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ABSTRACT AND KEY WORDS

This study tries to examine the Ottoman borders in Western Slavonia in both a comprehensive and
comparative way by including military, socio-economic, and financial aspects of the frontier
organization. Furthermore, the aim of this study is to reveal the location of the network of Ottoman

fortresses and their role in defense organization in the Sancak of Zagasna.

The Ottoman defensive strategy in Western Slavonia was based on a chain of fortresses running
along two long parallel lines. These lines were initially built on fortresses conquered in the region
between 1536 and 1552. This strategy, on the other hand, was later reformed through the
construction of new fortifications or the demolition of existing ones. The first defense line
stretched from the northeast to the southwest, passing through the forts of Zdenci, Krestelovac,
Meduri¢, Granica, and ending in Kraljeva Velika fortress. The second line, like the first, ran from
northeast to southwest, passing through the forts of Stupcanica, Dobra Kuca, Podborje, Sirac,
Pakrac, and Bijela Stijena. The sancak’s center, Cernik, was well behind these two lines in a secure

location.

Garrison troops that were stationed in the Sancak of Zagasna were divided into mustahfizes
(members of the infantry unit in a garrison), azebs (infantry garrison soldiers), farises (cavalry),
top¢us (artillerymen), and martoloses (special infantry units composed mainly of Christians).
Apart from martoloses, members of the aforementioned military ranks were exclusively Muslim.
The number of soldiers serving in the garrisons in the sancak of Zagasna remained relatively
constant, ranging between 1.200 and 1.500 on average. The fortress construction practices,
supplying food and ammunition to the garrisons, and the Ottoman financing procedures are
discussed in the last chapter of the dissertation.

Keywords: Ottoman Empire/ Habsburg Empire/ Slavonia/ Garrison/ Frontier Organization,
Network of Fortresses, / 16th and 17th Century/ Military, Demographic and Economic History



SAZETAK I KLJUCNE RIJECI

Ova disertacija pokusava na sveobuhvatan i komparativni nain istraziti osmanske granice u
zapadnoj Slavoniji, ukljucujuéi vojne, socio-ekonomske 1 financijske aspekte pogranicne
organizacije. Nadalje, cilj ove disertacije je otkriti polozaj mreze osmanskih tvrdava i njihovu

ulogu u obrambenoj organizaciji sandzaka Zacasna.

Pojam Slavonije, koji se koristi u ovom djelu, ne odnosi se na srednjovjekovno nego na moderno
poimanje granica Slavonije. Naime, za podrucje koje se danas zove Slavonija opéenito se moze
rec¢i da se prostire na podrucju izmedu rijeka Ilove, Drave, Save 1 Dunava, koje na podrucju donje

Drave i Save ne obuhvaca podrucje Srijema.

Tijekom 15. stolje¢a Osmanlije su osvojile isto¢ni dio Balkanskog poluotoka. Nakon osvajanja
veceg dijela Bosne i pada Beograda 1521. godine, osmanska ekspanzija bila je orijentirana prema
sjeverozapadu 1 zapadu, odnosno srednjoj Europi kroz Ugarsku. Tako je u treCem desetljecu 16.
stolje¢a osmanska sjeverna granica stigla do obala rijeke Save i Dunava, a Osmanlije su se pocele
pripremati za prosirenje svojih osvajanja na slavonsko podrucje koje je bilo u sastavu Ugarske
drzave. Ve¢i dio slavonskog podrucja osvojile su domace osmanske snage iz bosanskog sandzaka
1, u manjoj mjeri, domace osmanske snage iz smederevskog sandZaka. Osmanlije su izmedu 1536.
i 1552. godine osvojile veéi dio Slavonije pod vodstvom sandzakbegova iz Bosne, Smedereva i

Hercegovine.

Sandzak Zacasna osnovan je 11. travnja 1556. u jugozapadnoj Slavoniji 1 Posavini. Prvo srediste
sandzaka bio je grad Cazma, ali kako je hrvatski i habsburski otpor to podrugje u¢inio nestabilnim,
srediSte je prebaceno u grad Pakrac, koji je bio bolje zaSti¢en od habsbur§kog protunapada. Kasnije
je srediste sandzaka ponovno premjesteno, zapadnije, u grad Cernik. Od 1550-ih do kraja
osmanske vladavine, sandzak Zacasna predstavljao je “krajnju granicu”, tj. intiha-i serhad.
Sandzak Zacasna bio je administrativno podreden Bosanskom ejaletu, koji se prostirao na podrucju

danaSnje Bosne, Dalmacije 1 Crne Gore.

Osmanska obrambena strategija u zapadnoj Slavoniji temeljila se na lancu tvrdava koji se proteze
duz dvije dugacke paralelne crte. Te su linije u pocetku izgradene na tvrdavama osvojenim u regiji
izmedu 1536. 1 1552. godine. Ta je strategija, s druge strane, kasnije reformirana gradnjom novih

ili ruSenjem postojec¢ih utvrda. Prva obrambena linija protezala se od sjeveroistoka prema



jugozapadu, prolazila je kroz utvrde Zdenci, KreStelovac, Meduri¢, Granica i zavrsavala u tvrdavi
Kraljeva Velika. Druga linija je, kao i prva, i§la od sjeveroistoka prema jugozapadu, prolazeci kroz
utvrde Stupcanicu, Dobru Kucu, Podborje, Sira¢, Pakrac i Bijelu Stijenu. SrediSte sandzaka,

Cernik, bilo je dosta iza ove dvije linije na sigurnom mjestu.

Garnizonske trupe koje su bile stacionirane u sandzaku Zacasna bile su podijeljene na mustahfize
(pripadnici pjesacke postrojbe u garnizonu), azebe (vojnici pjeSackog garnizona), farise
(konjanici), topgu (topnici) i martoloze (specijalne pjesacke jedinice sastavljene uglavnom
kr§¢ana). Osim martoloza, pripadnici navedenih vojnih redova bili su iskljué¢ivo muslimani. Broj
vojnika koji su sluzili u garnizonima u sandzaku Zacasna ostao je relativno konstantan, u prosjeku
izmedu 1.200 i 1.500. Praksa izgradnje tvrdava, opskrba garnizonima hranom 1i streljivom te

postupci osmanskog financiranja obradeni su u posljednjem poglavlju disertacije.

Klju¢ne rije¢i: Osmansko Carstvo/ HabsburSsko Carstvo/ Slavonija/ Garnizon/ Pograni¢na

organizacija, Mreza tvrdava, / 16. 1 17. stolje¢e/ Vojna, demografska i ekonomska povijest
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Ottoman Frontier in Western Slavonia

Following the Hungarians’ decisive defeat in the Battle of Mohacs in 1526, the Ottoman Empire
intensified its westward expansion without facing any considerable resistance until the end of the
16th century. Contrary to Hungary, which was mostly conquered as a consequence of the Ottoman
imperial campaigns, the conquest of historical Croatian lands was largely planned and executed
by local forces from the Sancak of Bosnia and, to a lesser extent, from the Sancak of Smederevo.
The Ottomans conquered the eastern interfluve of the Drava and Sava rivers — which nowadays
bears the name of Slavonia, and then was part of the Hungarian-Croatian Kingdom — during the
1540s and 1550s and kept this area up until the 1680s.

In the area of today’s western and central Slavonia, the Ottomans established two sancaks: the
Sancak of Cazma (Zagasna), i.e., Pakrac, i.e., Cernik and the Sancak of PoZega (Pojega). While
the Sancak of PoZzega was linked to the Eyalet of Rumelia until the conquest of Buda (Budin,
Budun) in 1541 and the establishment of the Eyalet of Budin, the Sancak of Zagasna continued to
be part of the Eyalet of Rumelia until the foundation of the Eyalet of Bosnia in 1580.

The Sancak of Zagasna, both administratively and militarily, was subordinate to the Eyalet of
Rumelia until the Eyalet of Bosnia was established in 1580. However, until 1580, Sancak's territory
was mostly under the control of the eyalet of Budin.? It is essential to remark that the Eyalet of
Budin was given responsibility for the Ottoman Empire’s entire western frontiers until its collapse
after the Battle of Vienna in 1683. As Sabanovi¢ pointed out, the Eyalet of Budin had a higher
authority over the other eyalets in the European lands of the Ottoman Empire.® According to a
royal decree dated 1608: “...Ali Pasha, who defends Budin, is tasked with deciding for and
administering all border affairs... Therefore, (the governor of Bosnia should) comply with the

above-mentioned person on matters related to Bosnia’s borders and land, and act in accordance

2 Popisi Pakrackog sandZaka 1565. i 1584, transleted. and edited. from the Ottoman Turkish by Fazileta Hafizovi¢,
Slavonski Brod: Hrvatski institut za povijest, Podruznica za povijest Slavonije, Srijema i Baranje, 2021, 11.

3 Hazim Sabanovi¢, “Bosanski Divan”, Prilozi za Orijentalnu Filologiju, 18 (18-19), 1973, 16-17. | would like to
thank Dr. Dino Mujadzevi¢ for bringing my attention to this article.



with the decision made by him.”* As a consequence of this, the impact of the Eyalet of Budin on
the Eyalet of Bosnia will frequently be reflected in documents, and some archival records
pertaining to Bosnia's defense affairs will occasionally appear in the records that were kept by the

treasury of Budin.®
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Picture 1: The copy of the decree, dated 1608, stating Budin’s higher authority over the Eyalet of Bosnia

Due to its border location and geostrategic importance, the Ottoman Slavonia, i.e., nowadays area
of Slavonia, was organized as a frontier (serhad) consisting of two administrative units: the Sancak
of Zagasna and the western part of the Sancak of Pozega. Thus, these sancaks represented an
important portion of the Ottoman military frontier that stretched from northern Hungary to the
Adriatic Sea from the 1550s to the 1680s. In Ottoman sources, this part of the Empire is often
mentioned as the farthermost borderland, i.e., intiha-i serhad. With time, the Ottoman Empire had
built a strong defensive chain along its Slavonian frontier, consisting of numerous forts in which
various units served in the garrisons. The strategic importance of the fortified places influenced

the size and composition of the garrisons, their weapons and equipment, as well as the daily life

4 Kamil Kepeci 71, 3 (henceforth KK.d.), “... ol serhaddlerin umtir-1 cumhfir1 hald Budun muhéifazasinda olan ...Ali
Paga edama'llahii te'dld iclalehinun rey-i ruyetine tefviz olunmusgdur... bu babda Bosna serhaddine ve memleket-i
vilayete miiteallik hus@islarda miisaru'n-ileyh vezirime miiracaat ediip ol canibden her ne vechle ferman-1 serifim sadir
olursa miicebince amel edesin.”

5 Maliyeden Miidevver 4133 (henceforth MAD.d.).



of the soldiers. Furthermore, the military organization of the border and the proximity of the enemy
had a significant impact on the lives of local civilians who were not directly affiliated with the
Ottoman military affairs. It can be said that in the Ottoman lands, the military (asker?) and the
subjects (reaya) were not two separate spheres since almost the entire population, regardless of
their religion and social status, was involved in various ways in the military system and participated
in the defense and control of borders.® It should also be emphasized that, as Nenad Moaganin puts
it, “the idea of a 'free peasant soldier' could not develop as it later did on the Habsburg side. They
were always merely auxiliaries”. The Habsburg frontier was heavily militarized, almost wholly
freed from civilian settlements while on the Ottoman side the situation was more complex:
Ottoman garrison soldiers lived side by side with sipahis and all sorts of civilians, in towns even
with craftsmen and merchants. This practice demonstrates that in a given territory, civilians would
provide the Ottomans with a more stable situation and ensure the tax revenues necessary for the

upkeep of fortresses.’

The Ottoman military border has been a subject of historical studies for more than a half-century,
and the first studies in this field were done by distinguished historians. Even though they were
aware of the importance of this field of study, there has not been a comprehensive work on the
Ottoman military border in Slavonia to this date. Therefore, our information on Ottoman defense
policies, fortified places, garrison composition of the Slavonian border was scarce. In my
dissertation, | tried to understand and make new contributions to Croatian historiography through

a study of the military aspects of the Ottoman military organization in Western Slavonia.

1.2. Subject, Concepts, Methodology

The objective of the thesis is to define, describe, and analyze the forms and characteristics of the
Ottoman military presence and defensive capabilities of the Ottoman garrisons in Western
Slavonia from the mid-16th to the end of the 17th century, as well as to analyze their role in the
Ottoman defense system on the western border of the Ottoman Empire. Furthermore, the study

also aims to compare the Ottoman and Habsburg military systems in Slavonia and to draw

& Kornelija Jurin Staréevi¢, “Osmanski krajiski prostor: rat i drustvo u jadransko-dinarskom zaledu u 16. i 17.
stoljecu”, doctoral thesis”, Zagreb University, 2012, 2.

" Nenad Moganin, “The Ottoman Conquest and Establishment in Croatia and Slavonia”, The Battle for Central Europe.
The Siege of Szigetvar and the Death of Siileyman the Magnificent and Nicholas Zrinyi (1566), ed. Pal Fodor, Leiden-
Boston, Brill, 2019, 246.



conclusions concerning the similarities and dissimilarities between the two empires’ defense

systems.

Slavonia came under Ottoman rule gradually in the period from the 1530s to 1550, as the Ottomans
conquered certain territories that had previously been under the rule of the Croatian-Hungarian
Kingdom. Although there were some territorial expansions and losses, the Ottoman borders in
Slavonia took their final shape after the loss of Moslavina during the Long Turkish War (1593 —
1606). For almost 150 years, Slavonia was part of the Ottoman political, military, economic, and

social system and experienced Islamic-Ottoman culture and civilization.

During Ottoman rule, Slavonia was divided into several administrative units. The easternmost
section was part of the Sancak of Srijem (Sirem Sancagi). The central and largest part consisted of
the Sancak of PoZega (Pojega Sancagi), and the southwestern part was the Sancak of Zagasna,
which was also known as the Sancak of Pakrac or Cernik (Zagesne, Pakrag, Pakri¢, Bakri¢, Cernik
Sancag1). The Sancak of Zagasna occupied approximately one-third of the Slavonian area, here
including Poilovlje and novogradiska Posavina, while in the north it did not extend all the way to
the bank of the Drava: Virovitica and its surroundings were the westernmost part of the Sancak of

Pozega.

The Sancak of Zagasna was founded on April 11, 1556 in the earlier described area of southwestern
Slavonia.? The first center of the sancak was the town of Cazma, but since the Croatian and
Habsburg resistance made the area unstable, the center was transferred to the town of Pakrac,
which was better protected from Habsburg counterattacks. Later, the center of the Sancak was

moved again, further west, to the town of Cernik.

The Ottoman military history, and in particular frontier studies, have begun to attract the attention
of Turkish and international scholars in the last decade. Although the Habsburg Military Border
has been extensively researched in the past, the research on the Ottoman side of the common border
has only begun to develop in recent years. It is possible to claim that this particular study is the

first of its kind in terms of its scope and the time span on which it is based. Previous studies covered

8 Miihimme Defteri, nr. 2, 240/2135, (henceforth A.DVNS.MHM.d.); Fatih Karabulut, “1556-1557 (H. 963-964)
Tarihli Divin-1 Hiimdyin Ruils Defteri (126-243) Transkripsiyon-Degerlendirme-Dizin”, master’s thesis, Firat
University, 2015, 275.



a very short period (limited with the data in a given roll call book). Moreover, because these were

research articles and they did not offer many important details on the nature of the Ottoman border.

In this study, | tried to give a detailed picture of one element of a border sancak — its garrisons —
without exceeding the limits required for a dissertation. As might be expected, it would be both
insufficient and difficult to describe the characteristics of the Ottoman garrisons without the
historical process and socio-economic conditions that created them. Therefore, in the chapter two
| decided to focus on the social and economic aspects of the Sancak of Zagasna. During the writing
process, the pioneering works of Nenad Mocanin and Fazileta Hafizovi¢ paved the way for me

towards a better understanding of the region with which | was previously unfamiliar.

Since Zagasna was a border sancak, it would be difficult to understand Zagasna’s situation without
discussing how the Habsburg-Ottoman border was formed in Slavonia. For this reason, in the
chapter three, | tried to use a comparative approach focusing on the emergence of the Habsburg-
Ottoman border. In addition to the works of the aforementioned Bosnian historians, the writings
of Croatian historians Milan Kruhek and Nataa Stefanec helped me understand this subject more

thoroughly.

In the chapter four, which forms the backbone of the thesis, | presented the composition, function,
and size of the Ottoman garrisons, as well as the historical background of the forts in this region.
| gave detailed information on the duties of the Ottoman soldiers and military technicians serving
in the garrisons, and the distribution of the soldiers by the units that made up the manpower of
garrisons. Only a small number of the archival sources | used had been studied in previous works;

I relied mostly on the new sources that | discovered in the Ottoman archives during my research.

In the chapter five, | described the construction activities, logistics, financial resources, and
defense costs of the Ottoman garrisons in Western Slavonia. Since the topics in this chapter have
never been studied before and the chapter’s results might be very useful for future studies, | hope
it is fair to say that this chapter will make the considerable contribution to the state of our

knowledge on the Ottoman-Habsburg frontier.

Our modern concepts of frontiers and borders are based on relatively new ideas, such as detailed
maps and governments on both sides that acknowledge the geographic restrictions of their

sovereignty. Although there are many definitions based on time and space, the term “frontier” in



English and its cognates in European languages mean a political barrier between states or nations,
which is frequently regarded as a militarized zone. If we take a broad view of this concept within
the field of “frontier studies”, frontiers are the zones that evolve organically between states or
societies, and they often share many characteristics, such as clashes of identity, militarized

institutions, or weak political control.®

The term serhad, which is used as the equivalent of the term frontier in the Turkish language, is
the combination of the Persian words ser (head) and Arabic word hadd (end, edge, border).%° It
should be noted that the concept of u¢ / uc (Ottoman word meaning the limit or the furthest extent
of a given notion) was the preferred notion for the frontier during the Sultanate of Rum (Anadolu
Selguklulari). However, serhad began to be used dominantly after the Ottomans began to spread
their rule, especially in the Balkans. In the Ottoman perception, where a specific serhad began and
ended is still an enigma in Ottoman studies. The Ottomans did not see any problem with naming
a region in Central Anatolia as a serhad, as well as an area around a fortress far from the center,

or an area surrounding a town within the borders of the Caucasus.

The most convincing explanation of the area of serhad on the Habsburg-Ottoman frontier has been
provided by Nenad Moacanin. According to him, the western part of Ottoman Slavonia had a wide
variety of characteristics, and therefore, certain borders of this area are difficult to define. The
Ottoman term serhad is of little use in this context; even the formula intiha-i serhad (“the farthest
borderland”) is insufficient: “The only practical device to delimit the borderland is to consider the
territory with garrisons predominantly paid in cash. This zone usually does not exceed a line of
some 100 kilometers away from the frontier, inhabited mainly by Vlachs and the Muslim

Soldatenbauer population.”? According to my findings from the archive records covering not only

% Daniel Power, “Frontiers: Terms, Concepts, and the Historians of Medieval and Early Modern Europe”, Frontiers
in Question: Eurasian Borderlands, 700-1700, ed. Daniel Power and Naomi Standen New York, St. Martin's Press,
1999, 2.

10 {lhan Ayverdi, Kubbealti Lugati: Asirlar Boyu Tarihi Seyri Iginde Misalli Biiyiik Tiirkce Sozliik, compiled. Ahmet
Topaloglu, prepared.by Kerim Can Bayar, Istanbul, Kubbealt: Nesriyat, 2005, 2779; Ali Bardakoglu, “Had”, Tiirkiye
Diyanet Vakfi Islam Ansiklopedisi, Vol.14, Istanbul, 1996, 547 (henceforth TDV Islam Ansiklopedisi).

11 Erdem Saka, “Kanuni Devri’nde Bir Serhad Sehri Olarak Bayburt”, Akademik Tarih ve Diisiince Dergisi=Academic
Journal of History and Idea, Vol. VI, nbr. 3, 2019, 1599-1619.

12 Nenad Moag¢anin, Town and Country on the Middle Danube, 1526-1690, Leiden-Boston, Brill 2006, 147. Moaganin
identifies the troops stationed in the frontier garrison as soldatenbauer as they were involved in various economic
activities like agriculture, trading, husbandry, etc.



Slavonia but the entire Eyalet of Bosnia, the areas where the paid garrisons were stationed were

considered serhad by the Ottoman state, just as Moaganin had stated.*®

Although the topic of the thesis is limited to a period of 130 years (1550 — 1680), in reality the
scope of my thesis covers a period of approximately 200 years, in order to better explain the
historical process of the emergence of the Habsburg-Ottoman frontier. In this dissertation, the
garrisons and fortified places within the Sancak of Zagasna are studied in the context of the

political and economic conditions that formed them.

The scholarly contribution of the dissertation should be to provide a multi-faceted approach, based
on frontier studies concepts, to the military history of Ottoman Slavonia, which has not yet
undergone sufficient academic research. Therefore, the dissertation introduces an extensive use of
archival sources, which should allow future researchers to have a much-needed insight into the
studied Ottoman material on the military matters of Ottoman Slavonia. Furthermore, it should
allow for further research on the topic of Habsburg-Ottoman military rivalry, as well as
comparisons with the similar military situations on the Habsburg-Ottoman frontier in Hungary,

and possibly other frontier regions of the Ottoman Empire, especially the ones in Europe.

1.3. Sources

The examination of the available literature on this topic has shown that the Ottoman sources have
not been used sufficiently in the past research. Therefore, this dissertation will contribute to the
study of Ottoman military defense system in the border areas of the Ottoman Empire through the
extensive use of Ottoman archival materials. The data collected from the Ottoman archives in
Istanbul contain information about the Ottoman fortresses and their garrisons in the 16th and 17th
centuries. Roll call registers, detailed pay lists, Imperial Councils’ orders and cadastral surveys,
which include the data on Ottoman soldiers’ daily wages, numbers, duties, fortress construction
(and destruction) projects, transportation of ammunition, types and locations of fortresses, etc. All
of these will be used to define, describe and analyze the Ottoman military capacity in the

mentioned territory.

13 For a similar study covering earlier periods, see: Goksel Bas, “Ottoman Serhad Organization in the Balkans (1450-
1500)”, master’s thesis, Bilkent University, 2017.



It should be noted that there are no specific funds for the Sancak of Zagasna in the Ottoman
archives in Istanbul, or anywhere else. The Directorate of State Archives of the Presidency of the
Republic of Tirkiye (Tiirkive Cumhuriyeti Cumhurbaskanligi Devlet Arsivieri Baskanligi) is by
far the most important archival institution for the study of Ottoman Slavonia and one of the most
important archives for a research of Ottoman early modern history in general. The records of
garrisons and fortified places are numerous and are scattered among funds such as the Tapu Tahrir,
Maliyeden Miidevver, Bilyiik Kale Kalemi, and Kamil Kepeci. Apart from these, various funds,
which will be mentioned below, were also used in the writing process of this dissertation. Tapu
Tahrir Defterleri (TT.d.) is the fund that contains materials commonly referred to as Ottoman tax
and cadastral surveys, which provide information on the tax revenues of the Ottoman state from
the beneficiaries of the Ottoman lands. This fund contains some of the most important Ottoman
archival material for the history of Slavonia. The fund Maliyeden Miidevver Defterler, or MAD
(“books handed over from the financial service”), contains various financial documents produced
between 1480 and 1923. Because the roll call books (mevacib defterleri) were related primarily to
payment transactions, which are considered to be part of the field of finance, | was able to find the
majority of the first-hand sources on this particular fund. The office of Biiyiik Kale Kalemi Defteri
(D.BKL.d.) was usually responsible for the provision, supplies, ammunition, repairment, a