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prolonged fighting. Morcover, the Grand Vizier's
distrust of the political pressure group around the
Swedish King at Bender may have induced him 1o
come to terms before these could interfere on the spot.

The news of the victory and the peace was well
received at Istanbul at first. The Sultan, however,
became suspicious of his Grand Vizier when the latter
postponed his return to the capital because of pro-
tracted negotiations with the Russians concerning the
implementation of the treaty. Indeced, the absence of
direct positive results of the peace caused a general
dissatisfaction with the Grand Vizier’s policy. The
anti-Russian party, joined by the leading ‘ulamd?, was
able to gain the upper hand over those loving peace.
After the arrival of the army at Edirne the
Commander-in-Chief  Balitadji  Mchmed was
instructed to give up the seal of office. He was put
under arrest in the prison of the Bostandjibaghi. An
“inventory of his possessions and money was ordered.
He himself was banished to the islands of Midilli and
subsequently to Limni [g.zv.]. During his stay there,
he learned of the confiscation of all his possessions.
The Walide Sultdn probably interceded to save his life,
but two main assistants in office, his kdhya ‘Othmén
Agha and his mektabés ‘Omer Efendi, were con-
demned to death. Baltadji Mehmed Pasha died on
Limni, after a short illness, in 1124/1712-13. The
judgment of him in Ottoman historiography varies
between the accusation of high treason against Islam
and the Ottornan state and fulsome praise for a vic-
torious Turkish commander. He seems to have been
a typical product of the seraglio culture, and accord-
ing to A.N. Kurat, was a man of the pen rather than
a statesman, an Ottoman gentleman rather than a
Turkish warrior.
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d.928/1521.

He scems to have been in the service of the Shehzad
Sclim b, Bayazid II, at the time when the latter was
governor of Trebizond. There is evidence that he held
the post of Chief Equerry (amir-akhir-bashi) from the
time of the accession of Selim 1, and he fought
alongside him in battes against the Shchzad Ahmed
b. Bayazid: near Bursa, where he commanded the
vanguard and his force was routed on 7 Safar 919/14
April 1513; then at the battle of Yenishehir on 24
April. The following year, he took part in the cam-
paign of Caldiran [g.z.] and. on his return to Tabriz,
was entrusted with the mission of storming the
stronghold of Bayburd, which had been unsuc-
cessfully besieged since Djumada 1 920/July 1514 by
an Ottoman expeditionary force. The conquest of this
fortress earned him the title, granted on 25 October,
of beg of the sandjaks of Bayburd, Trebizond, {Shebin)
Kara Hisar and Djanik. In the spring of 1515 he was
given the task of laying siege to Kemakh [g. v.], and he
maintained a blockade on this Safawid-held town until
the arrival of the sultan, who took it by assault on 5
Rabr® 11 921/19 May 1515. In the course of the sum-
mer. Selim I appointed him commander-in-chief of an
army of considerable size (Ottoman troops,
volunteers and contingents from the Kurdish prin-
cipalities) raised for the purpose of conquering
western Kurdistan, which was in revolt against the
Safawids and where the diplomatic activity of Idris
Bidlisi [g.v.] had ensured that the territory would
affirm its loyalty to the Ottoman government.
Mchmed Pasha entered Amid on 10 Sha‘ban 921/19
September 1515, was made beglerbeg of Diyar Bakr on
5 November, and completed the conquest of the coun-
try by annihilating in Rabi¢ 11 922/May 1316, at Eski
Ko& Hisir, near Mardin, the last Safawid army stiil
present in the region, that of Kara Khan Ustadjala.
When Selim I marched against the Mamliks,
Mehmed Pasha joined forces with him at Malatya,
fought on the left flank at the bartle of Mardj Dabik
[g.0.], then, at Aleppo, was granted authority to
undertake the conquest of the fortresses of Mardin
and Hisn Kayfa, stll held by Kizilbash garrisons.
Shortly after this he took possession of Mawsil,
Kirkak and Tawik. Promoted to the rank of vizier,
Mehmed Pagha devoted the remainder of his period of
office to the establishment of Ottoman rule in the
Kurdish emirates of Diyir Bakr on the one hand, and
to the monitoring of the activities of Shah Isma‘il on
the other. He died on 24 Muharram 928/24
December 1521 (of dysentery, cf. document E. 6102
of the Archives of Topkap:, and not in batle as
claimed by Mehmed Thireyya) and was buried at
Amid, near the Fatih Pasha mosque of which he had
laid the foundations.

In spite of the important role which he played and
the relatively plentiful documentation concerning
him, little research has been so far done on Biyikh
Mehmed Pasha. In any case, examination of the
sources gives the impression that, under Selim I, he
was one of the few senior Ottoman dignitaries—if not
the only one—who, entrusted with a considerable
weight of responsibility, ‘enjoyed the unlimited con-
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