Sevim was, on the other
hand, unable to read the text accurately, perhaps becauvee of
insufficient knowledge of Arabic and also the difficulty of

the text and condition of the manuscripts. As a result of this
NURerous errors have arisen throughout the text. In addition
he has not used the phonetic pronunciation of any of the names
enumerated in the text, specinlly those of the Turcomans.
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In thﬁgbook v al-‘Ibar Wa Qiﬁan al-Mubtada Wa'l—Khabar,

Ibn Khaldun briefly dealt with the Mirdﬁsid'dynasty - differing
very little from Ibn Athir - and the other events occurring in
Aleppo during the 1llth century. Ibn Khaldun also repeats what
the other chroniclers have related and brings no new informa-
tion,

It is interesting to mention here that very scanty is the in-
formation provided by the chroniclers who wrote exclusively about
the Saljugs, such as &l-‘Imad, Al-Igfahani, Ibn Nagir and al-
Rémand§.34

Michael Fsellus is the 11lth century Byzantine chronicler
who provides us with interesting information concerning the re-
lation betwéen the Mirdasid and the Byzantine empire during the
reigns of Romanus IIT (Argyrus 1028»34) and Romanus IV (Diogenes,

1068~71) .22

>*Ton Nagir, 75-76; al-Bundari, 35-37, 49, 66, 69-T1, 75

al-Rawandi, 203, 629; H.M.B., 69-70.

Opgelius, 66-70, 351-356.
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Chapter I

PERIOD _OF TRANSITION

The fall of the Hamdanid dynasty;
the first Fafimid occupation
This thesis is mainly concerned with the history of the emirate
of Aleppo during the 1llth century, particularly that part which
marked a turning point in its history (and the history of Syrisa
included with the Islamic world). Since the Tth century and un-
til 1086 A.D., Aleppo was influenced or controlled by the Bedouin
Arabg of northern Syria and Upper Mesopotamia. 1In 1086 Aleppo was
captured by the Saljugs and passed under their direct rule.
The Saljuq conquest came at the end of a long struggle for supre-
macy between the Bedouin Arabs and the nomad Turcoman who migrated
into northem Syria before the Saljug conquest had taken place.
This will be discussed later in the fourth chapter of this thesis,
but it is interesting to mention here that as soon as, in 1064,
the first Turcoman band had entered Aleppd, the political scene
underwent a fundamental change and the power of the Bedouin Arabs
began to wane. Accordingly the history of Aleppo during the 1lth
century could be divided into two parts, Arabim and Turcoman.
During the first part Aleppo was surrounded by two great
powergsthose of the Byzantine empi¢riand the Fajimid caliphate,

and was influenced by their policges . Before dealing with the
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history of this part it would be well to glance briefly at both
the Fajimid celiphate's and Byzantine empire's policy towards
Aleppo and the nature of its constitution as a state.

a) The Fatimid caliphate's (in Egypt) policy and mterest in
Aleppo sprang from two main conceptions, theoretical and practical;
the theoretical was based on the doctrine of this caliphate which
aimed at the capture of the universe in general and in particular
bringing the Abassid Caliphate to an end. Aleppo was not only a
part of the universe but "a doorway to Iraq; and if anyone should
capture it, all the [Eountri3§7 beyond it would be in his nends".*
In fact the Fajimid's policy, though disguised in a doctrinal
form, was merely a continuation of the traditional foreign policy
of independent Hgypt towards Syria, of which Aleppo was a part.
Such a policy was the off-spring of the geographical structure of
Bgypt which consisted merely of a large plain which had no natur-
al defensive boundaries, thus leaving the country open to easy in-
vasion, particularly from thézlorth, where lies Syria. In order
to prevent this, Egypt captured Syria or part of it and used the
country as a buffer state. Before invaders could reach Egypt,
therefore, they would be met by Bgyptian ftroops away from her

own borders., This same policy, which had been adopted by Egypt

during each period of independence, aroused the desire to acquire

l -y -~ - -
Ibn al-Qalanisi, 53-34; -Tbn Hani' , 408.
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more territory and led to the establishment of the Bgyptian
Bmpire.

The Faﬁiﬁid Caliphate, who pursued this policy, succeeded
in occupying southern Syria (although the South was usually in-
secure), but failed to dominate the_north -~ save for some
short periods - because it was thwarted by several obstacles
which were beyond its might to overcome. Among the most serious
of these obstacles were the romotenuss of Caire, The Fopimid
centre, from Aleppo, the weakness of the Fajimid Caliphate during
the eleventh century, the policy of the Byzantine Empire, which
- as we shall see - both resented and resisted a Fatimﬁd ex-
istance on its immediate borders of Asia Minor, the Aleppines,
including the Syrians, lated end rejected the Fajimid rule for
many reasons, especially financial, economic and administrative;2
the nomadic tribes of Syria who retained great and effective
power, not only - as Bedouins - rejected the Fﬁiimfd rule as a
city and centralised cmination and continually created trouble and
havoc, but were more subtle; they took the opportunity which
the situation offered and captured regions and cities and est-
ablished tribal dynasties; the examples of the tribe of Tayy’
in Palestine and the tribe of Kilab in northern Syria are

striking.

2A brief study of booth books Zubdat al-Halab and Dhayl Tﬁfigg
Dimashgq would be sufficient to prove this.
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Such difficult conditions compelled the Fayimid Caliphate
to modify its theoretical policy and arrive at a more realistic
and practical one. The death-bed counsel of the celebrated Vizir
Ya'qub b. Killis %o the Fapimid Caliph Al-‘Aziz (975-996 A.D.)
emphasised this moderate and practical policy. He says "Paace
let there be with the Byzantines as long as they keep peace with
thee; be satisfied by the Hamdﬁdﬁd - ruler of Aleppe - with
the reference to you from their pulpits and on their coins; and
do not leave Mufarrij b. Daghfal (Amir, tribe of Tayy') alive

3 Dhus the

when you have the opportunity to do otherwise,
F&timﬁd Galiphate often tolerated the existence of independent
rule in Aleppo but tried not to tolerate that in Palestine be-
cause Palestine is in immediate proximity to Egypt.

b) The Byzantine Empire, who capitured Aleppo during the 10th
oentury4 and wvas able to recapture it, did not try to retain the
city or to annex it to its territory.5 The reasons were that not
only that the maintenance was both difficult and costly, but it
would appear that the Byzantine Empire preferred to see an inde-
pendent state in Aleppo. The preservation of semi- or completely

independent rule in Aleppo would serve the interest of the Empire

more; for such a small and weak State would be useful as a

hi-Sayrefl, 23; Al-Nujim, IV, 213 AL-Y&£i'I, II, 252-253.

“gubda, I, 133-140.

B

5Ibid.; I, 191.
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buffer, link or bridge to the Muslim world, a free internation-
al market and a deterrent to the fanatical Arebic nomadic tribes
of Syria, checking them from raiding the Byzantine territory.
Taking as example the case of a certain Ahmad b, Al-Husain wvho,
in 394 A.H./1003 4.D., rose among the Nomads who inhabited the
regionof Aleppo. He called for a Holy War againsgt the infidels -
the Byzantines - and styled himself as Al-Agfar Al—ggﬁti (a
Messianic name). He caused trouble in the Byzantine land and
the Emperor Basil II was unable to check him; therefore he asked
w'lu’, the ruler of Aleppo, to f£ind a solution. In' 1w’ in-
vited this Agfar to Aleppo on the pretext of caferring with a
view to co~operation; but when Agfar entered the city he was
immediately arrested and imprisoned in the CGitadel of Aleppo.6
The Byzantine Empire often resisted by every means in its
power the annexation of Aleppo to any of the Muslim States; for
Byzantium the loss of Aleppo meant a step towards the loss of
Lntioch and other parts of Asia Minor. Evidence of this can
be found in the history of the Macedonian Dynasty, taking for

exanple the reign o the Ewmperor Basil II. During his reign

6Al Anta¢1, 186~187; Zubda, I, 196; Al- Bustan, 83%r.; Al-Man-
puri, 70r. There is another Agfar wvho later, in 439/1037,
emerged in upper Mesopotamia and was arrested by Napr al-
Dawla, the Marwanld ruler of Dlyar Bakr, see al-Muntagam,
VIII, 132; Al-‘Azimi, 174vs Al-Kemil, IX, 369; Bar
Hebraeus, 205; Ibn Kathir, XI, 56.
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the Fafimid Caliph Al-‘Aziz endeavoured to capture Aleppo; he
sent one expedition after another to accomplish this, but Al-
eppo escaped capture because of the resistance of its rulcrs

and peoples who were supported by Byzantine troops and other
kinds of assistance. Once in 384 A.H./994 A.D., Aleppo after

a long and hard Fatimgd sd€ec. was on the brink of surrender.
The Byzantine Governor of Antioch failed to relieve the city.

On hearing the news from an Aleppine envoy, the Emperor Basil II
who was campaigning against the Bulgars, left the battlefield and
came hurrying with a detaclment of his army towards Aleppo.
Basil travelled three hundred parasangs in sixteen days, reached
the region of Aleppo, took the Féximid troops by surprise and
rescued the city. His brother and co-Emperor, Constantine, said
to him "Take Aleppo and Syria would be easy to possess”., Basgil
refused to do so because he was 'honest and straightforward!,

as Ibn 4l-‘Adim alleged7l?

c) Aleppo's prestige was enhanced after the rise of independ-
ent Muslim Bgypt by the establishment of the Tulunid Dynasty
(868-905 A.D.). Henceforward it lay on the crossroads of the
caravan routes which joined the territories of the Egyptian State
with those of the Abbassid Caliphate and the Byzantine Empire.

After the establishment of the Hamd@nid Dynasty - in Aleppo -

len al~Qalanié§, 42-4%; Zubda, I, 185-191; Ostrogorsky, 308.
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by Sayf Al-Dawla in 945 A,D., 4leppo became a centre dominat-

ing parts of upper Syria and Mesopotamia. This establishment

brought into being the State of Aleppo which, in the coursce of
time, was accepied as an established fact, thus acquiring sone
kind of coherence and adninisvrative distinction.

The extent of this State shrank or expanded according to
the power and ambition of its ruler together with the political
situation in the surrounding countries. The entire State was de-
pendent on its centre - the city of Aleppo - and there is scanty
information concerning other parts or cities within the domain.
There are greater sources of information concerming the city of
Aleppo itself and, in fact, any attempt at a history of the
state of Aleppo is actwally more relevant to the city itself
than to the state. Future reference to Aleppo must comprise the
Stete .

Aleppo had not been rxuled by any local (Aleppine) dynasty,
but there was always a local body of professional burcaucrats
headed by a Viziocr. This body was in charge of the State's af-
fairs and held effective power. Before the Saljuq conquest
changes in rulers or dynastics left no lasting impression on
the State.

There was no Alcppine policy towards cither the Byzantine
or the FE;imid Caliphate, but there was reaction to the events

of the time and the political attitude of individual rulers.



Prior to 1070 A.D. Aleppo suffered a succession of rulers and
tribal Amirs. Some of the rulers were appointed by the Fafimid
Gaiiphate, but in spite of their appointment all of them at-
tempted to declare their independence after a short while. The
circumstances prevailing in Aleppo and its nearby couantries
encouraged an attitude of independence.

The Amirs were all membérs of the Mirdasid dynasty which
- was established 415_A.H./1024 AD.; . in fact this dynasty was
the successor to the Hamdanid dynasty which came to an end in
1002. The period between 1002 and 1024 was a time of transition
which ushered n the Mirdasid dynasty.

On the 15th of $afar, 392 A.H./2nd January, 1002 A.D., &bu
Al-Faga’il Sa'Ta Al-Dawla, the Hamdﬁnid Amir of Aleppo died.8
His death marked the actual end of the Hamadﬁnid dynasty of Al-
eppo. During this Amir's life the real ruler of Aleppo was the

9 .9 -
Lu'lw’, who was a former page (Ghulam)

Chamberlain Lu'lu’.
of Sayf Al-Ddwla, the founder of the Hamdanid dynasty of Aleppo,
now became the ruler of the State, acting iﬁ the name of Sa’id
Al-Dawla's two children Abu Al-Hasan °‘AlT and Abu Al-Ma'all

§gaf§f. Shortly afterwards he mnt these two children to Egypt

and declared himself as sole mler of Aleppo. His son Mangur

BZubda, I, 192.

Tvia., 190-192; Ibn al-‘Amid, 511-512; Safadi, II, 83;
Mul’lajjiﬁl, I, 235v; LIgd, XIs 574"
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was his assistant and partner.lo ﬁangﬁr and his father tyran-
nised over the remaining members of the Hemdanid dynasty and one
of these members, known as Abu’il-Hay: ja, brother of sa'iq a1~
Dawla, fled with the help of a Christian Allepine silk mer—
chant to the Byzantine Empire. The Byzantine Emperor, Basil II,
gave this Amir asylum with the honorary title of "Magister".ll
This Amir was a son-in-law of the Marwanid ruler of Diyar Bakr,
Munahhid Al-Dawla = (997-1101 A.D.)

At the end of the year 399 A,H./1008 A.D., Iu'lu’ died and
his son Mangur became the sole ruler of Aleppo. TUnlike his father,

Manglur was over-confident, short-sighted, a drunkard, "Oppressor

and unjust”. Because of this the Aleppines hated him and several

s

of their poets cursed him in tholr poems.13

The population of Aleppo, who hated Mangur, began to search
for a way to get rid of him. As time went by he was heedlessly
and arrogantly increasing his oppression. There is no indication
concerning the partics, factions orindividuals who led the popu-

lation in an endeavour to end his

.- . e e e -

rule. We only know that the

lOZubda,“;, 195; Al-‘Azimi, 157r.; Al-Antakl, 209-210; Ibn
al- AmTd, 512.

llFor the value of this title, see Cambridege Medieval History, vol.

IV, part II, p.20.
1%5hbda, I, 198; Al-Nujim, IV, 161; Al-Antaki, 209-210.

aubds, I, 198; Al-‘AzIni, 159r; Al-AntEkI, 2105 9qd, XI,
554; Munajjim.I, 235v.; Hujim, IV, 221; Ibn al- Amid, 513.
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Aleppines found that the restoration of the Hamdanid dynasty
would be the best solution. They recalled and emphasised the
fact that Mangur himself was the son of Hamdanid's slave who had

14 For

betrayed his masters and who had usurped their rights.
the Aleppines, the alternative was either to bring the two sons
of Sa'la Al-Dawla from Egypt or Abu @l-Hayyja from the Byzantine
Empire. INone of these Amirs were able to leave either Bgypt

or Byzantium without permission. Such permissicn would mean

the support and involvement of the State which sponsored the re-
turmn.

The Aleppines did not apply to Cairc as it was difficuls to
imagine that the Fapimid CGaliph would bless their movement,
because Mangur had built up good relations with the Caliph Al-
Hﬁkim. In 398 A.H./lOO? A.D. ~ during his father, In'lu''s 1ife
Mangur sent his two sons to Cairo vhere the Caliph Al—ﬁ%kinﬂcon—
ferred on them a large sum of money together with seven villages
in Palestine and honoured their father by the title of "Mur-
tada Al-Dawla" (that is, "the content of the State").15 Many
years before, the Fajimid Caliphate endeavoured to capture Al-
eppo and to bring the Hamdanid dynasty to an end. Now this
dynasty had vanished and Manglr's rule had no strong founda-

tion. The time was now ripe for an easy conquest or, with a

M1 _antEkT, 210-211; Zubda, I, 199.

gubaa, 1, 198.
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little patience, Aleppo would itself fall into their hands of
its own volition.16

The other alternative facing the Aleppines, which they
took, was to bring Abu @l-Haygha from the Byzantine Empire.
The Aleppines also won the support of the tribe of Kil2b which
held the greatest power in the State; subseéuently they applied
to Mumahhid Al-Dawla, the Marvanid ruler of Diy3r~8akr - and
Abu Al—Hayij's father~in-law -~ who was on good terms with the
Byzantime Empire - to assist in effecting his return. HMNumahhid
Al-Dawla, who held the Byzantine honorary title of "Magister"
asked Basil II, the Byzantine Emperor, to permit Abu ﬂlmHaz;ja'
t0 leave Byzantium and resume the dynasty. Mumahhid Al-Dawla
told Basil II that the Empire need spend no money as he himself
would support his son~in-~-law and provide his needs. Basil II
realised that this procedure would be beneficial to his Empire
not only by ending the weak rule of Mangﬁr but at the same iime
it would end the Faiimid influence and s trengthen that of By—
zantium. He gave AwaHaXijE’ freedom to leave Byzantium and to
return to Aleppo if he wished, but there is no record under
vhat conditions this permission was granted. In 400 AH./
1009 A.D. Abu al-Hay, ja ' went %o Huyyﬁfériézn wherce his father—

in-law furnished him with a sum of money, how much is no%t

16
See pp. 28-30,
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known, " and about 200 horsemen. Abu el-Hay.ja’' wrote to the
Chiefs of the Tribe of Kilab, asking their support and promising
large rewards. On his way toward Aleppo a group of the Kilabi,
Chicfs and Tribesmen, met him accompanied and promised him their
support until his ain was acoomplished.

Desperate in the face of this danger, Mangur rapidly moved.
He wrote to the Kilabi Chieftains that he would, if they did
not support ABu'l—Hax@jE’, share with them the revenue and ruler-
ship of the outer regions of Aleppo. At the same time he asked
Al—ﬂgkim, the FE?iﬁ?d Caliph, for aid promising that he would
aliow a FE;imEd Governor to occupy the Citadel of Aleppo. Al-
Hﬁkim insfrucfed the Cadi and Governor of Tripoli to lead the
Fﬁtimzd troops gaxrisoned there towards ~ Aleppo to the help of
Manﬁﬁr. When these troops entered Aleppo Abu ’1-Haxgj§’
together with the Tribe of Kilab, had just rcached the outskirts
of Aleppo.

The Kilabi tribesmen and Chieftainsg, as Bedouins had their
owm standard of loyalty. Often they were willing to serve one
man one day and another the next, thinking only of personal ad-
vancemenf and personal gain. On such men Abu ’lmﬂagéja’ de-
pended for the success of his campaign. These Kilabi were scc-
retly agreed to Mangur's offer and terms and they were ready
to betray Abu ’l—Hax;jE' and abandon him at a critical moment.

Mangur asked ‘413 b.‘Abi’l—WEhid b. Haydarah,the Cadi of Tripoli,



who was the leader of the Fatimzd troops, to inform the Caliph
Alugakim of the situation by letter, to be sent by carrier
pigeon. Without waiting for an answer and without lknowing any-
thing of Mangur's plan.and secret agreement with the tribe of
Kilab, Cadi ‘Ali led his troops outside the city of Aleppo to-
wards Abu 'l-Hay.ja's camp. At his approach the Kilabis scat-
tered and betrayed their previous employer who fled vowards

the Byzantine territory. The Fafimia troops, after completely
looting Abu ’1~Hax:33"s camp, returned to Aleppo to find Man~
sﬁr rewarding them by shutting the city's gates in their faces.

Disappointed and unable to take Aleppo by forece, the FE$i—
mi.d troops retired to Tripoli.

Bagil II refused to accept Abu 'l-Hay:ja’' in his country
again, but Mangur - who disfnlsted the Kilabis - was afraid that
Abu "1-Haysja’ might make a second attempt, now appealed to the
Bmperor Basil II to permit, or rather to confine Abu ’l—Haywjﬁf
in Counstantinople. The Emperor accopted the appeal and permitted
the unfortunate Amir to return to Constantinople, where he spent
the rest of his lifo.17 Available sources say nothing of any
activity cmong the &loppincs at this time.

Al-gﬁkim, the disappointed and angry Caliph, sent fresh

troops and despatched with them Abu Al-Maali Sharif b. sa'ia

" p1-antaci, 210~211; Zubda, I, 198~200.
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Al-Dawla, who was one of the two Hemdanid Amirs previously ox-
iled to Cairo. 1In 402 A.H./lOll A.D. this FE;imid army recached
¥a’arrat 41-Wu'mén, where it was resisted by the Bedouins (pro-
bably of the trible of Kilab) who endeavoursd to kidnap the
young Hamdanid Amir and to sell him to Mangir b. Im'lu’. In
the facc of this danger the Fafimid troops retrecaited towards
Gairo.la

It would appear that Mangir was able, after a while, to
solve his problems with Al-Hakim who, in Ramadan 404 A.H./March
1014 A.D,, sent him a diploma confirming his authority in Aleppo.19
It is noteworthy that Mangliir b. Iu’'lu’ was the first ruler of
Aleppo who acknowlodged the Fapimid Caliphate instead of the
‘Abb%sid, but the exact date of this is not known.2o

Mangir who was thus able to solve his problems with both
the Byzantine Empire and the Fajimid Caliphate, failed to satis-
fy the Tribe of Kileb and here his rule was ultimately to col-
lapse. The Kilabj Tribesmon and Chicftains asked Mangir to
fulfil bhis obligations since they had carried out their part of

the secret agrcement and the Hamdanid Amir's attempts had

failed. Mengur tricd to avoid their demands by procrastination

1zubaa, 1, 200.

Yrpia., 1, 200.

Orbn Abi’l-Heyyja', 12lv.-122r.; Al-Kemil, IX, 159; ‘Igd, XI,
574 Al—Mukhtaﬁar, I, 147; TIba Khaldon, IV, 544, 580;
Munajjim, I, 235v.
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and diplomacy. The diplomatic measures were successful when he
dealt with the Fajimid Caliphate and the Byzantine Empire;
but the Bedouins proferred settlemont in a practical manncr -
payment in gold; and necither understood nor trusted diplomacy.
When Mangir paid nothing t¢ the Kilabis they began to take. They
pitched their tents on the immediate outskirts of the city of
Aloppo and devastated the region. Their herds grazed in the
city gardens, orchards and among the grain-fields. They cut the
green trecs and used every method to cripple the city and its
ruler.

Manglr, powerless to check them, pretended that he would
not only fulfil his previous promises but would like to form a
fresh pact and thus pormanently settle the dispute. As a sign
of good faith he invited the Tribe's Amirs and notable mombers
to a banquet to be held inside the city. The tribe of Kilab
accepted the invitation and a number of its most prominent and
other members centered Aleppo. Ibn al-‘Adin indicates that
more than a thousand Kil®bl entered the city, but Ibn Sa*ld
Al-Antaki, who scemed to be one of Ibn Al—kAdEh's sources and
who related this event in more detail, reported that the number
was about 700, Other chroniclers, such as Ibn Al-Athix, Al-
Badr Al-‘Ayni and Apmad b. Litf-All3h (Munajjim Bshi), alleged
that not more than 500 KilBbi horsemen entercd Alcppo. The

account of Al-Antakl is the most acceptable of all these reports
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because he was nearer to the event and well-informed. In
addition, Al—sﬁgimi and Ibn Al-‘Adim, who were fellow citizens
of Aleppo and the most authoritative in its history, depended
on Al-Anteki for their information. Al-‘Agimi acknowledged quot-
ing from Al-Antaki, while Ibn °‘Adim, in spite of his lack of
acknowledgment, appears to have quoted Al-Antaki literally.21
Ibn Al—AQgEr, who gave little attention to the event, did not
name his sources; but it would seem to be that he was the scurce
of both Al-‘AynI and Munajjim Bashi.>2

To their surprise the Kilabls, when they entered Mangur's
palace, found the gates suddenly closed behind them and Mangur
with his pages (Glulams) welcomed them with their swords. Many
Kilabis were killed and %those who were able to escape from the pal-
ace failed to get out of the city, for all the city gates were
locked. The Kilabis who escaped death were arrested and fet-
tered then thrown into the prison dungeons of the Citadel. This
event ‘took place on the 2nd of Dhi’'l-qa’ada 402 A.H./27th May
1012 A.D. These tactics were used during the Islamic history by
several rulers in different coun tries and times. It will be suf-
ficient to recall the death banquet of the Umayyad given by the
ALbbasid leader Abd?’l~l§h b, ‘Al and, the more modern example,
the slaughter of the Mamluks by Muhammad ‘A17 in the Citadel

of CGairo.

21A1«‘Agim3, 180v.; Zubda, I, 200-201; Al-Antaki, 210-211.

22\ K3nil, IX, 159-160; ‘Tqd, XI, 574-575; Munajjim, T, 235v.
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On hearing what had befallen its members, the tribe of
Kilab, under the leadership of one of its Amirs named Mugallig
b. Za’ida, moved from the outskirts of Aleppo southward and tried
to capture Kafar—ﬁgb. Upon hearing the news of this movement
Mangur b. Iu'lu’ moved his captives from the prisons to other
places with better conditions, equipment and more humane treat-
ment. He gave special attention to the two brothers of Mugallid,
ﬂﬁmid and Jami’, but this new attitude did not last long, for
Mangur received tidings that ‘the tribe of Kil&b had failed to cap-
ture Kafar-fab, its leader was killed in the siege and the tribe
scattered. The Kilabis were again thrown into the dungeons where
they stayed for mowve than two years. Manpur killed a number of
Chieftains, but most of the prisoners lost their lives as a re-
sult of the bad conditions of their prisons and the harsh treat-
nent they suffered.

Aﬁong the prisoners was $§lib b. Mirdas, an energetic and
bold Amir whopMangir tried to humiliate. He forced him to divorce
his wife who was famed for her beauty. Ibn Al-‘Adim related that
her name was Tarud and that she was mother of ‘Atiyya b. Salik,
but Ibn Al-Athir related that hername was JAbir and she was not
only Salih's wife but his cousin. After the compulsory divorce
had teken place, Mansar married her. It is questionable whether
Mangur only intended to humiliate §2lih and to enjoy her beauty

or whether his dject was fto link himself with the tribe- of
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Kilab or with part of it as a means of solving his problems with
this ftribe and removing the menace of hostility without which he
could not retain his rule. It could perhaps be that Manpur de-
sired to achleve all these advantages. The available sources give
no direct reference to this matter, but Al-Antaki relates that

by threatening death and promising freedom, Mangur induced a num~
ber of his Kilabl prisoners %o accept him and his impositions.
Accordingly, in Shawal 403 A.H./April, 101% A.D. he released a
group of his Kilabi prisoners. We do not know their number or their
names, but it seems, however, that they were only a few.

The actions Mangur took against $§lib b. Mirdas were unsuc-—
cessful and Salih's boldness and resentment increased. On several
occasions, when he was drunk, Manglir was going to execute $§lih.
Sﬁlib received a file from an anonymous friend together with a
~arning of Mangur's intention. §Elih made a hole in the wall of
his prison and cut one of the two shackles which bound his feet
but was unable to cut the other, so he tied the chain round his
leg. 1In the dead of night of the lst Mubarram, 405 A.H./3rd July,
1014 A.D. 5311@ escaped to freedom. The sources tell us that
$§lib opened s hcle in his prison well then jumped from the cita-
dell wall on to the hill below, hid in a drain-pipe for the night
and on the next day veached the camp of his tribe in Marj-Dabig.
It is difficult to accept this version in its entirety. It

would require a miracle to be able to jump from the high wall of
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the citadel with a shackle, and a chain attached to a heavy block
of iron on one leg, without receiving injury and without rousing
the attention of the guard. In addition, there was the city wall,
with its shut gates and vigilant guard. It would seem more likely
that, either by bribe or through friendly arrangement, doors were
unlocked for 531;@. We also learn that later Manpir accused the
governor of the citadel of connivence. Be that as it may, we know
that by some means $alil escaped and rejoined his tribe.

Within a few days of his arrival the tribe of Kilab, encour-
aged by the escape, assembled and gave Salih their allegiance.
Withiout delay Salib led the ftribe to lay siege to Aleppo. Skir-
mishes took place between the two sides and in one of these minor
engagements the troops of Mangur were able to loct part of Salih's
camp and to capture about fifty of the tribe's members. This en~
courec-ed Mangur who summoned all his Yroops and recrul ted all the
city 'rabble' with large numbers from the Christian and Jewish com-
munities. Tn the afternoon of the very hot summer's day of Safar
12th, 405 4.H./Friday, 13th August, 1014 A.D., and not far from
Aleppo, Manpur's army engaged the tribe of Kilab in a decisive
battle. The result was that Mengur's ammy was completely routed,
more than 2,000 Aleppines were slaughtored, and Mangur himself
together with his arny's senior commanders, were captured.

When Mengur led his army, he was accompanied by his two

!
brothers who escaped to Aleppo where, with the help of their
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mother, they maintained order in the city and $alih was unable

to capture it. A negotiation for settlement between Salih and
Mangur, with his brothers, took place where the dignitaries of
Aleppo acted as mediators. Before long an agreement was reached
vhereby 5511@ was to release Nangur and Mangllr, in fturn, was to
release his Kila@bi prisoners, to give Salih 50,000 golden dinars,
120 silver Aleppine ratels, 500 dress lengths of various mater-
ials, to divorce the two Kif&ﬁg vomen ne had married - Sﬁlih's
wife and another lady ~ %o give his daughter to Salih as his wife
and; more important, §alih would be the partner of Mangir who
would assign to him half the State of Aleppo including Aleppo
itsedf and to acknowledge Salih as being the supreme Amir who
held anthority and control over the tribe of Kilab. MNangur's
mother, wife and sons were put in §Elih's hands as ho stages. The
significance of this agreement is in the last two conditions and,
in spite of Mangur's unfulfilment of some of the promises he gave,
$alih sustained his authority over the tribe of Kildb and cap-
tured Manbij and Balis (modern Masskanah on the Euphrates). By

Exd

this, §alih actually laid the foundati of the Mirdasid dynasty. -

2301 ~AntEx3, 210-213; Zubda, I, 201-207; Ibn AbI Hagénch,. ,
IT, 2%4-235; Bughya, A.S., 467-478; TIbn &bi'l-Hay ja’', 12lv-
122r.v.; Al-Kamil, IX, 159-161; Al-‘Agimi, 16lr.; Ibn al-
‘Amid, 514-515; lqd, XI, S74-576; Al-Mukhtagar, I, 147-148;
Ibn Khaldin, IV, 544-545; Al-Pafadi, II, 83; Munajjim, I,
235v. 2361,
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The life and career of §§lih b, Mirdas together with the estab-
lishment of the Mirdasid dynasty will be considered in detail

in the following chapter. It is necessary here to note that
since 399 4.H./1008 A.D. $alil was in control of Rahba24 (modern
Mayadin on the Euphrates), and by gaining Menbij and Balis he
secured for himself what was, during the 11th century, the Meso-
potamian division of the State of Aleppo. This division was not
only fertile but strategically important, with a significant com-
mercial value. Salil's acquisition put him into direct touch
with Iraq, Byzantium and the F3$imid Caliphate and was used by
him as a base for the capture of Aleppo at a later date. After
the establishment of the Mirdasid dynasty in Aleppo the Mesopotam-
ian division was a place of asylum for the members of this dy-
nasty whenever, during the 1lth cenitury, they were obliged to
abancdon &leppo; for this region was retained by the Mirdasids
who invariably recaptured dleppo.

Mangur fulfilled some of his promises to §Elib, but as on
previous occasions he repudiated most of them. He refused the
marriage of §§lih to his dauvghter and the sharing of the State
income. As reprisal $alilh invested the city of Aleppo and pre-

vented commerce and provisions from entering it. This action

2401 ‘az3nI, 158v; Tbn Abi'l Hay:§3', 121v.: Ttbi'hz, Annals

399 H; Ibn Junghul, IV, 196r.; Al-Kémil, IX, 138-139; Ibn
Khaldan, IV, 580; Al-Safadi, II, 82-8%; MNunajjim,, 328r.




affected the city and caused hardship to its population and
Manpur was helpless. Manpur solicited the support of the By-
zantine BEmperor, Basil II, against what he termed "a Bedouin
uprising" which, if not checked, would harm not only Aleppo but
the Byzantine Bmpire. Basil II responded to his request by send-
ing 1,000 Armenian troops. $§li@, however, appealed to the Emperor
himself and submitted his case against Manglr, outlining his
treacherous behaviour, and, at the same time he assured the Em-
peror of his own personal goodwill. According to Al-Antalki,
Basil was convinced and agreed that Salih's cause was just. He
ordered the withdrawal of the Armenian troops thus leaving Hangur
to his fate.25 Despite Al-Antaxi's report it would perhaps be
more appropriate to believe that this withdrawal was not the result
of conviction but rather because of the Emperor's wish to avoid
an open clash with the Bedouin tribes which could only have been
detrimental to the Empire. Taking into consideration that, not
only $§lib's tribe and property bordered the Byzantine Eapire but
the fact that the tribe of Numayr, who was of the same origin

as the tribe of Kilab and with whom cordial relations had mostly
existed, also bordered the Empire in the regions of Harran and
EHdessa. The withdrawal of the Byzaantine troops weakened Mangur's

position and strengthened Salih who sent one of his sons as his

2OM-AntRI, 212-213.




as his representative to Constantinople to give allegiance to the
Emperor.26

The fatal blow to Manglir's rule came when he disputed with
his page (Ghulam) Faph al-Qelll (i.e. Fath of the Citadel) the
governcr of Aleppo's Gitadel. Mangir accused Fath of being the
gource of all his troubles, for by his carelessness or, rather,
connivance, $alib had escaped. he who lacked the power to remove
Fath endeavoured - as was his custom - to rid himself of him by
other means. On realising his master's intrigue, Fath not only
refused to descend and meet him but shut the citadel gate and
went into open rebellion against him. At the same time he acknow-
ledged the supremacy of Salilh b. Mirdas and the Fajimid Caliph
Al-Hakim. This occurred on the night of Saturday, 24th Rajab
406 A.H./7th January 1016 A.D. and took Mangir by surprise
since he thought that Salip had captured the Citadel. He fled with
his sons, brothers and some of his pages and & sum of money to-
wvards Antioch. When morning came the news of Manglir's flight had
spread in the city of &Lleppo and disorder prevailed. The palace
of Mangir was looted and, what was worse, 80,000 dinars' worth
of chattels was lost. But the most disastrous effect was (as
Iba Al-‘Adim relates) the loss of 28,000 volumes of 