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Editor's Note

In essence, although not in title, this volume is the successor to Claude Cahen's Pre-Ottoman Turkey, London: Sidgwick and Jackson, 1968, an English translation by J. Jones-Williams from an unpublished draft of the work subsequently developed and published by Cahen as La Turquie Pré-Ottomane, Istanbul-Paris: IFEA, 1988. As there are substantial differences between Cahen's earlier draft and his book of 1988, as he indicates in his Preface (below, p. xi), the time seemed opportune for a new and independent English translation. For enabling me to produce this, my thanks are due in the first place to Dr Michel Cahen (son of the late Professor Claude Cahen, who died in 1991, and representative of the family), to the Institut Français d'Études Anatoliennes d'Istanbul (IFEA, holders of the copyright of the French-language version), to Messrs Macmillan (as successors to the legal rights of Sidgwick and Jackson), and to the staff of Pearson Education, notably Heather McCallum and Lorna Sharrock as Senior Editors. My particular gratitude is due to Andrew MacLennan, who as the Editorial Director of the Academic Department of Addison Wesley Longman successfully handled the long and arduous preliminary negotiations.

In my translation I have endeavoured to do justice to Claude Cahen's erudite and magisterial exposition of his subject. At the same time I have taken a number of editorial decisions with the intention of making his work more accessible to a wider readership. A few very specialized passages have been omitted, as have names of persons and places which do not play a significant part in the narrative. From Cahen's footnotes, which are mainly bibliographical, some are selected which supplement the text, and a few passages of the text have been converted into footnotes. I have added the appendices, while for Cahen's very detailed and comprehensive bibliography I have substituted a briefer bibliographical guide to generally accessible works. Cahen's own primary sources are given in its first section.

To attempt in the present work a uniform system of transliteration of Turkish, Persian and Arabic would probably be unhelpful to readers. Since modern Turkish has an established orthography, I have normally adopted this system for names of places, persons and tribal groups within roughly the bounds of the Republic of Turkey, corresponding approximately to Seljukid Rūm. Purely Arabic and Persian names and terms are however transliterated following the system of The Encyclopaedia of Islam, but with j for jīm, and q for qāf. Certain anomalies will appear; notably, I have used the forms Mehmed and Süleyman in Turkish names instead of the Arabic original forms, Muḥammad and Sulaymān. For Byzantine names, I have normally followed the usages in The Cambridge Medieval History, Vol. IV, The Byzantine Empire-, and for Mongol names (even where these are obviously Turkish), the forms in The Cambridge History of Iran, Vol. 5, The Saljuq and Mongol Periods. Where there are established conventional forms of personal and place names, these have usually been preferred. There is a special problem regarding place names as a result of the gradual transformation of Greek-speaking Byzantine Anatolia into Turkish-speaking Seljukid Rūm. Generally I have retained the Byzantine names of places until they were conquered by the Turks, while however showing both the Byzantine and Turkish names initially.

Throughout his book, Cahen almost invariably uses the AD/CE system of dating, although in a few instances he gives the Muslim Hijrī (ah) date. In this I have followed him, making here (as in a few other details) some silent corrections.

P.M. Holt
 Kirtlington
 April 2000


Names and Dates

A full traditional Arabic name consists of four elements:

	The personal name (Arabic, ism), e.g. Aḥmad.
 	The formal name (kunya), e.g. Abu'l-Qāsim, meaning 'Father of al-Qāsim'.
 	The patronymic (nasab), e.g. ibn 'Abdallāhi (abbreviated b. 'Abdallāhi), meaning 'son of 'Abdallāhi'.
 	The group-name (nisba) indicating the tribal, ethnic, religious or other group to which the individual belonged, e.g. al-Shāmī, meaning 'the Syrian'.


This was not usually applied to Turkish or Persian names. Cahen normally identifies individuals by their personal or group names, and I have usually followed his practice. See also the note prefixed to the List of the sultans (p. 277).

Cahen usually gives dates according to the Western solar calendar (AD). Where he uses the Islamic lunar calendar (AH=Anno Hegirae), I have supplied the Western equivalents.


Author's Preface

In 1968 I published a book, Pre-Ottoman Turkey, requested by the English publishers, Sidgwick and Jackson of London, while reserving my right to give a more thorough and annotated French version. This existed in a certain way, at least for the chapters dealing with events, in a draft of 1949 which I used in 1968, but it was a little too juvenile; and detailed as were all the notes made for the other chapters, and also very useful in 1968, they yet did not completely correspond to the project I had conceived of the thorough French version. Unfortunately, as I had allowed myself to be carried into entirely different subjects of research, my work on pre-Ottoman Turkey has been considerably delayed, so that in the meantime it has naturally been further complicated by the appearance of a certain number of new works. At my age I think that it is better to give straightforwardly what I am now capable of, rather than to promise a 'definitive' volume which might never appear. What I am now publishing does not entirely correspond to the English version of 1968. I have practically almost suppressed the introduction relating to the Turks of Central Asia and the Great Seljuks, even though it means reintroducing some passages in the account of the Turks of Asia Minor which are needful for the understanding of their history. On the other hand, I have annotated, checked and developed the rest, particularly the parts on social and institutional history, and I have of course brought the bibliography up to date. The chapters concerning artistic life will probably be relegated to an appended fascicule, which will have as contributors one or two younger colleagues more capable than myself in this field. I do not know if I shall be granted time to produce the long-prepared but still unfinished fascicule on the fourteenth century. As to what I offer, I should say that I feel less certain than in 1968. It may serve as a basis for discussion, but I hope that it will not be taken for anything more.

The Turks have played a considerable part in the history of the Middle Ages and modern times. However, the developments of their history have, in the most recent period, set them in confrontation with most of the peoples of Europe, and indeed the other Muslim peoples, both Arabs and Iranians. In consequence Western historians have mostly approached Turkish history with hostile prejudices, and have tended to minimize or denigrate all that the Turks have done. In a quite understandable reaction as the modern Turkish nation-state came into being, Turkish historians have often exaggerated the positive aspects of this history. Whatever our sentiments in other respects, objectivity requires us to scrap these prejudices on both sides, and to attempt to accomplish our task as historians in a rigorously scientific spirit and with the fullest possible documentation.

In this respect a great step forward was taken in the middle of this century, when the Ottoman archives, hardly less rich than the European archives, became available to scholars. They become extensive only from the sixteenth century, but for all that they are not negligible for the last centuries of our Middle Ages. Whatever progress has latterly been made in other countries, the Turks are now particularly well placed for us - on condition however that those who have not grown up with the languages in which the documents and contemporary works are written must needs learn them. It is somewhat astonishing to see that works long held to be authoritative have been written by scholars with no idea of Turkish.

It is fashionable today to despise the history of events. Neither Oriental nor Western history can return to it in the spirit of the past. Yet nevertheless it remains the fact that the different aspects of history, whether Oriental or Western, cannot be rent asunder; and however it may be, we are obliged to start from the sources as they are, and not as we might wish them to be. Through them we should try to see what they do not tell us explicitly, but it is not for us to cast them aside. I hope the reader will see how I have tried to present my findings in a spirit of interconnection.

When Turks are mentioned in history, it usually means the Ottoman Empire because of the significant part it has played in the past of the Muslim peoples and of Christian south-eastern Europe, so much that the name of Turks is often given to peoples who are only partly such, while little thought is given to those Turks who were not Ottomans. Those of Central Asia and eastern Europe are hardly known except to specialists, while those who preceded the Ottomans in western Asia and the Mediterranean are only known to the extent that they were involved with the Iranians, the Byzantines and the Crusaders. Very often Ottomanists begin their research on the origins of the Ottoman dynasty, modest as they were, as if from that moment they played an essential part in the world around them, and many seem to believe that there were no Turks of greater importance in their vicinity. Some scholars have indeed begun to react to this, but very few have emphasized that the other Turks had their originality, and that they were not necessarily inclined to be incorporated in the Ottoman Empire, even if this did occur in the end. The existence of modern Turkey calls attention to the most Turkish part of the territories concerned in this period, but authors have not always placed our Turks of Asia Minor in the world around them with sufficient precision and the necessary links and breaks. To aid in this work is the aim of the present book, which needless to say does not form its conclusion.

The territory studied corresponds broadly to that of Byzantine Anatolia, thus excluding the regions of Upper Mesopotamia which were subsequently integrated into Turkish territory but which formed for centuries part of the Arab world, and which even under Turkish domination continued to live in the traditions of those countries and in other principalities than those of Asia Minor.

Before beginning this account, it is my pleasant duty to thank all who have helped me, not forgetting those mentioned in the English edition, several of whom are now deceased. The French version has been made possible through the joint agreement of the Institut Français d'Études Anatoliennes d'Istanbul and its Director, my friend Jean-Louis BacquéGrammont. Finally, the appearance of this work could not have been brought about without the devotion and competence of Thérèse Naud.
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Introduction
 Summary history of the Turks before Turkey

The Turks who have given their name to present-day Turkey are one branch of a group of peoples who, under this name or others, have spread extensively over a large part of central and western Asia, as well as eastern Europe. Those who are to be studied here originated from the Oghuz complex, nomadic pastoralists and horsemen, who in the tenth century CE were occupying the steppes extending from the western slopes of the Altai to the lower Volga south of the Siberian forests. In contrast to some of their kinsmen further east or further west, who had been in contact with RomanoByzantine and Chinese civilization respectively, the Oghuz remained relatively apart from these, but for two or three centuries they had been in touch to the south with soldiers, merchants or men of religion coming from the world of Islam. Towards the end of the tenth century the principal groups of these Oghuz underwent at least superficial conversion to Islam. Known henceforward as Turcomans, they extended by degrees to the borders of Iran, which was under the Samanids, then the Ghaznavids. In 1040 under the leadership of the Seljukids, they inflicted on the Ghaznavids the decisive defeat of Dandānqān, which at a stroke opened up all the steppes of the Iranian plateau to the victors. In Iran religious conflicts had been raging for several generations between Sunnī and Shī'ī Muslims, and some Sunnī aristocratic groups complained of the laxity of the regime under which they were living. It was probably under the influence of religious scholars from these circles that the Seljukids, if not all the Turks, embraced Islam. No doubt these circles thought that it was to their interest to reach an understanding with the newcomers, and this might also help them to escape pillage. It is also certain that the nomadic Turkish horsemen had throughout their history shown themselves superior to the regular armies opposing them. Arriving at the gates of Iraq, the Turks were in a country which had not less been torn by religious conflicts. The Sunnīs around the Caliphate 'protected' by the Shī'ī Buyids thought of calling in the Turks, who were also Sunnīs. In 1055 the Seljukid chief, Ṭughril Beg, entered Baghdad without striking a blow. There he officially received the title of 'sultan', and was commissioned to regain Arab western Asia and beyond it Egypt, where the Ismā'īlī Fatimid caliph was reigning.

Such at least was the caliphal policy, and such was that of Ṭughril Beg, inasmuch as he wished to appear the redresser of the traditions of orthodox Islam, and thus the legitimate holder of authority over all Muslims. There were however other elements in his position which he wished to have, or were appropriate to it. Among the old Muslims was that of the Holy War (jihād) against the Christian Empire of Byzantium. In the eleventh century it had almost entirely faded, but it was not forgotten. To reawaken it would increase the new sultan's prestige, especially among the peoples of the SyroMesopotamian borders. This attitude was connected in a way with the traditions of the forays of the islamized Turks of Central Asia as heirs of the Muslim ghāzīs against Turks when they were heathen — even if this heritage was more explicitly expressed in the language of the religious intellectuals than in the Turcoman masses. They in any case had no difficulty in turning their forays to another front, and Ṭughril himself would not find this spirit completely alien. However it may be, he well knew that his strength for any policy whatsoever lay in his Turcomans. They did not easily adapt to fighting in countries that were too hot for their animals, and where it was forbidden to pillage Muslims, or to take their families with them. They massed in Ādharbāyjān, on the traditional route of invasions which crossed Armenia to end up in Asia Minor. They quickily discovered that they could penetrate beyond the Armeno-Byzantine frontier, and take booty before the heavy troops of the fortresses could intercept them. Sometimes however Ṭughril could only let them be, but this presented him with the danger that these bands might become increasingly habituated to autonomy, and indeed to accepting fugitive rebels in opposition to him. Ṭughril however had no intention of annexing any territory of the eternal Empire of Rūm; but he had to show himself beside his Turcomans, and anyhow he could go on campaign to reannex former Muslim territory recently conquered by the Byzantines. Hence the diversity of the attacks on Armenia and beyond, on the hinterland of Trebizond and the upper courses of the two Euphrates rivers. Hence finally a campaign by Ṭughril himself against Manzikert (Malazgirt), in which, it must be said, he did not show much persistence. The internal discords of Byzantium progressively opened the way to new bands of Turcomans, on whom the parties called against their rivals.

Ṭughril died in 1063. His successor, his nephew Alp Arslan, accentuated the Turcoman orientation of his policy to confirm his authority, by going personally on campaign against the Armenian metropolis of Ani and the marches of Georgia, attacked again four years later. During this time deep westward thrusts continued, although the Byzantine government, lacking comprehension, always endeavoured to ward them off by diplomacy. Bands led by officially recognized chiefs preferred to move along the SyroMesopotamian frontier of the Byzantine Empire, but others penetrated right into Greek territory, devastated Cappadocia and even reached Amorium on the Anatolian plateau before joining with other Turks, who had meanwhile been engaged by the Arab ruler of Aleppo.

However, at Constantinople the civilian party, which had held power for some twenty years, was forced to give place to the general Romanus Diogenes (the Emperor Romanus IV), who decided to organize a vigorous military reaction to get rid of the invader. The affair was complicated by the actual state of the regions to be crossed, and the composite character of an army particularly of mercenaries. It appears however to have been facilitated for him by the fact that Alp Arslan, following the caliph's instructions, turned at the same time towards Syria, probably intending to go on to Egypt. He was however warned in time to regroup especially his light troops, to confront the army of Romanus Diogenes in eastern Anatolia. They met at Manzikert in August 1071, and a crushing defeat for Byzantium ensued. For the first time in history a Byzantine emperor was made prisoner by a Muslim army.


Part One
 General History of Turkey before the Mongols


Chapter One
 Settlement of the Turks in Asia Minor to 1107

The battle of Manzikert may be regarded as the act which gave birth to Turkey. Not that Alp Arslan wished to conquer Byzantine Asia Minor: he set his august captive free for a ransom, a promise of alliance and some rectification of the frontiers. He did not think it possible to bring the Empire of Rum to an end, and no doubt it was not an unfavourable prospect that the Greeks, left free to fight the Turcomans on their territory, would thereby limit the danger that they presented to himself. Nevertheless the conquest of Anatolia ensued. No administrative or military structure was in a condition to oppose it, even if the Turcomans themselves had no precise political aim at that time. Nothing obliged them to return their accumulated booty to the East. The Byzantines themselves caused them to penetrate further than they would have wished, and opened places to them that they might not have taken on account of their partisan struggles. Moreover the greater part of the population in the eastern half of Anatolia was not Greek but Armenian or Monophysite, little attached to the Byzantine Empire, and sometimes, in view of the weakness of the Christian armies, preferring to submit to the invader for better or worse.

The disorganization of Byzantine Anatolia, and the yet primitive organization of the Turcomans, explain the incapacity of the chroniclers of this period to report even the major facts. Those of the year 1073, of which something is known, give a good idea of it. In this year Roussel of Bailleul, the leader of the Norman mercenaries, sent to Caesarea (Kayseri) with Isaac Comnenus, abandoned his chief, who was then captured by the Turks, while his brother, Alexius, had great difficulty in bringing the army back west of Ancyra (Ankara). The Emperor Michael VII Ducas sent his uncle John Ducas against Roussel, who took him and proclaimed him emperor as a rival to Michael. John then called upon the Turkish band of Artuk. Near to Nicomedia (Ịzmit) Roussel and John Ducas were captured, but Roussel was liberated by Artuk (against the wishes of Byzantium), and withdrew to the east. Alexius Comnenus paid another Turkish chief to deliver Roussel to him at Amasea (Amasya). This did not signify that the way to the west was open, for in order to escape Alexius had with great difficulty to take ship at Heraclea (Ereǧli). At the same time the presence of the Turks was noted near Miletus (Balat) and Trebizond (Trabzon).

Little is known of what happened in these regions in the five or six following years. It can be certain only that the Turkish bands remained there, sometimes mixed with Norman or Armenian contingents left from the Byzantine army but on terms with the Turks. On the other hand, it is in this period that the sons of Kutlumuş appeared on the southern flank of Anatolia. One of them was to be the ancestor of the entire Seljukid lineage of Rūm. Their father, Kutlumuş, had been the chief of a branch of the Seljukids, and often in revolt against his cousins, the Great Seljukids, by whom he had been put to death. What had happened to his four sons during Alp Arslan's sultanate is unknown, but a semi-legendary tradition, which seems to be confirmed by subsequent events, shows them in a condition approaching captivity on the middle Euphrates. When Alp Arslan died, they succeeded in escaping, unless indeed the young new ruler, MalikShāh, facilitated their escape in order to make peace with them. However this may be, a number of Turcomans now gathered around them so that they became a significant factor in regional politics. In 1075 the Turcoman Atsiz, the master of Palestine in conflict with Egypt, had to deal with an alliance of a rival at Acre and the troops of two of the sons of Kutlumuş, on whom he had called for aid. Atsiz defeated them and, proclaiming his loyalty to Malik-Shāh, he sent them to him as prisoners. The other two sons, who had stayed behind, withdrew to southern Anatolia, where their standing as Seljukids no doubt helped them to reconstitute an important, quasi-official force; but their attitude in 1075 and subsequent years proves that they were still adversaries of the Great Seljuks.

Once again Byzantine quarrels contributed to their fortune. In 1078 the general Nicephorus Botaneiates, in revolt against the Emperor Michael VII, denuded Asia Minor of its remaining Byzantine troops. Through the Comneni family he won for his cause Erisǧen (alias Chrysosculos), a relative of Malik-Shāh, who had fled to Constantinople and become a Byzantine. Michael appealed to the sons of Kutlumuş against Nicephorus, who escaped them, and won them over through Erisǧen's mediation. They declared fealty to him as their sovereign, so becoming full-blooded Byzantines. In fact they remained independent, with the tiresome circumstance for the Byzantines that they held all the territory around Nicaea (Ịznik) and the Asian shore of the Bosphorus. They were to stay, for their Emperor Nicephorus III had to struggle against a pretender in Europe, Bryennius. Nicephorus obtained help to fight him from the sons of Kutlumuş, whom of course he had to pay. Shortly afterwards Nicephorus Melissenus, supported almost solely by the Turks, revolted in Asia and won over the sons of Kutlumuş in his turn. Their party was of little importance to them, since profit was to be made from either side. Melissenus opened to them the towns which they had been unable to occupy, and these became their bases of operations henceforth. The arrival of another pretender, Alexius Comnenus, changed nothing for the moment, for he had to deal with a Norman attack in Europe, against which he called the same Turks to aid.

Naturally nothing of all this was by Malik-Shāh's instructions. He had no interest in seeing his dangerous cousins obtaining power of any kind. On the contrary, he sent to Constantinople to demand the capture and return of the two surviving sons of Kutlumuş, Manṣūr and Süleyman - a demand backed by an army under the command of his general, Bursuq (Porsuk), who killed Manṣūr but failed against Süleyman and his men. About this time the usage appeared, entirely unofficially, of styling Süleyman 'sultan'. In brief, the Greeks had created a Turkish sultan within the Byzantine Empire.

Süleyman must nevertheless have realized that to keep his new-found power he was too much at risk in the west, and must maintain his relations with the Turcomans of eastern Anatolia. So he turned back to the east, there also aided by his more or less clear new position as deputy for the Byzantines. Alexius Comnenus, since 1081 the Emperor Alexius I, was not unhappy to encourage him in order to keep him at a distance, and to dispose of the Armenian principality in the Taurus region and northern Syria held by Philaretus, who had aided his rivals. Süleyman passed into Cilicia, then took Antioch (Antakya) in December 1094. Here two significant facts occur: for the appointment of a qāḍī in Cilicia, he turned to the ruler of Tripoli, a Shī'ī hostile to the Great Seljuks; and in Antioch he favoured the native Christians against the unpopular Byzantine Church. Unfortunately for him, he could not avoid involvement in the quarrels of Syria, where he met his death in 1086. Malik-Shāh had no difficulty in occupying almost the whole of Syria-Palestine.

So after a long period of apparent lack of interest, Malik-Shāh was able to concern himself with Asia Minor, where Süleyman's ever-hostile power could only have given him offence. When Süleyman had moved away from western Anatolia, he left lieutenants there such as Abu'l-Qāsim on the Straits and Hasan Buldaci in the central Taurus and Cappadocia. Playing off one of these Turks against the other, Alexius Comnenus tried to control their activities on the Straits and the Aegean coast.1 Without hazarding himself in Asia Minor Malik-Shāh applied himself to the establishment of a solid base extending from Ādharbāyjān to the middle Euphrates for the incursions of his lieutenants, Sarhang-Savtekin, then Buzan and others. About 1090 he sent an army, again commanded by Bursuq, preceded by an ambassador who was commissioned to offer to Alexius the withdrawal of the Turks from all the coastal regions in return for an alliance. Alexius was mistrustful, and perhaps he did not clearly distinguish the Turks dependent on Malik-Shāh from the others. He won over the ambassador, whom he created a Byzantine dux, an equivocal position which enabled him to regain Sinope (Sinop) in the sultan's name. But when Bursuq arrived, Alexius considered him a more dangerous invader than Abu'l-Qāsim, whose demand for reconciliation he accepted. He received him at Constantinople, and sent him to Nicaea against Bursuq, who had to withdraw.

Malik-Shāh did not however give up hope of bringing about the submission of the Turks of Asia Minor with the help of Alexius, the sole means of obtaining it at that distance. He did not covet any Byzantine territory, but he considered himself the chief of all the Turks wherever they were. In 1092 he sent Buzan to Anatolia with the twofold mission of reducing Abu'l-Qāsim, and of offering Alexius an alliance sealed by the marriage of a son of the sultan to a daughter of the emperor: Byzantium would recover all the territories left to Süleyman, and the military help he might need. Abu'l-Qāsim decided to go and make his peace with Malik-Shāh, but was taken on the way and strangled. Alexius could not as a Christian accept the marriage proposal, but he responded politely to the sultan by sending an embassy in return. Unfortunately Malik-Shāh had died before it reached him, and the sultan's army left Anatolia. In fact the situation in the country hardly changed. Hasan Buldaci inherited Ịznik, Süleyman's young son, Kilic Arslan, lately captured at Antioch, escaped, and gathered around himself the Turks who had once been his father's subjects. While he himself seemed to be occupied above all with securing his links with the east, his lieutenants such as particularly Çaka, with the more or less freely rendered help of the native sailors, occupied the great ports and the Aegean isles Clazomenae, Phocaea (Eskifoca), Smyrna (izmir), Chios, Mitylene and Samos. Alexius succeeded in retaking these places from him, but not in curtailing his piratical activities in the Dardanelles, which were all the more redoubtable in that they enabled Çaka to enter into relations with the Petcheneg Turks of Europe, who encircled Constantinople. Alexius then resorted to trickery: he made peace with Kilic Arslan, and led him to fear the ambitions of Buldaci, who had become his father-in-law. Kilic Arslan invited Buldaci to a banquet where he was killed, without on the whole any great change ensuing. If it had not been for the imminent arrival of the crusaders, the Turks might perhaps have established principalities along the coasts similar to those which came into existence in the fourteenth century; the attachment which was shown to the retention of Nicaea also shows the role which the Turks intended to play in Byzantine affairs. At the same time, the quarrels which faced Malik-Shāh's successors made risky their intervention in Asia Minor.

It was probably in the same period that on the fringes of the possessions of the Seljukids of Iran, zones commanded briefly by the Seljukid Yāqūtī, then by his son Ismā'īl, other principalities took shape; perhaps not just at this point those of the Saltukids of Erzurum or the Menguçekids of Erzincan (although family legend made them present at the battle of Manzikert), but certainly the principality of Danişmend.

It is not known when or how the principality of Danişmend began to be formed. There is an explicit reference to the family only c. 1095 on the eve of the First Crusade, the narrators of which tell of a certain Danişmend. The name, Persian by etymology (dānishmand, wise, learned), conjures up a kind of social and religious chief, and in spite of later legends it is difficult to believe that a chief of Turcomans could be other then a Turcoman himself. But there is no clear knowledge of the family's first activities. It is likely that Danişmend, properly named Tailu, is the one who must have died in 1104. His successor is sometimes called Gümüştekin, a Turkish name, or Muḥammad, an Arab name, or Amīr Gazi, which evokes his martial qualities. They were established in central Asia Minor from Sivas (Gk. Sebastea) to Cappadocia, perhaps at Ankara; for even if the Turcomans were but little sedentarized as yet, they nevertheless tended to group themselves regionally under one or two chiefs. Danişmendid opposition to Kilic Arslan had less to do with the nature of their troops, at this time Turcomans on both sides, than with the fact that Kilic Arslan based his pretensions, which were moreover often recognized, upon his being a Seljukid. In spite of his hostility to the other Seljukids, this gave him the idea of creating for himself a political structure of the Irano-Turkish type like that of the sultanate of his kinsmen. Their relative opposition did not prevent marriage-links between the Danişmendids and the Seljukids of Rūm.2 Apart from the Seljukid ruler, Danişmend was the only great Turkish chief known to the chroniclers of the Crusades, who call Kilic Arslan 'Soliman' like his father, although this double name is unknown in the Arabic sources.

The central Taurus region was where the men of Kilic Arslan and Danişmend lived side by side, freely interpenetrating without the possibility of the tracing of a frontier between them. Both rulers aspired to the possession of Malatya (Gk. Melitene), the principal route-centre and strategic keypoint of eastern Anatolia on the way to Upper Mesopotamia. Kilic Arslan directed his activity in this direction, for now he could attach only a reduced importance to the Straits and the Aegean region, and he did not seek to become involved with Alexius Comnenus; hence the way he held to south-west Anatolia. Certainly he left wife, children and treasure at Nicaea, but as a secure base as much as a capital. In these conditions he heard of the arrival of the crusaders, to whom however he had at first no reason to attach more importance than to the Norman contingents with whom the Turks had long been acquainted in the country, sometimes as enemies, sometimes as accomplices. It is well known how the impatience of Peter the Hermit's men resulted in their massacre by the Turks of Nicaea in 1096, an event which contributed to their idea that the crusade was a trivial affair. The crusade proper was thus able to cross the Bosphorus and reach Nicaea without Kilic Arslan receiving notice in time to save the town or his family, which was however well treated by the Byzantines, who knew that they might need them in the future as in the past. Kilic Arslan then tried to intercept the crusaders on their entry upon the Anatolian plateau near Dorylaeum (Eskişehir), having obtained help from Danişmend. It was a very hard-fought battle, but in the end Kilic Arslan was beaten, and gave up the defence of western Anatolia. The Turks were after all still seminomads, and to be driven back or dispersed did not signify their destruction, any more than the Franks' march across the plateau signified their wish to occupy the country. Even the Greeks in the rear could only regain possession of the western valleys. The skirmishes which took place when the Franks reached the Taurus, where the Turks were trying to destroy some Armenian lordships, did not modify the course of events. The crusaders made for Edessa and Antioch, which they were to conquer. These cities did indeed belong to Turks, but to dependants of Malik-Shāh's heirs; the Turks of Anatolia made no attempt to help them.

Danişmend had been much less affected than Kilic Arslan by the passage of the crusaders, and he remained in a position to renew the attack on Malatya, where perhaps for a moment under the very vague suzerainty of Süleyman or Kilic Arslan, the Armenian Byzantine governor, Gabriel, had maintained himself in power, or been reinstalled. He appealed for help to one of the chief crusaders, Bohemond, who had become prince of Antioch, and had ventured in the direction of Maraş (Ar. Mar'ash) to reduce some local Armenian lords, as Danişmend was doing a little further north. Bohemond imprudently took the road to Malatya, and was surprised by a contingent of Danişmend's Turcomans, who sent him off to captivity in Niksar (Neocaesarea), while two Armenian bishops were killed. Malatya was however saved by reinforcements from Baldwin of Edessa, but was finally to yield to Danişmend in 1102.

In the meantime Danişmend had been recalled to the west by the approach of a new crusade, which had chosen this time to penetrate into the heart of Anatolia by the northern route. There the crusaders were annihilated. Other crusaders had however taken the route of the crusaders of 1097, but Kilic Arslan, taught by experience, laid the country waste before them without really confronting them. They also in the end were decimated near Ereǧli.

Danişmend however was not unaware that Bohemond had long been the enemy of Alexius Comnenus, and that he had secured possession of Antioch in violation of the promise he had made to the emperor. Henceforward Alexius regarded the struggle against Bohemond as more important than the struggle against the Turks, who held only the interior of the country without having yet organized a real power there. He made an offer to pay Bohemond's ransom if he would hand him over. Kilic Arslan, who no doubt regarded Danişmend as his subordinate, claimed a part of the ransom. Bohemond was then able to persuade Danişmend to prefer the ransom offered by Baldwin of Edessa, and an alliance with the Franks against Kilic Arslan. Kilic Arslan had drawn closer to Alexius Comnenus, whom he had allowed to destroy the last Turkish nest on the Aegean, held by Tangripermes (Tanrivermiş) at Smyrna and Ayasoluk (now Selçuk) away from the crusaders. Moreover he promised him help against any enemy who might arise. Bohemond returned to Europe to organize an expedition against the Byzantines, and in fact landed in Epirus in 1107; Kilic Arslan sent Alexius the promised Turkish contingent.

In 1104 Danişmend died. There were difficulties over the succession, and in 1106 Kilic Arslan occupied Malatya. It was then that he was tempted by appeals from Upper Mesopotamia, where there had been a revolt of Sultan Muḥammad's amirs. The proximity of Kilic Arslan, whom they knew to be the hereditary enemy of the Great Seljuks, seemed to them an opportunity to be seized. Kilic Arslan was evidently aware of the old rivalry between the two branches of the family. Unlike the Turcomans established in Asia Minor, he had no doubt not given up the idea of maintaining contact with the bases of his people in Iran, and of intervening in the quarrels of his kinsmen. He advanced to Mosul. Muḥammad had however rallied his partisans, while Kilic Arslan was weakened by the absence of the contingent sent to Alexius Comnenus. A battle took place on the Khābūr, a tributary on the left bank of the Euphrates. Kilic Arslan was killed, and his son, Shāhānshāh, made prisoner (June 1107).

This date marks a turning-point in the history of Asia Minor, and we must stop for a moment to see the balance-sheet of this first phase.

One point is that we have reached the end of the first wave of the peopling of Asia Minor by Turks. Apart from small exceptions, there will be no more until the Mongol invasion in the thirteenth century. The Turcomans installed in Anatolia were henceforward to some extent divided among three or four powers, above all the Seljukids and the Danişmendids, but without there being very precisely organized links between them and their rulers. Although their pasture-grounds were limited, the great majority of them were semi-nomadic pastoralists and, except for some garrisons in towns of importance to their rulers, they were still predominantly people of the plains. Agriculture was in the hands of the indigenous inhabitants, but had suffered greatly as a result of the depredations of the invaders and the flight of a great number of the peasants, especially from western Anatolia, whence at least those in the easiest circumstances could reach Byzantine territory. Once the time of disorder was past, attempts were made to hold or bring back the peasants, but this process was only just beginning. The Turcomans were attracted to the frontier-zones, which they could pillage. Scholars gave this activity a colour of Holy War by calling them ghāzīs (T. sing, gazi), but they designated themselves in these zones as men of the frontier (T. uc), corresponding to the Greek akritai. It is obviously impossible to suggest a figure for the number of the immigrants, and consequently the proportion of the new Turkish population; it is equally impossible to determine the extent of the damage or the activity continuing in the country at this time. It must only be said that the trend in the Byzantine Empire towards great estates, exploited for the breeding of cattle, must somewhat have facilitated the establishment of the newcomers. Also one must consider eastern Asia as having on the whole been less disturbed. The Armenians continued to be numerous there, and after the first phase seem to have come tolerably to terms with the new masters. At a later stage the documentation will allow a somewhat more precise treatment.

A fundamental distinction must be made between these Turks of Asia Minor and those further to the south, who occupied the traditional Arab territories. Vague as the frontier was, it corresponded approximately to that of the Byzantine Empire previously and that of modern Turkey. Whatever the indigenous elements in Asia Minor to the north, there was a complete peopling by Turks; in the south, a military occupation without a true peopling.3 Upper Mesopotamia was an intermediate zone, occupied by Turcomans subject for the most part to the Artukid dynasty; but these had been faithful servants of the Great Seljuks, and essentially left in being the structures of a province which was among the richest of the traditional Arab Muslim world. The Turks of the north, by contrast, knew that they were in the territory of Rūm, the Roman Byzantine Empire, even if that was less and less to signify dependence. The word Rūm, after having signified the Byzantine Christians or Christian foreigners in general, was soon to designate the land of the Turks of Asia Minor.


Chapter Two
 Turkish activity in the West under Shāhānshāh

The events following the death of Kilic Arslan set in a clear light the various factors which have been specified. It brought about a temporary weakening of the dynasty, on the one hand enabling the Turcomans to resume their raids on the frontiers, and on the other enabling Sultan Muhammad to make the last intervention in Asia Minor by a Seljukid of Iran. These two phenomena were able exactly then to combine for a moment because Muḥammad was organizing a huge enterprise against the Christians of Syria, which, launched in the name of the Holy War, could be extended to the struggle against the Byzantines. At the same time it furnished the best opportunity to both sides of reducing the ungovernable chiefs to obedience.

There were Turcoman raids at the end of 1107 and in 1108 against the Armenians of Cilicia, of Pertous near Maraş and Ḥiṣn Manṣūr (T. Adiyaman), where the Armenian lord of Upper Syria, Kogh Vasil, captured a 'Sultan of Armenia', who was no doubt 'Alī, the Saltukid of Erzurum. There were more raids in 1109—10, this time against the western Byzantines at Lampe (south of the Hellespont), Smyrna, Pergamum (Bergama) and Kelbianos. Sent out by Ḥasan of Cappadocia, perhaps the regent, who himself attacked Philadelphia (Alaşehir), these were isolated bands, which were destroyed or repulsed by the Byzantine general Philokales.

Sultan Muḥammad's intervention was itself facilitated by the circumstances of the succession to Kilic Arslan. At Malatya power was exercised by the mother of his young son, Toǧril Arslan. She married several chiefs in succession, who were promoted to be the child's atabegs, and finally in 1113 the Artukid Balak, who was in the course of conquering Khanzīt, i.e. the Armenian territory lying in the great bend of the Euphrates, north-north-west of Malatya. She had previously sent his predecessor to Muḥammad accused of having intrigued with enemies, and had despatched his Turks together with those from Muḥammad on expeditions against the Armenians of the Jahān (a region east of Maraş, west of the Euphrates and north of Edessa) and Upper Cilicia.

As for the principal Seljukid domain around Konya: since Kilic Arslan's eldest son had died in battle against Gümüştekin the Danişmendid, the heir was deemed to be the second son, Shāhānshāh alias Malik-Shāh, who however had been made prisoner in the Mesopotamian disaster, and power was exercised by one of his cousins. Nevertheless one party sent a Ḥanafī faqīh to negotiate with Sultan Muḥammad for his liberation, on the grounds that his presence would be useful in the war against the infidels. Set free (rather than having escaped according to another account), Shāhānshāh returned in any case in 1109 and put his cousin to death.

The course of events suggests that on this occasion Sultan Muḥammad obliged Shāhānshāh to recognize some kind of suzerainty. It was at this moment that Muḥammad sent an army to attack the Franks in Syria. Another of his contingents joined the Anatolian Turks to resume the expected war against the Byzantines. Philadelphia was attacked, but the Byzantine, Constantine Gavras, beat the Turks near Kalbianos. In fact, as both Muḥammad and Alexius Comnenus were at war with the Franks, warfare between them was paradoxical. As early as 1110 the Byzantine emperor sent an ambassador to Muḥammad to encourage him to fight the Franks; in 1112 peace negotiations were held in Anatolia between the two rulers. Muḥammad was to die in 1118 without intervening again after his check in Syria, and his successor was in no position to concern himself with Anatolian affairs.

A peace concluded in these conditions naturally did not signify any interruption in the war between Shāhānshāh's Turks and the Greeks. In 1113 Lopadion, Poimanenon, Parion and Abydos on the Dardanelles, and Adramyttium on the Aegean, were attacked by the Emir Koutogmes (perhaps Kutlumuş or Kutduǧmuş), the archisatrap (beglerbegi) Mehmed (formerly Kilic Arslan's governor of Ịznik, where he had known Eumathios Kamytzes, now Alexius's governor), and the archisatrap Monolykes (Manaluǧ, later described as an old and wise counsellor of Shāhānshāh). They captured Kamytzes. According to Anna Comnena, Muslims from Karme fought beside their Turcomans. This did not prevent Monolykes from reappearing before Nicaea and Poimanenon, and Shāhānshāh himself resumed the campaign with troops mustered from all sides. In these circumstances Alexius was convinced of the necessity of giving up his fruitless distant warfare in Cilicia and Syria, and of attacking the enemy at hand. Wishing to strike at his heart, he led an expedition by Dorylaeum, Kedrea, Polybotos and finally Philomelium (Akşehir), where one Poucheas was in command, while the Turks stole away in classical fashion to ravage the country. Lacking the power to occupy it permanently, Alexius evacuated the Christian population. Shāhānshāh and Monolykes pursued them, but were beaten.

Here a typical event occurred. Shāhānshāh asked for peace, and had an audience with Alexius in which, to believe Anna Comnena, not only did his 'satraps' and Monolykes 'worship' the emperor, but also Shāhānshāh himself leapt from his steed as a sign of respect, and was raised by Alexius according to custom. He is reported to have agreed to leave to the Roman Empire its limits as in the time of Romanus Diogenes, beyond which his Turks would retire, promising no longer to disturb the frontiers. These terms are evidently impossible, but in them and in accordance with Byzantine traditions, there can at least be seen a recognition by Shāhānshāh of Byzantine suzerainty over Anatolia, and in practice an alliance reviving his father's policy. This, no doubt, is just what the Turcomans did not want. During Shāhānshāh's absence a revolt brought his brother Mas'ūd to power. In vain did Alexius warn his guest, and offer him reinforcements. Despite a favourable welcome he received from the Christians of Tyragion (a small place quite near Philomelium), Shāhānshāh was taken by Poucheas's treason, blinded and then strangled.

So peace with Byzantium was not restored. Soon after Alexius Comnenus's death in 1118, the Turks can be found infiltrating the upper Maeander (Menderes), masters of Laodicea ad Lycum (Lâdik) and Sozopolis (Burǧlu, now Uluborlu), and intercepting the route to Antalya, and consequently Byzantine communications with Cilicia and Syria. In 1119 John II Comnenus retook Laodicea, and in 1120 Sozopolis and Hierakoryphites, fortifying his conquests in order to secure them. There was no reaction from Mas'ūd, who, like his predecessors, avoided clashes with armed forces.

Nor was peace restored in the east between Malatya and the Armenians, who had profited from Mas'ūd's revolt to lay their hands again on the Jahān. Toǧril Arslan, working in liaison with Balak on the Euphrates, drove them out for the last time in spite of reprisal operations aimed at Malatya. Another Seljukid, Dolab, met his death on the Syrian border in battle with the Frank, William of 'Azāz, in alliance with the Artukid chief, Ilgazi.


Chapter Three
 The rise of the Danişmendids and the Byzantine recovery

The overthrow of Shāhānshāh was followed by the rise of the Danişmendids. Their activity at this time turned particularly towards the east. Toǧril Arslan and Balak had invaded Mengüçek's territory in reprisal for a raid he had made in 1118, and he went to Trebizond to seek aid of the Byzantine dux Constantine Gavras. Thereupon Balak called upon Gümüştekin. Gavras and Mengüçek were taken prisoner; the latter, the son-in-law of the Danişmendid, was perhaps immediately set free, the former ransomed for 30,000 dinars (see below, p. 36). Then on Balak's death in 1124 a quarrel broke out over the sharing of the succession between Toǧril Arslan and Balak's cousin, Süleyman of Mayyāfāriqīn, son of the Artukid Ilgazi who was Balak's uncle, and later Temürtaş, Süleyman's brother and successor at Mayyāfāriqīn. Toǧril Arslan occupied Gargar and Masara on the Euphrates in the region of Maraş. Gümüştekin profited from this situation. Backed by the agreement of Mas'ūd, whose father-in-law and protector he was, he attacked Malatya. Toǧril Arslan's mother vainly sent him to appeal to the Franks, who were held back by the siege of Aleppo, and tried to augment her resources by pressure on the notables. In December 1124 Malatya again became part of the Danişmendid state. As Khanzīt had in the meantime fallen to a cousin of Temürtaş named Dāwūd, hostilities broke out between him and Gümüştekin, who retained Masara. Toǧril Arslan's mother retired there, while her son tried to stir up the region.

A time of troubles ensued for the Turks of Anatolia, whose various chiefs intrigued with the neighbouring Christians. Mas'ūd's brother, 'Arab, accused him of treason to their family, and revolted against him. Mas'ūd was forced to flee to Constantinople, where John II Comnenus gave him the means to build up an army, thanks to which he, in alliance with Gūmüştekin, forced 'Arab to seek refuge with Toros I, the Armenian ruler of Upper Cilicia, in 1125 or 1126. Returning the next year at the head of Turks and Armenians, 'Arab captured in succession Mehmed of Masara, the son of Gümüştekin, and his son, the emir Yūnus. Gümüştekin however retook Comana, and freed his son, while 'Arab may have put to death Yeǧen, another of Gümüştekin's sons. After a series of heavy combats 'Arab had in his turn to flee to the Greeks, where he died. Mas'ūd accordingly regained his throne, but Gümüştekin was the most powerful person in Anatolia.

These troubles created anew for the Byzantines, albeit with other partners, the situation of Kilic Arslan's time, and the internal dissensions of the Turks sheltered Greek territory from serious incursions. Soon the reverse was true: the Turks found themselves solicited by Greeks in revolt, as in the eleventh century. Already in 1129 or 1130 Gümüştekin invaded the Black Sea coast, perhaps in reprisal for assistance given to 'Arab. Kassianos, a Greek governor there, submitted to him without making much resistance. In the following year John Comnenus's own brother, Isaac, fled to Gümüştekin after the failure of a conspiracy. After going on to Trebizond, he returned to Gümüştekin. Then he went on to Leon I, who had just succeeded his brother Toros in Cilicia, and who gave him his daughter with Misis (Mamistra) and Adana as dowry. Isaac travelled to Jerusalem, quarrelled with his father-in-law, and only made his peace with John in 1140, after having incited all his Christian and Turkish enemies against him. A little later Isaac's son went in his turn to Mas'ūd, became a Muslim, and married a daughter of the Seljukid ruler. There was nevertheless no question of revolts within the Byzantine Empire, and these developments did not endanger John Comnenus's military forces.

Gümüştekin, who wished for vengeance on the Armenians who had been 'Arab's allies, profited from Toros's death in 1129 by invading Cilicia. There by chance he encountered near Misis the prince of Antioch, Bohemond II, who was also at odds with the Armenians. He inflicted on him a defeat in which the young prince died, and he sent his head to the caliph in February 1130. In a new campaign in 1131 he obliged Leon to promise to pay tribute, and to abstain from any act of hostility. Then he attacked the county of Edessa through the province of Maraś. He attacked various places, e.g. Synnada (south of Kütahya), and was frequently accompanied by Mas'ūd, his son-in-law, his pupil and the legitimator of his power. At the beginning of 1135 the caliph and the Great Seljuk sultan sent him the title and insignia of a king (malik), officially investing him with 'the northern country'.

Perhaps he asked for them because of John Comnenus's attacks. Long diverted from Asian affairs by threats in Europe, the emperor now decided to combat the new power. Starting in 1132 from a base he had fortified on the River Rhyndacus, he entered Paphlagonia, took Kastamonu, briefly crossed the Kizilirmak (Gk. Halys), and according to the Byzantine poet Theodore Prodromus obtained the submission of a number of emirs including Toǧril of Amasya, Alp Arslan of Çankiri (Gk. Gangra) who appear to have Seljuk names, and Ịnal, perhaps a son of Gümüştekin who is known from a coin. As early as the winter of 1132—33 however, Gümüştekin had retaken Kastamonu.

At that point Gümüştekin died in the winter of 1134-35. In vain did his son Mehmed assume his father's royal insignia, and have his brothers put to death. One of them, 'Ayn al-Dawla, rebelled in the Jahān, from whence he was only driven out two years later, and took refuge with Count Joscelin of Edessa. At the same time Mehmed quarrelled with Mas'ūd the Seljukid, whom John Comnenus succeeded in drawing into an alliance. Thanks to this he was able to lead a Byzantine army to regain Çankiri, where a certain number of Muslims entered his service. He ran a serious risk during the expedition as Mehmed regained Mas'ūd by concessions, and his contingent thereupon abandoned the Greek army. Nevertheless Mehmed turned his operations towards Keysun, and John Comnenus judged the frontier to be sufficiently clear on this side to undertake a memorable expedition to Cilicia and Syria, which led Mehmed to break off his own expedition.

Naturally Mehmed and Mas'ūd, allies once more, made attacks on the Byzantine lines of communication in Cilicia in 1137-38. Mehmed profited from the absence of the Greeks to make a new attack on 'the country of Kassianos'. It was no doubt in this period also that he retook Çankiri, and again penetrated the region of the Sangarios (Sakarya) - events which were among the reasons for the return of John Comnenus to Constantinople. Then Mehmed conducted new raids in the direction of Keysun and the Taurus to the north of Cilicia. In the following years the Turks of Malatya were particularly aggressive in the northern marches of the county of Edessa. In the winter of 1139-40 John Comnenus, who had reasserted the direct control of Byzantium over Trebizond, proceeded by way of the Black Sea coast to attack Niksar, which Mehmed had just refortified. However he withdrew, embarrassed by the desertion of Isaac Comnenus's sons. The next year the emperor led another expedition, this time to relieve Sozopolis, which was under Turkish attack and, while on the way to Antalya, to reinforce the borders of Lake Karalis (now Beyşehir). At this point Mehmed died.4


Chapter Four
 The break-up of the Danişmendids: the Seljukids between Byzantium and Nūr al-Dīn

Mehmed's death brought about a reversal of the power-relations in Asia Minor between Danişmendids and Seljukids as the unity of his realm did not survive him. His son, Dhu'l-Nūn, was confronted by a revolt of Mehmed's two brothers, Yaǧibasan the governor of Sivas, who married Mehmed's widow, and Ayn al-Dawla. In spite of a force sent by Yaǧibasan, the latter returned from his stay among the Franks, helped by Dhu'l-Nūn's brother Yūnus, the lord of Masara, and by the inhabitants of Malatya. He seized this town and Arka. Then the two brothers were reconciled, 'Ayn al-Dawla occupied the Jahan. Dhu'l-Nūn was reduced to taking flight to Synnada. Mas'ūd sided with Dhu'l-Nūn, threatened Sivas and negotiated separately with 'Ayn al-Dawla through the mediation of his niece, 'Ayn al-Dawla's wife. Then, on not obtaining satisfaction, he besieged Malatya in the summer of 1143, and occupied the Jahān in 1144. He came to terms with Yaǧibasan, with whom he again besieged Malatya, and received favourably a request for help from the Artukid, Kara Arslan, who was threatened by Zengī. At this time of uncertainty however Mas'ūd took Ankara, Çankiri and the Byzantine frontiers of this province from Yaǧibasan.

These conflicts naturally affected the situation on the Byzantine side. The Turks had an opportunity there when John Comnenus died in Cilicia in April 1143, a little while after Mehmed. His son, Manuel I Comnenus, returned to Constantinople, regaining from the Turks on the way Pracana above Seleucia (Silifke), and liberating his brother Andronicus and the latter's son-in-law, who had been captured during a hunting-party as they left Cilicia. In the following year he repulsed the Turks who had ventured into the region of Malangia and Pitheca on the Sangarios, south-east of Nicaea. Other Turks, perhaps loyal to the Seljukids, had retaken Pracana; yet others pillaged the region of the Maeander (Menderes) in the direction of Kelbianos. Good relations — a novelty - were temporarily established between Yaǧibasan and Manuel Comnenus against their common enemy, Mas'ūd. In 1146 Manuel set out for Konya in a new campaign. He reached Akşehir by the Menderes, then advanced on Konya. Mas'ūd had left the city, dividing his troops into two corps between Konya and Kavala (now Çigil). He had effected a reconciliation with Yaǧibasan, from whom he expected reinforcements. Scattered combats took place, in the course of which Mas'ūd's cupbearer and Gavras, a chief of Greek origin who had been brought up among the Turks, and governed a province, were captured. Manuel was unable to destroy the enemy army, but scorned overtures for peace, in which perhaps a part was played by the Turkish wife of his cousin, John Comnenus, who had gone over to the Turks. So he withdrew, repulsing as he went the band of a certain 'Rama' from the Menderes region. He was perhaps preparing for a new campaign when the Second Crusade was announced. He then willingly accepted the peace offers, brought from Mas'ūd by one of his generals.

As the Greeks did not aid the crusaders in any way, but rather incited the Turks against them, the Turks did not incur any grave risk from the crusade. Avoiding as always set battles, they harassed the Western armies. The forces of the Emperor Conrad III marched directly for Konya by the route of the First Crusade. Near to Eskişehir (Gk. Dorylaeum), a Turkish chief called Manplanes by the Greeks drew them into an ambush, from which they escaped with great difficulty. Arriving exhausted at Akşehir, they had to retrace their steps in the most difficult conditions, pursued by Turkish archers. A little later the army of Louis VII cut across to Antalya with greater prudence, but they were equally troubled by the Turks in the valley of Kelbianos (Decervion of the Franks), and then at the crossing of the Maeander. The Turks, more or less helped by the Greeks, harassed them until they embarked at Antalya.

The Turkish peace with the Greeks outlived the departure of the Franks; thus Mas'ūd was now able to turn to the south-east. Perhaps he was even able to trouble Maraş before the crusade through his son, Kilic Arslan. Immediately after the crusade, Prince Raymond of Antioch carried out a reprisal raid to the north. It was in these conditions that relations were established between Mas'ūd and the lord of Aleppo, the illustrious Nūr al-Dīn. Each party readily accepted the help against the Franks that an operation by the other could provide, but sought to annex as quickly as possible from the resulting spoils the regions in the vicinity of the other's sphere of action, so as to prevent any encroachment on his own.

Nūr al-Dīn had carried out a first diversion in agreement with Mas'ūd in 1148. In 1149 he inflicted a disastrous defeat on the Franks of Antioch in which Prince Raymond died. The action of the two rulers was now extended. Beyond the Jahān there appears for the first time a Seljukid policy of entry into Upper Syria which was to develop, and was to establish those contacts between the Muslim nomads of Asia Minor and of Syria which Süleyman b. Kutlumuş had begun seven years earlier, and which had been interrupted for half a century by the formation of the Crusader states. By the summer of 1149 Mas'ūd was in occupation of Maraş, and its Frankish inhabitants, in spite of having obtained leave to retire to Antioch, were massacred on the way. He then occupied Sam and Duluk on the Syrian borders, and harassed Tall Bāshir (T. Tilbaşar; Frankish, Turbessel), the capital of what was left of the county of Edessa on the right bank of the Euphrates. A truce conditional on the payment of tribute was brought about by the arrival of Frankish reinforcements from Jerusalem and the mediation of Nūr al-Dīn, who, although he had sent the help requested by Mas'ūd, sought to limit his action. In 1150 however, when Joscelin of Tall Bāshir was captured by the Turcomans of Syria, the attack was resumed. Mas'ūd and Nūr al-Dīn undertook the siege together, agreeing that it should be given to Nūr al-Dīn as the dowry for one of Mas'ūd's daughters whom the Syrian ruler was marrying to seal the bargain. Mas'ūd in fact made a revolt the pretext for leaving his intended son-in-law to make the conquest which would solely profit him, so he gave it up. In reality Mas'ūd occupied Keysun, Besni (Armenian, Behesni), Raban and Merzban further to the north, and marked the importance he attached to these new territories by constituting them as an apanage for his son and heir presumptive, Kilic Arslan. The Franks, almost encircled, then decided to cede Tall Bāshir to Manuel Comnenus, who was happy at what he believed to be a chance to set his foot again in Syria. Its Franks then retired to Antioch, harassed by Seljukid and Aleppine troops. In 1151, however, while Nūr al-Dīn's troops forced the Greeks in Tall Bāshir to capitulate, Mas'ūd occupied 'Aynṭāb (now Gaziantep). The partition of the Frankish possessions lying between the Euphrates and Syria was completed.

Thereupon on the death of 'Ayn al-Dawla of Malatya (who for his part had attacked the Armenians above Samosata (Samsat)), his son Dhu'l-Qarnayn acted on the advice of Yaǧibasan, and refused to make the submission which Mas'ūd demanded. Mas'ūd's threats obtained the acquiescence of Yaǧibasan, to whom he gave his daughter. Mas'ūd then attacked Malatya, but, implored by Dhu'l-Qarnayn's mother (who was his stepsister), he contented himself with the ruler's personal act of homage (1152). Dhu'l-Qarnayn's mother however exerted pressure on the population. Incited by the female soothsayers who surrounded her, she quarrelled with her son, and was driven out by a rising of Turkish chiefs.

In Anatolia relations between the Byzantines and the Danişmendids had once again deteriorated. Yaǧibasan attacked the Black Sea districts of Oinaeum (Ünye) and Paurae (Bafra) near Samsun. As regards Mas'ūd, however, it does not seem that the Tall Bāshir affair had permanently compromised his relations with Manuel. It was perhaps at his instigation that in 1153 Mas'ūd had invaded Cilicia, where the Armenian Roupenid, Toros, was building up a principality at the expense of the Greeks. On this occasion he was won over to an agreement with Toros, and it may have been about this time that the Greeks lost (perhaps to Turcomans) Panura and Sybila, which lay on the route from Silifke to Lârende (now Karaman) by Mut. It was certainly on Manuel's demand that Mas'ūd again invaded Cilicia with his son, Kilic Arslan, in 1154. It was an unhappy campaign, for a contingent venturing in the direction of Alexandretta (Ịskenderun) was cut to pieces by Toros's brother, Sdefane, who was reinforced by Templars; and, while Mas'ūd himself was besieging Tall Ḥamdūn (Toprakkale), mosquitoes and the climate launched an attack on his men and animals which forced him to retire. Ten months later, about April 1155, he died after a relatively long reign of twenty-nine years.

The accession of Kilic Arslan II, who was to have a reign of almost the same length, opened with the usual family conflicts, which were prevented from becoming dangerous by a parallel division among the Danişmendids. The new sultan distrusted one of his brothers as well as the principal minister, the head qāḍī, and the chiefs who supported him. Another brother, Shāhānshāh, had taken refuge in his domain of Çankiri and Ankara, which he had received from Mas'ūd, and he had married a Danişmendid princess. Yaǧibasan became an active partisan of Shāhānshāh, and attacked the region of Yenişehir (Gk. Larissa), then the Jahān. At the same time he sought the intervention of Nūr al-Dīn, who, happy to dispose of a rival, took 'Aynṭāb, Duluk and Merzban. There was a lively ferment among the Christians of the recently annexed province of Keysun and, aided by this, Sdefane was able to take Pertous near Maraş briefly, and lead a raid to Besni. But Kilic Arslan succeeded in making peace with Yaǧibasan on conditions which are unknown. He secured himself against Manuel Comnenus's intervention by surrendering, on an ambassador's demand, the places he had occupied in Isauria. At the same time Yaǧibasan promised for his part to respect the Byzantine alliance. In 1157 Kilic Arslan was able to re-establish his authority over the province of Keysun, which he conciliated by a policy of tolerance after the blunders of the previous governors. He also proposed to Toros, Reynald of Antioch and Baldwin II of Jerusalem an alliance against Nūr al-Dīn.

But at this point Manuel Comnenus decided to lead an expedition, which should re-establish Byzantine domination or suzerainty in Cilicia or northern Syria on the further side of Anatolia. On his route, which went around the official Seljukid possessions, he only came up against feeble autonomous Turcoman bands in Lesser Phrygia. While staying at Antioch at the beginning of 1159, he received among others an embassy from Yaǧibasan. Although there were no hostilities with Kilic Arslan, Manuel remained anxious to be forearmed against him. He gave up the expedition against Nūr al-Dīn that he had promised the Franks, in exchange for an alliance with him against Kilic Arslan, which was welcomed by Nūr al-Dīn, ever anxious about Seljukid encroachment on his northern borders. On his return journey Manuel, hastening to regain Constantinople, where his absence might have given rise to intrigues, crossed Seljukid territory. Turks of Lârende on the frontier fled, thinking that he was going to attack Konya. Others, on ascertaining that he had no plans for hostilities, provided him with supplies, but, as he was about to re-enter Byzantine territory near Kütahya, frontier bands tried once more and vainly to attack his rear. So a few months later at the end of 1159, Manuel ordered his officers to conduct simultaneous operations against nearby bands, while he himself led a reprisal raid on the upper Rhyndacus and towards Eskişehir. In vain did Kilic Arslan send an ambassador to him at Pylae in Bithynia, to which he had withdrawn, with instructions to deny responsibility for the attacks and to restore the agreement.

Having secured his positions in Cilicia and Syria, Manuel had in fact decided to resume an interventionist policy against Kilic Arslan. His task was made easier by the resumption of the war between Kilic Arslan and Yaǧibasan in connection with the continued dissensions among the Danişmendids. Around 1158 there were hostilities of Kilic Arslan in alliance with Dhu'l-Nun of Sivas and Kayseri against Yaǧibasan. A temporary reconciliation seems to have been followed by renewed tension when Dhu'lQarnayn of Malatya died towards the end of 1160. Yaǧibasan installed his young nephew Mehmed as his successor, while at the same time seeking (as Kilic Arslan himself claimed) to dispose of him by murder, and replace him by his brother, Shāhānshāh. A new war broke out in which Kilic Arslan was beaten, perhaps in the direction of the Jahān. At the same moment Nūr al-Dīn, whose brother Amīr-Amīrān, an unfortunate rebel, had taken refuge with Kilic Arslan, took from him Besni, Keysun, Raban and Maraş, with the help of a governor who made terms to save his position. So it was in favourable conditions that Manuel Comnenus was able to resume an active policy in Anatolia.

In the winter of 1160-61 Manuel led an expedition by way of Philadelphia (Alaşehir) and the upper Menderes, where the Turkish chief Süleyman, while harrying him, sent a kinsman (who may once have served in the Byzantine army) to negotiate.
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