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N otes an Conventions

Dates
Combine d dates such as 658/ 1260 indicat e AB/CE da tes . W ho le numbers imply
th at both calende rs ref er largcly to the same peri od of time. A doub le CE equiva -
lent, e.g . 568/1172-3, indicat es that th e Hijri year ove rlaps two CE years rou ghl y
equally . Some bibliographie enr ries concerning material publish ed in Iran rcfcr to
th e Islamic solar calendar, whieh is spe cified as 'h.sh.'

Transcriptions
Arabi c and Persian are rondered largcly according to the systern of th e Internation-
al Journal of Middle East Stu dies. Exc ept ions include thc rendering of the assimi -
lated ar ticlc (thus dhü l-q urbä, wal-A kräd ), Persian j (w ), O tto rn an Turkish t and
~ (alwa ys g and k), and additional vocal cha racters in bo th Persian and Ottom an
Turkish (ö and e).

The Pe rsian transcription is also used fo r Middle Turkish narnes and terms th at
ernanate from Persian texts prior to; 0 1' apart from, Orteman Turkish literature.
There are also spec ific renderin gs of iJ 1~ (ng) and some vocals (e, I , 0 , Ö, ü).

Mongolian words are transcribed according to the sys tem of Vladirn irtsov and
Mostaert, save for some establishcd simpl ifications (th us ch,j, ng , gh l g /', sh) .

N ames, Terms, and Titles
N ames and terrns that are widely accepted in English, such as Safavids , Tamerlane l
Timur, and Shiite, remai n unch anged.

The spelling of common place-names follows Th e Columbia Lippincott Gaz et-
teer of th e World, edited by L.E. Selt ze r (Morn ingside H eights, N.Y., 1952). H ow-
cvcr, in consistencies could not ent irely be ruled out as some appellations have be-
come outdatcd; e.g. Erivan is now usually ref erred to as Yerevan. A special case is
place-n ames of Asia Minor, which appeal' in today's Turkish fo rm.

A simplified transcription system has also been chosen for ru lcrs' titles that
con stantly recur as appcllatives, na rnely Atabeg, Beg, C aliph, Emir, Kh an , Shah
and Sultan. In proper nam es 0 1' de signations of a parr icular ru ler, however, th ey yet
are fully tra nsliterared and capi ralised, thus 'Ayyar Beg, Tamghach Khan, Nadir
Shä h, and ' the Khwärazrnsh äh '.
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Who Makes Use of Whom?
Some Remarks on the N omad Poliey of the

Khwärazmshähs, 1150-1200

Jürgen Paul

Introduc tion

Khwarazm, the agric ult ural oasis situa tcd on both sides of the lower Amu Darya,
has been a rnajor hub for sedentary -pastor alist exchange throughout much of its
history . This is partly du e to the very particular geographical position of the oasis :
it is surrounded on all sides by vast stretches of steppe or desert, some of the rn very
inhospitable, like the Qarä-Q ürn desert between Khwarazrn and the Köp et Dagh
mountain range; some of thern much sought alter by pastoralists as wintcr pas turc ,
such as the fringes of th c oasis itsclf, thc shores of the Aral Sea, the lower Syr Dar-
ya region; and to the west, the region called Mangqishlaq (to be understo od as
"o ne thousand winter camps").'

In th c second half of thc twcl fth century Saljüq ru le ove r Khurasan had come
to an end . After the death of the last great Saljüq Sultan Sanjar in 1157, the grea t
powers were the Qarakhi~ay and the Gh ürids. The Chinese-oricntcd Qarakhi~ay2

were situatcd in thc cast, centered in what is today northern Kyrgyzstan, wi th their
capital in the city Baläsäghün; they had established the ir ru le in the region in a pro-
cess starring around 1128 and culminating in the crushing dcfea t th cy inflicted on
Sanjar in thc Oatwän steppe close to Samarqand, in 1141. To the sout h, th e very
particular sta te of the Ghürids ' was on the rise with a number of centers, amo ng
them Firü zkuh, " Bamiyan, and later Ghaznin and places in Ind ia such as Lahore.
In Khurä san proper, a number of regional states had emerged (wh ich are outside
the purview of th is study); and in Transoxiana, Qarakhänid local dynasties contin -

I For a general overview over the histor y of eastern Iran and Transoxiana in this period , see Bos-
worth, "The Politi eal and Dynastie History," 1- 202, in partieular 185-95; Bartol'd, Turkcstan,
and Buniyatov, Gosudarstvo . For the history of th e steppe regions, see Gold en, "P eoples," 256-
84, and Klyashtorn yi and Sultanov, Gosudarstva.

2 See Biran, Empire o[ tbe Qara Khitai, and also Kyehanov, Kochevye gosudarstva , 125-55.
3 N izami, "The Ghürids, " 177- 90.
4 Thomas, "Firuzküh," 115-44.



138 j ürgen Paul

ued un der Qaräkhitäy ove rlordship, wi th Bukhara boasting a local dynasty of
Muslim digni tarics .'

There is much less informat ion on thc sit ua tion in the ste ppe and among the
Turkish pastoralists in general. A far-flung reshu ffling of tribai allianc es, grazing
grounds and migratio n routes cvidcntly occu rred as a resu lt of the Qaräk hitäy ad-
vance. "

Least affec ted by th ese changes may have been the Oghuz. \Y/e can assurne that
Oghuz tribes nomadized berwecn thc Band-i Turkistan and the Amu Darya. Th ey
had several centers, and apparently petty states had also formed around them, in
Balkh, Marw and Sarakhs. Their orientarion seems to have been to th e south and
west; they raided in ceritral Afghanistan, and [atcr, und er Malik Dinär,7 a co ns ider-
able body of Oghuz moved to Kinnän together w ith th eir famili es. They had been
bea ten by Sultanshah b. nArslän, so they arrived in Kirmän in bad shape . Sultan-
shäh's victory over th em and th eir flight is mcntioncd under 568/1173 in Islam
Ansilelopedisi.i and thcir arrival in Kirm än is dated to 569 /1174 in Kirrnäni .? Con-
sequently, th ey do not play a major role in Khwär azmian politics, if we do not
consider Sultä nshäh' s regional state a part of Khwärazm .

Ano ther cent ral gro up wcre th e Qarluq. Their grazing grounds apparently bc-
longed to territo ry claimed by th e Qarakhänid rulers of Samarqand. In th at region
at least , th cy had become numerou s enough to pose a threat to th c Qarakhänid rul -
er, who feit that he had to takc meas ures agains t th ern , and a con flict ove r graz ing
gro un ds may have co ntri bu ted to the situation , Such a conflict also figures as the
p relu de to th e Saljüq disaster at Qatwän in 1141. 10 It is also known that thc Q arlu q
had earlier bee n involved in the surrender of the Eastern Qarakhänid ru ler in Bala-
säghün - he had called in the Q aräkh itäy in order to keep the Qarluq and the
Q angb in check; th is probably took place in the early 1130s.11 In co nseq uence, the
Qarluq groups in T ransoxiana had grown, and their position seems to have been
uneasy, may be their very presence in that region was a problem . This Qarluq prob-
lem will be th e first case study in th is paper.

The th ird gro up to be menti on ed here arc thc Q rpchäq.' ? They are in fact th e
most important trib al group in Khwärazm ian politi cs in th c last decades of th e
twelfth cen tury, since we know that the Khwärazrn shäh Muhammad b. Tekesh (r.
1200- 21) was close ly linked to th ern because his mother, the legendary Terk en

Pritsak, "Äl-i Bur hän," 81-96.
(, Go lden, "Peoples;" id ., Introduction; Agajanov, "Stares," {, 1-7(,; Klyashtornyi and Su ltanov,
Gosudarstua,
Cahen, "Ghuzz. i. Muslim East," EJ2, and id., "DInar , Malik," EJ2.
Sümcr, "Oguzlar," Islam Ansiklopedisi, 9:383b. Sumer gives 568/1 173 for Sulrän shäh' s dispcrsal
of the Oghuz at Sarakhs and docs not mention the bad shape they were in wh cn arriving in Kir-
man. Thc Oghuz dcfcat is no Ionger mention ed at all in his "Oguzlar," DIA , 33:329.

9 Kinnäni, Tdrikb-i aJzal, 87. See also Lambton, "Kirrn än," EJ2, '5:160-{, I.
10 Dcscript ion and analysis in Biran, Empire of the Qara Khitai.
1I juwayn i, Tärikh -i jahän-gushä, 2:87.
12 Go lden, Intro duct ion; id., "Q ipcaqs," 132-57.
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Khätün, was on e of rhcm.P Moreover, a considerable part of Muharnrnad's arm y
seerns to have been Qlpchäq troop s.!" In a (hos tile) source, Jüzjänl, th e origin of
the Khwärazmian dynasty is even said to have been within th e Q lpchäq confcdera-
tion. Th is shou ld be taken to be a staternent about thc imp ortance the Q ipchäq had
in Khwärazmian politics.P The Khw ärazmian-Qrpchäq alliance is the second case
study in th is paper.

My thesis in bo th cases is that it is not clear who made use of whom - whether
th c Qarluq or late r the Qlpchäq nomads initiated and determined thc course of
th eir relations with th e Khwärazmian statc or vice versa, and who profired most
from the relation sh ip. In earl ier scholarship, the agency of th e Q arluq and Q ipchäq
group s and leadership is more 0 1' less completely neglected, it is almos t always the
Khwärazmshäh who is regard ed as the head of th c alliance.

O ther gro ups are also ment ioned, in particular Turkmen who were to be fou nd
on bo th sides of the Köpet Dagh mountain range, but also in the lower Syr Darya
regIOn .

Khwärazm by th e mid-twclfth century already had a long record of using no-
madi c manpower for military purposes, and from the start, it is not always clear
who made use of whorn in thi s cont ext. Thave tri ed to show this in a paper whcrc
one of th e cases under study was the Saljüq adva nce into Khuräsän in the 1030s.
The O ghuz Saljüqs came into th e purview of the Khuräsänian and Khwärazmian
powers as a defeated gro llp seeking military employrnent, since th is was about thc
onl y way th ey could hope to make a livin g in the first placc.!" They were offered
wi nter grazing grounds in or around Khwärazm by the ru ling Khwärazmshäh Hä -
r ün, and aft er H är ün 's plans to invade Khuräsan together wi th the Oghuz Saljüq s
and other gro ups had come to not hing, th ey offered the samc bargain to the Ghaz-
navids: graz ing grollnds against military service. This mighr be a pattern, and th us,
whenever a pastoralist gro llp offered military service, we sho uld ask what th ey rc-
ceived in return, and wh at the term s of th e alliance might have been.

There is a clear consciou sness of th csc quest ions in the sour ees. One sou rce
(Gardizi) even states th at when ever a military con frontation is ahead, th e Turks of-
fer submission (ta 'at ) in return for grazi ng grounds (charakhwar).J7 A later author
also knows a rul e abo ut O ghu z behaviour: Their bad habit is to first cntcr through
th e door of weakness in order to find out about thcir 'host', and then, when they
see that they can win th e upper hand, they start the ir high-handednes s.l''

13 Th cre are several versions about which tribal gro up Terken Khät ün came from, all of rhern ap-
parenrly Qipchäq. See Golden , "Cumanica H," 23, no te 78.

14 juwayni , Tiirileb-i jahän-gushä, 2:109.
15 j üzjani, Tabaqät-i Ndsiri, 352.
16 I have dealt w ith th is situa tion in my "Ro le of Khwärazrn. "
17 Gard jzl, Zayn al-alebbiir, 199 and 202.
18 Kirrnäni, Tsrileb-i afial, 87: 'adat-i sb üm-i Gbuzz kh iid cbunin biid ki nalehust az dar-i 'ajz dar
dmadandi tä bariFrä na-shin ülehtandi agar ghälib biidandi dast-bäz-i lelnu isb ba-namüdandi.
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In what fo llows , I tak e th c Q arluq and the Qtpchäq as examples, and I di scu ss
whe rhe r thcy conform to th e ru1e or no t.

T he Q arluq Problem

The prelude to th c battle of Q atwän had bee n the influx of Qarluq pastoralists into
th e territo ry controlled by the Q arakhänid ruler of Samarqand who , in order to es-
tablish his rule ov er th ern or else to d rive them away, asked Sanjar for help. The
outcome of thc battle certainly d id not weaken th e Qarluq positi on in thc region,
and it ce rtainly did a Iot to further th e rift between thc Samarqandi ru lers and the
Q arluq. Contro l over thc Qarluq must have been an ongoing problem for the Qa-
rakhäni ds during the entire period from th e middle of th e 1130s until c. 1165 . That
both parties, the Qarluq and the Q arakhänids, did not get along w eil, is also attest-
ed by the report that some Q arluq killed the Q ar akhänid Qili ch Tamghach Khän
and did not even luve him buried, but threw the corpse on to the steppe.!? this
event is placed at Kaläbäd (near Bukhara) and dated to 551 /1156 by Jamäl Qar-
shl. 20

Qarluq groups had managed to pu sh the Oghuz out of Transoxiana some time
in th e early part of the twelfth ccntury. This mal' have cause d lon ger lasti ng enmity
among thcm : Qarluq flocked to Sanj ar as so on as he had bee n libe ra ted from th e
O ghUZ.21 But they did this probably not out of loyalty to th c Saljüq ruler, but be-
cause their chief 'All Beg had di cd - that ' A lTwas seen in a bad light in Ibn al-Athir
mig ht be related to the murder of the Q arakhänid ju st one year earlier. Possibl y
the Q arluq leaders feit th at they nee ded asolid political alliance in th is situa ti on .

Irnrned iat ely afterwards, in 1158, th ere was some trouble in T ransoxiana due to
th c Q arluq. Sanjar had di ed in the meantime , 8 Mal' 1157. \Y/e rea d th at in th at
l'ear, a group of Transox ianan Qarluq lead ers (includ ing so rnebody called Läjln
Beg and the sons of Bayghii Khän) fled from the Q arak hän id lord of Samarqand
and came to Khwärazm , complain ing th at the Q arakhänid had killed Bayghü Khän
and was now pursuing th e othc r leaders. The kill er wa s, acco rd ing to Bartol 'd,
C haghn Khän Jaläl al-Din 'AlT b. H asan Tegln . \Y/e prob abl y have some kind of
normal blood retaliation here.22 Il Arslän the Khwarazrnshäh (r. 1156-72) to ok
sides w ith thern, and together they starred a campaign into Mäwarännahr. On th e
othcr side , the Samarqandi ru1er also to ok appropriate measures: H e fon ified hirn-

19 Ibn al-Athir, Kdmil , 11:202 s.a, 550,
20 j amäl al-Qarshr, al-Mulbaqat bll-surdh, 104, has 550. O arshi does no t give a sto ry about who

killcd th e Khan, th c tcxt just says al-lebdq.in Ibräbim Ad an Khan Mubammad b. Sulaymiin
mdta bi-Kaläbäd Bukhärä sanata 550, f. 21b, p. cxlvi, The editors emend the dare to 551 in the
edition but not in th e translatio n. See Barto l'd, Turkestan, monograph cditio n, vo l, I, Teksty
(thus quote d in the Iollowing), 132.

21 Ibn al-Athir, Kämil, 11:210 s.a. 551.
22 Bart ol 'd , Turkestan, 357, tr. 333.
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self in Sam arqand, and he ask ed for help - first from thc pastoralist Turkmen
through out all of h is realm, from Qaräkül to the lower Syr D arya, and then from
his overlords, th e Qaräkhiräy . The Q aräk hiräy sent hclp, indee d, and the captai n of
th e 10,000 horse force was th e ilig-i Turlem.in, th e titl e th ey had given the er stwhile
Q arakhän id ruler of Balasäghun, a considerable downgrad ing. After some fighting
on both banks of the river Zarafs hän, ir was agreed th at th e Qarluq leaders would
retu rn. P

What we hear next is da ted somc years lat er (to 559 /1163-4 ):24 The Q aräkhiräy
lords ordcrcd th c Q arluq di sp laced fro m their lan ds in Transoxiana (the Samarqand
and Bukhara regions) to Käshghar , where th ey were to engage in agri culture and
othcr peaceful occupations; he also ordc rcd th at they no longer bear weapons. In
reacti on, th e Q arluq went to Bukhara and started p lundering the region, causing
th e city head (one of th c Sad r [amily-") to send to the Qarakhanid fo r hclp , This
man also to ld th e Qarluq that they compared unfavorabl y to the Q arak hiray, who
had no t p lundcrcd, where as th e Qarluq, despite calling thcmselves Muslims, and
cven warrio rs for the faith, did jus t that, The city walls and fortificati ons were fi-
nall y restored by the Oarakha nid ru ler , Q ilich Ta rnghach Khan, in 1164 -5 .

Around th e same time, another Q arluq revolt to ok pla cc led by a man called
'Ayyär Beg; th e reasons for thc revolt are not given, but it see rns clcar th at the or-
der to di splace the Q arluq fro m Mäwarännahr had been neither revoked nor im -
plemented . Moreover, th e situation of the Qarluq pasto ralist s in Mäwarännahr had
remain ed undefin ed since thc batrlc of Qatwän, and th er efore, one need not seek a
new reason for revol t; we can aSSUl11e th at this was jus t another stage in a long-
last ing con flict . Thc Qarakhänid involved he re was th e rulcr of Sarnarq and , the Ql-
Iich Tarnghach Khan ment ioned above (r. 1161- 71).26 He is also crcdi ted wi th a
punitivc expedition again st the murder ers of Tamghach Khan Ibrährm, which wa s
co nducted with utmost brutalit y, involving large parts of southern Mäwarannahr,
pl aces such as Nakhs hab, Ki sh, Chaghän iyän , and Tirrn iz.I? N o Khw ärazrnian in-
te rventio n is mentioned in th is context, Bartol' d wonders whe ther this co uld be th c
same campa ign as de scribed above wi th Il Arslän and thc ilig-i Turlerndn as the
main antagonis ts.P

23 juwayni, Tiirileb-i jahän-gushä, 2: 14-1 5.
24 Ibn al-Athir, Kämil, 11:310.
25 This is the Burhänl family mcnti oned in note 5.
26 Ru ler s of rhc Q arak hänid dyn asty at Samarqand: 1132-41 Ib rährm b. Sulaym än, Tamghach

Khan; 1132-unknown date Mahmü d b. Muhammad (latcr rul er in Khuräsän after Sanjar ); 1141-
56 Ibrähim b. Muharnmad, Ta rnghach Khan (murdered); 1156- 61 'Ali b. al-H asan, Chagh n
Khan; 1161- 71 Muhammad b. Mas' üd, Tamghach Khan (Qrlich Tamghach Khan). Sec the chro-
nology in Kotchnev, "Chronologie," 65.

27 Bar tol'd, Tu rkestan, 360-61, tr . 336; see also id., Telesty, 71 (al-Kärib al-Sarnarqandi: Ag/m ir}al-
siydsa fI a'rdd al-ri'äsa).

28 Id., Tur leestan, 1:358, t r. 334. This campaign was led by Mas'üd b. Hasan the Q arakhänid; see id.,
Turkestan, 1:336. See further Pritsak, "Karaehaniden," 54-55. For all th is, one of rhe main
sources is al-Kätib al-Samarqandi: Agbriid, as quoted in Barto l'd , Tcksty, 71 H. Anothcr source is
al-Husayni, Akhbär, 263.
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H owever that may be, we next encounter some Q arluq in one of the first
Khwärazmian campaigns in central Iran; nArslän sent an army under the leader-
ship of one Shams al-Mulk H usayn b. 'Ayyär Beg whose task it was to help Qut-
lugh Inanch against the ruler of Mäzandarän in the Rayy regio n, th is is dated to
562 /1 166-7.29 This campaign starred with a preparatory period in Gurgän.P the
army was told to pass the spring th ere until the animals had put on some flesh, and
then to move on to central Iran. It mu st be this Qarluq army which was called "the
Khwärazm ians " in Rashid al-Din, arid the way they fought is telling: "they did not
wait long, but wanted to fight , to take booty, and to retu rn qu ickly."3' Their style
is described accordingly: In Abhar and Qazwln and that entire region, th ey
wreaked much disorder, took the children of Muslims prisoner, and even robbed
the Muslims of thei r livestock and drove it away; for example in Q azwln, the y
robbed 2000 camels and wcnt away.P

The next report involving QarIuq is dated to 560/1164-5, but this date must be
corrected, probably to 56711171-2 according to Ibn al-Athir.I! and also because
this report is close ly linked to th e story of how Tl Ars län died, shortly after the
campaigu." In th is campai gn the Qaräkhitäy attacked the Khwärazmshäh nArs-
län, together with a large number of IJasham35 from Transoxiana. Tl Ars läri's cap-
tain was a certain 'Ayyär Beg, a Qarluq. from Mäwarännahr. Bartol'd warns that
thi s must be a different person from the 'Ayyär Beg prcviously mcntionedj-" thi s is
true if we assurne that the sto ry about his being killed is correct. Instead of assum-
ing that this is another person however, l'd suggest that the indi vidual referrcd to is
his son Husayn b. 'Ayyär Beg, who comes to the fore in much the same function in
another cont ext (sec bclow); this is in fact confirmed by al-Husayni, who mentions
the Qarluq. leader and also that his father had once ruled in "Samarqand," bu t was
killed in battle.F The name of this commander killed in battl e is given as Ibn
Husayn 'Ayyär Beg. However, th e Qarluq did not fight weIl: Even befor e joining
battl e, even before the arrival of th e enemies, the y turn ed to flight, and 'Ayyär Beg
was taken prisoner.P This battlc is said to have taken place in the region of Ämuya,
closc to the Amu Darya river, and it would be reasonab le to think that in the
course of all the se events, the Qarakhänids succeedcd in getting many Qarluq. out

29 Schwarz, Sultan , 76, and see al-H usayni, Akhbiir, 148, and Räwand r, Riil;at al-sud ür, 294.
30 Al-Husayni, Akhbiir, 148-49 .
31 Lashkar-i Klncdrazm tawaqquf naml-kardand ml-khwiistand ki jang kunand wa ghiirat girand
wa z üd biiz gashtand. Rashld al-Dln, jiimi' al-taunirileb: Zikr-i Äl-i Saljüq , 169.

32 Rashid al-Dln, [dm i' al-tasodrileh: Zikr-i Ä l-i Saliicq, 169- 70. The same material in Räwandi,
Riil;at al-sudiir, 294.

33 Ibn al-At lür, Kamil, 11:375.
34 Bosworth, Ne to l slamic Dynasties, 179.
.15 The term hasham frequently is used for " rnilirary rctinuc, indeed warriors , mobi lized for cam-

paigns, coming from a pastoral nomadic background, arid returning to thcir morc peaccfu l occu-
pations after the campaign;" see Paul, "Te rms for Nornads," 446.

36 ß artol'd , Turkestan, 361, tr. 337.
37 Al-Husayni, Akhbiir, 148.
35 juwayni, Färileh-i jahiin-gushii, 2:16-17.
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of Mäwa ränna hr, no t into thc Käshghar region, bu t into Khuräsän; they conse-
qu ently did not come under Qaräkhitäy co ntro!, but cont inu ed as Khwärazmian
allies.

As a result, we get th c following chronology:

1156 Qarluq kill th c Qarakhäni d rulcr (Ibrählm b. Muhamrnad)
1158 Qarluq appea l to the Khwära zrnshäh (I1 Ars län) for help against the

Qarakhäni ds
1163 Q aräkhi räy ord er Qarluq displaee d [rorn Transo xiana. Q arluq raid against

Bukhara; pu nitive eampaign by Qarakhänid ru ler (Qilich Tamghach Khan).
Same time? Same cvcnts ? One 'Ayyär Beg, from a hurn blc family, revol ts
against Qarakhänids, takes over in southern Transoxiana; punitive expedition
by Qarakhänid ruler (Qilich Tarnghach Khan); 'Ayyär Beg killed

1166 Q arluq particip atc in Khwärazmian eampaign in cent ral and western Iran;
Q arluq leader poss ibly Husayn b. 'Ayyar Beg

1171-2 Q arluq suppo rt Khwärazrnians against Qaräkhitäy at Ämüya, but are
unrcliable; Qarluq leader (again): (possi bly) H usayn b, ' Ayy är Beg

What can we make of these reports? Fi rst, it seems that th c Q arluq groups we meet
in the sources have difficulty find ing and reta ining their pl ace in T ransoxiana,
where apparently th ey are no t ancient dwellers; at least part of them came there as
a result of th e O arakhitay expa nsion. Apparently, for wha teve r reasons, thc ir rcla-
tionships with the Qarakhänids were never good since they sought to ally thern -
sclvcs to othcr rulers present in th e region: fir st, they rallied around Sanjar, and af-
ter his de ath and that of their own leader, th ey turned to the new Khwärazmshäh .
We mu st remember that it was Mahmüd b. Muharnm ad, a Qarakhänid in his patri-
lineage and Sanjar's nephew, who succeeded hirn on the throne of Khuräsän, and
thus for a group which was at loggerheads wi th th e Qarakhän ids, thc Saljüq alli-
ance ended up in an impasse after Sanjar's death. It sho uld also be kept in mind that
Q arakhänid coins we re minted in a number of places in what is to day northern Af-
ghanistan durin g thi s period, a1l10ng othe rs, at Balkh and at Andkhud -' ? that is, thc
region where we suppose Oghuz 'statelets' to have formed.

Thc Q arluq-Khwärazm ian allianc e was clearly directed against the Qarakhänid
ruler of Samarqan d. In th is conflict, bo th sides, the Khwärazmians and thc Qara-
khänid s, employed a simi lar strategy in military matt ers, in parti cula r in th e re-
cruitmcnt of military manpower. There was a core group recruited by the ruler
who was th e leader of th e alliance, th e Khwarazrnshah or th e Q arakhänid, and
both had allies coming from a pastoralist background . It is not clear, however, who
pl ayed the leading part in such pa cts: was nArslän acting on behalf of th e Qarlu q,
or did he lu ve his own plans, intending perh aps to enlarge hi s rcalm by adding at
least part s of Transoxiana to it?

When th e Qarluq were thrcatcn ed with eviction from Transoxiana, the Khwä-
razmian alliance became even more import ant for them. App arcntly th cy were then

W Kotchnev, "Chronologie," map at p. 70.
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willing (or perhaps forced) to serve as Khwära zmian troops in territories in which
they thernselves may not have been interested. It appears that at sorne juncture
(around 1164-5), a con siderable number of Qarluq crossed the Amu D arya and
hen ceforth served in Il Arslari's armies in central and western Iran. Their interest is
grossly described as booty .

On the other hand, n Arsl ari's bene fit from this alliance is rather clear: H e
wanted to gain control over the southern fringe of the Oarä-Qüm, in particular thc
region called Dihistän, and perhaps had an intention to push Iarther into Gurgän .
At that time Qarakhänid influence in thc regi on was next to nothing. Control over
Dihistän was achieved in 1164-5,40 and at th e same time nArslän also succeeded in
taking Nasä."! In the case of Nasä, the Khwärazrnshäh wa s reac ting to a maneuver
by al-Mu'ayyid Äy Äba, the lord of Naysäbür.42 It is not entircly clear what role
the Qarluq troops played in achi eving this; they are described as unreliable forces,
and nArslän certainly was not using th em as his main army. Therefore, he made
use of them, but at the same tim e, he kept th em at a distance; Schwarz thinks that
he was interested in keeping thern on th e move.v'

Is this a case for the paradigm mcntioncd bcfore, grazing gro unds for milita ry
servic e? The answer is affirmative, but not without qualification, since what was at
stake for thc Qarluq at first, evidently, is the territory they needed and which for
whatever reasons the Qarakhänid ruler of Samarqand was no longer will ing to
grant thern. On the other hand, this case does not seem typical sinc e the Qarluq are
not described as destitutc. Military scrvice, at least at first, do es not seem to be th e
only solution they envisage; initially they are able to return to th cir grazing
grounds. At a second stage, however, this may have changed, and th eir situation
may have deteriorated. Did thc Qarluq hope to get new pastures as a result of their
camp aigning in cent ral and even western Iran? The sources suggest thc contrary:
thcy were int erested in plund er rather than in acquiring territory and we da not
know whether any significant Qarluq gro ups remained in Mäwarännahr after
1164-5 or where their flocks, if any, were grazin g aft er that, Nor do we know
whence came thc Qarluq who fought - or rather, did not fight - th e Qaräkhiräy as
allies of nArsl än, where they went alter thc battle, and where the group around
Husayn b. 'Ayyär Beg had their winter and sumrner camps.

The Qipchäq: Alli ance and Conflict

One of the mo st vital obj ect ives of Khwärazmian politics from the 1130s on-
wards '" was to expand into the winter pastures around Khwärazm, the shores of

40 Ibn al-Athi r, Kamil, 11:315.
41 Ib id.
42 For these development s and persons, see Schwarz, Sultan.
43 lbid., 80.
44 Fo r th e essentia ls of Khwäraz rnian politics, see Paul, "Role of Khwära zrn."
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the Aral Sea, the Mangqishlaq peninsula, and the lower Syr Darya, includin g the
city of Jand , thc main commercial emporium and fortress commanding the tra ding
routes as weil as th e pastoralist campgrounds . The succes sful expansion im o both
regions is linke d to AtSlZ (either as crown pri nce or in the earlier years of h is rule;
Jand was ccrtainly takcn bcfore 1133); Jand was hencefon h the second most im-
portant town in the Khwärazrnian realm, and Khwarazmian rul e in that region was
more or less cont inuo us.P Further advances along the right (northeastern) bank of
the Syr Darya were th e natural con sequence, but thcsc were much hard er to secure .
The target of such campaigns normally was Slghnaq, to th e east of th e Syr Darya
(on its middle course). The Tu rks who were nomadising in that area probably were
not Muslims, since the se campaigns are sty led as ghazwa. j uwayni gives one exarn -
ple: In Muharram 547/ Ap ril 1152, when the governor of Jan d was one Kamal al-
D'in, son of Ars Ian Khan Mahmüd (and thus probably a Qarakhänid), A tSlZ wellt
on campaign against th e un believers with Sighnaq as the ultirnatc aim. The unbc-
lievers in que stion were therefore prob ably Q ipchäq - Sighnäq was known as th e
Q lpclü q centre along thc right bank of thc Syr. For this campaign, AtSlZ sought to
win Kamal al-Din over for an alliance. Th is man, however, feared AtSlZ, took to
flight, bu t was taken and killed.46

N on-Muslims are said to have cons titutcd part of the Khwarazrnian army, and
some of these Turks very prob ably were Q lpchaq from early on: When Sanjar bc-
sieged AtSlZ in Hazärasp (in 1138), aro un d 10,000 of the latter' s warriors and allies
were killed, some of th ern non-Mus lim s.f" Sanjar's chancery had a tendency to
rnark AtSlZ as an ally of unbelievers, not only in th is case, but also when he is rc-
proa ched for having taken l and and Mangqishlaq, where he had fought against
goo d Muslims, among thern warriors for the faith. Besides, of course, it was known
th at AtSlZ had accepted Qarakhitay overlordship and was paying annual tr ibu te to
their rul er, the Gurkhan.

We do not know for certain, however, whether any of these (probably no n-
Mus lim) Turkish warriors were Q lpchaq, even if it is very likely - th e sources are
not very fort hcoming in giving ethnic or tr ibaI identificatio ns. This leads to the
questio n of how ancicnt the frien dly relationship between the Khwarazrnshah
dy nasty and the Q tpchaq in fact was . Two autho rs (among those used for this pa-
per) give the impression that the link is very old and was "a lways" there: 'Nasawi,
one of th e most "Khwärazmian" authors we have (although we mu st keep in mind
that he was hostile to Terken Khatiin, th e reprcscnrativc of thc Qipchäq party); and
Jüz jani, a hostile one.

jü zjani has a markcd int erest in underlining the alliance between the emerging
Khwärazrnian dy nasty and Q lpchaq groups. AtSlZ is praised for his campaigns

45 Agajanov, "Stares," 75, thinks that th cse victories were won against - among others - some Q ip-
chäq groups.

46 juwayni, Türileb-i [ahan-gush«, 2:10 H.
47 ßarrol'd, Teksty, 45, taken from a 'Khwarazrn ian' co llect ion of specimens for off icial eorre-

spondence (insha '), ms. St Petersburg, C-8 16.
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against land, Turkestan and th e Qlpchaq,48 bu t alread y his san nArslän is said to
have taken thcm as allics. t? and it is also sta ted (of course) th at both paid t ribute to
the infid el Q arakhit ay. Ir is ]iizjanl again who sees th e origin of the Khwä raz rn-
shähs (d escenda n ts of Anüsh-Tegln) in the Qipchäq confederation, cvcn if the
source its eIf states that th is is an o ral tradition; and in th e sarne co ntext , he men-
tions an early influx of Qipchäq groups in to th e reg ions in which Khwärazm was
intere sted, particularly thc region of Jand, cvcn bcfore the coming of the Saljüqs.
N asawi confirms the na rrow ties between the Khwarazrn sh ahs and the Qrpchäq;
he even sta tes that from early on, all their rulers had Qipchäq mothers, arid that
thercfore, thc Qlpchaq feit fri endship and love for thi s dynasty.

The areas the Khwarazrnshahs were in terest ed in w ere exactly th ose reg ions
where Qipchäq groups were to be found. The Q ipchäq had taken thc place of the
O ghuz in these areas; from the middle of the eIeventh century on, they seem to
have been dominant in Iormerly O ghuz lands on the lower Syr Darya and on the
fri nges of Khwarazrn. Bur apparcnt ly , their tcrritories stretched far to th e east, and
Q ipchäq groups must have been affected by the Qarakhitäy advance into Central
As ia.

One of the most important sources on the Qipchäq alliance is certa inly th e col-
lection of letters called al-Tawassul ilCi l-tarassul, one of the famous insbii':
collections from Saljüq and Khwarazrnian ch anccrics .>? This is not thc morncnt to
comment on the methods to be us ed w ith this kind of source material; suffice it to
say that we have to recko n with a fair amount of boasting - the pie ces in question
are all outbound corrcspondcnce, arid one of the purposes in writing thern doubt-
lessly was to enhance the standing of the sender in th e eyes of the addressee. This
said, th ere is aseries of half a dozen letters or so from 577 to 578 (1181-82) in
which Qlpchäq are mentioned. The dates of sorne of the letters are d isputed, but
this is not a vital co ncern in our context , since th e differ ence is no more than one
year , and another group is firmly dated to the mentioned pcriod.>'

The very fir st letter - written to the Ghürid Sultan Ghiya~ al-Din - already
mentions that the Khwärazmians are planning a campaign in Khuräsän in which
the participation of Qipchäq warrio rs also is to be cxpcctcd .V (Ir must be said that
Tekesh and also his SO ll Muhammad had ahabit of mentioning Turkish support,
for evident reasons: the Turks were renowned warriors, th ey were numero us, and

48 [ üzjäni, Tabaqiu, 354.
49 Ib id.
50 Bahä' al-Din Baghdädi, al-Tawassul tu l-tarassul.
51 The lett ers in question and the ir datings have been discussed by Schwarz, Sultan, 1-25, with a

German translation of the relevant Ietters, 26-49. I luve myself discussed thc source critical
prob lems conncctcd to this literary genre in my " lnshti'-Collection s." - In thc case of thc tcxts
under study hcrc, onc main argument that they refleet ' real' lett ers is th eir wealth in personal
names and even datings. .

52 Bahä' al-Din Baghuäui, al-Tawassul ilti l-tarassul, 145-49, the Q ipchäq are mentioned on p. 148;
Schwarz, Sultan , 26 H. Schwarz dates this piece [0 577 /11 81-2. Ghiyäs al-Di n was rhe head of the
Gh ürid ruling family Irom 1163-1203.
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thcy wcrc Icarcd both fo r th eir alleged or rea l reckless ness in fighting and also th eir
tendency to plunder.)

O rie of th e fo llowing lett ers, while it does no t menti o n Q ipc häq wa rriors as
possible support, docs contain a statement about the regional provenance of the
troop s T ekesh has under his cornrnand . Among thcsc regions, the T urkmen zo ne -
D ihistän, G urgän, N asä, Ablward, and possibly Mäzandarän - ho lds a prominent
pl ace; second is th c Syr D arya region, rep resented by Jand, Shahrkent, Bärjinligh-
kent, and Rib ätät - all of which could be Qtpchäq tcrritorics - as weil as Mang-
qish laq , which is also ment ioned .f

The next letter wa s probabl y written at about th e same time as the previous
one .>' H ere, Qipchäq are menti on ed - indeed, th ey fo rm onc of the major subjects
of thc lctrcr. It is stated th at the Qrpch äq ch iefs, Alp Q arä Drän and his son Qirän,
to geth er with a group of Yu ghür followers, have arrived in the vicin ity of l and and
have offered their services (which we rnust understand to bc military in character).
Thcrc can bc no doubt that th ese men were not Muslims (fro rn the pious wish
"May God rnake th em find the happ incss of Islam " which the author adds to their
names).55 The offer implies th at th e Qipchäq leaders ask ed Tc kcsh what hc bade
them to do that wintcr; in yet another lett er (writte n some months later), they refe r
to a campaign they had undertaken as Tckesh 's allics the previou s winter which
had led th ern deep into Q ar äkhitäy territo ry (T aräz is mention ed as th c ultimate
point they claim to havc rcachcd, but one shou ld remember th e present autho r' s
previou s remarks about boast ing; also, thc accompanying rh etoric about fighting
thc inf idcls so unds funny in relation to peopl e who we kn ow had nothing to do
w ith Islam).

It is known that Tekesh at sorne point ma rried Q rrän 's daug hter, the famou s
Tcrkcn Khät ün, me ther of Muhammad, under w hose jo int reign Qipchäq influ-
ence in the Khwarazrn ian Emp ire can be said to have becorn e pa ramount. This
marriage is alluded to in o ne of the letters,56 and it is also ment ioned in bo th jü zjä-
n157and j uwayni .t"

53 Bahä' al-Dm Baghdädl, al-Tawassul ilä l-tarassul, 155, and Schwarz, Sultan, 32, addrcssed again
to Ghiyäg al-Din Chüri, da ted to rhe beginning of 578 /l'vlay -Junc 11 82 by Schwarz. f ür the
place names cf. Bartol'd, Turhestan, 179- 80, tr . 178- 79, whcrc it is said that Shah rkent is ano ther
terrn for Yangikent or al-Qa rya al-Hadir ha; Bärjmlighkent is probably closer to [and than to
Sighnäq because Tekesh csrablishcd his son 'Allshäh as governor there before moving on carn-
paign on to thc latt cr place; Ribätät is also in this region .

54 Bahä' al-Din Baghdädr, al-Taioassul ilä l-tarassul, 156 H.; Schwarz, Sultan, 34 H. Addrcssc d again
to Ghiyä~ al-Dr n Gh üri, dated to Muharram 578/May-June 1182.

55 Baha' al-Din Baghdadl, al-Ta ioassul ilä l-tarassul, 158. Th e fo rmu la is razzaqahu llähu 'iz za 1-
isläm; again p. 174.

56 1bid ., 174: sonsilat-i qaräbat; Schwar z, Sultan, 39.
57 j üzjäni , Tabaqä t, 355. H cre O rrän is called the Khan of the Qipchäq.
SR j uwaynl, Tdrileh-i jahän-gushä, 2:109, where it is stated tha t Mu\:1ammad' s mo ther was from the

Ur an tr ibai group.
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Terken Khätün's genealogy is given differently in N asawi. This au thor makes
her come fro m thc Bayäwut tribai gro up59 of the Yimek (Kimek) co nfederation;
but on the other hand, he states that the Khwära zrns h äh dynasty had firm rnari tal
alliances with the Q ipchäq. Probably this would mean, as Golde n suggeste d, that
thc Bayäwut (Bayat) and U ra n (O ran) " rnay be viewed as rela ted clans or tribes,
parts of the Ö lberli grouping of the Yimek."60 All the tr iba l groups mentioned
could p ossibl y be subsumed under thc heading 'Qlpchaq', depending on t he per-
spective and th e cont ext.

We do not know which tasks Tekesh had for the U ran Qrpchäq, bu t it is alte-
gethe r possible that hi s unquestionabl e milit ary supe rio rity over th e course of the
next years has something to do wi th hi s powerful allies . A lso , we might no te that as
soon as Tekesh established hi s ru le in Khuräsän, he adopted a clearly pastoralist
style of rulin g: It is not by chance tha t he ascended the th ro ne of Khuräsän (and
had him self addressed as the sultan) on the famous summer pastures of Rädk än-i
Tus,61 after having spent thc winter in thc no less famous wi nt er grazi ng grounds
of Gurgän. N o suc h 'rnigratory cycle' is reported fro m his immediate predecessors,
al-Mu'ayyid Äy Äba and his descendants.

W e do not know, either, how many Oipchaq participated in Tekesh 's cam-
paigns into central and western Iran (beginning in 1193 and continuing throughout
the remainde r of his reign). But some clu es come from an observa tion in Rawandi:
Even if it is evident th at this au thor aims at depic ting the political and military situ-
ation of h is time as abj ectly chao tic - and at provin g his point th at "kingship and
rcligious law are like thi s world and the next, two opposites th at cannot be bro ught
toget her"62 - one of the fea tures he uses to descr ibe this is to unde rl ine that th e
Khwärazrnians stole the cat tle and in general the livesto ck of the unhappy popula-
tions w ho had to endu re their exacti ons.v' It is even said that th ey had the an ima ls
d riven away to Khwarazrn .

This does not mean that the Qipchäq were entirely won over to the Khwäraz-
mian allia nce, nor does it mean that T ekes h had in any mean in gful way added th e
Qipchä q te rritory to hi s rea lm. In a story related by ]uwaynl, complications be-
tween the Khwärazrnians and th e Qrpchäq are evident. juwayni says that in the
late wi nter or spring of 591 / 1195, Tekesh went campaigni ng to th e northeastern
side of the Syr Darya, wit h Sighnäq (again) as a target. The man he was fighting,
called Q ätir Büqü, rct rcat cd as soon as hc lcarnt th at Tckcsh had rcachcd ] and.64
While pursu ing his ene rny , so rne of the Uran warriors who were in Tekesh 's reti-

59 The evid ence for this qu estion has been discussed by Golden, "Cumanica II, " 23, note 78. Nasa-
wi, Sira, 71.

60 Sec Golden, "Cumaniea TI."
61 These su rnmcr pastures became ' imperial' pasturcs in the MongoI perio d, but pcrhaps had held

particula r pres tige ear lier. See Aubin, "Reseau pasto ral et reseau.caravanier."
62 Räwandi, Rabat al-~'udiir, 391- 92 (in bo th Arabic and Persian).
63 Ibid ., 383 and 394 (among others),
64 j uwayni , Tarikh-i jahan-gusha, 2:40. See also Golden, "Curnanica II ," 23, note 78: "A rternpts
luve been made to connect thi s 'qran with Qadir Buqu Xan and other s."
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nue passed word to Qätir Büq ü that in the event of a military encounter, the y
would not figh t. Qätir Büqü was not slow in un derstanding, and battle was joined
on 6 Jumädä II 591118 May 1195. The Uranis kept their promise; the y did not
fight, but plu ndered Tekesh's baggage instead. The Khwärazmians consequently
suffered a serious dcfcat and had a hard time getting back to Khwärazm,

There is a seque l to thi s story . Only two or three years later, fighting br oke out
bctwccn Qätir Büq ü and his nephew (barädarzäda) Alp Derek (?).65 Alp Derek, of
course, p layed thc Khwärazmian card, promising that if help we re forthcoming, he
would annihilate B üq ü, and th us Büqü's realm wo uld fall to the Sultan. At that
juncturc, Muhamrnad (the Khwärazmian prince who was a Qipchäq on his moth-
er 's side and whose khäl Alp Derek therefore must have been) was called from the
post in Shäd yäkh he had taken ove r shor tly bcfore, and in Rabi ' I 594 (began 11
January 1198) he was on the spot in the lower Syr Darya region. Büqü was indeed
defeated in batt le, and in thc beginning of Rabi' II he was led in chains to Khwä-
razm. The remainder of his peopl e (qawm) immediately sided with Alp D erek,
w ho had no bctter ideas than to shift his alliances and ' reb el' against hi s ers twhile
allies . Tekesh, in tu rn, was weil versed in steppe politics: He made Büq ü one of his
emirs, and after some time, he had the pleas ure of hear ing that Büq ü had won a vic-
tory over Alp Derek.

Again, what are we to make of thc sc reports? First, th ere were evidently sevcral
stages in thc Khwärazrnian -Qipchäq mixture of allianc e and conflict . We do not
know much about thc very firs t stage, before th e ar rival of thc U ran leaders at
Jand ; we can only suppose or su rrnisc that there we re some Qipchaq in Khwä-
razmian service as early as Sanja r's siege of Hazärasp in 1138, and tha t already At-
SIZ had sorne dea lings with them when he took control of Mangqishlaq and Jand.
But we cannot be sure, and we do not know anything abo ut th e possibl e te rms of
suc h an alliance. Neither can we say much about thc balance between alliance and
conflict.

In the next stage, things become a little bit clearer. Alp Qarä and Qlrän cvi-
den tly offered military services, and it is evident that thcy led important groups, so
tha t their offer could not easily be declined. Two campaigns are mentioned in the
sourees, both of them winter campaigns. The fir st allegedly di rected against thc
Qaräkh i~äy, although doubts about th e rel iability of that information are jus tif ied,
the other aimed at a target which th e sources do not specify. We do not know what
thcy asked for in retu rn . Wi nte r pa sture? This is not impossible, indeed I th ink it is
prob able, bu t thcre is no rea l proof. However tha t may be, th e mili tary alliance
now beca me important eno ugh for both sides to conclude a marriage alliance as

65 I do not see any rcason to ident ify this Alp Derek with rhc Alp Qarä mentioned above, pace
Barro l'd , Turk estan, 368-69, tr. 343---44. Agajanov sees thc family relationships differentl y: Alp
Qarä's son Q lran was also called Qädir Khan alias Qätir Büqü Khan; this man had at least onc
daught cr - Terken Khätün - and at least onc son, Alp Derek, also calied Qäyir Khan Inälcluk,
bur thi s does not fit with the staterucnt that Alp Derek was a nephew of Q irän. Sec Agajanov,
"Stares," 76.
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weIl. (It is a pity that we do not know anything about the background of Tekesh's
and Sult änshäh's respcct ivc mo thers. Were ' tribal' marriages a tradition in thc
Khwärazmshäh dynasty?) In this stage, alliance seems to prevail, and conflict is not
menticned at all. Bur th e Orpchdq lcadcrs retain their agency all along, even if they
are said to bc awaiting T ekesh 's orders and even if th ey go campaigning together
with Khwarazrni an emirs. We do not know much more about the terms of the alli -
ance, but it does not secm to have involved conversion to Islam.

The third stage is characterized by infighting among two (or more) Oipchaq
leaders, with the Khwarazrnians getting involved, with deplorable results at first,
but with thc Khwarazrn ians p revai ling in the end. At thi s stage, conflict again
emerges, wi th the roots of the conflict p robably lying wirhin the Q lpclüq ru ling
family; the Khwärazrnian ru ling farni ly, in turn, could not avoid being involved in
this conflict because th e fami ly ties had bec ome too close .

For the time being, I cannot tell whethcr thcrc is a link between th e Q ipch äq
alliance and th e Khwärazmian 'western' policy du ring Tekesh's reign.

Conclusion

How can we describe the re lat ionship between the Khwä raz ms hähs and first th e
Qarluq, thcn thc Orpchaq in the second half of the twelfth cemury? Fi rst, it is
striking that we do not hear anything about the Qarluq during Tekesh 's reign. T his
remains a mystery, and it gives rise to a number of questions: D id the Qarluq con-
federation ' dissolve' ? D id the Q arluq migrate out of the Khwärazrnian spherc of
influence? Can we presume a change of labels, with some groups coming firs t un -
der the Qarluq label and latcr under the Oipchaq one? Or did the Qipchäq alliance
cornplctely obliterate th e Qarluq?

One of the theses about the way T urkic pastoral nomads behaved in m ilitary
alliances was formulated by Ga rdlzi: H e said th at whenever the y are weak, they of-
fer military servi ce in return for pasture; then when they get stronger, thcy try to
revise the terms of the alliance . The Qarluq conform to this pattern quite neatly: .
They had problems getti ng suffic ient grazing grounds wirhin Transoxiana, and af-
te r thei r revolt in 1163 had been quelled (by th e Q arakh änid rulcrs), they presuma-
bly could no longer stay whc rc thcy had been. The intern al conf licts within the
Qarluq tribai groups cannot be t raced , but the fact that the leader of the revolt is
described as an upstart is a sure sign that there must have bccn conflicts. We do not
know wha t became of th e previous ru ling clan - th e peopl e we can identify over
th e followi ng yea rs come from the new leadership. As a res ult of both th c imernal
co nflicts and th e defeat in revolt, the Qarluq, or at least a substa ntial port ion of th e
co nfederation, change d their alliances and also th eir way of earning a living: they
sought milit ary ern ployment, just as the very early Saljüqs had done after thcy had
been de feate d by the Oghuz Yabghü Shäh Malik.
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It is no coinciden ce that thc ir relationship with th e Khwarazrnshah n Ars lfin
also takes on a different charac ter at that point: The Qarluq had fostered a Khwär-
azmia n alliance before, and wirheut doubt the Q arluq rctaincd th cir indcpcndcncc,
even to th c point where it is by no means clear who is th e leadi ng partner in the
joint campa igns th ey undert ook together with the Khwärazmians. After the defeat,
however, th e Qarlu q lead ers clearly appear as subord ina te; th c Qarluq are now in-
tcgrat ed into thc Khwärazrnian army (t ha t th ey did not always obey orders is quite
ano ther qu estion) so that to some, the Khwarazrnian army in Iran appeared to be a
Q arluq one.

The Qlpchaq, on the other hand, retai n th eir standing as equa ls to the Khwär-
azmia ns all along. It is tru e that Baghdä di, th e court scr ibe at the Khwärazmian di -
wan, wrote in his letters to thc G h ürid Sultans that the O ipchaq leader s ha d sub-
mitr ed to the Khwarazrnshäh (the term is td 'at ), jus t as Gardiz i had desc ri bed th e
pattern: Whenever a military confrontatio n is ahe ad , the Turks offer obedience and
military scrv icc in re tu rn for graz ing gro unds . This may we il have been the back -
gro und for O ipchaq behaviour at this rnoment - the steppe was again in tu rmoil.
But the details are shrouded in mys tery. We do not know what the Q lpchäq may
have wa ntc d : did thcy nccd winter pasture? O r wc re thcy just looking for addi -
tiona l sources of income ? Did th ey expect a milita ry confro ntation, e.g. w ith the
Qarakh iray , and were they therefore wi lling to enter into close relations hip wi th
the Khwära zrns häh dynasty ? For all thcsc qucstions, I fea r, thcrc w ill bc 110 an-
swer. T aken in all, it is probably best to fo llow N asaw i in his description of the
Q rpchäq-Khwärazmian alliance: he uses th e terms wald' and ma/;Jabbat, 'affection'
and ' lov e' , and thc verb rndla, 'to lean or tend towards', 'to feel syrnpathy for',
w hen he speaks of th e Qipchäq and th eir alliance w ith th e Khwärazrnshäh dynasty .
A t any ra te, this was a relationship between equa ls, an d we must suppose tha t the
Qipchäq lcadcrs (or th c tribcs in th cir ent ire ty) p ro fit ed fro m thc alliance as much
as th e Khwarazrnshähs d id.
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