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Podolia under the Ottoman rule. Eyalet-i Kamanice 1672-1699
[Summary]

T}_\e aim of this work is to present the history of Kam”janec’ Podil's'’kyj
(Polish, Kamieniec Podolski, Turkish, Kamanige), a fortress an a city of the
Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth (present-day Ukraine), which was con-
quered by the Ottomans in 1672 and formed an Islamic bulwark in Eastern
Europe until the Karlowitz treaty of 1699. In 1672~1699 the city was the center
of a regular Ottoman province (epalef) of Podolia and enabled strengthening the
Ottoman control over Moldavian and Wallachian principalities, Crimean
Tatqrg and ~ last but not least — the Ukrainian Cossacks. The Polish
participation in the relief of Vienna (1683) can be better understood only if
studied together with the problem of Kam™janec’.

In the introduction the author addresses certain reasons of the hitherto
existing stercotypes about the Ottoman Empire. Then he describes the most
interesting Ottoman sources used in this monograph, and presents several
problems concerning their language, script, transcription, and chronology.

The first part serves a Polish reader as a general directory of the Ottoman
Empire. The author reminds the history of the formation of Ottoman provinces,
l}}exr administration, burcaucracy, and garrisons. Then he reminds the long
discussion about the ,,Ottoman feudalism” and the institution of timar. At the
end some new tendencies in Ottoman studies are referred to. The importance of
a ,,dynamization” of the Ottoman history is also stressed.

The second part presents a detailed chronology of events in Podolia in
1672'—]699 placed in a general background of the Polish-Ottoman relations in
the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries, the situation in Eastern Europe after
1667, and the internal Ottoman problems, which the K épriilii viziers had to deal
with. Many hitherto unpublished sources, such as both Polish and Turkish
letters and diaries, spies’ and prisoners’ reports, travellers relations, and
day-books of the Polish hetman Stanislaw Jablonowski are presented here. The
Ottoman cronicles of Silahdar, Rasid, Defterdar Mehmed, Abdi, and Haci Ali
are collated with Polish and other Christian reports,

According to the author, neither economic, nor demographic, nor political
reasons shopld account for the war of 1672. Contrary to common views, Podolia
was not a rich province, at least not during the second half of the seventeenth
century. Since the fifteenth century the Polish economy had been tied to the
export of cereals and forest products to Western Europe. Cheap transport was
possible only because of great rivers.that flowed north. Meanwhile, all the rivers
in Podolia flowed in the ,wrong™ dircction ~ towards the Black Sea. Italian
projects for exporting Ukrainian products through the Black Sea had alrcady
(alled'm the sixteenth century. Traditionally, only the Ottomans were accused of
blocking these attempts, but it was the Polish Senate that decided not to open the

Dniester trade because of the fear that this would show the Turkish galleys the ‘
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way to Poland; it was more prudent to leave the Ukrainian borderland
undeveloped rather than to tempt the Ottomans. These fears arc betler
understood if we remember that the Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth, with \
a population threc times smaller, had a state budget about thirty times smaller
than that of the Ottoman Empire.

The same reasons that led to the underdevelopment of Podolia under
Poland-Lithuania could have enabled its devclopment as a base within the
Ottoman Black Sea system for provisioning Constantinople. To achieve this,
however, intensive colonisation and settlement were necessary. Yet, from the
end of the sixtcenth century, the demographic pressure within the Ottoman
Empire itself declined sharply. It was unlikely that the Ottomans, having failed
10 colonize the Hungarian plain and the shores of the Black Sca in Bucak and {
Yedisan, would succeed in colonizing even more remote Podolia.

Political factors should have also prevented the Ottomans from attacking
Poland in 1672. This attack scemingly contradicted the traditional Ottoman '
northern policy in the sixteenth, seventeenth, and cighteenth centuries. The main
concern of this policy was to preserve equilibrium between the main rivals,
Poland-Lithuania and Muscovy. In 1667, after the cataclysms of Xmel'nyc’kyj's
uprising and the wars against Sweden, Russia and Transylvania, the Common-
wealth was forced to cede Smolensk and a great part of Eastern Ukraine,
including Kiev, to Russia. Polish historians consider this date a turning pointin |
the relations between the two states. Given these circumstances, an Ottoman
attack against the Commonwealth could only strengthen Russia.

This war was, in addition, very unpopular among the Ottoman soldiers.
Poland was considered a remote and cold country; it did pot offer great spoils
and could not even feed the invading army. The road through the Balkans and
Moldavia was long and exhausting. Poor systems of communication excluded
any greater Ottoman territorial gain in Eastern Europe. Paul Kennedy's term of
,strategical overextension” is applicable not only to the Hungarian and Persian
limitations on Ottoman growth, but also to the Polish-Ukrainian limitations. It
was not accidental that almost all the Ottoman-Polish truces were signed at the
end of October. The Turks preferred to be home by ruz-i Kasim (5 November),
the day when peasants paid the second instaliment of the timar and other taxes.
If onc considers that onc month was necessary for assembling troops, at least
one month was necded to reach the Polish border, and at least one month more

to relurn home, the time awailable for effective campaigning was very limited.

The real rcason why the great Ottoman statesmen. Ahmed Kdpriilii\decided
to attack Poland, scems to be the Cossack question. From the ,.classical” point
of view, the Cossack raids on the Black Sea were considered a just revenge made
by a desperate Ukrainian population in reaction to the Tatar raids. These
.revenges” however, werc usually directed not against the Tatars but against the
rich Turkish towns and villages on the Black Sea. Whereas the Tatars primarily
sacked Ukrainian towns and villages that were of lesser economic importance
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The arm of thrs work is to present the history of Kam”janec’ Podl] §’kyj
(Pollsh ' Kamieniec Podolski, Turkish, Kamanige), a-fortress an a city of the
Polish- Lrthuan1an Commonwealth (present-day Ukraine), which was con-
quered by the Ottomans in 1672 and formed an Islamic bulwark in Eastern
Europe until the Karlowitz treaty of 1699. In 1672-1699 the city was the center
of a regular Ottoman province (epalet) of Podolia and enabled strengthening the
Ottoman control over Moldavian and Wallachian principalities, Crimean
Tatars, and — last but not least — the Ukrainian Cossacks. The Polish

participation in the relief of Vienna (1683) can be better understood only if

studied together with the problem of Kam™janec'.

In the introduction the author addresses certain reasons of the hitherto
existing stereotypes about the Ottoman Empire. Then he describes the most
interesting Ottoman sources used in this monograph, and presents scveral
problems concerning their language, script, transcription, and chronology.

The first part serves a Polish reader as a general directory of the Ottoman
Empire. The author reminds the history of the formation of Ottoman provinces,
their administration, bureaucracy, and garrisons. Then he reminds the long
discussion about the ,,Ottoman feudalism™ and the institution of 7imar. At the
end some new tendencies in Ottoman studies are referred to. The impormncc of
a ,,dynamization” of the Ottoman history is also stressed.

The second part presents a detailed chronology of events in Podolm in
1672-1699 placed in a general background of the Polish-Ottoman relations in
the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries, the situation in Eastern Europe after
1667, and the internal Ottoman problems, which the Kopriilii viziers had to deal
with. Many hitherto unpublished sources, such as both Polish and Turkish
letters and diaries, spies’ and prisoners’ reports, travellers relations, and
day-books of the Polish hetman Stanislaw Jablonowski are presented here. The
Ottoman cronicles of Silahdar, Rasid, Defterdar Mehmed, Abdi, and Haci Ali
are collated with Polish and other Christian reports.

According to the author, neither economic, nor demographic, nor political .

reasons should account for the war of 1672. Contrary to common views, Podolia
was not a rich province, at least not during the second half of the seventeenth
century.. Since the fifteenth century the Polish economy had been tied to the
export of cereals and forest products to Western Europe. Cheap transport was
possible only because of great rivers that flowed north. Meanwhile, all the rivers
in Podolia flowed in the ,,wrong” direction — towards the Black Sea. Italian
projects for exporting Ukrainian products through the Black Sea had already
failed in the sixteenth century. Traditionally, only the Ottomans were accuscd of
blocking these attempts, but it was the Polish Senate that decided not to open the
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way to Poland; it was more prudent to leave the Ukrainian borderland
undeveloped rather than to tempt the Ottomans. These fears are better
understood if we remember that the Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth, with
a population three times-smaller, had a state budget about thirty times smaller
than that of the Ottoman Empire.

The same rcasons that led to the underdevelopment of Podolia under
Poland-Lithuania could have enabled its development as a base within the
Ottoman Black Sea system for provisioning Constantinople. To achieve this,
however, intensive colonisation and settlement were necessary. Yet, from the
end of the sixteenth century, the demographic pressure within the Ottoman
Empire itsell declined sharply. It was unlikely that the Ottomans, having failed
to colonize the Hungarian plain and the shores of the Black Sea in Bucak and
Yedisan, would succeed in colonizing even more remote Podolia.

Political factors should have also prevented the Ottomans from attacking
Poland in 1672. This attack scemingly contradicted the traditional Ottoman
northern policy in the sixteenth, seventeenth, and eighteenth centuries. The main
concern of this policy was to preserve equilibrium between the main rivals,
Poland-Lithuania and Muscovy. In 1667, after the cataclysms of Xmel'nyc’kyj’s
uprising and the wars against Sweden, Russia and Transylvania, the Common-
wealth was forced to cede Smolensk and a great part of Eastern Ukraine,
including Kiev, to Russia. Polish historians consider this date a turning point in
the relations. between the two states. Given these circumstances, an Ottoman
attack against the Commonwealth could only strengthen Russia.

This war was, in addition, very unpopular among the Ottoman soldiers.
Poland was considered a remote and cold country; it did pot offer great spoils
and could not even feed the invading army. The road through the Balkans and
Moldavia was long and exhausting. Poor systems of communication excluded
any greater Otloman territorial gain in Eastern Europe. Paul Kennedy’s term of

.wstrategical overextension™ is applicable not only to the Hungarian and Persian

limitations on Ottoman growth, but also to the Polish-Ukrainian limitations. It
was not accidental that almost all the Ottoman-Polish truces were signed at the
end of October. The Turks preferred to be home by ruz-i Kasun (5 November),
the day when peasants paid the second installment of the timar and other taxes.
If one. considers that one month was necessary for assembling troops, at least
one month was nccded to ICdCl] the Polish border and at least one month more

The real reason why the great Ottoman statesmen,’ Ahmed Koprulu'@:ctded
to atlack Poland, scems to be the Cossack question. From the ,classical” point
of view, the Cossack raids on the Black Sea were considered a just revenge made
by a desperate Ukrainian population in reaction to the Tatar raids. These
revenges” however, were usually directed not against the Tatars but against the
rich Turkish towns and villages on the Black Sea. Whereas the Tatars primarily
sacked Ukrainian towns and villages that were of lesser economic importance
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gyrics to various "patrons elsewhere. Nevertheless,
he travelled to Kh=irazm, and visited Rayy, Nisha- |
piir and Tabaristin, a journey which, he himself says,
took no less than three years. The resentment of
local patrons, the death of a son by drowning and the
loss of a brother, physical sufferings, especially dry
scab (diarab), ophthdlmia, and tooth-aghe, ‘are the
other autobiographical details which he mentions in
his diwdn. Kamal devoted a large part of his work to

. the praise of the leaders of two patrician families

of Isfahin, the Shafii Al-i Khudjand and the Hanafl
Al Si%id. Among other patrons to whom he dedi-

~ cated panegyrics are: “Ald al-Din Tekish (568/1172-

596/1199) and Sultan Dialal al-Din [g.v.] (627/r280-
628[1230) of the Kh=irazmshihs [¢.v.], Atabak Sa‘d
b. Zangi (ca. 594/1198-623/1226) and his son Abg
Bakr (623/1226-658[x260) of the Salghurids, and
Husam al-Dawla Ardaghir (d. 602/1z05) and his son
Sharaf al-Muliik Hasan (d. 602/1205) of the Ispahbads
of Tabaristin. He also wrote mystical odes in honour
of the well-known Shihab al-Din ‘Umar-i Suhrawardi’

* [q.v.] (d. 632f1234), to whom he is said to have paid

homage as a devotee (murid). He appareatly did not

- meet the shaykk, but certainly received letters from

him since a unique copy of at least one letter has
survived (see MDAT, 14). Dawlat Shih tells us that
toward the end of bis days, Kamal adopted an ascetic
life and retired to a hermitage situated outside
Isfahin, where he was tortured and killed by the
Mongols. According to Dawlat Shah, this happened
in 635/1237-8. Other sources give 528/Iz3o-1 and

" 639/1241-2, both n:nprobable.

As a panegyrist Kamil is admired and imitated
by no less a poet than Hafiz. His poetry’is polished

- and rich in original ideas. The honorific title Khallak

al-Ma®ani (Creator of Subtle Ideas), by which he is
mentioned in some fadhkiras, does not occur earlier
than Djimi and Dawlat-Shah; it refers to ‘the iertlhty
of his imagination and his fine poetic hgur&s for
which even the uncompromising Shams-i Kays
praised him (al-Mu‘djam, ed. Tehran Univ.,, 360). He

‘also wrote ghaszals, quatrains, satires and obscene

verses, in all of which the social conditions of his
troubled time are mirrored. A short satirical mathna-
wi, a Persian letter addressed to an unknown friend,
and an Arabic pamphlet dealing with the bow
(Risdlat al-Kaws), are among his other works.

Bibliography: For recent works published in’

Persia, including the literature of the fadhkiras,
" see: A. Khayyim-Pir, Farhang-i Sukhanvaran-i
Iran, Tabriz 1340 S., 487-8; Kamal al-Din Isma‘il’s
Kulliyat has been lithographed in Bombay 1307.
A new edition of the Diwan-i Kkalldk al-Maani
Abw'l-Fadl Kawmal al-Din IsmaSl Isfahani has
recently been published by H. Bahr al-*Ulimi,
Tehran 1349 S. See also: The hundred love songs of
Kamal Ad-Din of Isfahan, tr. by L. Gray and
rendered in English verse by Ethel W. Mumford,
London 1930. The whole text of the Risdlat al-
Kauws is givep in"the Majali® al-Budir of “Ald’
al-Din ‘Ali 5. ‘Abd Alldh al-BahdX, 1299, ii,
167-72; H. Ritter, in Philologika, vii, no. 20, in

i Isl., xxi, ascribes to him a malhnawi on mystical

love which is not to be found in the published
diwdns. Further references are in: C. Rieu, Cal. of
Pers. Ms. in the B.M ., ii, 850-51; H. Ethé, Neu-
persische Lilteratur, in Gr.I.Ph., ii, 269; Browne,
ii, 540-42; A. J. Arberry, Classical Persian Litera-
ture, 1958, 244-8; J. Rypka, Hislory of Iranian
Literature, Dordrecht 1968, 214; idem in the

> KAMAL aL-DIN SHIR ‘ALl {see naxnit).
| KAMAL KHUDJAND! (Kavir az-DIN Mastcp),
_ Persian lyric poet and mystic, was born in Khu-

djand (Transoxania), later settled in Tabriz, where
he lived the rest of his life and, accerding to Kh=in-
damir, died in 803/1400-1. Kamal Khudjandi's modest
diwdn contains short, exquisite gkazals of five to
seven verses with love, Lebenslust and frustration as
central themes, and permeated with a deep panthe-
istic mysticism reminiscent of the sthool of Ibn al-
¢Arabi and Djalal al-Din Riimi. True to the tradition
of the great Persian mystics, he never condescended
to write panegyrics on potentates, and was often
critical of the “ulama’ (even in his cagacity as Shaykh
al-Isldm) and the temporal authorities. Hafiz held
Khudjandi in high esteem and exchanged poems with
him. Revered and’much visited by the people, the
shrine of Shaykh Kamal was long regarded as a
sanctuary.

Bibliography: Diwdn,ed. DaslatibadiDawlat-
Shah, Tadhkira al—Shu‘am’ 325; Khvandamir,
Habib al-Siyar, iii, go; Rida KuE XKhin, Madjma*
al-fusaha’, ii, 29; H. Ethé, Gr. I P&, 1i, 304; Sidi,
Sharh-i Hifiz, Bolik, ed. 3, 84; Browne, iii, 320-30;
J- Rypka, Hislory of Iranian Literature, Dordrecht
1968, 262-3; 1. S. Braginskiy, Zam Studium des
Schaffens Kamol Hudschandis, in Akten des XXIV.
int. Or.-Kongr., (Miinchen, 1957} Wiesbaden 1959,
499 5053 idem, Oferki iz ssiorii tuEzkshoy h!emtun,
in O tvorfestve Kamola KhodZexdi, 239-61; A.
Pagliaro-A. Bausani, Storia d. leBaatura Persiana,
464, 469. (M. Snaxi)

PASHA ZADE [see KEMAL PASHA
ZADE]. -

K AMANCA [see maLEHI]

KAMANICA (Kasexiec, KaseseT2z PoDOLSKI),
ortress town of the Ukraine, sitmated in the region -

“known as Podolia. Kaminiéa rose to prominence as

a stronghold guarding the southernBorder of Lithua-
pia and (after 1432) of Poland against the incursions
of the Tatars. It was important, tan, as a station on
the commercial route extending frmm the Black Sea
and Moldavia to Poland and the Baltic, The fortress
occupied a position of great strengtk on a high spur
of rock, a little above the conflusace of the River
Smotric with the River Dnestr (cf Bupont, 29, who
describes it as “le boulevard de %z chrétienté dans
cette partie de I'Europe”). Ottomaz forces appeared
before Kamanica in 1042[1633 (Fediizke, ii, 160). Not
until the Polish-Ottoman conflict ef 1083-7/1672-6,
however, did the town become subject to the Turks,
falling to the Grarid Vizier Ahme# Kopriilil in the
first year of the war (1083/1672). Eaminia was not
destined to remain for long under Ottoman rule,
being returned to Poland in 1110f3599 at the Peace
of Karlowitz which brought to am end the War of
the Sacra Liga (1684-99). The town passed into the
hands of Russia at the time of the Second Partition of
Poland in 1793. In 1918, at the end of World War I,
it reverted to Poland once more, but since 1945 it
has been included in the US.S.R.

Bibliography: Hadidii Khalifa, Fedklcke, Is-
tanbul 1286-7, ii, 160; Rashid, Ta’rikk, Istanbul
1282, i, 266 ff.; Silihdar, Ta’&k, Istanbul 1928,
i, 586 ff Yusuf Niabi, Taikk-# Kamanifa, Istan-
bul 1281; Ewliya Celeb: Seyahatndme, v, Istanbul
1315, 128 ff.; Acta Toannis Sobiesis, ed. Fr Kluczy-
cks, iif1, Cracow 1881, 1060 fy S. Makowiecki,
Relacya o upadku Kamigrica 1. 1672, in Przeg qu .
Powszechny, ix (Cracow 1886); G. Gérskl Wojra
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Cambridge History of Iran, v, 585-6. . !
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280 IBRAHIM ARTUK

Bu suretle, Sultan Ahmed ilk defa olarak kardesi Mustafa’y:
hayatta birakmig ve saltanat babadan. ofula degil, ekberiyet kai-
desine yini hineddnin en yaghsina dit bir hak olarak kabul edil-
misti. Buna gore, artik gehzideler eyiletlere gonderilmeyip, Saray’-
da ayr1 bir diirede ikamet etmeleri, sakal birakmamalari, evlid sa-
hibi olmamalari®' kaidesi ortaya konulmugtur. Bu usule gﬁre, seh-
zAdelerin cocuklari dogduktan sonra degil, dogmadan &nce Oliime
mahkiim oluyorlardi. Netekim Saray’da gehziddelerden hamile ka-
lan kadinlar, o vakitlerde, iptidai ve geni’ usfllerle ¢ocuklarim dii-
yorlardi®=. : : .

. Sultan Mustafa’nin icldsm biraderzidelerinin kiiglik olmalar:
ile aciklayan Osmanh riviyetine karsi, bazi bat: kaynaklarinda iki
nokta-i nazara rastlanmaktadir :

1. Sultan"Mustafa’m_n tahta cikarilmasi, Sultan Ahmed’in va-
siyetinden dolayidir. '

2. Bu, I. Ahmed’in karisi Mahpeyker Kosem Sultan’in igidir.
Ciinkii, Veliahd Osman, Késem’in ortagi olan Mahfiruz Sultan’in
ogludur. Sehzide Murad ve Ibrahim, K6sem sultanin gocuklaridir.
Bu takdirde Osman padigah olursa, kiigitk kardegini éldiirmesi muh-
temeldir. Bunun icin her seyden énce I. Ahmed’in ¢ocuklarindan hig-

- birini iclds ettirmeyip kardesi Mustafa'yr tahta gikarmak lazimdi.
Bu hile gére, I. Mustafa saltanatini ve hayatim1 yengesine borglu-
dur. Fakat ne caire ki Mustafa’nin akli dengesi bozuk oldugundan,
iic aydan birkac giin fazla siiren saltanatina son verilmig ve yerine
II. Osman tahta gecirilmisti (1027-1031 = 1618-1622).

II. Osman’in alt: kardesi vardi. Bir miiddet buniarin hayatina
dokunmad:. Fakat Lehistan seferine giderken, bu kardeglerin en bii-
yiigii olan ve bagka bir vilideden dogan sehzide Mehmed hakkinda,
saltanat kanununu uygulamak istedi. Fakat devrin Seyhiilislami
Es’ad Efendi, bu husfisda hichir fetvi vermedi. Bu hile gbre, kardes
katlini uleminin dahi desteklemedigi anlagilmaktadir®™.

91 Mustafa Nuri Pasa, Netayic el-Vukuat, Istanbul 1327, c. 2, s. 35.

92 Mehmed Zeki Pakalin, Maltul Sehzadeler, s. 303.

93 Hammer, Istanbul 1333, ¢. VIII, s. 198; Ahmed Mumcu, ayni eser, An-
kara 1963, s. 199.

Tarth Dargis, e 42,1770 Jrterkid, 5. 281506

__ Desgl/ Kuap
Klitiiphaneds Mevcutiys

KAMANICE MUHAFIZLARININ CEKTIGI
Orhan Saik Gokyay

" Yenme olsun, yenilme olsun, tarihler, savaglarin ayrintilar: iize-
rinde pek durmazlar. Bu savaglar1 yonetmis olan kumandanlarin
anilarmda da, bunlar bir kumanda tepesinden goriildiigii bigimde,
bir bakima kusbakig: bir goriigle degerlendirilmektedir. Er, onbas,
cavus gibi ategin dogrudan icinde olanlarin anmlarndan yoksunuzdur.
Oysa bunlar, bir savagin ondan sonraki kugaklara anlatilacak asil
hikayeleridir. Bunlar, kahramanliklari, olagan-iistii olaylari, sﬂfm-
tilari, savasl yapanlarin maneviyatini tanimak yoniinden deger-
bigilmez bir kaynaktir. Yazik ki bunlar s6zde kalmakta, yaziya geg-
memektedir. Bu yiizden de, yaraticisi biitin bir millet olan bu des-
tanlar, sonra sonra birer ad olup cikmaktadir; unutulup gitmekte-~
dir.

Asgagida metnini verdigimiz ‘Hasbihdl-i Asdkir-i piirmeldl der
Taraf-w Kal’a-i Kamanige’ye bu diigiince ile bir yer veriyoruz. Orada
anlatilanin daha iyi anlasilmasi igin de, Kamanice Kalesini, onun
nasil alindifim, alindiktan sonra daha bir yil gegmeden onun gev-
reginde yeni bir meydan savagimn sonundaki bozgunu, kendi kay-
naklarimiza dayanarak vermek istiyoruz.

1.

KAMANICE KALESI

Kamanice, XVIL. yiizyilin ikinci yarisinda, Osmanl imparat(?r-
lugunun bir parcasi olan Podolya eyaletine bagh, yukari Turla (Pm-
yester) Suyu kuzeyinde bir Lehistan sehri ve kalesidir. Ayni bigim-




That ambassador was Sir Giacomo Soranzo, one of the authors of the letter dis-
cussed here. As to his companion, Giovanni Correr, he was elected as bailiff on February
6, 15758 His mission was an extremely delicate and difficult one, his main task beir}g to
achieve the keeping of the clauses in the treaty signed two years ea.rlier, The two diplo-
mats probably left for their destination in early summer and were in Doupnitsa on the
7th of July. At least on the second leg of their journey the envoys of the maritime repub-
lic quite explicably preferred to travel by land. One should not forget {hat, after' the Bat-
tle of Lepanto, the Adriatic was simply teeming with pirates, with Turkish corsairs roam-
ing the south and using the Albanian ports as their hideouts and the north r:t_’e with
Uskoks — Christian refugees from Dalmatia and Bosnia who continued the resistance
against the Turks after the Holy League signed the peace treaty with the ?orte. I wov:xld
like to recall here that, for example, at the end of the 16th century the entire p_opula_tlon
of Senia made their living by piracy, and that with the blessing of the local Dominican
and Franciscan friars. As 1 have already mentioned, the letter discussed in thi§ article
provides indirect information about the land routes on the Balkans, although it rather
confirms what we already know about the roads most frequented by merchant caravans
and West European envoy missions on their way to Constantinople. M. Soranzo and M.
Correr obviously entered Bulgarian territory by the Skopje or Kossovo r_oad whncp
branched from the so-called Toplicki route (Trebine-Foca-Novi Pazar-Nis .wh.ere it
joined the main route from Central Europe to Constantinople through Sofia, Plovdiv and
Adrianople). The Skopje road branched at Novi Pazar and reached SOﬁZ::l throug_;h. the
Rogozina Mountain, Pristina, Skopje, Kumanovo, Kyustendil and [.)oupmtsa; or joined
the road to Constantinople through Samokov, Kostenec and Momin Prohod pass. Our
travellers arrived in Constantinople on the 22nd of July (according to the first report they
dispatched from the chancellery of the bailiff, one that has also been preserved in the Ve-
netian Archives), i.e. the trip from Doupnitsa to Constantinople lasted 15 days._AsAon.e
can see from the note on the back, their letter took just as long to arrive in Venice — it
was received on the 22nd of July. o L

Nor is there anything new about the report of the poverty in Bulgarian territories
that other travellers of the time have mentioned also. Thus, only three years later,
Stephen Gerlach tried to find an explanation of that fact by the assumption that the peas-.
ants did not produce more than was necessary for their own needs because thcy‘wefe
afraid their harvests would be confiscated. I must say that 1 consider much more solid
the arguments of Augene Guislain Bouzbeque® who thought that it was mostly the lzfnds
near the major roads that were arid and poor for they wg;e,gnbjaeﬁtgd Lo constant ra1c}s.

This is what a first reading can glean from the letfer'in quqstiﬁn}glthough I think
that it is more important to the hints it providcg‘_@ﬁ%ut,..,tﬁc other dacuments conn.ected
with that trip that could be studied. There is n6 doubt that the whole afchival series of
the Dispacci Constantinopoli (,,Dispatches fiom Constantinople®) it the Senate fund of
the Venetian Archives is well worth 2 more comprehensive study.{Thg’other documents
connected with the journey of Giacomi{o’_}Spr,anzqand Giovaggﬁ‘ Qg,r’rer to the court of
Sultan Murad III are equally interesting',‘ paiticularly the materials'from the C_)orrer Mu-,
seum in Venice filed under the press-mark,of Turchia- b.3.7.% These mat.cnals should
probably be the object of a future study, ag a petential source of information about the
Balkans in the last quarter of the 16th ceftibym ="

¥ The minutes have also been preserved there — Segretario alle voci, reg. 5, c.196v. .

YlseTkona, b. Gpencxu nvrewecrsennun 3a Bankanure. Codus, 1975, 15-15}. )

19 Purt of these documents have been published by Fracasso, L. Diario del viaggio da Venezm‘a
Constantinopoli fatto da m. Jacopo Soranzo ambasciatore straordinario al sultano Murad 1l in compagnia
di m. Giovanni Correr bailo. Venezia, 1856. (Quoted after Migliardi O'Riordan, G. Op. cit, p.
118). . :
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THE EUROPEAN SOUTHEAET TOWARDS THE END OF A CRUCIAL CENTURY AS SEEN BY
POLISH OTTOMANISTS (Kolodziejczyk, D. Podole pod panowaniem tureckim. Ejalet Kaminiecki —

1672 — 1699. Warszawa, Polcek, 1994. 265 p.)

Following a successful military campaign in
the autumn of 1672 the Ottomans forced the Polish-
Lithuanian king to sign the Peace Treaty of Buczacz.

‘According to the provisions of the treaty the entire
Podolya, together with the fortress of Kaminiec,
passed into Turkish hands. Being engaged in the
continuing contention between the king and the
gentry represented by the Great Hetman Jun Sobies-
ki, Rzeczpospolita was caught absolutely unpre-
pared for the war and suffered one of its greatest ter-
ritorial losses. A sequence of similar losses from the
second half of the seventeenth century through to
the end of the eighteenth century mark the gradual
decline of United Polish — Lithuanian state, After
1672 Kaminiec (today Kaminiec Podolski, Ukraine)
became the westernmost bastion of the Ottomans in
Europe and a centre of a new administrative territo-
rial unit — eyalet. At the border of two ages in Otto-
man history — of a continuous territorial growth,
followed by a gradual exhaustion of inner resources
for expansion, the gyalet of Kaminiec turned into a
junction of extremely important from a strategic,
economic and demographic point of view processes.

The news of the fall of Podolya in the hands
of the Ottomans caused serious anxiety among the
neighbouring Christian states. The need for a well-
documented study of this period is undoudtedly de-
termined both by the intricacies of the diplomatic
complex which is to be analysed, and by the fact that
political events in the region were of direct concern
for the important centres of European politics. Mos-
cow began an intensive preparation for defence of
the Ukrainian lands to the east of Dnieper, The con-
quest of Podolya and Kuaminiec and the change in
the correlation of powers in Southeastern Europe
affected the bilateral Russo — Polish relations for
decades to come as well as the entire complex of
diplomatic and military actions of the Christian
powers towards the end of the century. The events
were followed with a heightened attention not only
in the Posolski Prikaz in Moscow, but also by the
Cossacks of hetman Petar Doroszenko, and the bo-
yars in neighbouring Moldavia. The problem of the

D6 nazinsn 1990

control over the Dunubian area, particularly impor-
tant for the trading traffic, had never stopped draw-
ing the attention of the Habsburgs as well.

The decades in question are better known in
historiographic tradition as the years of the consec-
utive unsuccessful siege of Vienna, the formation of
a powerful anti-Ottoman coalition and the disas-
trous for the Ottomans Peace Treaty of Karlowitz,
and against the backdrop of all these the deeds of
the famous Pole Jun Sobieski stand out. The mono-
graph of the young Polish Ottomanist Dariusz
Kolodzigjczyk, Podolya under the Ottoman Rule,
The Eayalet of Kaminiec — 1672 — 1699, provides
the specialists with a different angle in the analysis
of this period, and with a text full of interesting de-
tails and ideas at that.

D. Kolodziejczyk brings to our attention the
result of an interesting and well-documented re-
search. In the Introduction he stresses the fuct that it
is difficult to understand the origin and the charac-
ter of early European capitalism without a good
knowledge of the role of Western economic expan-
sion into the Levant, the trading contacts between
Europe and the East. The focus of his attention in
this respect is, no doubt, un important scholarly pur-
pose — Podolyu is a centre of trading routes and a
field where political ambitions of neighbouring Eu-
ropean powers were manifested. However, the au-
thor is driven not only by the aim to illuminate local
history. His interests are turned towards the Ottoman
Empire at the end of - the seventeenth century, which
in itself enriches the author’s uccents and saturates the
study with more or less new elements of the complex
picture of historical processes during that period.

The monograph is based upon archival sourc-
es from the Bagbakanlik Arsivi in Istanbul (@ mufus-
sal defter of 1681/ 1682), from the Polish Archive of
Ancient Acts at the Library of Adam Cuzartoriski,
Ottoman narrative sources and other. The author
has also drawn materials from the manuscript col-
lection of the Library of Suleymaniye, as well as
published sources by other authors. The monograph
is richly illustrated.
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KAMANICE SEFERI VE SEFER GUZERGAHI

Mehmet INBASI"

Bu c¢ahgmada, Sultan IV. Mehmet (1648-1687) zamaninda
Lehistan’a yapilan ve Kamanige Seferi olarak da isimlendirilen seferde,
ordunun gegmis oldugu menziller, oturak yerleri ve sefer yolu hakkinda

‘bilgt verilmeye caligilacaktir,

Kaynaklar

Kamanice seferi ile ilgili olarak hem arsiv belgelerinde hem de
kaynaklarda onemli bilgiler vardir. Bagbakanlik Arsivi’nde Maliyeden
Miidevver Defterler ile Kamil Kepeci Tasnifi’nde Kamanice Seferi ile ilgili
menzil ve masraf defterleri bulunmaktadir. Aynica Haci Ali Efendi’nin
Tarih-i Kamanice, Yusuf Nabi’nin Fetihnime-i Kamanice, Abdurrahman
Abdi Paga’mn Vekayinime, Silahtar Findiklih Mehmed Aga’min Silahtar
Tarihi, Mehmed Ragid Efendi’nin Tarih-i Réasid, Defterdir Mehmed
Pasa’min Ziibde-i Vekayiat, Isi-zdde Tarihi vb. gibi devrin olaylarim
anlatan pek ¢ok kaynak bulunmaktadir. Bunlar igerisinde hig siiphesiz en
Onemli olanlar tamamen Kamanice Seferi ile ilgili olan, Hact Ali ile Yusuf
Niabi’'nin eserleridir. Ozellikle Hac1 Ali Efendi’nin eserinde, sefer cok
detayh olarak ele alinmis ve giin giin vanlan menziller kaydedilmistir.
Yusuf Nébi’nin Farsca terkiplerin agirlikli oldugu eserinde ise, yine cok
onemli bilgiler bulunmaktadir. Vekiyindme, Silahtar Tarihi ve Rasid
Tarihi’nde de yine olaylar giinliik olarak verilmistir.

* . Yrd. Dog. Dr., Atatiirk Universitesi Fen-Edebiyat Fﬁkﬁitesi Tarih Boliimit
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Ottoman Podillja: The Eyalet of Kam’’janec’, 1672—1699

DARIUSZ KOL.ODZIEICZYK
\ R : 3 § 7
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In October 1672 the Ottoman dragoman Panaioti congratulated the French
ambassador in Istanbul on the fortunate conjuction that provided two great
monarchs—Mehmed IV and Louis XIV-—with their respective successes in
Poland and the Netherlands.! Thanks to Henryk Sienkiewicz’s novel, Pan
Wolodyjowski, the history of the loss of Kam’’janec’-Podil’s’kyi {Turkish,
Kamanige; Polish, Kamieniec Podolski) to the Ottomans has become part of
Poland’s popular history. Unfortunately, the later period has been com-
pletely neglected and the stereotypes about the “barbarian night” survive
even today. And, in spite of Halil Inalcik’s assertions that the Black Sea and
Cossack question is basic to the understanding of seventeenth-century Otto-
man history,? very little has been done from the Turkish side to clear up this
chapter of Ahmed Kopriilii’s® foreign policy.

To begin with, we should consider the economic, demographic, and pol-
itical factors that might have had some bearing on the Ottoman decision to
attack the Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth:

Economy: Contrary to common views, Podillja was not a rich province, at
least not during the second half of the seventeenth century. All the rivers in
Podillja flowed in the “wrong” direcon—toward the Black Sea. Since the
fifteenth century the economy of the Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth had
been tied to the export of cereals and forest products to Western Europe.
Michae] Postan has estimated that the land transport costs between the Mid-
lands and London may have been higher than the water transport costs
between Warsaw and London.# This cheap transport was possible only
because of the great Polish rivers that flowed north. The Italian projects for
exporting Ukrainian products through the Black Sea had already failed in

V' A, Galland, Journal. . . pendant son séjour & Constantinople (1672~ 1673}, ed. Ch. Schefer,
vol. 1 (Paris, 1881), p. 225.

2 See H. Inalcik, “The Heyday and Decline of the Ottoman Empire,” in The Cambridge His-
tory of Isiam, vol. LA (Cambridge, 1970), p. 350.

3 The household of Kopriili had remained in power since 1656. Its founder, Mehmed
Kopriilii, was succeeded in the post of grand vizier by his son, Fazil Ahmed (16611676}, and
then by his protégé and son-in-law, Kara Mustafa (1676 —1683).

4 M. Postan, “The Trade of Medieval Europe: The North,” in The Cambridge Economic His-
tory of Europe, vol. 2, Trade and Industry in the Middle Ages, 2nd ed. (Cambridge, 1987),
p- 196.
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XVII Y UzyIL SEFER ORGANIZASYONUNDA
SaGLIK HiZMETLERININ SUNUMUNA Triskin
Bir ARASTIRMA (1672 Tarihli Kamanice Seferi Ornegi)

Mustafa Nuri Tiirkmen*

Bu konu 1672 tarihli Kamanice Seferi gbz Oniine alinarak hazirlanmistir. Bildiriyi sunmakta-
ki amacmmiz, Osmanli ordusunda sefer esnasinda saglik hizmetlerinin ne sekilde sunuldugu, saglik
 kadrolarmin hangi siniflardan olugtugu ve bunlarm hangi yollarla finanse edildigi gibi sorulara cevap
" bulmaya ¢aligmaktir. Bu sorulara cevap olmak iizere elimizdeki Kamanige Seferi muhasebe defter-
" Jerindeki tayinat listeleri verilerinden hareketle bazi neticelere ulasmaya calistik. Ozellikle veri
tabanimiz1 Bagbakanlik Osmanli Arsivleri, Maliyeden Miidevver Defterler serisinin 1970 numarali
mufassal muhasebe defterinin kayitlar1 olusturmustur.

. Osmanh Ordusu sefere giktiginda biinyesinde sadece askeri birimleri veya askeri idareciler
~ kadrosunu barindirmazdi. Aymi zamanda devlet yonetimini yiiriiten asker veya sivil karakterli biitiin
devlet memurlar: da orduyla beraber hareket ederdi. Merkezde onlarn bogalttiklart makamlara
vekilleri atanirdi. Dolayisiyla sefer hali bir nevi devlet tegkilatimin araziye ¢ikmis seklidir. Boyle
- olunca normal zamanda, saglik hizmetleri kimin sorumluluk ve denetimi altinda ise seferde de onun
- denetimi altinda olacag agiktir.

Belgelerde genellikle "Ser Etibba-i Hassa" ismiyle anilan Hekimbag; ilmiye sinifina mensup
. olup, saraym birun ricalinden sayihrdi!. Ozellikle padigahin hasta olmamasina dikkat ederek bir
anlamda koruyucu hekimlik gorevini yiiriitiir, yemeklerde dahi yanindan-ayrilmaz, her nereye gitse
- yaminda bulunurdu. Ayni zamanda padigaba saglik konularinda danismanlik yapar, ilaglarm diginda
onlara kuvvet verici, istah agic1 ¢esitli suruplar hazirlards2.

Ulufelerini aylik olarak almanin yanunda kendilerine Tekfurdag: arpalifi verilirdi. Zaman
zaman ilave olarak Aydin ve Gelibolu arpaliklar1 da eklenirdi. Sefere katildiginda ise menzil tayinati
ahirds3.

Hekimbagi iilkedeki tiim hekimlerin, Ser Cerrdha bagli cerrdhlarin ve Ser Kehhéle bagl
kehhallerin (g6z doktoru) sorumlulugunu tagimaktaydi. Dolayisiyla ordudaki saghk hizmetlerinin
bag sorumlusu adindan da anlagilacag: gibi Hekimbasiydi. Ordu tabiplerinin belirlenmesi?, askeri
teskilat icin gerekli hammadde alimy, ilag yapimi ve gerekli yerlere dagitimmmin en yetkili kigisiydi®.

Konumuz olan 1672 tarihli Kamani¢e Seferinde Hekimbasinin Hayatizide Mustafa Fevzi
Efendit oldugu anlasiimaktadir. Bu sefere dair diizenlenmis defterlerde Ser Etibba-i Héissa olarak
Mustafa Efendi'nin ad1 gegmektedir’. Kendisine 26 kisilik yardimc: grup eslik etmektedir. Yine aynt
kayitlardan hizmetlileriyle birlikte ekmek, hayvanlan igin ise arpa tayinat1 verildigi anlagiimaktadir®.
Kapukulu'nun yani Yenigeri, Cebeci, Topgu; Toparabaci, Humbaract ve Alt1 Bolik halki denilen
ocaklarin her simfinin kendi hekimleri ve onlarin da baginda bir bag hekim vardi®. Bu tabipler defter-
lerde "Etibba-i hassa gayr-1 ez Ser etibbd", yani Hekimbag: haricindeki héssa tabipler seklinde
gecmektedir. Eldeki verilerden sayilarmin 18 oldugu anlagiliyor!?. XVII. ylizyilm ortalarinda Etib-
ba-i hassa 14 Miisliiman ve 4 Yahudi olmak tizere 18 kisidir!! ki bu bizim verilerimizle paralellik arz

* Ankara Universitesi, D.T.C.F. Tarih Baliimii, Ankara/T URKIYE. e-mail: maturkmen@yahoo.com
879
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THE DEFTER-I MUFASSAL OF KAMANICE FROM CA. 1681 -AN
 EXAMPLE OF LATE OTTOMAN TAHRIR. RELIABILITY,
FUNCTION, PRINCIPLES OF PI:JSLICATION.

Dariusz Kolodzigjczyk

In October 1672 the Ottoman dragoman Panaioti congratulated the

* French ambassador in Istanbul on the fortunate conjuction that provided two

great monarchs -Mehmed IV and Louis XIV- with their respective successes

enkiewicz (also author of Quo vadis), the history of the loss of Kam'janec'
(Pol. Kamieniec Podolski) is well known to every Polish child. Unfortunately
the Jater period was completely neglected and the stereotypes about the "bar-
barian night” survived until today. The multiethnic and multireligious provin-
ce of Podolia was the only part of the Polish-Lithuanian Comonwealth to fall
under the direct rule of the Porte, It must be said that after 20 years of wars
and recent partition of the Ukraine between Poland and Russia in 1667 many
Ukrainian Cossacks and peasants greeted the Ottomans with hope. This is
confirmed in the Ottoman chronicles of Haci Ali and Silahdar, and in Polish
sources as well.(® The traditional Ottoman policy of supporting the Orthodox
Ukrainian peasants against Polish Catholic nobles and the so-called millet
policy towards Armenian and Jewish merchants had the result that only the
Polish Catholic community could be considered as totally opposed to the
new rulers.

1. A. Galland, Journat... pendant son séjour a Constantinaple | 1672-1673/, ed. Ch. Schefer, v.l,
Paris 1881, p- 225,

2. Hac1 Ali, Fethname-i Kamanige, Siileymaniye Kiitliphanesi, Lala Ismail 304, £. 101 a; Silahdar
tarihi, v.1, p. 610; compare: Copia di relatione venuta dalla Ceorte di Polonia: [the Turks] “dichiara-
tosi di trattare male la solta nobilta ¢ bene la gente rostica", in: J, Wolinski, "Materialy do dzicjow
wajny polskoturcckief 1672-1676" (Studia i Materialy do Historii Wojskowasci, X, pan 1,1964,
p-260)
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Kamanice

Kamanice (in Ottoman orthography,
Qamanice; Ukr. Kam’yanets’ Podil’s’kj;
Pol. Kamieniec Podolski) is a town in the
Podolia region of present-day Ukraine,
which traces its origins to a medieval
Ruthenian fort that was conquered by the
Mongols in the mid-thirteenth century.
After the internal crisis in the Golden
Horde in the mid-1300s, it became the
centre of a principality ruled by a Lithu-
anian dynasty and a bone of contention
between Lithuania and Poland. From the
fourteenth century, the town was a major
commercial centre, inhabited by-Ruthe-
nians, Poles, Armenians, and other ethno-
religious groups. Its Kipchak-speaking
Armenian populace maintained regular
contact with Armenian diasporas in the
Middle East.

The town was incorporated into the
Polish realm in 1430 and became the
centre of the palatinate of Podolia. It was
the largest fortress on Poland’s southeast-
ern frontier and was considered the main
bulwark against the Tatars and Ottoman
Turks. The Popes repeatedly authorized
the Polish kings to use the “Peter’s-pence”

(medieval dues paid to the Papacy) to
maintain Kamieniec’s defences. Besides
its strong fortifications, the town’s very
location—on a bluff above the deep gorge
of the Smotri¢ River—discouraged poten-
tial invaders. Further defences were added
in the early seventeenth century, including
the so-called New Castle. In 1043/1633,
Abaza Mehmed (Abaza Mehmed) Pasa
(d. 1044/1634), the Ottoman governor
of Ozii (O¢akiv), advanced on Kamieniec
but did not attack it. The Porte dissoci-
ated itself from this incident, and Abaza
Mehmed was later executed.
Developments in military art rendered
the town’s fortifications obsolete by the
second half of the seventeenth century,
and in 1083/1672, forces of the Otto-
man army headed by Sultan Mehmed
(Mehmed) IV (r. 1058-99/1648-87),
which were commanded by Grand Vizier
Ahmed (Ahmed) Koprili (d. 1087/
1676), captured Kamieniec easily. With
the Treaty of Buczacz (Ukr. Bucad,
1083/1672), the town, now called Kama-
nice, became the centre of a new Ottoman
eyalet (eyalet, province) and the seat of a bey-
lerbeyt (beglerbegi, governor). The Ottomans
converted several churches into mosques,
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