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PÎRÎ REİS UNIVERSITY MARITIME HISTORY RESEARCH CENTRE 
Pîrî Reis University, named after the famous Turkish admiral and scientist Pîrî Reis, is dedicated 
to serve maritime industry. Besides training seafarers, engineers, managers, and specialists of the 
industry, Pîrî Reis University aims to research Turkish maritime history and pass the knowledge 
of this field on to future generations. Within the scope of this aim the First International Eurasian 
Maritime History Congress was held in Istanbul between 5 and 8 November 2012 with the theme 
of Turkish Maritime History. Academicians and researchers from 21 countries attended the 
congress and 101 papers were presented. During the congress, the International Association of 
Maritime Studies (IAMS) was established with the participants and it was unanimously accepted 
that the presidency and general secretariat activities of the established association would be carried 
out by Pîrî Reis University. 

Just after the First International Eurasian Maritime History Congress, declaration of 2013 as the 
Pîrî Reis Year by UNESCO due to the 500th Anniversary of the Pîrî Reis World Map dated 1513, 
Pîrî Reis University participated in the activities organized both in Turkey and abroad. As these 
activities suggested, a maritime history research centre had to be established within the University 
in order to foster and enhance research activities on Turkish maritime history. For this purpose, 
Maritime History Research Centre was founded in 2013 and since then the centre has been actively 
involved in academic events at national and international level.  

 

The aims of the centre are: 

 Researching Turkish maritime history and protecting it by passing it on to future 
generations, 

 To carry out studies that emphasize global character and the importance of the Black 
Sea, Turkish Straits, Aegean Sea, Mediterranean, Red Sea, and Indian Ocean and 
support Turkish maritime history studies, 

 To guide the studies of the International Association of Maritime Studies, which was 
established on 22 November 2012 with the participants during the First International 
Eurasian Maritime History Congress, 

 To introduce Turkish maritime history to the world in the best way possible, with the 
name of the famous Turkish Admiral Pîrî Reis, 

 To support undergraduate, graduate and postgraduate studies in the field; organizing 
national and international programmes, studies, providing consultancy services and 
leading publications in Turkish maritime history. 

 
Board of Directors  
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INTRODUCTION TO THE SYMPOSIUM 
International Symposium on the Eastern Mediterranean Maritime History was organized by Pîrî 
Reis University Maritime History Research Centre via zoom and YouTube channel of the 
University on 29 May 2021. The primary aim of this symposium was to exercise and maintain the 
ability of maritime history research activities and to promote high quality of studies in maritime 
history, in spite of prevailing pandemic conditions.  

The Eastern Mediterranean region is located at the crossroads of three continents whilst it also 
comprises a large part of the Middle East – one of the important crises regions in the world and 
human history; most of the empires that played a prominent role throughout the history of the 
western world were born and thrived there; it is the cradle of three worldwide monotheistic creeds. 
Due to recent important developments in the energy field in the Eastern Mediterranean over the 
last few years, this region is becoming the focus of a growing geopolitical tectonic shift affecting 
all neighbouring countries in the eastern Mediterranean.  

In this symposium, the main intention was to focus on all aspects of maritime history matters in 
the Eastern Mediterranean and therefore the programme was designed accordingly. Programme 
began with opening remarks presented by symposium co-chairs Prof. Dr. Oral Erdoğan and 
Admiral (R) Metin Ataç by emphasising on the main reasons for the event and the role of the 
University within maritime history research. Opening remarks continued with Mr. Tamer Kıran, 
the chairman of the board of trustees. He delivered his speech on the importance of the Eastern 
Mediterranean throughout history and the role of Turkey within this history. 

After opening remarks, the first keynote speaker Prof. Dr. Dejanirah Couto presented her speech 
titled as “Habsburg and Ottoman Information Networks in the Eastern Mediterranean (Sixteenth 
Century)”. Professor Dr. Couto articulated the connections within Ottoman Navy together with its 
vitality for success and expressed that intelligence activities should be considered as important 
component for diplomatic history in early modern period of the region. The symposium was 
accomplished by three sessions highlighting diverse topics in different time span for Eastern 
Mediterranean. The first session revealed the strength of Turkish Navy, intelligence activities 
during the First World War, and Turkish maritime strategy in the area. Second part of the 
symposium began with the second keynote speech delivered by Prof. h.c. Dr. iur. Bülent Sözer. 
Professor Dr. Sözer highlighted the geography as a huge platform and crossroads for many cultures 
and conveyed the importance of the area by emphasising its role as the cradle to two most important 
values of humanity: philosophy and law. Second session followed the keynote speech was started 
with presentation on Malta Siege and Ottoman sea power in 1565, continued with discussions of 
earliest Islamic principles, and Ottoman legal regulations, together with the doctrine of Hugo 
Grotius on law of the sea. Second session was finalized by the assessment of the Suez Shipyard in 
the 19th century. The last and the third session was completed with one presentation on Hasheesh 
Smuggling in the late Ottoman period. The symposium was ended with closing remarks underlining 
results of each study presented in the symposium.  

The symposium was planned to realise the aim to reveal studies that emphasize global character 
and the importance of the Eastern Mediterranean. Recording of the presentations can be found on 
https://www.youtube.com/pirireisuniversitesi or http://dtuam.pirireis.edu.tr/   

Views, thoughts and opinions expressed in the texts belong solely to the authors.
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PREFACE 
It is our great pleasure to conclude the International Symposium on the Eastern Mediterranean 
Maritime History which was organized by Pîrî Reis University Maritime History Research Centre 
via zoom and YouTube on 29 May 2021. It was an important step in refreshing interest in maritime 
history by bringing together researchers interested in maritime history of the Eastern 
Mediterranean. 

Eastern Mediterranean has been keeping its vital position in the world history for thousands of 
years due to its varied institutional benefits in generating civilisations. Eastern Mediterranean 
became the centre for the first sea trade route at international level. Therefore the maritime 
economy was shifted from waterside only to far distance trading which was not even imagined by 
early civilisations. As the importance of trade and exchange in the Eastern Mediterranean continued 
to grow over history, Turkish presence was tied up to the area strongly beginning from 12th 
century. Hence, history of the Eastern Mediterranean evolved upon two things: the region’s own 
novel development as an international sea trade route and Turkish presence in that development. 
Besides affecting Turkish history over hundreds of years, the Eastern Mediterranean has enormous 
impact on world history in total. Studies on the Eastern Mediterranean, therefore, has unlimited 
sources for a rich historiography at macro perspective both for the world and Turkish history. 

It is our great pleasure to be part of such an effort by bringing respective scholars together to discuss 
matters on the Eastern Mediterreanean in varied perspectives. We are aware of the fact that each 
and every effort of studying Turkish maritime history foster research on Turkish maritime and 
enrich the knowledge on the subject. Supporting such research helps us to introduce Turkish 
maritime history to the world in the best way possible as aimed by the Maritime History Research 
Centre. In this case the aim was vigorous for the Eastern Mediterranean. We are pleased to 
encourage studies in the field of maritime history as the current symposium. 

We are thankful to our keynote speakers Prof. Dr. Dejanirah Couto and Prof. h.c. Dr. iur. Bülent 
Sözer for their stimulating presentations and to all scholars contributed to the symposium. We hope 
that the present proceeding will develop our knowledge on the Eastern Mediterranean maritime 
history and enrich our understanding of the regional relations from maritime standpoint. 

 

Respectfully, 

 

Prof. Dr. Oral ERDOĞAN 
Symposium Co-chair 

Admiral (R) Metin ATAÇ 
Symposium Co-chair 

Rector, Pîrî Reis University 22nd Chief of the Turkish Navy 

 President of Scientific Committee 
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SYMPOSIUM PROGRAMME  
 
 

29 MAY 2021, Saturday Remarks 

10.00 – 10.30 Mr. Metin Ataç, President of the 

International Scientific 

Committee 

 

Prof. Dr. Oral Erdoğan, Rector 

of Pîrî Reis University 

 

Mr. Tamer Kıran, Pîrî Reis 

University, Chairman of the 

Board of Trustees 

 

Opening Remarks 

 

10.30 – 11.00 Prof. Dr. Dejanirah Couto Keynote speech 

Session I – 11.00-12.30  

Chair: Asst. Prof. Dr. Aydın Şıhmantepe 

11.00 – 11.20 Prof. Dr. Ali Denizli The Magnificent Strength Of The Great 

Turkish Navy In The Aegean And 

Mediterranean And Threats To The Turkish 

Navy Of The Greek And Background 

Countries In The Historical Process 

 

11.20 – 11.40 Prof. Dr. Ulvi Keser Intelligence Activities And The Struggle In The 

Mediterranean Sea During WWI 

 

11.40 – 12.00 Assoc. Prof. Dr. Ergün Demirel Turkish Presence In The Mediterranean And 

Maritime Strategy 

 

12.00 – 12.30 Questions & Answers 

12.30 – 13.30 Lunch Break 
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13.30 – 14.00 Prof. h.c. Dr. iur. Bülent Sözer Keynote speech 

Session II – 14.00-15.30 

Chair: Asst. Prof. Dr. Aydın Şıhmantepe 

14.00 – 14.20 Prof. Arnold Cassola Ottoman Sea Power And Malta During The 

Reign Of Suleyman Magnificent 

 

14.20 – 14.40 Prof. Dr. Bülent Arı Historical Attempts For Modern Law Of Sea: 

Ottomans Vs Grotius 

 

14.40 – 15.00 Lect. Ece Yüksel An Assessment Of The Suez Shipyard In The 

Light Of Ottoman Archive Documents 

 

15.00 – 15.30 Questions & Answers 

Session III – 15.30-17.00 

Chair: Dr. Funda Songur 

15.30 – 15.50 Asst. Prof. Dr. Recep Kürekli In The Eastern Mediterranean Basin 

Combating Against Hasheesh Smuggling: In 

The Case Of Egypt And Tripoli Provinces In 

The Late Ottoman Period (1850-1914) 

 

15.50 – 16.10 PhD Candidate Cemile Yağmur 

 

could not present due to 

technical problems 

Activities Of The Entente States From The 

Mediterranean To The Strait In The National 

Struggle 

 

16.10 – 16.30 Questions & Answers 

16.30 – 17.00 

Closing 

Remarks 

Admiral (R) Metin ATAÇ 

 End of Symposium 
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DEJANIRAH COUTO (Keynote Speaker) 
Prof. Dr. in École Pratique des Hautes Études 

Section des Sciences Historiques et Philologiques 

Sorbonne, Paris 

dejanirahcouto@gmail.com 

 

HABSBURG AND OTTOMAN INFORMATION NETWORKS IN THE EASTERN 
MEDITERRANEAN (SIXTEENTH CENTURY) 1 

 

Thinking - in historiographical terms - in the early modern maritime history of the Mediterranean 
and in that of the Ottoman Mediterranean (or in its sphere of influence)  several studies come to 
mind, penned by Fernand Braudel, Colin Imber, Colin Heyhood or Daniel Panzac to name only 
benchmark pioneering works. Subsequently,  other relevant contributions appeared, namely  the 
ones of Nicolas Vatin and Gilles Veinstein, Emrah Safah Gürkan, Tobias Graf, Anne Brogini, 
Daniel Herzenshon, Wolfgang Kaiser,Tuncay Zorlu,Rhoads Murphy, Férenc Toth, Guillaume 
Calafat, Emilio Sola, Hayri Gökşin Özkoray, İdris Bostan, Bruno Cianci, Nöel Malcom, Joshua 
White,2 etc.  Edited by Dejanirah Couto, Feza Günergun and Maria Pia Pedani, the proceedings 
(57 articles) of the 1st IAMS Congress held in Istanbul in 2013 were published by  Pîrî Reis 
University in 2014 (Seapower, Technology and Trade. Studies in Ottoman Maritime History).  It 
allowed to sweep a number of case-studies in the fields of political,  socioeconomic and 
technological history related to maritime history, as well as to  nautical archeology of the Eastern 
Mediterranean and the Red Sea.  

Many other materials on early modern History have been released in the 2nd IAMS Congress 
(St.Petersburg 2014) and in the third IAMS Congress (Pîrî Reis University, Tuzla, 2018). Various 
conferences and workshops organized by the IAMS in Venice (2013), Cyprus (2015), Lisbon 
(2016), Monaco (2019) and Istanbul (2020 and 2021) must be reported here. The proceedings of 
Venice and Lisbon conferences  were published by the late Maria Pia Pedani in the journal Hilâl 
(Ca Foscari’s University, Venice, 2015)  and by the Portuguese Navy Academy (Uma relação entre 
Portugal e a Turquia em torno de  Piri Reis, 2018, bilingual edition, Portuguese-English), 
respectively. Dedicated to wooden and post-wooden shipbuilding, the editing of the 2018 Congress 
proceedings (395 pages), is now completed, and the publication is expected soon.   

Since many aspects of Eastern Mediterranean History have already been extensively analysed, it  
seemed preferable, in the present keynote, to move beyond  generalities on the history of this wide 
region. Therefore, we will focus on a case study, likely to  be included in the recent  approaches on 
the early modern History of  the  Mediterranean, more focused on  social and cultural aspects.   
In fact, although many scholarly pieces still favour a classical Mediterranean political and 
diplomatic history - revolving around the 15th-16th Ottoman maritime expansion in the 
Mediterranean, the warfare against Venice, the Habsburg and the Papacy or the 18th century 
Ottoman-Russian wars - the last decades have seen the emergence of new research themes in social 

                                                 
1 This text is the draft of an upcoming article. Do not quote.  
2  Joshua White, Piracy and Law in the Ottoman Mediterranean, Stanford Univ.Press, 2018. 
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and cultural history, related, for instance, to the study of Mediterranean mobilities and crossings. 
Repositioning beyond the symbolic line separating Islam and Christendom, the inner sea and its 
permeable boundaries and borders became a major topic of study. In this cross-cultural perspective, 
Mediterranean history, although still analysed at the classical geopolitical level,   tells a different 
story far from the clash of empires, still presented by some authors as a clash of civilizations (see 
the huge and sometimes ideologically oriented bibliography on Lepanto).The new approaches do 
not favour compartimentalizations and seclusions but cultural and social interminglings and 
mobilities.  

These evidences, which presuppose a good knowledge of the documentation and a long work in 
the archives, lead us to another key issue: how much do empires matter in this merging context? 
Yet an important role of non institutional economic and social configurations (and the way empires 
dealt with them) was emphasized by John Elliot, in his 1992’s article on monarchies. He then 
suggested that Empires made a contracting or associating part with non-institutional entities thus 
creating a kind of composite trans-imperial configurations.  

 If we adopt a cross-cultural perspective, the Mediterranean offers a wide range of case studies. 
Because of its geography and history, it favoured (since Antiquity), human migrations and 
circulations of many social categories: merchants, privateers, corsairs, pirates, sailors, soldiers, 
interpreters, scholars, friars, pilgrims, artisans, left behind poor people.  

 Undeniably, a subject like  piracy -   a classical theme in Mediterranean History  since the seminal 
works of Fernand Braudel, Jacques Heers  or Salvatore Bono, to name only the most famous -  
conceals   a large number of research potentialities, whether in social history  (tactics of  seizure, 
organisation of social hierarchies within groups), in economic history (economy of ransoming and 
redistribution of booty, participation in trade flows), in history of maritime, common and religious 
law (Christian or  Islamic) or in history of ecology and environment (an almost neglected topic).  

One of the most exciting research areas (also in line with Elliot’s proposal on relations with state 
powers), is linked to piracy. It deals with history of information, e.g. intelligence and espionage, 
on land or on sea.  Privateers, pirates and corsairs in the early modern era – whether in the service 
of political powers such as the Habsburgs, the Sublime Porte, the Italian States, or at their own 
service - could not have developed without intelligence and information networks. These social 
formations could function incidentally as extensions of the State, but could also operate 
independently, as non-institutional entities (according to Elliot’s suggestion), thus serving the State 
and its bodies occasionally; in sum, they could contribute on their own way to the creation of trans-
imperial configurations. The examples provided below illustrate somehow this situation. 

Official an informal Information networks in the Kingdom of Naples 
In the 16th century, when the Ottomans confronted the Imperials in the Mediterranean, each 
political power ruled its own networks, which could occasionally intertwine, especially in the 
turmoil of military and naval campaigns.  

The Hispanic structures in the service of Emperor Charles V and King Philip II of Spain (and 
Portugal after 1580), operated from the cities and ports of their Kingdom of Naples, including 
Sicily, and their action extended to the African  shore of the Mediterranean, notably to Tunisia, 
where they sometimes interfered with  Ottoman corsairs networks. 

The situation of the Kingdom of Naples in the early 16th century deserves to be emphasized: 
overexposed to Barbary piracy, he also suffered from several internal ailments: social tensions, 
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impoverishment of the populations and chronic deficit of cash. Nonetheless, repairs and the 
construction of new fortifications along the coast were carried out simultaneously between 1530 
and 1540. However, the plan to build a large fleet against the Barbary corsairs was abandoned after 
having been started in 1530-1531. It was not until 1543 that four galleys were built.  

These shortcomings made the military resistance against the Ottoman advance in the central 
Mediterranean uncertain (the conquest of Modon in 1532 provided a strong evidence of the 
Ottoman progress). Other dangers lurked in Naples as well: a 1560 report to Philip II of Spain 
insisted on the obligation to fortify Brindisi, constantly under attack by Albanian pirates, wh had 
their headquarters in Valona and Ulcinj. In this context of  threats and disproportion of military 
forces, the defense of Naples and the reorganization of its land and naval forces, in particular along 
the coast of the “Land of Otranto”  (Terra d’Otranto), depended heavily on secret information, 
collected more or less methodically.   

 Often filtered by Venice (the most important European intelligence center in the 16th century), the 
anonymous posts glaned by local agents, known as "Avvisi di Constantinopoli", punctuated the 
fluctuations of Neapolitan politics. From 1539 to 1547 the Spanish intelligence services in Naples 
were directed by D. Rodrigo Niño; he was succeeded by D. Diego Hurtado de Mendoza (1503-
1575), imperial ambassador in Venice, brother of Lopo Hurtado de Mendoza (member of the 
imperial council, ambassador in Lisbon).  

About 1530, two intelligence structures were at work in the kingdom of Naples: the Aragonese of 
D. Fernando de Alarcòn, commander-general of the Imperial troops, and the Albanese of D. 
Alfonso Granai Castriote, Marquis of Atripalda.  Depending closely on the Neapolitan 
administration, the Alarcòn network had few sources of information and a limited range of action: 
its agents were reported principaly in Venice, Ragusa and in the land of Otranto. They frequented 
merchant circles linked to maritime trade and sometimes benefited from the support of the Venetian 
Bayle of Corfu. The presence of one of Alarcòn’s spies is however reported in Sofia, during a 
mission to gather information on the composition of Süleyman’s army. 

 Atripalda’s network provides a good example of a quite autonomous spying structure, serving the 
State occasionally.  The range of action of Atripalda’s agents was much wider and their social 
background more diverse. D. Alfonso recruited more at the local level, among men well rooted in 
southern villages with vast networks of family solidarities. Of Albanian origin, Atripalda was a 
grand nephew of George Castriota e.g. Skanderbeg (1405-1468), who led the well-known rebellion 
against the Ottomans in the 15th century (1443-1468). The Marquis was appointed governor of the 
Land of Otranto and Bari in 1519 and generally lived in Lecce, Puglia, where his family received 
privileges and lordships. He therefore had no difficulty in recruiting his agents, drawn from his 
large clientele of Greeks, Slavs and Albanians. All these individuals were able to move easily 
within the Ottoman Empire; they were sometimes reported in Istanbul, sometimes in Cairo.  

Claiming the heritage of his prestigious ancestor, D.Alfonso Atripalda saw himself as a model of 
resistance to the Ottomans; directing a spy network was perfectly suited to the mission with which 
he believed himself invested (cf. his letter to Emperor Charles V of July 14, 1532). Following the 
example of other Western information networks, the family dimension was also very present in the 
Atripalda’s structure: for example, when he was away from Naples, his nephew D.Pirrho Castriota 
took over the management of his informants.   

This spying network remained active after the death of D.Alfonso Atripalda. Its action is still 
reported in 1560, when the correspondence of the Duke of Alcala, viceroy of Naples, releases, in 
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several Avvisi from Istanbul, the names of some of its agents: the Florentine Lorenzo Miniati, his 
nephew Dimo Miniati and a certain Donato Antonio Lobelu. The agents used the best passageway 
between the Land of Otranto and the Ottoman Empire (and vice versa), in other words, the maritime 
route linking Ragusa to Barletta. A document from the National Archives of Spain (AGS, 
Simancas) entitled “Con Juan Maria Renzo que havia de passar a Turquia” [How Juan Maria 
Renzo would go to Turkey] (AGS, Legajo 1052, f°89) (Madrid, 20 January 1562) also provides 
additional information on the spying land routes. Another interesting information network 
extended to Cyprus and to the island of Chio, where, moreover, the Portuguese Kings kept a factory 
by the end of the 15th century. The ambassador of Portugal in Istanbul in the 1540s - A Genoese 
from Chios - had his family and residence in Chios.  

The Iberian/Mediterranean documentation remains essential to analyse the hierarchical functioning 
of several intelligence networks. It details the nature of missions assigned to agents, mentioning 
the amount of wages paid to spies together with the practices of payment. For example, Lorenzo 
Miniati was assassinated in 1566, but Dimo Miniati and Donato Antonio Lobelu continued to be 
paid for their missions in 1566 and 1567. The collected sensitive information was passed on to the 
secretary of the kingdom of Naples (Secretario del Reino), to the secretaries of the Viceroy and to 
the members of the General Council (Consiglio collaterale) in charge of the postal service. 

 In 1532, Viceroy D. Pedro de Toledo brought Antonio da Puente to Naples. Puente was an officer 
in charge of the cipher (secretario de mandamiento que tiene las cifras) in charge of breaking the 
codes of the messages. We do not know what his salary was, but, in terms of wages, Venice was 
the European state that paid its spies the best. Considered of inferior quality compared to that 
provided by Venice, the information collected by the agents of the Kingdom of Naples was 
remunerated in a more reasonable way. However, there were exceptions: in the service of the 
Kingdom of Naples (but without being able to say with certainty whether he belonged to the 
Alarcòn network or to that of Atripalda) Juan Campos, an agent (probably of Albanian origin) who 
received instructions for a mission in Ottoman territory in 1535, received 100 ducats.1   

 At the same time, the Venetian Pietro Michiele,  returning from his secret mission in Syria, 
acknowledged  reception of 300 sequins (zecchini) paid by the Council of Ten, but requested  more 
54 ducats and 4 lire.  

Thanks to the list edited by Enrique García Hernán in 2003, we know the remuneration of some 
Mediterranean Hispanic agents for a short period of time (between 1561 and 1574). In the years 
1568-1570, the Spanish Crown, which  prided itself  on possessing  300  agents in its service in the 
Mediterranean, spent around 5,000 ducats a year on wages, but some of the spies were probably 
not paid in cash (or at least not regularly).   

The list of payments made by the Spanish Duke of Alcala to his agents in Istanbul (27 July 1563) 
identifies the members of his intelligence network: Gregorio Brigante (Mustapha), Simon Barca 
(Moragata), Ambrosio Corvato (Agan Bey), Aurelio Santa Cruz (or Cruce), Adam de Franchi(s), 
Ambrosio Judice and Ahmet Reis. Thanks to this list, we know of the amount of the individual 
remunerations and the position of each agent in the network hierarchy. Naturally, Juan Augustin 
Gilly, the head of this network (lo que maneja todo), who was responsible for sending the secret 

                                                 
1 Dejanirah Couto, “ Spying in the Ottoman Empire : Sixteenth Century encrypted Correspondence”, 
Correspondence and Cultural Exchange in Europe, 1400-1700, ed. by Francisco Bethencourt  and Florike 
Egmond (series Cultural Exchange in Early Modern Europe, ed.by  Robert Muchembled  and William 
Monter), Cambridge : Cambridge University Press, 2007 : 274-312.     
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letters, received the highest salary. Another document states the payment of 500 escudos to Adam 
de Franch (is) before his mission in 1562 in Istanbul, where this spy went disguised as a silk and 
coral merchant. In addition, De Franchi(s) was endorsed to receive 2,000 escudos. 

 However, it is clear that the information outputs did not always match the authorities investments. 
In September 1574, Cardinal Granvelle, Viceroy of Naples, complained about spies in the service 
of Spain.  Some of them were renegades, who spent the   allocated sums in the taverns of the ports 
and pre-dated their secret reports. Some of them, however, had access to first-hand information: 
this was the case of Juan Ramirez de Heredia, a Spanish slave of Kara Mustapha, who also served 
as his secretary; Ramirez was considered “a reliable person” (persona muy bien y verdadera) 
according to the Viceroy of Naples, in a letter to King Philip II of Spain (AGS, Estado Napoles, 
Legajo 1125, f°125, of 24 November 1560).  

Mediterranean Ottoman Networks: Turgut Reis 
What was happening with the Barbary pirates and Ottoman corsairs?   In the light   of social history, 
some intelligence practices seem quite close to those of the Habsburg. They are also marked by a 
strong cosmopolitanism. Dealing with Turgut Reis (1485-1565) agents in Sicily, documents from 
1562-1563 shed light on these information networks. 

 Insofar as Turgut Reis was the subject of a number of works, some fairly recent, published in 
Turkey and elsewhere, there is no need to go back to his biography,   punctuated by well known 
episodes, including his installation on Djerba and later in     Tripoli. What deserves to be 
emphasized is the activity of his intelligence network, for instance in 1562, a period marked by  
military operations - between the impressing victory of Djerba (with Piyale Paşa, 1560) and the 
siege of Malta (1565).   

Another document of the Spanish National archives (Estado Napoles, Legajo 1127, fols. 103-104), 
entitled “What we learnt from the interrogation of the renegade caught in Syracuse of Sicily (…) 
whose Christian name was Constantino and the Turkish name Mahmet” (Lo que se he sacado del 
renegado que se tomo in Çaragosa de Sicilia (…) in Cristiano se llamava Constantino y in Turkish 
Mahamet),  provides  more evidence  on the spies in the service of Turgut Reis. It should be read  
together with another document, the “Account  of what Dragut’s did”  (Relacion de lo que ha hecho 
Dragut),  dated 15-30 September 1563 (Estado Napoles, Legajo 1127).  

The first document of the Legajo 1127 contains the testimony of a renegade, detained and 
questioned by the Habsburg administration in Naples. In July 1559, Turgut Reis was crossing 
Neapolitan and Sicilian waters,  far from his main base of Djerba;  eight Sicilian ships were boarded 
by his crews in this area. Two years later, in  July 1561, he inflicted near the Lipari islands  a severe 
defeat on seven Spanish galleys commanded by the Catalan Guimeran, commander of the Sicilian 
fleet.   Turgut came to besiege Naples that same summer of 1561 with  35  ships, forcing its 
governor, the Marquis of Tarifa, to seek  assistance from King Philip II of Spain.  Genoa, Livorno, 
Reggio di Calabria and Croton, as well as  the ports  of the  Adriatic  were also hit by Turgut Reis. 
In the summer of 1562, the Reis returned to Djerba in order to prepare new  campaigns, intended, 
primarily, to  refill his stocks of wheat (AGS, Estado Napoles, Legajo 1127). He was also planning 
to attack La Goulette, the well-known port of Tunis. 

The renegade whose testimony was recorded by the Spanish authorities in Naples, was an 
individual of Turgut’s entourage, a certain Constantine (named Mahmet after he  converted – or 
was converted - to Islam). In 1562, his master, then in Tripoli,  sent him to  report about  the 
defenses of Syracuse (Çaragosa), aboard a frigate   well equipped with artillery. Constantine / 
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Mahmet, who said he had never been to Sicily, left Tripoli  accompanied by Ahmet, a former slave 
in the galleys of Malta, who  ensured to know Syracuse very well. The two men were to report on 
the strength of the city walls and the capability of  its artillery.  

With an amount of 1,000 escudos, a crew of  four “Turks” and  five Christian slaves (intended to 
be sold after the mission), they sailed together  in a brigantine belonging to Turgut, mooring 
successively at Djerba, Sousse and Monastir. Before  boarding, Turgut told Constantine / Mahmet 
they would later meet in Messina with Joan, a Greek man who had been married in Messina. This 
Joan  had been yielded to Turgut by Mani Reis, a renegade from Trapani. Joan had  the confidence 
of Dragut ;  he had been freed earlier and given a ship by the Ottoman corsair. He  was in charge 
of spying in Sicily - in a more or less permanent basis - on behalf of Turgut. He was expected  to   
release accurate information when he  returned to Tripoli ( conquered by Turgut  Reis in 1556).  

The network of Uluç Ali Reis 
The  document relating to Constantine / Mahmet’s interrogation shows that Turgut Reis was not 
the only Ottoman corsair to have his own intelligence network. For  example, another famous 
Mediterranean corsair, Uluç Ali Reis (also kown as Kiliç Ali Paşa) coordinated his own  spying 
network in the Mediterranean, which, as shown by the same document,  interacted  with the  one 
of Turgut Reis. Uluç, a companion of Turgut Reis, was also someone of high status: he had been 
administrator of Samos in 1550, beylerbeyi of Alexandria in 1565 and beylerbeyi of Algiers in 
1568.   

In fact, the interrogation of Constantine / Mahmet  provides  evidence concerning  Uluç Ali spying 
network and the way it overlapped  the network of Turgut Reis. Uluç, after having sailed with two 
galleys and two galiots,  reached the Sicilian port of Trapani, where, incidentally, he seized a  boat. 
He disembarked ten miles from the city  together with a Genoese (whose identity is not  known), 
and the renegade Mani Reis (the common agent to Turgut and Uluç), both “dressed  on Christian’s 
manner”. While Mani waited on a garden in the city outskirts, the Genoese departed to the city to 
gather information about its military defenses. Having social connections  in Trapani, he returned 
two hours later with a  dweller, apparently one of his friends, who was willing to provide strategic  
information to Mani Reis. As attested by the document, the Genoese  went back to the ship, while 
Mani Reis met at length with the inhabitant of Trapani, gathering  all sorts of  military  information.  

End of mission for Constantin/Mahmet (Turgut’s network) 
Going back to the activities of Turgut’s intelligence network in 1562, the mission of Constantine / 
Mahmet ended in failure: after mooring, as referred, at Sousse, Djerba and Monastir due to bad 
weather, his ship berthed, as planned, near Syracuse, in a  isolated place. The crew members, 
including Ahmet and the four Turks, were disembarked. Constantine / Mahmet  went to meet his 
informants, while Ahmet and the  crew awaited him in the aforementioned outskirts of  Syracuse.  
However, Constantine / Mahmet was recognized by a soldier at the gates of the city.   The soldier, 
who had been a slave in Tripoli, immediately  handled him to the Spanish authorities, who arrested 
and questioned him. We do not know the fate of Constantine/Mehmet. The document ends with a 
brief mention of Turgut’s naval forces in that year, presumably recorded as a consequence of 
Constantine / Mahmet's statement. Turgut Reis had a fleet of  14 ships built in Tripoli, 
supplemented by 4 or  5  ships belonging to other Reis. According to the same source, Djerba  had 
a garrison of  80 “Turks”, and Tripoli of  2,000.   
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Conclusion 
To conclude these brief remarks, what can we get from the  above mentioned documents? They are 
short, apparently limited, with an unadorned and very factual language, as befits an administrative 
report. However, those spying episodes provide a number of clues on Turgut Reis’  information 
network  and its links with the one of Uluç Ali Reis /Kiliç Ali Paşa. Both show the Ottoman corsairs 
abilities to deal with intelligence operations, thus better explaining a part of their success in naval 
warfare.   

Such archival materials enable us to better grasp the extension of the Mediterranean networks -  
bearing in mind that intelligence should be considered  a main axis of the diplomatic history of 
early modern Mediterranean. These  documentation also  shed light on  social practices and tight 
intertwining of information networks – enabling us to scope a more nuanced history of the East 
Mediterranean, more “bottom-up” and transnationally oriented, privileging the non-institutional 
functionings of  communities on edge of imperial powers (whether the  Habsburgs or the Ottoman 
Empire), thus leading us to  cutting-edge  assessments  of their reciprocal relations, in line with the  
proposals of John Elliot  and those of  connected history.   
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THE AMAZING POWER OF THE GREAT TURKISH NAVY IN THE AEGEAN AND 

MEDITERRANEAN AND THREATS TO THE TURKISH NAVIGATION OF THE 
GREEK AND BACKGROUND COUNTRIES IN THE HISTORICAL PROCESS 

 
Summary 
Our study includes a chronological summary of what the Greek and Greek duo did to destroy the 
Turkish navy with the support of the British, Russian, French and American in the Aegean and the 
Mediterranean in the historical process, especially the weaknesses of the Ottoman state, and 
includes a chronological summary of what happened in this regard. Based on the threat of the Greek 
and Greek navy to Turkey, on the basis of the Greek Navy power; It aims to contribute to the 
researches they do and will do in the Balkans, Aegean, Mediterranean, Anatolia and Cyprus. 

Keywords: Turkish Navy, Aegean, Mediterranean, Greek Threat. 

Introduction 
"Armies, your first target is the Mediterranean!" It carries a deep meaning, much more than a 
military order. Because Anatolia is not Asia, it is the Mediterranean. "(Şimşir 1976: XIII) 

Ottoman Empire's Conquest of Rumelia-Balkans and Istanbul and Burying the Eastern 
Roman Empire in History 
The borders of the Byzantine Empire were forced by the Seljuk Turkmens, who flowed like a flood 
from the east since the 1000s. The Ottomans, the frontier principality of the Anatolian Seljuk State 
in the west, made its expansion in the west direction, and Edirne was conquered by the Turks in 
1363. In the same year, Filibe and Komotini also joined the Ottoman lands. After the capture of 
Thessaloniki in 1430, Ioannina came under Turkish rule in 1431. (Greek Cruelty in the Balkans 
and Anatolia According to Archive Documents 1995: 3-4). 

 Throughout Greece, Orthodox Christian Greeks, moaning under the persecution of Catholic Latin, 
greeted Sultan Mehmet the Conqueror (Mehmet II), who completely conquered the Morea in 1460, 
as a saviour. In this province, where 400,000 Greeks lived, over time, around 50,000 Turks and 
other Muslims were also starting to live. (Sonyel 1998: 107) 

In 1453, the Ottoman ruler Mehmet the Conqueror conquered Constantinople and completed the 
conquest of the Byzantine Empire. The city became the new capital of the Ottomans under the 
name of Istanbul. (Oberling 1987: 2). In 1461, Trabzon was captured, and the Ottoman Empire 
dominated the mainland on both sides of the Aegean, with almost all of the Duchy of Athens and 
Morea at the same time. 
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Turkish Navy in the Foundation and Rise Period of the Ottoman Empire In its westward expansion, 
the Ottoman Empire also attached importance to the naval forces and even did not hesitate to fight 
with the Venetian fleet, which attacked the Ottoman merchant ships. (History of Turkish Armed 
Forces,  

At the same time, the Ottoman state had dealt crushing blows to the Genoese and Venetian maritime 
trade in the eastern Mediterranean, starting from the time of Mehmet the Conqueror. 

 In the Ottoman Naval History, a fully organized Ottoman navy can only be seen in the period of 
Sultan Mehmet the Conqueror, more precisely when the Istanbul conquest will be initiated. From 
its foundation until this period, the Ottomans did not have a navy regulated in terms of personnel, 
material and maritime expertise across the modern large maritime states. However, Fatih's navy is 
the fruit of a 150-year-old enterprise. The Ottoman Principality, which was established in the town 
of Söğüt in 1299 and reached the level of an empire in 1453, constitutes the basis of the maritime 
history of the Turkish maritime in Anatolia. (History of Turkish Armed Forces, III volume, 1.Ks, 
Additional Naval Part 1964: 3) 

Turkish Navy in the Rise of the Ottoman Empire 
Ottoman Empire, XVI. Towards the middle of the century, it seemed to be the most powerful state 
dominating the World policy. In Garp, he had won the great struggle he had with the Empire of 
Sharlkeyn (Holy Roman Emperor) in Central Europe and the Mediterranean, the Emperor had to 
cede Hungary to the Turks at last, and agreed to pay an annual tax on a narrow Hungarian land in 
his hands. . Despite all his efforts, this great Emperor of Christianity could not prevent all of North 
Africa up to Morocco from falling under Ottoman rule. The Ottoman navy was not flying in the 
Mediterranean under the rule of Barbaros (İnalcık 1948:349).  

The Eastern Mediterranean, Black Sea, Red Sea were like lakes in the middle of Turkish lands. 
The Turkish navy, while dominating these seas, made its presence known as far as Gibraltar in the 
Western Mediterranean and Sumatra Island in the Indian Sea. (History of the Armed Forces, 
Volume III, 3.Ks.Additional, Cyprus Campaign, 1971:16). 

Muslim navies and commercial vessels would not be able to compete again until the Ottoman navy 
asserted its power in the sixteenth century. (Egger 2018: 189) 

 At the beginning of the Cyprus offensive (1570), the borders of the Ottoman Empire to Iran and 
the Persian Gulf in the east, the Crimean khanate to the lower parts of the Don and Volga rivers in 
the north, to the Adriatic and Greek seas and Central Europe in the west, from Egypt to Algeria 
(including) in the south. was spread over a wide area. 

   XVI century , the fact that the island of Cyprus (and even Crete) was in the hands of the Venetians 
in the second half of the century and especially after the death of Kanuni created a situation that 
always threatened the Ottoman dominance of the Mediterranean. Ottoman merchant ships were 
unable to navigate the Imperial waters with complete confidence. As a result, his economic interests 
were declining. In order to remove these obstacles, it was only necessary to seize Cyprus (and even 
Crete) thanks to a strong navy.  

The next Ottoman effort was to put an end to the Latin (Venetian) presence in the Aegean and the 
Eastern Mediterranean. It was conquered in 1699. Thus, the Greek Orthodox presence in the 
Eastern Mediterranean led to the independence of Greece in 1830. (Greek Atrocities in the Balkans 
and Anatolia According to Archive Documents 1996: 5). 
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The Ottomans ascended to the Aegean as saviors for the Greeks and in many places took the islands 
from Venice upon the call of the Greeks. The Ottoman administration used Turkish-Muslim people 
in wars, and left the commercial affairs mostly to the Greeks. The Turkish-Muslim people lost a 
hundred thousand lives in the capture of the island of Crete from Venice alone. The island was 
taken and another trade gate was opened for the Greeks. 

The Greeks of Partriarch entered the Ottoman bureaucracy, and the Greeks of the Peloponnese and 
Islands gave themselves to maritime trade. The Ottoman administration almost left the maritime 
trade to the monopoly of the Greeks, and did its best to create a Greek merchant fleet and a Greek 
merchant class. 

In the Ottoman Empire, the Turks fought, the Greeks traded. (they ate the cream) Greek maritime 
trade developed once again. It is stated that the Greek merchant fleet reached 600 ships in 1821 
and the annual trade volume reached 150,000 tons. Many of the Greek merchant ships were already 
armed "against pirates". While preparing for the uprising, these ships were summoned to the 
Peloponnese region, equipped with new weapons. In the first weeks of the Greek uprising, the 
Ottoman State suddenly faced a fierce fleet in the Aegean (Şimşir 1976: XIV-XV). 

The weakening of the Ottoman Naval power: 
As the Ottoman state reduced the value it gave to naval power, their country was out of their hands 
and lost the Mediterranean. 

The Betrayal of the Greek Minority 
From 1699 onwards, the Ottoman Empire had started to decline. Ottoman Empire 1774 Küçük 
Kaynarca. Since his treaty, he started to lose land everywhere, and as a result, the minorities living 
in these lands massacred some of the Muslims, while others forced them to migrate to the Ottoman 
provinces through cruelty and other means. According to the historian McCarthy, the total number 
of those displaced in this way is around ten million. About half of this has died or been killed. 
(Turan Mustafa and Gürbüz Musa, 2006: 3) On the other hand, the French Revolution of 1789 and 
the development of nationalist ideas, England's independence of the Seven Islands in the Adriatic 
Sea, and the non-Turkish elements in the Ottoman Empire community, as well as the Greek people, 
led to an increase in the ideas and thoughts of independence. The admiration of European nations, 
cultural circles and public opinion to the ancient Greek culture and thus the Christian-Muslim 
struggle had begun. (Turkish-Greek Relations and Megali Idea 1985: 9)  

Russian Betrayal and Perfidy and the First Massacres (1770)  
Russian Tsar Ivan III. (1462 - 1505) had married Sofia, the daughter of the brother of the last 
Byzantine Emperor Constantine, through the Pope, in 1472. Because of this marriage, he was called 
"the successor of the Byzantine Emperor and the protector of Orthodoxy" and this idea was instilled 
in him and the Russians. From the beginning of the 17th century until the end of the First World 
War, whenever the Russians fought with the Turks, they always sought and opened the "back 
fronts" Guerre Subversive in its present form that would hit the Turks from behind. (Türsan 1994: 
59) 

On the other hand, miss Tsar Katerina put forward the "Greek Project" that will destroy the sick 
man Ottoman. According to this project of the Tsaritsa, the Slavs and Greeks would be liberated 
from Ottoman rule and Byzantium would be resurrected and ruled by Catherine's son Constantine. 



RENKLİ ÜST BİLGİ / HEADER 
  
 
 

17 
 

Taking advantage of the weakening of the Turkish Navy, which suffered great losses in the raid in 
the Battle of Navarino, the Russians seized naval dominance in the Black Sea during the Ottoman-
Russian War of 1828-1829. 

In fact, the only ideal of the Russians was to go down to the Mediterranean and warm seas, which 
forced them to be strong in the seas. In addition, the Russians, who appreciated the important role 
and value of the seaways in the world trade and economy, did not hesitate to make the necessary 
expenditures and efforts for this force in every way. (History of Turkish Armed Forces, Ottoman 
Period, Ottoman Russian Crimean War, 1986: 50) 

British and Russian Betrayal 
England; He abandoned the "territorial integrity of the Ottoman Empire" policy that he followed 
until 1822 and started demanding the "independence of Greece", because it would enable Greece 
to gain independence with the help of Russia and to come under the influence of Russia and to 
allow Russia to enter the Mediterranean. When we look at our history, England created all the states 
that emerged from the Ottoman Empire: 

Greece: 1830 

Cyprus: 1870 

Egypt: 1882 

• Yemen: 1918 

• Syria: March and 21 October 1921 Franco-Turkish agreements French mandate 

• Iraq: May 1920, British mandate 

• Palestine: San Remo, April 1920 British mandate 

• Soviet Armenia: 1918 

• Lebanon: 1 September 1920 

• Eastern Jordan: included in the Palestinian mandate of July 24, 1922 

• Saudi Arabia: 1918 etc. 

So; Britain broke up the Ottoman Empire at first (Türsan 1994: 66). 

The geography where the Turkish and Greek nations lived was at a point that would protect the 
eastern side of European civilization. The Ottoman Empire, by waging eighteen wars against the 
Tsarist Russia, protected Europe from the Russian danger, but while doing this service, it 
encountered the enmity, not the friendship, of England. 

In 1771, when the Tsarist fleet burned the Ottoman fleet in Çeşme, the British guided the Russians 
and even in 1827 the British burned the Ottoman navy lying in the port of Navarino; The British 
admiral also caused the Russians to burn the Ottoman fleet in Sinop during the Ottoman-Russian 
war before the Crimean War. (Büyüktuğrul 1975: 725) 

To what extent the British are uncomfortable with the policy of Tsarist Russia to sail to hot seas; 
They were equally uncomfortable with the large Ottoman fleet in the Mediterranean. According to 
them, the Ottoman state should make a land force against Tsarist Russia, and live in need of Britain 
in defense of the sea. 
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 Creating a Greece meant keeping Greece at odds with the Ottoman state, of course, serving British 
interests. On the other hand, Tsarist Russia, too, had a vested interest in establishing a free artificial 
Greek fortune in order to leave the Ottoman state between two fronts and to gain the right to take 
the straits. 

It was natural that the navies would gain momentum from the state policy. There were also two big 
words said on this subject: American Admiral Mahan, as early as 1890, said, “The basis of the 
naval satvet is the public's closeness to the maritime problem; Nations that are not close to maritime 
problems cannot have a strong navy,” he wrote; Admiral Fioravanzo also said: “If the government 
and the parliament do not know about maritime problems, the strength of the Navy commander is 
not enough to win the war.”(Büyüktuğrul 1975:729) 

The fact that the Ottoman state was a naval empire without a navy was the primary reason for the 
freedom of Greece. There was a navy but; this navy had no might. Navarin's raid was also the 
strongest sign that foreigners knew about this impotence. The disappearance of maritime culture 
and policy, more important than the Navy, in the Ottoman state was the first reason that gave hope 
to Greece in its Enosis policy. 

Hellenic imperialism saw the Aegean Sea as Greece's "life field". The territory of the Greek 
kingdom was insufficient. The poor islands in the Aegean were given to Greece, and the rich islands 
were left within the Ottoman borders. Megali idealists had staged the theory of "life field" a century 
before Hitler. Even at the cost of strangling the Turks.” The island of Crete was one of the first 
targets of the Megali idea. Next were the large and fertile Anatolian islands such as Lemnos, 
Lesbos, Chios, Samos and Rhodes. On the one hand, eyes were turned to Thessaly, Epirus, 
Macedonia. (Boxwood, 1976: 30. 

Greece, which gained freedom, was a point compared to the Ottoman state, but; this point was right 
on the main sea route feeding the Ottoman state. Greece is now geographically Ottoman dominated 
its economy. If he makes use of this geography by making a strong navy, he can put it under the 
blockade of the island in the establishment of the Ottoman state again; it could condemn this state 
to collapse. 

When today's Greeks of Serbian origin, who are not real Greeks, were tied to the ancient Byzantine 
civilization and all European nations were convinced of this, it was not difficult for the Greeks to 
start the Enosis policy immediately. When Enosis was mentioned, we understood that Greece 
wanted to be relocated to the former Byzantine lands. 

To dominate the Ottoman economy, especially in maritime trade, to take the islands surrounding 
Anatolia at the first opportunity and to put the Ottoman state back into the natural blockade of its 
establishment, to look friendly to the Ottoman state if its navy is strong, to immediately adopt a 
policy of attack if its navy weakens. 
In every article of the program of the Greek Secret Organization Filiki Eterya, which destroyed the 
Ottoman Empire: 

The sentences "burning the Ottoman navy in the shipyards, destroying it in the seas..." draw 
attention to the importance that the Greeks gave to their naval power from that time on. 

1897 Ottoman-Greek War Period 
 In 1897, the Ottoman army defeated the Greek land armies in the Battle of the Land, based on their 
superiority on the land, upon which the commander of this war, Müşir İbrahim Ethem Pasha was 
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given the title of veteran. At this time, the Navy could not operate. The pieces of the navy, whose 
chimneys did not smoke for years and whose machinery had rusted, were shattered in an inland sea 
like the Marmara, even without any enemy danger. The pieces of the navy, deprived of any kind 
of training, were leaving the Golden Horn where they were imprisoned in Galata and many of those 
who opened to Marmara were left inactive in the middle of the sea. Many of them had been able 
to take shelter in the Marmara docks indiscriminately and indiscriminately. With a few ships 
arriving in Çanakkale, it was no longer possible to make a move against the Greek Naval Forces. 
The outcome of the war was sad. (History of Turkish Armed Forces, III vol, 6.Ks, 1996: 4) 

In the recent past, the Sultan could not even leave Çanakkale, let alone defend Crete and support 
the land army with the navy of the Greek State, which was his subject. He also did not regret the 
sad state of the navy he had attached to the Golden Horn. (History of Turkish Armed Forces, III 
vol, 6.Ks, 1996: 24-25). Sultan Abdulhamid was a very frightened person who was afraid of the 
Armed Forces. As a matter of fact, he had his very strong navy connected to the Golden Horn and 
refuted. (History of Turkish Armed Forces, Volume III, 6.Ks, 1996:67) 

Sultan Abdülaziz left a strong naval force to Abdülhamit. But how did Abdulhamid prevent the 
development of the Land Army? It had likewise immobilized and corrupted the Navy. The Turkish 
Naval Forces in 1876, when Abdülhamit ascended the throne, was a sizable force with combat 
power. This force consisted of 15 battleships, 11 cruisers, 40 torpedo boats, seven gunboats and 57 
auxiliary ships. This force, which had been lying in the Golden Horn waters for 21 years, could not 
be used in the 1897 Ottoman-Greek Expedition, because it was in a devastated state, but it had 
reached Çanakkale with great difficulty. The ships and personnel of the navy also lost their ability 
to serve. . (History of Turkish Armed Forces, Volume III, 6.Ks, 1996:80) 

After this situation was finally understood with great embarrassment by Abdul'hamit, an order was 
given to reinforce the navy and for this purpose, in 1901-1903, Mesudiye and Asar-ı Tevfik 
Armored Battles were repaired in Italy. Before 1903, the cruisers Hamidiye and Mecidiye were 
bought and Drama was ordered to the Italians. . (History of Turkish Armed Forces, III volume, 
6.Ks, 1996: 81) 

The Hamidiye cruiser to England, the Mecidiye cruiser to the United States, the Drama Cruiser to 
Italy and the destroyer and torpedo boats to France were ordered like this. Due to the possibility of 
the Ottoman-Italian war (1911-12), the Italians delayed the construction of this ship and then did 
not give it to the Ottoman state. They used this ship in their navy until 1936 under the name Libya. 

The Ottoman naval establishment would especially warn Britain and lead the British to do research 
on the Ottoman navy. He was secretly sending an admiral named Mckerr to Istanbul and asking 
him for a report on the Ottoman navy. At the end of the investigation, Admiral Mckerr said: “There 
is no talk of Turkish Navy and maritime; The Turkish navy is not a force, ”he wrote. Admiral 
McKerr was the admiral who commanded the Greek navy against the Ottomans in the second battle 
of the Balkan War. (Büyüktuğrul 1975: 733) 

Although Sultan Abdulhamid prevented the development of the navy to a great extent, as a result 
of the nation's assistance to the government, he applied to Europe to buy ships. As a result of the 
nation's interest in the Navy, the Navy Society was established and everyone began to give to the 
Navy Society what they could increase from tooth to nail. Having a strong navy was a fixed idea 
for everyone. For this purpose, some intellectuals established the Navy Society on 19 July 1909. 
After that, the whole country started to help the community as much as it could. In this way, the 
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money collected by the society increased to 750-576 gold liras this year. (History of Turkish Armed 
Forces, Volume III, 6.Ks, 1996:294) 

However, the Ottoman Government had to buy two 20-year-old warships, which the German Navy 
had in reserve, in August 1910, as its attempts to purchase modern warships were unsuccessful. 
While the Greeks bought a new ship like Averof, the Turkish Navy also owned two old ships, 
Barbaros Hayrettin and Turgut Reis. After that, four destroyers, who were only one year old, were 
purchased from Germany and they were named Yadigâr-ı Millet, Gayret-i Vatanîye, Numunei 
Hamiyyet, Muavenet-i Millîye. Three ships were purchased from England as a transport ship. 

In addition to Averof, the Greeks also took six destroyers from England, thereby gaining an 
advantage over the Turkish Navy in terms of light forces. Despite the German ships, the Ottoman 
Navy was not a fleet of sufficient strength. For this reason, in 1911, an agreement was reached on 
the construction of a 23 400-ton warship in England and its name was given to Reşadiye. In 
addition, with a temporary law enacted on January 20, 1913, it was decided to buy another 
battleship and it was called Sultan Osman I. (History of the Turkish Armed Forces, III vol, 6.Ks, 
1996: 295). 

The Ottoman Empire had entered into two wars in 1911-1912. Of these, the Tripoli War did not 
shake the country and the army as much as the Balkan War period. The Tripoli and Benghazi 
operation area was an overseas territory. The Turkish Navy was not capable of providing and 
sustaining all kinds of assistance that needed to be done. Aid could only be made illegally and in 
very small amounts. The war was led by Turkish forces and local forces and resources in the area. 
(History of Turkish Armed Forces, Volume III, 6.Ks, 1996: 69) 

The force that brought Tripoli to Italy was the superior Navy, rather than the Italian Land Forces. 
This situation had its effect in the Balkan War, and even the Greek Navy had prevailed over the 
Turkish Navy during this period. While the Greek Navy could move freely in the Mediterranean, 
the Turkish Navy could not do anything other than support the battles on both sides of the Çatalca 
position with their fires in the Black Sea and the Marmara Sea, where there was no enemy navy, 
since the Turkish Navy was not strong enough to go to the open seas. 

In the Balkan War of 1912-1913, the battleships Barbaros Hayrettin and Turgut Reis and the 
battleships Mesudiye and Asar-ı Tevfik formed the main force of the Turkish Navy. Four 
Sultanhisar-class torpedo boats joined this force, and in the middle of 1912 two combat factions 
were added. The First Company of these groups is the Berk-i Satvet torpedo cruiser. Yadigâr-ı 
Millet, Muavenet-i Millîye, Taşoz and Basra destroyers; The Second Squadron was the Mecidiye 
Cruiser, Numune-i Hamiye. (History of the Turkish Armed Forces, Volume III, 6.Ks, 1996:291 

At the beginning of the Balkan War, on December 1, 1912, the Navy, which came out of the 
Dardanelles Strait, encountered the Greek Navy off the coast of Imroz, but the Greek Navy had 
stopped the war and returned, not taking advantage of it. One month later, in the encounter on 
January 18, 1913, that is, in the Battle of Mondros. The Greek Navy showed a high fighting power, 
this time the Turkish Navy had to stop the war and return to the Strait. In this result, the presence 
of British personnel in the Greek Navy was the main factor. had been. (History of Turkish Armed 
Forces, Volume III, 6.Ks, 1996:293) 

It was a necessity to make the most of the sea routes, as the Ottoman country was surrounded on 
three sides by the sea and had a coast of 8600 nautical miles. But the state did not fully control its 
seas and coasts. For this reason, it lacked the benefits of sea transportation. This was especially 
evident in the Tripoli War (1911-1912), as well as in the Balkan War. One of the main reasons for 
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the loss of both wars was the absence of a navy and the fact that the seaways were not under the 
control of the Ottoman Empire. 

After the Balkan War, although efforts were made to strengthen the navy and partially dominate 
the seas, with the lesson and pain of this war, the First World War was entered into difficulty due 
to the seizure of purchased warships. Although the German warships named Goben (Yavuz) and 
Breslav (Midilli), which participated before entering the war, reinforced the Turkish Navy to a 
certain extent, they could not provide complete naval dominance in these ships. Due to the sinking 
of the Lesbos ship by falling into a minefield, the injury of Yavuz after his positional activities in 
the Black Sea, and the fact that the initiative was taken by the Russian Navy, sea transportation 
was disrupted in the Black Sea and all kinds of transportation of the Eastern Front were turned into 
insufficiently long highways and As a result of impossibilities, the Sarıkamış Disaster was 
encountered. (History of Turkish Armed Forces, III vol, 6.Ks, 1996: 284-285) 

The Turkish Navy was very worn out in the First World War. The remaining naval forces were 
interned by the Allied Powers after the Armistice of Mudros and were only left for a few days in 
ship, post and police duties. 

When the War of Independence started, there was no such thing as the Turkish Naval Forces. The 
Turkish Naval Forces would only begin to be established and developed over time. This happened 
after the opening of the Turkish Grand National Assembly. 

Conclusion 
Although the Ottoman Empire was once the only great state of the Mediterranean in terms of 
maritime, after its defeat in the naval battle of Lepanto (Inebahtı) in 1571 in the last years of the 
Ascension Period, although it captured the island of Crete in 1665, it withdrew from the seas and 
was abandoned in 1770 Çeşme, 1821 Chios, 1827 Navarino. 1854 Sinop was constantly defeated 
in the 1912 Balkan Wars. 

However, it was the only navy to rival England in the Mediterranean even in the 1860s. The big 
mistake is that the Turks left the seas to the Greeks and Greeks. Unfortunately, the Ottoman Navy 
was unaware of wasting its power. Moreover, a lot of incompetent commanders were in their hands. 

Greece; It is a neighbour of ours who has been in constant war against Turkey 6 times, in the form 
of various underground organizations and committees, since 1830, when it gained its independence 
as a result of the great help of England, France and Tsarist Russia. His world "," Crete, Thessaly, 
Epirus, Macedonia, Thrace, the Aegean Islands, Cyprus, the Dodecanese Islands, the western 
shores of Anatolia, Istanbul, and even the Black Sea, were as far as Pontus. 

To achieve this goal, Greece has always chosen the times when Turkey was in a difficult situation, 
and wanted to expand its borders against Turkey as an intransigent and unreliable neighbour. 

History shows that as the Turks withdrew from the seas, the Greeks grew and spread towards 
Anatolia. The Greek nation has become highly conscious of its naval power. With the guidance 
and support of America and Britain, they have always kept their naval forces superior to the Turkish 
Navy and they are trying to keep it. 

 “Enosis is not just the name given to a policy pursued for the annexation of Cyprus to Greece. 
Under this word, which literally means 'unification-annexation', lies a terrible policy that every 
Turk should know closely. 
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“Enosis” is a term that literally reveals the policy of Little Greece, which was founded in the 
Peloponnese, slowly expanding and establishing the Empire of Alexander the Great. Enosis "is a 
very dangerous Greek ideal directed towards the integrity of the Turkish homeland and the 
existence of the Turkish nation, and is synonymous with the" megali idea "and integrated with it." 

The island of Crete passed to Greece as a result of the "enosis" policy. Tens of thousands of Cretan 
Turks have resisted and fought for years to prevent enosis and have made the Cretan lands their 
graves. 

While the Greeks were carrying out the Cretan struggle under the banner of enosis, they did not 
see any harm in explaining that this struggle would not end with the annexation of Crete to Greece. 
They could say, "Our goal is the Dodecanese Islands, Epirus, Cyprus, Izmir and Constantinople 
(Istanbul), after Crete." Spreading Greece to the lands where Alexander the Great established an 
Empire has been the unfailing goal of the Greek idea of megaliths. (Serter 2008: 12) In nearly 100 
years, from 1830 when Greece gained its independence to 1922, most of this enosis land-breaking 
program was carried out with the weakness of the Ottoman Empire and the support of foreign 
countries. Since the day it was founded, Greece has continued its expansionist policy towards 
Turkish lands, although it has always stated that it has no security and is threatened by Turkey. 

What is the threat to Turkey, which is constantly claimed by Greece in the world public opinion, 
that Turkey threatened Greece, but despite this threat, Greece has grown its territory against Turkey 
by 278%. Greece's surface area was 47.516 km2 when it was first established; With the Treaty of 
Berlin in 1878, Greek lands reached 50,211 km2, with the 1913 London Treaty signed at the end 
of the First Balkan War, 97,237 km2, with the 1913 Bucharest Treaty signed at the end of the 
Second Balkan War, 108,311 km2 at the end of the London Conference on 13 February 1914, It 
reached 129,880 km2 with the Neuilly Treaty and 132,562 km2 with the Paris Treaty signed on 10 
February 1947. The "Megali Idea", which constitutes the mainstay of Greece's expansionist 
ambitions, has shown two major failures to date. The first of these is the removal of the Greeks 
from Anatolia in 1922 with the Turkish War of Independence, and the second is the prevention of 
the annexation of Cyprus to Greece with the Cyprus Peace Operation in 1974. " 

The Greeks have always responded to the humanitarian policy followed by the Turks since the 
Conqueror with an insidious and dangerous policy, and as a result, the great lands obtained at the 
expense of the blood of hundreds of thousands of Turkish martyrs in a very short period of 100 
years have been separated from the homeland. 

In order to stop Greece and the Greeks and the British, American, Russian, French and European 
states behind them, we must save the Aegean from the Greek threat by making the navy in the 
Barbaros era and making the Aegean a Turkish lake. and genocide will appear as a systematic 
genocide and massacre phenomenon repeated in Crete, the Balkans, Anatolia and Cyprus in the 
later periods. 

References:  
Afif Büyüktuğrul, Admiral, 

1975 “Ottoman (Turkish)-Greek Naval Arms Race”, Belleten, Vol: XXXIX, October, No: 156. 

Denizli Ali 

Greek Terrorist Organization EOKA and Massacres in Cyprus 2020. International Journal of 
History and Educational Research, pp. 1-25. 



RENKLİ ÜST BİLGİ / HEADER 
  
 
 

23 
 

Denizli, Ali 

2018 The Massacres of Turks in Cyprus in the Historical Process and the Rescue of Turks with the 
Cyprus Peace Operation, pp.506-550 Ufuk University International Culture and Science Congress 
Abstract Text Book, Ankara. 

Denizli, Ali 

Turkish and Muslim People Murdered by Greeks in Rumelia and Balkans in the Last 200 Years in 
2020 Numbers and Greek Imperialism, pp.277-286, İcondata International Conference Proceeding 
Text Book. 

Denizli, Ali 

2020 Greek and Greek Threat from the Balkans, the Megali Idea, the Enosis Imagination, Its Eye 
on Anatolia and What They Did and Will Do to the Turks and the Turkish State for More Than a 
Century ", Turkey's Regional Problems" From the Ottoman to the Present "Balkans, pp.36-70 , 
Hyper Publication ,Istanbul 

Denizli, Ali 

2020 Bloody Christmas in Cyprus-1963 Greek and Greek Duo Attempting to Exterminate Turkish 
People, pp, 127-171, Prof. Dr. Abdulhaluk Mehmet Çay 35th Year Gift Book, İksad Publishing 
House, İstanbul 

Egger, Vernon a. 

2018 A History of the Muslim World to 1750, New York 

Inalcik, Halil 

1948 Origin of the Ottoman-Russian Rivalry and the Don-Volga Canal Attempt (1569). Belleten, 
Vol. XII, p. 46. Issue Separate from Document, pp.349-402. Ankara. 

Oberling, Pierre 

1987 Road to Bellapais, trc. Mehmet Erdogan, Ankara. 

 Serter, Vehbi Zeki, 

 2008 Greek-Greek Attacks and Genocide in Cyprus, General Staff Military History and Strategic 
Etude Center Publications, Ankara. 

Şimşir, Bilal N 

1976 Aegean Problem-Documents (1912-1913), C. I, Ankara. 

Sonyel, Selahi  

1998 How the Turks in the Peloponnese were destroyed during the days of the  Greek Uprising, 
Belleten, no. 233. 

 Turan Mustafa and Gurbuz Musa 

 Historical Foundations of Greek Independence Thought and the Tripolic Massacre, International 
Crimes and History Journal, vol.1. 
 Turkish General Staff War History Department  

1985Turkish-Greek Relations and Megali Idea, General Staff Press, Ankara.  



RENKLİ ÜST BİLGİ / HEADER 
  
 
 

24 
 

Türsan Nurettin 

 1994 Mora Rebellions and Greek Independence. War Academies Publication. Istanbul. 

 Republic of Turkey Prime Ministry State Archives Directorate 

1996 Greek Atrocities in the Balkans and Anatolia According to Archive Documents-I, Ottoman 
Archives Department Publication no.22  

Turkish General Staff War History Department  

1964 Turkish Armed Forces History, III volume, 1.Ks. (1299-1451), Ankara.  

Turkish General Staff War History Department 

1964 History of the Turkish Armed Forces, III volume, 1.Ks. Additional Naval Part (1299-1452), 
Ankara. 

Turkish General Staff War History Department  

1996 Turkish Armed Forces History, III volume, 6.Ks. (1908-1920), Ankara.  

Turkish General Staff War History Department  

1971 Turkish Armed Forces History, Volume III, 3rd X. Supplement, Cyprus Campaign (1570-
1571), Ankara. 

 Turkish General Staff War History Department  

1986 Turkish Armed Forces History, Ottoman Period, Ottoman Russian Crimean War, Caucasian 
Front Operation (1853-1856), Ankara 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



RENKLİ ÜST BİLGİ / HEADER 
  
 
 

25 
 

ULVİ KESER (Full manuscript) 
Prof. Dr. in Girne American University  

Faculty of Political Sciences 

Girne 

ulvi.keser@gmail.com 

 
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES AND THE STRUGGLE IN THE MEDITERRANEAN 

SEA DURING WWI 
                                                              
Abstract 
As soon as the WWI broke out in 1914, then some immediate intelligence reports taken by the 
Ottoman officers, and the personnel showed that France would have a landing operation in 
Iskenderun, and Ottoman intelligence and reconnaissance activities also started especially in the 
Eastern Mediterranean Sea area with all the possibilities, making mostly use of the air and naval 
systems available then. During the WWI, the British authorities has had a large and vast system 
of intelligence, espionage, and counter intelligence network against the Ottoman Empire ranging 
from the Northern Africa up to Palestine (now Israel), and Arabic geography in addition to French 
and Italian intelligence and espionage systems and the cooperation ranging towards Eurasia 
territory, and the Balkans since the above-mentioned three countries, namely France, Italy, and 
England have had a perfect collaboration and unity established in the area under the cover of 
Eastern Mediterranean Special Intelligence Bureau/EMSIB. The fact that the above-mentioned 
countries have established more than 40 intelligence stations, military intelligence facilities, and 
the camps in Cyprus shows the strategic importance, struggle and the seriousness in the area as 
well as the presence of the Turkish POW camp established for the POWs captured in Gallipoli, 
and the Legion d’Orient camp in Cyprus located in Famagusta for the Armenians gathered from 
various corners of the world for French interest. This scientific study will make mostly use of the 
national and international archives such as the British, Turkish, Ottoman, TRNC, and some 
private archives so as to prepare the presentation.    

Key Words: Cyprus, Mediterranean, the United Kingdom, Intelligence, Armenian Legion 
d’Orient 

Introduction 
The British government, being aware of the economic and strategic importance of Antakya and 
Syria districts, Çukurova and Taurus tunnels, announces war against Ottoman Empire (Villalta 
1982) on 5th November 1914 (Emilianides 1963) declaring the agreement of 1878 invalid 
unilaterally (HAK 1995), and annexes Cyprus through Order of Council (Toluner 1977) since 
World War I has broken out, and Ottoman Empire has taken part in favor of Germany, 
participating in the war on 29th October 1914.  Annexation of Cyprus by Great Britain is accepted 
very gladly and joyfully (Stephens 1966) and this situation is supposed to be a step towards the 
unity with Greece unofficially. Greece, owing so many new territories in Aegean and the Balkans 
starting from Crete by means of Great Britain (Güvenç 1984), starts having the same hopes for 
Cyprus. Prime Minister Lloyd George on 8th January 1915 and Foreign Affairs Minister Sir 
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Edward Grey on 23rd January 1915 (Atan 1987) on behalf of British government on 8th January 
1915 presents a new offer and expresses to Sir Francis Elliot, the ambassador of the United 
Kingdom in Athens that they are ready to supply more territories for Greece (Bayur 1983) in 
Anatolian coasts in case of help to Serbia. British ambassador in Athens having negotiated with 
Venizelos informed the counter message to London one day later immediately (Gürel 1984).  
Above-mentioned territories are İzmir and the vicinity (Atan 1987). Greek government demands 
some territorial compensations and guarantees (Hatipoğlu 1988) from the British government 
(Hatipoğlu 1988) on 14th April 1915. Considering the importance of the situation, British 
government sends another message of offer to Greek government via Foreign Affairs Minister 
Sir Edward Grey to Ambassador Sir Francis Elliot in Athens. According to this offer, British 
government gives Cyprus away (Foley 1964) officially to Greece on 17th October 1915 (Toluner 
1977)  so that Greece will fight with the allied forces against Bulgarian forces in Macedonian 
fronts.  On the hand, the government of Alexander Zaimis refuses the offer declaring “Greece 
perishes if it participates in the war.” (Stephens 1966) On 16th October, giving no information to 
the allies of France and Russia (Hill 1948), the decision granted not by all the members of British 
government but by Foreign Affairs Minister Sir Edward Grey will cause some problems to him 
in future.          

Territorial compensations and offers made by the British government to force Greece to 
participate in the war mainly cause reactions in Italy and Russia (Gürel 1984). That the 
compensations supplied to Greece turn to be wider and wider territorial compensations, that 
Russia  sees Greece as a rival because of Istanbul and the straights, and that Italy supposes so 
because of Western and Southern Anatolia. As soon as Greek government declares war against 
the Axis countries in 1917, the idea of annexation of Cyprus by Greece never realizes (Oberling 
1982). Even if so many British politicians talk about the situation of Cyprus and annexation to 
Greece, Greece is just disappointed because Cyprus is a royal colony on 1st May 1925. The 
British unilaterally annexed Cyprus on November 1914 (The Cyprus Gazette 12 November 1915) 
as soon as Ottoman Empire took part in the World War I with Germany, and when war broke out 
between England and Ottoman Empire (Villalta 1982).  In spite of the fact that the Turkish 
Cypriots reacted against such a thing (Yücel 1957), the Greek Cypriots suppose it as a step of 
importance on the way of Enosis. As well as the Marchial law declared on 5th August 1914 (The 
Cyprus Gazette 2 December 1916), on 3rd and 5th December 1915, The High Commissioner of 
Cyprus proclaims declarations upon the citizens having any weapons in Cyprus.    

Turkish POWs taken prisoner especially in Çanakkale Front (Ertughrul 1996) are transported to 
Famagusta on the 23rd October 1916 and the first group of them comes to the camp in Karakol 
area on 29th October 1916 in custody of British soldiers unfortunately not being allowed to talk 
with the Turkish Cypriots there. The camp commandant in his message of 12th October 1916 
requires that the area be clear of civilians, such traffic be arranged not to intervene in the 
disembarkation, and subsequent progress to this camp, curiosity of civilians be restricted, 
particularly the fishermen be restricted, if not, they be arrested. In spite of the fact that Turkish 
Cypriots come to the port so as to see the POWs, they unfortunately have no chance to see and 
talk there. The awkward behaviors of the British authorities upon this matter negatively influence 
the POWs since the first moment they have landed on the island. Neglect, hunger and disease 
dissipated the camp and all but a few who managed to escape, died a wretched and meaningless 
death. The fate of these POWs was perhaps the most tragic of all (Ertughrul 1996).  
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At first the number of the POWs is 215 in the camp with the capacity of 5.400 but till 1923, more 
than 10.000 POWs are transported there (ATASE K. 2680, F. 1-3). In addition to the Marchial 
law, at the 4th of 1915, High Commissioner issues another declaration about the prison discipline 
and regulation for the POWs-to-come (The Cyprus Gazette 4 June 1915). The Turkish POWs 
restricted in almost all the manners are forced to work as labors especially to load and unload 
ships for the British troops in Suez. (ATASE K. 2680 F.1-6) The POWs leaving the camp to work 
in the harbor make mostly use of the situation and give away such small handicraft items they 
have hand-made to the Turkish Cypriots. The situation of the POWs gets the reaction of and 
makes all the Turkish Cypriots sorrowful. Of the people who have helped the POWs later, Imam 
Mustafa Nuri Efendi prays “May God help them and May God forgive the unbeliever.” and gets 
the donations like bed, blanket, quilt, food of the Turkish Cypriots to the Turkish POWs. The 
POWs, undergone to lots of harm diseases in the camp, get dressed standard and thoroughly 
scattered and numbered uniforms.  

The meal distributed to the POWs is mostly red pumpkin and the bread of barley, too terrific to 
eat. Besides, the Armenian and Greek Cypriot doctors in the camp make the life unbearable for 
the POWs with their impolite, respectless, and hard behavior. The security of the camp is firstly 
performed by Royal Manchester Regiment, 8.Company and Royal 1.Garrison Liverpool 
Regiment in cooperation (KTMA D. 539 B. 30), but because the war lasts, and the number of the 
POWs permanently increases, The British authorities utilize the Armenians in the Armenian camp 
for the security of the mentioned camp. The POWs, fed up with the red pumpkin and the bread 
of barley, start hand-making some small items such as cigarette kit and string of beads so as to 
earn some money, and supply cigarette, bread, etc., sending what they have produced in the camp 
clandestinely. 

Meanwhile, Governor Sir John Eugene Clauson visits the camp at the 11 of April 1917 and 
declares a message, appreciating the efficiency of all the arrangements, barracks, the 
completeness of the kits, suitability of the buildings, orderliness of the many accessory buildings, 
the demeanor and condition of the prisoners of war, and the fine appearance of the British soldiers 
(The Cyprus Gazette 19 April 1917). Some of the POWs escape from the camp, some are shot to 
dead, and some lose their lives because of the disgusting conditions of prisonment. Some POWs 
escaping by the help of Turkish Cypriots arrive at Topçuköy and Ayrakofo, and hide out at the 
Five Fingers Mountains, but are located by the British and taken back to the camp.  The fact that 
the Turkish POWs who lost their lives due to many different reasons are, with no military 
ceremony, buried with their uniforms near Namık Kemal High School shock the Turkish 
Cypriotp. Particularly with Mustafa Nuri Efendi’s efforts, the British authorities give up their 
previous ways of behaviors and let the dead buried subsequent to a religious ceremony in Turkish 
cemetery. Approximately 30-50 Turkish Cypriots take part in the ceremony in addition to the 
British soldiers.  

In such days, the Turkish people in Famagusta used to go out of the castle and watch the 
ceremony, crying their eyes, and Imam Mustafa Nuri Efendi with his a few fellows get work and 
never leave the Marchyrs alone there. The POWs respond to the people crying as follows “Don’t 
cry mothers, we go again, we become Marchyrs for our religion.” On the other hand, British 
authorities claim with the support of a Greek Cypriot police called Delivando, the Greek Cypriot 
merchants feeling like selling goods to the POWs camp, and some traitors that Imam Mustafa 
Nuri Efendi, Mahmud Celaleddin Efendi, a member of National Assembly, Ali Hüseyin Babaliki, 
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a merchant help the POWs, supply them with the foods, and eventually the above-mentioned 
Turks are arrested and taken to the Kyrenia Castle (Ertuğ 1988). 

Of the Turkish POWs in the camp, there is no one having a specialty (ATASE K. 3445 D. 14) for 
the British, with the exception of a few NCOs. The exceptional person in the camp is a military 
doctor named Doctor Şevket, having some privileges and by British authorities’ leave, goes out 
of the camp to get a chance to talk with the Turkish Cypriots in Famagusta. In such a day, he goes 
out to watch in Nicosia the performance “Nation or Silistre” by Namık Kemal (Özoran 1971) but 
gets denounced to the police by some, taken back to the camp by Captain Fuat and is never 
allowed to go out any more. As well as these POWs, the 3 soldiers assigned by the 4. Army 
Command to supply military information and intelligence in Cyprus, set out in an ordinary boat 
from Taşucu to Cyprus but captured are also in this camp. The Syrian, Iraqi Arab and Armenian 
POWs fighting for Ottoman Empire in various fronts are also transported to this camp but since 
they want to get rid of the hard conditions in the camp and get deceived under high pressure of 
propaganda, they are deployed to the Armenian camp built by the French government in Cyprus 
and take up a new training against Turks. Apart from these POWs, the Armenian and Arab 
originated fugitive soldiers surrender to the British or French authorities are taken to the English 
POW camp by the time the investigation upon them comes to an end, then the POWs with a 
positive report are accepted to the Armenian Terrorism cam in Monarga.  British High 
Commissioner proclaim a declaration numbered 588 about the crimes of the POWs in the camp 
or before, and announces that not only the English POW camp but also the French Armenian 
camp is under the control of British authority, due to the Armenian and Arab POWs fighting for 
or escaping from the Ottoman Empire.  

The proclamation numbered 589 and 590, dated 20 November 1916 announced in Nicosia is 
about the restrictions of the export and import of some items, and those disobeying will get 
punished severely (The Cyprus Gazette 2 December 1916).  At the same time, The High 
Commissioner deploys the Arab and Armenian originated persons to the French Armenian camp 
so as to fight against the Turks in Anatolia, and some Armenians come to the English POWs 
camp to supply a support and help with English and work there. On the other hand, some 
Armenians working in the camp together with some Turkish POWs escape from the camp. The 
Armenians help the Turkish POWs escape from the camp, and the Turkish POWs supply a shelter 
with the Armenians in the immediate area and Turkish villages.  

The good will and the permission given by English camp command about visiting the Turkish 
prisoners of war never last long and as a result of hard regulations, precautions and isolation, the 
demands of the civilians to visit the POWs in the camp are mostly refused. The demands to visit 
the POWs are just accepted through 09.00-12.00 and the visitors are given a special ID card to 
enter the camp. In addition, the cards given to the relatives of the POWs transferred to other 
camps (ATASE K. 2680 D. 210) are abolished. The Turkish Cypriots pioneered by Paphos 
Deputy Dr. Mehmet Esat, and Dr. Hüseyin Behiç found a political party called “Annexation To 
Turkey”. In this way, the uneasiness caused among Turks by the Greek Deputation’s activities 
led to the formation of this small party advocating the return of the island to Turkey. The fact that 
Dr. Esat Bey, supporting this idea sincerely, considers that Turkish Cypriots also deploy a 
delegation to Paris, that Turkish Cypriots show their identities, that annexation to Greece cannot 
be accepted by the Turks, that Dr. Esat helps the Turkish prisoners of war rescue from the 
imprisonment eventually causes severe and harsh British reactions and the British authorities 
demand that Dr. Esat is nothing but just a danger and be exiled at once (FO 371/4225-9275).  The 
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intelligence, espionage, sabotage and effective propaganda of the Armenians in the French camp 
make the in the island unbearable for the Turks (ATASE K. 2680, D. 210, F.1). Those helping 
the Turkish prisoners of war are located, prosecuted and sentenced to severe penalties in the 
Kyrenia and Larnaca Castles (Denktaş 1997). Seeing the Turks “enemy subject”, the British 
authority especially tries to make the Turkish leaders harmless and useless, exerting the pressure 
upon them (Denktaş 1993); 

“Command was in Larnaca and Kyrenia Castles. Espionage was a common manner between the 
ordinary people. Turkish prisoners of war were kept in Cyprus and the people secretly would help 
them. The delegations of assistance under the cover of religious activity would gather mostly in 
the mosque. English agencies would locate them, report immediately and blacklist the persons 
trying to help the prisoners of war... “  

The High Commissioner Malcolm Stevenson sends a report to the Colonial Office on 6 May 
1919, telling that the leaders of the above-mentioned Turkish party invented a rumor of an 
intended attack on the Turks by the Greek Cypriots, and they planned a rising, and would have 
attempted to release the prisoners of war in Famagusta (Hill 1948);  

“…In addition to the information about the rising all over the island given by Sait Efendi being 
the member of Assembly, some more information got received from various sources such as the 
former agencies in Cyprus and some sources; Dr. Esat, Dr. Behiç and Hasan Karabardak are 
planning a rising and revolt in Easter Week in Nicosia. If they manage to do so, the Turkish 
prisoners of war in Famagusta after a password will rush upon the guards in the camp, grasp their 
weapons and participate in this rising.  Considering the problems we faced in Egypt and India, I 
preferred to take prompt measures to interfere with the possibility of the rising and the revolt that 
will cover the entire island. In reference to the information given by Colonel Brown who is 
commanding our troops in Cyprus, a few day ago before Easter, a box of match was thrown to 
the POW camp in Famagusta. In a secret document in this matchbox, it is expressed that English 
authority in Egypt was demolished all of a sudden and 15.000 English citizens found themselves 
alone and in panic. In relation to this rising, on the night of the day in which some Turks were 
arrested, the prisoners of war in Famagusta went to bed without undressing their uniforms and 
started looking forward to the signal for the revolt. Three people arrested due to this rising (Dr. 
Esat, Dr. Behiç, H. Karabardak) are in Kyrenia Castle, and they are taken care.” 

Dr. Esat arrested for 9 months and then exiled to Istanbul comes to Mersin with his wife, Faika 
Hanım and takes part in Independence War in Anatolia. Faika Hanım’s all efforts and demands 
to release her husband directly get refused by the British authorities ( FO.371, 4225-9275)  The 
Turkish revolt planned to be all over the island falls flat and falls through since the matchbox 
containing a secret message to the POWs was captured by the English soldiers in the camp. Dr. 
Esat Bey, Dr. Behiç Bey and Hasan Karabardak are arrested and taken to the Kyrenia Castle on 
26 April 1919. Hasan Karabardak arrested with Dr. Behiç, and Dr. Esat is supposed to be the 
leader of the porters and the butchers by High Commissioner (Gazioğlu 1997) and nobody knows 
when he was released but he is known to work and fight in Cyprus as well as in Independence 
War in Anatolia, supplying financial aid and the volunteers (Kasımoğlu 1986). British authorities 
don’t deploy the troops demanded (Ertughrul 1996). The Senior Naval Officer, Coasts of Syria 
just sends a guard of fifty men with machine guns to the capital, Nicosia (Hill 1948). Britain was 
not very keen to part with this small strategically important island which guarded the Suez Canal 
and the roads to the East, there. On the other hand, the report written by Malcolm Stevenson is 
seriously taken into consideration in England. The revolt and rising pioneered by Sadrazam Kamil 
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Paşa’s bridegroom Dr. Esat, dissatisfaction of particularly the Muslim Indians subsequent to the 
war, the reaction against the British authority (ATASE K. 3435 D. 14 F. 22), and some minor 
problems ignored so far come together and appear to be a serious matter to be solved at once by 
the British authorities, and former Governor of India Lord Curzon immediately goes to Paris to 
solve this problem (Kitsikis 1974).  

With the application of Dr. Esat Bey’s wife Faika Hanım to the king of England, Foreign Office 
being unaware of the matters demands that Colonial Office report all the matters happening in 
Cyprus or somewhere else (Gürel 1985).  Just after the World War I, lots of Turks who were 
accused of helping the POWs are arrested in Cyprus (Topcan 1990) and they keep on living in 
custody and pressure of British authorities even after they are released (Özoran 1973). In addition, 
so many powerful and wealthy Turkish merchants are forced to go bankrupt, and everything they 
have is taken over illegally by the Greek Cypriots (Denktaş 1997). British authorities and the 
governor make no explanation, and no excuse for such illegal regulations, but prepare new 
legislation to prevent those innocent Turks from demanding amendment from the government 
later (Gürel 1984). Since Dr. Behiç Bey is also a pioneer and potentially danger for the British 
authority, since he tries the annexation of Cyprus to Greece, since he is one of those trying to 
rescue the Turkish POWs in Easter and causes a revolt all over the island, Dr. Behiç Bey also 
seems to be a pain in the neck not only for the British authority but also for the Greek Cypriots. 
Consequently, they plan a subtle trap against Dr. Behiç. Dr. Behiç and his faithful wife become 
the victims of an elaborate conspiracy by British Intelligence, who devised a plan to implicate Dr. 
Behiç and his wife separately, in vice. As a result of the British Intelligence’s trap, Dr. Behiç kills 
his wife (Ertughrul 1996) on 11 May 1924, prosecuted and killed at the gallows on 17 June 1924 
(Sayıl 1988).    

Turkish Cypriots as well expressing “instead of passing away in vain, Turkish nation prefers to 
die in the battle field.” (Altan 1997) keep on helping the Turkish prisoners of war in Famagusta, 
keep on working to locate the destinations of Armenian smuggling to Anatolia, and to locate 
British and French agencies in Anatolia, and keep on carrying out the sabotage against the POW 
camp in Famagusta. Of these activities, one of the most important one is the theatrical 
performance played for the Turkish prisoners of war in Famagusta on 11 October 1919 
(Öksüzoğlu 1990).  The fact that English POW camp and later on French Armenian camp are 
founded, that their activities against Anatolia are reported and that an intelligence report about a 
landing in the area İskenderun-Ceyhan (Genelkurmay Başkanlığı 1951), the 4.Aviation Company 
firstly located in Adana, then in Taşucu is established (ATASE K. 1129 D. 27 F. 3) and flying 
over Cyprus permanently, bombing some areas if necessary and taking photographs, intelligence 
and information is gathered about British activities. The pilots are mostly Turks (ATASE K. 2680 
D. 210 F.1-6), but sometimes German pilots as well fly over Cyprus (KTMA D. 539 B. 21). The 
first flights start on March 1916 (Sarp 1986). In Famagusta-Monarga, The British authority has 
no facility but the POW camp. During the reconnaissance flights, the pilots try to observe whether 
English authority has logistics, the military transportation ships, mine-sweepers, mine-droppers, 
coast guard boats, military capacity in the island, the military activities gathered nearby 
Famagusta, the military garrisons and barracks comprising tents and barracks (ATASE K. 2680 
D. 210 F.1-6), the POW camp in which Turkish soldiers are kept, and the French Armenian camp 
in the vicinity in detail.  On the other hand, Cypriot Turks help the German warships as well. A 
Turk of Mirtu helps a German submarine and is taken to Istanbul for a three-month long holiday 
as a reward by the submarine itself. 4. Army Command deploys some agencies to Cyprus from 
Taşucu by the ordinary boats, and intelligence source is enlarged. German Marine Aviation 
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Company having capacity to land on the sea and to fly over the sea in safety takes over the mission 
in Mersin at the end of October 1917 with its German personnel (ATASE K. 2680 D. 210 F.1-1). 
Some of the graves in Famagusta Turkish Cemetery and disappearing in time are gathered with 
the cooperation of Turkish Embassy in Nicosia and High Commissioner just after the World War 
II, and these above-mentioned graves are transferred to the area known as the Cemetery of the 
Heroes of Çanakkale in which 33 Marchyrs whose names, identities, and graves are known. These 
33 are those having the grave stones. The other 217 Marchyr don’t unfortunately have a grave 
stone to learn their identities. Because the grave stones were broken down and lost in time, the 
names of the dead were obliterated due to various reasons, they have prepared no grave stones 
for them, or because British authorities never allowed the carvers to prepare grave stones, these 
217 graves have no grave stones. 

The original site of the POWs camp was later occupied by Greek military forces until 1974. After 
the Peace Operation in 1974, the site has become a training camp for conscripts, presently known 
Gülseren Military Camp. Later on, a monument is erected and it is officially inaugurated in 15 
February 1980. There are only 33 Marchyrs whose graves and grave stones are known and they 
are lined in 3 lines. Despite the fact that the others are identified, some of their gravestones are 
available, unfortunately, their exact graves are not known. The cemetery is known by the Turkish 
Cypriots as the Cemetery of the Heroes of Çanakkale. 

Intelligence and Military HQ in Cyprus 
As soon as the World War I braks out, then the island of Cyprus turns to be the very center of the 
war itself. Starting from 1914 up to 1921 a variety of military installations is established on the 
island as shown below; 

1- There occurs a rehabilitation center established for the wounded and lunatic military personnel 
at the Trodos Mountains; most of whom are the soldiers who were taken from the Gallipoli Front. 
The fact that the Trodos area supplies the military personnel with a psychological peace and order, 
has a certain density of pine trees and the forest is the primary reasn to perefer for such a lunatic 
hospital and the rehabilitation center, accompanying more than 500 privates there. 

2- Caraolos POW Camp established for the Turkish POWs taken from Gallipoli, kept in Limni 
for one year, and then transferred to the island on 13rd Oct. 1916. The total number of the POWs 
kept here is 6.732. The camp is open till 30th March 1920, then turns to be an immigrant camp for 
those who have escaped from Russia.  

3- The POW camp particularly for the German and the Austrian military personnel located in 
Amiandos village at Trodos Mountains. 

4- Armenian Legion d’Orient Camp established by France for the Armenians nearby the Caraolos 
POW Camp. The Armenians collected from different geographies of the world ranging from 
Argentina to Anatolia are all taken firstly to Alexandira/Egypt, and then transferred to Cyprus. 
The Arenians trained under the French flag dressing French military uniform are trained upon the 
irregular warfare, and taken to Cilicia/Çukurova Area after 30th October 1928 Moundros Treaty 
turning Çukurova to be a bloddy shed. 

5- British military base established very close to the Caraolos POW camp, mostly used only for 
the intelligence. 

6- Starting from 30th March 1920, the exiled persons from Russia are all kept in Caraolos Camp 
for more than 2 years. 
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7- Famagusta Military Depot established to collect, to train and lead the Turkish and Greek 
Cypriot newly-engaged privates who would be made mostly use of riding the “well-known” 
Cypriot mules. These soldiers are generally named as Muleteers since they would ride the mules 
in the rough areas and the battlefields in which the vehicles were unable to be driven. Not only 
the mule-drivesr/riders but also the cooks, telephone operators, tailor, machinists are all named 
to be muleteers being Cypriot people. Unfortunateley, some of whom have lost their lives in the 
battlefields, and most of whom were kept in prison being POWs for years.  

8- Various military installations spotted in different parts of the island, used mostly to radio, to 
ger intelligence, to get espionage activities with the collaboration of France as well as Italy 
(Defence Personnel Security Research Center 2009).     

9- Military HQ and the barracks located in the village named Polemidya (Binatlı), and used even 
during WWII as well. 

10- Military naval facilities located in Famagusta, and used not only by the British forces but also 
by the French and the other allies if necessary.  

11- In addition to the military rehabilitation center at Trodos Mountains, the second lunatic center 
located in Limassol/Kyperounta with the capacity of more than 1.500 military personnel 

12- Sub-branches, offices, and the other 48 intelligence offices around the island. 

French Interest in Cyprus 
Considering Cyprus, France is the sole country, in addition to Italy and Russia, having a great 
interest, being very sensitive, and preparing for a tremendous commercial competition in the 
Middle East area against Great Britain as soon as the war comes to an end, and causing the 
intelligence service challenges to get the domination of the Middle East area (Sonyel 1995). 
France preparing to a big petroleum war against Great Britain is not in favor of challenging with 
other rivals in this market (Gürel 1984). During such dense war days, another event occurring is 
the Great Britain-France agreement. One of the articles of the agreement signed in May 1916 
clandestinely in relation to particularly post-war commercial activities in the Middle East 1916 is 
about Cyprus. According to this article, Great Britain takes for granted not to turn over Cyprus to 
another country without applying to France. During such terrific war days of the World War I, 
the undeniable importance of Cyprus Island in the very midst of the area that is to witness serious 
and remarkable fightings and challenges is certain for Great Britain trying to defend and protect 
its sovereignty and existence in the above-mentioned area. The island is of very importance for 
Great Britain to keep an eye upon its allies like Italy and France that will have the power and 
authority in the area, depending on the agreement to divide and share Ottoman Empire. As in 
Sykes-Picot Agreement, Great Britain having no confidence in France intends to use Cyprus just 
as a trump. According to this agreement being the most detailed, and the most important one of 
the agreements to share the Ottoman territories, signed on 26th April 1916 just one year after 
London Agreement dated 26th April 1915 by member of House of Commons Colonel Mark Sykes 
and former Beirut Consulate of France and High Commissioner François Georges Picot 
(Genelkurmay Başkanlığı 1979) in Leningrad (Ener 1996) depending on mostly letter-exchanges 
(Turan 1991), Great Britain and France with their own partner and allies Russia being allies with 
Italy in London Agreement so as to participate in war together, giving some rights in the 
Mediterranean Sea region, and thinking to give away Rhodes, the Twelve Islands, Benghazi and 
Derne to Italy while sharing the Ottoman territories, and also thinking to give some rights in 
Antalya district while sharing Anatolia (Turan 1991) have put Italy aside by means of Syces-Picot 



RENKLİ ÜST BİLGİ / HEADER 
  
 
 

33 
 

Agreement and made a new arrangement containing not only the Arabic Peninsula, but also the 
Mediterranean and Southeastern Districts (Olcay 1981).  

According to this agreement on which some changes were made after the war, which was declared 
to the public after Petrograd archives were controlled by Bolsheviks, France has cheated and 
enlisted thousands of Armenian volunteers in Legion D’Orient claiming to establish an 
autonomous Armenia in Cilicia, made use of them to the limit and left aside in the end of the war. 
Thus, Great Britain, and France thoroughly share the territory within the German field of effect 
(Uçarol 1995). According to this agreement, Russia would get the territories of Van, Erzurum, 
Trabzon, the east of Bitlis, and some parts of Sivas, Elazığ, and Diyarbakır (Turan 1991). France, 
on the other side, would get Adana and Beirut provinces completely, majority of Halep, Harput, 
and Diyarbakır cities, would owe Çukurova District cottons and Ergani mines (Akyüz 1975), 
Great Britain would get Southern Iraq containing Baghdad, and Basra cities (Turan 1991). Great 
Britain meanwhile declares that it never intends to control Syria, and that this area is the backyard 
of France. On the other hand, that British forces are in Syria, France seems to be a step-child 
(Onar 1995), and Cilicia left for France causes the reaction of French public (Yavuz 1994). 
Colonel House participating in the secret hearings of British war government in relation with the 
share of Ottoman territories in such a way on behalf of President Wilson   takes note as follows 
in his notebook (Coşkun 1996); “We have joyfully shared Turkey in Asia and Europe as well.”  
The ones who were unable to pass behind Çanakkale, to go forward from Erzurum try to divide 
the country in such a way by means of turmoil and Byzantine tricks. Lord Curzon expresses the 
results of this agreement, and French policy as follows (Gürel 1984); 

“When Sykes-Picos agreement leaving Syria, Antioche, and Cilicia to France was signed in May 
1916, France being very frightened from untiming generosity of our government one year before 
has insisted on an article not to give Cyprus to another country without informing France and had 
us add such an article in the agreement. This article had got directed towards Greece, and Italy 
since it would be a very unpleasant situation for France in the same way in case one of them 
should dominate the island.” 

The responsibility Great Britain shoulders about Cyprus come to the surface with the 4th article 
of the agreement signed between France and Great Britain on 23rd December 1920 (Hill 1948); 

 “British government can’t start negotiations to turn over Cyprus to another country or to release 
it without informing and getting the approval of France due to the geographical and strategical 
importance of Cyprus Island off İskenderun Bay.” 

French (Akyüz 1988) does all its best to intervene in the existence of another country that will 
cause some unpredictable potential problems in future endangering the sovereignty of France in 
Cyprus Island which is located in the very midst of the area. France controlling and taking 
İskenderun Port through Sykes-Picot Agreement lands a military force, in Mersin, of 1500 
soldiers (Genelkurmay Başkanlığı 1966), 1350 of whom are composed of Armenians, and 150 of 
which are French in 17th December commanded by Lieutenant Colonel (Ener 1996). The 
problems and the irregularities in this area start so. France also feels like being authority to 
transport Baghdad petroleum to Europe just after the area is developed in future properly. Lord 
Curzon expresses the importance of Cyprus in the area as follows (Gürel 1984); 

“... İskenderun Port, with Sykes-Picot Agreement, has been given to France. The area will 
certainly develop in future, and it seems to be the sole natural gate of Baghdad to open. That Great 
Britain controls Cyprus will be the most certain warranty so that İskenderun can be, not as a name 
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or in the documents, actually a free port in future. If an Armenian nation is founded under the 
control of France or someone else’ in Cilicia and the provinces, Cyprus will supply invaluable 
supports to protect the nation in case of danger in future.  The intention of France is to establish 
a French Dominion in Syria. This nation here will find itself in dilemma with the new Arab nation 
in Damascus. Our position in Cyprus can be helpful to balance the situation between both of them. 
France which has located in Cyprus will get a tremendous domination.  

If Italy happens to settle in Antalya, and establish a strong sea base, we will necessitate having a 
sea base in the east of Malta as well. Should a strong country dominate Cyprus, it will be able to 
threaten the Suez Canal. If not, the island will be vulnerable to the attacks, and invaded by 
unfriend powers by means of sale or conquest. Cyprus can turn to be a strong underwater and air 
base in both cases. Then we will have to control this area in case of war even if it is of no serious 
danger. On the other hand, the history has shown that only the strong countries have dominated 
the island. The destiny of the island has been always together with the mainland in its opposite 
direction. That the island will get given to Greece will turn itself to be a target for the countries 
stronger than Greece.” 

The Preparations to Erect Armenian Camps 
That World War I breaks out, that Ottoman Empire takes part in the war with Germany accelerates 
the process of the sharing of the country which has been weakened in account of military, 
economic, political and governmental aspects since 17th century between the big countries. That 
the minorities living in Anatolia have been provoked, in this period, intentionally, that they have 
turned to be the messengers to share the country causes Anatolian people to have a freedom 
struggle in a very wide field. The minorities establishing refugees committees in Anatolia by 
taking the financial and spiritual supports of the big countries, and following a very disgusting 
tactics between the Armenian youth to hate Turkish people, making mostly use of the official 
insufficiencies of the laws have firstly aimed to strengthen economically, taken for granted all the 
ways to do so (Mutluçağ 1970), caused so many rebellions in various periods in Anatolia, and 
desired, in particular, the western countries to intervene in Anatolia, and eventually established 
secret terrorist camps in the neighboring areas of Anatolia (Selahaddin 1989). 

France planning to land military forces in Samandağ during World War I bombs İskenderun six 
times (Gazigiray 1982). The small sea town of İskenderun located in the line connecting 
Mesopotamia, Syria, and Egypt which was named as   ”Mümbit Hilal/Productive Crescent” to 
Anatolia and Europe has played a very important role throughout the history strategically and 
commercially. Because of this very important geographical position, it has hosted various 
disputes and wars through the ages (Onar 1995). In the very beginning of the war, General Lord 
Kitchener being busy to develop new war tactics in London thinks of making a landing operation 
in İskenderun with a military force of 50.000 soldiers, simultaneously with another landing 
operation in Çanakkale. This military force comprised of 2 divisions which supplied logistics 
supports in Alexandria and Port-Said of Egypt will prepare for the war by reinforcing with 2 
divisions which will be transported from Çanakkale.  

Subsequent to the 1909 Adana Events, some Armenians leaving Anatolia head for Cyprus and 
dwell in different areas. So the Armenians get a population of 8.000 people on the island and start 
living in Armenahor in Limassol, Armenu in Paphos, Spathariko in Famagusta, and Kornokepos 
in Kyrenia (An 1999). The second Armenian rush to the island comes after so-called 1915 Events, 
and after the 1921 Ankara Agreement, some of the Armenians leaving Çukurova start coming to 
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the island. Additionally, Turkish soldiers mostly captured at Çanakkale Front by the British 
Forces are taken to Cyprus to Karakol POW Camp after October 1916. The Armenians in the 
Armenian Camp provide the security of the camp. Although Syrian, Iraqi Arab and Armenian 
POWs fighting for Ottoman are also transferred to this camp, due to the hardships and the false 
propaganda, some POWs leave this camp and brought to the Armenian Camp (ATASE K. 2680 
D. 210 F.1-31). In this period, a group of Armenians also come to the island. Armenian Legion 
D’Orient established by France in 1916 in Egypt once more activate and the Armenian people of 
different areas so as to fight against Turkish people in Çukurova are at first collected in Port-Said, 
then transferred to Cyprus with their families (Keser 2000). After English approval, an area 24-
away from Famagusta, at the seaside with no residence, but water wells is chosen (ATASE K. 
2680 D. 210 F.1-37). The closeness of this camp to that of Turkish POW and that the area is used 
as a training area both by French and British forces show that both countries have a cooperation 
here as well. The single British objection is for the Armenian women and the children to be 
transferred to the island from Port Said. According to Legion D’Orient Regulation firstly six 
legion companies (Turan 1991) having 200 Armenians each come to the total presence of 5.000 
with 160 Arabic legionnaires (ATASE K. 2680 D. 210 F. 1-24). But despite the fact that French 
officers behave the Armenians well, the tension due to the Armenian criminals ambushing a 
village named Trikomo, and killing a British soldier gets a higher level (Sayıl 1985). Additionally, 
Armenian intelligence, and espionage activities make the life unbearable on the island (ATASE 
K. 2680, D. 210 F. 1-24.) The last event caused by these Armenians is that Turkish POW camp 
is stoned by the Greek Cypriots helping the Armenians. So the English High Commissioner 
announcing itself the authority brings some restrictions (The Cyprus Gazette 3 September 1920). 
Some of these Armenian families then dwell in Cyprus. The preferable places after Armenian 
immigration are mostly very close to the Turkish residential areas and the Turkish shops. Then 
the Turkish people and the Armenians start living together in Cyprus after Anatolia. The 
Armenians starting to live in Limassol, Larnaca, Famagusta, Nicosia, and Paphos are not ordinary 
people, but as the doctor, dentist, veterinarian, banker, translator, civil service experts, they start 
to be dominant in British administration. 

EMSIB and Eastern Mediterranean 
As soon as the WWI breaks out, the British paying a special attention to the Mediterranean and 
Cyprus establishes a complicated intelligence network covering the Middle East, African coasts 
and up to Istanbul. The organization named EMSIB (Eastern Mediterranean Special Intelligence 
Bureau) then covers the French and Italian forces such as the aircraft carriers and the other 
logistics infrastructure. What is more interesting here is that the British authorities assign not a 
military personnel but an archeologist for such a strategic, important and military position named 
Sir Charles Leonard Woolley so as to destroy the cultural heritage and make a sort of urbicide in 
the vicinity. French landing operation plans on Iskenderun, British POW camps in Cyprus for the 
Turkish soldires from Gallipoli, then the French Armenian Legion d’Orient camps on the island 
all accelarate Ottoman intelligence and reconnaissance activities in the area. The main HQ of 
such a huge intelligence network is interestingly a hotel named Savoy established in 
Varosha/Famagusta. İnterestingly the reflection of theintelligence HQ is in Alexandria and Cairo 
of Egypt, and all have the same name; Savoy Hotel, ranging from the Balkans, the Black Sea, 
Eurasia, Anatolian territoryand the Middle East. 
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CONCLUSION 
The island of Cyprus is always taken regarded to be that of the immigration, conflicts, chaos, 
turmoil, and the wars throughout the history. That seems to be a reality taking a close look at the 
happenings on the island and the vicinity. A good many wars, battles, conquest trials, and bloody 
assaults have occurred on and around the island, especially in the Eastren Mediterranean. Even 
during the World War I, more than 48 intelligence stations, more than 10 military HQs, and some 
espionage barracks have got established on the island. More interestingly the same situation, and 
the same position of the island is still same making a comparison between the passing years. A 
century before the French aircraft carrier has loiterde around the island, and today the same one 
named Charles d’Gaulle has anchored off Zigi village of Greek Cypriot Administration. 
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TURKISH PRESENCE IN THE MEDITERRANEAN AND MARITIME STRATEGY 
 

ABSTRACT 
In studies on the Mediterranean basin, Turks’ (Ottoman) maritime relations have not been 
examined independently outside the general strategy of the state. It is not a correct approach to 
expect an empire trying to spread its domination area both to Europe and Asia and Africa to use its 
naval power outside of its general political goals. 

At the end of the 11th Century, the Turks reached Anatolia and have begun to penetrate the 
Mediterranean Basin starting from the Aegean Sea. Depending on the enhancing territories, the 
Maritime power began to spread towards the Western and the Eastern Mediterranean. As Ottoman 
Navy has operated in coastal waters of the Aegean and Ionian Sea until 15th Century, then it 
became a dominant sea power in almost all Mediterranean basin after 16th Century. This 
superiority enabled the Ottoman Empire to apply a strategy to enhance its sovereignty areas in all 
three continents,  

Following the Ottoman conquest of Egypt in 1517, Ottoman Navy has expanded its activities in 
the Indian Ocean and conduct maritime operations in the West of the Indian Peninsula and the East 
African coasts. Until the beginning of the 19th century, the Ottomans continued dominance in the 
Western Mediterranean theatre of operations but started to withdraw to the Eastern Mediterranean 
gradually as a result of the emergence of new political forces in the Mediterranean basin. 

This study examines how the Turkish Maritime Power has been deployed within the overall 
strategy of the Ottoman Empire,  

Key Words: Turkish (Ottoman) Naval Strategy, Turkish Sea Power, Maritime Dominance in the 
Mediterranean Sea, Strategy of Turkish Empire  

TURKISH PRESENCE IN THE MEDITERRANEAN AND MARITIME STRATEGY 
1. INTRODUCTION 
The world's early civilizations were established in Mesopotamia, Egypt, and Anatolia. Maritime 
trade was also started in Lebanon by the Phoenicians and started to develop in the Eastern 
Mediterranean region. The Mediterranean basin is a region with scarce natural resources, and trade 
has started from the East to the West since ancient times. In the Mediterranean, the trade of these 
products has been carried out by sea since it is cheaper, safer, and shorter than road transport. 
Countries need a prosperous and sustainable economy. In order to sustain sea trade, which is one 
of the most important elements of the economy, a serious struggle has emerged between nations to 
control the sea routes. 
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The Primaveral Era, dating from 3000 BC to AD 1450, deals with the early history of seafaring 
and covers the development of trade in the Mediterranean and north-western Europe. This takes us 
to the mid-fifteenth century, when Europe was completely isolated from the rest of the world except 
for the trickle of trade along the Silk Road (Stopford, 2009). Later, the Spanish, Portuguese, Dutch, 
British, and French established new maritime trade routes in the Atlantic, Pacific, and Indian 
Ocean. By the way, the North between the USA and Europe, which is on the world stage. Atlantic 
connection established. After the steamships, there was now a global maritime trade and the 
establishment of strong naval forces to sustain this. 

We can summarize the development and activities of maritime trade in the Mediterranean as 
follows. The trade route of the products and the Mediterranean trade cities were first determined 
by the Phoenicians, a maritime nation, and brought into a systematic state. The control of this trade 
was later provided by the Carthaginians, who were the successors of the Phoenicians (Çulcu, 2015). 
The people who started the maritime trade in the Mediterranean in the early ages were the 
Phoenicians since 2000-3000 BC. Later, Egyptians started maritime trade between Egypt-Anatolia-
Lebanon. Since 300 BC, the Helens established commercial centres in the Black Sea and the 
Eastern Mediterranean and started the trade between them by sea. In the 1400's, Venice was the 
most important state in the Mediterranean. Spain, especially after 1453, when there was no chance 
for conducting activity in the Eastern Mediterranean, they tried to find a place in the Atlantic and 
turned to the discovery of the New World. Turks came to the Mediterranean in the Eastern 
Mediterranean from 1490 onwards, and between the years 1500-1600, they dominated the entire 
Mediterranean. From the beginning of the 1600s, the British also came to the Mediterranean and 
started to control critical points such as Gibraltar and Cyprus in the historical process. Although 
France made a voyage to Egypt during the Napoleonic period, it later headed towards the North 
West African coast. Although the Italians captured Libya in 1912, they could not be permanent 
here. After World War II, the United States became the superpower in the Mediterranean. Although 
the Soviets established naval bases in Egypt and Syria against the USA, they lost these bases in a 
short time. The start of maritime trade in the Mediterranean and the short history of the struggle 
for this cause are shown in Figure 1. 
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FIGURE 1: Struggle for Maritime trade in the Mediterranean (Stopford, 2009)  

Admiral Thayer Mahan is examined under the title of Strategic Positions as three main factors - 
location, military force and natural resources - that determine the importance of a region's strategic 
location. In Strategic Lines, the importance of local-national maritime transportation is emphasized 
as one of the most important factors that direct naval warfare (Liveyiz, 1979). 

It [strategy] is a bridge between strategic goals and military operations. A Navy can facilitate 
political direction, then provide the necessary service, fulfil the duty of all-purpose combat. It is 
also an uninterrupted commitment of national goals (Baer, 1994). 

2. RESEARCH METHOD 
One of the main sources of strategy science is the history. The science of history requires a 
systematic comparison of information obtained from different sources, filtering the findings 
together, revealing the relationships between these findings, combining some findings when 
necessary, and finally evaluating them with the values and understanding of the day in the most 
accurate way. Serious errors may arise in evaluations are made without applying this methodology. 

The aim of this research is to examine how the Turkish Maritime power is used in the general 
strategy of the empire in historical development. 

In this research, firstly, the information obtained from different sources will be evaluated in 
comparison with the findings obtained from other sciences and the real characteristics of historical 
events will be tried to be understood. As an example, it is not possible to define the maritime 
strategy without understanding the economic activities in the Mediterranean, their geographical 
centres and maritime trade routes, and revealing the general strategies these countries implement 
to expand their sovereignty. 
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When historical events are examined; It is seen that the maritime strategies of the country’s ruling 
in the Mediterranean are entirely related to the control of maritime trade and the struggle for land 
domination in three continents. 

3. RESEARCH AND DISCUSSION 
Most of the Western historians, unfortunately, could not maintain their neutrality in their research 
on Turkish / Ottoman history and tried to explain the facts in the way they wanted to see from their 
own windows. This situation influenced Turkish researchers as well and under the influence of this 
biased approach in their research based on Western sources, they presented the Ottoman Empire 
by evaluating it far below its real scale. To evaluate a superpower that has ruled the Mediterranean 
basin for 400 years in this way is incompatible with the morality of science. 

Let us point out that Western monographs (a specialist work of writing on a single subject or an 
aspect of a subject, usually by a single author). also have some problems. First and foremost, they 
sometimes use their highly biased sources without filtering them through sufficient criticism and 
comparing Ottoman other sources (Gürkan, 2020). 

There are three known civilizations on Earth between 2000-1500 BC: Babylon, Egypt and China. 
From 1500 BC, Israel, Hittite, and Assyrian civilizations were added to them (Henrikson, 1987). 
The arrival of the Turks on the stage of history was under the name Hun in 420 AD. Just a lot of 
history books from the Great Seljuk and Anatolian Seljuk not said no, as Turkey continues 
emerging from the Ottoman dynasty in 1281 and again in Turkey. 

The historian Riko statement, "Although the Turks possessed so much courage and power on land, 
they were defeated by a small Republic like Venice because of their disproportionate position on 
the sea" is the best proof of this. It is unthinkable for Rico not to know that the Republic of Venice 
was one of the most important naval powers in the Mediterranean in the 15th and 16th centuries. 
Therefore, the purpose of this statement will not go beyond “belittling the power of the Ottomans 
and erasing the traces of a 400-year domination. It is unthinkable for a historian to know that the 
Turks took Albania in Venetian hands and the eastern coast of the Adriatic, and Toronto on the 
Italian peninsula in 1480 (Henrikson, 1987). It is also impossible not to know that the Crusader 
Navy commanded by the Venetian Admiral Andrea Doria was destroyed by the Turkish navy 
commanded by Barbarossa Hayrettin in 1538 (Hattendorf, 2000).  

Blanchard Turkey serving as the French attaché at a conference he in 1947. "The Turks are also in 
touch with your past descending to the beach. They settled on the seashore. But they looked at the 
sea with their eyes accustomed to the steppes, not to his eternal blue. Although they wanted the sea 
to take them elsewhere, this was for short transits. It was for the crossings that would take their 
armies to the coasts of Europe, where they were looking for adventure several times before” 
(Tarakçı, 2011). 
There is a document named The Treaty of Friendship and Peace between the Ottoman State and 
United States of North America (now USA) dated 5 September 1795 signed in Algeria.  According 
to this agreement, the US would not return the prisoners in Algeria and intervene in any vessel 
carrying Turkish and US flags both in the Atlantic and in the Mediterranean. It proves that the 
Turks still regulates the principles of entry and exit from the Atlantic to the Mediterranean and they 
were sovereign in the Western Mediterranean even at that time. Saying that the Turks, who 
controlled the coasts of Tunisia and Algeria for three hundred years, "eyes look at the steppes" and 
"made a short transition", cannot be evaluated in any other way than "historical distortion". 
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Unfortunately, the Western World is very adept at erasing the traces of Turks. The fact that since 
the 16th century, all sailors call the "blue-white-red" banner, which they call Dragot (Turgut), when 
international flag codes renamed as Tango instead in 1950s. This is a perfect example to show their 
attitude.  

The word “frigate” has no meaning in Latin-based languages. Everyone knows that Frigate a type 
ships were built to accompany cargo ships; the origin of the word came from the “fırkateyn” 
(escorting). The frigate (escort) was first launched by the Turks in the mid-1530s and deployed in 
Preveza Battle in 1538.   However, it does not suit them to accept this fact because it has an Ottoman 
trace. 

In this research, some evidence will be introduced to show how the Ottoman Naval Power was 
used in accordance with the general expansion strategy of the Empire in chronological flow. In this 
way, we will try to prove that the Ottoman Empire created a maritime tradition that could skilfully 
use its sea power in line with the general policy of the state.  

3.2. The Return of Turks to Anatolia 

It is not the first time that Turks entered Anatolia in 1071. It is a fact revealed by the archaeological 
research carried out in the last years that they reached Anatolia around 8000 BC. It will take time 
for Europe, who lived a tribal life until the 10th century, faced civilization gradually during the 
spreading period of the Roman Empire, and linked its roots to the Hellenic civilization (which has 
neither geographical nor ethnic connections) because it was unable to create a history. However, 
knowing this fact, we will call the arrival of the Turks to Anatolia in 1071 as "coming again". 

Turks started to pursue a state policy towards the seas, mostly in 11th century. It started with the 
realization of naval power at the end of the century (Bostan and Özbaran, 2009) 

In 1084, the Seljuk commander Karatekin conquered Sinop in 1084 and the Turks reached the 
Black Sea coast. It is interesting that the "Barbarian" Turks, who came to Anatolia in 1071, started 
to build ships in 1088 by blackening the shipyard on the Marmara coasts (Gemlik). Starting from 
1089, Çaka Bey created a naval force in the Aegean Sea, established the first Turkish shipyard in 
Urla, Izmir a place controls the entrance to the Izmir Bay and Turks produced boats in this shipyard, 
and then captured the islands of Lesbos and Samos. In such a short time, Turks started naval 
activities for sea control in the seas surrounding Anatolia to secure their new land. Both the Seljuks 
and the follow up Anatolian Principalities continued littoral sea denial and sea control operations 
to secure themselves in the Anatolian Peninsula. Thanks to this practice, the Ottoman Empire had 
the opportunity to spread from Anatolia, which became the homeland, to the European continent. 
The success at sea achieved by these “people from the steppes” can only be explained in two ways: 
either they were a highly skilled nation or they had a maritime genetic background. 

The Seljuks expanded their field of activity to the Eastern Mediterranean by building a shipyard in 
Alanya in 1220. By establishing a second shipyard in Sinop, they started operating in the North of 
the Black Sea with the ships they built here, and organized expeditions and voyages to Crimea. It 
would be wrong to consider the naval activities carried out in this period only from a military 
perspective. Another purpose of these activities was to enable Anatolia, which is a critical region 
for trade routes, to improve its commercial activities with Europeans. 

This sea superiority created by the Seljuks in the seas around Anatolia continued its effect even 
after the Seljuk state collapsed. The Anatolian Principalities, which were established later, were 
able to protect themselves from the infiltration of Europeans to Anatolia thanks to this superiority. 
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During the period of Anatolian Principalities, especially Karesi (Balıkesir-Çanakkale region), 
Saruhan (Manisa-İzmir region), Candaroğlu (Sinop, Samsun, Zonguldak region) and Aydınoğluları 
(Aydın region) Principalities carried out their maritime activities both in military and commercial 
terms in the territories adjacent to their territories as a continuation of Seljuks. Although they had 
small fleets, they resisted both Byzantine, Venetian, Genoese, and Rhodes fleets and even captured 
some islands in the Aegean Sea. 

Later, these principalities came under the sovereignty of the Ottomans, their fleets started to serve 
the Ottoman Empire and they carried the Turkish Maritime tradition in Anatolia for two centuries  
Karesi Principality ships with Gelibolu Shipyard formed the core of the Ottoman Navy. With the 
ships of the Candaroğlu Principality, which owns the Sinop Shipyard, entering the service of the 
Ottoman State, make Ottoman Naval power became an important force in the Black Sea. With the 
conquest of Alanya and Antalya, the newly established state started to operate in the Eastern 
Mediterranean. As a result of the Ottomans shifting their domains to Central, Eastern and Southern 
Anatolia, they began to control the Silk Road connecting Europe to Asia. Establishing sea control 
in the Black Sea and the Mediterranean, which is an alternative to this route, indicates that the 
Ottomans achieved a harmony between their land and sea strategies in the initial period. That shows 
that they evaluate the naval power very well within the general strategy of the state. 

3.3. Shaping the Ottoman Empire 
After capturing the domains of the Ottomans Karesi Principality, they took control of the South of 
the Sea of Marmara. In this position, Byzantium was the most serious power against them. They 
understood that to regulate both political and commercial relations with Byzantium, they had to 
keep control of the sea areas. For this purpose, they established a navy by establishing shipyards 
on the shores of the Marmara Sea (Izmit, Karamürsel, Ekincik, albeit on a small scale. Passing to 
the European side of the Marmara Sea, the Ottoman Empire continued its expansion in the direction 
Western Thrace then throughout Balkans. 

The empire was interrupted in 1402 after Timur's Ankara Victory. However, II. Murad restored the 
unity and solidarity of the Ottoman Empire since 1426. In this new period, the new strategy of the 
Ottoman Empire was to establish a healthy economic system for future expansion policies. For this 
purpose, the Ottomans gave importance to trade and therefore to sea trade. The purpose of the 
Ottoman naval operation carried out in this period was not for "ghazw or jihad", it was aimed at 
controlling the sea trade routes (Hattendorf, 2000). 

The siege of Istanbul, which is located on important sea routes opposite Scutary (Usküdar) required 
the existence of a strong navy as well as a strong land army. Conqueror Sultan Mehmet, who 
understood the importance of the navy for the conquest of Istanbul, was closely interested in 
maritime activities and shipbuilding works (Bostan, 2015). 
In the conquest of Istanbul, the Navy was used to support the siege, and it was strictly prevented 
from Venice or Genoese to support Byzantium by sea. After the capture of both sides of the 
Bosporus by the Ottomans, the Black Sea became a complete Turkish Lake, and Venice and 
Genoese, the powerful maritime countries of the period, were completely prohibited from entering 
these waters. Sultan Mehmet was not satisfied with this, and by establishing a large shipyard in 
Istanbul, he improved the quality and quantity of the navy. This effort has also been supported by 
foreign policy moves. The Conqueror gave capitulations (privileges) to the British and tried to form 
an alliance against Venice and the Genoese. As a result, the powerful seafaring countries of that 
time, Venice, and Genoese, prevented them from entering the Aegean Sea. This naval strategy 
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initiated by the Conqueror was fully implemented during the reign of Yavuz Sultan Selim and 
Suleiman the Magnificent, and Turks became the dominant (dominant) nation first in the East and 
then in the Western Mediterranean. 

Until the Ottoman Empire was conquered Istanbul, it was squeezed between Orthodox in the East 
and Latin Christians in the West. After the conquest of Istanbul, the Ottomans came to control the 
Eastern Christianity (Orthodox World). This new situation turned the direction of the threat to the 
West and the Ottoman Empire developed its next operation in the west direction. First, in order to 
fully control the region where Orthodox live, it was deemed appropriate to extend the land 
domination area to the sea areas. For this purpose, critical ports, and critical passages (chock points) 
had to be captured. In 1462 Limnos Island was captured by amphibious operation. 

Later, the Ottomans turned the pivot of the operation in the Balkans to Serbia / Bosnia. The 
Ottoman expeditions to Serbia and Bosnia, Negropont (Evvoia), which controlled the Aegean Sea 
and the Ionian Sea, and the points of importance in terms of trade at the southern end of the 
Peloponnese peninsula were taken under control. Simultaneously the operation carried out in the 
Balkans, the Ottoman Navy entered the Adriatic Sea between 1463 and1479 and the Venetians 
resisted in the Adriatic Sea and captured the islands of Zanta, Crete and Cyprus in order to squeeze 
the Ottoman Empire in other regions. Although Sultan Mehmet the Conqueror organized an 
amphibious operation on this island to capture Rhodes, he could not seize this island, which was 
strongly defended. 

During the Bayezid the second period (1481-1512), naval operations in the west were cut as from 
1479, and a serious shipbuilding project was initiated to strengthen the Ottoman Navy. Relying on 
the balance established in the West during this period, the Ottomans started to advance towards the 
East and South, and they started the struggle with the Mamelukes who held Egypt between 1481 
and1491. In the early 1500s, the strongest Western fleet in the Mediterranean was the Venetian 
fleet of 25-30 Galleons (Galley) and was stuck in the Adriatic Sea and could not pose a threat to 
the Ottoman Empire. The Ottomans, who agreed with the Mamluks in 1512, participated in 
operations in the Red Sea in 1513 to support the Mamluks against the Portuguese operating in the 
Indian Ocean. This is a practice that shows that the Ottomans started to pursue a global strategy 
and used their sea power in this global strategy. 

Some researchers claim that even though the Ottomans gained sea dominance in the Mediterranean, 
they could not benefit much from sea trade, they gave the westerners some concessions, gave the 
sea trade under their control, and that they were not interested in trade export and that they 
established a commercial system based on import. This claim seems correct at first sight. However, 
when the economy of the 15th and 16th centuries is considered, they overlook that the Ottomans 
controlled a large land area and trade routes between Europe and Asia (Figure 2) and kept the state 
alive with the fees, charges and taxes coming from these regions. The Ottomans obtained the 
equivalent and even more of the revenues that the Westerners obtained from the sea trade with fees 
and charges. 

FIGURE 2. Trade Roots in the Mediterranean; Genoese (red) and Venetian (green) maritime trade 
routes in the Mediterranean (Wikiwand, 2020) 

The "Repubbliche Marinare" (Maritime republics) of Amalfi, Gaeta, Venice, Genoa, Ancona, Pisa 
and Ragusa developed their own empires in the Mediterranean shores. The Islamic states had never 
been major naval powers, and trade from the east to Europe was soon in the hands of Italian traders, 
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especially the Genoese and the Venetians, who profited immensely from it. The Republic of Pisa 
and later the Republic of Ragusa used diplomacy to further trade 

Again, with a wrong evaluation, they claim that the Ottomans did not have a serious naval operation 
in the Mediterranean, they carried out piracy and carried out hit-and-run operations. There were no 
permanent sea fleets of the countries in the Mediterranean between the 14th and 16th centuries, 
and the people called pirates are gathered under the name of the fleet. Pirates do not act 
independently as it is thought, they live under the auspices of a certain state and by paying tribute 
to that state, prince, and knight. Pirates do not have secret lairs, shelters, or caves; their ships lie in 
the ports of the state under their patronage and market the goods they seize there. As required by 
the day, the Ottoman also applied the same method in a certain period. 

The arrival of these Muslim veterans, which we can call the "second generation" of pirates, to the 
region [to the Western Mediterranean] has changed the difficult balance. As a matter of fact, the 
military experience of this second generation, which produced important leaders such as Hızır, 
Oruç, Turgut, Salih, Aydın, Kurdoğlu, Muslihiddin, Çifut Sinan, could not be compared with that 
of the novice scholars. In addition to proving themselves as Admirals at sea, they also commanded 
armies on land (Merouche, 2007). In hit-and-run operations, there are actually "Cursor-oriented" 
or "Random Patrol" operations, and the purpose of these operations has been to prevent ships that 
do not pay tribute or carry a country flag on the opposite side from benefiting from the maritime 
trade. This method gradually disappeared as the Law of the Sea (Freedom of the Sea - Mare 
Liberum) rules came into effect. 

Apart from trade, pirate ships were also used for other jobs such as transporting passengers and 
providing protection to ships (Gürkan, 2020). For example, the bourgeois (a kind of galleon) that 
came out of Tunisia, carried pilgrims between Istanbul and Cairo and returned from here by loading 
vegetables and Indian fabric (Sacerdoti, 1937), and when they were returning from the influx of 
Algerian pirates, they filled their ships with müdeccels (Spanish Muslims living under Catholic 
rule) to the extent possible. (Haedo, 2018). It has also been observed that Pirate ships protect 
merchant ships. Turbet-Delot (1993) states that infidel ship owners of Marseille have entrusted 
their ships to Turkish Pirates. Du Paradis says that the Chiefs, who lost their jobs and retired, were 
guiding European merchant ships. 

In the 16th and 17th centuries, piracy was accepted as a legal institution and not as banditry. Pennell 
(1989) divided this institution into 2 groups; The corsair’s role is economic and the Privateers their 
role is political. What is expected from corsairs is to bring wheat, slaves and money to the port 
(Gürkan, 2020). Pirates are controlled by the states to which they are affiliated. Dan (2019) 
describes the processor of this system as follows; A person who wanted to be a pirate would first 
take an exam and be appointed as Reis (Chief). In addition, Kapudan [Kapudanı Derya], who was 
the head of the state fleet, had to obtain a piracy license (Belhamissi, 1986). It was essential for our 
pirates to obtain a passport from the European consuls in the port before they set out on a voyage 
(Gürkan, 2020). 

3.4. Rise and Stagnation Periods 
In 1516, the pirates who came under Ottoman command started to operate in Algerian waters. 
During the reign of Yavuz Sultan Selim, Syria, Palestine, and Egypt were captured in 1517. Thus, 
almost all the Eastern Mediterranean coasts came under Ottoman rule. 

During the reign of Suleiman, the Magnificent, Rhodes, Crete and Cyprus islands were captured, 
and all critical passages of the Eastern Mediterranean were taken under Ottoman control. The 
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Preveza Victory in the Ionian Sea in 1538 registered Turkish domination in the Eastern and Central 
Mediterranean. These achievements in the West prepared the appropriate political and military 
ground for the Ottoman Empire's campaigns in the East direction. The Ottomans, taking advantage 
of this superiority they established in the Mediterranean, organized several voyages in the East 
over Iran between 1548 and 1566. 

However, the enlargement activities of the Turks in the Mediterranean and Central Europe did not 
stop. In 1550, taking advantage of the conflict between the dynasties in Europe, the Ottomans 
launched a ground operation to Austrian territory under the control of the Habsburg dynasty. In 
coordination with this, in 1551, Turgut Reis captured Tripoli (Libya), which was under the control 
of the Saint John Knights and used as a base by the Italian and Spanish Navy. 

These developments brought the Ottomans and the French closer to each other. France left Spain 
and the Italians alone. In the Mediterranean basin, the habit of establishing a "religion-based" 
alliance was coming to an end, a new "political interest-oriented" policy was emerging. This was 
the end of the Crusades, after which the Christian World was moving to a system of cooperation 
based on the interests of nations rather than religious alliances. As a result of this relationship, the 
French and Ottoman Navy carried out a joint amphibious raid to the island of Corsica. Western 
countries, which could not stand against the Turks in the Mediterranean, had to shift their maritime 
trade to Ocean areas. 

In 1555-56 the function of the Habsburgs in the Holy Roman German Empire came to an end. This 
new situation gave the Ottomans a great freedom of movement both in Central Europe and in the 
Mediterranean. However, the Turks were aware of their developments in the Atlantic and moved 
towards the western Mediterranean coasts to follow this new development. In 1558, Piyale Pasha 
attacked the Balearic Islands (Spain) with 100 ships. In response, the Spaniards attacked the island 
of Djerba, just west of Tripoli, which was held by the Turks, in 1560. However, the Spaniards lost 
too many ships and 10,000 sailors here.   

The Ottomans built around 100 new ships between 1563-64 to improve their naval power. The 
island of Malta, ruled by the Knights of Saint John, was a critical point in the Central 
Mediterranean. The Ottomans organized an amphibious expedition with a fleet of 180 ships and 
40,000 soldiers in May 1565 to capture this island, which prevented their movement in the east-
west direction. They could not capture this well fortified island, fortified with 16,000 additional 
soldiers. Here, the valuable Turkish Admiral Turgut died in the siege. The Ottomans, who could 
not be successful here, continued their dominance in the Mediterranean between 1568 and 1570 by 
organizing continuous raids in the Mediterranean basin. In 1569, the Beylerbeyi of Algeria 
captured Tunisia, in 1570 Cyprus, the critical island of the Eastern Mediterranean, was taken. The 
Westerners (Spaniards, Ragua, Venice, Genoa), who were disturbed by this expansion policy of 
the Ottomans, formed a large fleet of 208 ships. This fleet encountered the Turkish fleet of 230 
ships under the command of Piyale Pasha in Lepanto (İnebahtı). The two sides lost 150,000 people. 
The Ottoman Empire lost most of its Navy here. Taking advantage of this loss of the Ottoman 
Navy, the Joint European Fleet attacked the Peloponnese Peninsula in 1571 and achieved minor 
success. They took Tunisia back from the Ottomans with their expedition to Tunisia. However, the 
Venetians in 1573 gave up power to this fleet. 

Determined to continue their maritime policy, the Ottomans rebuilt their navies in a very short 
time. The Ottoman Navy started its conquests again in 1574, and Tunisia was taken back in 1574. 
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Until the beginning of the 17th century, Europeans made some attempts to dominate the 
Mediterranean, but they failed (Figure 2) 

 
FIGURE 2: Ottoman Naval Bases after 1574 

The Ottomans, who understood the importance of naval power, started to form a naval power in 
the Caspian Sea during the Ottoman-Iran war that started in 1578 and ended with the conquest of 
Tabriz in 1585 and this fleet started to serve in 1579. 

By 1645, Crete was dominated by the Venetians of. Dominating this island, the Venetians and 
Genoese were able to conduct a wide range of action in the Aegean Sea and prevented the Ottoman 
Empire's dominance in the Aegean. Crete had become a base and shelter for pirate ships, especially 
by the pirates of Malta. The pirates were marketing their spoils on the island of Crete. The Ottomans 
also seemed to have accepted this situation. Encouraged by this situation, Maltese pirates started 
to operate at Kassos-Karpathos pass, which was the exit gates of the Aegean Sea and attacked 
Ottoman ships. The island of Crete posed a serious threat to the Ottoman maritime transport 
between the Anatolian and Aegean coasts and the African coast. In addition, the Ottoman Empire 
made an important strategic decision in the face of the Genoese and Venetian attacks to the 
Ottoman coasts by sea using Crete as a base. If Crete was taken, the Aegean Sea connecting the 
Empire to the Mediterranean would be fully secured. It took place in The first year of operation 
against Crete started in 1645. The fight for the capture of Crete continued for 24 years in the form 
of naval battles and amphibious operations against the island around the Aegean Sea and the island 
of Crete. In 1656, the Venetian Navy surrounded the entrance to the Dardanelles. Venice and 
Genoese were supported openly or implicitly by other Christian countries. The Wars of Crete, 
which lasted until the conquest of Heraklion in 1669 It has been one of the longest wars it has 
conducted for a century. 
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FIGURE 3. The Ottoman Empire in the Late Seventeenth Century (Princton.edu, 2020) 

During the Ottoman-Russian War that started in 1677, the Ottoman Navy provided an important 
support to the land operation and kept the Black Sea under control. In 1681, the western shores of 
the Dnieper River came under Ottoman rule. 

In 1686, Russia declared war on the Ottoman state. Although this war, which lasted for 14 years, 
continued against Russia as much as 1695, because of the war against the Ottomans in Austria, 
Poland, and the Venetians (Holy Alliance) in 1696. The Russians captured the Azov Castle and 
landed on the Black Sea coast. This war ended with the Istanbul Agreement in 1700 and the 
Russians now gained a solid land in the Black Sea. The Ottoman Navy, dealing with the Venetian 
and Austrian navy in the Mediterranean, could not support the operation in the Black Sea. 

The Ottoman Empire, which lost the Peloponnese and Hungary because of the defeat in the 
Ottoman-Holy Alliance Wars, decided to change the balance of power. The Ottoman Empire, 
which won the Prut War with Russia in 1711, this time decided to use its luck in the Mediterranean. 
The Orthodox Peloponnese people were unhappy with their new ruler, the Catholic Venetians, and 
wanted to re-enter Ottoman rule. The Ottoman Empire declared war on the Venetians in 1714. The 
Ottoman Armies took Modon, Koron and Navarin in 1715 and entered the Peloponnese. After 
Austria demanded the return of the Morea to the Venetian Republic, the Ottoman Empire refused 
this request and declared war on Austria. As a result of this war that lasted until 1718, the 
Peloponnese and Dalmatian coasts were taken back from Venice. 

During the 1768-1774 Ottoman-Russian War, with the help of the British, the Russian Navy in the 
Baltic Sea was sent to the Mediterranean. The Russian navy went to war with the Ottoman navy 
between Cape Çeşme and Chios near İzmir. In this war, which took place between 5-7 July 1770, 
the Russian navy defeated the Ottomans. After this incident, the Russian navy remained in the 
Aegean Sea between 1770 and 1774. They came to Çeşme Port twice in 1772 and 1774 and bombed 
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the city. The Ottomans, who were defeated by the Russians, left the North Caucasus, Crimea and 
Southern Ukraine to Russia with the Treaty of Kucuk Kaynarca (Kuchuk-Kainarji)... In this defeat, 
it is accepted that the Navy was not in competent hands and the naval power was used like a land 
army. 

They again went to war with Russia to reclaim the territories lost by the Ottomans in 1774, 
especially Crimea, from the Russians. The Russians surrounded Özi from land and sea in 1788. 
Both the Ottoman Army and the Ottoman navy trying to break the siege from the sea failed. The 
Ottomans could not show a presence against the Russian navy, which was superior in terms of the 
number of ships and technological quality in the Özi Castle Naval Battles. The Kerch and Tendra 
naval battles also ended with the rule of the Russians. Towards the end of the war, the Sea Battle 
of Cape Kaliakra with the Russian fleet landing on the Bulgarian shores in 1792 was inconclusive. 
During this period, the admirals managing the naval power were of high quality, but technology 
won the war, not strategy. At the end of this war, the Russians gained strategic superiority in the 
Black Sea and the activities of the Ottoman navy in the Black Sea were severely restricted. 

However, we can say that despite the existence of many naval forces and most of the time they 
were gathered under an alliance, the Mediterranean Sea between 1590 and 1800 was controlled by 
the Turkish navy and its pirates to a large extent. 

The dominance of the Ottoman Naval Power in the Mediterranean was completely lost after the 
Naval War of 20 October 1827. The Ottoman Fleet, which consisted of wooden ships and could 
not adapt itself to modern technology, was largely destroyed in Navarin and could not recover after 
this date. However, we can definitely say that despite the existence of many naval forces and most 
of the time they were gathered under an alliance, the Mediterranean Sea between 1590 and1800 
was provided by the Turkish navy and its pirates who came under their command to a large extent. 
Ottomans applied three forms of control of Sea Lines of Communications (SLOC) as Sea 
Command, Sea Control and Sea Denial operations depending upon force comparison between them 
and other naval forces in in the Mediterranean. 

During the Crimean War in 1853, the Russian Black Sea Navy dealt a heavy blow to the Ottoman 
navy in Sinope. The raid also changed the political picture, Britain and France entered the Black 
Sea, and the joint navy of the Ottomans entered the Black Sea, and the Crimean War began, in 
which the Russians were defeated. 

During the Balkan War of 1912-1913, Hamidiye Cruiser under the command of Senior Lieutenant 
Rauf Orbay conducted a seven and a half month raid operation in the Aegean and the Mediterranean 
to split the Greek Navy. Although this operation did not affect the outcome of the war, it was 
watched with attention and appreciation by all the sailors around the world (Naval Forces 
Command, 2020).  

4. CONCLUSION  
During the establishment and expansion period, after taking control of small principalities in 
Anatolia, the Ottomans understood the need for a naval power to support their strategy as they plan 
to expand into the Balkans, consisting of small and quarrelling feudal principalities, For this 
purpose, they start to capture critical ports and islands in the Northern Aegean, and organized the 
expeditions through West.  

In the conquest of Istanbul, the Navy was used to support the siege, and it was strictly prevented 
from Venice or Genoese to support Byzantium by sea. After the seizure of both sides of the 
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Bosporus, a full sea dominance was achieved in the Black Sea, and the powerful maritime countries 
of the time, Venice, and Genoese, were completely prevented from entering the Black Sea. 

As a result of the Ottomans shifting their domination areas to the Balkans, the Middle East and the 
Caucasus, they began to control the Silk Road connecting Europe to Asia. Establishing sea control 
in the Black Sea and the Mediterranean, which is an alternative to this route, indicates that the 
Ottomans achieved a harmony between their land and sea strategies in the beginning period; shows 
that they evaluate the naval power very well within the general strategy of the state. 

Conqueror Sultan Mehmet was not satisfied with this, and by establishing a large shipyard in 
Istanbul, he improved the quality and quantity of the Navy. This effort has also been supported by 
foreign policy moves. The Conqueror gave capitulations (privileges) to the British and tried to form 
an alliance against Venice and the Genoese. As a result, the powerful seafaring countries of that 
time, Venice, and Genoese, prevented them from entering the Aegean Sea. This naval strategy 
initiated by the Conqueror was fully implemented during the reign of Yavuz Sultan Selim and 
Suleiman the Magnificent, and Turks became the dominant nation first in the East and then in the 
Western Mediterranean. 

After taking the trade routes under control, the new strategy of the Ottoman state was to establish 
a healthy economic system to support the "future expansion" policies. For this purpose, the 
Ottomans gave importance to trade and therefore to sea trade. The purpose of the Ottoman naval 
operation carried out in this period was not for "gazavat or jihad", but to control the maritime trade 
routes in order to sustain a strong economy. 

The Turks understood that critical ports and critical passages had to be captured to maintain sea 
control. For this purpose, they successfully implemented the Land-Sea Joint (amphibious) 
operation, which is difficult to realize even today. In 1462, Limni Island was captured by an 
amphibious operation. Later, Rhodes, Crete, Cyprus, and Djerba Islands were passed through 
Taranto amphibious operations, and all critical passages of the Eastern Mediterranean were taken 
under Ottoman control. 

Westerns claim that even though the Ottomans gained sea dominance in the Mediterranean, they 
could not benefit much from sea trade, they gave the westerners some concessions, gave the sea 
trade under their control, and that they were not interested in exports, and that they established a 
commercial system based on import. However, when the economy of the 15th and 16th centuries 
is considered, they overlook that the Ottomans controlled a large land area and trade routes between 
Europe and Asia and kept the state alive with the fees, charges and taxes coming from these regions. 
The Ottomans obtained the equivalent and even more of the revenues that the Westerners obtained 
from the sea trade with fees and charges. 

Another claim is that the Ottomans did not conducted real serious operations in the Mediterranean 
but carried out piracy and carried out hit-and-run operations.  There are no permanent sea fleets of 
other Mediterranean countries in the between the 14th and 17th centuries, and the people we call 
pirates are gathered under the name of naval fleet in case of need. The Pirates serving the Ottoman 
Empire did not act independently as thought, but under the auspices of a certain state and provide 
taxes and duties to that state.  

However, we can say that despite the existence of many naval forces and most of the time they 
were gathered under an alliance, the Mediterranean Sea was controlled by the Turkish navy and its 
pirates to a large extent between 1590 and 1800. Treaty of Peace and Amity, Signed at Algiers 
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September 5, 1795 is the significant evident to prove Turkish existence in the Western 
Mediterranean.  

Ottomans applied three forms of control of Sea Lines of Communications (SLOC) as  

Command at Sea, Sea Control and Sea Denial operations depending upon force comparison 
between them and other naval forces in in the Mediterranean. 

The dominance of the Ottoman Naval Power in the Mediterranean was completely lost after the 
Navarino Battle in 1827. The Ottoman Fleet which consisted of wooden ships and could not adapt 
itself to modern technology, was largely destroyed in Navarin and could not recover after this date. 

There is a saying attributed to the German Professor Fritz Neumark; "If you remove the Turk from 
history, there will be no history". However, unfortunately, Turks could not take an active role in 
the writing of World History. It is also clear that those who write history generally look at events 
from their own windows. Our own researchers, academics, who study our history based on foreign 
sources, rely heavily on these biased sources. For this reason, there were even those who made 
evaluations that mean "Turks have never been a maritime nation", "There is no Turkish Maritime 
History". It is time to write our own maritime history by making use of the state archives. 
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1983 Tunis et Alger au XVIIIe siècle (La Bibliothèque arabe) (French Edition) Sinband Publisher, 
ISBN-10: 272740087X   ISBN-13: 978-2727400875 

Deniz Kuvvetleri Komutanlığı (Naval Forces Command) 



RENKLİ ÜST BİLGİ / HEADER 
  
 
 

52 
 

2020 Hamidiye Kruvazörü. (Hamidiye Cruiser) https://www.dzkk.tsk.tr/Genel/icerik/hamidiye-
kruvazoru#Accessed 14 February 2021 

Gürkan E. S. 

2020 Sultanın Korsanları, Osmanlı Akdeniz’inde Gaza, Yağma, Esaret 1500-1700, Kronik 
Kitap:76 (Sultan's Pirates, Gaza, Looting, Captivity in the Ottoman Mediterranean 1500-1700, 
Chronic Book: 76) İstanbul ISBN: 978-975-2430-79-92 

Haedo D.  

2018 Topographia, E Historia General De Argel, Repartida En Cinco Tradados, Do Se Veran Casos 
Estraños, Muertes Espantosas, Y Tormentos Exquisitos, Que ... En La Christiandad ... (Spanish 
Edition) Wentworth Press ISBN-10: 0274580284 ISBN-13: 978-0274580286 

Hattendorf J.B. 

2000 Naval Policy and Strategy in the Mediterranean, Frank Cass, Londra, ISBN 0 7146 8054 0 

Henrikson A. (1997). Through the Age: an illustrated Chronicle of events from 2000s to 
present,Galley Press ISBN: 0-86136-650-6 

Baer W.B. 

1996 One Hundred Years of Sea Power (US NAVY, 1890-1990), Stanford University Press, 
California, ISBN 08047-2794-5 

Jorga N., (2009): Osmanlı İmparatorluğu Tarihi (History of the Ottoman Empire), Yeditepe 
Publishing House, Istanbul ISBN975-6480-17-3 

Liveyiz W.E. 

1979): Naval Force According to Mahan (Mahana Gore Deniz Gücü), Harp Akademileri Basımevi 
(War Academies Printing House) , Yeditepe Yayınevi, İstanbul ISBN975-6480-17-3  

Lemnouar Merouche L 

2007 Recherches sur l’Algérie à l’époque ottomane. II. La course, mythes et réalité, Paris, 
Bouchène, 5th Edition ISBN-13: 978-2912946959 

Pennell C. R. (1989). Piracy and Diplomacy in Seventeenth-Century North Africa: The Journal of 
Thomas Baker, English Consul in Tripoli, 1677-1685, Fairleigh Dickinson University Press; ISBN-
13: 978-0838633021 

Princton.edu 

The Ottoman Empire in the Late Seventeenth Century https://commons.princeton.edu/mg/the-
ottoman-empire-in-the-late-seventeenth-century/  Accessed 13 March 2020 

Sacerdoti A. 

1937"Africa overo Barbaria: relazione al doge di Venezia sulle reggenze di Algeri e di Tunisi del 
dragomanno Gio. Batta Salvago (1625), Pubblicazione: CEDAM, Padova, Bibliografia Nazionale 
- 1936 9781 
Stopford, M. 

2009 Maritime Economics, 3rd Edition, Taylor & Francis e-Library ISBN 0-203-89174-0  



RENKLİ ÜST BİLGİ / HEADER 
  
 
 

53 
 

Tarakçı, N.  

2011 Türkler denizci mi? (Are the Turks Mariners?), Vira Dergisi (Vira Magazine, August 2011)  
İstanbul, ISSN 9 771305 560704 

The Barbary Treaties 1786-1816. (1795). (Amerika Birleşik Devletleri ile Osmanlı Devleti 
arasında Cezayir Barış Anlaşması) Treaty of Peace and Amity, Signed at Algiers September 5, 
1795 https://avalon.law.yale.edu/18th_century/bar1795t.asp  Accessed 14 March 2021 

Turbet-Delof G. 

1973  L'afrique Barbaresque Dans la Litterature Francaise aux XVIe et XVIIe Siecles (Histoire 
Des ID) ISBN-10: 2600035249 ISBN-13: 978-2600035248 

Wikiwand  

2020 History of the Mediterranean region, Late Middle Ages,  
https://www.wikiwand.com/en/History_of_the_Mediterranean_region Accessed 13 March 2020 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



RENKLİ ÜST BİLGİ / HEADER 
  
 
 

54 
 

BÜLENT SÖZER (Keynote Speaker) 
Prof. h.c. Dr. in Pîrî Reis University  

Faculty of Law 

Director of Maritime Law Research Center 

Tuzla, İstanbul 

Visiting Fellow, Institute of International Shipping Law, Swansea University 

bulent@bulentsozer.com 

 

KEYNOTE SPEECH 
 

Chairman of the Board of Trustees, 

Rector of the University,   

Ladies and Gentlemen, 

It is a great pleasure as well as a privilege to make this speech. I am deeply honoured.  

I would like to express my feelings of gratitude to Prof. Dr. Erol ERDOGAN, the Rector of the 
University and the esteemed President Admiral ATAÇ of the International Scientific Committee 
and honourable members, for allowing me to address this prestigious congregation. 

Permit me to begin with a brief tour of the Mediterranean. 

I am not a historian, I do not possess any formal diploma on history. I teach Maritime Law. I will, 
therefore, only express what instinctively comes to my mind when Mediterranean is mentioned. 

A see, surrounded by three Continents and connecting, uniting these Continents. Other continents 
are surrounded by seas, in the case of Mediterranean, the sea is surrounded by the continents. 

Mediterranean, when looked from this perspective, looks like imprisoned between these three 
continents, and searched for a way out; made an attempt towards north through Aegean and tried 
Dardanelles and Bosphorus to reach the Black Sea; but alas, to no avail, yet again remained captive. 

However, when one becomes more familiar with the Mediterranean, one begins to realise that it 
does not much look like a prisoner of the surrounding continents; far from it, it is itself a continent 
in its own right, a Liquid Continent. Connecting three continents, not merely continents, but several 
cultures, several civilisations. A huge platform, a huge crossroads actually, through which so many 
cultures, civilisations intermingled with each other and interchanged ideas, thoughts and 
philosophies. 

Mediterranean looks like or rather was in fact designed to serve as the cradle of cultures. 

One finds it difficult to count one by one how many states, how many civilisations, cultures were 
born, sprang into life, flourished along its shores. The various ways which the inhabitants, the 
Mediterraneans, have navigated it, have used it for purposes one cannot count and cannot even 
imagine.  It was serving as a vast passageway, uniting the three continents; used so frequently, so 
incessantly, so densely.  
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The Mediterranean gave birth to three great empires: Egypt, Rome, and Ottoman Empire. 

The Mediterranean was home to three major religions: Judaism, Christianity and Islam. 

The Mediterranean served as the cradle to two most important values of humanity, speaking more 
properly to two values, two distinguishing essentials that transformed, indeed promoted homo 
erectus to human being par excellence: Philosophy and Law. 

Greeks contributed philosophy to human beings and Rome contributed law. 

Referring to a statement, or rather a confession, by a prominent philosopher: The safest general 
characteristics of the European philosophical tradition is that, it consists of a series of footnotes 
to Plato1.  
As to law, please allow me to clarify my point: No doubt all the states, small or big; bearing impact 
on the history or not, had rules, but only rules, not laws in the proper sense of the word. There were 
rules by Hammurabi, by Solon, by Pericles ... But not laws of Hammurabi or Solon or Pericles. 
These rules, speaking strictly, were simply orders, dictates by the rulers, and disappeared with the 
rulers.  

But the rules created by the Romans were not rules dictated on the whims of the occasion, but rules 
of law, as law is still understood today. They were rules made by the lawyers, the jurists; thought 
of, developed, written down systematically; starting from 451-449 BC.: i.e. Laws of XII Tables, 
carved on huge copper plates and displayed in the Forum, for all the citizens to read and learn.  

Law, as conceived in the contemporary world, was invented by the ancient Romans2. 

Rulers established their organisations as they thought fit and appointed such persons again as they 
thought fit to enforce their rules.  

But, the Romans created particular, separate state organs to make laws and defined their functions 
and duties; formed law enforcement agencies, i.e. courts, defining the duties and powers of the 
judges. 

To be more precise, one may safely claim that law became institutionalised first in Rome.    

In no university rules of Solon or Pericles are taught; but Roman Law is still one of the major 
subjects in all the law schools, including the law schools in the United States, where the national 
legal system was not even inspired by the Roman law. 

No need to emphasise that the present legal systems of almost all the states in Europe as well as 
the legal system of the European Union itself, are based on Roman Law, transmitted by the 
endeavors of the Glossators and Post-Glossators, origin of which was Corpus Iuris Civilis, a 
heritage of Emperor Iustinianus. 

Corpus Iuris Civilis was written in the capital city of the Eastern Roman Empire, i.e. the Byzantian 
Empire, itself a Mediterranean State; actually in a palace not far from here, by the lawyers working 
under Tribonianus, the Quaestor Sacri Palatii for Emperor Iustinianus, when drafting the Corpus 
Iuris Civilis during 529-534.  

                                                 
1 Alfred North WHITEHEAD (1861-1947), Process and Reality, Cambridge 1929, p. 5; cited by 
J.M. ROBERTS, The Penguin History of Europe, London 1997, p. 25.   
2 Aldo SCHIAVONE, The Invention of Law in the West, (translated by J. Carden and A. Sugar), 
Harvard University Press, 2012, p. 3. 
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What is even more meaningful … İstanbul, confirming what I have said couple of minutes ago, 
served as the cradle of contemporary Civil Law systems of European states, providing, at least a 
modest, inspiration to the Common Law also. The Corpus Iuris Civilis, was the main and rather 
the only source of inspiration the Glossators and Post-Glassators turned towards in their efforts to 
revive the Roman Law during 10th and 11th centuries.    

Corpus Iuris Civilis, even after this period, was never ignored by the scholars who we now recall 
and respect as the founders of the modern Civil Law systems.  

I trust, therefore, it should not be an exaggeration or overstatement to say that the keel for the 
modern European law was first laid in a Mediterranean country. 

Please kindly allow me to add that in the place where the Palace of Emperor Iustinianus was; now 
is the Central Campus of the Istanbul University, which also houses the Istanbul Faculty of Law. 

Not quite finished, not yet! Not every person becomes involved with law, and those interested in 
philosophy are even less. However, the Mediterranean also furnished something that attracts the 
attention of almost every person, one particular phenomenon that dominates the whole world … 
Sports. The Pan-Hellenic Games, organised first in 776 BC., being the origin of the modern 
Olympics. The ancient Greeks themselves, even then, attached such a huge importance to this event 
that they began their chronology with 776 BC. 

Now a couple of words on sea itself and the Mediterranean.  

The sea gave inspiration to human beings and led human beings towards creating rules for survival. 
Sea gave human beings life, nourishment, wealth; compelled human beings to learn, gave them the 
idea/culture to look beyond what is seen and explore what is unseen. Sea was and still is a major 
educator compelling us to try to learn and understand what is not apparent to the naked eye. Alas, 
gradually, human beings started to destruct, demolish almost annihilate, not entirely an unexpected 
mode of behaviour, if one even for a moment looks back and remembers the destructive capacity 
of human beings, this unbelievably rich resource of life, which gives without asking for something 
in return or as a pre-condition. It is not necessary to till or sow, as we should to receive returns 
from the ground. The sea is always fertile, always ready to feed; therefore, much more generous 
than the Mother Earth .. as long as it is not destroyed. 

One but cannot dispute the enormous capacity of the sea to educate human beings. Being alone 
between the sea and the sky with never ending horizons, which are always ever too far … Men 
received many many lessons from the sea.  

Rhodes Island was a cradle of many rules regulating seafaring and maritime affairs. Digesta, the 
major book of the Corpus Iuris Civilis, in chapter XIV.2.9. includes a decree by Emperor Titus 
Aurelius Antoninus (86-161 (A.D.), emp. 138-161 (A.D.) or more popularly known as Antoninus 
Pius, that disputes involving shipping and maritime matters shall be resolved in accordance with 
the laws of Rhodes, as long as they do not contravene the rules of Roman Law. 

Let me conclude by quoting a dictum also by Antoninus Pius: I, indeed am Lord of the World, but 
the Law is Lord of the Sea. 
With most sincere regards, and heartfelt thanks for your attention and patience. 
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OTTOMAN SEA POWER AND MALTA DURING THE SIEGE OF 1565 

 

The decision to attack Malta was taken by Suleyman in October 1564.  Preparations began in 
earnest. On 25 Rebiyülahir 972 [30th November 1564]1  Suleyman sent a firman to Turgut Reis, 
asking him to join Mustafa Paşa on the Malta campaign. 

Turgut’s job was to protect the Ottoman fleet during the siege of the Malta fortress and to prevent 
any assistance coming from Sicily, thus cutting off any aid to the besieged Christians. 

Turgut, in whose ample strength and valour the Sultan had full confidence, was being asked to be 
present in Malta, to protect the flanks of Mustafa’s forces and Piyale’s navy and to impede any 
relief coming from the open sea to relieve and assist the Christian “infidels” in the Malta fortress. 

The Malta Seferine Defter makes reference a number of times to the Christian reinforcements that 
would potentially come from the direction of Messina. 

In order to achieve these aims, Turgut was asked to assemble for the campaign, without any delay, 
all the kalyatas and caulked vessels to be found in his area, together with all the levend captains 

who were under his sphere of influence. Once they arrived in Malta, Turgut and all the vessels 
under his command were to join the Imperial navy and protect it from any possible enemy assault.  

In reality, instead of arriving earlier in Malta, Turgut and his men arrived around ten days after the 
Ottoman fleet had arrrived in Malta. 

Süleyman was not only issuing orders to Turgut but he was also banking on his great experience, 
as the governor of Tripoli was very well versed in the environs of the Maltese islands and therefore 
could make important strategic suggestions regarding the invasion of Malta, thus making the 
conquest of the Malta fortress a successful one.  

A few days later, on 30 Rebiyülahir 972 (around 4th December 1564) the Sultan entrusted his 
messenger, the çavuş Ramadan, with a command to be given to the beylerbeyi of Karaman.  In 
this decree Süleyman informed the governor that he had already taken the decision to send an 
armada that comprised many warships to occupy the island of Malta. In view of this, he had 
therefore ordered the governors of Aksaray, Niğde and Kırşehir, three provinces in this 
central Anatolian region, to round up all their districts’ subaşı and sipahi assigned to the fleet 
and to go over to Boğaz Hisarı, the Dardanelles Castle, on the Anatolian side in order to join the 
Ottoman Imperial Navy on its way to Malta. 

                                                 
1As calender convertor, I am utilising the one by the Turkish Historical Association: 
http://www.ttk.gov.tr/index.php?Page=Sayfa&No=385 
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It is interesting to note that it was Süleyman’s preoccupation that all these combatants were to 
be ready for action before the beginning of spring.  In fact, after insisting that the troops should be 
perfectly equipped with battle gear and the appropriate weapons, they were to be present at the said 
location prior to the start of the spring season, ready to join the Imperial fleet.   

The Albanian connection 
After having communicated in December with Turgut Reis in Tripoli, Süleyman turned his 
attention to his commanders in Albania. Two commands were sent out on the 25 Cemaziyelâhir 
972 (28th January 1565), respectively to Hasan Ağa, the commander of the azaps of Avlonya, i. e. 
Vlorë, and to Şa’bân Bey, the Governor of İlbasan.  The Sultan ordered the first to put to sea and 
to meet up together with the rest of the Imperial fleet. The seamen under his command were to 
prepare two eighteen seater kalyatas for the Malta campaign and to provide for their provisioning 
for the voyage.1   

The days of 11 and 12 Cemaziyelâhir 972 (14th and 15th January 1565) proved to be indeed very 
busy ones for Suleyman. No less than twenty two commands were sent out to twenty two governors 
of different provinces ordering them to prepare their troops for the upcoming Malta campaign.     

Some of these orders pinpointed the different places, en route to Malta, where the various governors 
and the troops of their region were to join Mustafa Paşa and the Imperial fleet. The governor of 
İlbasan was to meet up in Modon, that of Çirmen (Greek, Ormenio) was to present himself in 
Gelibolu, today’s Gallipoli, while Ali Bey, the governor of Selanik (Greek, Thessaloniki), Ali 
Portuk Bey, the governor of Rodos, the unnamed governor of Inebahtı (Lepanto) and Mehmed Bey, 
the governor of Agrıboz (Negroponte), were all to gather in Agrıboz to join the Imperial fleet.2 

Governor of Midilli –entrusted with provisions and equipment on Royal Galleys 
The governor of Midilli (Greek, Mytiline, Lesbos), Mehmed Bey, was ordered to round up the 
soldiers of his district and also to ensure that the hassa kadırga3  were well provisioned and 
equipped before the departure for Malta in Spring.  On the other hand, Mehmed Bey, the governor 
of Agrıboz, Mehmed Bey, the governor of Hamid ili (Greek, Baris), Gülabi Bey, the governor of 
Karasi, Veli Bey, the governor of Bolu, Ahmed Bey, the governor of Teke ili (today’s Antalya) 
and Mustafa Bey, the governor of Aydın, were all ordered to present themselves in their respective 
districts together with their commanders and sipahi.4 
Around 29 Cemaziyelâhir 972 (1st February 1565) the Sultan sent a second command to Hasan 
Paşa, the beylerbeyi of Algiers, in which he highlighted the real motives behind the attack on 
Malta.   Basically the Knights of the Order of St. John were proving to be a big thorn in the 
side of the Ottoman Empire since they were disrupting the trade route between Istanbul, Egypt 
and, consequently, the rest of the Maghreb area.   

The island of Malta had become the headquarters of those whom Süleyman described as 
“infidels”, who had blocked the route utilised by Muslim pilgrims and merchants in the West 
Mediterranean, on their way to Egypt.  So, apart from informing Hasan Paşa of the appointments 
of Mustafa and Piyale Paşa, the Sultan demanded a specific task from him. His task was to muster 

                                                 
1Mühimme Cilt: 6, Entry 566. 
2Mühimme Cilt: 6, Entry 594. 
3The hassa kadırga were the Royal galleys. 
4Mühimme Cilt: 6, Entry 594. 
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as many volunteer sea captains in the area as possible, captains who were willing and ready to take 
part in the Malta Campaign.1  

The whole strategic aim of the Malta campaign is then described in this decree: the intent behind 
the Sultan’s campaign was to conquer and occupy the fortified Castle of Malta held by the infidels, 
a fortress that was described as having very high walls built of solid stone, thus ensuring that the 
Islamic population of the Mediterranean was secured from any harassment at sea forthcoming from 
the Maltese infidels who, until then, had a great deal of control of the surrounding seas.    

Unlike what had happened in Rhodes in 1522, when Süleyman had allowed the Knights of St John 
to depart with all honours, this time the Sultan had completely different intentions.  In fact, from 
this decree it transpires that capturing the Fortress and Island of Malta was simply not enough.  
Mustafa was to ensure that upon victory being delivered to the triumphant soldiers of Islam, this 
was to be followed by total plunder and severe pain being inflicted upon the defeated infidels.2  

It would seem that the now more mature and reflective Sultan had learnt from his previous 
experience with the Knights and was not prepared to repeat his mistake of 1522.  This time, 
his intention was to completely annihilate the members of the Order of St John, thus 
preventing them from setting up shop elsewhere to rebuild the prestige and power for which 
their Order had been renowned for centuries. 

The beginning of the journey to Malta 
The journey from Istanbul to Malta of the impressive armada mustered by Süleyman took 
fifty days to complete.3   

The Ottoman fleet left Istanbul on Thursday 26 Şa’ban 972 [29th March 1565] and anchored 
in front of Yedikule Fortress, in the Istanbul neighbourhood of Fatih.  On the following 
day, it left Yedikule after four o’clock in the morning and arrived at Gelibolu, just after the 
noon prayer. The fleet was caught in a fierce storm and thus had to find refuge in Gelibolu 
harbour, where it was confined for the following three days (Saturday 28 Şa’ban 972 till 
Monday 1 Ramadan 972 [31st March 1565 - 2nd April 1565]).   

Even as the fleet was departing, Süleyman was busy planning out the logistics of the invasion.  One 
very important factor was that of ensuring a constant supply of troops and ammunition to his 
armada.  In order to achieve that aim, Süleyman’s orders set in motion what was the most 
sophisticated and proficient commissariat of its time, that was able to mobilise the vast human and 
material resources of the Empire, turning them into an efficient fighting force and maintaining 
several armies in the field at the same time.   

Therefore, for example, on the day of departure from Istanbul, the 26 Şa’ban 972 [29th March 
1565], he sent a command to the Bey of Selanik highlighting the need for the fleet to be 
supplied with black gunpowder and cannon balls made of stone. The Bey was to ensure 
that when he eventually joined the fleet with half of the gunners under his command he 
was to bring over with him part of the gunpowder and cannon shells that were stored in 
his area of influence, whilst naturally leaving a sufficient amount of ammunition for the 

                                                 
1Mühimme Cilt: 6, Entry 565; Cassola 1994: 19; Cassola-Bostan-Scheben 1998: 97. 
2Mühimme Cilt: 6, Entry 902; Cassola 1994: 21-23; Cassola-Bostan-Scheben 1998: 99. 
3The different stages of the fifty day journey from Istanbul to Malta are to be found in Cassola-
Bostan-Scheben 1998: 128-135. 
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defence of the fortress, to be used by the other half of the gunners who remained in 
Selanik.1 

Another major concern for Süleyman was that of providing sufficient food provisions for his 
troops.  Around the 1 Ramadan 972 [2nd April 1565], when the fleet was in Gelibolu, he issued 
various commands to different Kadıs.  The Kadıs of Yenişehir and Çatalca were informed that previously 
the sancak beyi of Kırşehir, Gazanfer, as well as the kapudan Hacı Maksud from the hassa captains, had 
been sent to their areas in their galleys in order to pick up the peksimet that had been ordered for the 
Imperial fleet. The Kadıs of Yenişehir and Çatalca were to collaborate fully with these two and were to 
do so without any delay.  Süleyman stressed that if they did not deliver the correct amount and if 
they did not respect the time deadline for the loading of these hard biscuits onto the ships, no excuse 
would be accepted.   

Moreover, the two Kadıs were to likewise supply the specified amount of grain without delay to 
Bayezid Reis, who would be collecting it in his barça. Grain and peksimet supplies were an 
important priority for the Sultan and he was continuously stressing this, even by issuing various 
warnings on the punishment he would mete out if things were carried out negligently, without the 
necessary diligence and care. This same command, excluding the part concerning Bayezid Reis, 
was sent to the Kadıs of Ezdin (Greek, Lamia), Livadiye (Greek, Livadeia) and Ağriboz (Greek, 
Euboea).2 

Judging by their geographical location, it is quite evident that the Sultan was ordering food 
provisions from different parts of his empire for his troops serving in the Malta campaign.  In fact, 
while Yenişehir is to be found in the district of Bursa and Çatalca is part of the district of Istanbul, both 
thus being quite near the point of departure of the fleet, Ağriboz is located on the eastern coast of 
Greece and Ezdin, Livadiye and Kalamata are located in Central Grece, Boeotia and the 
Peloponnese respectively.   

Süleyman was therefore trying to ensure that the fleet would be provided with basic food supplies 
all along the route to Malta, via Greece. 

Protecting and reinforcing the armada: from Istanbul to the Peloponnese 
On 2 Ramadan 972 [3rd April 1565], since the harbour in front of Gelibolu was not suitable for 
anchoring because of the strong wind, the fleet moved across to Çardak and anchored there 
temporarily. The following day it returned to Gelibolu.  On Thursday 4 Ramadan 972 [5th April 
1565] the fleet was in the harbour of Yapıldak, in the Çanakkale province, whilst on 5 Ramadan 
972 [6th April 1565] it anchored off the Dardanelles Castle.   

The fleet remained anchored off the Dardanelles Castle for quite some time, i.e. until 10 Ramadan 
972 [11th April 1565].  The day before it departed, on 9 Ramadan 972 [10th April 1565], the 
Tersane Emini, Emin Efendi, went to meet the members of the fleet, which then set out to sea 
before noon on the following day and anchored in the Aegean island of Bozcaada (Greek, 
Tenedos) in the evening.   

On Friday 12 Ramadan 972 [13th April 1565], following the prayers said after sunset, the fleet 
set out on its journey and sailed the whole night and the whole of the following day, passing b y 
the island of Midilli and the safe harbour of Sağrı (Greek, Sigri), on the island of Lesbos.  On 

                                                 
1Cassola-Bostan-Scheben 1998: 325. 
2Cassola-Bostan-Scheben 1998: 325. 
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Saturday 13 Ramadan 972 [14th April 1565], after three o’clock, it arrived at the island of Sakız 
(Greek, Chios) and anchored near the fortress of Gerdenli. The fleet remained at anchor by this 
fortress for two days. 

On Monday 15 Ramadan 972 [16th April 1565] the fleet covered the ten mile distance that 
separated Sakız from Koyun (Greek, Oinousses), that barren cluster of nine little islands, where 
the galleys were greased.  The greasing of the ships continued until Thursday 18 Ramadan 
972 [19th April 1565], when His Highness the Admiral Piyale Paşa returned  to Sakız with the 
galleys that had  already been greased, while the rest of the galleys were left in Koyun under the 
command of the Chief of the Imperial Arsenal, Boli Bey.   

On Friday 19 Ramadan 972 [20th April 1565] Boli Bey also sailed to Sakız and then the whole 
fleet departed from Sakız and anchored at the Cape of  Sakız, 10 miles away from Sakız.   

During the first three weeks of the voyage Süleyman was carefully planning out the defence of the 
Armada’s flanks as it was travelling on its way to Malta. In order to ensure a well organised 
protection in the inter-islands area of the Greek archipelago, he appointed Zaim Hüseyin, the 
kapudan of Kavala, an important port in eastern Macedonia, as a commander of four galleys and 
kalyatas.  The Sultan sent out an order to the kadıs and dizdars in Rumeli and Anadolu, therefore 
both in the European and in the Anatolian part of the Empire, ordering all of them to supply Hüseyin 
with a sufficient number of warriors from the corps of the azaps and castle guards, without any 
delay, if he demanded that of them.1 

The Sultan was also ensuring that even captured prisoners would be enrolled to fight in Malta 
against their fellow Christians.  Such intention is evidenced in the command sent to the kadı, nazı 
and dizdar of Mezistre (Greek, Mystras), which was situated quite near to the ancient town of 
Sparta, in the Peloponnese.  In this command, which was carried by Mustafa Çavuş from the 
çavuşes of the Dergah-ı Mualla, Süleyman referred to 18 Spaniards who had been found in an 
infidel ship destroyed at the harbour of Itali (?) and who were imprisoned in the fortress of Mezistre. 
He demanded that these prisoners be handed over to Mustafa so that they could join the fleet as 
soon as possible. These infidel prisoners were to be protected by a sufficient number of castle 
guards until they actually joined the fleet on its way to Malta.2  

In the meantime, ensuring continuity of food supplies remained always on top of the Sultan’s 
agenda. Another command, this time to Kurd, the emin of Modon, confirms that although 5,000 
kantars of peksimet were still being baked at Modon for the needs of the fleet and were to be 
divided accordingly amongst the different ships, the bakers had not been paid for their work.  
Süleyman was admonishing the emin to send the agreed amount of money over to the kadı of 
Modon without any delay and then the kadı was to immediately give the bakers their dues, ensuring 
that nobody was treated unjustly.  The Sultan also told the Modon emin to prepare a temessük 
indicating the amount of akçe that had been paid out.   

A similar request was made to the nazır of Mora, who was asked to pay the kadı of Arkadiye 
(Greek, Kyparissia) the sum required for the amount of 1,000 kantars of peksimet produced there.3 

The Sultan takes advantage of a decree sent to Hasan Paşa on 3 Ramadan  972 [4th April 1565],  to 
remind the Governor-General of Algeria of Mustafa Paşa’s mission that was intended to conquer 
                                                 
1Cassola-Bostan-Scheben 1998: 327. 
2Cassola-Bostan-Scheben 1998: 329.  
3Cassola-Bostan-Scheben 1998: 329.  
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the Castle and island of Malta and to exhort him to act in protection of the Imperial fleet along the 
coast by ensuring all the necessary assistance to block and destroy any vessels and troops that might 
be coming from the direction of Sicily in aid of the besieged Christians.1 

Protecting and reinforcing the armada: from the Peloponnese to Malta 
Having left the Cape of Sakız on Saturday 20 Ramadan 972 [21st April 1565], after passing the 
island of Andre, the fleet came to Kızılhisar (Greek, Karystos) at noon and anchored there. The 
following day the fleet arrived in the island of Biber (or Pir ?), f rom where it left at seven 
o’clock the following morning, Monday 22 Ramadan 972, [23rd April 1565], to arrive in front 
of the town of Atina (Athens) in the afternoon, where it dropped anchor. 

The fleet stayed in Atina for around five days. On Tuesday 23 Ramadan  972 [24th April 1565] 
3,000 kantars of peksimet were ordered  and two days later Piyale Paşa himself  left early in 
the  morning with a few galleys for Koryos to bring back the biscuits baked there. The distance 
between Atina and Koryos was about forty miles.  Piyale Paşa returned to Atina with the supplies 
in the evening of Friday 26 Ramadan 972 [27th April 1565].   

As regards food provisions, Süleyman had a great deal of foresight.  His command to the kadı of 
Korinos, sent some time at the end of April or at the beginning of May, reveals that he was not only 
concerned with replenishing the fleet on its way to Malta, but was also ensuring that food 
provisions were stocked in preparation for the return journey.   

In fact, the kadı of Korinos was ordered to load the baked peksimet onto ships and to send it to the 
dizdar of the Atina fortress, who was to keep the whole stock of biscuits locked up in a safe place, 
so that it could be loaded onto the ships on the return journey from the Malta campaign. The kadı 
was to get a sealed temessük from the Atina dizdar certifying the correct amount of peksimet put 
into the stores, so that this could be double-checked with the actual amount. 

As for the payment for this peksimet, the Sultan instructed the kadı of Korinos that he should obtain 
the money from the revenues of the mukataas in his area.  He was also to give a temessük to the 
emin of the mukataa, as proof of the amount of money received from him.2 

On Saturday 27 Ramadan [28th April 1565], the fleet anchored in front of Temaşalık whilst the 
following day, at noon, it arrived in the inter-islands region called Çamlica and anchored near 
the fortress of  Termih. It stayed there for only one day and then left again on Monday 29 
Ramadan 972 [30th April 1565].   On this day, the first serious accident prior to arrival in Malta 
was recorded.  In fact, during the voyage from Termih to the Cape of Benefşe (Greek, 
Monemvasia, Malvasya) the barça captained by Habeş Ahmed Reis had crashed into a rock and 
had sunk fast as a result of the damage caused to it.  Consequently, Habeş Ahmed Reis was put in 
reserve.3 These accidents at sea certainly resulted in a considerable number of victims, who are 
reCorded in the Malta Seferine Defteri .   
On Tuesday 30 Ramadan 972 [1st May 1565] the fleet was first in the Cape of Benefşe and then 
moved on to the harbour of Paşa (Greek, Elafonisos), which was ten miles away. The 
following day (Wednesday l Şevval 972 [2nd May 1565]) was Ramadan Bairam, i.e. the 
Muslim festival at the end of “the fasting month”. The fleet therefore remained in the harbour of 

                                                 
1Mühimme Cilt: 6, Entry 972. 
2Cassola-Bostan-Scheben 1998: 331.  
3Cassola-Bostan-Scheben 1998: 135. 
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Paşa.   

On Thursday 2 Şevval 972 [3rd May 1565], it moored in the Cape of Manya, while on the 
following day and Saturday 4 Şevval 972 [5th May 1565] it dropped anchor near the Fortress 
of Koron. On Sunday 5 Şevval 972 [6th May 1565] the fleet was in the whereabouts of the 
Fortress of Modon.   

On Monday 6 Şevval 972 [7th May 1565] the fleet arrived at the fortress of Anavarin. Here, 
Mustafa Paşa disembarked with his imperial tent and rested in it.  The fleet remained in Anavarin 
for a whole week, until Monday 14 Şevval 972 [15th May 1565].  While in Anavarin, on 
Wednesday 9 Şevval 972 [10th May  1565] the Bey of Rodos, Ali Portuk Bey, joined the fleet with 
nine galleys, and the Bey of the sancak of Selanik, Ali Bey, also joined the fleet with his zaims and 
sipahis.  Two days later, on Friday 11 Şevval 972 [12th May 1565], the death of the already 
mentioned Yunus, from the sub-district  of Taşköprü, in the sancak  of Kastamonu, 
was announced.1   

During the period of time spent in Anavarin, the emin  of Mora, Zaim Ali, was 
issued with another order by the Sultan, who instruct ed him to settle the costs 
once and for al l concerning the payment of the 5,250 kantars worth of peksimet that had 
been previously collected from the district of Kalamata, by paying the kadı of Kalamata 
immediately.  The emin of Koron was also ordered not to delay payment to the people who had 
baked and stored in Koron 1,000 kantars of peksimet.  The same command, concerning a similar 
amount of 1,000 kantars of peksimet, was issued to the bey of Mora.2 

On the night of Monday 14 Şevval 972 [15th May 1565], the fleet set out on the last part of its 
journey to Malta only, however, after having put its trust in Allah and praised his prophet 
Muhammed. The fleet was out at sea until Friday 18 Şevval 972 [19th May 1565]. On this day, in 
the forenoon, it sighted Malta and anchored off the island.    

On Saturday 19 Şevval 972 [20th May 1565] the fleet remained in the same place, whilst on Sunday 
20 Şevval 972 [21st May1565] Mustafa Paşa and other soldiers landed on the island and settled in 
their tents.  The following day all the soldiers were assembled in and around Mustafa Paşa’s tent 
and the imperial letter of command conferred upon him was read out loudly.  Prayers and praises 
were raised to the Sultan and Mustafa Paşa himself bestowed many favours upon the soldiers.  The 
Siege of Malta was about to begin.  

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

                                                 
1Cassola-Bostan-Scheben 1998: 135.  
2Cassola-Bostan-Scheben 1998: 333. 
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HISTORICAL ATTEMPTS FOR MODERN LAW OF SEA: OTTOMANS vs 
GROTIUS 

 
My presentation is going to handle the earliest Islamic principles, and Ottoman legal regulations, 
together with the doctrine of Hugo Grotius on law of the sea. There have already been certain legal 
settlements especially on naval trade and commercial activities on the international waters in 
history. Venice and certain other European states had based their local applications on these 
existing principles, although Rome already disappeared from the political scene much before.  

On the other hand, in Islam there is no clear principles in this issue. Islamic jurispudence and 
schools of law had touched upon this topic only in a tight sphere. However, Ottomans can be 
considered as the first Islamic state who has created many principles on law of sea in a wide 
spectrum. These principles and regulations can be observed within the texts of the capitulations, 
and imperial letters, which were granted to foreign nations. My presentation will basicly focus on 
these archival material. 

Another important isuse is the notion of “flag nation” which the Sublime Porte brought new 
approach both at high seas and at the Imperial ports. Regarding the customs dues and certain 
diplomatic exemptions, the Ottoman Empire had considerable contributions on security of 
international naval transportation. Another emphasis will be on the early practice and legal 
approach to “flag” of the ships in international trade. 

The presentation will evaluate both the Ottoman legal applications and doctrine of Hugo Grotius 
in the XVI th century in a comparative manner. As will be shared with the audience in the 
presentation, the early roots of the modern sea law and its evolution through the ages will be 
presented with contemporary examples from historical documents. 
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Abstract 
‘’If the Scorpions (Christians) set the sea with ships, if the flags of the Venetian Doge , the Pope, 
the French and Spanish kings are on the coast of Rumeli, the reason is only your betrayal and my 
tolerance. However, I suppose I would like to have a strong and dense navy.’’ 
Yavuz Sultan Selim 

Suez, which is an important port city belonging to Egypt and located in the north of the Red Sea, 
has been an important military and commercial center throughout history. That is why the region 
attracted the attention of Portuguese sailors and pirates. 

The first shipyard of the Ottoman Empire was built in Gallipoli. In parallel with the expansion of 
the Ottoman Empire, a shipyard was built in Istanbul on the Golden Horn. The name of this 
shipyard built in the Golden Horn is Galata. Galata Shipyard has gradually become the center of 
maritime activities. It is known that it was given its final shape during the reign of Yavuz Sultan 
Selim after a few additions were made during the time of Fatih Sultan Mehmet. He gave the order 
to build new shipyards to strengthen the navy before Yavuz Sultan Selim's campaign to Egypt. 
Shipyards were built on the Black Sea and Mediterranean coasts, especially in Istanbul and 
Gallipoli. Mediterranean-type warships were built in the Suez shipyard, one of the shipyards built 
during this period. After the conquest of Egypt in 1517, when Yavuz's army conquered Egypt, the 
Suez shipyard for the Ottomans, who took control of Yemen in 1526 and the Gulf of Aden in 1538 
and tried to make their domination permanent, the Red Sea, which was dominated by the Ottoman 
Empire after this date. It became a naval base in the vast geography stretching from the Indian 
Ocean to the Indian Ocean. Ottoman Navy is located in the Red Sea. Mediterranean-type ships. It 
is possible to say that the number of ships built varies depending on the characteristics of the period. 

Within the scope of this study, it is aimed to contribute to the literature by evaluating in the light 
of archive documents about the Suez shipyard, which built ships for the Ottoman Navy and was an 
important base in the Mediterranean. 
Keywords: Suez shipyard, Yavuz Sultan Selim, Red Sea, Mediterranean, navy. 

Introduction 
The Ottomans were not offshore sailors. The ships built by the Ottomans in the Suez shipyard are 
Mediterranean type and are of the kind that moves with shovels. The load-carrying capacity of 
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these ships, which can move and maneuver faster if the wind blows from behind, is also limited. 
Ottoman galleys do not have the power to stay in the open sea for days like Portuguese Blackwell. 
One of the reasons for this situation is the growing problem of the Ottoman navy.  On the other 
hand, it is known that forsas get sick very often and infect each other very quickly because they 
cannot feed on various dishes. For the reasons mentioned above, the Ottoman navy experienced 
growing problems not only in the Red Sea but also in all sea voyages in general (Işıksal  1969: 57-
63). Despite these adverse conditions, it is admirable that the Ottoman navy, which left the port of 
Suez after Yavuz Sultan Selim included Egypt in the imperial lands, was able to fight against the 
navies that had some superior qualities for many years. The Ottoman navy's naval expeditions, 
which began in the Red Sea and Indian seas in the 16th century, continued until the second half of 
the 17th century. It is understood that these difficult struggles, which ended in 1579, ended due to 
the great land wars fought by the Ottoman Empire in other geographies. For example, due to the 
Ottoman-Austrian wars that began in the same period, the state finances were not able to allocate 
sufficient budgets to the Suez and Basra navy. However, with the continuing expeditions, the 
Ottoman Empire continued to use the Spice Road until 1630  (Işıksal  1969:57-63 ) . 

1.History of Suez Shipyard 
In Ancient Egypt, the trade route between the Nile and the Red Sea, which dates to the time of the 
pharaohs, used to follow the eastern deserts. However, this route was not safe because nomads 
attacked the caravans during this journey. During this period, traders using alternative routes 
headed northeast of Memphis. Caravans advancing north of the Sinai Peninsula first stopped at 
Suez Harbor and then crossed the valleys and along the Red Sea coast (Gilbert 2008: : 79). Winds 
and currents in the south of the Red Sea have facilitated the ships. The Ancient Egyptians, who 
used the north of the Red Sea for trade, were the first to communicate with southern societies in 
this way. The Red Sea is a great means of communication. Today, the Red Sea, which retains this 
feature, is connected from the Mediterranean to Oman. Communication that started with trade in 
ancient Egypt was provided by the port and Shipyard of Suez, while today the European connection 
with the Red Sea continues through the Suez Canal (Gilbert 2008 :80 ). It is known that Europeans 
have made adventurous and important expeditions throughout history to reach India and the far 
East by sea. Asia's rich resources have attracted Europeans since roman times. The Roman Empire 
organized expeditions along the Indo-Arabian and Indian-Red Sea routes. The precious 
commercial goods of the East arrived at the ports of Baghdad-Syria-Aleppo first with ships coming 
out of the Indian Ocean. Some ships have used the ports of the Red Sea and Arabia. The goods that 
came here were exported first to the port of Alexandria and then to Byzantine and Europe (Işıksal  
1969:57-63). It is known that there were shipbuilding workshops in the Kulzüm (Suez) shipyard 
of the Byzantine Empire. The task of the ships departing from the Kulzüm shipyard during the 
period when Muslim states began to dominate the Red Sea is to protect both the beaches and the 
pilgrims. Pilgrims arrive in Hijaz by ships departing from this port. During the time of Omar, a 
canal connecting Babylon and Kulzüm on the banks of the Amr b. As the Nile was opened. This 
canal was built from the time of the pharaohs. Cereals and other foodstuffs were transported to 
Medina via this channel called Halic -u Emir’il Mümin (Bozkurt 2011: 511-513 ). 

In 1497 Vaskö De Gama's journey south across the African continent to Zanzibar, the shores of the 
Indian Ocean was considered a turning point in the history of the world's maritime history. At the 
time, the Portuguese were known to build solid ships that were resistant to ocean voyage. Since 
1503, the influence of the Portuguese Empire has been felt in the South Seas. The Portuguese 
Empire, which wanted to own eastern trade alone, began to clash with the Mamluks State, which 
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dominated part of this trade route. In 1515, Salman and Hussein Reis, two sailors in charge of the 
Mamluks navy, closed the entrance to the Red Sea and did not give passage to the Portuguese navy. 
The Portuguese were defeated but did not give up the fight. The following year they arrived in 
Jeddah port (Işıksal 1969:57-63). The discoveries prompted a backlash from states in the region 
when Portugal began to charge high tariffs on trade at its Ports in Africa, East Asia, and the East. 
On the other hand, the cause of the Ottoman-Portuguese struggle in the Indian Ocean and Mamluks-
Portugal in the Red Sea in the 16th century is not shallow enough to be based on a religious basis 
(Brummett 1993 : 215). The cause of the struggles is purely economic. At the beginning of the 16th 
century, the states that were disturbed by the existence of an Ottoman Empire that grew stronger 
day by day in the Eastern Mediterranean decided that this issue should be discussed. The purpose 
of the Ottoman Empire, Venice, Mamluks, and Safavid State is the same. To control the eastern 
Mediterranean and Red Sea trade alone. It is understood that these states, which have disagreements 
among themselves, cooperate when it comes to trade. For example, if you want to use Although 
the Ottomans were at odds militarily and politically with the Mamluks, it is known that timber was 
exported to Egypt from Anatolia. Although it is known that the palace's pepper needs were met in 
exchange for this lumber export, the sultan's ships were leased in the shipment of Alexandria port. 
In this way, it is also profitable. Similarly, Iranian silk is known to be sold to Venice by Ottomans 
and sometimes Savevid (Brummett 1993 : 216). 

 The goods carried by Venetian ships with the highest commercial value are spices. From India to 
Suez, from Suez to Alexandria, from here to Venice, the spice is the source of the hot cash flow 
between East and West (Brummett 1993:.222). On the other hand, another commodity as valuable 
as a spice is the copper mine, which is used as a means of payment. He used Venetian and Ottoman 
copper to pay merchants and Mammalian intermediaries trading in the Indian Ocean. This situation 
shows us that Venice and the Ottoman Empire used the naval power of the Mediterranean to 
transport exported goods. Both superpowers have managed to make the copper trade profitable for 
them (Brummett 1993:223).  However, copper is used in ball casting as well as its commercial 
importance. The Ottomans succeeded in the eastern expeditions using this strategic material 
correctly (Brummett 1993 :225). With the threat of Portugal emerging in eastern Mediterranean 
ports where cereals are traded, especially copper and spices, the states that profit from trade in the 
region have started to look for a solution to the problem. One of the states fighting to get rid of the 
danger of Portugal is the Ottoman Empire, which advanced in maritime affairs and expanded its 
trade network from the beginning of the 15th century to the beginning of the 16th century 
(Brummett 1993:217).  Around the same time, the Ottomans conducted a reconnaissance 
expedition to Suez to supply the artillery to their fleet. After Portugal seized the copper treasure of 
the King of Mombasa, the regional states became concerned that Portugal would invade the Red 
Sea. The Islamic world saw the Ottomans as the only way to get rid of the danger of Portugal 
(Bostan 2007 :5). In 1517, the Ottomans began to organize expeditions in the region. Within the 
Islamic States, it is necessary to consider the Ottomans as the state that best evaluates naval power. 
The main reason for this situation is that it has sufficient resources in terms of mines and timber. 
The second reason is the length of the Mediterranean and the Black Sea coastlines. The Ottoman 
capital is also on the seafront. (Ayalon 1971: 39-50). The Ottomans, aware of the importance of 
the Spice route, repaired and developed the Suez shipyard, which is leftover from the Mamluks in 
the Red Sea. Masters and military personnel from Istanbul and Anatolia are provided for shipyard 
personnel. There were many Turks in the navy during the time of the Mamluks. One of them is 
Salman Reis. More than 20 at Suez shipyard under Salman Reis. It is known that there is a navy 
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with more ships. Eunuch Süleyman Pasha's time reached 80 ships (Bostan and Ozbaran  2009 : 
315). 

In 1510, Portuguese ships began harassing Muslim merchants on the high seas. A navy led by Reis 
Hamid al-Magribi, who was then sent by the Ottoman Empire to help Egypt, was sent by Sultan 
Gavri off the Indian Sea to fight Portugal. Hamit was then sent to Istanbul and asked the Ottoman 
Empire for help for a navy to be built in Suez (Bostan 2013 :334-335).   

In 1512 Kansu Gavri sent an army led by Emir Hussein Al-Kurdi to the Indian Sea. Selman Reis 
built 20 galleys at the Suez shipyard in 1515. On the day that Mamluks Sultan Kansu Gavri was 
armed, and a military ceremony was held, these 20 galleys were launched.  Sultan Gavri has studied 
these galleys, which the Arabs call "Gurap" (Bostan and Ozbaran 2009 : 315). During this 
ceremony, Salman Reis was dressed in Hilat. 1000 dinars were also given money. Blacksmiths, 
squid, and carpenters working on the construction of these galleys in the Suez shipyard were also 
given a Hilat. Sultan Gavri is known to have spent 40,000 dinars on this navy, which was built at 
the Suez shipyard. During this period, it is also possible to say that this mobility in the Suez 
shipyard contributed to vitality and development in Suez. Newly opened shops, new buildings 
being built, and water wells are among the changes that have occurred in Suez. In 1515, Sultan 
Kansu Gavri sent a 20-ship fleet under Salman Reis to sail over Portugal. The navy departing from 
Suez has Yeniceri, Levent, and Anatolian Turkmens (Bostan 2007 :  25).  These preparations at the 
Suez shipyard have begun to attract the attention of the Portuguese. Portuguese pharmacist Tome 
Pires reported to the Portuguese kingdom that the Ottomans were preparing  (Bostan and Ozbaran  
2009 :315). During this period, the relations between the Ottomans and the Mamluks began to 
deteriorate. The memes did not achieve the success they wanted against Portugal at sea. 

1.2 Suez Shipyard In the Ottoman Period 
In 1517, Yavuz Sultan Selim joined Egypt and its surroundings in the lands of the Ottoman Empire 
because of the Egyptian expedition. Salman invited Reis to Egypt. But as the Portuguese navy 
encircled Jeddah, Salman Reis later went to visit the sultan.  On the other hand, it is known that 
Salman Reis was imprisoned and sent to Istanbul for public violence during sea voyages (Bostan 
2013 : 341). Following reports that Portugal would attack Jeddah, Salman Reis and Mr. Hussein 
embarked on a campaign over Yemen. Preparations for this expedition were also made at the Suez 
shipyard. During the reign of Sultan Suleiman, Ibrahim Pasha of Parga established the Egyptian 
Captaincy as a precaution against the Portuguese, who endangered the Red Sea with expeditions 
in Oman and the Indian Sea as part of the Egyptian reformation. He appointed Salman Reis as his 
captain (Danişmend  1971 : 107). 

1.2.1 Salman Reis 
 Salman Reis, Ottoman forces in the Red Sea consisted of 18 ships and around 298 wholesales. 
These figures show that the Ottomans defended the ports of Suez and Jeddah by using firearms 
effectively (Bostan 2013:342). On the other hand, Selman Reis mentioned the necessity of taking 
the castles of Hormuz, Sumatra, and Seylan to get rid of the Portuguese danger at sea. Preparations 
for the Yemen expedition have begun in the Ottoman navy. The Suez navy captain Hayreddin Reis 
was the navy commander Selman Reis. In 1525, the Ottoman navy in the Red Sea had 6 heads, 8 
galleys, and 3 cales (Demir 2015 : 67). During this period, preparations were started in Suez for 
the navy to be sent over Portugal. The material to be used in the construction of 3000 soldiers and 
ships for the 30-galley navy was shipped from Istanbul (Demir 2015 : 67). Salman Reis and 
Hayreddin Reis have returned to Jeddah. Ottoman sea voyages continued after this date. In 1527, 
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the Ottomans who ruled Aden and Yemen cemented their dominance of the Red Sea and the Indian 
Ocean. At the end of 1527, Salman Reis, who could not agree with Hayrettin Reis, was killed. After 
Selman Reis died in 1527, his nephew Bayramoglu Mustafa was replaced and Eunuch Süleyman 
Pasha became a navy captain (Danişmend  1971 : 270). 

1.2.2 Eunuch Süleyman Pasha 

The period of Eunuch Süleyman Pasha, the Egyptian governor at the Suez shipyard, covers the 
period between 1525-1535. According to accounting records, 2 million coins have been sent as 
funds for the ships to be built at the Suez shipyard (BOA. KK.5638/.2-6). The materials received 
at the Suez shipyard with this allowance are a shovel, raw iron, canavice, nails, sailcloth, 
Thessaloniki primrose, kebe and pectin. In addition, porters, ropers, carpenters, blacksmiths, and 
rowing carvings who will work in shipbuilding were paid 450,000 for 2 months on the way to Suez. 
It is understood from an accounting book prepared for the ships to be built in Suez in 1531 that two 
million coins and timber, nails, sailcloth, cannons, iron ammunition, and rusks were sent from the 
central shipyard budget in Istanbul.In addition, it is understood that eleven million coins have been 
paid for the crew of the ship. (BOA, KK. Nr. 5638 /2-9,  BOA, KK. Nr. 5637, 26-27) . On the other 
hand, the name of the architect who will build ships at the Suez shipyard was paid 500 coins in 
advance to The Greek-born Ismad Manoel (BOA. KK.5638/2-6) (Bostan and Özbaran 2009:317). 

Although the records are kept regularly for the expenses made at the Suez shipyard, the inspection 
of Ali Çelebi and  Eunuch Süleyman Pasha means that the costs are meticulously monitored 
(Bostan and Özbaran 2009 : 317). On the other hand, the name of the architect who will build ships 
at the Suez shipyard was paid 500 coins in advance to The Greek-born Ismad Manoel (BOA. 
KK.5638). (Bostan and Özbaran 2009 :317). 

 “Ali Çelebi who brought this article from Egypt to Istanbul and was appointed as Emin, 
worked with all his efforts to repair the ships that were repaired at Suez Pier and worked 
with all his efforts as ordered in the edict sent from Bâbı-i Ali and completed the 
shortcomings and breaches of the navy in Suez. Thanks to his extraordinary work and 
diligence in the construction and repair of the ships, the boats that have been worthy of your 
kindness and generosity have been completed immediately and there are some small 
shortcomings, which do not matter. Ali Çelebi wrote down the costs. One of them set out to 
hand me ( Eunuch Süleyman Pasha) and the other to Istanbul" (BOA.RSK.1/6)(Işiksal 
1969:57-63)(TSMA-12321)(Bostan and  Özbaran 2009 :316). 

In 1531, 3000 masters worked for 40 small, 10 large galleys, 20 large, and 10 small calyata in the 
Suez shipyard, and the necessary materials were sent from Istanbul. On the other hand, the 
sailcloth, rope and cannon used in shipbuilding for use in the aforementioned shipyards were also 
sent from The Shipyard -i Amire (Bostan and Özbaran 2009 :16).  
2,000,000 coins were spent on these ships .The timber, iron, nails, sailcloth, and similar materials 
required for the ships to be built in the Suez Shipyard were supplied from the cellars of Tersâne-i 
Âmire or the surrounding area, and the craftsmen to be employed were sent from Istanbul. 3000 
people worked for 80 ships to be built in Suez, Alexandria, and Rashid in 1531. Sailcloth, rope, 
cannon, and ammunition from the necessary materials were transported from Istanbul. (BOA, KK. 
Nr. 5638/ 2- 9). The most important preparations at the Suez shipyard were the 70-piece navy 
prepared for the Diu Expedition in 1538 during the time of Eunuch Süleyman Pasha (Bostan 
2013:345). There are various rumors about the number of ships in this navy. The number of ships 
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is variable. The number of ships in the Navy was 80,72.90 or even 100. The number of balls is 
between 90-100. The total number of soldiers is 9000, 2000 of which are Yeniçeri, according to 
some rumors. The total number of soldiers was even rumored to be 20,000 (Danişmend 1971:203). 
Following closely the preparations of this navy prepared under the administration of Eunuch 
Süleyman Pasha, the Portuguese envoy wrote a letter to the emperor on the subject (Bostan and 
Özbaran 2009:204). After the Diu expedition, Eunuch Süleyman Pasha established a strong navy 
at the Suez Shipyard in the Red Sea. The Ottoman navy under Davud Pasha, who was sent on an 
expedition after receiving reports of a Portuguese attack on the Suez shipyard and artillery, 
managed to push Portugal back.  Eunuch Süleyman Pasha and his Yeniceri stated that they were 
affiliated with the Süleyman Pasha sultan after allegations that they had persecuted the people and 
acted against the people during the campaign and that these allegations were not true (Fig.1) . 

 
Fig. 1  This archive document is about the testimony taken after the rumors that  Eunuch Suleyman 
Pasha and his soldiers were mistreating the people and acting against the law  (BOA.TSMA-E.,759-
25, H.946 )  
In 1541, peace talks began between the Ottomans and the Portuguese (Bostan 2013:347).In 1542, 
there were 45 galleys and 6000 soldiers at Suez Shipyard. Suez was an especially important naval 
base during this period. However, ottoman-Portuguese relations deteriorated again when the 
Portuguese navy, which arrived in the Red Sea a year later, looted ships in Yemen and Aden 
(Bostan 2013 :347). In 1548, a fleet of 60 ships was prepared at the Suez shipyard under the control 
of Piri Reis (BOA. MD.3, h.550) (Bostan 2013:349).  

 In 1560, he was appointed captain of Suez. After Sefer Reis,  Egyptian  Admiral Hizir Reis was 
appointed to the same post. The Egyptian Admiral is about the delivery of the Egyptian admiral to 
Istanbul by giving its head to Şüca'a small galleys for war (baştarda )(BOA. MD.3, h .1356).  To 
prevent Portuguese ships from attacking Indian merchants, a fleet and supplies of 10 ships were 
ordered to be sent to the Aden region. (BOA. MD.6, h.256). 25 rifles, 25 arrow soldiers, and 
Circassian springers were placed on the ships, and those with power were assigned as soldiers. This 
navy has been ordered not to have difficulties with grist (BOA. MD.6, h.270). The expedition 
assigned to the Suez admiral must leave for Alexandria with one of the galleys in Rhodes. (BOA. 
MD.6, h.258, h.265). A message has been sent to Jeddah and Yemen's governor to meet the Suez 
navy's need for casualties (BOA. MD.6,h.257-258). He was asked to bring Hızıroğlu Reis, who 
was the captain of Suez, to Alexandria (BOA.MD.6, h.294) (Işıksal 1969 :57-63).  In 1561, he was 
appointed as The Fast Chief of Suez. Suez in 1566 with regular maintenance and repair of the Suez 
Navy two non-Muslims have appointed the port and its armory (Bostan and Özbaran  2009 :317). 
During this period, it is known that the Ottoman navy gained loot through aid (Bostan and Özbaran 
2009 : 209). In 1567, Ali Reis, who sailed with 30 galleys over Portugal to help the Sultanate of 
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Aceh, was forced to return to Istanbul because Ali Reis had passed away on the way to the Persian 
Gulf (Bostan and Özbaran 2009, :262).   

Suez Captain Mahmud was also appointed navy commander (Bostan 2013:352). Mahmoud will be 
on standby to help avoid any danger from the sea while Hızır Reis draws artillery on land (BOA. 
MD.7, h. 614-616). Since all ships belonging to the Ottoman navy are in the open sea, 5 ships have 
been ordered to be built at the Suez shipyard cutting down five pieces of galley trees in Uzeyir 
(BOA. MD.7,h.  604); The needs of the men assigned to the ship's trees to be cut down from Uzeyir 
are met by the Haleb head of the financial department (BOA. MD.7,h.  620); Supplying and 
shipping enough ship trees from the mirîden or rençber in Alexandria for Suez important; Shipping 
ship trees from Payas to Alexandria (BOA.MD.7,h. 703-718) (Bostan 2013: 353).   

However, it is understood that the requested timber from Sinop and Samsun for the unsuitability 
of the timbers sent or for the supply of better-breed timber. A sufficient amount of urgan was 
requested by the Samsun woman to be supplied and shipped to be used to attract timber cut in the 
Sinop mountains (BOA MD.12.,h,67,70,173,188). Ships produced for the permanent navy at the 
Suez shipyard for use in Indian expeditions are as follows according to the Records of the 
Mühimme Defterleri (Bostan and Özbaran 2009: 317) (Demir 2015 : 67): 25 ships in 1561.  
(BOA.MD 3, p.195-550), 5 galleys in 1567 (BOA. MD.7 ,h.86-233), 4 galleys in 1577(BOA. 
MD.30,h.365-861-862), 20 galleys in 1586 (BOA. MD.60, h.165-363).  

 Sultan II.  Selim ordered these preparations to start from the decree of Selim dated 1568 (Bilge, 
2010, p. 186). According to the letter that Selim wrote to the Sultan of Aceh Alaeddin, 15 galleys, 
2 barca, 1 artillery head, and 7 artillery, enough cannons, rifles, and soldiers were sent to the Suez 
Shipyard. The captain of this company is Kurtoğlu Hızır Reis. It is stated that the Navy took orders 
to do what Sultan Aceh wanted  (BOA. MD.7,h.244,1998 : XXI). But in 1570, a rebellion broke 
out in Yemen. Therefore, the Ottomans could not go to help the Sultan of Aceh (Bostan 2013 :253). 

1.2.3 Piri Reis 
In 1540, disturbed by Ottoman ships, the Portuguese sent the navies under the direction of The 
Governor-General of India, Don Estévâo Gama, to Suez. The mission of the Portuguese navy is to 
destroy the Ottoman navy in the Red Sea. The purpose of the Portuguese Navy commander Gama 
is to burn down the Ottoman galleys on the Suez Shipyard and also destroy the maritime arsenal in 
Suez. But he failed and had to retreat (Casale 2010:71). On the other hand, in 1547 Piri Reis was 
appointed Captain of Suez -India (Orhunlu 1970: 235-254.). On October 25, 1547, the Ottoman 
navy departed from Suez and met with Yemeni governor Ferhad Pasha in the port of Moha (Bostan 
and Özbaran 2009 :261). The Ottoman Empire conquered Aden in 1549 (Orhunlu  1970: 235-
254.).  In 1552, a new preparation began at the Suez Shipyard. This navy consisted of 25 galleys, 
4 galleons, and 1 ship consisted of 850 soldiers. Captain Piri Reis arrived in Hormuz in September 
(Orhunlu 1970: 235-254.).  

According to legend Piri Reis lifted the siege of Hormuz because the commander of the Portuguese 
navy offered him a large amount of gold when he took the fortress of Hormuz (Danişmend 1971: 
272).  Sultan Suleiman ordered him to conquer the island of Bahrain. However, Piri Reis, who did 
not fulfill this order, left the navy in the Basra, and returned to Suez with the loot and Portuguese 
prisoners. After this incident, Piri Reis was executed for treason (Orhunlu 1970:235-254.). After 
these events, ottoman galleys remained in Basra for a while. However, during this time, the 
Portuguese could destroy the Suez shipyard at any time, as the Red Sea remained vulnerable to all 
kinds of attacks (Bostan and Özbaran 2009 : 208). 
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1.2.4 Murat Reis 
Murat Reis, who was appointed Indian Captain to replace Piri Reis, first brought the navy back to 
the port of Suez on the Persian coast (Danişmend 1971:289). Although the Ottomans' desire to 
fight against the Portuguese in the Red Sea and the Indian Ocean was a turning point in Ottoman 
history, it is possible to say that the Ottomans did not establish complete dominance in their 
expeditions to the Indian Ocean. Unable to win the victories it wanted in the Red Sea and Indian 
expeditions; the Ottoman navy turned its course to North Africa. The reason for this change is 
economic (Bostan and Özbaran 2009 :208). The port of Sevvakin dominated all the shores of North 
Africa, especially.  

Since 1558, Ottoman galleys have proved to be able to act independently without any preparation 
or orders from other naval bases, particularly Suez. 16. By the mid-century, the Ottomans began to 
use Suez as a suede instead of a sea base. The calm days of the Suez Shipyard have begun to move 
for preparations for the navy to be sent to the Sultan of Ace. Because of the Yemen rebellion, the 
Suez Captain made a count of weapons and ammunition. A total of 9000 armories, 1900 of which 
are balls. There are also cannons and 2500 rifles. There are 30 darbars, 3000 rounds, and many rifle 
nuts (Bostan and Özbaran 2009 :318). Apart from the Suez Captain, 3 galleys belonging to the 
navy in Sevvakin were built at the Suez Shipyard  (Bostan and Özbaran  2009 : 215).  

After 1580  the Ottomans gave up the idea of owning the Indian trade path by themselves, giving 
up the idea of making a canal connecting the Mediterranean and the Indian road. From this date, 
the Ottomans who were drawn to the Red Sea continued to maintain their dominance in the region 
from Suez to Zyla  (Bostan and Özbaran 2009 :214). The presence of the Ottomans in the Red Sea 
depends on their navy. The Ottoman Navy, which had about 20 galleys in 1580, stopped in Suez. 
The Suez Gate was being transferred from the center. He was also a member of the Cairo Court. 
The 4-5 galleys made in the Suez Shipyard were used on Indian expeditions, which were exited 
between the Navy and 1570-1580. It is known that the small turnips of the Ottoman Navy, which 
are traveling in the Indian Ocean, can track merchant ships that do not pay customs duties and 
make payments (Bostan ve Özbaran 2009 :215)  When an Indian ship filled with Indian goods 
docked on the Suez Pier, the customs tax for the goods on this ship must be cut from 200 buckers, 
but such goods are around 50 bags, so it has been decided to transfer the amount of tax for the 
Egyptian treasure to the state treasury. The tax amount is 25 akçe , 5-6 akçe  of which are cut for 
expenses (BOA. CML-105-412-H.1110).( (Fig.2).  

 
Fig. 2  (BOA. CML-105-412-H.1110) 
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1.2.5 Seydi Ali Reis 
It is known that Seydi Ali Reis participated in the expedition to Rhodes and Italy before being 
appointed head of the Suez navy. In 1538, Ali Reis, who was the commander of the left-wing forces 
in the Preveza Naval War, was later transferred to Galata. After Piri Reis's execution, he was 
appointed Captain of Egypt. He was on expeditions to Egypt and Basra (Yeniçerilioğlu 1967: 7-
20). 

1.2.6 Foundation Galleons Sailing in the Red Sea 
It is known that with the services provided by ottoman foundations, they spread Islam first to 
Anatolia and then to the Balkans. Foundations in the Red Sea region were involved in both the 
spread of Islam and the shipment of cereals. Ships at the Suez shipyard are often used for this 
shipment of cereals (Çizakça 2000:22). According to the archive documents on the subject, Hürrem 
Sultan, view of Sultan Suleiman, established foundations in Mecca and Medina and it was 
determined that foundation galleons were used in the establishment of these foundations. These 
galleons traveled between Suez and Jeddah (Kartal 2012 :328). Egyptian governor the late Sultan 
Foundation's account of the lease of two ships sailing between Suez and Jeddah (BOA.MD. 3 /h. 
983). 

Account   Book: The tax from the land crop in Egypt and the connected villages, sent to the 
foundations that were built in Mecca and Medina by the wife of the lawful Sultan Süleyman, 
Hürrem Sultan, shows the collection and expenses of Idris Pasha. (BOA/TS.MA.d,1464, H.996). 

Foundation Book : The salaries of Egyptian Governor Sinan Pasha and   (Mısır Valisi Sinan Paşa 
, Obüs Paşa zamanında ,Mustafa Ağa, Hüdaverdi  Katip Mehmed t Şeyh Şehabeddin ve Şeyh 
Nureddin ) others of the foundation built by Hürrem Sultan for the poor in Mecca and Medina, 
accounting records and foundations held on time, the harvest of grain and Suez fords, income from 
the cost of labor and the cost of labor, and the salaries of the earners of the officials and their 
obscenities, kalyon shows records of the repair and refurbishment costs of the anchors and sails  
(BOA/TS.MA.d,1448,001, H.994). 

Foundation Account Book : The books are recorded by Iskender Pasha and Hasan Pasha by the 
wife of Sultan Süleyman in the Book of Account, Hürrem Sultan, and the books of the foundation 
and the foundation in the state of Egypt. According to this, the tax (extortion) received in the 
Garbiye and Behnesa  villages of related to their provinces with cash from the past years, the fee 
paid for ships in Suez, the price of the oats placed in the foundations, the cost and costs of Egyptian 
ships in the Garbiye province under the responsibility of Hüsameddin Reis, and other goods and 
incomes and expenses. According to the foundation's account book, wheat tax is 53,511, barley is 
500, other grains are 15,711, tithe tax is 12,360, other 478, expenses are 10,967 kuruş. The tax 
amount transferred from the villages of Tevabiba and Teflun to the foundation is as follows: wheat 
8780, barley 250, tithe tax 7100, other expenses 2602 kuruş  (BOA . TS.MA.d. 3102 ,H.904). In 
the account book of foundations in Mecca and Medina, the tax collected from wheat was recorded 
as 9961 kurus and for other expenses as 3574 kurus. According to the records of the previous year.   
It was determined that 21,161 kuruş tax was collected from wheat, 250 kuruş from barley and 3188 
kuruş from other cereals and transferred to the foundation. On the other hand, 5047 kuruş was spent 
for other expenses and 478 kurus was spent for animals used in transportation. In the following 
year, 6553 kuruş and 7297 kuruş were transferred from wheat as tithe tax. Foundation expenses are 
1167 kuruş. Mecca Foundation Imaret expenses are 20 kurus  (BOA .TS.MA.d. 3102 H.964). 
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Conclusion  
It is safe to say that the Ottomans started the shipbuilding process at the Suez shipyard after the 
first step taken in 1502 by sending ship supplies and masters to  the Suez Shipyard, which was 
operating under Mamluks Sultan Kansu Gavri. During the same period, the Portuguese navy, which 
also appeared in the Red Sea and the Indian Ocean, was the common enemy of all Muslims in the 
region. After Yavuz Sultan Selim's conquest of Egypt, the Portuguese-Ottoman naval wars began 
with the beginning of Ottoman domination in the region (Panzac 2009 :17).  Selman Reis, Seydi 
Ali Reis, Eunuch Süleyman Pasha, Murat Reis and Hizir Reis who were appointed as Suez Captains 
completed today's Sudan in 1520 and Yemen in 1547 with a fleet of rowing ships built at the Suez 
Shipyard of the Ottoman Empire. Another of the most important activities in the Suez shipyard is 
the navy prepared upon the request of Aceh Sultan for help. However, this navy was delayed due 
to the Yemeni insurgency and was able to sail into the Indian sea. In the 16th century, the Ottomans, 
who built more robust ships to combat the powerful ships of the Portuguese in the Suez shipyard, 
obtained timber and other materials from Istanbul during this period. The fact that the Ottoman 
navy crossed the Red Sea and captured Mombasa in the Indian Sea indicates that the Ottomans had 
a strategy in the 16th century that made it possible to fight on the high seas. It is possible to say 
that the ship's stalls of the Suez shipyard operated until the 17th century, but there was no activity 
other than the expedition. It can be said that the activity at the Suez shipyard under the Ottoman 
administration also contributed to the development and economy of the city. 
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IN THE EASTERN MEDITERRANEAN BASIN COMBATING AGAINST HASHEESH 
SMUGGLING: IN THE CASE OF EGYPT AND TRIPOLI PROVINCES IN THE LATE 

OTTOMAN PERIOD (1850-1914) 
   

The Eastern Mediterranean has a position that preserves its importance both economically and 
politically throughout history. As a result of geographical discoveries, the Eastern Mediterranean 
basin, which seems to have lost its importance as a result of the discovery of new trade routes, 
became a geographical area that attracted the attention of economic and political powers and 
wanted to be controlled, especially with the opening of the Suez Canal in 1869. The opening of the 
canal changed the sea routes between Europe and the Far East. It has been a region that many states 
wanted to control politically and economically. This region, which has witnessed many attempts 
to have both economic power struggle and political influence, especially with the opening of the 
Suez Canal, especially since the Eastern Mediterranean and Red Sea were on the British empire 
road, the British empire, which had the largest naval power of the 19th century, had necessarily 
attracted the attention of the British empire. 

The evolution of technology throughout the 19th century, especially the widespread use of ferries, 
contributed to the increase in commercial activities in the Eastern Mediterranean. The use of steam 
increased the carrying capacity, speed and reliability of the ships. This trend of increase in ships 
and trade in the Eastern Mediterranean coasts increased with the opening of the Suez Canal in 
1869. Especially the last quarter of the 19th century was the period when the port cities reached 
their peak in the world economy. In addition to the continuation of British rule, the spread of 
transportation and communication facilities around the world provided an economic opening in a 
global context. The differences of the port cities from the inner parts became much more evident 
than before. The commercial connections and entrepreneurship of the immigrants and the 
population of the port cities, along with their financial well-being, also increased. 

From the beginning of the 19th century, the Egyptian Government had begun to control poppy 
cultivation. Control over the countryside was also gradually increased. Thus, there was control over 
what the peasants planted for what purpose and to whom they sold it. In 1880, an official decree 
pointed to hemp cultivation attempts in Egypt. Another decree issued warned government 
representatives that such crops should be destroyed and their cultivators punished. As a result, such 
crops were tracked and seized crops were destroyed. The ban on poppy was already in effect in 
1882, when Britain invaded Egypt. In other words, although thousands of people belonging to the 
lower class in Alexandria and Lower Egypt were addicted to poppy, there was a law strictly 
forbidding the introduction of crops such as cannabis used to make drugs. 

The area between the west of Alexandria and Tripoli was not known to travelers, and this area was 
generally thought of as a vast desert with several oases, a distance of twenty to thirty days by 
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camels. However, this area is actually a region where all kinds of goods from these oases or Tripoli, 
where caravans pass by, were brought to the markets of Alexandria. Along the western shores of 
Alexandria and Tripoli, around Alexandria, the Suez Canal and the Bay were major centers where 
poppy trade continued. 

In the provinces of Egypt and Tripoli, the rulers began to control the purpose of producing and 
selling cannabis by the peasants from the beginning of the 19th century. Since the 1850s, cannabis 
was cultivated obviously and systematically in Greece to sell to local use and especially to export 
in the areas of intensive drug consumption. In this context, the northern coasts and gigantic deserts 
of the African continent provided a suitable geographical area for drug smuggling. A large number 
of poppies that were smuggled into the inner parts of the African continent using special steamships 
and trade ships, which were carried from the Tripoli and Benghazi lines to Alexandria and even to 
the east of Port Said in the Suez Canal and the Gulf. The smugglers approaching the shores with 
some ships were smuggling hasheesh through the Bedouin tribes, their local collaborators, and 
even officials such as castle commanders and customs officers at the proper time and places. Since 
1880, several decrees had been adopted and thus the methods of combating drug smuggling and 
punishment issues had been identified and regulated. Thereafter the Coast Guard Units, Customs 
Administrations and Police Departments were organized and developed which were responsible 
for the smuggling of drugs, weapons, gunpowder, etc. Even though these units could not eliminate 
smuggling, they would begin to combat them effectively. In this paper, from the 1850s to 1914s 
hasheesh smuggling and combat methods on the southern coasts of the Eastern Mediterranean will 
be tried to reveal by use of Ottoman and British archival documents. 

Key Words: Eastern Mediterranean, Hasheesh Smugglig, the Provinces of Egypt, the Province of 
Tripoli, Late Ottoman Period 
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ACTIVITIES OF THE ENTENTE STATES FROM THE MEDITERRANEAN TO THE 

STRAIT IN THE NATIONAL STRUGGLE 
 

The Mediterranean has guided the world for centuries, hosted great civilisations and the culture 
originating from the Mediterranean has influenced the entire world. Since the 18th century and 
especially in the 19th century, the Mediterranean Sea has been largely influenced by non-regional 
countries. Technological developments, the opening of the Suez Canal, increasing trade volume, 
competition between states, the disintegration of the Ottoman Empire and similar reasons made the 
Mediterranean Sea an area of operations in the 19th century. 

  
With the Armistice of Mudros, the Allied Powers established and blocked military bases on the 
islands on the Mediterranean coast of Anatolia. With these activities they blocked sea freight 
between coastal settlements and bombarded the important places with warships. On the other hand, 
they carried out raids on coastal towns and villages with the help of Greek gangs. It is seen that the 
objectives of the Allied Powers with these activities are the destruction of economic life in the 
region and the preparation of the land for a possible invasion, as well as the demoralization and 
intimidation of the people. 

  
With the truce of Mudros, they approached their goals and occupied the country's important cities 
and ports, especially the Strait. In 1920 the situation on the Anatolian coast became much more 
complicated than on land; Samsun, Trabzon, Batumi, Zonguldak and Şile in the Black Sea, in 
Marmara, Istanbul, Izmit, Mudanya, Bandırma, Erdek, Tekirdağ, Gelibolu, Çanakkale in the 
Mediterranean; Foça, Urla, İzmir, Çeşme, Kuşadası, Antalya, Mersin, Adana, İskenderun were 
occupied in whole or in part by the Entente states. The occupation of the region took place in a 
process. 
  
While the government of Istanbul kept silent about the invasions that began with the truce of 
Mudros, the people of each region or province formed different organizations, usually under the 
name Defense of Rights, organized congresses and formed armed defense units to defend their 
country. It is an attempt to protect the Mediterranean coast and the Strait of Anatolia from the 
activities of the Allied navies, with limited resources, without the support of the navy. 
In this study, in the light of the documents of the Ottoman Archives of the First Ministry, the 
military and diplomatic problems of the Entente Marine in the Interstate War of Independence will 
be discussed. An attempt was made to evaluate events in terms of the War of Independence. 
  
Keywords: Coastal Defense, War of Independence, France, England, Russia, Turkish Strait. 
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