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a6 HISTORY OF THE OTTOMAN TURKS. | . MUSTAPHA L 1. 1617, 97!
o 1656. The Poles and the Venetmns_W?re the chiet or at -least have taken véengeance on it j[while l'etiringj\
* ... European foes of Turkey throughout this time. Poland ‘ }mh its plunder, were absent from the proper scene of
T was too much torn by domestic faction to accomplish - Operations. o .‘ .
aught worthy of the cMYalrom‘valour of her armies ; Sultan Achmet died- 22nd Novembér, 1617.* He |
and Venice, never a sufficient adversary to cope single- ~ lefts seven sons, three of whom, in course of time
handed with a great empire, was-in a state of skilfully ascended the throne, but his immediate successor Wa;
disguised, but incurable, and increasing decrepitude. ~ his brother Mustapha. Hitherto there had been an
Persia was the most dangerous foreign enemy of Turkey uninterrupted transmission of the empire from father
during the first half of the seventeenth century; and - toson for fourteen generations According to Von
though the Asiatic possessions of the Porte beyond . Hammer, the law of succession which gives the throne
the Taurus were often in imminent peril, there was - to the elder surviving male relation of 'the deceased
little rixk of Persian armies advancing so far westward sovereign, had been adopted by the Houge of Othman
a8 to strike at the vital parts of the Ottoman dominions. - from the House of Zenghis Khan ; but so long as the
Achmet I reigned for eleven years after the peace of bractice of Royal fratricide continued, it was impossible
Sitvatorok. During this time, his Grand Vizier, Mourad, for any dispute to arige between the son of a Sultan
gained advantages over the rebels in Asia Minor, which -and that son’s uncle. In Consequence of the life of his. s
partially suppressed the spirit of revolt in that quarter. brother Mustapha having been spared by Achmet I }‘:
The war with Persia was continued, but almost uniformly that prince now became Sultan, to the temporar y
to the disadvantage of the Turks ; and the weakness of exclusion of hig y oung nephew Prince QOthman, Buz :
the empire was signally proved by the ravages which the idiocy of Mustapha, as soon as he was drawn from |
the fleets of the Cossacks perpetrated with impunity his plftcg of confinement and enthroned, was go apparent i
along the southcrn coasts of the Black Sea. In 1613,a that in less than three months the high officers of S;‘,ate’
flotilla of these ‘marauders surprised the city of Sinope, concurred in deposing him, and summoning Prince
which is described as having been then one of the Othman, then aged 14, to reign in his stead (26th
richest and begt fortified ports of Asia Minor. The The sccond year of the reign o
] ) ) ign of Achmet I.is marked by the T
Cossacks of the seventeenth century subjected Sinope g::"“ “?b‘ﬁhe date of the introduction of tobacco into the imp?rfs- m;‘lzi
to the same rapacious and cruel devastation, which ye&r::;ie w::?:o::;l;ue::ht‘;:m::ifo::]de;?:f:;m;a 8'11? o s within bty
i was to experieﬁce from their descendsnts under 2:;6; introduced into Constantinople in the Ore?gnf: theTh g:gf;;ﬁe
Russian guidance in 1853. In both cases the city was Ou the otgixioaﬁd::“oﬁ;f# ;zeum::;wti?t?ﬁ:he tu:e s,
e by suprse . aud i b o o it T L T e e
which should have encountered the attacking squadron, Pillas of the teut of d};::;;ery?? :nttih: t;:r}coi:zﬁ;;;uoft:f? da:]ha fur
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UBER EINE GOLDMUNZE SULTAN MUSTAFA’S L
VON

HANS-JOACHIM KISSLING

Miinchen

Meinem Schwager Professor
Dr. Kurt Dedié zum 2.NI1.1972

Unter den Goldmiinzen des Osmanischen Reiches nehmen die
zur Zeit des Sultans Mustafa L. (1617/18, 1622/23) geprigten in-
sofern eine besondere Stellung ein, als sie von einer durch die
Geschehnisse um diesen Sultan bedingten ausserordentlichen
Seltenheit sind und iberdies hinsichtlich Prigeorte und Zeit ver-
schiedene Unklarheiten aufweisen. Um diese Umstinde zu ver-
stehen, muss ein kurzer Blick auf den politischen Hintergrund ge-
worfen werden

Mustafd I. war im November 1617 seinem am 22. dieses Monats
verstorbenen Bruder Ahmed I. (1603-1617) auf dem Osmanenthron
nachgefolgt. Weder die dussere noch die innere Lage des Tirken-
reiches gab zu Optimismus Anlass und auch die Person des neuen
Sultans liess keine grossen Erwartungen zu. Denn Mustafd L
erwies sich als dusserst beschrinkter, um nicht zu sagen schwach-
sinniger, auf jeden Fall aber pathologische Ziige zeigender Mensch,
so dass zu vermuten stand, dass er nur ein Spielball in den Héinden
politischer Gruppen und Hofkliingel sein werde. Was die aussen-
politische Lage betraf, so war man gegeniiber Osterrcich seit dem
1606 auf 20 Jahre geschlossenen Frieden oder Waffenstillstand von
Zsitvatorok leidlich abgesichert, wenn auch die Siebenbiirgenfrage,
einer der Zankapfel zwischen Wien und Konstantinopel, keineswegs
befriedigend gelost war. Gewisse Spannungen bestanden mit Polen,
schlimmer aber lagen die Dinge im Osten. Die ewig blutende
Grenze zwischen dem Osmanenreiche und dem Iran war wieder
Schauplatz bdser Auseinandersetzungen geworden. Vom Iran heim-
lich unterstiitzte schiitische Aufstinde in Aleppo und in Ostanato-
lien in den Jahren 1606/07 hatte Ahmed I. zwar mit Miihe nieder-
kéimpfen konnen, aber der Zwist mit dem schiitischen Iran selbst

UBLER EINE GOLDMUNZE SULTAN MUSTAFA'S 1 165

stellung neuer Truppeneinheiten den Einfluss zu  beschneiden.
Die umgeschlagene Stimmung entlud sich furchtbar im Mai 1622.
Die meuternden Janitscharen, vom Janhagel assistiert, ermordeten
auf barbarische Weise den jungen ‘Osman II. zusammen mit
mehlireren hoheren Wirdentrigern, holten den schwachkopfigen
Mustafa 1. aus dem Verlies und setzten ihn erneut als Sultan ein.
De facto regierte nun die Janitscharengarde, die in Mustafa I. ein
willfihriges, zudem {iber die Lage giinzlich desorientiertes Werk-
zeug besass. Its gelang der Garde, sich binnen Jahresirist so un-
miglich zu machen, dass ¢s in einigen Provinzen zu Aufstidnden
gegen sie kam. Die oppositionellen Kreise sahen sich durch die
Lehensreiterei, die Sipahi-Truppe, die traditionelle Gegnerin der
Janitscharen, unterstiitzt und vermochten sich 1623 schliesslich
durchzusetzen. Aufgrund eines Rechtsgutachtens des Scheyvch-il-
Islam wurde Mustafd 1. wegen seiner sichtlichen Geistesschwiche,
die ihn nach den Grundsidtzen des islamischen Rechtes zum Herr-
scheramte untauglich machte, zum zweiten Male, und diesmal
endgiiltig, entthront. An seine Stelle trat Murad IV., cin Sohn
Ahmed’s 1., der vom 10.IX. 1623 an das Sultanat innehatte.

Es versteht sich, dass unter den geschilderten Umstinden von
umfangreicheren  Prilgungen, vorab Goldprigungen, zur Zeit
Mustafd’s I. kaum diec Rede sein konnte. Nach seiner zweiten
Inthronisierung verlangten die Jamtscharen von ithm ausdricklich
die Ausbezahlung des Thmnbestéigungsgeschenkes in Gold und
weigerten sich, anderes Geld anzunehmen. Was die osmanischen
Geschichtsschreiber betritft, so reichen ihre Angaben nicht aus, um
Fragen der Goldprigungen zur Zeit Mustafd’s I. voll zu kliren.
Vorlaufig sei auf den allgemein orientierenden, in manchen Punkten
freilich jetzt itberholten Artikel A, Refiq, “Osmdanls Dnparator-
lugunda meskikdt 1U in: Tivk Ta’rich Endschiiment Medschmaii‘ast
XIV (1927) S. zff., besonders S, 5ff. hingewiesen. Nach den An-
gaben 1. Galib’s, Tagoim-i meskikdt-i ‘Ogmdaniyve (Qostantinive

307 H.) S. 180 sind aus der Zeit Mustafd’s I. ausser einer in Kairo
gepragten Goldminze keine anderen Goldmiinzen, weder in Kon-
stantinopel noch anderswo geprigte, aufgetaucht. Die in Kairo
geprigte Goldmiinze, deren Inschrift bei 1. Galib, a.«.0., wieder-

bl

‘gegeben ist, stammt aus der ersten ‘Regierung’ des schwach-

sinnigen Sultans. Dem bei I Galib wiedergegebenen Tatbestand hat
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240 La crise politique, I1: le jew verrouillé, ou Uafuire des hommes

" djebedji bachi et de Kelender Ogrousf, qui les avaient menés au-deld

de ce qu’ils avaient voulu.

Quoi qu’il en soit, méme non voulu et simple fruit d’une manipu-
Jation, le régicide avait été perpétré et, une fois pour toutes, le tabou
avait été levé: toutes les imprécations horrifiées qui suivirent ne
changgrent rien au fait que les pddichdh pouvaient étre tués comme
de simples mortels. On ne conservera de ces événements, pourtant
beaucoup plus complexes, que ce schéma simpliste : les janissaires
§’étaient révoltés contre le sultan et ils avaient tué.

Un défenseur passionné de la mémoire du sultan martyr et grand
contempteur de ses assassins, le mirlivd Osman Bey, évaluera en ces
termes, dans une élégie, le cofit moral et religieux d’un tel forfait:

Et ils fondirent sur lui, reniérent ses bienfaits, trahirent le pacte
et le devoir, et wobservérent aucun respect pour ses ancétres ni
pour Iui, et ils n’appréhendérent pas en lui la divinité et ne crai-
gnirent point la vengeance d’Allah, forgérent contre lui des men-
songes et des calomnies, transgressérent la limite, commirent
contre lui injustice et inimitié, humiliérent I'honorable et le tué-
rent cruellement et tyranniquement, fait qui, depuis I'éternité
antérievire, était déterminé par le Juge tout-puissant 160,

Moustafa I7r (bis) ou le temps des faux-semblants

Aprés que la majesté impériale eut été Iésée par le viol du sérail,
Phumiliation d’Osméan et sa mort ignominieuse, elle le fut, en un
autre sens, par le comportement de Moustafa dans son nouveau
régne. Nous avons vu combien, lors de son premier régne, Ientou-
rage du sultan s’était efforcé de dissimuler ses insuffisances et ses
excentricités, par des expédients peu dignes et qui, finalement, ne
trompaient personne. Rétabli sur le trone, il restait incapable de se
comporter en pddichih, selon I'image traditionnellement admise. On
décele & travers le récit du second régne que donne un militaire de
base, un ancien sekbdn, Hiiseyin bin Sefer, grand admirateur de
Moustafa qu’il tient pour un saint, & la fois la précarité de son
pouvoir — dont des rumeurs annoncent réguliérement la fin — et les
efforts pathétiques de ses soutiens pour réussir ce qui avait échoué

'160. Danon, p. 128.

[SAM 85134

La crise politique, 11: le jeu verrouillé, ou Uaffaire des hommes 241

la premigre fois: faire de lui, d’une maniére ou d’une autre, un
souverain présentablets!,

On commence par lui faire revétir, & I'occasion de la priére
du vendredi, les somptueux habits de cérémonie qui avaient été
en usage, dans ces mémes circonstances, sous Mehmed III et
Ahmed Ie, et qu'avait abandonnés Osmén II & qui I'on reprochait
précisément une simplicité dans ’apparence, peu convenable pour
un sultan 162, On le fait monter & cheval (nous ignorons comment)
pour se rendre 4 la mosquée, a la seule fin de damer le pion aux
«médisants» qui faisaient courir le bruit que «le sultan du monde
était incapable de rester assis & chevall63». On lui fit renouveler
Pexploit lorsqu’il accomplit le pélerinage au tombeau d’Eyyoub: il
s’y rendit en barque, mais «il retourna & cheval 164,

De méme, il semble qu’on ait cherché a exalter chez lui la fonction
religieuse du souverain, pour laquelle il avait plus de dispositions
que pour d’autres. On restaura pour lui, le jour du bayram succé-
dant an jeline du mois de ramadan, un vénérable usage attribué
aux premiers califes, lui faisant obligation de recevoir le baise-main
non pas assis sur son trone mais debout et, en outre, de le recevoir
non pas dans son palais mais a la mosquée. Hiiseyin bin Sefer rap-
porte en effet: « Aussi, par égard pour le cérémonial des califes ses
prédécesseurs, resta-t-il sur pied» et «le bey‘at de notre padichih
aussi eut lieu dans la sainte mosquée 165,

De méme, il n’est sans doute pas anodin que I'un de ceux qui
devaient tout & P'insurrection, 'agha des janissaires, complice de
Passassinat d’Osman, se fasse le propagandiste des miracles de celui
qu’il avait contribué & remettre sur le trone. En voici un que rap-
porte Hiiseyin bin Sefer:

Ce jour-la, a4 Orta Djimi‘i, Dervich Aga raconta l'un des
grands miracles de S.M. le saint pddichéh : un jour, S. M. le sultan
étant dans un jardin de Scutari, parla & Hodja Mahmoud Aga et
Iui dit: «Va & un tel endroit ol se trouve le tombeau d’un saint

161. Cf. Danon, pp. 113-114, 119-120.

162. Cf. Danon, p. 113,

163. Danon, pp. 113-114.

164. Danon, p. 122.

165. Danon, p. 121. Hammer (VIII, pp. 321-322) 1’y voit qu’une excentri-
cité de Moustafa,
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origins of the poetry in Muslim tradition literature, forth-
coming in the Ewald Wagner Festschrift; idem, Analys-
ing isnads in hadith and akhbar literature, in 1. Con-
rad (ed.), History and historiography in early Islamic
times: studies and perspectives, Princeton 1992,

MUSTAFA 1, the fifteenth Ottoman sultan
(1026-7/1617-18 and 1031-2/1622-3), was born in the
year 1000/1591 as son of Mehemmed III [¢.0.]. He
owed his life to the relaxation of the kinin authorising
the killing of all the brothers of a new sultan, and was

- (G.H.A. Juvnporr)

AL-MUSTADP sr-AMR 'Lran, ABT MubamMap
aL-Hasan, ‘Abbasid caliph (566-75/1170-80), born
on 23 Sha‘ban 536/23 March 1142, son of al-
Mustandjid [¢.0.] and an Armenian slave named
Ghadda. After his father’s death on 9 Rabt® II 566/20
December 1170, al-Mustadi® succeeded him, and at
the beginning of the following year was formally
recognised as caliph in Egypt also, which passed into
the hands of the Ayyibids at this time [see FATIMIDS].
The assassins of al-Mustandjid soon quarrelled
among themselves. ‘Adud al-Din [¢.v.], whom al-
Mustadl® had been forced to make vizier, was
dismissed by 567/1171-2 at the instigation of the amir
Kaymaz. In Dhu ’I-Ka‘da 570/May 1175, Kaymaz
was about to attack the treasurer Zahir al-Din b. al-
‘Attar, but the latter fled to the caliph, whereupon
Kaymaz began to besiege the palace of the latter. Al-
Mustadi® appealed to the people to help him; the
house of Kaymaz was pillaged, and he himself fled but
died soon afterwards, and ‘Addd al-Din again became
vizier. Al-Mustandjid already had quarrelled. with
Shumla, lord of Khizistan. In 569/1173-4 a war
broke out between the latter’s nephew Ibn Shanka
and al-Mustad?®; Ibn Shanka was soon taken prisoner
and put to death. The insignificant al-Mustad?® died
on 2 Dhu ’l-Ka‘da or, according to another state-
ment, at the end of Shawwal 575/end of March 1180
and was succeeded by al-Nasir [¢.0.].

Bibliography: Ibn al-Athir, ed. Tornberg, xi,
237 ff.; Tbn al-Tiktaka, al-Fakhri, ed. Derenbourg,
428-33; Kutubi, Fawdt al-wafaydt, ed. Cairo, i, 137-
8, ed. I. “Abbas, i, 370-2; Ibn Khaldiin, al-“/bar, i1,
525 ff.; Hamd Allih Mustawfi Kazwini, Ta’rikk-i
Guzida, ed. Browne, i, 367-9; Weil, Gesch. d.
Chalifen, iii, 337-63; Bundari, in Houtsma, Recueil
de textes relatifs & [histoire des Seldjoucides, ii, 304; Le
Strange, Baghdad during the Abbasid caliphate, 87, 195,
260, 280; H. Mason, Two statesmen of mediaeval
Islam, The Hague-Paris 1972,

B (K.V. ZETTERSTEEN)

MUSTADJAB KHAN BAHADUR, Nawwas,
thirteenth son of the celebrated Rohilla leader
Hafiz al-Mulk Hafiz Rahmat Khin (1707-74) and
author of a biography of his father, which he
wrote in Persian under the title Guiisidn-i Rahmat.
Hafiz Rahmat Khian, who was an Afghan of the tribe
of Yusufzday by descent, had been since 1161/1748 a
chief in Rohilkhand (Kafahr) and throughout his life
waged a bitter warfare with the Marathas. He fell in
1188/1774 in a fight at Miranpir Katra where he was
fighting against the combined forces of the Nawwib of
Oudh (Awadh [g.0.]) Shudja® al-Mulk and the
English. Warren Hastings’ act in supporting the
Nawwab with English troops became the subject of a
judicial investigation in the English Parliament.
Mustadjab Khan’s book describes Hafiz Rahmat
Khan as a fine representative of Afghan chivalry and
contains much of value for studying the relations
between the individual Afghin tribes.

Bibliography: There is an abbreviated English
translation of the Gulistan-i Rahmat by Ch. Elliott,
The life of the Hafiz ool-moolk, Hafiz Rehmut Khan,
writlen by his son the Nuwob Moost’ujab Khan Buhadoor
and entitled Goolistan-i Rehmut, London 1831; H.
Hamilton, The East-India gazetteer?, London 1828, ii,
468; Imperial gazetteer of India, London 1908, xx,
138, xxi, 307-8; Storey, i, 696-7. (E. BerrHELs)

called to succeed his brother Ahmed I [7.0.] at the lat-
ter’s death on 23 Dhu ’'I-Ka‘da 1026/22 November
1617. But his weakmindedness —which is said to have
him made escape death on account of superstitious
fear of Ahmed— made him absolutely incapable of
ruling. Ahmed’s son ‘“Othman, who felt himself enti-
tled to the succession, had little difficulty in procuring
Mustafa’s deposition in a meeting in the Imperial
Drwain, by the kizlar aghasi, the mufti and the ka’m-
makam, the grandvizier Khalil Pasha [q. v.] being
absent. This happened on 1 Rabi® I 1027/26 February
1618.

Unexpectedly, Mustafa I was again called to the
throne when, on 8 Radjab 1031/19 May 1622, the
rebellion of the Janissaries broke out against ‘Othman
[T [g.2.]. He was taken by force from his seclusion in
the harem and the Janissaries forced the <ulgma? to
acknowledge him as sultan. The next day ‘Othman
was killed and until June the grand vizier Dawid
Pasha, the man responsible for the murder, remained
in power. Then he was deposed by the walide. The real
masters were the Janissaries and Sipahis; several
grand viziers were nominated and deposed again at
their pleasure. The Sipahi party began, after some
time, to exact vengeance for ‘Othman and in January
1623, when Giirdjii Pasha [g.0.] was grand vizier,
Dawid Pasha was killed. Soon the Janissary party
came again to influence under the grand vizier Mere
Huseyn Pasha (3 Rabi® 1032/3 February 1623). The
latter succeeded in maintaining himself until 23
Shawwal/20 August; then the general feeling amongst
the ‘ulama® and the people, combined with the steadily
growing opposition .in the provinces against the
tyranny of the military in the capital, as manifested by
the action of Sayf al-Din-oghlu in Tripoli and still
more by the revolt of Abaza Pasha [¢.0.] in Erzerlim,
brought about Mere Huseyn’s deposition. The new
grand vizier, Keminkegh ‘Al Pasha [g.0.], together
with the mufti, deposed the sultan on 15 Dhu ’I-Ka‘da
1032/10 September 1623 and called Ahmed’s son
Murad to the throne as Murad v [g.0.].

During all his reign, Mustafa had continued to give
signs of his complete mental aberration; he died in
1638 and was buried in the Aya Sofya. The only
important international act that took place during his
reign was the peace concluded with Poland in
February 1623.

Bibliography: The Turkish sources for this
period are the historical works of Na‘ima, Hadjdji
Khalifa (Fedhleke), Pelewi, Hasan Bey-zade and
Tighi. Contemporary reports in the Memoirs of the
English envoy Sir Thomas Roe. See further the
general historical works of von Hagnmer, Zinkeisen
and Jorga; A.D. Alderson, The structure of the
Ottoman  dynasty, Oxford 1956, index s.v.; S.]J.
Shaw, History of the Ottoman empire and modern Turkey,
i, Cambridge 1976, 190-1, 193-4; R. Mantran
(ed.), Histoire de empire ottoman, Paris 1989, index
s.v.; [A, art. s.v. (A. Minir Aktepe).

B (J-H. Kramgrs)
"MUSTAFA 11, the twenty-second Ottoman-
sultan  (1106-15/1695-1703), was a son of
Mehemmed IV [g.0.].

Born in 1664, he succeeded to his uncle Ahmed II
on Djumada II 1106/6 February 1695, at a time when
the empire was at war with Austria, Poland, Russia
and Venice. The new sultan in a remarkable khatt-i
sherif proclaimed a Holy War and carried out, against



