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Al-Dh~abi's Ta 'riklı al-Islam asa Guide to Arabic Literary Sources 
for the History of the Seljuks ~f Anatolla 

Gary LEISER· 

Sharrıs al-Dm Abü 'Abd Allah MuJ:ıammad b. AJ:ımad b. 'UtJ:unan b . 
Qayma~ b. 'Abd Allah al-Turkumaru was born in Damascus or 
Mayyafariqm in 673/1274 and diedin Damascus in 748/1348 or 753/1352-
53. As the name of his great grandfather Qayma~ and the ascription al­
Turkumaru indicate, he was of Turkish descent In contemporary docu­
ments, it was customary to give the name '"Abd Allah" to the father of so-

' meone who had converted. Thus Qaymaı may have been the first of his line 
to become a Muslim. Al-Dhahabi began to study J:ıaditlı in Damascus around 
the age of 18 under leading authorities. He went on to pursue the same sub­
ject primarily in Ba 'labakk, Aleppo, Nabulus, Alexandria, Cairo, and Mecca. 
Eventually he became an instructor in J:ıaditlı in the madrasa of Umm al-Şalil:ı 
in Damascus.ı 

Al-Dhahabi knew the leading scholars of his age in Syria and Egypt and 
had access to a wide range of Arabic literary works. Using the resources at 
hand, he became a prolific writer, above all of books on J:ıadith and history. 
He is renowned, above all, for his massive Ta 'n7dı al-Isliim, which has now 
been published in 52 volumes.2 This work isa general history of the Muslim 
world from the first year of the lıijra to 700/1300. For the most part, it fol­
lows the scheme of the Kitab al-Muııtaıam of Ibn al-Jawzi (d. 597 /1200), be­
ing a chronology of events, in greater or lesser detail, combined witl:t biog­
raphies of noteworthy persons. The biographies are actually more like obi­
tuaries. In the chronology, the events are deseribed decade by decade. Each 
decade is followed by biographies of those who died during that period. The 
biographical material far outweighs the annalistic, constituting about 85 per 
cent of the work. 

For the period up to 300/912, al-Dhahabi relies overwhelmingly on 
Ta'n7dı al-rusul wa 'l-mulük by al-Taban (d. 310/923). Thus, for these centu­
ries the Ta 'n7<1ı al-Islam is not very important. For the subsequent period, 
however, up to 700/1300, he resorts to many authors whom he usually men-. 
tions by name.3 Because of this and because some of the works of these aut-

· Independent scholar, Sisters, Oregon. 
1 For an overview of his ille, see Moh. Ben Cheneb-[J. de Somogyi}, "al-Dhahabi," EJ2, vol. 2, 
1965, pp. 214-16, which is based chiefly on de Somogyi, "The 'Ta 'rikh al-islam' of adh­
Dhahabi," ]ounıal of tlıe Royal Asiatic Society, (1932), pp. 815-55, with biographical references on 
p.819. 
2 Edited by 'U mar' Abdal-Salam Tadmuri, Beirut 1987-2000. 
3 De Somogyi has listed all the events after 301/913 for which al-Dhahabi gives a source, "The 
'Ta'rikh ~-islam' of adh-Dhahabi," pp. 833-43. 
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hors are lost, this part of the Ta 'n7ch nl-Isliim is very useful. Indeed, as Joseph 
de Somogyi po~ted out many years ago, al-Dhahabi records many events 
neglected by Ibn al-Athir (d. 630/1233), for example, especially concerning 
the Great Seljuks, Ayyübids, Mongols, and other matters.4 Given the encyc­
lopaedic nahıre of the Tn 'n7clı al-Isliim, it seems worthwhile, therefore, to 
exarnine it and assess its value as a guide to Arabic literary sources for the 
history of the Seljuks of Anatolia or Rüm, whose rule conveniently falls 
between 473-707/1081-1307.5 

Clıronologı; 

We shall begin with al-Dhahabi's chronology and then hırn to his biog­
raphies. The first events that he deseribes related to the Seljuks were Sulay­
man b. Qutalnush's recovery of Antioch from the Byzantines in 477/1084, 
followed by his clash with Sharaf al-Dawla Muslim b. Quraysh the ruler of 
Mosul in 478/1085, and hissiege of Aleppo.6 Al-Dhahabi does not mention 
any source for these events, but his information is identical, that is, almost 
word for word, to that in Ibn al-Athir's al-Kiinıil.7 Moreover, Ibn al-Athir's 
account is much fuller. Therefore, al-Dhahabi adds nothing to these events. 
Next our author deseribes Sulayman's death in battle near Aleppo in 
479/1086 at the hands of Tutush b. Alp Arslan the ruler of Syria.s Again he 
gives no source; and Ibn al-Athir's record of this event is again more detai­
led.9 To the extent that these two writers report the same information, al­
Dhahabi uses almost the same terminology as Ibn al-Athir. As we shall see 
frequently below, al-Dhahabl's writing has the hallmarks of a quick "cut and 
paste" compilation. Same sentences here seem disconnected and there is a 
lack of context, which tends to make his report sornewhat vague and confu-

: sing. It cannot be properly understood without reading Ibn al-Athir. There 

4 Moh. Ben Cheneb-(J. de Somogyi], "al-Dhahabi"; de Somogyi, "The 'Ta·rikh al-islam' of adh­
Dhahabi," pp. 843-44. 
5 In the bibliography to his well-known and ground-breaking, but unannotated, Pre-Ottomaıı 
Tıtrkey, New York 1968, Oaude Cahen sinıply mentions the Tn'n"klı ni-ls/tim as contairıing 
extracts fromanunknown work by 'Abd al-La~ al-Baghdadi (d. 629/1231-32), p. 437. Later 
Cahen published these extracts as '" Abdalla~ al-Baghdadi, portraitiste et historien de son 
temps," Bıılletiıı d'Ehıdes Orieııtnles, 23 (1970), pp.101-28. Here he refers to 'Abd al-La~' s work 
as his Memoires. Cahen also mentioned the Tn 'n"klı ni-Is/tim, but without comment, in the 
bibliography of the revised French version of his aforesaid book, Ln Turqııie pre-ottomnııe, 
Istanbul 1988, pp. 351-52. In his highly deta.iled and heav.ily annotated Selçuklıılnr znmnımıdn 
Tiirkiye tnrilıi, Istanbul 1984, Osman Turan sometimes cites Tn 'n"klı nl-Isltim, but he gives no 
criticism of his sources. 
6 Tn 'n"klı ni-Is/tim, vo1..32, pp. 21-23. 
7 Al-Kıimi/, ed. C.]. Tomherg, rpt 1851-76; Beirut 1965-67, vol 10, pp. 13841. D.S. Richards has 
translated the sections of ni-Kıimil canceming the Seljuks up to 490/1096-97 as 17ıe Amın/s of t/ıe 
Snljııq Tıırks, London 2002. See pp. 217-20. 
s Tn 'n"klı ni-ls/tim, vol. 32, p. 28. 
9 Al-Kıimil, ed. Tomberg, vol 10, pp. 147-48, trans. Richards, pp. 223-24. 
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are, nevertheless, a few minor differences in the information provided by the 
two historians. For example, al-Dhahabi says that Sulayınan was killed on 
the field of battle, but "it was said" (wa qila, a ubiquitous phrase indicating 
an anonymous source) he committed suicide. Ibn al-Atlür reverses the emp­
hasis, saying he killed himself, but there was a report that he died fighting. 

Under the year 491/1097-98, al-Dhahabi briefly mentions the march of 
the First Crusade across Anatolia. He states that it clashed with Sultan Qılıch 
Arslan b. Sulayınan and defeated him in 490/1097. Thenit passed through 
the country of Leo the Armenian (Cilicia) and went on to besiege Antioch. 
Yaghi Siyan, the ruler of Antioch, resolutely defended the city for nine 

·· months, but thenit fell to treachery andhebarely escaped.ıo Once more al­
Dhahabi supplies no source, merely saying J'it was said." His account is 

' disjointed and comes across as sornewhat garbled. It can only be properly 
understood by reading Ibn al-Athir's more detailed description of the same 
events.11 Much of al-Dhahabi's text is identical to that in Ibn al-Athir. There 
are, however, a few differences. Al-Dhahabi says the Crusade passed thro­
ugh the country of Leo the Armenian, but Leo did not rule Cilicia until1129-
38. Ibn al-Athir does not make this mistak~. He rightly says this army traver­
sed the lands of "the son of the Armenian," probably Constantine I (r. 1095-

. 99), the son of the first Armenian ruler of Cilicia. Al-Dhahabi alsa says that 
during their siege of Antioch most of the Crusaders were killed or died of 
plague. Ibn al-Atlür simply says most of them p erished. 

Under the year 493/1099-1100, al-Dhahabi writes that Gümüshtigin b. 
Danishmand, the ruler of Malatya and Sivas met Bohemond the ruler of An­
tioch (in battle] and took him prisoner. Then our author adds that seven co­
unts (qawiimiş?) came by sea and they took the fortress of Ankara, slaughte­
ring its people. Afterwards they clashed with Gümüshtigin. At this point al­
Dhahabi specifically cites Ibn al-Atlür, stating: "Ibn al-Athir says, 'Not one of 
the Franks escaped, they were 300,000, except for 3,000 who fled by night.' 
This is what he says and he is responsible for it." Then the Franks marched 
from Antioch and he [Gümüshtigin} met and broke them.12lbn al-Athir gi­
ves a sornewhat fuller and clearer account of these events, but he does not 
mention here that Bohemond was the ruler of Antioch.13 It is noteworthy, of 
course, that al-Dhahabi doubts Ibn al-Athir's figures. For the begirıning of 
his narratian of these events, al-Dhahabi may not have relied on Ibn al-Athir. 

ro Tn 'n1dr ni-Islam, vol. 34, pp. 8-9. 
11 Al-Kiimil, ed. Tomberg, vol. ı o, pp. 272-75. Richards has again provided a valuable service by 
translating those sections of nl-Kiimil related to the Crusades from 49ı/ı097-98 to 628jı230-31, 
the end of the work, under the title Tire Orroıricle of Ibır nl-Atlrir for the Cnrsndiırg Period from al­
Kamil fi'l-Ta'rikh, Famham, Surrey, England 2005-08. This includes everything Ibn al-Atlür has 
to say about Anatolia. For this passage, see pt. ı, pp. 13-ı5. 
12 Tn 'n1dr ni-Islam, vol. 34, p. 24. In note 5, the ecütor says that qnwiimiş was the plural of qumş, 
whlch was a kind of boat, but this would not make sense. 
13 Al-Kiimi/, ed. Tomberg, vol. ıo, p. 300, trans. Richards, pt. ı, p. 32 . 

. · 
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In year 494/1100-01, al-Dhahabi briefly reports that a Frankish army of 
about 50,000 passed through the lands of Qılıch Arslan. The Sü.ltan mobili­
zed his troops, pulfing 6,000 horsemen in the field. They hid in ambush, rou­
ted the Fran.ks, and seized enormous booty.ı" lbis was the Crusade of 1101.15 
Ibn al-Athir alsa briefly mentions this event, butunder the year 495/1101-02 
and in a different fashion, saying, for instance, that [Raymond of] St. Gilles 
led an army of 100,000 men.t6 Under the same year, al-Dhahabi again gives a 
short notice of this crusade, this time specifically citing, but abbreviating, Ibn 
al-Athir.17 1bis suggests, of course, that al-Dhahabi was confused about this 
event. 

Immediately fallawing his aforesaid first mention of the Crusade of 1101 
and before coming to the year 495, al-Dhahabi expands on this clash of ar­
mies by citing "Ibn Munqidh," a source who is apparently unique to Ta 'nK/ı 
al-Islam. He says, "Mul)arnmad al-Mustawfi, the envoy of Janal:ı al-Dawla18 

to the Byzantine Emperor19 told me that they had been warned of their 
number. They w~re 345,000 people and with them were SO loads of gold, sil­
ver, and brocade; and they were supplemented by those who had been defe­
ated in the previously mentioned battle (the capture of Bohemond earlier in 
the year?). So, Qılıch Arslan gathered the Turks in his country, and they we­
re more than 50,000. He drained away the water on their route, burned the 
pastures, and emptied the villages. Consequently, they advanced through a 
land of no water or pasture."20 

Ibn Munqidh goes on to say, "The envoy of Riçiwan to the king of the 
Fran.ks [sic] Tatkin21 told me that he [Tatkin] had joined King Tarün22 the le­
ader of this host. And he [Tatkin] said: 'I set out from my country in [a force 
of] 400,000 among whom were 1,000 drinking attendants (sharriibi), 1,000 co-

_.oks, 1,000 servants, 700 mule loads of brocade, other goods (miil), and more 
than 5,000 cavalry. When I departed Constantinople, [I went] for days wit­
hout comfort. I did not submit to Şanjil' s23 command on the route. But I co­
uldn't go back because of the weakness of the people [in the host] and the 
thirst and hunger. So, in desperation, I took off with three men. W e took ho­
unds of the chase with us to make people believe that I had gone hunting. I 

14 Tn 'nKlı nl-lslıim, vol. 34, pp. 38-39. 
15 See James Lea Ca te, "The Crusade of noı," A HistonJ of the Cnısndes, ed. Kenneth M. Setton, 
Madison, Wisconsin 1969-89), vol. ı, especially pp. 355, 361. 
16 Al-Kıimil, ed. Tomberg, voı.ıo, p. 343, trans. Richards, pt. ı, p. 59. 
17 Tn 'nKlı nl-Islıim, vol. 34, p. 48. 
18 The atabeg of Ric;lwan b. Tutush (d. 507 /1113), the Seljuk ruler of Aleppo. 
19 Mn/ik nl-Rıim. This title was sametimes also given to the Seljuk ruler of Anatolia (Rüm), but he 
was more frequently called Şii~ib nl-Riim. 
20 Tn 'nKlı nl-Islıim, vol. 34, p. 39. 
ıı Taticius/Tsitas, a Byzantine general who accompanied this ausade. 
n Raymond of To~ouse, who, along with Tacticius, servedasan advisor on this ausade. 
22 Raymond of St. Gilles. 
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headed for the sea and boarded a ship, leaving the army.' He informed me 
. (lbn Munqidh]- that the Turks had fallen on it and that no one could save 
. hi.mself. They perished. They either died or were killed. The booty of the 

Turkmen was beyond description. Tarün [who had fled] then continued and 
made the pilgrimage to Jerusalem and he [Tatkin] returned to his country by 
sea."24 

Who was lbn Munqidh? De Somogyi says he was the well-known Usaına 
lbn Munqidh.25 But Usama was bom in 488/1095, and therefore only six ye­
ars old when this crusade took place. And he does not mention it in his Kitiib 
al- 'Ibar.26 More important, Janatı al-Dawla was assassinated in 495/1102.27 

·- Therefore "Ibn Munqidh" must be anather meınber of the Banü Munqidh. 
Perhaps he was Usama's uncle Abü '1-'Asa.k:i.r Sultan who ruled (492-
'549/1098-1154) a small principality centered on Shayzar, about 150 km south 
of Aleppo and 20 kın north of }:famah. He surel y had a good knowledge of : 
Riçlwan's affairs and probably knew Janal) al-Dawla, who established him­
seli in J:fimş, just south of l:famah, personally. In any case, al-Dhahabi is cer­
tainly referring here to a Iost source. 

Under the year 498/1104-05, al-Dhahabi deseribeshow the Great Seljuk 
sultan Mul)ammad I Tapar (r. 498-511/1105-18) killed the amir Ayaz. This is 
·only of interest to us because in the course of his account, we leam that the 
Sultan had called a council of his amfrs in Baghdad (in 1105) in order to de­
cide how to counter an offensive by Qılıch Arslan against Diyar Bakr and al­
Jazira. At the meeting the Sultan had Ayaz killed.28 Although he ınentions 
no source, al-Dhahabi's desetiption of this affair isa sornewhat candensed 
and garbled version of lbn al-Athlr's.29 

Under the year 500/1106-07 al-Dhahabi ınentions in passing the death of 
Qılıch Arslan, simply saying he fell into the Khabür River and his swollen 
body was found a few days later.30 Butunder the next year 501/1107-08, he 
tells how Qılıch Arslan was able to take possession of Mosul in Rajab (i.e., 
Rajab/March 1107) and then gives a ınuch fuller account of his death. As for 
Qılıch Arslan's occupation of Mosul, al-Dhahabi recounts how this came 
about ina very con.fusing manner.31 We know from lbn al-Athü: that after 
Sultan Mul.ıammad appointed the amir Jawuli, who had govemed lands 

u Tn 'n/dı nl-lsliim, vol. 34, p. 39. For the last two words I readfi 'l-bn~r for fi 'l{njr in the text. 
:ıs "The 'Ta 'rikh al-islam' of adh-Dhahabi," p. 837. 
26 See the translation by Paul Cobb as 11ıe Bock of Coııtemplırtioıı, Islnm mıd 1/ıe Cnısndes, London 
2008. 
ı:; Al-Kiimil, ed. Tomberg, vol. 10, p. 345, trans. Richards, pt. 1, p. 61. 
28 Tn 'n""klı nl-Isliim, vol. 34, pp. 64-65. 
29 Al-Kiimil, ed. Tomberg, vol. 10, pp. 387-89, trans. Richards, pt. 1, pp. 88-89. 
30 Tn 'n/dı nl-Tsliim, vol. 34, p. 80. The ri ver is apparently the Greater Khabür, which rises near 
Ra 's al-' Ayn southwest of Mardin and flows into the Euphrates rather than the Lesser Khabür 
which flows into the Tigris about 150 km north of Mosul. 
Jı Ibid., vol. 35, p. ll. 
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between Khüzistan and Fars, to replace Chökerm.ish as govemor of Mosul in 
500/1106, JawuU defeated Chökermish in battle and captured him. Af­
terwards he died'while Jawull was using him to try to convince the garrison 
in Mosul to surren der. The garrison theh sent word to Qılıch Arslan and two 
nmlrs offering to surrender the city to whomever reached it first. After vari­
ous maneuverings among the parties, Qılıch Arslan reached Mosul with an 
army and JawuU fled. Qılıch Arslan then entered Mosul and he dropped 
Mul)ammad's name from the klıııtba and added his own.32 Al-Dhahabı does 
not mention his source, but his terminology seems to be taken from Ibn al­
Athlr whom he likely summarized. Nevertheless, al-Dhahabi's report of the­
se events is so candensed and disjointed that it is almost incomprehensible. 

Our writer immediately follows this, again under the year 501, with a 
more detailed report on the deatl1 of Qılıch Arslan.33 We learn that Qılıch 
Arslan left Mosul to fight Jawuli. In the heat of battle, Qılıch Arslan mana­
ged to strike him, but he was saved by his armor. Then Jawuli's men char­
ged and put Qılıch Arslan's troops to flight. In an attempt to save himself, 
Qılıch Arisan leapt into the Khabür on his horse. The water was deep, 
however, and he drowned. A few days later his body appeared and he was 
buried ina village along the river. Once more, al-Dhahabi cites no source, 
but this entry is a shortened version of what Ibn al-Athlr has to say and, to 
that extent, repeats it almost word for word.34 Clearly, al-Dhahabi has gotten 
mixed up canceming the death of Qılıch Arisan and the events leading up to 
it. o 

Between 501/1107-08 and 537/1142-43, al-Dhahabi says nothing about 
the Seljuks of Anatolia. During this period he only chronicles certain events 
canceming the Armenians of Cilicia or the Byzantines. He says that in 

: 506/1112-13 the Armenian Basil the ruler of Cilicia died and that Tankri 
[Tancred] the ruler of Antioch had set out to take possession of his lands but 
became ili en route. He was then forced to return to Antioch where he died.35 
Al-Dhahabi closely follows Ibn al-Athlr here, but the latter says nothing 
about the death of Basi1.36 

In 531/1136-37, al-Dhahabi deseribes in very truncated and unclear fas­
hion how Zangi's siege and capture of the fortress of Ba 'rin, which was near 
l:lamah, provoked a counter-offensive by the Byzantine Emperor who went 
to Antalya by ship, then invaded Armenian territory, and then laid siege to 

31 AI-Ktimil, ed. Tomberg, vol. 10, pp. 422-27, trans. Richards, pt. 1, pp. 111-15. 
n Tn "nKJı nl-Isliim, vol. 35, p. ll. 
J.1 Al-Ktimil, ed. Tomberg, vol. 10, pp. 430, trans. Richards, pt. 1, pp. 116. 
35 Tn 'nKlı ni-Isliim, vol. 35, p. 26. 
36 AI-Kiimil, ed. Tomberg, vol. 10, pp. 493, trans. Richards, pt. 1, pp. 160-61. Kogh Basil nıled a 
small principality in the Eastem Taurus (1082-1112). His death is mentioned by Thn al-Qaliinisi 
(d. 555/1160) wJ:.ıo might be al-Dhahabi's source. See his Dlınyl Tn"nKlı Dimnslıq, trans. H.A.R. 
Gibb as Tiıe Dnmnscııs Oırouicle of tlıe Cntsndes, London 1932, pp. 131-32. 
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· the Crusaders in Antioch at the end of 531/1137. The Emperor reached an 
agreement- with the Armenians and then descended upon Aleppo.37 lbn al­
A~, who is probably al-Dhahabi's source here, gives a long account of the­
se events. Without him, al-Dhahabi is almost t.ın.intelligible.38 Under the year 
532/1137-38, al-Dhahabi has tw<;> entries for the Byzantine capture of Buza 'a, 
a town near Aleppo. The second is more extensive.39 Again, no source is 
mentioned, but it is no doubt Ibn al-Athir, who gives a detailed report of this 
event.4o 

Al-Dhahabi returns to the Seljuks in 537/1142-43. He states in two sen­
tences that in this year Mubammad b. Danishmand the nıler of Malatya died 

~ and that al-Malik (the "king'') Mas'üd b. Qılıch Arslan Sulayınan b. Qutal­
nush the ruler (şii/:ıib) of Konya seized his lands.41 Our author follows Ibn al-

. Athir almost exactly here.42 Then al-Dhahabi says, in the same year, rather 
cryptically that the "tyrant" of the Byzantines once more invaded Syria and 
the ruler of Antioch "met him."43 Ibn al-Athir deseribes thisabit differently 
and, as always, in more detail.44 

Afterwards, al-Dhahabi is silent on our subject for three more decades. 
Thenin 568/1172-73, hementionshow Mleh, the son of Leo the Arıneniaİt 
and the ruler (1170-75) of Cilicia, who was in the service of Nür al-Din, defe­
ated a Byzantine army.45 Here he greatly abridges Ibn al-Athir, who is not 
cited.46 Immediately after this, al-Dhahabi tells us, again in the same year, 
that Nür al-Din departed Mosul, crossed the Euphrates and invaded Anato­
lia, capturing Bahasna and Mar'ash. Nür al-Din did this because Qılıch Ars­
lan [ll] had seized the lands of Dhü '1-Nün Ibn al-Danishmand who took re­
fuge with him. Nür al-Din promised to restore his lands and therefore attac­
ked Qılıch Arslan. The Seljuk sultan then offered to return the strongholds 
he had taken from Ibn al-Danishmand, but Nür al-Din imposed three stipu­
lations before accepting his offer. First, Qılıch Arisan had to renew his faith 
in Islam because he had been accused of unbelief (al-zandnqa). Second, he 
should send troops to Nür al-Din when required. And third, his daughter 

37 Ta 'n'1dı al-Isliim, vol. 36, p. 204. 
:ıs Al-Kiimil, ed. Tomberg, vol. 11, pp, 5ı-53, trans. Richards, pt. ı, pp. 336-37. Curiously, al­
Dhahabi, Ibn al-Athir, and Ibn al-Qalansi, 17ıe Dmuascus Clırouicle, p. 240, mistakenly say that 
the emperor initially landed at Antioch rather than Antalya. 
39 Ta 'rlklı al-lsliiııı, vol. 36, pp. 205, 206-07. 
~o AI-Ktimil, ed. Tomberg, vol. ll, pp, 56, trans. Richards, pt 1, pp. 339-40. Cf. Ibn al-Qalfuısi, Tlıe 
Damnscus Clırouicle, pp. 249-51, who gives information not found in Ibn al-Athir. ' 
41 Ta "nl\lı al-Is/tim, vol. 36, p. 222. 
42 Al-Kiimil, ed. Tomberg, vol. ll, p, 92, trans. Richards, pt. 1, p. 367. 
43 Ta 'n'1dı al-Tsliim, vol. 36, p. 223. 
44 Al-Kiimil, ed. Tomberg, vol. 11, p, 92, trans. Richards, pt. ı, p. 367 . 
.ı> Ta 'nK/ı al-Is/tim, vol. 39, pp. 45-46. 
~ Al-Kiimil, ed. Tomberg, vol. ll, pp, 387-88, trans. Richards, pt 2, pp. 210-11. Cf. Ibn al-'Ad.im, 
Zııbdat al-~alab mi u ta 'n'1dı ija/ab, ed. Suhayl Zakkar, Darnascus 1997, vol. 2, p. 507, which is less 
extensive than al-Kiimil. 
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should marry the son of his brother Sayf al-Din Ghazı, the ruler of Mosul. 
Qılıch Arslan agreed to all of these requirements; and Nür al-Din·sent troops 
to Malatya and Sixcıs to assist Ibn al-Dan.ishmand. When N ür · al-Din died, 
Ibn al-Dan.ishmand's lands reverted to Qı)ıch Arslan.47 Al-Dhahabi does not 
mention a source for these events, but again it must be Ibn al-Athir. lndeed, 
his account appears to be a sornewhat disjointed condensation and amalga­
mation of two of Ibn al-Athir' s works, al-Kamil and Ta 'rı7ch nl-Btihir fi 'l-dawla 
al-attibakiyya, his history of the Atabaks of Mosul. The former has only the 
first stipulation while the latter has all three.-ıa 

A few years later, in 575/1179-80, al-Dhahabı: gives an entry on the defeat 
of Qılıch Arslan [II] at the hands of Taqi '1-Din 'Umar b. Shahinshah, the 
Ayyübid ruler of l:lamah. The Seljuk Sultan had demanded the return of the 
fortress of Ra 'ban, which was between Aleppo and Samsat, from the 
Ayyübids, daiming Nür al-Din had takenitand bestowed it on his son al­
Şa.J.i.l:ı Isma 'Il. Saladin refused to hand it over, so Qılıch Arslan besieged it 
with a large army. Saladin sent Taqi 'I-Din against him. He was accompa­
nied by the amirSayfal-Din 'Ali '1-Mash~b. They had only a thousand ca­
valry. But Taqi '1-D!n attacked by surprise and when the Seljuk troops (al­
Rüm) heard the noise they thought they were being attacked by a huge army 
and fled, abandaning great booty.49 As usual al-Dhahabi, does not tell us his 
source. Ibn al-Athir' s account is more detailed, but sornewhat different, sa­
ying nothing about the surprise attack.SO We cannot be sure if al-Dhahabi 
used him. He may have relied on more than one source. 

The next year, 576/1180-81, al-Dhahabi records that Saladin set out for 
the lands of the Armenians and the land of Rüm in order to fight Qılıch Ars­
lan. The reason for this was that Mul)ammad b. Qara Arslan, the ruler of 

47 Tn 'n7dı al-ls/tim, vol. 39, pp. 46-47 . 
.ıs Al-Ktimi/, ed. Tomberg, vol. ll, pp. 391-92, trans. Richards, pt. 2, p. 213. For nl-Biilıir, see Uıe 
ed. by 'Abd al-Qad.ir Al,ımad Tulaymat, Cairo 1963, pp. 160-61. There is a virtually unknown 
English translation of an extract of ni-Btilıir covering these events. It was made from a French 
translation by J. de Guignes as "Histoire des princes Atabeks en Syrie, par Azz-eddin Ebn al­
Athir," Notices et E:ctmits des Mnmıscrits de la Bibliotlıeqııe Nntionnle, voL 1 (1787), pp. 542-78. The 
English translation, without attribution, appeared in the translation of the aforesaid Notices et 
Extmits entitled Accoımts nııd Extmcts of tlte Mnmıscripls iıt tlıe Libran; of tlıe Kiııg of Frmrce, vol. 2 
[sic], London 1789. It was published as "The History of Uıe Atabek Princes in Syria." See pp. 
460-61. 
49 Ta 'n7dı al-ls/tim, vol. 40, pp. 3Z-33. 
50 Al-Ktimil, ed. Tomberg, vol. ll, p. 458, trans. Richards, pt. 2, pp. 266-67. Ibn al-Athir relles here 
on al-Barq nl-Slıtimi by 'Imad al-Dın al-Kalib aJ-Işfahani (d. 597 /1201). See H.A.R Gibb, "The 
Arabic Sources for the Life of Saladin," Specıılımı, 25 (1920), reprinted in Snladiıı: Studies iıı 

Islamic Histon;, ed. Yusuf Ibish, Beirut 1974, see pp. 59-60. 'Imad al-Din, and especially Uıe 
extensive account of Ibn Abi Tayyi' (d. ca. 625-30/1228-33), which is lost in the original, are 
cited in Kittib nl-Rmu{latdfpı by Abü Shama (d. 665/1268), Beirut n.d., pt. 2, pp. 9-10; but see 
Ramazan Şeşen, '"Imad al-Din al-.Katib al-Isfahfuü'nin eserlerindeki Anadolu tarihiyle ilgili 
bahisler," Selçııklıı Arnşhnııalnn Dergisi, 3 (1971), pp. 266-67. O. Ibn Waşil (d. 697 /1298), Mııfarrij 
al-kımib, ed. Jarnal al-Pin al-Shayyal et al., Cairo 1957-77, voL 2, p. 79. 
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I:Iişn Kayfa on the upper Tigris, had married the daughter of Qılıch Arslan 
. but then igriored her for a singing girl. He married the girl and she began to 
· dominate the affairs of his lands. When the Seljuk ·sultan learned of this, he 
became angry and set out to retrieve his daughter. Fearing him, Mu~amm.ad 
asked Saladin for help. Envoys were exchanged and after a year the singing 
girl was sent away.sı Our author gives no source. Ibn al-Atlü:r gives a rriuch 
richer and clearer account of this affair, and it diliers from that of al-Dhahabi 
ina few details .sı Ibn al-Atlür says, for example, th<!t Saladin wi:mt to Arme­
nia after going to l:lişn Kayfa while al-Dhahabi says it was the other way 
around. In haste al-Dhahabi may have jumbled his information. It is likely 

·· that he took it from Ibn al-Athir.53 · 

Under the year 578/1182-83, al-Dhahabi mentions in passing that the 
"king" of Rüm, Qılıch Arslan, conquered a vast land (baladan ktibfraıı) belon­
ging to the Christians. Then he sent the good tidings, probably in the form of 
a fetibniime, to "al-dfwiin," which must mean to the Caliph in Baghdad.54 No 
source for this is given. It must be lost, for it is not mentioned in any other 
Arabic source. Two Christian sources, Nicetas Choniates and Michael the 
Syrian, state that in 1182 the Seljuks captured Ulu-borlu, Kütahya, Eskişehir, · 
and surraunding are as and extended their border to Denizli. ss 

For 585/1189-90, al-Dhahabi gives, for him, a very long description of 
Frederick I Barbarossa' s march across Anatolia and attack on Konya as part 
of the Third Crusade.s6 The first part of this narrative appears to be a surn­
mary of Ibn al-Athir, although he is not mentioned.57 They differ in only a 
few minor details. Then our author specifically cites Ibn W aşil' s (d. 
697/1298) version of these events, again in summary fashion.58 He includes 
the letter found in Ibn Waşil that the AriDenian Catholicos at Qal'at al-=Rüm 
on the upper Euphrates sent to Saladin describing Frederick' s march. 59 Ibn 
Waşil no doubt took this Jetter from al-Nawiidir al-sultiiniyya by Baha' al-Din 
Ibn Shaddad (d. 632/1235), where it is found in .full. 60 Indeed after giving the 

51 Tn 'nKJı al-Isliim, vol. 40, pp. 39-40. 
sı Al-Kamil, ed. Tomberg, vol. ll, pp. 464-65, trans. Richards., pt. 2, pp. 271-72. 
53 Abü Shama, dting 'Imad al-Din, is very bn"ef, Kittib al-Rawçlatayıı, pt. 2, p. 16, but does not 
contradict Ibn al-Atlür. See Şeşen for full account, '"Imad al-Din al-Katib al-Isfalıaıünin 
eserlerindeki Anadolu tarihiyle ilgili bahlsler," p. 271. Ibn W aşil closely follows Ibn. aı:.Athir, 
Mıifnrrij al-kımib, vol. 2, pp. 96-98. 
~ Tn 'nKJı al-Isltim, vol. 40, p. 46. 
55 Turan, Selçuklular zamanında Türkiye tarihi, p. 214. 
56 Tn 'nKJı al-Is/tim, vol. 41, pp. 48-54. 
57 Al-Kamil, ed. Tomberg, vol. 12, pp. 48-50, trans. Richards, pt. 2, pp. 374-76. 
58 Mufarrij al-kunib, vol. 2, pp. 317-20. 
59Jbid., pp. 50-52. 
60 Ed. Jaınal al-Din al-Shayyal, Cairo 1964, pp. 124-26; translated by D.S. Richards as The Rııre 
and Excellent History of Saladin, Aldershot, Hampshire, England 2002, pp.l14-16. The Jetter from 
the Catholicos is also found in 'Im.ad al-Din' s al-Fatb al-qudsi, which may be Ibn Shaddad's 
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text of the document, Ibn Waşil specifically cites a passage from Ibn 
Shaddad, which al-Dhahab! repeats. Ibn Shaddad, by the way, gives a much 
different account-of Frederick's march than Ibn al-Athir. Given his long ac­
count of Frederick' s march, al-Dhahabi was clearly very interested in it, and 
gives several speculative reasons for his death en route, using the ubiquitous 
ph.rase wa qila. 

For 588/1192-93, al-Dhahabi mentions in passing the killing of Qılıch 
Arslan.61 As we shall see below, he later expands upon his life in a biog­
raphy. The next entry relative to our subject does not occur until 605/1208-
09. Here our author merely states that in this year Kay I<husraw (I] the Ruler 
of Rüm went on campaign and headed for the land of Sis, that is, Cilician 
Armenia. A fortress surrendered to him with safe conduct. He was assisted 
by troops from Aleppo. He went on to plunder and take prisoners. 62 Ibn al­
Atlür says nothing about this. Al-Dhahabi seems to have taken his informa­
tion from Ibn Waşil in slightly candensed form.63 For 615/1218-19, al­
Dhahabi mentions in passing the death of Kay I<husraw and says that he 
was an oppressör, tyrant, and murderer, and was dissolute (ftisiq).64 As we 
shall see, he provides additicnal details on his life Iater in an obituary. 

In 621/1224, al-Dhahabi tells the "disgusting" story (al-waqi 'a al-qabif:ıa) of 
the son of the Seljuk prince of Erzurum who converted to Christianity to 
marry the queen of Georgia. Our author relates how one day her husband 
caught her in flagrante delieta with a mamlıik, but she told him to accept it 
and mind his own business. Indeed, she went on to seek other marriages to 
slake her desire.65 Al-Dhahabi surely delighted in teliing this story in same 
detail. He took it enlirely from Ibn al-Athir, whom he cites.66 Ibn al-Athir, 
however, reportsit under the year 620/1223-24. 

Under the year 625/1127-28, al-Dhahabi reportsat length, rather surpri­
singly, on how the Seljuk sultan 'Ala' al-Din Kay Qubadh I took direct pos­
session of Erzincan and the nearby fortress of Kamakh and then threatened 
to take control of Erzurum as well. Under A yyübid pressure, however, he 
reconsidered and later went on to take Samsun on the Black Sea from the 

source. See Ş~en, "'Iınad al-Din al-I<atib al-Isfaharu'nin eserlerindeki Anadolu tarihiyle ilgili 
bahisler," pp. 352-53. 
61 Tn 'n"k/ı nl-Is/iim, vol. 41, p. 88. 
u Ibid., vol. 43, p. 22. 
63 Mııfnrrij nl-kıınlb, vol. 3, p. 187. a. the more detailed account of Kay I<husraw's campaign in 
Ibn al-'Adim, Zııbdnt nHın.lnb, which is from the perspective of the ruler of Aleppo, vol. 2, pp. 
629-30. 
ı.ı Tn 'nKJı ni-Is/tim, vol. 44, p. 21. 
65 Ibid., vol. 45, p. 7. 
66 Al-Kiimil, ed. Tomberg, vol. 12, pp. 416-17, trans. Richards, pt. 3, pp. 244-45. The prince was 
the son of Muglüth al-Din Tughnl Shah the son of Qılıch Alslan II. The Georgian queen was 
Rusudan the daugfı.ter of the renowned T'arnar. 
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Greeks. Then he went to Antalya for the winter.67 Here al-Dhahabi summa­
rizes to soine extent Ibn al-Athir's account of these events without mentio­
ning him.68 Ibn al-Atlür gives Sinope, however, instead of Samsun. He also 
rnistakenly gives Antioch for Antalya, which al-Dhahabi repeats. For our 
present subject, this was al-Dhahabi's last use of Ibn al-Athir, whodiedin 
630/1233. 

In the year 630/1232-33, al-Dhahabi deseribes the conquest of Amid (Di­
yar Bakr) on the upper Tigris in al-Jazira by the Ayyübid sultan al-Malik al­
Kamil. Shortly thereafter in his chronology, he states very briefly that war 
broke out between Artuq Arslan, who was the Artuqid ruler of Mardin, and 

·· 'Ala' al-Din Kay Qubad.h, who were on one side, and al-Malik al-Ashraf 
Müsa, the ·Ayyübid ruler of Damascus, who was on the other. Artuq Arslan 

'and 'Ala' al-Din besieged l:larran, Edessa, and Raqqa and invaded al-Jazira. 
"The Rüın did there what the Mongols [later] did."69 Al-Dhahabi gives no 
source. Sibt Ibn al-Jawzi (d. 654/1256) mentions this equally briefly but so­
mewhat differently. He says nothing about al-Malik al-Ashraf for instance.70 

Under the year 634/1236-37, al-Dhahabi states in one sentence that al­
Malik al-Kamil and 'Ala' al-Din ma de peace through the mediation of the 
Caliph.71 This agreement followed al-Ka.İnil's failed invasion of Anatolia, 

. which al-Dhahabi does not mention.72 Al-Dhahabi then reports a flood in 
Damascus. Afterwards he saysin passing that the ruler of Rüın 'Ala' al-Din 
diedin this year. He deseribes his reign later in an obituary. He also states 

67 Tn 'n1dı nl-Isliiııı, vol. 45, p. 29. 
68 Al-Kiiıııi/, ed. Tomberg, vol. 12, pp. 478-79, trans. Richards, pt. 3, pp. 290-91. 
69 Tn 'n1dı n/-lsliim, vol. 45, pp. 51-52. 
70 Mir'iit nl-znmii11, Hyderabad, Deccan 1951-52, vol. 8, pt. 2, p. 677. See Gerhard Vath, Die Gesc­
lıidıte der nrhıqidisclıe11 Fiirste11h'imer i11 Syrieu w ıd der Cnzlrn '1-Fttriinyn (496-812/1002-1409), Berlin 
1987, p. 141. With regard to these events, the eeliter of Tn 'n1dı ni-Is/tim gives across reference to 
nl-Muklıtiir miıı Tn 'n1dı Ib11 nl-Jnznri, Beirut 1988, vol. 45, p. 49 n. 1. I have not been able to see this 
work. De Somogyi, "The 'Ta 'rikh al-islam' of adh-Dhahabi," p. 852, lists "Shams al-Din al-Jazari 
(died in 710/1311)" as one of ai-Dhahabi's sources for years 652 and 659, canceming the Mon­
gols. Our editor apparently considers this to beShamsal-Din Abü 'Abd Allah Mul)ammad b. 
Ihrahim al- Jazari (d. 739/1338), d. A.S. Bazmee Ansari, "al-Jazari," EP, vol. 2,1965, pp. 522-23. 
71 Tn 'nl<lı nl-Isliim, vol. 46, p. 18. 
n On this invasion and the histerical sources describing it, see Leiser, "The Histon; of the Pntı·i­
nrclıs of tlıe Egyptinıı C/ııırdı as a Source for the History of the Seljuks of Anatolia," Liviııg Tslnıııic 
History: Shtdies iıı Hoııoıır of Professor Ca role Hilleııbrnııd, ed. Yasir Suleiman. Edinburgh 2010, pp. 
116-21. The renowned biographer Ibn Khal.l.ikan (d. 681/1282) says he was in Dam~ when 
al-Kamil "retumed from the East after having delivered the cities of that countıy from the 
hands of 'Ala' al-Din I<ay Qubadh." Then he adds, "the history of this important event would 
lead us, however, too far." Ibn I<hallikan is being disingenuous heresince al-Kamil' s carnpaign 
w as actually a failure w hi ch he di d not wish to re Iate, Wnfoyiit ni-n 'ytiıı, ed. !~san ·Abbas, Beirut 
[1968]-72, vol. 5, p. 83. W e should mention that Ibn I<hallikan does not indude any Seljuk sultan 
of Anatolla in his biographical dictionary. He only mentions one or two of these rulers in the 
cantext of the biographies of Saiadin, vol. 7, pp. 168-69; ·rzz al-Din Mas'üd, the ruler of Mosul, 
vol. 5, p. 205; and M~ al-Din al-Malik al-Ashraf Müsa, the Ayyübid ruler of Diyar Bakr 
and Damascus, vol. 5, pp. 331-32. 
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fleetingly, w ith no explanation, that in 637/1239-40 the ruler of Damascus al­
Malik al-Şa.I.ib (II) ordered the klıutba to be recited in the name of "the ruler 
of Rüm."73 Sib~ says almost the same thing and that it occurred right after 
the burial of al-Kaınil, that is, when members of the Ayyübid dynasty began 
to jockey for position.74 

Under the year 641/1243-44, al-Dhahabi chronicles the event that shook 
the Seljuk dynasty to its foundation, the Mongol invasion. As he records, in 
disjointed fashion, "the Tatars [Mongols] invaded the land of Rüm and ma­
de peace with i ts ruler Ghiyath al-Din [Kay Khusraw II] on condition that he 
deliver to them every day [sic], 1,000 cünars, horses, mamliiks, slave girls, and 
hunting dogs. This was after the battle between the Tatars and Muslims in 
which the latter were defeated in al-Mul:ıarram Q'uly, 1243). Many men from 
Aleppo were killed. They were in the vanguard and few escaped. Then the 
Tatars besieged Kayseri, plundered Sivas, and then conquered Kayseri and 
pltındered it. The ruler of Rüm was a youth. He was devoted to amuse­
ments, was oppressive, and not very intelligent. He played with dogs and 
lions. A lion bit him and he died."75 Our author gives no word of his source 
or sources. He parallels Sibt for a few words.76 Ibn al-'Adim (d. 660/1262) is 
much different, emphasizing the performance of the men from Aleppo in the 
battle.77 Ibn al-'Amid (d. 672/1273) exhibits some similarities, but is nevert­
heless distinct. 78 Ibn W aşil also differs from al-Dhahabi and takes the pers­
pective of the ruler of Aleppo.79 In any case, al-Dhahabi adds no information 
that cannot be found in these other sources.so 

In his next entry, for the same year, our author si:mply says that the Ta­
tars established sway (shibna) over Rüm. And then, for the following year, 
he deseribes atsome length the maraucüng of theTatarsin al-Jazira. Here he 

,.cites al-Jazari or Ibn al-Jazari (d. 739/1338). Only the last volume of his his-
tory has survived. Ibn al-Jazari, in turn, cites "the history of Sa'd al-Din." If 
this is the famous Sufi Sa' d al-Din al-l:lammü'i (d. ca. 649/1252), his history 
is apparently lost.sı De Somogyi says this was Sa'd al-Din Ibn Mas'üd b. al-

73 Tn 'n7dı ni-Isltinı, vol. 46, p. 37. 
74 Mir 'tit 11l-zmııtin, vol 8, pt 2, p. 730. AI-Maqrizi (d. 845/1442), Kittib 11I-Suliik li-ınn 'rifllt dıcwllllll­
ınıdiik, ed. MuJ:ıammad Muştafa Ziyada and Sa'id 'Abd al-Fattal,l 'Ashür, Cairo 1956-73, menti­
ons this event twice: once under the year 637 and again und er 638. See respectively, vol. 1, pt. 2, 
pp. 299, 308. 
73 Tn 'n7dı 11I-Isltim, vol. 47, p. 7. 
76 Mir'tit11l-zmııtiıı, vol. 8, pt. 2, p. 742. 
77 Zııbd11t 11l-b11l11b, vol. 2, p. 709. 
i8 Claude Cahen, "La 'Chrorüque des Ayyoubides' d'al-Makin b. al-'Amid," Bıılletiıı d'ttudes 
Orient11les, 15 (1955-57), p. 154. 
i9 Mıtj11rrij 11l·kımib, vol. 5, pp. 326-27. 
so The aforesaid battle has been thoroughly discussed by Nejat Kaymaz, "Anadolu selçuklu 
sultanlarından n. Giyasü'd-din Keyhusrev ve devri," (unpublished PhD Diss.), Ankara 
University, 1958, P.P· 104-13. 
sı Ta 'nKh 11I-Isltim, vol. 47, pp. 7, 12 
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I:Iammü'i al-Juwayni al-Kazarürü (d. 758/1357), but this might be anachro­
~tic.82 In any"c~se, the Seljuks are not mentioned. 

They do not appear in al-Dhahabi' s chronology again until 651/1253-54. 
He says that in this year or in the fallawing year the daughter of the Seljuk 
sultan 'Ala' al-Din (Kay Qubadh II, who ruled jointly with his brothers) 
married the Ayyübid sultan al-Malik al-Naşir (who ruled Damascus and 
Aleppo). Our author gives many details about her dowry and the festivities. 
In fact he spreads this desetiption over two entries, one in 651 and the other 
in 652/1254-55. In the latter, he calls 'Ala' al-Din malik (king) instead of sul­
tan. He emphasizes that the bride' s mather w as the daughter of the A yyübid 

.. sultan al- 'Adil.S3 Al-Dhahabi see~ to use two sources, unmentioned, beca­
use he says there was disagreement over the date of this wedding, so he en­
tered it twice in his chronology. Neither Si bt nor Ibn al-' Amid were his sour­
ces for they are far too brief. Sibt gives 652 w hile Ibn al-' Amid gives 651 for 
the date of the wedding.M 

In 656/1258 al-Dhahab:i gives a long account of the Mangol conquest of 
Baghdad and in the course of it states in passing that Hülegü had taken Rüm 
but had left Rukn al-Din [Qılıch Arslan IV] b. Ghiyath al-Din Kay Khusraw · 
[II] in charge, but he ruled only in name. ss For 658 and 659/1260-61 he lists 
~ukn al-Din and [his brother] 'Izz al-Din Kay Ka 'üs as joint rulers under the 
control of the Mongols.s6 

For 660/1261-62, al-Dhahabi reports that Rukn al-Din "the ruler of Rüm" 
defeated his brother 'Izz al-Din near Konya. Rukn al-Din was victorio.us be­
cause he had the help of the Mongols. Many of the troops of 'Izz al-Din were 
killed, captured, or hanged. Then Rukn al-Din took up residence in Antioch 
[sic, Antalya].87 Once more al-Dhahabi provides no source. These events are 
covered in greater detail and in sornewhat different fashion by al-Yunini (d. 
726/1326).88 

Then later in the same year our author states that the authority of 'Izz al­
Din, the son of the ruler of Rüm (said ruler being Ghiyath al-Din Kay Khus­
ra:w II), had declined and the Mongols oppressed him. So, he set out for [the 
Byzantine Emperor] al-AshkariB9 [in Constantinople] and asked him for as­
sistance. Al-Ashkari offered to help if he would. convert to Christianity. 'Izz 

sı "The 'Ta 'rikh al-islam' of adh-Dhahabi," p. 852. 
s; Ta 'n7dı al-Is/tim, vol. 48, pp. 6-7, 10. 
sı See respectively Mir'nt al-zamıiıı, vol. 8, pt. 2, p. 791, and Cahen, "La 'Chronique des 
Ayyoubides' d'al-Makln b. al-'Anüd," pp. 164-65. 
85 Ta 'n7dı al-Isliim, vol. 48, p. 34. 
86 Ibid., pp. 48, 69. 
87 Ibid., p. 78. 
ss Dlıayl Mir'iit al-zamiiıı, Hyderabad, Deccan 1954-55, vol. 2, pp. 113-14. 
89 The Byzanti.ne Emperor John IV Lascaris (r. 1258-61), but in fact the emperor was then Mic­
hael Vlli Palaeologus (r. 1261-82). 
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al-Din' s followers rebuked him for even considering such a step. Al-Ashkari, 
therefore, i.mprisoned him in a fortress. Meanwhile the Mangol troops of 
Baraka raided the Emperor's lands and besieged the fortress in which 'Izz 
al-Din was imprisoned. An agreement was reached whereby 'Izz al-Din was 
released to the Mongols and they departed.90 Al-Dhahabi gives no source. It 
may be a sum.mary and muddled version of al-Yunini's account of these 
events which is critica! to their understanding.91 Indeed, al-Dhahabt was 
confused about these matters, for he gives a second and much different 
description of them under the year 662/1263-64; and again it diliers from al­
Yunini's account. Here he says that 'Izz al-Din and his nmiı·s were determi­
ned to kill al-Ashkari. Then he states, rather incomprehensibly, "They 
(who?) besieged Constantinople with them (who?). He blinded them and 
imprisoned 'Izz al-Din. Then Baraka demanded him and he went to him."92 

As we shall see, al-Dhahabi repeats much of this in his biography of 'Izz al­
Din. 

Al-Dhahabı records that two years later, in 664/1265-66, Rukn al-Din, the 
ruler of Rüm, and his chief minister or personal assistant the Pervane Mu 'in 
al-Din Sulayınan set out with gifts to visit the Mengol ruler Abaqa, who was 
thenin Tabriz. When Rukn al-Din returned, Mu'in al-Din remained behind 
and told Abaqa that the Seljuk rulers could not be trusted and that Rukn al­
Din might be conspiring with the ruler of Egypt. Consequently Abaqa appo­
inted Mu'in al-Din his representative in Rüm with the power to kill anyone 
who opposed his authority. Then Mu 'in al-Din conquered a fortress for 
Abaqa.93 Al-Dhahabi may have obtained his information from al-Yunini, 
but, if so, he drastically abridged it.94 

Under the year 675/1276-77, al-Dhahabi recounts at some length the 
campaign of the Mamlük sultan al-Za.hir Baybars into Central Anatolia, 
which was meant in part to spark a revolt among the Seljuk nnıirs against the 
Mangol occupation of that region. He mentions in disjointed fashion Bay­
bars' defeat of the Mongols at Elbistan (1277), his entrance and brief residen­
ce in Kayseri, the machinations of the Pervane, the flight of the Seljuk ruler 
to Tokat, the capture of Konya by Baybars' ally the Turkmen Sharns al-Din 
Ibn Qaraman, Baybars' withdrawal from Anatolia, and the subsequent retri­
bution of the Mengol ruler Abaqa against the people of Kayseri. 95 In all of 
this our author mentions only one source, the history of "Qutb al-Din," that 

90 Tn 'n"klı al-ls/tim, vol. 48, p. 84. 
9t 0/ıayl Mir 'tit nl-ınmti11, voL 2, pp. 160-61. 
92 Ta 'n/dı al-ls/tim, vol. 49, pp. 13-14. 
9l Ibid., p. 27. 
9-l 0/ıayl Mir'tit al-ımwi11, vol. 2, pp. 404-05. Cf. Turan, Selçllklıı/nr ınmaııı11dn Tiirkiye tarilıi, p. 530. 
95 Tn 'n/dı al-Isltiıiı, vol. 50, pp. 25-28. 
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is, cil-Yunirü.96 Altogether, the description of Baybars' campaign is clearly a 
composite of.several sources. A list of leading figures captured at the battle 
of Elbistan, for example, is inserted after Baybars set up court in Kays'eri. 
Nevertheless, modem scholarly studies of Baybars have pointed out that al­
Dhahabi' s Ta 'rz7clı al-Isliim is, in fact, an important source for his life. In this 
respect, they note that al-Dhahabi used 'Izz al-Din Ibn Shaddad (d. 
684/1285), Ibn 'Abd al-Zahir (d. 692/1292), and al-Yuıüıü, all of whom cover 
the aforesaid events.97 

The last events that al-Dhahabi chronicles related to the Seljuks concern 
Qal'at al-Rüm, which was in the hands of the Armenians. Our author says 
that in 691/1291 the Mamlük sultan al-Ashraf Khalil besieged and captured 
it. He stationed a garrison there and then witthdrew to Syria.98 Al-Ashraf ap-

. parently carried out this operation in cooperation with ason of 'Izz al-Din 
Kay Ka'üs [II], the amirs of Qaraman, and certain Turkmen tribes who were 
opposed to the rule of the Mongols and their shadow Seljuk sultans.99 Al­
Dhahabi gives no source, but it was probably al-Yuıüıü.ıoo 

Biograplıies 

Al-Dhahabi gives the biographies, or obituaries, of ten rulers of the Seljuk 
sultanate of Anatolla and of one ruler of the Danishmendid principality in 
Anatolia. He also gives a few notices of theologians from that region, but we 
shall not consider them here.ıoı As for our rulers, some of their notices are 
quite cursory while others are extensive. These notices are usually limited to 
a few political events, not necessarily the most important, of their reigns, 
and remarks on how they died. The first is for Sulayınan b. Qutalmısh. Here 
o ur author simply says that he was killed in Şafar 479 /June 1086 in battle in 
the land of Aleppo. He was the amir of Konya [sic, not yet firmly established 
as the capital] and the forefather of the Seljuks of Rüm and was succeeded 
by his son Qılıch Arslan.102 Al-Dhahabi gives no source. The next notice, for 
Mas'üd b. Qılıch Arslan, who died in 551/1156, is even shorter. Al-Dhahabi 

96 The editor of Tn 'n/dı ni-ls/tim gives a cross-reference to these events in Dlınyl Mir'iit nl-ınmtiıı, 
vol. 3, pp. 170, 177, 181-83, 185-86, which I have not seen. 
97 See, for instance, Syedah Fatima Sadeque, Bnybnı-s I of Egı;pt, Dacca, Pakistan 1956, p. 7, and 
Abdul-Aziz Khowaiter, Bnibnrs tlıe Firsl, London 1978, pp. 182-83. 
9S Tn 'n/dı ni-ls/tim, vol. 52, pp. 12-13,25. 
99 Turan, Selçııklulnr ınmnmııdn Tiirf..iye tnrilıi, p. 606. 
1oo The editor of Tn 'n/dı ni-ls/tim gives a cross-reference to these events in the unpublished 
manuscript of the fourth volume of Dlınyl Mir 'iit nl-znmiiıı, vol. 52, p. 12 n. 2, p. 13 n. 2. 
1o1 They include Ibn al-' Ara bi (d. 638/1240), Tn 'riklı nl-Tsliim, vol. 46, pp. 374-81, and Şadr al-Din 
al-Qünawi (d. 673/1274), ibid., vol. 50, pp. 92-93. Curiously, Jala.J al-Din al-Rünü (d. 672/1273) 
is missing. Al-Dhahabi indudes as well a few Artuqid rulers from southeastem Anatolia, such 
as Artuq Arslan (d. 637 /1239) the ruler of Mardin and Mayyafariqin, ibid., vol. 46, pp. 281-82, 
320. The Artuqids are beyond the scope of this study. 
102 Tn 'n/dı ni-Isliim, vol. 32, p. 265. 
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says he was the ruler (şiibib) of Rüm and died in Konya and his son Qılıch 
Arslan came to power after him.ıoo Once more al-Dhahabi cites no source.ı04 

Al-Dhahabi's oruy biography for a non-Seljuk ruler in Anatolla is for 
Yagl:ü [i.e., Yagl:ü Basan] Arslan [b. Aniir Ghazi Gümüshtigin] b. Danish­
mand, who, he says, diedin 560/1164-65. Here our author mainly tells the 
tale of the clash between Qılıch Arslan b. Mas'üd and Yagl:ü Arslan. Al­
Malik "Qutluq"ıos had sent his daughter to marry Qılıch Arslan, but Yagl:ü 
Arslan seized her and her dowry en route. He wanted to marry her off to his 
nephew Dhü '1-Nün, so she was forced to renounce Islam temporarily in or­
der to annul her marriage to Qılıch Arslan. Once she rehırned to Islam, she 
was married to Dhü '1-Nün. Qılıch Arslan was outraged and marched aga­
inst Yagl:ü Arslan, but he was defeated. Shortly afterwards Yagl:ü Arslan 
died and was succeeded by his nephew Ihrahim b. Mul:ıammad who was 
followed by Dhü '1-Nün; and they came to an understanding with Qılıch 
Arslan.l06 Al-Dhahabi gives no source, but probably took his information, in 
abbreviated fashion, from Ibn al-Athir.l07 

In 588/1192, al-Dhahabi gives the biography of Qılıch Arslan b. Mas'üd. 
He begins with his genealogy and remarks on a dilierence of opinion over 
the descent of Sulayınan b. Qutalmısh. Then he says that Qılıch Arslan, who 
was the malik of Rüm, was just, followed good policies, and was level hea­
ded. His daughter al-Jiha married the 'Abbasid caliph al-Naşir. He was suc­
ceeded by his son Sultan Ghiyath al-Din Kay Khusraw. Then our author 
says, "it was said" he was murdered. The Sultan had difficulty with his sons 
to the extent that he ruled only in name because of his old age and died in 
Konya.ıos Then al-Dhahabi cites a short passage from Ibn al-Athir's more 
extensive account of Qılıch Arslan.109 

: It is worth noting here that al-Şafadi (d. 764/1363), in his massive biog­
raphical dictionary al-Wiifi bi- 'l-Wafayiit, follows al-Dhahabi, his older friend, 
word for word in his biography of Qılıch Arslan b. Mas'üd until the end of 
the passage from Ibn al-Athir.no Then he inserts the incident between Qılıch 

103 Ibid., vol. 38, p. 67. 
ıoı There is an equally brief notice in Ibn al-AUür, nl-Kiimil, ed. Tomberg, vol. 12, p. 210, trans. 
Richards, pt. 2, p. 80. 
1os That is, şa!tuq b. ·All b. Abi '1-Qasim, the ruler of Erzurum. 
106 Tn 'nKJı ni-Is/tim, vol. 38, pp. 327-28. 
ı01 Al-Kiimil, ed. Tomberg, vol. ll, p. 210, trans. Richards, pt. 2, p. 157. 
ıos Tn 'nKJı ni-Is/tim, vol. 41, p. 306. 
tll9 Al-Kiimil, ed. Tomberg, vol. 12, p. 87, trans. Richards, pt. 2, p. 403. With respect to Qilich 
Arsları's division of his realm among his sons and the consequences thereof, Ibn al-AUür gives 
one version and then says, "A reliable source, who knew what he was talk:i.rıg about and had 
visited those regions, told me a dillerent version, which we shall give now." This is one of the 
few sources of any kind that Ibn al-AUür gives for his information on the Seljuks of Anatolia. Cf. 
Şeşen, '"Imad al-Din al-Kalib al-Isfahani'nin eserlerindeki Anadolu tarihiyle ilgili bahisler," pp. 
360-61. 
ııo Ed. Hellmut Ritte.r ~t al., Wiesbaden 1962-2013, vol. 24, pp. 271-72. 
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Arsfan and Nür al-Din that al-Dhahabi deseribed above under the year 568 
with a few minor dilierences. Qılıch Arslan b. Mas'üd is the first Seljuk sul­
tan that al-Şafadi includes in his book. As we shall see, he relies on ·al­
Dhahabi for all of his subsequent entries on Seljuk sultans. 

Next, under the year 600/1203-04, al-Dhahabi gives the biography of 
Ru.kn al-Din Sulayman b. Qılıch Arslan. He first cites al-Mundhiri (d. 
656/1258) as the source for his date of death.111 Then he, al-Dhahabi, says "I 
said his father was mentionedin the year 588. His brother Ghiyath al-Din 
was devoted to his father. He [Ghiyath al-Din] took possession of Konya af­
ter his father. He gained ascendancy over his brother al-Malik Qutb al-Dın 
Mali.kshah. Then he gained ascendancy over others as well. Then this sultan 
Ru.kn al-Din overcame Ghiyath al-Din Kay Khusraw. He took Konya from 

' him and Kay Khusraw fled to Syria and asked the ruler of Aleppo al-Malik 
al-{:ahir Ghazi for help. When Rukn al-Din died in this year he was succee­
ded by his son Qılıch Arslan [lll]. Ghiyath al-Din returned and he took pos­
session of Konya and all of the country, and the kings [i.e., his brothers] we­
re in fear of him. When he died he was succeeded by his son Sultan 'Izz al­
Din Kay Ka'üs b. Kay Khusraw and he ruled until his death. His brother ' Izz 
al-Din Kay Qubadh became sultan after him."112 Right after this, al-Dhahabi 

, cites Ibn Waşil on how he caphıred Ankara [from his brother MuJ:ıyi '1-Dm 
Mas'üd] anda few days later died of colic.m 

In the year 615/1218-19, al-Dhahabi gives the obituary of 'Izz al-Din Kay 
Ka'üs b. Kay Khusraw, whom he calls "al-Sultan al-Malik al-Ghilib (the 
Conqueror)" and the ruler of Rüm, namely, Konya, Malatya, and Aqsaray. 
Then he immediately cites Sibt Ibn al-Jawzi. He paraphrases Sib~ sornewhat 
andina confusing manner. He records Sibt as saying that Ka'üs was an 
oppressor, tyrant, and shedder of blood. When he returned to his country 
after defeat at the hands of al-Ashraf [the Ayyübid ruler of Diyar Bakr and 
Damascus] at Aleppo, at the time that he [Kay Ka'üs) had come to take 
Aleppo after the death of i ts sultan al-Malik al-{:ahir, he accused many of his 
amirs of not having fought hard enough. So he scalded some of them in kett­
les and put the others in a house and bumed them. He died suddenly while 

111 AI-Tnkmiln li-Wafayiit al-rıaqala, ed. Bashshar 'Awwad Ma'rüf, first four vols., al-Najaf, Iraq 
1968-71, vol. 3, p. 76. This work is primarily a biographlcal dictionary of scholaı:s and shıdents 
of baditlı. Why Sulayınan is included, with no information except his death date, is cuıious. Is 
this meant to suggest that he had studied lıaditlı? If he did, one wonders with whoııi. AI-Tnkmiln 
appears to include no scholaı:s of badil/ı from Anatolia. No other Seljuk ruler is found in this 
work. It does, however, contain many Ayyübid rulers and deseribes their studies in greater or 
lesser detail. 
lll Ta 'n/dı al-Isliim, vol. 42, pp. 434-35. Ibn al-Athir' s account oJ these eventsis mu ch different, nl­
Kiimil, ed. Tomberg. vol. 12, pp. 195-96, trans. Richards, pt. 3, p. 80. 
113 Mııfarrij nl-lmnib, vol. 3, pp. 160-62. Al-Dhahabi does not give Ibn Waşil's full text Al-Şafadi 
gives an extremely briei obituary of our sultan using the same wording as al-Dhahabi, al-Wiifi, 
vol.lS, p. 421. 
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drunk. Si b~ alsa reports "it was said" he suffered physically and had pain in 
the belly (colic?). At that time his brother Kay Qubadh wa~ in prison and he 
had intended to kill him, but he was then released and became sultan. Kay 
Ka'üs diedin Shawwal/December 1218 or January U19.114 

Then al-Dhahabi changes sources and inserts the phrase "it was said he 
encouraged the Franks in Damietta" [ against the A yyübid sultan of Egypt 
al-'Adil]. Then he changes sources once more, this time citing Ibn Waşil in 
abbreviated form. Here he goes back to the previous subject, the clash 
between Kay Ka'üs and al-Ashraf. Ibn Waşil's detailed account of it makes 
that of Sib~ understandable.m Ibn Waşil follows Ibn al-AUür's report of the­
se events fairly closely.n6 Finally al-Dhahabi says the Sultan died of diphthe­
ria or quinsy shortly after his defeat. Altogether, this obituary is repetitious 
and very disjointed.m 

Al-Dhahabi's obituary for the greatest of the Seljuk sultans of Anatolia, 
'Ala' al-Din Kay Qubadh, is surprisingly short. He gives his death da te as 7 
Shawwal, 634/7 June, 1237 and says that he was the Sultan of Rüm and gi­
ves him the title of malik. He goes on to say that the Sultan was extremely 
impressive (awesome), courageous, of superior intellect, and of good fortu­
ne. Al-Dhahabi notes that he defeated the armies of the Khwarazm-Shah and 
of al-Kclınil and captured and annexed a number of cities. He mentions the 
marriage of his daughter to al-'Adil and states that his brother Kay Ka'üs 
had taken possession of Rüm before him and had imprisoned him. Then, 
just before Kay Ka 'üs died he released him, made him his successor, and 
entrusted him with his children. Al-Dhahabi goes on to say, "according to 
what we learned," which was perhaps an oral source, that Kay Qubadh re­
turned Anatolla to justice. He ends by giving his genealogy and successor. us 
Sib~ swnmarizes much of this information in only a few lines.119 Al­
Dhal1abi's main source may have been Ibn Waşil who spreads this informa-. 
tion, piece by piece, over various pages.ııo 

Al-Dhahabi's next obituary is for Ghiyath al-Din Kay Khusraw the son 
and successor of Kay Qubadh. This notice, in 643/1245-46, is very brief. The 
author informs us that the Sultan was a youth devoted to amusements. 
When a detachment of Mongols besieged and plundered Erzurum and at-

m Mir 'tit nl-znmiiıı, vol. 8, pt. 2, p. 598. Al-Şafadi follows al-Dhahabi to this point, in slightly 
abbreviated fashion, without mentioning Sibç, ni-Wiifi, vol. 24, p. 384. 
ııs Mıifnrrij nl-kıırıib, vol. 3, pp. 263-64, 266-68. 
116 AI-Kiimil, ed. Tomberg, vol. 12, pp. 347-50, 354, trans. Richards, pt. 3, pp. 194-96, 199. He says 
the Sultan clied in 616/1219-20 from consurnption. He says nothing about his character. 
117 Tn 'riklı ni-Isliim, vol. 44, pp. 256-58. 
118 Tn 'n/dı nl-Isliim, vol. 46, pp. 210-11. With the exception of a few words, and the deletion of the 
phrase "according to what we learned," al-Şafadi repeats al-Dhahabi's text, ni-Wtifi, vol. 24, p. 
383. 
119 M ir 'tit nl-znmiiıı, vol. 8, pt. 2, p. 703. 
1211 Mıifnrrij nl-kıipib, vol. 5, see index on p. 398. 
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tackeq other cities, the Sultan mobilized his forces and marched against 
them, bufhe was defeated and his mather was taken captive. After his de­
feat, one of his sons, who was only seven years old, succeeded him. AI­
Dhahabı says the Sultandiedin this year according to the account of Ibn al­
Scn.uı This Iraqi histarian (d. 674/1276) spent his life in Baghdad. Only the 
years 595-606/1198-1210 of his annalistic history al-Jiimi' al-mukhtaşar have 
survived, which is why, of course, we do not think of it as a source for the 
Seljuks of Anatolia. It is possible that al-Dhahabı relied on him elsewhere for 
our subject without mentioning him. Otherwise Sibt marks his death date in 
passing after earlier giving an accoWlt of his clash with the Mongols, which 
we have mentioned above in the chronology.ı22 Ibn W aşil recounts the same 
clash, again as mentioned above, and provides some other details of his life 
but does not give a separate obituary.123 Al-Dhahabı may have consolidated 
and summarized his information. 

Under the year 657/1258, al-Dhahabı gives a death notice for 'Ala' al-Dın 
Kay Qubadh b. Kay Kusraw, the ruler of Rüm. This was presumably Kay 
Qubadh II b. Kay Kusraw Il, with whom our author surely would not have 
confused Kay Qubadh I. He simply s.ays "al-Zahlr al:-Kazarüıü said he died 
in his year, that is, year [65)7."12~ This source is perhaps the poet al-Zahlr al­
Kazarüıü (d. 697 /1298). Al-Dhahabi may have known him. If the source is 
indeed this poet, one wonders how he obtained his information? 

Next al-Dhahabi gives a fairly long obituary of Rukn al-Din "Kay 
Qubadh" b. Kay I<husraw II under the year 666/1267-68. This, however, is 
an error for Rukn al-Din Qılıch Arslan IV b. Kay I<husraw IL He repeats this 
error throughout the notice. Our author traces his genealogy to puqaq, the 
forefather of the Great Seljuks. Al-Dhahabi deseribes him as high minded, 
generous, and courageous but subject to the authority of the Mongols. They 
killed him this year by strangling him with a bow string. This came about 
because of the machinations of the Pervane who accused him of correspon­
ding with the ruler of Egypt. The Sultan preoccupied himself with arnuse­
ments while the Pervane controlled his affairs. After he was executed, he 
was put in a litter and taken to Konya. It was declared that he had fallen 
from a horse and died. He was 28. Then his son Ghiyath al-Dın Kay I<hus­
raw [III] was placed on the throne. He was 8. Afterwards, the Pervane went 
to meet Abaqa and took with him the Sultan' s horse and sword. After con-

121 Tn 'n"klı nl-Islıim, vol. 47, pp. 200-01. Apart from st:ating the tax that the Sultan had to pay the 
Mongols, al-Şafadi copies al-Dhahabi word for w6rd, nl-Wıifi, vol. 24, p. 379. 
122 M ir 'iit nl-znmiin, vol. 8, pt. 2, p. 759. 
tl3 Mııfnrrij nl-kıırıib, vol. 5, see index on p. 398. 
u.ı Tn 'n"klı nl-Islıim, vol. 48, p. 321. Al-Şafadi repeats this but without mentioning al-Kazariini, nl­
Wıifi, voL 24, p. 383. 
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sultations, the Pervane returned with Abaqa's brother Ajay.ııs Al-Dhahabi 
gives no source. He may have summarized, to same extent, al-Yuıürü's desc­
tiption of the sche~g of the Pervane, but he rightly calls the Sultan "Qılıch 
Arslan."126 · 

Al-Dhahabi's last obituary of a Selju.k sultan of Anatolla is for 'Izz al-Din 
Kay Ka'üs [ll] b. Kay Khusraw [II] under the year 672/1273-74. He was the 
brother of Rukn al-Din [Qılıch Arslan IV]. Al-Dhahabi tells us that he diedin 
the lands of the Turks in Südaq (Sughdaq in the Crimea) at the age of 26 
[sic]. He and his brother had divided the realrn of Rüm after their father 
died. Then Rukn al-Din seized control of the entire realrn and 'Izz al-Din 
fled with his family and retinue to the "king" of Constantinople. The ]atter 
did not support him, however, and imprisoned him. Then the king of the 
Mongols, Bara.ka, plundered the districts of Constantinople. This forced the 
king of Constantinople to reach an agreement. This was in the year 
660/1261-62. He turned ~Izz al-Din over to Bara.ka who honored him and 
made him a g:reat amir. Later 'lzz al-Din was in the service of Mengü Timur 
(the ruler of the Golden Horde). He was succeeded by his son al-Malik al­
Mas'üd, who was alsa in the service of Mengü Timur.127 This obituary is cle­
arly disjointed. Again al-Dhahabi gives no source. He may have relied on al­
Yunini.l28 

Conclusions 

1) There are huge gaps ın· al-Dhahabi's chronology. In fact, most of the 
major events of the 61hj12th century are missing. Many of those that are inc­
luded are garbled, disjointed, truncated, and lack context. Same events are 
~onfused and repeated under different years. Given the nature of Tn'n"klı al­
Isliim, as an enormous encyclopaedic work, that is, a work of synthesis, we --.. 
should expect this, although writing in haste may have contributed to these 
problems. Perhaps al-Dhahabi was assisted by students or colleagues. In any 
case, we must frequ~ntly consult other works in ord er to darify his text. 

2) Al-Dhahabi's biog:raphies include most of the majoranda few of the 
minor Seljuk sultans, but their coverage is very uneven. He says alrnost not­
hing about the shadow sultans of the last third of the 71hj13th century. His 
biographical coverage has the same problems of composition as his chrono­
logy. Furthermore, he often repeats in the biographies the events found in 
the chronology, but not always in the same way. 

123 Ta 'n"klı nl-lsliim, vol. 49, pp. 230-31. Al-Şafadi gives a slightly abbreviated version of al­
Dhahabi and alsa calls the Sultan "Kay Qubadh," nl-Wiifi, vol. 24, pp. 383-84. 
126 Dlınyl Mir'iit n/-ınmiiıi, vol. 2, pp. 403..()6. 
127 Tn 'n"klı nl-Isliim, vol. 50, p. 105. Al-Şafadi gives a shorter version of this account, nl-Wiifi, vol. 
24, p. 384. He alsa says that the two brothers cüvided the realm "after their mother" (?). 
128 The ecütor of Tn 'rı"klı nl-Isliiın gives a·cross-reference to these eventsin Dlıay/ Mir'iit nl-ınmiin, 
vol. 3, ~7, w hi ch l have not seen. 
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3) Exı:ept for mentioning the conquests of Qılıch Arslan ll and a few ot­
her, mostly minor, facts, Ta'n7ch al-Isliim, provides no information that cannot 
be found in earlier extant Arabic works. 

4) Al-Dhahabi frequently mentions his sources, or we can determine 
them by textual comparison. These sources were above alllbn al-Athir, Sibt 
lbn al-Jawzi, lbn Waşil, and al-Yunini. He also cites "lbn Munqidh," lbn al­
Jazari, "Sa' d al-Din," lbn al-Sa'i, and al-Zahir al-Kazarürü. The works of the­
se writers are wholly or partially lost. Consequently, we cannot teli how of­
ten he consulted them. He also gives anonyrnous sources, using the phrase 
ıva qlla. To the extent that al-Dhahabi mentions his sources, or they can be 
determined by analysis, in Ta'n7ch al-Isliim, it does indeed serve as a guide to 
the Arabic literary sources for the history of the Seljuks of Anatolla that were 
available to a 7thf13th century Syrian scholar. 

Because al-Dhahabi was a near contemporary of the later Seljuks of Ana­
tolla and because there were close political and commercial relations 
between Anatolla and Syria, where he spent much of his life, it is surprising 
perhaps that he was not better informed about events in Anatolia, especially 
if he spoke Turkish. Is this evidence that scholars like al-Dhahabi had little 
interest in the affairs of Anatolia, and that it was considered a backwater, or 
is this simply a reflection of the fact that no Arabic literary works, on which 
al-Dhahabi could rely, were written under the Seljuks of Anatolia? More 
than fifty years ago, Claude Cahen stated that the Seljuk Sultanate of Anato­
lia developed "as a stranger to the traditional Moslem World, which has 

· consequently left us almost no reliable information about it."129 Al-Dhahabi' s 
Ta'n7ch al-Isliim would tend to confirm this. 

129 "The Turks in Iran and Anatolla before the Mongol Invasions", A History of tlıe Cnısndes, ed. 
Kenneth M. Setton, Madison, Wisconsin 1969-89), vol. 1, p. 675. Vols. 1-2 were originally 
publis~ed in 1962. 
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