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Abstract

Despite being annexed by the Ottoman Empire in 517, Egypt’s military maintained many
Mamluk traditions. These continued, though there were some changes, into the early nineteenth
century. This article will examine how the Ottoman authorities dealt with the existing special
status and how complementary issues of corruption were handled. How effective was Egypt’s
contribution to the Ottoman Army?! Campaigns from the first half of the eighteenth century
provide illustrative examples. Source material for this article comes from the Ottoman Archives
and period chronicles.
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I. Introduction: Military Organization in Egypt

Early Ottoman military campaigns relentlessly focused on a westward advance. Turkish
armies consolidated their hold on Anatolia, then conquered Istanbul and flooded into the
Balkans. The sixteenth century’s long trend changed in nature during the reign of Sultan
Selim I “Yavuz’ (1512-20). Eastern military-political realities encouraged him to contest
domination of Arab lands as the disorganized Mamluk sultanate demonstrated it could
not maintain its authority in Syria. Safavid Iran and even the Dulkadir emirate threatened
Mamluk authority, and Selim I recognized this was a golden opportunity for Ottoman
expansion.

Perceiving a threat from the Safavids, Selim I first advanced eastward in 1514.
Following the defeat of an Iranian army at Chaldiran, he led his soldiers to equally
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decisive victories over Mamluk armies at Mercidabik (Marj Dabiq) in Syria and Ridaniye
(Ridanieh) in Egypt. Cairo fell soon after, confirming Ottoman domination of the Fertile
Crescent.

Recognizing the potential advantage of taking over the Mamluk system, Selim I
established an administration for Egypt that was significantly different from that of the
Balkans, Anatolia, or Syria. Standard Ottoman military/fiscal policy centred on the timar
system, which provided agricultural revenues to provincial cavalrymen in exchange for
military service. Egypt was unique in this regard as the existing Mamluk system was
retained, and even allowed to expand.! In addition, a significant janissary corps stayed in
Egypt, along with a governor, fiscal agents, and a gadi (judge). Unlike the timar system,
individual soldiers did not have direct control of specific estates. Instead yearly taxes, the
salyane (annual pay), were collected to provide salaries for Egypt’s soldiers and the mili-
tary administration.> Egypt became a salyaneli eyalet (a wage province).?> Both janissar-
ies and now Ottoman Mamluks were supported in this fashion.*

Egypt’s peculiar military organization is partially explained by the Ottoman affinity
for Mamluk warriors. Centuries of tradition saw Islamic states buy thousands of slaves
from central Asia and the Caucasus every year, mostly to supplement local military
assets.> The great majority of these slaves came from Turkic groups whose ethnicity
allowed for easy amalgamation into the Ottoman military. It can be said that the Mamluk
system created a potent military force, and these Turkish and Turkified warriors played
significant roles in defeating outside invaders ranging from European Crusaders to the
Mongols.6

Mamluk is often translated as ‘slave soldier’ or ‘owned man’, but although they
started off with such a status while training, Mamluks gained freedom and considerable

1 Fernand Braudel, The Mediterranean and the Mediterranean World in the Age of Felipe II,
trans. Sian Reynolds, 2 vols (London, 1995), II, pp. 667-8. After the conquest of Egypt by
the Ottomans, a change was made to the name of the military system. In Ottoman documents
the Mamluks’ military units were often called Egyptian soldiers. See also Jorji Zeydan, Misr
al-Osmaniyye (Kahire, 1994), pp. 109-18.

2 Stanford J. Shaw, The Financial and Administrative Organization and Development of
Ottoman Egypt, 1517-1798 (Princeton, 1962), pp. 283-313; Muhammed Seyyid, ‘Osmanl
Askeriyesinde ve Askeri Tarihinde Misir’in Yeri’, in Hasan Celal Giizel, Kemal Cigek, and
Salim Koca, eds, Tirkler, 21 vols (Ankara, 2002), X, p. 160.

3 Halil Inalcik, The Ottoman Empire: The Classical Age, 1300-1600 (London, 1997), pp.
104-7; ‘Eyalet’, Encyclopedia of Islam, new edn [hereafter EI?] (Leiden, 1991), 11, p. 723.

4 Nelly Hanna, ‘Administration in Egypt from Ottoman Times to the Present: An Introduction’,
in Nelly Hanna, ed., The State and Its Servants (Cairo, 1995), pp. 6-9; S.J. Shaw, trans. and
ed., Ottoman Egypt in the Age of the French Revolution (Cambridge, 1966), p. 3.

5 David Ayalon, ‘Preliminary Remarks on the Mamlik Military Institution in Islam’, in V.J.
Parry and M.E. Yapp, eds, War, Technology and Society in the Middle East (London, 1975),
p- 55.

6 See D. Ayalon, Gunpowder and Firearms in the Mamluk Kingdom (London, 1968), pp.
46-71; R. Stephen Humphreys, ‘The Emergence of the Mamluk Army’, Studia Islamica
XLV (1977), pp. 67-99, and ‘The Emergence of the Mamluk Army (Conclusion)’, Studia
Islamica XLVI (1977), pp. 147-82.
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privileges after graduating from military school.” This usually happened in their late
teens, when they were free to marry and own property.® Another reason for Ottoman
continuation of the Mamluk tradition was the large numbers of Turkish speakers tradi-
tionally taken into this system. The few non-Turk Mamluks learned Turkish and adopted
Turkish names. As a result, Ottomans called Mamluks Etrak (Turks), while designating
the Mamluk state as Dawlat al-Turk or Dawlat al-Etrak (Turkish state).®

Mamluk candidates started training in their adolescence and completed their education
in military schools called tibag (singular tabaga), and then later were inaugurated into a
military and administrative career having gained their freedom through graduation. Before
1517, when it was annexed by the Ottoman Empire, Egypt’s graduation ceremonies were
often attended by the Mamluk sultan.!? In this system, promotion was based on success
and talent. The most important factor in the creation of Mamluks as a class was their ori-
gins, almost always the Caucasus or central Asia, and their slave background. They were
sometimes called ‘white slaves’ to differentiate them from African slaves, who were more
likely to become eunuchs, labourers, or some form of support troops.!! In late Mamluk
times blacks could become infantry musketeers, but rarely if ever Mamluks.!?

Egypt’s pre-Ottoman military traditions established martial classes that continued
after 1517. The old Mamluk system included memalik-i sultaniyya, who were the slaves
of the Sultan, and jiind al-halqa'® and awldd al-nas'* (both military divisions in the
Mamluk state with fiefs), and the slaves of emirs who were maintained by the sultans
were looked after in return for igf@“ (the assigning of lands to a functionary for his main-
tenance).!’ Jiindi'® numbered 24,000 during the reign of Berkuk. Auxiliary units led by

7 D. Ayalon, ‘The Eunuchs in the Mamluk Sultanate’, in Myriam Rosen-Ayalon, ed., Studies
in Memory of Gaston Wiet (Jerusalem, 1977), pp. 267-95; Siileyman Kiziltoprak, ‘Tiirk
Askeri Tarihinde Memlik Sistemi ve Onemi’, Mimar Sinan Giizel Sanatlar Universitesi
Fen Edebiyat Fakiiltesi Dergisi IV (2004), p. 143. Also see Kazim Kopraman, ‘Misir
Memlikleri (1250-1517) Misir’da Memlik Devleti’nin Kurulusu’, in Kenan Seyithanoglu,
ed., Dogustan Giiniimiize Biiyiik Islam Tarihi, 15 vols (Istanbul, 1989), IV, pp. 433—4.

8 Ayalon, ‘Eunuchs’, pp. 267-95.

9 D. Ayalon, ‘Names, Titles and Nisbas of the Mamluks’, Mamluk Military Society (London,
1985), pp. 195-8.

10  See Hassanein Rabie, ‘The Training of the Mamlik Faris’, in V.J. Parry and M.E. Yapp, eds,
War, Technology and Society in the Middle East (London, 1975), pp. 153—63.

11 M.C. Sehabeddin Tekindag, Sultan Berkuk Devrinde Memluk Sultanligi (XIV. Yiizyil Misir
Tarihine Dair Aragtirmalar) (Istanbul, 1961), p. 21.

12 D. Ayalon, Outsiders of the Lands of Islam: Mamluks, Mongols, Eunuchs (Leiden, 1985), p.
341; Ayalon, ‘Eunuchs’, p. 267.

13 See D. Ayalon, ‘Halka’, EI? (Leiden, 1991), III, p. 99.

14  See D. Ayalon, ‘Awlad al-Nas’, EI? (Leiden, 1991), I, p. 765.

15 For the military structure of the Mamluk state, see Cetin Altan, Memluk Devieti nde Askeri
Teskilat (Istanbul, 2007); Andrew James McGregor, A Military History of Modern Egypt: From
the Ottoman Conquest to the Ramadan War (Westport, 2006). For studies on the Mamluk army,
see D. Ayalon, ‘Studies on the Structure of the Mamluk Army, I-1I, Bulletin of the School of
Oriental and African Studies [hereafter BSOAS] XV (1953), pp. 203-28, 448-76, and ‘Studies
on the Structure of the Mamluk Army, [1I’, BSOAS XVI (1954), pp. 57-90.

16  This term is used for Egyptian soldiers. See Stanford J. Shaw, ed., Ottoman Egypt in the
Eighteenth Century: The Nizamname-i Misir of Cezzdr Ahmed Pasha (Cambridge, 1962),
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Turkmen and Kurdish beys, in addition to the ejnad al-Arap (Arabic military corps in the
Mamluk state) taken from Arabian ‘urban (tribes), supplemented the regulars.!” During
the final days of the Mamluk sultanate, Tomanbey fielded 20,000 soldiers at Ridaniye, a
combination of jiindi, Arabians, Zengids, and Circassians.!® During the reign of Bayezid
II, Ibn Kemal states there were jiindi and Circassians among the Egyptian soldiers, not-
ing that the Turkmen did not get along with the Circassians.!” The latter, according to
Mustafa Nuri Pasha, had numerous conflicts with Arabian soldiers.20

After conquering Egypt, Selim I left 3000 soldiers to maintain his authority.?! Evliya
Celebi recorded Kose Kansu Bey taking these 3000 soldiers to support the siege of Candia.??
Mustafa Nuri Pasha provided different numbers, citing 500 janissaries and 5000 mounted
troops being assigned to Governor Hayir Bey for the security of Egypt after the conquest.??
Until 1525 these imperial troops formed the key units of the Egyptian army. Hayir Bey con-
siderably changed the organization of his military structure in 1525. The governor was
granted greater authority by the Sultan, and included Mamluks and their emirs in addition to
the forces from Istanbul. Various kashifs (a kind of sheriff under the Mamluks in Egypt)
were also assigned to the emirs in Egypt. Thus, besides regaining military authority in
Egypt, Mamluks also obtained direct wages via the Ottoman regime. This combination of
Egyptian and Ottoman forces created a new military dynamic in post-1525 Egypt.

This new dynamic evolved into a new force under the direction of Makbul ibrahim
Pasha.?* Some of the previous Ottoman garrison troops had become ill-disciplined and
were recalled to Istanbul. In their place, a new contingent of janissaries was sent to secure
Kal‘a al-Djebel (Djebel Castle) and Cairo.?> Makbul Ibrahim Pasha merged them with
local levies to create six distinct units: kumliyya (volunteers), cavalry musketeers/rifle-
men, Circassians (Mamluks), janissaries, azebs (infantrymen), and jawishes (ranking
military officers of the palace establishment). In addition to these units, the following also
existed: muteferriga (the governors’ own Mamluks).?® Kuloglu (son of a kul/slave;

p. 30; Topgular Katibi Abdiilkadir (Kadri) Efendi, Topgular Katibi ‘Abdiilkadir (Kadri)
Efendi Tarihi (Metin ve Tahlil), ed. Ziya Yilmazer, 2 vols (Ankara, 2003), I, p. 542.

17  Ismail Hakki Uzungarsili, Osmanli Devieti Teskildtina Medhal (Ankara, 1984), p. 414 —
also for Mamluk military organization, see pp. 414-34; Tekindag, Sultan Berkuk Devrinde
Memluk Sultanhigi, pp. 151-7.

18 1.H. Uzuncarsih, Osmanii Tarihi, vol. 11 (Ankara, 1994), pp. 288-90.

19 The original text reads: ‘ceys-i Cerkes ile kis-i Tiirkman mukatele idemeyub, sehri ve
koyii, ili ve boyu kodilar gitdiler’. See Ibn Kemal, Tevdrih-i Al-i Osman VIII. Defter
(Transkripsiyon), ed. Ahmet Ugur (Ankara, 1997), pp. 82-3.

20 Mustafa Nuri Pasa, Netayic iil-Vukuat: Kurumlar: ve Orgiitleriyle Osmanl Tarihi, ed. Neset
Cagatay, 4 vols (Ankara, 1992), I-1I, p. 86.

21  Seyyid Muhammed es-Seyyid Mahmud, XVI. Asirda Misir Eyaleti (Istanbul, 1990), p. 173.

22 Evliya Celebi, Seyahatname, ed. Seyit Ali Kahraman, 8 vols (Istanbul, 2003), VIII, pp. 184-5.

23 Mustafa Nuri Pasha recorded the governor of Egypt Hayir Bey as Hayri Bey in his work.
See Mustafa Nuri Pasa, Netayic iil-Vukuat, p. 87.

24 See André Clot, Kolelerin Imparatorlugu Memliklerin Misu'1 (1250-1517), trans. Turhan
Ilgaz (Istanbul, 2005), pp. 240-1, and L’Egypte des Mamelouks: L’empire des esclaves,
1250-1517 (Perrin, 1996).

25 Seyyid Muhammed, XVI. Asirda Misir Eyaleti, pp. 189-93.

26  For more on the subject of adding Mamluks to the Ottoman garrison force, see Ahmed D.
Damurdashi, Al-Damurdashi’s Chronicle of Egypt, 1688—1755: Al Durra al-Musana fi Akhbar
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member of a class of military recruit) and karindasoglu (brother of a kul/slave; member of
a class of military recruit) units joined the army to serve in the second half of the sixteenth
century. After fighting in Yemen and Abyssinia, they returned to Egypt and joined the
waged garrison units.?” All were under command of the beglerbegi (provincial governor)
and individual units were directed by captains and agas (various high-ranking officers).

The new Egyptian army contained Ottoman units and local soldiers. As the empire
faced repeated challenges in the late sixteenth century, Mamluk emirs and their sons and
servant entourage also joined the military. This marked the start of a long-term trend
where Mamluks began to regain local authority. Inter-service rivalry between garrison
units exacerbated this problem. After the second half of the sixteenth century, neither
governor nor gadi interfered with financial affairs relating to soldiers’ wages. Furthermore,
new units and military factions such as the Qasimiyye and Fiqariyye of the late seven-
teenth century fuelled opportunity for military corruption.?®

In numbers the Egyptian army increased to over 9300 in the last quarter of the six-
teenth century.?® This almost reached 10,000 in the first years of Suleiman the
Magnificent.3? Between 1664 and 1797 the seven ojags (regiments)3! increased from
13,000 to 18,000.3% This increase was an empire-wide phenomenon.33

al-Kinana, trans. Daniel Crecelius and Abd al-Wahhab Bakr (Leiden, 1991); Abd Al-Rahman
Jabarti, Napoleon in Egypt: Al-Jabarti’s Chronicle of the French Occupation, 1798, trans.
Shmuel Moreh (Princeton, 2005); Metin Kunt, The Sultan’s Servants: The Transformation
of Ottoman Provincial Government, 1550-1650 (New York, 1983); Jane Hathaway, ‘The
Military Household in Ottoman Egypt’, International Journal of Middle East Studies XXVII
(1995), pp. 39-52; Seyyid Muhammed, XVI. Aswda Miswr Eyaleti, pp. 173-217; idem,
‘Osmanli Askeri Tarihinde Misir’in Yeri’, pp. 163-4; idem, ‘Misir (Osmanli Dénemi)’,
Tiirkiye Diyanet Vakfi Islam Ansiklopedisi (Ankara, 2004), XXIX, pp. 566—7; Michael Winter,
Egyptian Society under Ottoman Rule, 1517-1798 (London and New York, 1992), pp. 36-45;
Doris Behrens-Abousef, Egypts Adjustment to Ottoman Rule (Leiden, 1994), pp. 106-16;
Shaw, Ottoman Egypt in the Eighteenth Century, pp. 22-35. Also for the wages paid to these
soldiers, see Shaw, Financial and Administrative Organization, pp. 188-202.

27  Seyyid Muhammed, ‘Misir’, p. 567.

28  For further information about the Qazdaglis group, a military corps in the Egyptian army of
the eighteenth century, and its effects on Egyptian military organization, see J. Hathaway,
The Politics of Household in Ottoman Egypt: The Rise of the Qazdaglis (Cambridge, 2002);
Damurdashi, Al-Damurdashi’s Chronicle, pp. 20-5.

29  Seyyid Muhammed, ‘Osmanli Askeri Tarihinde Misir’in Yeri’, p. 166, and ‘Misir’, p. 567.

30 Winter, Egyptian Society, p. 38.

31 The Ottoman military garrison in Egypt was divided into seven corps, called ojagat (singu-
lar ojaq) or jama‘at (singular jama‘a). Each corps was divided into squads called béliikat
(singular boliik) commanded by a béliik bashi. Each ojag was commanded by an aga and
his katkhuda, or chief lieutenant, who were assisted by the ikhtiyariya. The two dominant
corps were janissaries (popularly referred to in Egypt as the mustahfizan/guardians) and
azebs, both of which had their headquarters inside the walls of the citadel of Cairo. The
others were the muteferriga (personal corps of the governor), cavusan (messengers), goniil-
liiyan (volunteers), tufankjiyan (riflemen), and ¢erakise (Circassians). See Damurdashi,
Al-Damurdashi's Chronicle, pp. 17-18.

32 Layla Abd al-Latif Ahmad, Al-Idara fi Misr fi al-Asr al-Uthmani (Kahire, 1978), p. 178.

33 Regarding the exchange of soldiers in the empire, see H. Inalcik, ‘Military and Fiscal
Transformation in the Ottoman Empire, 1600-1700°, Archiwum Ottomanicum V1 (1980),
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Apart from land forces, a naval unit was also headquartered in Alexandria. Prior to the
conquest, this same harbour sheltered a Mamluk squadron. After 1517 Cafer Bey brought
Ottoman vessels to amalgamate with surviving Mamluk ships.3* This new force provided
both warship and transport services.

Il. The Egyptian Army in the Ottoman Campaigns

The most important duties for Egyptian soldiers were protecting their homeland and
fighting the Sultan’s enemies in campaigns. In the latter case Egyptian commanders
focused on securing supplies of food, horse fodder, and ammunition. Frontier governors
were charged with establishing supply centres. Commanders were continuously warned
that no individual should be overlooked for recruitment, even fugitives or those in hid-
ing. All were expected to enlist or to face punishment. In this regard, differences were
seen between the provinces, such as Egypt, which had the salyane system, and the more
typical timar system. In the latter, the beglerbegi and sanjakbeg (the top subordinate of a
beglerbegi) and officers of the provincial cavalry were responsible for mustering troops
for campaigns. In the salyaneli (salaried) provinces, in addition to the beglerbegi and
sanjakbegs, ojaq agas and local leaders were also responsible for mustering troops and
supplies. In this regard, when Egyptian soldiers were needed, they were ordered to join
the campaigns under the direction of their commanders; Bedouin were under their
shaykhs. While the needs of soldiers in timarli units were met by alaybegs (officers of
provincial cavalry responsible for mustering troops for campaigns), soldiers in salyaneli
units were provided with their ulufe (pay).>

The empire needed many soldiers from the sixteenth century onwards, and was eager
to utilize Egyptian resources. This made the Egyptian garrison a valuable asset. These
soldiers were a significant factor owing to their excellent training.3¢ Superb horsemen
who could fire bows or firearms while mounted, they were also deadly in hand-to-hand
combat.?” With this in mind, the empire called for an Egyptian contingent to support the
conquest of Rhodes. In this campaign, Egyptian troops performed well and were soon
considered vital for imperial success, and were utilized continuously in campaigns until
the second half of the eighteenth century.?® Imperial decrees made the reliance on the

pp. 283-337. Also, for the Ottoman military system, see Mesud Uyar and Edward J.
Erickson, A Military History of the Ottomans: From Osman to Atatiirk (California, 2009);
Gabor Agoston, Guns for the Sultan: Military Power and the Weapons Industry in the
Ottoman Empire (New York, 2005).

34 Uzungarsily, Osmanh Tarihi, 11, p. 292.

35 For the campaign organization of the Ottomans, see Temel Oztiirk, ‘Osmanlilarda Savas
Kavrami ve Yonetimi’, Tiirk Kiiltirii XLIV/521-2 (2006), pp. 282-300.

36 1.H.Uzungarsili, Osmanli Devleti Teskildtinda Kaptkulu Ocaklari, 2 vols (Ankara, 1988), I,
pp. 537-8.

37  On characteristics of Egyptian soldiers, see Ayalon, Gunpowder and Firearms, pp. 9-30,
46-71; Winter, Egyptian Society, pp. 37-8.

38 Seyyid Muhammed, ‘Osmanli Askeri Tarihinde Misir’in Yeri’, p. 168. Also, the effort the
Egyptian soldiers exerted in the Khotyn campaign brought them to the fore, and the soldiers
of Egypt and Damascus were even mentioned as deserving to be soldiers of the Ottoman
Empire. See I.H. Uzuncarsili, Osmanli Tarihi, vol. 111 (Ankara, 2003), pp. 134-5.
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Egyptian army clear, regularly expressing confidence in the determination and enthusi-
asm of Egyptian soldiers.3

When the Diwan-1 Humayun (imperial council) decided on war, it issued a decree
containing the reasons for recruiting soldiers to the Egyptian beys and asked them
quickly ‘to make the soldiers get ready for a specific campaign’.*® In these decrees
Egyptian noblemen, senior officials, and agas were mentioned.#! Upon receiving a
decree, the beglerbegi immediately called the members of his provincial council, the
sanjakbeg, and the seven ojaq ikhtiyars (senior officers),*? and had the decree read in
front of them. If a campaign leader had already been appointed, he was also called and
presented with the campaign kil ‘at (robes of honour), while local notables were assigned
to gather supplies.*?

As well as outlining all the procedures clearly, the decrees sent from the central gov-
ernment quoted the number of soldiers needed. While the number of the Egyptian sol-
diers joining a campaign was initially 500,* this number increased to 2000 in the course
of time. By the late seventeenth century, 3000 men were required for warfare. The ojag
commanders were told to choose these soldiers from talented, brave, and healthy ones.*

39 A passage of a decree reads: ‘Misir Valisi’ne hiikiim ki, Misir askeri 6teden beru devlet-i
aliyye-i ebediyyu’l-istimrarimin giizide ve a’la ve mu'tediyye ve mu'tena askerinden olup
ve me’mir ve ta'yin kilindiklar1 mahallere asakir-i sdire ile me'an varub din ve devlet-
i aliyyemde ez-dil ve can-1 bezl-i tab ve tiivan ile nice hidemat-1 pesendide ve mesa'i-i
hamide viiciide geturdiikleri.” See Ottoman Archives, Istanbul, Turkey (hereafter OA), Misir
Miihimme books (registers of a certain type of order sent out in the Sultan’s name to Egypt)
[hereafter MSR MHM] 5, p. 20.

40 OA, MSR MHM 1, pp. 169, 223.

41 OA, MSR MHM 5, pp. 135, 167.

42  The affairs of each of the seven Ottoman regiments in Egypt were supervised by the ikhti-
yars, or senior officers, chosen to represent the interests of the regiments and settle their
internal disputes. They were selected from every rank by election and aided the aga in
directing the affairs of the ojag. Their chief sometimes had as much power in the ojag as
the aga. See Damurdashi, Al-Damurdashi’s Chronicle, p. 17; Shaw, Ottoman Egypt in the
Eighteenth Century, pp. 30—1.

43 That the Egyptian soldiers weren’t commanded by the beglerbegi resulted from the strategic
importance of Egypt. It was important for the state that the Egyptian beglerbegi, who had
an important function in the security of the Middle East, did not leave his post. Therefore,
instead of the beglerbegi an approved esquire was appointed as a commander by the state.
But this situation had significant consequences for the forces in the region in days to come.
For example, since the esquires appointed to the campaigns were generally away from
Egypt and its surroundings, they could not play an active role in the forces emerging in this
region. When the administrative and military situation deteriorated in the course of time, it
was decided that the post of commander should be given to an esquire in turn towards the
mid-eighteenth century. On the basis of this development, the beglerbegi and commander
appointed to the campaign chose a basbug (commander) from each of the seven ojags.

44 Some 500 soldiers given to Hayir Bey for the protection of Egypt were used for this pur-
pose. See Mustafa Nuri Pasa, Netayic iil-Vukuat, p. 87.

45 OA, MSR MHM 5, pp. 131, 167.
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Their leaders were expected to be strong enough to discipline the soldiers.*® All these
points, the soldiers’ obedience to their commanders, and the fact of their being under the
control of the military commander-in-chief were explained in the decrees.*’ The state
also appointed an agent from the central government for the transportation of the
Egyptian soldiers and for the safe transportation and provision of all ammunition.*® Thus,
the troops’ annual pay was given to their agas, and their ammunition and other necessi-
ties were also provided until they returned to Egypt. Before Newroz, the new year, the
agent used to gather Egyptian soldiers with their ammunition at the harbour at Alexandria,
and the available ships were boarded. If imperial transportation was insufficient, the
agent could take advantage of native and even foreign shipping.*®

All the campaign expenses of the mounted soldiers were met by the Egyptian treas-
ury.’® When the horsemen went to the eastern front, they sailed to Iskenderun or Trabzon
harbour and from here they went to the front overland. If the front included northern
parts of Iran such as Azerbaijan or Kars, troops disembarked at Trabzon. When the fron-
tier extended to southern parts of Iran, such as Baghdad, units were transported by sea to
Iskenderun. If the fighting was in the Balkans or central Europe, the Egyptians sailed to
Gallipoli harbour, and then marched to Edirne.’! Once they were ashore, rolls were
checked and missing names registered.’?> Sometimes, after completing a specific task,
troops could return home with the permission of their commander. Ordinarily campaign
duty was limited to three years. Soldiers returning to Egypt after a three-year term were
awarded with teragqi (an increase in their wages). Later on, as Egyptian troops became
less useful owing to poor discipline and training, they were sometimes sent home early.>
Such problems occurred during the campaigns of 1730 and 1732. These Egyptians were
regarded as a heavy burden on the state as they even plundered state granaries. Once the
Egyptian beglerbegi informed the central government of this with a petition,> in the

46 OA, MSR MHM 3, p. 161.

47 OA, MSR MHM 1, pp. 167, 169.

48 OA, MSR MHM 6, p. 42.

49  “Ug bin nefer asikir-i Misriyye vech-i mesruh iizre ta'yin olunan sekiz kita miri kalyonlar
ile licret ile tutulan tliccar sefinelerine tahmil ve irsal olunmag.” See OA, Cevdet-Askeriye
(Military) classification 3367. In this matter Katip Celebi also notes that the beys of
Alexandria and Dimyat joined the campaign with their ships. See Katip Celebi, Tuhfetii’l-
Kibar Fi Esfari’l-Bihar, ed. Orhan Saik Gokyay (Istanbul, 1973), p. 219.

50 OA, MSR MHM 3, p. 161; MSR MHM 35, pp. 74—6; MSR MHM 6, p. 115.

51 OA, MSR MHM 3, p. 135.

52 OA, MSR MHM 1, p. 266.

53  OA, MSR MHM 6, p. 117.

54 According to documents in the archives, this issue emerged in the first half of the eight-
eenth century through the eastern campaigns and there had been no similar problem previ-
ously. A passage in the original text reads: ‘erlik ve bahadirliklar1 dairu’s-sene-i endm ve
ma'liim-1 has ve ‘a4m iken sark seferleri zuhur ideluden beru asakir-i merkiime tavr-1 kadim-
lerin tagyir ve tebdil ve harekat-1 mukaddemanelerin rehavet ve bidaete tahvil ile me mir
olduklart mahalle ciimleden sonra varmaga baslayub ve hususen kirk dort senesinde Urmiye
ve Tebriz muhasaralarina zaman miirurundan sonra varub bir ise yaramadiklarindan gayri.’
See OA, Ibniilemin-Askeriye classification 8231.
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decree that was sent to the rulers of Egypt in 1764, it was stated that the empire would
forgo a contingent of Egyptian troops and accept cash contributions instead.>> However,
this new practice was not long-lived as Egyptian soldiers were soon called to the Russian
and Crimean campaigns.>°

Ottoman military efforts had intensified during the seventeenth century. As a result,
Egyptian expeditionary forces were often sent to more than one frontier. For example,
Egyptian soldiers fought on numerous fronts in 1615 including in Iran, Ethiopia, Yemen,
and Tripoli.’” These men could serve as far apart as Mecca and Kamianets-Podilskyi in
1671.58 Volunteers drawn from the Circassians, janissaries, muteferriga, and sergeants
were assigned to the Baghdad campaign in 1636.5 A significant contribution was made
by Egyptians during the long siege of Candia on Crete (1648—69). They guarded Suda
harbour in 1645 while an additional 2000 men disembarked from 28 ships at Chania
harbour with their ammunition and supplies for direct participation in the siege.®°
Although disrupted by a storm, the Egyptians re-formed and brought their artillery to
bombard the defenders.¢! Eyewitness Evliya Celebi noted 3000 energetic Egyptian sol-
diers who were involved in several assaults that captured enemy earthworks.%?

Egyptians played an influential role in the suppression of unrest. In particular, at the
beginning of the seventeenth century, Egyptian soldiers were employed in the suppres-
sion of Jelall revolts.* Furthermore, towards the end of the seventeenth century the
state’s need for soldiers increased and Egyptians were regularly employed in multi-front
operations. Deploying from Alexandria, Egyptian troops served in Belgrade and
Temesvar in 1697.%4

55 OA, MSR MHM 6, p. 141.

56 1.H. Uzungarsili, Osmanli Tarihi, vol. IV (Ankara, 1995), p. 403.

57 In the Yemen campaign in 1612, 400 Egyptian soldiers arrived at Miha harbour under the
leadership of a kdshif for the protection of Yemen. See Abdiilkadir (Kadri) Efendi, Topgular
Katibi ‘Abdiilkadir, pp. 619-20. On the other hand, the presence of Egyptian soldiers made
a great contribution to the conquest of Yemen. See Selaniki Mustafa Efendi, Tarih-i Selaniki
(971-1003/1563-1595), ed. Mehmet Ipsirli (Ankara, 1999), p. 73.

58 Muhammed Seyyid, ‘Osmanli Askeri Tarihinde Misir’in Yeri’, p. 168.

59  Abdilkadir (Kadri) Efendi, Top¢ular Kditibi ‘Abdiilkdadir (Kadri) Efendi Tarihi, p. 1062.

60 Ersin Giilsoy, Girit'in Fethi ve Osmanli Idaresinin Kurulmasi (1645-1670) (Istanbul,
2004), pp. 34, 36.

61 Atthe end of the siege in 1669, 1000 Egyptian soldiers arrived in Crete from Ierapetra har-
bour with some cereal and four galleons under the command of Kansu Bey. See ibid., pp.
130-1, 154.

62  Evliya Celebi, Seyahatname, pp. 184-5.

63 For the suppression of the riot in 1608, ‘Misir’dan bes yiiz miisellah cundiler geliip, orduda
cem'’ oldular’, as understood from this expression in the original text, it is known that 500
Egyptian soldiers joined the army in Maras. See Abdiilkadir Ozcan, ed., Anonim Osmanl
Tarihi (1099-1116/1688—1704) (Ankara, 2000), p. 524.

64 The wages of these soldiers were paid from avariz (extraordinary tax) and niizul (irregular
wartime tax of grain for the army) revenues of Canik Sanjak. See OA, Ali Emiri classifica-
tion, Mustafa II 1485. Some 1300 Egyptian soldiers served in the 1697 battle. See Ozcan,
Anonim Osmanh Tarihi, pp. 120-3, 131.
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In the first half of the eighteenth century the Ottomans organized four campaigns to
the east, west, and north. Egyptians fought in each of these. One contingent fought
against the Russians in the Prut campaign (1711), then went to fight in the Morea between
1714 and 1716. They also fought against the Iranians intermittently from 1723 to 1746.
Smaller units were sent north and west between 1736 and 1739.

Imperial decrees called for the recruitment of soldiers before the Prut campaign.
These decrees specifically mentioned Egypt, but called on the governor only to recruit
3000 Turkish speakers from the seven traditional ojags.®> These warned that no excuses
would be accepted concerning lack of ships or equipment, and that the expeditionary
force must make it to Edirne.5°

Grand Mirahor®” Haji Ali Aga was assigned to preparations for the campaign, and
arrived in Egypt on 2 January 1711.%8 Preparations started as soon as the Sultan’s orders
were read to the governor. Ali came from Istanbul to work with local elites. He expected
to amass the volunteers and their supplies in two months. Egyptian revenues would cover
the costs.®” Recruitment and transportation had to be arranged. Friction arose during the
gathering of provisions and transport ships. The latter presented the greatest problem:
only five of the necessary eight galleons were available. Efforts to hire merchant vessels
failed, and in the end only the five government transports could be utilized.”

The convoy left Alexandria for Gallipoli, where draught animals and carts were paid
for directly by the soldiers, out of their allotted ak¢es (small silver coins). This time the
Egyptians seemed late in almost all their movements. They lingered near Gallipoli for
nearly two weeks, until new orders reminded them of their duties elsewhere.”! Finally,
after this command the Egyptian soldiers moved to join the army in Wallachia. They
returned home at the end of the Prut campaign, only to be called back to the Balkans to
fight the Venetians in the Morea.”

Previously, Egyptian troops had been expected to arrive trained and fully equipped for
combat. Both cavalry and infantry were employed, all registered and given mevacibs.”

65 OA, Cevdet-Askeriye classification 15665.

66 OA, MSR MHM 1, pp. 76-7. A passage of a decree reads: ‘Misir’a giden tiiccar sefineler-
ine her nerede miisadif olursaniz tevakkuf ettirmeyub yollar1t muhafaza iderek kendiniz ile
bile gotiiriip Iskenderiye Iskelesi’ne isline ve kendiiniiz dahi yollarda bir tarikiyle meks u
tevakkuf itmeyub.’ See OA, Cevdet-Askeriye classification 3367.

67 In the Ottoman Empire the master of the stables was the official given charge of all aspects
of the supply and maintenance of the Sultan’s stables. The wide-ranging services connected
with the imperial stables were divided between two chief officials, the minor mirahor or
master of the lesser stable and the grand mirahor or master of the great stable, both of whom
were senior officers in the palace outer service with the rank of aga of the stirrup. For further
information, see Rhoads Murphey, ‘Mir-akhur’, EP? (Leiden, 1993), VII, pp. 88-9.

68 Hakan Yildiz, ‘1711 Prut Seferi’nin Lojistik Faaliyetleri’, DPhil thesis, Marmara University,
2000, p. 37.

69 Ibid.

70 OA, MSR MHM 1, p. 77.

71  Yildiz, ‘1711 Prut Seferi’, pp. 38-9.

72  OA, MSR MHM 1, pp. 167-8.

73 Ibid., p. 174. The janissaries and members of the six standing cavalry regiments
at the Porte (alti béliik) were paid in regular quarterly instalments called mevacibs
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Often Egyptian infantry served at sea, joining the Ottoman fleet, while cavaliers were
reserved for land combat. By the start of the 1700s the cost of transporting and feeding
cavalry horses was so high that Ottoman requests often reduced the number of mounted
troops, and took more foot soldiers instead.’

Ottoman policy always placed an official in charge of raising the Egyptian contingent.
The agent was assigned by the central government for the recruitment of soldiers and the
completion of commands stated in the decree. The selection and provision of soldiers
were made under the control of this official. After the necessary equipment, sustenance,
and money were prepared, the soldiers were ready to set out. A century earlier, troops
would have been dispatched by ships sent from Istanbul. The large galleons needed were
less common in the 1700s, and Egyptian commanders often looked for civilian vessels to
fulfil this role. Since there were not adequate ships in Egypt, some ships were hired out
of Istanbul.” If there still were insufficient ships, then an empire-wide search for hirable
vessels took place.”

During the Morean campaign much of the Egyptian transport needs came from mer-
chant subcontractors.”” These expenses were met by the Egyptian treasury.’® Despite
glitches in the transport and supply sectors, Banjamin Brue, who saw the soldiers’ regu-
lar movements both during their landing and on campaign, stated that the Egyptian sol-
diers marching in front of the grand vizier were tidier than the Ottoman troops.” After
the infantrymen entered the Morea from the Isthmus of Corinth, they were put under the
command of the Diyarbakir beglerbegi Mustafa Pasha and assigned to the Morea Kasteli
(Rio, near Antirrio) siege.3 The cavaliers assigned to the navy were left on Istendil
(Tinos) island, which was conquered in 1715.%! During the Austrian campaign, which
can be considered as a continuation of the Morean campaign, the Egyptian soldiers were
taken from their posts in the Morea and distributed to different regions and assigned to
Hungarian territories. It is also noted that the Egyptian soldiers were positioned along the
Sava River, a key point for the strengthening of the Belgrade region in 1717. While the
Egyptian soldiers were on the Sava River with other protective troops in this region, they
withstood attacks from the Austrian army.?? Following the peace treaty in 1718, the
Egyptians returned home.

In the first half of the eighteenth century, another event the Egyptian soldiers joined
was the eastern campaign. These campaigns started in 1723 and lasted intermittently
until 1746. The eastern campaigns against Iran were composed of three phases. The first

(necessities) or ulufe (fodder money). See R. Murphey, Ottoman Warfare, 1500—1700
(London, 1999), p. 46.

74 OA, MSR MHM 1, p. 176.

75 1Ibid., pp. 234, 238.

76 OA, Maliyeden Miidevver Books [hereafter MAD] 10162, p. 350.

77 OA, MSR MHM 1, pp. 169, 234.

78 Ibid., p. 169.

79 Mehmet Yasar Ertas, Sultanin Ordusu (Istanbul, 2007), p. 240.

80 OA, MSR MHM 1, p. 181.

81 Mehmed Rasid Efendi, Rasid Tarihi, 4 vols (Istanbul, 1282), IV, p. 65.

82  Uzungarsili, Osmanl Tarihi, IV, pp. 134-5.
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phase began in 1723 and ended with the Hamedan Treaty in 1727. The second campaign
planned against Iran in 1730 was interrupted by riots in that year, but commenced a year
later. This second phase carried on intermittently and came to an end with the Istanbul
Treaty in 1736. During this temporary peace in the east, a new campaign was launched
to the west. This campaign started in 1736 and ended with the Belgrade Treaty in 1739,
after which the Ottomans redirected forces to the east to solve the Iranian problems.®3

The typical Egyptian contingent was composed of 3000 soldiers.’* The Egyptian sol-
diers sent to the eastern campaign moved from Trabzon harbour to their destinations.
This situation was repeated when the eastern campaigns became frequent. Because the
campaign frontier was in the north of Iran, Trabzon was preferred as a point of dispatch.
If there were frontiers closer to Iraq or Arabia, Iskenderun and Payas harbours were also
utilized. Furthermore, the position and importance of the Egyptian soldiers in these cam-
paigns was seen in the decrees sent to the governors of Trabzon. These decrees present
significant information concerning the condition of the Egyptian soldiers when they
joined the main army.

The Egyptian soldiers dispatched to Trabzon for the eastern campaign were trans-
ported by ships or galleons which either were rented or belonged to the state. As in the
previous campaigns (for example, the Prut campaign in 1711 and the Morean campaign
between 1714 and 1716), commands were also sent to the rulers of Egypt and the agent
appointed by the central government. Soldiers went on campaign with the zabits (officer)
of the seven ojags and with the aid of the agent and officials assigned during the first
Iranian campaign.®® In 1724 fully equipped soldiers set out for Trabzon from Egypt.
Commands were sent to the rulers of Trabzon for the immediate dispatch of Egyptian
soldiers to the fronts. The person to whom these commands were addressed changed
according to the preparations to be undertaken. For example, in a 1724 decree, the gadi
of Trabzon, gadis of the states, miitesellim (agent), and ayan-i vilayet (the chief man in a
town or one of the notables) were mentioned.?¢ The rulers of Trabzon soon embarked on
their preparations. Before the ships carrying the Egyptian soldiers arrived, the animals to
carry their goods and the bakers were arranged for.3” Particular attention was paid to the
supply of animals and it was emphasized that this issue was crucial for the immediate
dispatch of soldiers.®® Furthermore, a different agent was assigned by the central govern-
ment for the completion of preparations in Trabzon. If adequate animals could not be
sourced, animals used for other purposes in Trabzon were asked for.? The Egyptian
soldiers coming by ship were taken to the harbours and mounted on the animals and later
transported to Erzurum. After the treaty in 1727, the Egyptian soldiers were sent back.

83  For more on the eastern campaigns, see ibid., pp. 147-34.

84 OA, MAD 9925, p. 407.

85 OA, Cevdet-Askeriye classification 50597.

86 Trabzon Ser’iye Sicili (court registers of Trabzon, especially that kept by a gadi’s office;
hereafter TSS) 1883-69, pp. 41-2.

87 Ibid.

88 A decree reads: ‘asker-i mezkirun bir giin evvel mahall-i me’mirlarina tesyir ve irsali
ehemm-i umir-1 ‘aliyyemden olmagla’. See ibid.

89 1Ibid., p. 42.
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The second Iranian campaign planned in 1730 was thwarted because of a riot,”
though 3000 soldiers were requested from Egypt. As in previous campaigns in Egypt, the
soldiers, equipped under the control of the rulers and the agent, set out for Trabzon in
galleons provided from Istanbul.’! Decrees were sent to the governor of Trabzon for the
necessary preparations before the soldiers arrived in Trabzon. This time a wider range of
local officials had the task of supporting the Egyptian contingent. To make essential
preparations, decrees were sent to the governor, gadi of Trabzon, gadis of the province,
official in charge of the warehouse, deputy of the janissary aga, kethodas (lieutenant or
steward of a high-ranking official), commanders of the janissaries, ayan-1 vilayet, and is
erleri (clever workmen).”? The central government emphasized the need for compliance
and threatened reprisal in the event of disobedience. Therefore, the rulers of Trabzon
tried to supply the essential equipment and animals. In fact, everything was coordinated
by the decrees sent by the central government. The person responsible for the supply of
essential equipment and for the campaign preparations was clearly stated in the decrees.
For example, the official responsible for the warehouse of Trabzon and the agent sent by
the central government were assigned to the supply of vehicles for the dispatch of the
Egyptian soldiers.”®> These two officials were responsible for the supply of animals and
vehicles, and these were procured from Erzurum. In the event that the supplies were not
adequate, the vehicles used in various assignments in Trabzon were also employed. It
was particularly emphasized that the vehicles should be provided from Erzurum.** Since
the geographic position of Trabzon was not suitable for the availability of carts, it was
appropriate that the provision be made from Erzurum. Transportation congestion was not
unheard of and had been typical in previous campaigns; Trabzon could not easily handle
the needs of an army. With the diligent efforts of the agent and the official in charge of
the warehouse, the animals and vehicles to carry the goods of the Egyptian soldiers were
prepared at the harbour before the soldiers arrived. When they arrived, they moved
around by procuring vehicles or animals which they paid for with their akges.®> Even
with the Ottoman desire to spend less on the infantry, the Egyptian contingent needed a
plentiful supply of horses and fodder. There were 160 horses allocated for officers, mute-
ferriga, sergeants, volunteers, tufankjiyan (riflemen), Circassians, mustahfizan (janissar-
ies), and azebs, another 600 horses for five ojags, and 1000 horses for two ojags
consisting of azebs and janissaries.?

The departure of military troops from Trabzon to the eastern campaigns demonstrates
the method of marching and gathering. Three ojags consisting of volunteers, riflemen,
and Circassians first set off. They were followed by the muteferriga and aga

90  The riot led by Patrona Halil. For further information, see M. Miinir Aktepe, Patrona Isyan:
(1730) (Istanbul, 1958).

91 TSS 1893-79, p. 120.

92 Ibid.

93  OA, Miithimme Defterleri (registers of a certain type of order sent out in the Sultan’s name;
hereafter MD) 138, p. 85.

94  OA, MAD 9925, p. 407; TSS 1893-79, p. 120.

95 OA, MAD 9925, p. 407.

96 TSS 1893-79, appendix 2, p. 11.
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of the sergeants. Later, janissary and azeb ojags moved off, and finally the serasker
(commander-in-chief). The troops moving systematically in this way did not cause con-
gestion and reduced the difficulty in finding enough animals. The Egyptian soldiers who
marched from Trabzon first camped with the troops of the Revan (Yerevan) serasker
Vizier Ali Pasha (1731).%7 The vizier ordered them to guard different places. However,
the Egyptian soldiers were disorderly and undisciplined, as they were often throughout
the first half of the eighteenth century. They were late arriving at the front line and failed
to join the war against the enemy, who escaped to the Mosul region.”

When the second phase of the Iranian campaign ended, the Ottomans turned west-
ward to deal with the Austrians. In this campaign between 1736 and 1739 the Sultan also
wanted to employ Egyptian soldiers. However, this time the decrees pertaining to the
gathering and dispatch of Egyptian soldiers were sent to the serasker in the eastern front
instead of to Egypt. The Egyptian soldiers that were first under the command of Vizier
Ali Pasha later entered into the service of the Iranian serasker Vizier Ahmet Pasha, and
the essential commands for the dispatch of Egyptian soldiers to the north were sent to
him.” Thus, it was reported that Egyptian soldiers should be commissioned in the west-
ern campaign. Trabzon played a key role in the dispatch of Egyptian soldiers in this
campaign as well. The soldiers reaching the eastern fronts also used Trabzon harbour to
reach the north. Therefore, the decrees regarding the mission and dispatch of Egyptian
soldiers were important. These decrees indicated how the Egyptian soldiers were to be
dispatched and where they were to serve. There were three important points for the rulers
of Trabzon. The first was the number of soldiers, the second was where they would serve,
and the last was the supply of the vehicles essential for their dispatch. However, it is
stated that while 3000 Egyptian soldiers were routinely called up in some decrees,!% the
remnants from the eastern front were called up in other decrees and the commanders of
these soldiers were from Egyptian beys and the zabits of the seven ojags.'%!

It was indicated roughly where the Egyptian soldiers would serve in the campaign to
the north but an exact zone was not specified. In fact, it was stated the soldiers would be
sent directly to Kiliya wharf from Trabzon to go to Vizier Mehmet Pasha, serasker of
Babadag.!9? But this final port of call was later changed. This time the Egyptian soldiers
were assigned to the command of the sea captain of Crimea and Caffa with hatt-1 hiima-
yun (the manuscript of the Sultan), since this is where the soldiers were primarily
needed.!%? After the number and the duty station of the Egyptian soldiers were known,
the most important activity for the commanders of Trabzon was to provide the essential

97 OA, MD 138, p. 85.
98 The man responsible for the behaviour of the Egyptian soldiers, the chief commander of
the janissaries, Mullah Mehmet, was punished. See OA, Ibniilemin-Askeriye classification
8231.
99 TSS 1901-87, p. 73.
100 OA, Cevdet-Askeriye classification 33134.
101 OA, Cevdet-Askeriye classification 50597.
102  OA, Cevdet-Askeriye classification 33134; TSS 1902-88, p. 11.
103  An original passage reads: ‘asakir-i merkiime miiceddeden sadir olan hatt-1 hiimayiin-1
sevket-makrin miicebince mir-i asker ve zabitan mevcut neferatlariyla Kirim céanibinde
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vehicles. To help with this were the officials sent from the central government and the
local rulers. Thus, the head of the doorkeepers from the dergdh-1 ali (Sultan’s court),
Mahmut Bey, was assigned to this duty and he also appointed the officials who were in
charge of the warehouse and customs for the supply of vehicles.!% Since the campaign
would be launched to the north, the ships had to be supplied as soon as possible. As a
consequence of these efforts, nine Black Sea chaikas (wooden sailing boats) were pro-
vided. Six were from Trabzon and Athens; two were from Giresun and one was from
Hopa. The cost of renting these ships was 2808 kurus (foreign silver coins, at this time
valued at about 120 akges each), and this amount was paid by the warehouse and customs
officials, sharing the cost equally.!% This method might have been applied because the
Egyptian soldiers did not have enough money in the eastern campaign. After the supply
of the ships, the Egyptian soldiers were soon sent to Crimea and served in several defen-
sive missions under the command of the captain there. When the western campaign
ended in 1739, the Egyptian soldiers returned to Egypt.

The last campaign in the first half of the eighteenth century was organized to the east,
Iran. It began in 1743 and ended in 1746. Trabzon harbour also played an active role in
this campaign given that the northern front had gained in importance for the dispatch of
soldiers.!9 Records of the period, including those in the Ottoman Archives, contain no
reference to Egyptian soldiers participating in the last Iranian campaign, so it can be
safely assumed that they did not take part in it.

A final important point is the impact that the Egyptian soldiers made in the places they
passed through en route to their assigned regions. The presence of 3000 soldiers in a resi-
dential district could cause problems. To help control this, the state arranged for the
immediate supply of the vehicles necessary for the movement of soldiers which allowed
their instant dispatch. As we see in the decrees sent by the central government, special
officials were assigned to this duty. In fact, the state wanted the soldiers dispatched as
soon as possible because of the urgent need for troops at the front, but this practice also
eased the burden in the cities where the soldiers were accommodated. Although some
measures were taken — for example, intensive efforts were exerted in the cities to obtain
the supply of animals, vehicles, and ships — an affected region could not always respond
quickly enough to the requirements of such a population of troops. If a city could not
supply sufficient animals and so on, another city could be included in the effort. Such
practices entailed significant organizational capacity. On the other hand, as these large
crowds of soldiers made purchases with their own akges in the cities they visited, they
also contributed to the local economy. All that silver could also induce inflation, or even
scarcity, as happened in 1731, when Egyptians with akc¢es in their pockets bought up
most of Trabzon’s food and fodder. The city, with a population of no more than 42,000,

veziru’s-san devletlu ‘indyetlu kapudan pasa hazretlerinin ma'tyyetlerine me’mir kilunub.’
See TSS 1902-88, p. 11.

104 Ibid.

105 Ibid.

106  For the importance of Trabzon in the eastern campaign, see T. Oztiirk, Osmanlilarin Kuzey
ve Dogu Seferlerinde Savas ve Trabzon (Trabzon, 2011), pp. 73-91.
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was hard pressed to efficiently meet the needs of 3000 soldiers.!?” With all the pack ani-
mals and supply carts taken into consideration, the consequence was a very congested
city. These were serious challenges that were never completely solved. There simply
were not enough supplies, and the roads out of the town were not always able to handle
the traffic. That the Trabzon area was not suitable for growing crops made scarcity inevi-
table. The rulers of the city claimed that when the soldiers arrived a drastic famine was
experienced and the bakeries were unable to meet demand.!® Disorder and banditry
were the result. The rulers attempted to ameliorate the situation: 2000 bushels of flour
stored in warehouses were sold to the bakeries overseen by a previous governor and the
official in charge of the warehouse. Thus, bread and peksimet (a kind of bread which
remains edible for a long time and was eaten during the war and periods of famine) were
made and the scarcity was overcome. There was also a lack of barley, a vital animal feed.
The governor took an interest in this also, and 2150 bushels of barley stored in the ware-
houses under his personal control and for the Sirin Hatun Foundation'? were sold off to
the soldiers to overcome the problem.!°

I1l. Conclusion

Selim I’s conquest of Egypt dramatically increased the size of his empire. The Ottomans
left 3000 soldiers behind after the conquest for the protection of their interests. In addition,
local Mamluk units were retained for military purposes. Composed mainly of Turkish-
speaking Circassians, these combined with the original Ottoman garrison to form seven
corps of infantry and cavalry. This Egyptian garrison, taken from local elites, supported
Ottoman military campaigns and maintained imperial authority against domestic rebels.
The Sultan could call on upwards of 3000 men for campaigns outside Egypt throughout the
seventeenth century. Although these soldiers showed considerable elan during early cam-
paigns, they became corrupt and undisciplined during the eighteenth century.

The transition from well-prepared troops who arrived in their own ships, and had suf-
ficient funding, to those poorly prepared and often absent from the battlefield forces was
evident by the Morean campaign in the first half of the eighteenth century. Their inef-
fectiveness was so marked in 1764 that Istanbul no longer wanted Egyptian troops, even
though a few participated in the Russo-Turkish War. Training, supply, and financial
issues help explain why. These are not glamorous matters but it is clear that failure to
solve them greatly reduced the efficiency of Egypt’s contribution to the Ottoman Army.
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