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Chapter Outline and
Focus Questions

16-1 The Ottoman Empire

What were the chief reasons for

the success of the Ottoman Turks
in consolidating their influence
throughout the Middle East and

the Balkans? Why were they more
successful at the effort than their
predecessors, the Byzantine Empire?

16-2 The Safavids
Q What problems did the Safavid

Empire face, and how did its rulers
attempt to solve them? How did
their successes and failures compare
with those of the other Muslim
empires?

16-3 The Grandeur of the Mughals

Q What role did Islam play in the
Mughal Empire, and how did the
Mughals’ approach to religion
compare with that of the Ottomans
and the Safavids? What might
explain the similarities and differences?

Turks fight Christians at the Battle of Mohdcs. Universal Images Group/Art Resource, NY

Critical Thinking THE OTTOMAN ARMY, led by Sultan Suleyman the
What were the main characteristics of each of the Magnificent, arrived at Mohéacs, on the plains of
Muslim empires, and in what ways did they resemble Hungary, on an August morning in 1526. The Turkish
each other? How were they distinct from their European force numbered about 100,000 men, and its weapons
counterparts? included three hundred new long-range cannons.

s Facing them was a somewhat larger European force,

Connections to Today clothed in heavy armor but armed with only one
How would you compare the position of Islam in the hundred older cannons, along with a detachment
world today with its position in the era described in of Hungarian cavalry.
this chapter? The battle began at noon and was over in two

hours. The Hungarian cavalry units had been
destroyed, and 20,000 foot soldiers from the
European army had drowned in a nearby swamp.
The Ottomans had lost fewer than two hundred men.
Two weeks later, they seized the Hungarian capital
at Buda and prepared to lay siege to the nearby
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Austrian city of Vienna. Europe was in a panic, but
Mohéacs was to be the high point of Turkish expansion
in Europe.

In launching their Age of Exploration, European
rulers had hoped that by controlling global markets,
they could cripple the power of Islam and reduce
its threat to the security of Europe. But the dream
of Christian nations to extend their political and
economic dominance around the globe at the expense
of their Muslim rivals was destined to prove abortive,
at least for the time being. On the contrary, the
Muslim world, which seemed to have entered a period
of decline with the collapse of the Abbasid caliphate
during the era of the Mongols, managed to revive in
the shadow of Europe's Age of Exploration, a period
that witnessed the rise of three great Muslim empires.
These powerful Muslim states—of the Ottomans, the
Safavids, and the Mughals—dominated the Middle
East and the South Asian subcontinent and brought
a measure of stability to a region that had been in
turmoil for centuries. One of them—the Ottoman
Empire—managed to impose its rule over much
of eastern Europe and establish its own dominant
position throughout the Mediterranean world.

The stability brought to the region by these three
great Muslim states, however, was not long-lived. By
the end of the eighteenth century, the Safavid empire
had collapsed, while much of India and the Middle
East had come under severe European pressure and
had returned to a state of anarchy. The Ottoman
Empire was still substantially intact, but it no longer
threatened the Christian nations in Europe, and some
observers were convinced that it was in a state of
irreversible decline.

16-1 THE OTTOMAN EMPIRE

Focus Questions: What were the chief reasons for
the success of the Ottoman Turks in consolidating
their influence throughout the Middle East and
the Balkans? Why were they more successful at
the effort than their predecessors, the Byzantine
Empire?

The Ottoman Turks were among the Turkic-speaking nomadic
peoples who had spread westward from Central Asia in the
ninth, tenth, and eleventh centuries. The first to appear in the
Middle East were the Seljuk Turks, who initially attempted to
revive the declining Abbasid caliphate in Baghdad. Later they
established themselves in the Anatolian peninsula as the suc-
cessors to the Byzantine Empire. Turks served as warriors or
administrators, while the peasants who tilled the farmland were
mainly Greek.
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16-1a The Rise of the Ottoman Turks

In the late thirteenth century, a new group of Turks under the
tribal leader Osman (0s-MAHN) (r. 1280-1326) began to con-
solidate power in the northwestern corner of the Anatolian
peninsula. That land had been given to them by the Seljuk rulers
as a reward for helping drive out the Mongols in the late thir-
teenth century. At first, the Osman Turks were relatively peace-
ful and engaged in pastoral pursuits, but as the Seljuk empire
began to crumble in the early fourteenth century, the Osman

‘Turks began to expand and founded the Osmanli (os-MAHN-leg)

dynasty, with its capital at Bursa (BURR-suh). The Osmanlis later
came to be known as the Ottomnans.

A key advantage for the Ottomans was their location in the
northwestern corner of the peninsula. From there they were
able to expand westward and eventually take over the Bosporus
and the Dardanelles, between the Mediterranean and the Black
Seas. The Byzantine Empire, of course, had controlled the area
for centuries, serving as a buffer between the Muslim Middle
East and the Latin West. The Byzantines, however, had been
severely weakened by the sack of Constantinople in the Fourth
Crusade in 1204 and the occupation of much of the empire by
western Europeans for the next half century. In 1345, Ottoman
forces under their leader Orkhan (or-KHAHN) I (r. 1326-1360)
crossed the Bosporus for the first time to support a usurper
against the Byzantine emperor in Constantinople. Setting up
their first European base at Gallipoli (gah-LIP-poh-lee) at the
Mediterranean entrance to the Dardanelles, Turkish forces
expanded gradually into the Balkans and allied with fractious
Serbian and Bulgar forces against the Byzantines. In these
unstable conditions, the Ottomans gradually established per-
manent settlements throughout the area, where Turkish pro-
vincial governors, called beys (BAYS) (from the Turkish beg,
“knight”), collected taxes from the local Slavic peasants after
driving out the previous landlords. The Ottoman leader now
began to claim the title of sultan (SUL-tun) or sovereign of his
domain.

In 1360, Orkhan was succeeded by his son Murad (moo-
RAHD) 1, who consolidated Ottoman power in the Balkans, set
up a capital at Edirne (eh-DEER-nay) (see Map 16.1), and gradu-
ally reduced the Byzantine emperor to a vassal. Murad did not
initially attempt to conquer Constantinople because his forces
were composed mostly of the traditional Turkish cavalry and
lacked the ability to breach the strong walls of the city. Instead,
he began to build up a strong military administration based
on the@of Christians into an elite guard. Called
janissaries (JAN-nih-say-reez) (from the Turkish yeni chen,
“new troops”), they were recruited from the local Christian pop-
ulation in the Balkans and then converted to Islam and trained as
foot soldiers or administrators. One of the major advantages of
the janissaries (an elite core of eight thousand troops) was that
they were directly subordinated to the sultanate and therefore
owed their loyalty to the person of the sultan. Other military
forces were organized by the beys and were thus loyal to their
local tribal leaders.

The janissary corps also represented a response to changes
in warfare. As the knowledge of firearms spread from China
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in the late fourteenth century, the Turks began to master the
new technology, including siege cannons and muskets (see
Comparative Essay “The Changing Face of War,” p. 452). The
traditional nomadic cavalry charge was now outmoded and
was superseded by infantry forces armed with muskets. Thus,
the janissaries provided a well-armed infantry that served both
as an elite guard to protect the palace and as a means of extend-
ing Turkish control in the Balkans. With his new forces, Murad
defeated the Serbs at the famous Battle of Kosovo (KAWSS-suh-
voh) in 1389 and ended Serbian hegemony in the area.

16-1b Expansion of the Empire

Under Murad'’s successor, Bayazid (by-uh-ZEED) I (r. 1389-1402),
the Ottomans advanced northward, annexed Bulgaria, and

B ottoman Empire, 1453
- Ottoman gains to 1481

% Area lost to Austria in 1699
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slaughtered the French cavalry at a major battle on the Danube.
A defeat at Ankara (AN-kuh-ruh) at the hands of the Mongol
warrior Tamerlane (see Chapter 9) in 1402 proved to be only a
temporary setback. When Mehmet (meh-MET) I (r. 1451-1481)
succeeded to the throne, he was determined to capture Con-
stantinople. Already in control of the Dardanelles, he ordered
the construction of a major fortress on the Bosporus just north
of the city, which put the Turks in a position to strangle the

Byzantines.

The Fall of Constantinople The last Byzantine emperor desper-
ately called for help from the Europeans, but only the Genoese
came to his defense. With 80,000 troops ranged against only
6,000 to 8,000 defenders, Mehmet laid siege to Constanti-
nople in 1453. In their attack on the city, the Turks made use

Map 16.1 The Ottoman Empire. This map shows the territorial growth of the Ottoman Empire from the eve of the conquest
of Constantinople in 1453 to the end of the seventeenth century, when a defeat at the hands of Austria led to the loss

of a substantial portion of central Europe.
Where did the Ottomans come from?

16-1 The Ottoman Empire m 451



COMPARATIVE ESSAY

The Changing Face of War

“War,” as the renowned French
historian Fernand Braudel once
observed, “has always been a matter of arms
and techniques. Improved techniques can
radically alter the course of events.” Braudel’s
remark was directed to the situation in the
Mediterranean region during the sixteenth
century, when the adoption of artillery changed
the face of warfare and gave enormous
advantages to the countries—such as the
Ottoman Empire—that took advantage of the
new technological revolution in firearms. But it
can just as easily be applied to the present day,
when some powerful states possess weapons
capable of reaching across oceans and
continents, while weaker adversaries must adopt
strategies and tactics to compensate for their
disadvantages in terms of arms technology.

One crucial aspect of military superiority,
then, lies in the nature of weaponry. From the
invention of the bow and arrow to the advent
of the atomic era, the possession of superior
instruments of war has provided a distinct advantage against
a poorly armed enemy. It was at least partly the possession
of bronze weapons, for example, that enabled the invading
Hyksos to conquer Egypt during the second millennium BCE.

Mobility is another factor of vital importance. During the
second millennium BCE, horse-drawn chariots revolutionized
the art of war from the Mediterranean Sea to the Yellow River
Valley in northern China. Later, the invention of the stirrup
enabled mounted warriors to shoot arrows from horseback,

a technique applied with great effect by the Mongols as they
devastated civilizations across the Eurasian supercontinent.

To protect themselves from marauding warriors, settled
societies began to erect massive walls around their cities and
fortresses. That in turn led to the invention of siege weapons
like the catapult and the battering ram. The Mongols allegedly
even came up with an early form of chemical warfare, hurling
human bodies infected with the plague into the bastions of
their enemies.

The invention of explosives launched the next great
revolution in warfare. First used as a weapon of war by the
Tang dynasty in China, explosives were brought to the West
by the Turks, who used them with great effectiveness in

Science &
Technology

of massive cannons with 26-foot barrels that could launch
stone balls weighing up to 1,200 pounds each. The Byzantines
stretched heavy chains across the Golden Horn, the inlet that
forms the city’s harbor, to prevent a naval attack from the north
and prepared to make their final stand behind the 13-mile-long
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Angkor Troops advancing against their enemies in Champa.

the fifteenth century against the Byzantine Empire. But the
Europeans quickly mastered the new technology and took it to
new heights, inventing handheld firearms and mounting iron
cannons on their warships. The latter represented a significant
advantage to European fleets as they began to compete with
rivals for control of the Indian and Pacific Oceans.

The twentieth century saw revolutionary new
developments in the art of warfare, from armed vehicles to
airplanes to nuclear arms. But as weapons grow ever more
fearsome, they are more dangerous to use, resulting in
the paradox of the Vietnam War, when lightly armed Viet
Cong guerrilla units were able to fight the world’s mightiest
army to a virtual standstill. The lessons of Vietnam have
been effectively absorbed in our own day, as lightly armed
insurgents rely on terror and assassination to promote their
goals against more powerful enemies. As the Chinese military
strategist Sun Tzu had long ago observed, victory in war often
goes to the smartest, not the strongest.

Why were the Europeans, rather than other peoples, able
to make effective use of firearms to expand their influence
throughout the world?

wall along the western edge of the city. But Mehmet's forces
seized the tip of the peninsula north of the Golden Horn and
then dragged their ships overland across the peninsula from
the Bosporus and put them into the water behind the chains.
Finally, the walls were breached; the Byzantine emperor died



in the final battle. Mehmet II, standing before the palace of
the emperor, paused to reflect on the passing nature of human
glory. But it was not long before he and the Ottomans were
again on the march.

The Advance Into Western Asia and Africa With their new
capital at Constantinople, eventually renamed Istanbul, the
Ottoman Turks had become a dominant force in the Balkans
and the Anatolian peninsula. They now began to advance to the
east against the Shi'ite kingdom of the Safavids (sah-FAH-weeds)
in Persia (see Section 16-2, “The Safavids,” p. 460), which had
been promoting rebellion among the Anatolian tribal popula-
tion and disrupting Turkish trade through the Middle East. After
defeating the Safavids at a major battle in 1514, Emperor Selim
(seh-LEEM) I (r. 1512-1520) consolidated Turkish control over
Mesopotamia and then turned his attention to the Mamluks
(MAM-looks) in Egypt, who had failed to support the Ottomans
in their struggle against the Safavids. Ottoman troops defeated
the Mamluks in Syria in 1516; Cairo fell a year later. Now con-
trolling several of the holy cities of Islam, including Jerusalem,
Mecca, and Medina, Selim declared himself the new caliph, or
successor to Muhammad. During the next few years, Turkish
armies and fleets advanced westward along the African coast,
occupying Tripoli, Tunis, and Algeria and eventually penetrating
almost to the Strait of Gibraltar (see Map 16.1). In their advance,
the invaders had taken advantage of the progressive disintegra-
tion of the Nasrid (NAS-rid) dynasty in Morocco, which had
been in decline for decades and had lost its last foothold on the
European continent when Granada fell to Spain in 1492.

The impact of Turkish rule on the peoples of North Af-
rica was relatively light. Like their predecessors, the Turks
were Muslims, and they preferred where possible to adminis-
ter their conquered regions through local rulers. The central
government utilized appointed pashas (PAH-shuz) who were
directly responsible to Istanbul; the pashas collected taxes, pay-
ing a fixed percentage as tribute to the central government,
and maintained law and order. The Turks ruled from coastal
cities such as Algiers, Tunis, and Tripoli and made no attempt
to contro] the interior beyond maintaining the trade routes
through the Sahara to the commercial centers along the Niger
River. Meanwhile, local pirates along the Barbary Coast—the
northern coast of Africa from Egypt to the Atlantic Ocean—
competed with their Christian rivals in raiding the shipping that
passed through the Mediterranean.

By the seventeenth century, the links between the imperial
court in Istanbul and its appointed representatives in the Turk-
ish regencies in North Africa had begun to weaken. Some of
the pashas were dethroned by local elites, while others, such as
the bey of Tunis, became hereditary rulers. Even Egypt, whose
agricultural wealth and control over the route to the Red Sea
made it to the Turks the most important country in the area,
gradually became autonomous under a new official class of
janissaries. Many of them became wealthy landowners by ex-
ploiting their official positions and collecting tax revenues far in
excess of what they had to remit to Istanbul. In the early eigh-
teenth century, the Mamluks returned to power, although the
Turkish government managed to retain some control by means
of a viceroy appointed from Istanbul.

Turkish Expansion in Europe After their conquest of Constan-
tinople in 1453, the Ottoman Turks tried to complete their con-
quest of the Balkans, where they had been established since the
fourteenth century. Although they were successful in taking
the Romanian territory of Wallachia (wah-LAY-kee-uh) in 1476,
the resistance of the Hungarians initially kept the Turks from
advancing up the Danube Valley. From 1480 to 1520, internal
problems and the need to consolidate their eastern frontiers
kept the Turks from any further attacks on Europe.

Suleyman (SQ0-lay-mahn) I the Magnificent (r. 1520-1566)
(alsoknown as “the lawgiver” in deference to his role in strength-
ening the Ottoman legal system) brought the Turks back to
Europe’s attention. Advancing up the Danube, the Turks seized
Belgrade in 1521 and won a major victory over the Hungarians
at the Battle of Mohdcs (MOH-hach) on the Danube in 1526.
Subsequently, the Turks overran most of Hungary, moved into
Austria, and advanced as far as Vienna, where they were fi-
nally driven back in 1529. An equally bitter struggle was taking
place at sea, where Turkish fleets advanced as far as the Bale-
aric islands, off the coast of Spain, thus threatening to turn the
Mediterranean into a “Turkish lake.” Unlike the situation in the
Indian Ocean, where highly armed Portuguese sailing ships put
the Ottomans at a disadvantage, Turkish fleets composed pri-
marily of oared vessels could be used to good advantage in the
more closed quarters along the shores of the Mediterranean.

Europe eventually got the message, and a large Turkish fleet
was destroyed by the Spanish at Lepanto, off the coast of Greece,
in 1571. Despite the defeat, the Turks continued to hold nomi-
nal suzerainty over the southern shores of the Mediterranean.
One year after Lepanto, the Turks reconstituted their fleet and
seized the island of Cyprus. Responding to the joy expressed in
Europe over the naval victory at Lepanto, the grand vizier (veh-
ZEER) (Turkish vezir), or chief minister (under the sultan), in
Constantinople remarked to the Venetian ambassador, “There
is a big difference between our loss and yours. In taking Cyprus,
we have cut off one of your arms. In sinking our fleet you only
shaved our beard. A lost arm cannot be replaced, but a shorn
beard grows back quickly to its prior magnificence.”

Although Christians in Europe frequently called for new
crusades against the “infidel” Turks, by the beginning of the
seventeenth century the Ottoman Empire was being treated
like any other European power by European rulers seeking alli-
ances and trade concessions. During the first half of the seven-
teenth century, the Ottoman Empire was viewed in Europe as a
“sleeping giant.” Involved in domestic bloodletting and heavily
threatened by a challenge from Persia, the Ottomans were con-
tent with the status quo in eastern Europe. But under a new line
of grand viziers in the second half of the seventeenth century,
the Ottoman Empire again took the offensive. By mid-1683, the
Ottomans had marched through the Hungarian plain and once
again laid siege to Vienna. Repulsed by a mixed army of Austri-
ans, Poles, Bavarians, and Saxons, the Turks retreated and were
pushed out of Hungary by a new European coalition. Although
they retained the core of their empire, the Ottoman Turks
would never again be a threat to Europe and, by the beginning
of the eighteenth century, they faced new challenges from the
ever-expanding Austrian Empire in southeastern Europe and
the new Russian giant to the north.
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Suleyman | was perhaps the greatest of all
sl Ottoman sultans. Like King Louis XIV of France

and Emperor Kangxi of China, he presided over his domain at the
peak of its military and cultural achievement. This description

of him was written by Ghislain de Busbecq (GEE-lan duh booz-
BEK), the Habsburg ambassador to Constantinople. Busbecq
observed Suleyman at first hand and, as this selection indicates,
was highly impressed by the Turkish ruler.

Ghislain de Bushecq, The Turkish Letters

The Sultan was seated on a rather low sofa, no more than a
foot from the ground and spread with many costly coverlets
and cushions embroidered with exquisite work. Near him
were his bow and arrows. His expression, as | have said, is
anything but smiling, and has a sternness which, though sad,
is full of majesty. On our arrival we were introduced into his
presence by his chamberlains, who held our arms—a practice
which has always been observed since a Croatian sought an
interview and murdered the Sultan Amurath in a revenge
for the slaughter of his master, Marcus the Despot of Serbia.
After going through the pretense of kissing his hand, we
were led to the wall facing him backwards, so as not to turn
our backs or any part of them toward him. He then listened
to the recital of my message, but, as it did not correspond
[to] his expectations (for the demands of my imperial master
[the Habsburg emperor Ferdinand I] were full of dignity and
independence, and, therefore, far from acceptable to one
who thought that his slightest wishes ought to be obeyed),
he assumed an expression of disdain, and merely answered
“Giusel, giusel,” that is, “Well, well.” We were then dismissed
to our lodging. . . .

You will probably wish me to describe the impression
which Suleyman made upon me. He is beginning to feel

Source: O.G. De Busbecq, The Turkish Letters translated by E. S. Forster.

16-1¢ The Nature of Turkish Rule

Like other Muslim empires in Persia and India, the Ottoman
political system was the result of the evolution of tribal insti-
tutions into a sedentary empire. At the apex of the Ottoman
system was the sultan, who was the supreme authority in both
a political and a military sense. The origins of this system can
be traced back to the bey, who was only a tribal leader, a first
among equals, who could claim loyalty from his chiefs so long
as he could provide booty and grazing lands for his subordi-
nates. Disputes were settled by tribal law; Muslim law was
secondary. Tribal leaders collected taxes—or booty—from ar-
eas under their control and sent one-fifth on to the bey. Both
administrative and military power were centralized under the
bey, and the capital was wherever the bey and his administra-
tion happened to be.
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I . poRTRAIT OF SULEYMAN THE MAGNIFICENT

the weight of years, but his dignity of demeanor and his
general physical appearance are worthy of the ruler of so
vast an empire. He has always been frugal and temperate, and
was so even in his youth, when he might have erred without
incurring blame in the eyes of the Turks. Even

in his earlier years he did not indulge in wine or in those
unnatural vices to which the Turks are often addicted.

“Even his bitterest critics can find nothing more serious

to allege against him than his undue submission to his

wife and its result in his somewhat precipitate action in
putting Mustapha [his firstborn son, by another wife]

to death, which is generally imputed to her employment

of love potions and incantations. It is generally agreed

that ever since he promoted her to the rank of his lawful
wife, he has possessed no concubines, although there is

no law to prevent his doing so. He is a strict guardian

of his religion and its ceremonies, being not less desirous

of upholding his faith than of extending his dominions. For
his age—he has almost reached his sixtieth year—he enjoys
quite good health, though his bad complexion may be due to
some hidden malady; and indeed it is generally believed that
he has an incurable ulcer or gangrene on his leg. This defect
of complexion he remedies by painting his face with a coating
of red powder, when he wishes departing ambassadors to
take with them a strong impression of his good health; for
he fancies that it contributes to inspire greater fear in foreign
potentates if they think that he is well and strong,

What were the main achievements of Suleyman that
caused him to be called “the Magnificent"? Is this
description the work of an admirer or a critic? Why do
you think so?

The Role of the Sultan But the rise of empire brought about
changes and an adaptation to Byzantine traditions of rule,
much as Abbasid political practices had been affected by
Persian monarchical tradition at an earlier time in Baghdad.
The status and prestige of the sultan now increased relative
to the subordinate tribal leaders, and with Suleyman the
Magnificent—perhaps the Ottoman Empire’s greatest ruler—
the position took on the trappings of imperial rule (see ‘A
Portrait of Suleyman the Magnificent”). Court rituals were
inherited from the Byzantines and Persians, and a centralized
administrative system was adopted that increasingly isolated
the sultan in his palace. The position of the sultan was he-
reditary, with a son, although not necessarily the eldest, always
succeeding the father. This practice led to chronic succession
struggles upon the death of individual sultans, and the losers
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The Sultan’s Chambers in Topkapi Palace. After his conquest of Constantinople in 1453, Mehmet Il constructed the
extensive palace compound known as Topkapi as his royal residence and the seat of the new government. Set on a high
promontory overlooking the Bosporus and the Sea of Marmara, this self-contained city housed over four thousand people
and included a royal harem, dormitories, libraries, schools, mosques, a hospital, and gardens with fountains. Shown

here (left) is the sultan's imperial throne room. The walls of the harem are covered with magnificent tile work designs,
including this design of colorful flowers in vases (right). Ottoman artists were renowned for the high quality of their glazed
tile art, produced in many colors including their own secret “tomato red,” which adorned palaces as well as mosques.

were often executed or imprisoned. Potential heirs to the
throne were assigned as provincial governors to provide them
with experience.

The Harem The heart of the sultan’s power was in the Top-
kapi (tahp-KAH-pee) Palace in the center of Istanbul. Topkapi
(meaning “cannon gate”) was constructed in 1459 by Mehmet
II and served as an administrative center as well as the private
residence of the sultan and his family. Eventually, it had a staff
of 20,000 employees. The private domain of the sultan was
called the harem (“sacred place”). Here he resided with his
concubines. Normally, a sultan did not marry but chose sev-
eral concubines as his favorites; they were accorded this status
after they gave birth to sons. When a son became a sultan, his
mother became known as the queen mother and served as
adviser to the throne. This tradition, initiated by the influential
wife of Suleyman the Magnificent, often resulted in consider-
able authority for the queen mother in affairs of state.

Like the janissaries, members of the harem were often of
slave origin and formed an elite element in Ottoman society.
Since the enslavement of Muslims was forbidden, slaves were
taken among non-Islamic peoples. Some concubines were pris-
oners selected for the position, while others were purchased
or offered to the sultan as gifts. They were then trained and
educated like the janissaries in a system called devshirme (dev-
SHEER-may) (“collection”). Devshirme had originated in the
practice of requiring local clan leaders to provide prisoners to
the sultan as part of their tax obligation. Talented males were
given special training for eventual placement in military or

administrative positions, while their female counterparts were
trained for service in the harem, with instruction in reading,
the Qur’an, sewing and embroidery, and musical performance.
They were ranked according to their status, and some were per-
mitted to leave the harem to marry officials. If they were later
divorced, they were sometimes allowed to return to the harem.

Unique to the Ottoman Empire from the fifteenth century
onward was the exclusive use of slaves to reproduce its royal
heirs. Contrary to myth, few of the women of the imperial
harem were used for sexual purposes, as the majority were
relatives of the sultan’s extended family—sisters, daughters,
widowed mothers, and in-laws, with their own personal slaves
and entourages. Contemporary European observers compared
the atmosphere in the Topkapi harem to a Christian nunnery,
with its hierarchical organization, enforced chastity, and rule
of silence.

Because of their proximity to the sultan, the women of the
harem often wielded so much political power that the era has
been called the “sultanate of women.” Queen mothers admin-
istered the imperial household and engaged in diplomatic rela-
tions with other countries while controlling the marital alliances
of their daughters with senior civilian and military officials or
members of other royal families in the region. One princess
was married seven separate times from the age of two after her
previous husbands died either in battle or by execution.

Administration of the Government The sultan ruled through

an imperial council that met four days a week and was chaired
by the grand vizier. The sultan often attended behind a screen,
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A Janissary ﬁﬂm recruiting devsirme for Suftan Suleyman | (1495-1566), from the ‘Suleymanname”{Mss Hazine. 1517 £.31v), 1558 (ink & gold

Ieaf on veltum), Ali Amir Beg (1. 1558)/Topkapi Palace Museuwm, Istanbul, Turkey/The Bridgeman Art Library

Recruitment of the Children. The Ottoman Empire, like its Chinese
counterpart, sought to recruit its officials on the basis of merit.
Through the system called devshirme (“collection”), youthful
candidates were selected from the non-Muslim population

in villages throughout the empire. In this painting, an imperial
officer is counting coins to pay for the children’s travel expenses
to Istanbul, where they will undergo extensive academic and
military training. Note the concern of two of the mothers and

a priest as they question the official, who undoubtedly underwent
the process himself as a child. As they leave their family and
friends, the children carry their worldly possessions in bags
slung over their shoulders.

whence he could privately indicate his desires to the grand
vizier. The latter presided over the imperial bureaucracy. Like
the palace guard, the bureaucrats were not an exclusive group
but were chosen at least partly by merit from a palace school
for training officials. Most officials were Muslims by birth,
but some talented janissaries became senior members of the
bureaucracy, and almost all the later grand viziers came from
the devshirme system.

Local administration during the imperial period was a prod-
uct of Turkish tribal tradition and was similar in some respects
to fief-holding in Europe. The empire was divided into prov-
inces and districts governed by officials who, like their tribal
predecessors, combined both civil and military functions. They
were assisted by bureaucrats trained in the palace school in
Istanbul. Senior officials were assigned land in fief by the sultan
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and were then responsible for collecting taxes and supplying
armies to the empire. These lands were then farmed out to the
local cavalry elite called the sipahis (suh-PAH-heez), who ob-
tained their salaries by exacting a tax from all peasants in their
fiefdoms. These local officials were not hereditary aristocrats,
but sons often inherited their fathers’ landholdings, and the vast
majority were descendants of the beys who had formed the
tribal elites before the imperial period.

16-1d Religion and Society in the Ottoman World

"Like most Turkic-speaking peoples in the Anatolian peninsula

and throughout the Middle East, the Ottoman ruling elites
were Sunni Muslims. Ottoman sultans had claimed the title of
caliph (“defender of the faith”) since the early sixteenth cen-
tury and thus were theoretically responsible for guiding the
flock and maintaining Islamic law, the Shari’a. In practice, the
sultan assigned these duties to a supreme religious authority,
who administered the law and maintained a system of schools
for educating Muslims.

Islamic law and customs were applied to all Muslims in the
empire. Although most Turkic-speaking people were Sunni
Muslims, some communities were attracted to Sufism (see
Chapter 7) or other heterodox doctrines. The government tol-
erated such activities as long as their practitioners remained
loyal to the empire, but in the early sixteenth century, unrest
among these groups—some of whom converted to the Shi‘ite
version of Islam—outraged the conservative ulama and even-
tually led to war against the Safavids (see Section 16-2, “The
Safavids,” p. 460).

The Treatment of Minorities Non-Muslims—mostly Orthodox
Christians (Greeks and Slavs), Jews, and Armenian Christians—
formed a significant minority within the empire, which treated
them with relative tolerance. Non-Muslims were compelled to
pay a head tax (as compensation for their exemption from mili-
tary service), and they were permitted to practice their religion
or convert to Islam (people who were already Muslim were
prohibited from adopting another faith). Most of the popula-
tion in European areas of the empire remained Christian, but in
some places, such as the Balkan territory now known as Bosnia
and Herzegovina, substantial numbers converted to Islam.

Each religious group within the empire was organized as an
administrative unit called a millet (mi-LET) (“nation” or “com-
munity”). Each group, including the Muslims themselves, had
its own patriarch, priest, or grand rabbi who dealt as an inter-
mediary with the government and administered the commu-
nity according to its own laws. The leaders of the individual
millets were responsible to the sultan and his officials for the
behavior of the subjects under their care and collected taxes for
transmission to the government. Each millet established its own
system of justice, set its own educational policies, and provided
welfare for the needy.

Social Classes The subjects of the Ottoman Empire were
also divided by occupation and place of residence. In addition
to the ruling class, there were four main occupational groups:
peasants, artisans, merchants, and pastoral peoples. The first
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three were classified as “urban” residents. Peasants tilled land
that was leased to them by the state (ultimate ownership of
all land resided with the sultan), but the land was deeded to
them, so they were able to pass it on to their heirs. They were
not allowed to sell the land and thus in practice were forced to
remain on the soil. Taxes were based on the amount of land
the peasants possessed and were paid to the local sipahis, who
held the district in fief.

Nomadic peoples were placed in a separate millet and were
subject to their own regulations and laws. They were divided
into the traditional nomadic classifications of tribes, clans, and
“tents” (individual families) and were governed by their heredi-
tary chiefs, the beys. As we have seen, the beys were responsible
for administration and for collecting taxes for the state.

Artisans were organized according to craft guilds. Each guild,
headed by a council of elders, was responsible not only for deal-
ing with the governmental authorities but also for providing
financial services, social security, and training for its members.
Outside the ruling elite, merchants were the most privileged
class in Ottoman society. They were largely exempt from gov-
ernment regulations and taxes and were therefore able in many
cases to amass large fortunes, Charging interest was technically
illegal under Islamic law, but the rules were often ignored in
practice. In the absence of regulations, merchants often estab-
lished monopolies and charged high prices, which caused them
to be bitterly resented by other subjects of the empire.

The Position of Women Women in the Ottoman Empire were
subject to the same restrictions that afflicted their counterparts
in other Muslim societies, but their position was ameliorated
to some degree by a variety of factors. In the first place, non-
Muslims were subject to the laws and customs of their own
religions; thus, Orthodox Christian, Armenian Christian, and
Jewish women were spared some of the restrictions applied
to their Muslim sisters (although they were then subject to
restrictions imposed by their own faith). In the second place,
Islamic laws as applied in the Ottoman Empire defined the

legal position of women comparatively tolerantly, perhaps be-
cause Turkish tribal tradition had adopted a more egalitarian
view of gender roles than was the case in the sedentary societ-
ies around them. Women were permitted to own and inherit
property, including their dowries. They could not be forced
into marriage and in certain cases were permitted to seek a
divorce. As we have seen, women often exercised considerable
influence in the palace and in a few instances even served as
senior officials, such as governors of provinces.

HISTORIANS .
16-1e The Ottoman Empire:
A Civilization in Decline?

By the late seventeenth century, the expansionist tendencies of
earlier eras had largely disappeared, and the empire began to
lose many of its territorial gains in the region. Many observ-
ers have interpreted these conditions as symptoms of a civiliza-
tion in decline, and indeed many contemporary internal critics
agreed with that assessment. Recently, however, some histori-
ans have taken issue with this paradigm, maintaining that in
many respects the empire remained relatively healthy up to the
early twentieth century, when the final collapse occurred.

The issue is partly a matter of the interpretation of facts. In
a number of respects, the dynamic forces that had dominated
during the early stages of growth were no longer present. In
the first place, the quality of leadership had begun to decline.
Talented early leaders like Mehmet Il and Suleyman the Mag-
nificent gave way to incompetent sultans who lacked interest in
the affairs of state and turned responsibility for governing over
to administrators or members of the harem. Palace intrigue
was the result.

Secondly, the administrative system began to break down
as talented officials selected through the relatively meritocratic
devshirme system were gradually transformed into a privileged
and often degenerate hereditary caste. Local administrators
were corrupted and taxes rose as the central bureaucracy lost its
links with rural areas. Constant wars depleted the treasury, and
transport and communications were neglected. Interest in sci-
ence and technology, once a hallmark of the Arab Empire, was
in decline. In addition, the empire was beset by economic dif-
ficulties caused by the diversion of trade routes away from the
eastern Mediterranean and the price inflation brought about by
the influx of cheap American silver.

Most important, perhaps, was the failure of the Ottomans to
take an interest in the technological advances that were being
introduced as a result of the scientific revolution in Europe.
The adoption of printed books produced from movable type,
for example, was resisted vigorously by conservative Muslim
clerics who argued that they were objectionable on religious
and aesthetic grounds. Similarly, the use of mechanical clocks
to keep accurate time was opposed in favor of the traditional
use of the water clock and the sundial. Imports of military tech-
nology lagged as well, and the vaunted Ottoman superiority in
cannonry gradually disappeared. At root, the Ottomans lacked
an interest in events taking place elsewhere in the world and
adopted instead an attitude of smug complacency based on the
alleged superiority of traditional Islamic civilization.
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- A TURKISH DISCOURSE ON COFFEE

COFFEE WAS INTRODUCED to Turkey from the
Arabian Peninsula in the mid-sixteenth century
and reportedly came to Europe during the Turkish siege of
Vienna in 1527. The following account was written by Katib
Chelebi (kah-TEEB CHEL-uh-bee), a seventeenth-century
Turkish author who compiled an extensive encyclopedia and
bibliography. In The Balance of Truth, he described how coffee
entered the empire and the problems it caused for public
morality. In the Muslim world, as in Europe and later in colonial
America, rebellious elements often met in coffeehouses to
promote antigovernment activities. Chelebi died in Istanbul in
1657, reportedly while drinking a cup of coffee.

Interchange

& Exchange

Katib Chelebi, The Balance of Truth

[Coffee] originated in Yemen and has spread, like tobacco,
over the world. Certain sheikhs, who lived with their dervishes
[ascetic followers] in the mountains of Yemen, used to crush
and eat the berries . . . of a certain tree. Some would roast
them and drink their water. Coffee is a cold dry food, suited to
the ascetic life and sedative of lust. . . .

It came to Asia Minor by sea, about 1543, and met with a
hostile reception, fetwas [decrees] being delivered against it.
For they said, apart from its being roasted, the fact that it is
drunk in gatherings, passed from hand to hand, is suggestive

of loose living. It is related of Abul-Suud Efendi that he had
holes bored in the ships that brought it, plunging their cargoes
of coffee into the sea. But these strictures and prohibitions
availed nothing, . . . One coffeehouse was opened after
another, and men would gather together, with great eagerness
and enthusiasm, to drink. Drug addicts in particular, finding it
a life-giving thing, which increased their pleasure, were willing
to die for a cup.

Storytellers and musicians diverted the people from
their employments, and working for one’s living fell into
disfavor. Moreover the people, from prince to beggar, amused
themselves with knifing one another. Toward the end of
1633, the late Ghazi Gultan Murad, becoming aware of the
situation, promulgated an edict, out of regard and compassion
for the people, to this effect: Coffeehouses throughout the
Guarded Domains shall be dismantled and not opened
hereafter. Since then, the coffeehouses of the capital have been
as desolate as the heart of the ignorant. . . . But in cities and
towns outside Istanbul, they are opened just as before. As has
been said above, such things do not admit of a perpetual ban.

Why did coffee come to be regarded as a dangerous
substance in the Ottoman Empire? Were the authorities
successful in suppressing its consumption?

Source: From The Balance of Truth by Katib Chelebi, translated by G. L. Lewis, copyright 1927.

Ottoman society was by no means totally isolated from the
outside world. As familiarity with European civilization gradu-
ally increased, some cosmopolitan officials and merchants
began to mimic the habits and lifestyles of their European
counterparts, dressing in the European fashion, purchasing
Western furniture and art objects, and ignoring Muslim stric-
tures against the consumption of alcohol and sexual activities
outside marriage. Coffee and tobacco had been introduced into
polite Ottoman society by the late sixteenth and seventeenth
centuries, and eventually cafés for the consumption of both
began to appear in the major cities (see “A Turkish Discourse on
Coffee”). But such behavior aroused concern in some quarters.
One sultan in the early seventeenth century issued a decree pro-
hibiting the consumption of both coffee and tobacco, arguing
(correctly, no doubt) that many cafés were nests of antigovern-
ment intrigue. He even began to wander incognito through
the streets of Istanbul at night. Any of his subjects detected
in immoral or illegal acts were summarily executed and their
bodies left on the streets as an example to others.

Despite these limitations—and notwithstanding the con-
cerns expressed by the sultan over the seditious activities sup-
posedly carried out in Istanbul’s coffeehouses—the Ottoman
Empire compiled an impressive record of longevity, enduring
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over a period that lasted almost five hundred years. By creating
a centralized administrative system based on a unified ideology
that yet tolerated a high degree of ethnic and cultural diversity,
the Ottomans managed to bring to the region of the eastern
Mediterranean an era of relative peace and stability that had
not been achieved since the days of the pharaohs—and has not
been repeated since.

16-1f Ottoman Art

The Ottoman sultans were enthusiastic patrons of the arts and
maintained large ateliers of artisans and artists, primarily at the
Topkapi Palace in Istanbul but also in other important cities of
the vast empire. The period from Mehmet Il in the fifteenth cen-
tury to the early eighteenth century witnessed a flourishing of
pottery, rugs, silk and other textiles, jewelry, arms and armor,
and calligraphy. All adorned the palaces of the new rulers, testi-
fying to their opulence and exquisite taste. The artists came from
all parts of the realm and beyond. Besides Turks, there were Per-
sians, Greeks, Armenians, Hungarians, and Italians, all vying for
the esteem and generous rewards of the sultans and fearing that
losing favor might mean losing their heads! In the second half of
the sixteenth century, Istanbul alone listed more than 150 craft
guilds, ample proof of the artistic activity of the era.



COMPARATIVE ILLUSTRATION

Architecture By far the greatest contribution of the Otto-
man Empire to world art was its architecture, especially the
magnificent mosques of the second half of the sixteenth
century. Traditionally, prayer halls in mosques had been sub-
divided by numerous pillars that supported small individual
domes, creating a private, forestlike atmosphere. The Turks,
however, modeled their new mosques on the open floor plan
of the Byzantine church of Hagia Sophia and began to push
the pillars toward the outer wall to create a prayer hall with
an uninterrupted central area under one large dome. With
this plan, large numbers of believers could worship in unison
in accordance with Muslim preference. By the mid-sixteenth

Hagia Sophia and the

a_ Suleymaniye Mosque.
The magnificent mosques built under the
patronage of Suleyman the Magnificent
are a great legacy of the Ottoman Empire
and a fitting supplement to Hagia Sophia,
the cathedral built by the Byzantine
emperor Justinian in the sixth century
CE and later turned into a mosque by
Mehmet 1. Towering under a central
dome, these mosques seem to defy gravity
and, like European Gothic cathedrals,
convey a sense of weightlessness. The
Suleymaniye Mosque (in A), constructed
in the mid-sixteenth century on a design
by the great architect Sinan, borrowed
many elements from its great predecessor
(in B) and today is one of the most
impressive and most graceful in Istanbul.
A far cry from the seventh-century desert
mosques constructed of palm trunks, the
Ottoman mosques stand among the
architectural wonders of the world.

Fergus O'Brien/The Image Bank/Getty Images

How would you compare the
mosques built by the architect
Sinan and his successors with the
Gothic cathedrals that were being
built at the same time in Europe?
What do you think accounts for the
differences?

William J. Dusker

century, the greatest of all Ottoman architects, Mimar Sinan
(si-NAHN), began erecting the first of his eighty-one mosques
with an uncluttered prayer area topped by an imposing dome.
and framed with towering narrow minarets. The interiors were
characterized by delicate plasterwork and tile decoration that
transformed the mosque into a monumental oasis of spiritu-
ality, opulence, and power. Sinan's masterpieces, such as the
Suleymaniye (soo-lay-MAHN-ee-eh) and the Blue Mosque of
Istanbul, were always part of a large socioreligious compound
that included a library, school, hospital, mausoleums, and even
bazaars, all of equally magnificent construction (see Compara-
tive Illustration “Hagia Sophia and the Suleymaniye Mosque”).
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Textiles The sixteenth century also witnessed the flourish-
ing of textiles and rugs. The Byzantine emperor Justinian
had introduced the cultivation of silkworms to the West in
the sixth century, and the silk industry resurfaced under the
Ottomans. Its capital was at Bursa, where factories produced
silks for wall hangings, soft covers, and especially court cos-
tumes. Perhaps even more famous than Turkish silk are the
rugs. But whereas silks were produced under the patronage
of the sultans, rugs were a peasant industry. Each village
boasted its own distinctive design and color scheme for the
rugs it produced.

16-2 THE SAFAVIDS

Focus Questions: What problems did the Safavid
Empire face, and how did its rulers attempt to solve

them? How did their successes and failures compare
with those in the other Muslim empires?

After the collapse of the empire of Tamerlane in the early
fifteenth century, the area extending from Persia into Cen-
tral Asia lapsed into anarchy. The Uzbeks (00z-BEKS), Turkic-
speaking peoples from Central Asia, were the chief political
and military force in the area. From their capital at Bokhara
(boh-KAHR-uh or boo-KAH-ruh), they maintained a semblance
of control over the fluid tribal alignments until the emergence
of the Safavid Dynasty in Persia at the beginning of the six-
teenth century.

16-2a The Rise of the Safavids

The Safavid Dynasty was founded by Shah Ismail (IS-mah-eel)
(r. 1487-1524), a descendant of Sheikh Safi al-Din (SAH-fee ul-
DIN) (hence the name Safavid) (1252-1334), who traced his ori-
gins to Ali, the fourth imam of the Muslim faith. In the early
fourteenth century, Safi had been the leader of a community
of Turkic-speaking people in Azerbaijan, near the Caspian
Sea. Safi’s community was one of many Sufi mystical reli-
gious groups throughout the area. In time, the doctrine spread
among nomadic groups throughout the Middle East and was
transformed into the more activist Shi'ite faith. Its adherents
were known as “red heads” becauise of their distinctive red cap
with twelve folds, meant to symbolize allegiance to the twelve
imams of the Shi'ite faith. s

“In 1501, Ismail seized much of the lands of the old Ab-
basid Empire and proclaimed himself shah of a new Persian
state, to be called Iran in deference to the ancient term derived
from the ethnic word “Aryan.” Baghdad was subdued in 1508,
as were the Uzbeks in Bokhara shortly thereafter. Ismail now
promoted the Shi'ite faith among the primarily Sunni local
population and sent Shi'ite preachers into Anatolia to prosely-
tize and promote rebellion among Turkish tribal peoples in the
Ottoman Empire. In retaliation, the Ottoman sultan, Selim I
(see above), advanced against the Safavids in Persia and won a
major battle near Tabriz (tah-BREEZ) in 1514. But Selim could
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not maintain control of the area, and Ismail regained Tabriz a
few years later.

The Ottomans returned to the attack in the 1580s and forced
the new Safavid shah, Abbas (uh-BAHS) I (r. 1587-1629), to sign
a punitive peace in which he accepted the loss of much ter-
ritory. The capital was subsequently moved for defensive rea-
sons from Tabriz in the northwest to Isfahan (is-fah-HAHN) in
the south. Still, it was under Shah Abbas (“the Great™) that the
Safavids reached the zenith of their glory. He established a sys-
tem similar to the janissaries in Turkey to train administrators
to replace the traditional warrior elite. He also used the inter-
val of peace to strengthen his army, now armed with modern
weapons, and in the early seventeenth century, he attempted to
regain the lost territories. Although he had some initial success,
war resumed in the 1620s, and a lasting peace was not achieved
until 1638 (see Map 16.2).

16-2b Decline and Collapse of the Dynasty

By centralizing power in his hands and broadening the nation’s
economy, Abbas the Great managed to consolidate his power
base, and for a time after his death in 1629, Iran remained sta-
ble and vigorous. But succession conflicts plagued the dynasty.
Partly as a result, the influence of the more militant Shi'ites
began to increase at court and in Safavid society at large. The
intellectual freedom that had characterized the empire at its
height was increasingly curtailed under the pressure of religious
orthodoxy, and Iranian women, who had enjoyed considerable
freedom and influence during the early period, were forced
to withdraw into seclusion and behind the veil. Meanwhile,
attempts to suppress the religious beliefs of minorities led to in-
creased popular unrest. In the early eighteenth century, Afghan
warriors took advantage of local revolts to seize the capital of
Isfahan, forcing the remnants of the Safavid ruling family to re-
treat to Azerbaijan, their original homeland. As the Ottomans
seized territories along the western border, the empire finally
collapsed in 1723. Eventually, order was restored by the mili-
tary adventurer Nadir Shah Afshar (NAH-der shah ahf-SHAR),
who launched an extended series of campaigns that restored
the country’s borders and even occupied the Mughal capital
of Delhi (see “The Shadows Lengthen,” Section 16-3c, p. 468).
After his death, the Zand dynasty ruled until the end of the
eighteenth century.

CHRONOLOGY ;
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