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Rhetoric versus realism in early seventeenth-century
Ottoman historical writing : on the creation and purpose
and of Kuyucu Murad Pasha’s vaunted reputation as

. . vanquisher of the celalis
Historiography

By any objective standard it is appropriate to regard the first two decades of the
seventeenth century in the Ottoman lands as a time of considerable political
uncertainty and dynastic upheaval. The inescapable facts were that the political
leadership had been forced to acknowledge the reality of military stalemate both on
the empire’s western (Treaty of Zsitvatorok, signed with the Austrian Habsburgs in
November 1606) and eastern (Treaty of Istanbul, signed with the Safavids in
November 1612) frontiers. In addition, they were seemingly powerless in
restraining the circulation of armed battalions of Celali rebels who held sway in a
wide band of the Anatolian homeland sometimes encroaching on the empire’s
) former capital Bursa itself. Historians living and writing in those times can hardly
Rhoads Murphey fail to have been affected by the atmosphere of apocalyptic doom which

: undoubtedly hung over the Ottoman court in those years. However, despite its
undoubted importance for formulating a balanced retrospective view of this

Tirkiye Diyanet Vakft troubled period of Ottoman history, surprisingly little attention has been paid to
{slam Aryasgmmalm Merkezi T .. scrutinizing contemporary political perceptions and assessing the ways that they
Kitiphanesi e colored the historical record as created by leading literary and intellectual figures
; 1. A active at the height of the crisis in the reign of Ahmed ¥ (r. 1603-1617). For the
Oem. No: 18 @\4 PJR purpose of the present analysis we will focus on the accounts of the early phase of
No: 956.07 ' Ahmed’s reign between his accession in December 1603 and the death of his first

Tas. No: MURLE - long-serving grand vezier Kuyucu Murad Pasha in August 1611.}
- T : By virtue both of his personal longevity and the relative security of his tenure
of office Murad Pasha unavoidably occupies a dominant position in the record of

Sultan Ahmed’s reign.

The varialions in the contemporary account of Murad Pasha’s seemingly
triumphant confrontation with the Celalis offers a particularly clear illustration of
e EREN ! Apart from Nasuh Pasha whose term of office ended with his execution, none of Sultan Ahmed’s
./5 “d‘ Ao - o8y other six chief deputies remained in office for more than about 28 months, whereas Kuyucu Murad

held his position for nearly five years (actual term of office, 4 years 8 months). See I n
Danismend, [zahli Osmanli Tarih Kronolojisi, Vol. 5 (Istanbul, 1971), pp. 28-30. i {g [ g ? g
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ABSTRACT

Secular Dilemma Of Imams And Hatibs Training High Schools

The THL’s {Imarns and Hatibs Training High Schools), which are the
main institution of religious education in Turkey, have been made the target of
ideological and political arguments. In fact, these schools have not yet been
carried out of ideological and political point of view towards a tradition of the
assessment of these schools. The issue of IHL’s has turned out to be a problem
as it has been understood to a sufficient degree neither by supporters nor by
opponents. Again, since - despite the fact that they are of those schools of ours
that have developed within social dynamism and reflect this very dynamism in
the best manner — IHL’s have ever been considered as an object of ideclogical
isolation, its definition with living identity has not interested anybody much.
Accordingly, it is known as a most easily-reached symbol of ideclogical dis-
putes and still remains such. The progression and change these schools have
experienced have become the subject of this article as social concepts. Do
THL's represent a religious ideology or modern change better? This is the prin-
cipal issue under consideration.

Key Terms:

Imams and Hatibs Training High Schools, Secularism, Religious Edu-
cation and Training, Urbanization, University.
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% KUYUCU MURAD PASA'NIN iRAN
¥ SAHINA GONDERDIGI MEKTUP

N\

‘g‘g Mehmet Giinay”
N Ertan Gékmen™

Giris

Devletler aras1 anlagmazliklarin ¢ozlimiinde tercih edilen yollardan bi-
risi elgiler vasitasiyla mektup tedtisidir. Osmanli-Iran siyasi miinasebetlerinde
genellikle meseleleri baniger yollardan ¢ozmek amaciyla elgiler gonderilmistir.
Argivlerimiz ve kiitliphanelerimizde bu tiir elgilik faaliyetlerine dair birgok bel-
ge ve bilgi yer almaktadir. Manisa sehrinin merkez kiitiiphanesi olup icerisinde
bulundurdugu Snemli miktardaki yazma ve basma eserlerle tilkemizin nadir kii-
tiiphanelerinden birisi olan Kitapsaray’da 5683/2 numarada “Sadrazam Kuyu-
cu Murad Paga’nim Iran Sahina Génderdigi Mektup” ibaresiyle kayith 1017 ta-
rihli ve ta’lik yazili sekiz varakdan olugan bir mekiup da bu elgilik faaliyetleri-
nin bir &rnegini tegkil etmektedir.

Mektup, her ne kadar yazma eserler katalogunda yukanidaki ibare ile
kayitli ise de mektubun ilk satirinda “Murad Paga’mn Sultan Ahmed’e Olan
Mektubu” seklindeki baghk dikkati cekmektedir. Anlagildigt kadariyla bu mek-
tup Murad Paga’nm Iran Sah’ina génderdigi mektubun Padisaha bilgi amaciyla
takdim ettigi streti olmalidir. O donemde Reis’iil-kiittaphk makammda bulu-
nan Abdullah Efendinin kaleme aldig: “Diistir 'ul-Insa” adl eserde de bu mek-
tubun bir slireti bulunmaktadir. Silleymaniye Kiitiiphanesi Es’ad Efendi B6li-
mil 3332 numarada kayith bulunan eserde yer alan mektup sfretlerinin biiyitk
bir bolimiinde kirmuzi miirekkeple yazilmig bagliklar yer almakta ise de bu
reektubun bag kismi bog birakilmustir.

Tamtmim yaptifimiz ve Osmanli-Tran siyasi iliskileri agisindan
dnemli olduguna inandigimiz bu mektubun metni ile Diistr’ ul-fngAdaki metin
arastnda ¢ok 6nemli olmasa da bazi farkliliklar mevcuttur. Bu farkhliklar mek-
tubun transkriptinde dipnot olarak gdsterilmistir. Yine mektupta verilen bilgile-
rin daha iyi anlasilmas: agisindan Kuyucu Murat Paga ve donemiyle ilgili bilgi-
lerle Osmanlt-Iran iliskilerinin seyri hakkinda bazi bilgiler verilmesi uygun
olacaktir.
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600 MURAD BAKHSH — MURAD PASHA, KUYUDJU

youngest son of the Mughal Emperor Shah
Djahan [g.v.], born on 25 Dhu ’I-Hidjdja 1033/28
September 1624 and dicd 1072/1661. He was given a
mansab of 10,000/4,000 in 1048/1639, and after a year,
of 10,000/7,000, being promoted in 1051/1641t to
12,000/8,000 (2,000 x 2-3h). His first important
assignment came in . 1052/1642 when he was
appointed sidbaddr of Multdn [g.0.]. In 1055/1645 he
received the rank of 12,000/10,000 (2,000 x 2-3h). He
led the Mughal army to Balkh and Badakhshan in
Djumada I 1056/June 1646, but after a successful
campaign abandoned his command without permis-
sion and returned to India in Radjab 1056/August
1646. He was deprived of his rank and dismissed from
the governorship of Multan, but the same year was
pardoned and restored to his rank. In 1057/1647 he
was appointed as sibadir of Kashmir and in 1058/1648
as sabaddr of the Deccan. His term there was short,
and in 1060/1650 he was appointed sibadir of Kabul
and in 1061/1651 of Malwa. In 1064/1654 he received
appointment to Gugdjarat and was promoted to the
rank of 12,000/10,000 (5,000 x 2-3h). Shah Djahan
fell ill in Dhu ’I-Hidjdja 1067/September 1657, and
Murad Bakhsh crowned himself Emperor in Safar
1068/November 1657 at Ahmadabad. In 1068/1658
Awrangzib and Murad Bakhsh entered into an agree-
ment in which Awrangzib promised his brother the
Pandjab, Multan, Thaftfa, Kashmir and Kabul in the
event of success. In Radjab 1068/April 1658, their
joint armies united to inflict a defeat on the Imperial
force at Dharmat. This was followed by Dara
Shukih’s [¢.v.] defeat at Samigarh. The two brothers
occupied Agra, the capital, but Murad Bakhsh was
treacherously seized by Awrangzib at Mathura {g.0.]
and sent as captive to Salimgarh fort (Dihli) then in
1069/1659 to Gwiliyar [¢.v.]. In 1072/1661 he was
executed on the charge of having murdered his diwan
¢Alf Naki in 1067/1657. Murad Bakhsh was reputed
for his dash and bravery, but was apparently a poor
administrator.

Bibliography: ‘Abd al-Hamid Lahéri, Badshah-
nama, ed. Maulvi Kabiruddin and Maulvi Abdur
Rahim, Bibl. Ind. Calcutta 1867-8; Muhammad
Warith, Badshdh-nama (continuation of ¢Abd Hamid
Lahéri’s Badshih-nama), ms. 1.0. Ethé, 329,
Muhammad Salih Kanbd, ‘Amal-i Salih, ed. G.
Yazdani, Bibl. Ind. Calcutta 1923-46; Muhammad
Kazim, ‘Alamgir-nama, Bibl. Ind. Calcutta 1865-73;
RukSat-i Alamgir, ed. Sayyid Nadjib Ashraf,
A‘zamgath 1930; Jadu Nath Sarkar, Hi.\‘tory'“of
Aurangzeb, mainly based on Persian sources, 1i-ii,
Calcutta 1912; M. Athar Ali, The Mughal nobility
under Aurangzeb, Bombay 1966; idem, The apparatus
of empire, Oxford 1985. (M. ATHAR ALI)

i MURAD HADJD]I [see sHAMIL].

“* MURAD PASHA, KUYUDJU, Kopja, (ca. 928-
1020/ca.  1520-1611), Ottoman Grand Vizier
under Sultan Ahmed L

A dewshirme [g.v.] boy of Croat origin, he received
his education in the imperial palace. His career began
under patronage of Mahmuad Pasha, the beglerbegt of

Yemen and Egypt. Between 1560 and 1565 he was the
latter’s ketkhuda. In Egypt, Murdd also held the office
of amir al-hadjdj, which opened the way to public high
office. In 983/1576 Murad (Pasha) became beglerbegi of
Yemen himself for about four years. Dismissed in
988/1580 because of corruption, he was summoned to
the capital and landed in Yedi Kule prison for a short
time. Afterwards, he was appointed beglerbegi of
Tarabulus-Sham. In 993/1585 he joined the Tabriz
campaign, being beglerbegi of Karaman and second-in-
command to the serdar-i  ekrem Ozdemir-oghlu

¢Othmin Pasha [g.2.]. n a battle with the troops of
the Persian commander Hamza Mirzd, he was taken
prisoner. He was set free at the conclusion of peace in
998/1590 and was made governor-general of Cyprus
(999/1590), of Tarabulus-Sham (1000/1592), of
Damascus (Sham) in 1001/1593 and of Diyar Bakr in
1003/1595 (Selaniki gives 1005/1597). In this
capacity, he took part in the Egri campaign of 1596.
He distinguished himself in the Battle of Mezo-
Keresztes [g.v.] in Hungary (1005/1596). He
remained at the front and on 21 Rabi® I 1008/11
October 1599 was a member of the Ottoman delega-
tion holding peace talks with the Imperial envoys,
together with the saddret ketkhudasi Mehmed Agha and
a representative of the Khan of the Crimea at Vicz
(Waitzen) and at Parkanzy (Cigerdelen).

After the accession of Sultan Ahmed I (17 Radjab
1012/21 December 1603 [q.v.]), Murad Pasha was
appointed beglerbegt of Rumeli and given the function
of military governor of Buda (T. Budin [¢.0.]). On 28
Djumada II 1014/12 October 1605 he became as
Fourth Vizier a member of the imperial diwan. When
the Grand Vizier and serddr of the Western Front Lala
Mehmed Pasha [¢.2.] died (15 Muharram 1015/23
May 1606), Murad Pasha, by now one of the most
experienced commanders in the field, was made
Commander-in-Chief in Hungary. (Engiiris Serdari).
In this capacity he began to work towards peace. As
a result, a treaty of peace was negotiated at Zsit-
vatorok on 17 Djumadia II-10 Radjab 1015/20
October-11 November 1606. Peace in the West made
it possible for the Ottoman government to direct its
forces to the East, where Anatolia was ravaged by the
so-called Djelali revolts [g.2. in Suppl.] and where the
Safawid Shah SAbbas [ (996-1038/1588-1629) had
started a war in 1603. A month after concluding the
peace in Hungary, Murdd Pasha received his
appointment as Grand Vizier (10 Sha‘ban 1015/11
December 1606). The advice of the sheykh il-islam
Sun‘ullah Efendi seems to have been decisive in the
matter. ¢‘Old”’ (Kodja) Murad Pasha immediately left
his headquarters at Belgrade and arrived at Istanbul
on 15 Shawwal 1015/13 February 1607: ‘‘this man
hath continued ever since to the greate good of that
estate raised from death to life by his wisdome and
good fortune being indeede wise and a ancient
souldier’”’, was the commentary of the English
ambassador Henry Lello.

Appointed serdar in the East, the new Grand Vizier
left Uskiidar on 6 Rabi® [ 1016/2 July 1607 for his
campaign against the rebels in Anatolia and Syria;
Kalenderoghlu Mehmed Pasha [g.0.] near Ankara,
Muslu Cawush at Silifke and the main target, the
insurgent Djanbulatoghlu ‘Al Pasha, who dominated
an area from Aleppo to Adana. Having put out of
action Djanbulat’s follower Djemshid near Adana,
Murad Pasha met the chief rebel pasha himselfin bat-
tle in the Oru¢ Owasi near Bayldn in the region of
Antikya (2 Radjab 1016/23 October 1607). The
united forces of Djanbulat ‘All Pagha and the other
renowned rtebel Fakhr al-Din Ma‘n [g.0.} were
defeated and for the greater part massacred. ‘All
Pasha managed to escape, at first to Aleppo and then
to Istanbul, where he received a pardon from the
Sultan and was made beglerbegi of Temeshwar
(Temesvar), but Murid Pasha had him executed soon
after at Belgrade. One prominent prisoner, Djanbulat
¢Ali Pasha’s treasurer, the young Abaza Mehmed
[g.v0.], was spared upon the intercession of the
Janissary Agha, Khalil Pasha Kaysariyyeli [¢.2.], who
took him into his personal service.

Murid Pasha re-established government control in
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