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GCne of the most famous storles in Ottoman history is the account of the appoint-
ment of Koprali Mshmsad Pasa in 1656, ! This story, first told in the early eighteenth
century by the historion Naimd, refates thot Kdprili entered into a contractual egree-
ment with the sultan when he was appointed grand vezir. Naimd's account hos been re-
peated by most subsequent historians of the Ottomon Empire, both by such QOttomans as
Mustafa Nuri Pago, Ald, and Ahmed Rdsim, and also by Europzan Ottomanists inclu-
ding von Hammar ond Jorga. * More recently Naimd's story has appeared in Uzuncor-
si's history and in the article on «Képriitlars in the lsam Ansikiopedisi,* and has
thus gained o very secure ploce in Ottoman historiography. The story is not only popu-
far among scholars, but it is also ohe of the few «factss of Otteman history that Turkish
students retain after their schooling. Yet, on a closer reading of Naimd, there appear to
be sufficient grounds on which to suspect the authenticity of this long occepled =facts.

In the following section | shall ottempt to anglyse Meimé’s account and submit that
it should not be taken as the literal truth. In later sections this article also raises a more
general question. For too fong now the particular event or person has heen overempha-
sized in Ottoman historiography. Consequently, our understanding of general trends and
developments has suffered. Naimd's story of Kopril's appoiniment is on example of
such particular events. The incident has generglly been considered as the extracrdinary
beginning of Képrili's extraordinary career as grand vezir, indeed of the whoie Koprili
era. But even if the Naima story were to be accepted literally, it should be interpreted
not as a unigue event but as o part of a general seventesnth-century trend towards res-
toring the traditional authority of the grand vezir. There are significant precedents wit-
hin this trend which cannot be overlooked in g consideration of Koprili's term of office.

***

Mehmed IV was seven years old when he came to the throne in 1648. His father, Ib-
rohim |, had been deposed and murdered in a janissary uprising with the sanction of
the ulema. Political chaos, both in the copital ond in the provinces, plagued the first sight
years of Mehmed IV's reign. This is usually ottributed to the fact that the child-sultan
was unable to toke controf of his empire. Theoretically, the Cttoman political system

was capable of handling the situation if and when the sulian, the kingpin of the systein,
was unable to assume his full duties. The grond vezir, as his absclute deputy, and the
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sultan’s higly respected mother, the valide sulton, had the theoretical power to ossure
that the system functioned without an active kingpin.

It was not a novelty for the empire to have a child on the throne, especiaily in the
seventeenth century--the novelty in 1648 was that there were two valide sultans. The
child-sultan’s mother, Turhan Sultan, was herself not more than twenty-one years old
ot the time of her son’s accession. On the other hand, Mehmed IV's grandmother, Ké-
sem Sultan, had been at the center of palace ond government politics for decodes. She
way have assumed that the inexperienced Turban would be easy to dominate, but ins-
tead an intense struggle developed between the two. Three years later the younger vaki-
de, supported by most polace members, emerged victotious.

While the child-sultan was growing up amidst these paiace intrigues, the main prob-
lem of the empire remoined the war with Venice over Crete. An immense strain on the
empire’s finances, the war dragged on through the inability of the QOttomans 1o match
Venetian sea power. Over the yedars the Venetians had effected a fairly successful bloc-
. kade of the Dardanelles, disrupting Ottoman lines of communication with Crete and pre-
venting the passoge of food supplies to Istanbul from Egypt and other Mediterranean
provinces. Eorly in the summer of 1656, o few months before Képrila was appointed, the
Citomons suffered their worst defeat of the war when their navy was completely routed
at the Dardanelles in an attempt to break the Venetian blockade. Following up their viz-
tory, the Venetions captured the key Aegean islonds of Lemnos (Limni) and Tenedos
(Bozcaada), which, situdted just outside the Dardonsglies, gave them full command of the
stroits

In the course of these events, os Naimd relates, Koéprili came out of retirement in
the provinces in May 1656 to join the train of Boynu Yarah Mehmed Pasa, the newly ap-
pointed grond vezir who was travelling from his previous post in Aleppo to Istanbul, ¢
The grond vezir's porty arrived in the capitel in early July; Boynu Yarall promised Kép-
rili a new post and provided him with o residence while waiting for a suitable pesition
to become avoilable. In the meantime Kdprill contacted some of his old friends who
had connections with the palace. The group began to meet secretly to listen to Kbép-
ruli's ideas on how he would handle the situation if he were in power and decided 10
worlk towards the appointment of Kopriili as grand vezir. It seems that in early Septem-
ber, following a special meeting of the imperial councii which discussed the steps to be
taken to counter the Venetian threat, Mehmed IV and Turhan Sultan lost all hope thot
the grand vezir, Boynu Yaralh Mehmad Pasa, would be able 10 cope with the situation,
It seems also that they decided on Koprili as the most likely candidate, for, according
t¢ Naimd‘s occount, on September 13 Koéprili asked for an audience with Turhan Sul-
tan to state his conditions for accepting the grand vezirgte. His request was granted;
iri the evening o palace official secretly took him to meet with the valide sultan.

The four conditions Koprilil specified were that all his requests be granted by the
sulton, and that nothing contrary to such reguests be sustained; that the grand vezir not
be pressured by any source in the granting of any office, so that the most deserving
men might be employed; that no vezir or other officiol {vekil) be allowed to rival or im-
pinge upon the grand vezir's power and independence of action; that no gossip-mongers
be allowed to slander the grand vezir. Turhan Sultan allowed Koéprila oll his conditions
and took a selemn oath that she would honor them. The next day Mehmed IV handed
Koprili the seal of office ond repeated Kdprild's conditions one by one, declaring his
intention to honor the agreement with his grand vezir.
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Noimd’s description gives a formal, ceremonial atmosphere to the meeting between
Kdprili: and Turhan Sulton; a few pages later he refers to the uhiild {1 mevdsik--oaths
and compacts -- between the suftan and his mother on the one hand and the grand vezir
on the other. * Thus, the impression the reader receives is that this was a cordractual
and binding agresment.

Naimd is the cnly source for this extraordinary «contracts between sovereign and
grand vezir, No contemporory chronicler, neither Karagelebizéde Abdiilaziz Efendi, nor
Vecihi, nor Abdi Pasa, nor Mehmead Halife refer to it.6 Furthermore, not even Naimd's
contemporary Silahtar makes any meantion of it *

s it afl possible that Naiméd hod information not available to other Ottoman chro-
niclers and historions? We know thot the first part of Naimé’'s history was dedicated to
Amcazdde Hiseyin Paga, Kdprili's nephew and ths sixth member of the family to rise
to the grand vezirgte {1697-1702). % It has bzen suggested that through this connection
Naimé@ hod access to inside stories on Képrild,* and, in fact, Naimé& hos many ot-
her details on Kdprilli's term of office missing from the contemporary chronicles. One
might be tempted to think, then, thot only Naimd knew the full story of Képrili's comi-
pact with the sultan. Yet it is difficult to imagine that the contemporary chroniclers we-
re unawore of this event if it was at all significant. It is true that Karagelehizdde was in
&xile in 1656, ond Vecihi, not intimotely connected with the palace, moy not have been
well-informed of the full details. On the other hand Abdi Pasa (then Aga) and Mehmed
Holife were in the palace inner service (enderdn) gt the time Koprili was oppointed. One
would certainly expect them to have known,

True, Naimé stotes, in a different context, that there were people in the palace who,
unawere of Koprild's contract, ottempted to plot against him soon after he was appo-
inted. 10 If one were to accept this it would seem to explain Abdi's and Mehmed Hu-
life’s ignorance of the situation, for their positions in the palace were not as high as
that of the unsuccessful plotters. But how dre we to reconcile this statement of Noima,
that the contract was not publicly known, with the view that the Képrili contract wos
the extraordinary beginning of Koprili's term of office? One would think that had thers
been such a contractual agreement, it would most likely have been made public for all
to hear and toke notice of to prevent precisely the kind of plotting that Naimd mentions.
But for the sake of orgument let us assume that there was no official  announcement
Naimd himself writes that just before giving Koprild the seal of office the sultan repea-
ted the conditions Kdpralii had stated to Turhan Sultan the night before and expressed
his consent, Word of this «contract* would have immeadiately spread all around the pa-
lace and the copital through the palace officials who would have been present at the
appointment ceremony.

Perhaps, then, there is o simpier explanation for the fact that Naima is the sole sour-
ce for Koprili's contract. It seems 10 me thot Naimd's account is on embellishment of
what really tock place--an innocent ottempt to dromatize the appointment of the iflust-
rious ancestor of his patron, the event which marked the beginning of the Koéprioli dynasty
of grand vezirs. :

*
e

Questioning the authenticity of Naima's story is of relotively minor importance in
chd of itself; the more significant task is to place this incident in its proper historical
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framewocrk, Even when we reject Naimd's story of a contract as an exaggeration, there
remains the fact that Kopruld enjoyed the full trust and confidence of the sultan and
the valide, and that the grand vezirote regained its traditional prominence during Kopri-
li'g five years in office. How extraordinary was this success of Kopriid's? Is it to be
explained only in terms of personalities? What, if any, dre the circumstances that aided
Koprili's success? To be able to answer these questions we have to return once aga-
in to the historical background, this time to note those aspects of the politica! climale
which had a bearing on the office of the grand vezir,

Following long established [slamic precedent, the grand vezir hod always occupied
highest position in the political and administrative structure of the QOttomon Empire.
In the Xanunnéime of Mehmet II, which codified most of the practices and precedents of
earlier sultans, the grand vezir was referred to os vekil-i mutlak, absolute deputy of the
sultan. 11 Ottoman political writers, too, always stressed the significance of the grand ve-
zirate, 12 Litfi Pago, who himself had been Asaph to Sileymon [, centered his poiitical
views on the grand vezirate in his Asdfnome. In the mid-sixteenth century Lit{i Pasa was
concerned witn sustoining the greatness the empire had achleved. For the seventeenth
century writers the situation was very different: Koci Bey ond Katip Celebi faced the
much mere immediate preblem of arresting a downward trend and regaining the glo-
rigs of a post «golden ages. In the interval between Litfi Pasa and Koc¢i Bey the empire
had experienced a violent upheaval. The system had vet to adjust itself to the new con-
ditions accompanying thot upheaval.

Ottomans themselves felt that lack of effective Izadership was one of the main cou-
ses of their troubles. The suitans of the seventeenth century lucked the grooming and
the experience that their predecessers had had by the time they came to the throne,
Furthermore, by o strange coincidence, of the six sultans in the first half of the ssven-
teenth century, four were mere children at the time they ascended the threne, ¥ Another,
Mustafa |, suffered from a severe mental disorder; and the remaining sultan, Ibrahim I,
was enough of an eccentric, if not a psychotic, to be nicknomed «the Mad» in Ottoman
historiography. it was a natural censequence that when the sultan was impressionable,
the importance of those who were closest to him--the people of the place -- grew immen-
sely. Palgce officials gained a far greoter meosure of infiuence than their offices tra-
ditionally hod accorded them. What became important in terms of power was hot ne-
cessarily the office one held, but one’s proximity to the source of power, that is, the
person of the sultan. The authority of the grand vezirate had eroded with the rise of
the potace cliques and influences beyond the control of the vezir,

Kogi Bey's memorandum to Murad IV"“ encompasses many aspects of the Oto-
man system but stresses throughout the importance of strong leadership. The author's
essential point is that «the sultan is the heart of the world; when the heart is strong
the body too will he stiongs; '3 that the sultan should interest himself in the affairs of
the empire; and that the grand vezir, his deputy, should regain his poramount position,
free from oany interference. ' In the lost decade of Murad W's reign Kogi Bey must
have had the satisfaction of witnessing his master's vigorous and successful rule
in accordance with his own Machiovellion odage thot «monkind is ruled by subjugation,
not by leniency.s 3

Katip Celebi's treatise,’® as its title Dusiir el-amel li-isldh el-halel (The Gulde
to Actlon for the Rectification of Defects) indicates, was written with the purpose of
diagnosing the ilis in the Ctioman system and suggesting ways of curing them, it is
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similar to Kogi Bey's memorandum of 1630 both in intent and in conclusion; Katip Ce-
lebi calls for a strong leoder--whether it be sultan or grand vezir, a sahib es-sayf (mas-
ter of the sword} to pull the empire out of its difficulties. However, unlike Koci Bey, Ka-
tip Celebi had no immediate audience. In spite of the fact that he enjoyed the respest
of some of the highest Ottoman officiuls, Katip Celebi did not even make his study
public when he wrote it in 1653. 1% it may be significant that only a few months before
Koprild was brought to power, this treatise was finaily brought to the ottention of Meh-
med WV -- and probably aiso of his mother--when one of Kdtip Celebi's patrons, Hiisamza-
de Abdurrabman Efendi, was seyh al-fslam (May 1655 - March 1656).2¢

In addition to the intellectual climate fovoring a return to a powerful grand vezir,
we must note certgin developments of the 1650's which indicate a genuine desire on the
rart of Turhan Sultan and her young son to ochieve that result. The first grand vezir
to be oppointed after Turhan Sulton eliminated her rival, Kdsem Sultan, was Girci
Mehmed Pasa. He was very old, and it was thought that with oll his experience he
would be the right man for the office. It was soon obvious, however, that Gircll Mehmad
Paga was not whot Turhan Sultan wos looking for,

It seems that Turhan Sultan wanted to review several candidates for the grand ve-
zirate before she dismissed Gircii Mehmed Paga. Since the latter made o practice of
banishing ali potential rivels to provinciol posts, Turhon asked him to recall all banis-
hed posgas in the spring of 1652. The grand vezir complied reluctantly, and even so it
was only under persistent pressure from the young volide thot he finglly recalled
Tarhuncu Ahmed ond Koprili Mehmed Pasas sometime later thon the other banished
pasas, Gircd Mehfmed must have considered Tarhuncu and Koéprili os his most formi-
dable rivals (which, incidentally, runs against the old supposition that Képritd remai-
ned an obscure figure in Ottoman politics right up to his appointment). Events proved
thot the old grand vezir was justified in his fears, for he was reploced by Tarhuncu Ah-
med Pasa only o few days after the latter's return to the capital.

Whether Koéprild had been considered as an alternative and, if so, why Tarhuncu
was preferred we connot say with any degree of certainty. But it is significant for our
purposes that upon his appoinment, Tarhuncu had an gudience with the sultan which
foreshadowed Koprili's oppointment four years later. At this audience Tarhuncu sub-
mitted requests reloting to the collection of government revenues and the discontinuation
of certain perquisites granted by his predecessor. Tarhuncu was promptly given two
imperial decrees supporting his requests. 22 Noimda relates the story of Tarbuncu's agree-
ment with the sultan without the aura of solemnity and ceremony that he accerds to
that of Képriilii; nevertheless it provides a striking precedent.

Tarhuncu's requests seem much more specific and therefore less dromatic than
those of Kdprili. Yet it appears that these requests, which seem to have been simple
meosures of economy, were in fact dsesigned to curb the power of paluce officials,
Tarhuncu’s predecessor, Glurci Mehmed Paga, hod come to office after Turhon Sultan,
with the support of the palace personnel, had defeated the coalition of Kdsem Sultan
and the {anissary commondsrs in September 1651. Owing his position to palace officials,
Girci was reluctant to press them for funds some of them owed the imperial treasury
and was willing to create sumptuously poid new positions at their behest. Tarhuncu ai-
med at breaking up this partnership, and Turhan Suitan supported him to the point of
dismissing the chief black eunuch, Lala Sileyman Aga, who had been her main ally
in her struggle against Kbésem. Tarhuncu, then, storted his term of office enjoying the
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full backing of the sultan. But he lost this backing ond woas executed less than a year
later.

A development which took place in 1654 can be regarded as anothsr manifestation
of Turhan Sulton’s concern in restoring outhority to the office of grand vezir. In this
year the suitan gave Torhuncu's successor a building which was to serve both as o re-
sidence ond on office, This was the first time that a grond vezir had his offices se-
parate from the imperial palace, and therefore it has been seen as the formalization of
the «transfer of the effective control and conduct of affairs from the polace to the
Crand Vizierate.»

Prior to 1656, then, there were both political treatises which urged the strengthening
of the position of the grand vezir, and also specific steps taken in that direction. The
existence of a tacit i not public controct is the more plousible when we consider the
sultan‘s personal insecurity in 1656 - 57. In July 1656, aifter the worst setback in the
war with Venice, there were rumors of a plot to depose him.* A foreign cbserver of
the Ottoman political scene provides further information: Nicholus Ralamb, the Swe-
dish ambossador {o Istanbul from May 1657 to Februory 1858, records that at the ti-
me of his arrival in Istanbwi the public ascribed ail setbacks and troubles to the sui-
tan’s personal ill fortune, «so that upon the least unlucky turn and new disgrace ‘n
their public affairs he stood in great hazard of o revolution.s ® tn the face of such a
threat the young sulton and his mother did not have much choice but to tie all their
hopes to the success of a new grand vezir.

This situation in itself helps exploin the difference between the fortunes of
Tarhuncu and Koéprild. One must certainly take into consideration differences in
personality as well, especioily since personal relotions  were so crucial in the Of-
toman  system. Koéprili seems to have been o much better politician than Tarhun-
cu. He knew when to compromise and when te stand his ground, how to gain ogilies
and how to eliminate potential rivols. Probobly the most important factor
that aided him, however, was neither the sulton's firm support nor his own
political cunning. The palace establishment, which haod dominated Ottomen politics
since 1651, was violently uprooted in March 1656 in a revolt directed specifically aga-
inst them. The revolt, known as Vak'a-i Vakviklye in Ottoman historiography, was
not put down until many of the most powerful palace officicls were murdered by the
rebels. It was this palace establishment which Tarhuncu had fought but had bsen
unable fully to subdue, and which had in fact worked for his downfall in 1653. Ho-
wever, since this most important political group in the capital had been destroyed
only a few months before Kdpruli come to power, it would not be an exaggeration
to say that Képruli took over in a political vacuum.

*
%

The Naimd story of Kdprili's appointment presents a curicus problem in Otlto-
man histeriography. The account itself gppears on close scruting to be an embellish-
ment not to he taken literally; it is, on the other hand, a story which gains in plou-

sibility as it is placed in the context of the developments of mid-sevenieenth century
Ottoman history.

The paradox is only apparent. We do not need to accept the notion of an extra-
ordinary contract to be able to assume that Koéprilli was granted those powets which
any nominee to the office of grand vezir would traditionally have expected. The tre-
atment that Naimd's story of the Kdprilll contract has received in Ottoman historiog-
raphy seems to have been o cose of missing the forest for the tree.
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NAIMA, KOPRULU, VE VEZARET-I UZMA

OZET

Osmanh tarihinin en meshur olaylarindan hiri Képriili Mehmed Paga'nin 1656°da
vezir-i azamhiga getirildigi zaman baz1 gartlar ileri stirmesi ve padigah Mehmed IV.in
bu gartlar «uhid i mevasiks ile kabul etmesidir. Makalede bu olayin Osmanlh tarih-
gilifindeki ve Osmanli siyasal tarihinin gelisimi i¢indeki yeri incelenmektedir. Osman-
It tarihleri arasinda bu olayin tek kaynagl Naimadir. Kdpriilii'nlin tayini yiilarinda hat-
tad bazilar saray gevresinde yagayan ve olaylari kaydeden yazarlann tarihlerinde bu
dnemli olaydan bahsetmemeleri gagirticadir. Makalenin birinei béllimii Kopriili'nin pa-
digahla anlasmasimt tarihgilik bakimindan ele alarak Naimi'nin bu olayr miibalagau
bir 8nemle igledigi sonucuna variyor .

Konuya diger bir gekilde baktifimuzda, ise, 1648 yilinda yedi yasinda tahta ¢ikan
Mehmed IV.'lin saltanatin 1656 da Kopriilii'niin tayinine kadar kargkhklarla gegen
ilk sekiz yihnda kiiciik padigabin annesi Turhan Sultan'in, belki de Ko¢i Bey ve Katip
Celebi'nin siyasal goriiglerinin de tesiriyle, idareyi saglam hir gekilde ele alacak kuv-
vetli bir vezir-i 4zam aradifl, bu devir claylarinin incelenmesinden antagiliyor.

Kopriilii Mehmed Pasa’min suitan ile baglayic1 bir sozlegmeye girdigi goridsl mi-
balagal oldugu gibi, bir tek olaya gereginden fazla énem vermek ashnda daha genel
bir siyasal geligmeyi, vezir-i dzamhk makaminin kuvvetlendirilmesi cabasini gézden
kac¢irmamiza da sebep oluyor.
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