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Attempts at unification. It is clearly borne out by evidence that the honorific title amīr al-omarā, with which 

the caliph had invested the youngest and weakest of the three brothers, did not increase the political and 

military importance of its bearer. Nevertheless it soon became considered as a matter of high prestige. 

Emād-al-Dawla Alī had tried to claim it for himself, though he had had no right to it, and perhaps Rokn-al-

Dawla Ḥasan had done so, too, after Alī’s death. (According to Ebn al-Aṯīr, VIII, pp. 483-84, Emād-al-

Dawla received the title in his lifetime, and Rokn-al-Dawla received it after Alī’s death.) In any case Ażod-

al-Dawla corroborated his claims to the unrivaled rule over the Buyid provinces by declaring that his father 

had been nominated amīr al-omarā by the caliph.  

This, however, was a false claim. In the spring of 344/955 Mo ezz-al-Dawla became seriously ill and 

deemed it necessary to designate his son Baḵtīār as his successor (Ebn al-Aṯīr, VIII, p. 510). Five years later 

the caliph recognized him officially, granting him the title Ezz-al-Dawla. Mo ezz-al-Dawla died on 13 Rabī 

355/8 April 967. During the seven years that had passed since Baḵtīār’s succession to the office of amīr al--

omarā  had been sanctioned by the caliph, the young prince had ruled in Baghdad, whenever his father had 

led military expeditions. Baḵtīār had gained some political and administrative experience, and the fact that 

he had been acting on behalf of his father Mo ezz-al-Dawla several times was another proof refuting the 

unjustifiable claims of his cousin Ażod-al-Dawla.  

Baḵtīār wisely tried to be on good terms with his uncle Rokn-al-Dawla, because he knew that he could not 

do without his support if he wanted to get a firm hold of his Iraqi heritage. He even mentioned his powerful 

uncle’s name in addition to his own on the coins he issued. This policy proved advantageous, when Baḵtīār, 

fighting some unruly Turkish military leaders, suddenly found his position seriously endangered. Rokn-al-

Dawla answered his nephew’s cry for help by ordering Ażod-al-Dawla, who was residing in Shiraz, to go to 

his cousin’s aid. But it is doubtful whether this was the sort of support Baḵtīār had been expecting, for the 

relations with his cousin had not been unclouded in the past.  

After a series of campaigns, during which Ażod-al-Dawla fought his cousin’s enemies with changing energy 

owing to the prevailing circumstances and with regard to the strategic advantages he was reckoning upon for 

himself, he profited from a rebellion of the Daylamite mercenaries in Baghdad and forced his cousin Baḵtīār 
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to resign from the office of amīr al-omarā. Rokn-al-Dawla did not approve of this and compelled his son to 

return to Shiraz (Ebn al-Aṯīr, VIII, pp. 648-54).  

Rokn-al-Dawla, who had made Ray the capital of his principality, by no means wanted to lose his influence 

in Iraq for the benefit of Ażod-al-Dawla. He even tried to check the activities of his ambitious son by 

establishing another principality at Hamadān, which he bestowed upon Abu’l-Ḥasan Alī Faḵr-al-Dawla, one 

of Ażod-al-Dawla’s brothers. This arrangement, however, meant a further complication of the internal 

structure of the Buyid amirate.  

In the following years Baḵtīār was anxious to win allies among the different political and military leaders, 

who had a hand in the affairs in Iraq and, of course, would not readily submit to such a strong regime as 

Ażod-al-Dawla seemed to promise. But Baḵtīār’s efforts came to nothing when Rokn-al-Dawla died in 

Moḥarram 366/September 976. Ażod-al-Dawla immediately resumed the policy of extending his princi-

pality into Iraq and of claiming the office of amīr al-omarā for himself. Finally when Ażod-al-Dawla’s 

name was dropped from public prayer in Iraq, Ażod-al-Dawla marched towards Ḵūzestān and in 11 Ḏu’l-qa 

da 366/1 July 977 won a decisive victory over Baḵtīār in a battle near Ahvāz, and in the following months 

he advanced to Baghdad, which he entered in December to receive the honorific title he had coveted for 

such a long time (Ebn al-Aṯīr, VIII, pp. 671-73, 689-91).  

Within less than two years Ażod-al-Dawla succeeded in pacifying northern Mesopotamia; yet he respected 

the independence of the Hamdanid bedouin principality, which formed a sort of buffer state against 

Byzantium. Furthermore he endeavored to submit the unruly districts of southern Iraq. Then, in 369/980, he 

decided to seize Hamadān and to oust his brother Faḵr-al-Dawla, who had made alliance with Baḵtīār 

against Ażod-al-Dawla (Ebn al-Aṯīr, VIII, pp. 706-08). Faḵr-al-Dawla actually had asserted himself as heir 

of the eastern parts of the Buyid territories and had got hold of Ray too. Now he fled to the Ziyarids and 

later on to the Samanids and did not return to Ray until 373/984, when he was called back from Gorgān to 

replace his deceased brother Mo ayyed-al-Dawla. Ażod-al-Dawla had already died in Šawwāl 372/March 

983 (Ebn al-Aṯīr, IX, pp. 18-22, 26-27; Kabīr, pp. 42ff.; Busse, pp. 35ff.).  

Thus, in 369/980, the Buyid amirate was united for the first time under the reign of one ruler. Apparently 

Ażod-al-Dawla had solved the two inconsistent tasks which had been a disastrous burden for about thirty-

five years, namely re-establishing an empire recalling the Iranian traditions while saving the Islamic heritage 

of the caliphate from annihilation. But this state of concord and peace was not to last for long, as it was not 

founded on new institutions and new ideals combining the two contradictory elements, but only on Ażod-al-
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Dawla’s forceful personality. For this reason the political order he had enforced upon Iraq and western Iran 

fell to pieces when he died at the age of forty-seven.  

The decades of decline. Faḵr-al-Dawla returned to his residence at Ray as the eldest member of the Buyid 

dynasty and dared to claim some kind of supremacy. He illustrated his claim by issuing coins mentioning 

him as šāhānšāh (Busse, 1969, p. 64), a title already used by Ażod-al-Dawla.  

Ażod-al-Dawla had not designated his successor. When he died his son Abū Kālījār Ṣamṣām-al-Dawla 

Marzbān happened to be in Baghdad and was proclaimed amīr al-omarā. But Abu’l-Fawāres Šaraf-al-Dawla 

Šīrzīl, one of his brothers, protested against this action, left his post in Kermān, and invaded Ḵūzestān and 

southern Iraq. In Baghdad some high functionaries thought of making Abū Naṣr Bahā-al-Dawla Fīrūz, 

Ażod-al-Dawla’s third son, amīr al-omarā instead of Ṣamṣām-al-Dawla. In Ṣafar 375/June 986 Ṣamṣām-al-

Dawla and Šaraf-al-Dawla concluded a treaty: Ṣamṣām-al-Dawla, being the younger of the two, promised to 

obey Šaraf-al-Dawla in accordance with the traditional custom of the clan, retaining the greater part of Iraq, 

whereas Šaraf-al-Dawla was to rule over Fārs, Ḵūzestān, and Basra. Šaraf-al-Dawla’s death in 1 Jomādā II 

379/6 September 989 caused a profound change in the structure of the Buyid amirate. Bahā-al-Dawla 

became his successor at the age of nineteen, and he had to defend Ḵūzestān against Faḵr-al-Dawla, who tried 

to make use of the confused situation in order to assert himself as chief of the dynasty, and shortly after he 

found himself at war with Ṣamṣām-al-Dawla, too. The latter conflict was ended by a treaty in which it was 

stipulated that both Ṣamṣām-al-Dawla and Bahā-al-Dawla should recognize each other as enjoying equal 

rights and that both of them should retain their respective territories. There were now three Buyid 

principalities, independent of each other, with three rulers who claimed to be solely responsible for the 

dynasty as a whole (Ebn al-Aṯīr, IX, pp. 64-65, 75-76).  

Faḵr-al-Dawla reigned in Ray till his death in Ša bān 387/October-November 997. He was succeeded by 

his son Abū Ṭāleb Rostam, who was at that time four years old (Ebn al-Aṯīr, IX, p. 132). The boy, of course, 

was not able to rule by himself. Instead, his mother Sayyeda seized the reins of government and remained 

the actual ruler of the principality until her death in 405/1014. In 397/1006-07 Rostam, who had received the 

honorific title Majd-al-Dawla, tried with the help of his vizier Abū Alī b. Alī b. Qāsem to escape from the 

tutelage of his mother. But she escaped to the Kurdish Abū Najm Badr b. Ḥasanūya, who joined forces with 

Abū Ṭāher Šams-al-Dawla, who was holding Hamadān, and together they marched on Ray and put it under 

siege. Several battles were fought before the city was taken. Majd-al-Dawla was put in chains and 

imprisoned in the fort of Ṭabarak by his mother’s orders, while Šams-al-Dawla stayed to rule in Ray. After a 
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year of imprisonment Majd-al-Dawla was allowed to return to Ray, where he remained secluded from 

political affairs, and Šams-al-Dawla returned to Hamadān (Ebn al-Aṯīr, IX, pp. 203-04).  

In the last years of her life Sayyeda had succeeded in thwarting the efforts of Šams-al-Dawla to occupy Ray, 

and even the Ghaznavid Sultan Maḥmūd, who had conquered Khorasan and was eager to extend his power 

further to the west, had refrained from attacking Ray while she was still alive. (For an interesting story 

concerning Maḥmūd’s intention and Sayyeda’s shrewdness see Tārīḵ-e gozīda, ed. Browne, pp. 428-29). 

But when Majd-al-Dawla Rostam had to reign on his own, the situation changed. Feeling himself menaced 

by his rebellious Daylamite soldiers, he asked Maḥmūd for help. Sultan Maḥmūd was pleased with this 

unexpected pretext allowing him to realize his ambition. He occupied Ray in Rabī�  I 420/March-April 

1029, and his troops sacked the city. Many people were rounded up and stoned as heretics (bāṭenī, qarmaṭī), 

and a large part of the great library there was burned on Maḥmūd’s order (Gardīzī, ed. Ḥabībī, p. 193; Ebn 

al-Aṯīr, IX, pp. 371-72). Majd-al-Dawla and his son were captured and treated as prisoners of high rank. 

Majd-al-Dawla is said to have died at Ḡazna. From the end of the 4th/10th century until 420/1029 the Ray 

branch of the Buyid amirate had been nearly independent of the other Buyid principalities and had been 

involved in the fratricidal feuds of the other amirs only now and then. That Ray had become a flourishing 

cultural center during those three decades may to some extent be due to these circumstances.  

Iraq and Fārs, however, were suffering from constant unrest since the end of the 4th/10th century. Bahā-al-

Dawla had to fight against his brother Ṣamṣām-al-Dawla, who ruled Fārs, Kermān, and Omān and used to 

challenge him once and again. In 388/998 Ṣamṣām-al-Dawla invaded Ḵūzestān and occupied Basra. Bahā-

al-Dawla and his allies, the Kurdish tribal chief Badr b. Ḥasanūya and Mohaḏḏeb-al-Dawla Alī b. Naṣr, 

marzbān of southern Mesopotamia, reconquered Basra, but were unable to win a decisive victory over the 

enemy. Ṣamṣām-al-Dawla, however, was assassinated by a Buyid prince near Shiraz (Ḏu’l-ḥejja 

388/November-December 998); immediately after this his army in Ḵūzestān surrendered, and Bahā-al-

Dawla entered the province. Bahā-al-Dawla advanced to Fārs and Kermān and even annexed Omān. He now 

was in possession of almost as many territories as Ażod-al-Dawla had been in the heyday of his reign, and 

the Buyid emirs of Ray and Hamadān officially recognized his supremacy (Ebn al-Aṯīr, IX, pp. 142-43, 150-

51).  

Bahā-al-Dawla’s position in Mesopotamia, however, became more and more precarious since the bedouin 

principalities, which had sprung up on the northern and western frontiers of Iraq during the 4th/10th century, 

tried to join their forces against the Buyids. This meant that Baghdad was threatened by them once and again 
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since the beginning of the 4th/11th century. In addition to that the Kurdish amir Badr b. Ḥasanūya was 

challenging the Buyids in Iraq. He had, for instance, seized Ḥolwān, a town controlling the important 

Khorasan road. To some extent these troubles in Mesopotamia may be due to the fact that the amīr al-omarā 

no longer considered Iraq as the center of his political interest; when Ṣamṣām-al-Dawla died, Bahā-al-

Dawla made Shiraz his residence, and he obviously did not dream of a renewal of Ażod-al-Dawla’s policy.  

Bahā-al-Dawla died on 5 Jomādā II 403/22 December 1012. His son Abū Šojā Solṭān-al-Dawla became his 

successor. He made his brother Abū Ṭāher Jalāl-al-Dawla his governor in Iraq and entrusted Kermān to 

another brother, Abu’l-Fawāres Qewām-al-Dawla. The latter held this post till his death in Ḏu’l-qada 

419/November-December 1028. In 1018 Solṭān-al-Dawla realized that he might lose Mesopotamia if he did 

not interfere personally. He entered Baghdad but was not able to re-establish peace and security. On the 

contrary the Turkish mercenaries, the strongest military force in Iraq, were opposed to the new influx of 

Daylamite soldiers caused by Solṭān-al-Dawla’s arrival. In 411/1021 they compelled him to make his 

youngest brother Mošarref-al-Dawla king of Iraq (malek al-Erāq), a position hitherto unknown. About two 

years later Solṭān-al-Dawla was expelled from Iraq and had to agree with Abū Alī Mošarref-al-Dawla Ḥasan 

on a treaty in which he even promised to leave Ḵūzestān to his youngest brother. In Iraq his name was no 

longer mentioned in the Friday sermons, Mošarref-al-Dawla being recognized as new amīr al-omarā (Ebn 

al-Aṯīr, IX, pp. 317-19, 327).  

Though supported by the Turkish mercenaries, Mošarref-al-Dawla was unable to put an end to the chaotic 

political situation in Iraq, and, even worse, he could not prevent the Buyid amirate from being split into two 

separated territories. For in 414/1023-24 Alā-al-Dawla Abū Jafar Moḥammad Došmanzīār (q.v.), a maternal 

cousin of Majd-al-Dawla and governor of Isfahan made himself independent of the Buyid great amir and 

advanced to the west, occupied Hamadān, and then tried to get hold of Ḥolwān (Ebn al-Aṯīr, IX, pp. 330-

31). It may be due to the ascent of the Kakuyid amirate, which cut off Majd-al-Dawla’s direct connections 

with Fārs and Mesopotamia, that he turned to the Ghaznavids for help in 419/1028, thus causing the ruin of 

the Buyid principality in Ray (see above).  

The heritage that Mošarref-al-Dawla left to his successor in Rabī I 416/May 1025 was a rather difficult one. 

Unfortunately be had no son, a fact which was to cause further trouble. Qewām-al-Dawla was in possession 

of Kermān, Jalāl-al-Dawla figured as governor of Basra, and Fārs was ruled by Abū Kālījār, the young son 

of Solṭān-al-Dawla. In Baghdad Jalāl-al-Dawla was proclaimed amīr al-omarā, but the military leaders 

supported Abū Kālījār, who was prevented from coming to Iraq by Qewām-al-Dawla, who had attacked 
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him. Finally, in Ramażān 418/October 1027, Jalāl-al-Dawla entered Baghdad after he had been officially 

invested with the title of amīr al-omara (Ebn al-Aṯīr, IX, pp. 361-62). Neither Qewām-al-Dawla nor Abū 

Kālījār was willing to give up his claims. When Qewām-al-Dawla died in Ḏu’l-qa da 419/October-

November 1028 Abū Kālījār was free to intervene in Mesopotamia. This led to a decade of fratricidal wars 

between Abū Kālījār and Jalāl-al-Dawla, interrupted by a period of cooperation against Ghaznavid troops 

which had penetrated into Kermān in 424/1032-33 and were expelled from there three years later. In 

428/1036-37 Jalāl-al-Dawla and Abū Kālījār, who was residing in Ḵūzestān, concluded a treaty defining 

their spheres of interest. After Jalāl-al-Dawla’s death in Šabān 435/March 1044 Abū Kālījār became his 

successor. In the meantime the Saljuqs had penetrated western Iran, putting an end to the Kakuyid amirate 

and, from 437/1046, threatening Iraq. Abū Kālījār retreated to Shiraz, leaving Iraq to the Turkmen and 

securing his own territory by concluding an armistice with Ṭoḡrel Beg, the Saljuq leader (Ebn al-Aṯīr, IX, 

pp. 455, 516, 536).  

Abū Naṣr al-Malek al-Raḥīm, the eldest son of Abū Kālījār, succeeded his father in Jomādā I 440/October 

1048, but he too was unable to organize an effective front against the Saljuqs. In Ramażān 447/December 

1055 Ṭoḡrel Beg, having declared that he wanted to perform the pilgrimage to Mecca, entered Baghdad. The 

caliph ordered that his name should be mentioned in the Friday sermon in addition to that of al-Malek al--

Raḥīm. About one week later al-Malek al-Raḥīm was accused of being responsible for some attacks on the 

Turkman occupants. He was brought to Ṭoḡrel Beg and imprisoned. This was the end of the Buyid amirate 

in Iraq. Only Fārs remained under their control. Until 454/1062 this province was governed by Abū Manṣūr 

Pūlād Sotūn, son of Abū Kālījār, who had married a Saljuq princess. Fārs was conquered by the Šabānkāra 

Kurds before it fell to the Saljuqs (for further details see Kabīr, pp. 68-115; Busse, pp. 67-127),  

 


