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ABSTRACT

THE CRESCENT, THE LION AND THE EAGLE: RE-ANALYZING THE
OTTOMAN APULIAN CAMPAIGN AND ATTACK ON CORFU (1537) IN THE

CONTEXT OF OTTOMAN-HABSBURG RIVALRY

Otman, Elvin

Ph. D., Department of History

Supervisor: Asst. Prof. Dr. Paul Latimer

January 2018

This dissertation produces a detailed historical narrative of the Ottoman Apulian
Campaign and the Attack on Corfu in 1537. Although the Apulian Campaign, a
natural consequence of the Ottoman-Habsburg rivalry, which characterized the
sixteenth-century Ottoman policies and discourse of universal sovereignty, was
originally planned as an Ottoman-French joint military operation, it remained as an
individual Ottoman attack on the south eastern Italy since the French King did not
offer his already promised military support during the campaign. The attacks of
Andrea Doria and the Venetian captains on the Ottoman ships during the campaign
changed the course of the initiative and Sultan Siileyman I ordered the attack on the
island of Corfu, under Venetian control. The Ottoman attack were ended since the



season of war ended and the Ottoman army returned to Constantinople without

having completed the conquest of Corfu.

This dissertation mainly argues that one could not understand why the Ottomans
engaged in such a venture without analyzing the nature of the rivalry between the
Ottoman and Habsburg dynasties in the sixteenth-century. The study defines the
campaign as the Apulian Campaign and defends the argument that the Ottoman
sought to establish some sort of suzerainty in south eastern Italy, bound to the
Habsburg realm. Moreover, it asserted that the campaign should not be evaluated as
the “Expedition of Corfu” by stating that Corfu was not the principal target of the
Ottomans in 1537. The impact of the 1537 Campaign on the Ottoman-Venetian

relations is also discussed in this study.

Keywords: Charles V, Diplomacy, Ottoman-Venetian Relations, Siileyman I,

Universal Sovereignty



OZET

HILAL, ASLAN VE KARTAL: OSMANLI-HABSBURG REKABETI
BAGLAMINDA OSMANLI’NIN APULYA SEFERI VE KORFU SALDIRISINI

(1537) YENIDEN INCELEMEK

Otman, Elvin

Doktora, Tarih Boliimii

Tez Danmismani: Yrd. Dog¢. Dr. Paul Latimer

Bu tez Osmanli’nin 1537°deki Apulya Seferi ve Korfu Saldirisi’nin tafsilatli bir
tarihsel anlatisini ortaya koymaktadir. On altinci yiizy1l Osmanli siyasetini ve
evrensel hakimiyet sdylemini karakterize eden Osmanli-Habsburg rekabetinin dogal
bir sonucu olan Apulya Seferi temel olarak Italya iizerine yapilacak bir Osmanli-
Fransiz ortak askeri harekati olarak planlanmis olsa da Fransa Krali’nin sefere
vadettigi askeri destegi vermemesi sebebiyle giineydogu Italya’ya yapilan miinferit
bir Osmanli saldiris1 olarak kalmistir. Sefer sirasinda Andrea Doria ve Venedik
kaptanlar1 tarafindan Osmanli donanmasina yapilan saldirilar harekatin seyrini
degistirmis, Sultan 1. Siilleyman Venedik kontroliindeki Korfu Adasi’na saldir1 emri
vermistir. Osmanli saldirist savag mevsiminin sonuna gelindigi gerekgesi ile Eyliil
ayimda sonlandirilmistir, Osmanl ordusu Korfu fethini tamamlayamadan Istanbul’a

donmiistiir.



Bu tez, temel olarak, on altinc1 yiizyillda Osmanli ve Habsburg hanedanlar1 arasinda
siiregelen rekabetin dogasi tetkik edilmeden Osmanli’nin neden boylesi bir sefere
kalkistiginin anlagilamayacagini ortaya koymaktadir. Calisma harekati Apulya Seferi
olarak tanimlamakta ve Osmanlilarin 1537’de Habsburg idaresindeki giiney dogu
Italya’da bir nevi metbuiyet araysinda oldugunu savunmaktadir. Ayrica, seferin
“Korfu Seferi” olarak degerlendirilmemesi gerektigi de degerlendirilmesinin dogru
olmadig1 savi Korfu’nun Osmanli’nin 1537°deki ana hedefi olmadig: tespitiyle
desteklenmektedir. Calismada 1537 Seferi’nin Osmanli-Venedik iliskilerine etkisi de

tartisilmaktadir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: V. Charles, 1. Siileyman, Diplomasi, Evrensel Hakimiyet,

Osmanli-Venedik Iliskileri
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CHAPTER |

INTRODUCTION

In 1520, when Siileyman I of House of Osman succeeded to the Ottoman throne as
the tenth sultan, he inherited almost a world empire, controlling a large amount of
territory in three continents. His reign coincided the rise of another political figure in
the west, Charles V of Habsburg, who had been elected as the Holy Roman Emperor
in 1519. Thanks to his dynastical inheritance, formed mainly by cleverly arranged
marriages of his ancestors, Charles V was able to take a large realm under his control
as Siileyman. These two super-powers of the early sixteenth-century formed the
Ottoman and Habsburg grand strategies of the time by which, they figured the
politics of the European and Mediterranean world with their policies, military
initiatives, and ideological discourses. Their almost life-long challenging with each
other also led the crowned-heads and the states of the time to adjust their policies,
according to their own political, military and financial interests and to position

themselves in face to the Ottoman-Habsburg rivalry of the early sixteenth-century.

Siileyman challenged Charles V through various military operations in Central

Europe and in the Western Mediterranean from 1526 to 1535. Charles V’s conquest
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of Tunis in 1535 opened a new phase in the Ottoman-Habsburg rivalry. In 1537,
Siileyman initiated a new military campaign; this time the war theatre for the
Ottomans was the Italian peninsula. Since it had been the center of the Roman
Empire and Christendom, possessing Italy was an important matter of Ottoman
politics, especially by the reign of Mehmed I1. Following the conquest of
Constantinople, the Ottoman sultans had been claiming the inheritance both in the
east and west. Conquering Italy, in particular the city of Rome, identified as the
legendary Red Apple, was perceived by the Ottomans as the sign of the universal
supremacy ordained to the Ottoman Sultan by God that would revive the Roman

Empire under one rule and one faith.

On the other hand, the lack of political unity in Italy had already made the peninsula
a war theatre of the Christian monarchs in the early sixteenth-century. Charles V and
the French King, Francis I, had been struggling for inherence of the Duchy of Milan
and the Kingdom of Naples by 1520s. Although, Charles V was crowned as the Holy
Roman Emperor in Bologna in 1530 and was able to declare his authority over Italy,
Francis | was not willing to give up his claims on possessing Milan and Naples. Thus
the Italian peninsula remained as the main stage of war between these two Christian
monarchs. Moreover, possessing Italy was perceived by both Charles V and Francis |
as the stepping stone for political supremacy over the entire Christian world and for
Charles V, dedicating himself to unite Christendom under his political rule was the

most important goal of his imperial strategy.

The Ottoman Apulian Campaign of 1537, the direct outcome of Ottoman-Habsburg
imperial rivalry, was planned between the years of 1535 and 1536, during the
negotiations between Ibrahim Pasha, the Grand Vizier of Siileyman and Jean de la

Forest, the French ambassador to Constantinople. The French ambassador had

2



convinced the Pasha for an Ottoman-French joint attack on Italy by which, the
French armies would penetrate into Lombardy and seize Milan, while the Ottoman
forces would be invading the south eastern Italian region of Apulia, possessed by the
Kingdom of Naples, bound to the Habsburg Emperor. The plan was set on a strategy
of orienting the Habsburg forces into two different fronts in order to weaken their
control in Italy. The French proposal gave the Ottomans an upper-hand for
attempting a decisive intervention in Italy, which would also manifest Siileyman’s

being the sole decisive power in the politics of the time.

Ottoman invasion of Apulia in 1537 was initiated by mid-July, but the French did not
show up in Italy while the Ottoman forces were penetrating into the region.
Therefore, the campaign remained limited to be an only Ottoman attack, rather than
being a joint Ottoman-French invasion as it had already been agreed on by both
parties. Moreover, by mid-August, the course of the campaign unexpectedly
changed: Corfu, a key Venetian dominion that controlled the entrance of Adriatic,
was attacked by the Ottoman forces. Despite the political tension between the Porte
and the Serenissima by 1532 and the existence of the frontal and maritime conflicts,
the Ottomans and Venetians had not encountered in a war theater since 1503.
Therefore, besides being a decisive Ottoman attack on a key Venetian dominion
controlling the entrance of the Adriatic, the Attack on Corfu also meant the
disruption of 34 years’ Ottoman-Venetian peace. The Island was about to surrender,

but in early September, Siileyman withdrew his forces.

Although the Ottoman maneuvers in 1537 have a multidimensional character,
embracing almost all main themes of academic discussions of the sixteenth-century
political history, such as the discourses of establishing the universal sovereignty and

of the invasion of Italy, rivaling grand-strategies of the two leading dynasties, the
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Ottomans and the Habsburgs and pragmatic political alliances between the crowned-
heads of time, as well as the Ottoman-Venetian relations, the Ottoman Apulian
Campaign and Attack on Corfu have not been comprehensively discussed in an
individual study yet. Most of the studies on political, military and the diplomatic
history on the age of Siileyman I, settle for briefly noting the events of 1537 and tend
to evaluate the campaign as the “Corfu Expedition”. This approach mirrors Corfu as
the principal military target for the Ottomans and fails to evaluate the campaign in a
broader perspective and to decipher what the Ottomans really intended to achieve in

1537.

On the other hand, there are few scholars, opening new discussions on 1537: John
Francis Guilmartin Jr.!, Halil Inalcik® and Feridun M. Emecen® evaluate the
campaign as the Ottoman preparative for the invasion of Italy and explain that Corfu
was intended to be conquered in order to facilitate the Ottoman penetration into the
Italian peninsula. By using such a strategic island as a military base, the Ottomans
also would have secured their future presence in Italy. In reference to the Ottoman
claims to the inheritance of the Roman Empire and to the establishment of the world
empire under the rule of Siileyman, Inalcik argues that the campaign was realized by
Siileyman on the ground of dominating Italy and of capturing Rome. Although

Guilmartin Jr. does not discuss the campaign within the framework of Ottoman-

! John Francis Guilmartin Jr., Gunpowder and Galleys: Changing Technology and Mediterranean
Warfare at Sea in the Sixteenth-Century, (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1974), 264.

? Halil inalcik, “State, Sovereignty and Law during the Reign of Siileyman”, Siileymdn the Second and
His Time, ed. by, Halil Inalcik and Cemal Kafadar, (Istanbul: The Isis Press, 1993), 59-92, 67-68;
idem, “Avrupa Devletler Sistemi, Fransa ve Osmanli: Avrupa’da “Geleneksel Dostumuz Fransa
Tarihine Ait Bir Olay”, Dogu —Bati (Avrupa), no: 14, (February-March-April, 2001), 122-142, 123,
129-130; idem, “Akdeniz ve Tirkler”, Dogu-Bati (Akdeniz), no: 34, (November-December-January,
2005-2006), 133-169, 157, 160; idem; Devlet-i ‘Aliyye: Osmanl fmparatorlug'u Uzerine
Arastirmalar-1: Klasik Dénem (1302-1606): Siyasal, Kurumsal ve Ekonomik Gelisim, (Istanbul:
Tiirkiye Is Bankas1 Kiiltiir Yaynlari, 2009), 157.

* Feridun M. Emecen, Osmanli Klasik Caginda Siyaset, (Istanbul: Timas Yaynlar1, 2009), 159-160.



French alliance, Inalcik and Emecen show the Ottoman-French agreement for a joint
campaign in Italy as the main source of motivation for the Ottoman maneuvers in

1537 and note the French military support during the attack on Corfu.

Emrah Safa Giirkan, elaborates these analysis by emphasizing the strategic
importance of Corfu for the Ottomans. Giirkan points out that by 1532, the Ottoman-
Habsburg rivalry shifted to the western Mediterranean and dominating and
controlling the Mediterranean and pushing the Habsburgs back to defense of their
zones of influence became an important concern in the Ottoman grand strategy.
According to Giirkan, to realize it, Ottomans needed to acquire a secure and fortified
naval base for the imperial fleet, which would facilitate further maneuvers, especially
against Sicily, Naples and the Iberian Peninsula. He evaluates the Ottoman Attack on
Corfu within this perspective and argues that in 1537 Ottomans might have intended
to conquer the island both to protect the shores of Adriatic and to prevent a possible
counter attack that could arise when the imperial fleet was sent away, since the Island
was so close to the coasts of Albania, being the stage of chronic insurrections against
the Ottoman rule.* By underlining that the imperial navy hosted a good number of
Neapolitan fuoriusciti, Giirkan also argues that Ottomans might have also aimed to

realize a subsequent attack on the Kingdom of Naples, after the conquest of Corfu.’

The aforementioned studies offer historians significant hints that would be helpful in
deciphering the Ottoman plans in 1537 and in analyzing why Corfu might have been

put in the Ottoman agenda of conquest. Indeed, Corfu might have facilitated

* Emrah Safa Giirkan, “Osmanli-Habsburg Rekébeti Cergevesinde Osmanlilar’in XVI. Yiizyil’daki
Akdeniz Siyaseti”, Osmanli Donemi Akdeniz Diinyast, ed. by Haydar Coruh, M. Yasar Ertag and M.
Ziya Kose, (Istanbul: Yeditepe Yaymevi, 2011), 11-50, 26-27.

% Ibid, 27. Also see: Giirkan, Espionage in the 16th Century Mediterranean: Secret Diplomacy,
Mediterranean Go-Betweens and the Ottoman-Habsburg Rivalry, Georgetown University, 2012,
(unpublished Ph.D dissertation), 393.



subsequent operations towards Italy and been an important naval base for the
Ottomans, considering the fact that Tunis had already been seized by Charles V in
1535. However, one should note that the Ottomans landed in Apulia in mid-July and
Corfu was attacked by late-August. If the principal target was Corfu, to be used as a
stepping stone for the invasion of Italy, why did the Ottomans attack Apulia first?
The historical narrative of the 1537 Campaign clearly demonstrates that the invasion
of Apulia and the Attack on Corfu were not initiated simultaneously. Moreover, the
Ottoman Sultan, Siileyman, and the massive land army led by him encamped in
Valona, which was the closest Ottoman dominion to Apulia. Furthermore, a good
number of infantry and cavalry landed at the region in mid-July, under the command
of the Third Vizier of Siileyman and the company of the Neapolitan nobles support
that the Ottomans might have intended to achieve more than spoiling the region by
swift attacks. These lead the historian to think that the Ottomans prioritized the

invasion of Apulia, not Corfu and the campaign was beyond to be a preparative.

In accordance with the aforementioned assumptions, Svatopluk Soucek states that the
immediate target of the Ottomans in 1537 was Apulia and Rome was a possible
ultimate goal; they did not intended to attack Corfu at first. Soucek describes the
Ottoman Attack on Corfu as a “fantastic project” that the Ottomans had initiated after
attacking Apulia for a month and explains that Siileyman scuttled the victory by
ordering the withdrawal. Soucek evaluates this decision, taken despite the
oppositions of Barbarossa, as a significant moment for the future of Ottoman naval
strategy. According to him, since Corfu might have been an efficient naval base for
the Ottomans, it could have facilitated the conquests of Cypus and Crete, which
would be subsequently undertaken by the Ottomans in the following years, even

without a shot fire. Soucek argues that this move of the Ottomans reveals the



inefficiency of the Ottoman decision making mechanisms to turn the Empire into a
prominent sea power and of the ghazi-corsairs in convincing the sultans and the
ruling elite for overseas expansions and in adjusting the imperial naval strategy

accordingly in face of Ottoman-Habsburg rivalry.°

Attacking Corfu meant a clear Ottoman declaration of war against the Republic of
Venice, with whom Siileyman used to have amicable relations since his succession to
the throne. Thus, the Ottoman decision to engage in such a “fantastic project” in
1537 needs to be discussed. Why did the Ottomans turn the fire against a Venetian
territory after a month of attacking Habsburg dominated Apulia? What was the
Ottoman justification for this venture? Without speculating on these questions, it is
not possible to understand the Ottoman campaign of 1537 and to provide a

comprehensive historical analysis of the events.

This dissertation presents a detailed historical narrative of the Ottoman Apulian
Campaign and the Attack on Corfu, in the light of new sources and evidences. It
suggests that the Ottoman campaign of 1537 should not be evaluated as an isolated
Ottoman military initiative, on the contrary, the campaign should be discussed within
the framework of Ottoman grand strategy of the early sixteenth-century, grounded by
the Ottoman-Habsburg rivalry for universal sovereignty. Therefore, | intend to
evaluate this military initiative in the context of Ottoman-Habsburg rivalry, through a
comprehensive discussion of the political dynamics of the time. . I argue that an
analysis focusing on the attack on Corfu, instead of evaluating the Campaign of 1537

as the Apulian Campaign misleads the historian in deciphering the actual strategy of

® Svatopluk Soucek, “Naval Aspects of the Ottoman Conquests of Rhodes, Cyprus and Crete”, Studia
Islamica, v. 98-99, (2004), 219-261, 229-233.



the Ottomans in 1537 and in determining its importance for the Ottoman political and

military history at the time.

This dissertation mainly aims to interpret what the Ottomans intended to achieve in
1537. By reconstructing a narrative of the events that led to the attack and the
campaign itself, through an examination of relevant sources and with the help of
discussions provided by earlier studies, I will try to associate the Apulian Campaign
to former Ottoman enterprises in Hungary and | will point out a possible fresh
academic discussion by arguing that in 1537, the main motivation of the Ottomans
was to establish some sort of suzerainty in Apulia, which would give an upper hand
to Siileyman in his claims being the “sole inheritor of the Roman Emperors” and the

“Distributer of crowns to the Monarchs of the World.”

Furthermore, the dissertation is specially focused on the Ottoman-Venetian political
relations, in the early sixteenth century. It is intended to discuss how the political
strategies of these two states, elaborated according to their interests and expectations
from each other in face to the actual political conjuncture of the time, resulted in an
Ottoman-Venetian encounter in 1537. | underline that, the evasion of Venice of
assisting the Ottoman attempts in the Mediterranean, its inability to control Andrea
Doria’s maneuvers and its insistence to be out of the French-Ottoman alliance
convinced the Ottomans for the existence of a secret Venetian-Habsburg cooperation.
Although the Ottomans put the Republic under diplomatic pressure to act according
to the terms of existing ahidndme several times before the campaign, the Doria’s and
Venetian attacks on the Ottoman ships in 1537 led an Ottoman-Venetian war after 34
years’ of peace. In that context, | argue that the attack on Corfu should be evaluated
as an outcome of the 1537 campaign, an argument that challenges the earlier studies,

pointing Corfu as one of the principal target of the Ottoman campaign in 1537.
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Accordingly, this dissertation also focuses on the question of whether the Ottomans
intended to conquer Corfu or not and the reasons behind Siileyman’s decision of
withdrawal, as well as stating how the Ottoman Attack on Corfu in 1537 influenced

the Ottoman-Venetian relations.

Finally, the dissertation employs the Ottoman and Venetian chronicles, produced in
the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries, including the accounts of the eye-witnesses
of the campaign, to complete the historical narrative and to support the main
arguments. By a close reading of the Ottoman and Venetian narratives that discuss
the campaign, | will also delineate both the Ottoman and the VVenetian perceptions
about the political developments of the time and introduce new sources to be used for

further academic studies.

1.1. Historiography and Sources

This dissertation aims to reconstruct the information about the Ottoman Apulian
Campaign and the Attack on Corfu in the context of Ottoman-Habsburg rivalry of the
early sixteenth century, in the light of the earlier academic studies and new
evidences. Along with the classical studies on the reign of Siileyman and on the
sixteenth-century Ottoman history, recent scholarly publications covering various
aspects of the Ottoman history and of the reign of Siileyman which are cited in the

narrative are consulted extensively.

Numerous recent studies contributed significantly to the academic literature of the
field by offering new interpretations on the reign of Siileyman I and the formulation

of the Ottoman discourse of universal sovereignty. Among these, the works of Ebru



Turan’ and Kaya Sahin® are important monographs that analyze how in the sixteenth-
century, the Ottoman political discourse was formulated and reflected by the
Ottoman bureaucrats, in face of new challenges forcing the Ottomans to re-position
themselves in the political arena. Ebru Turan, in her work, discusses the role and
influence of Ibrahim Pasha in the formulation of the Ottoman imperial strategy. By
focusing on the political developments up to 1526, Turan explains how the Ottomans
created the discourse of universal sovereignty in reference to the sixteenth century
expectations of a God-ordained monarch who would establish the world empire
before the End Time. This present work also intends to contribute to Turan’s analysis
by underlining the role and the influence of Ibrahim Pasha in the Ottoman military
enterprises after 1526 and his policies towards the Republic of Venice and the French
Kingdom. In this context, this dissertation evaluates the Apulian Campaign as a
project of the Magnificent Grand Vizier of Siileyman I, which was realized following

his execution.

For the use of historical and ideological motives for the image building for Siileyman
I, the classical studies of Cornell H. Fleisher® and Giilri Necipoglu'® are consulted.
The latter’s analysis on the representation of power during the German Expedition**

of Siileyman in 1532 shows the historian how the Ottoman policy-makers were

" Ebru Turan, The Sultan’s Favorite: Ibrahim Pasha and the Making of the Ottoman Sovereignty in
the Reign of Sultan Siileyman (1516-1526), University of Chicago, (March 2016), (unpublished Ph.D
Dissertation).

8 Kaya Sahin, Kanuni Devrinde Imparatorluk ve Iktidar: Celalzade Mustafa ve 16. Yiizyil Osmanly
Diinyasi, (Istanbul: Yap1 Kredi Yayinlari, 2014).

% Cornell Fleisher, “The Lawgiver as Messiah: The Making of the Imperial Image in the Reign of
Silleyman”, Soliman le Magnifique et Son Temps, ed. by. Gilles Veinstein, (Paris: La Documentation
Frangaise- Editions du Louvre, 1992), 159-177.

19 Giilra Necipoglu, “Siileyman the Magnificient and the Representation of Power in the Context of
Ottoman-Habsburg-Papal Rivalry”, The Art Bulletin, v. 71. no 3, 1989, 401-427.

1 Alaman Seferi.
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familiar with the political and ideological discussions of the time and symbolisms of
the Christian world, as well as their efficiency in using them to formulate and mirror

the Ottoman political discourse.

As was mentioned above, the dissertation aims to correlate the Ottoman Apulian
Campaign with the Ottoman enterprises in Hungary by 1526. In order to evaluate the
imperial strategy towards Hungary, the studies of Pal Fodor'?, M. Tayyib
Gokbilgin®®, Rhodes Murphey™ and French Szakaly™ that offer comprehensive
discussions on both the Ottoman initiatives and on how Hungary became a war

theatre of the Ottoman-Habsburg rivalry are consulted.

Although the emergence and the influence of the Ottoman-Habsburg rivalry have
been discussed in numerous studies dealing with the political, military and
diplomatic history Ottoman Empire in the sixteenth-century, only a few scholars
have produced analytical works on the rivalry, its formulation and immediate impact
on the political, diplomatic, military, socio-cultural mechanisms of Ottoman and

Habsburg Empires. Among those, the studies of Andrew C. Hess™, discussing the

12 p4l Fodor, “Ottoman Policy towards Hungary”, Acta Orientalia Academiae Scientiarum
Hungaricae, v. 45, no: 2/3, (1991), 271-345; idem, “The View of the Turk in Hungary: The
Apocalyptic Tradition and the Legend of the Red Apple in Ottoman-Hungarian Context”, In Quest of
the Golden Apple: Imperial Ideology, Politics and Military Administration in the Ottoman Empire,
(fstanbul: The Isis Press, 2000), 71-104; idem, Imparatoriuk Olmanin Dayanilmaz Agirligi, (Istanbul:
Yeditepe Yayinevi, 2016). Fodor books also offers an interesting discussion for the historian on the
concept of “Early Modern” and on the studies, intending to mirror the Ottoman Empire as an Early
Modern state.

13 Gokbilgin, “Kanuni Sultan Siileyman’in Macaristan ve Avrupa Siyaseti’nin Sebep ve Amilleri,
Gegirdigi Sathalar”, Kanuni Armagani, (Ankara: TTK Basimevi, 2001), 5-40.

!4 Rhodes Murphey, “Siileyman’s Eastern Policy”, Siileymdn the Second and His Time, 229-248;
idem, “Suleyman I and the Conquest of Hungary: Ottoman Manifest Destiny of Delayed Reaction to
Charles V’s Universalist Vision”, Journal of Early Modern History, v. 5, no: 3 (2001), 197-221.

15 Ferenc Szakaly, “Phases of Turco-Hungarian Warfare before the Battle of Mohécs (1365-1526),
Acta Orientalia Academiae Scientiarum Hungaricae, no: 33 (1979), 67-85.

16 Hess focuses on the North Africa as the new stage of encounter between these two great powers of
the period and discusses how the Moriscos in Spain acted as the secret agents of the Ottomans,
challenging the Habsburg authority, by getting in alliance with North African corsairs. See: Andrew
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role Ottoman-Habsburg relations in North Africa, the article of Paulino Toledo" on
the Ottoman and Habsburg perceptions of universal sovereignty, the article of Robert
Finlay*® discussing how the Ottoman-Habsburg rivalry was shaped by circling
prophecies and the role of intermediary agents and diplomats were consulted together
with the works of Ozlem Kumrular®® that focus on the political history of the period
and the reciprocal perceptions, providing the historian with the portrait of the rivalry
between these two leading dynasties of the time and discuss how it was shaped by
the complex political structure of the sixteenth-century along with its transformative

effects on the socio-political and cultural history of the period.

The studies of the scholars mentioned above discuss the Ottoman-Habsburg rivalry
within political, diplomatic and socio-cultural frameworks, however, they do not
discuss how the Ottomans formulated and applied an imperial strategy to face with
the Habsburgs, in detail. In this regard, the article of Gabor Agoston entitled

“Information, Ideology and the Limits of Imperial Policy: Ottoman Grand Strategy in

C. Hess, “The Moriscos: An Ottoman Fifth Column in Sixteenth-Century Spain, The American
Historical Review, v. 74, no: 1 (1968), 1-25; idem, The Forgotten Frontier: A History of the Sixteenth
Century Ibero-African Frontier, (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1978).

" Paulino Toledo, “Osmanli-ispanyol imparatorluklarinda Diinya Imparatorlugu Fikri”, [spanya-
Tiirkiye: 16. Yiizyildan 21. Yiizyila Rekabet ve Dostluk, ed. by, Pablo Martin Asuero, (istanbul: Kitap
yayinevi, 2006); 15-30.

18 Robert Finlay, “Prophecy and Politics in Istanbul: Charles V, Sultan Siileyman and the Habsburg
Embassy of 1533-1534”, Journal of Early Modern History, v.2, no: 1, (1998), 1-31.

9 Ozlem Kumrular, Las Relaciénes Entre el Imperio Otomano y la Monarquia Catélica entre los
Afios 1520-1535 y el Papel de los Estados Satéllites, (Istanbul: Editorial Isis, 2003); eadem, El Duello
Entre Carlos V' y Solimdn el Magnifico (1520-1535), (istanbul: Editorial Isis, 2005), eadem,
“Kanuni’nin Bat1 Siyaseti’nin Bir Izdiisiimii Olarak Tiirk Imaj1, Diinyada Tiirk Imgesi, ed. by Ozlem
Kumrular, (Istanbul: Kitap Yayinevi, 2005), 100-128; eadem, eadem, V. Carlos’un Tiirkiye’deki
Istihbarat Kaynaklar1, Ispanya-Tiirkiye, 31-42; eadem “Orta Avrupa’nin Kaderini Degistiren Savas:
Mohag, Oncesi Sonrasi ve Kastilya’da Yankis1”, Belleten, v. 71, no: 261, (2007), 537-574; eadem,
Tiirk Korkusu: Avrupa’da Tiirk Diismanhiginin Kokeni, (Istanbul: Dogan Kitap, 2008); eadem, “XVI.
Yiizyilin [k Yarisinda Orta ve Bat1 Akdeniz’de Ustiinliik Miicadeleleri”, Tiirk Denizcilik Tarihi, 155-
172. Kumrular also publised a book in Turkish in which she puts her articles focusing on the
Ottoman-Habsburg rivaly together. See: Kumrular, Yeni Belgeler Isiginda Osmanli-Habsburg
Diiellosu, (Istanbul: Kitap Yaymevi, 2011).
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the Context of Ottoman-Habsburg Rivalry”? deserves a special attention. Agoston
evaluates the sixteenth-century Ottoman policies in the context of imperial “grand
strategies” that requires a global vision of geopolitics and military, economic, and
cultural capability. To Agoston, the reign of Siileyman I witnessed the formulation of
an imperial ideology and universalist vision, fed by efficient information-gathering,
which helped the integration of the Ottomans into European politics and political
culture, by the elaboration of the foreign policy and imperial propaganda, for which
human and economic resources, as well as the imperial military power are mobilized.
Agoston argues that this imperial policy, formed by the claims of universal
sovereignty could be evaluated as the grand strategy of the Ottoman Empire, which
was applied very pragmatically and flexibly.?* By discussing how the Ottomans
gathered information within and outside the imperial borders, the agents in the
information-gathering networks and the meaning, the scope of the universal
sovereignty in the reign of Siileyman and how the imperial strategy was dissolved in
Central Europe, in accordance with the political and economic developments
affecting these two great powers of the time, Agoston presents a comprehensive

analysis of the sixteenth-century.*

Agoston’s views on the formation of grand strategy mainly based on close
observation of the ongoing developments that were linked to the efficient

information-gathering mechanisms of the Ottomans have recently been elaborated by

% Gabor Agoston, “Information, Ideology, and Limits of Imperial Policy: Ottoman Grand Strategy in
the Context of Ottoman-Habsburg Rivalry”, The Early Modern Ottomans: Remapping the Empire, ed.
by, Virginia H. Aksan and Daniel Goffman, (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2007), 75-103.

2! The author also underlines that many elements of the Siileyman’s “grand strategy” were already
present under his predecessors, however the rise of the Habsburg and Safevid threats required the
required adjustments in imperial strategy. See: Ibid, 76-77.

22 See also: Agoston, “The Ottomans: From Frontier Principality to Empire”, The Practice of Strategy:

From Alexander the Great to the Present, ed. by John Andreas Olsen and Colin S. Gray (Oxford:
Oxford University Press, 2011), 105-131.
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Emrah Safa Giirkan, focusing on the sixteenth-century Mediterranean. In the light of
a wide range of Ottoman and European sources, Giirkan opens new discussions on
how and why the Ottoman-Habsburg rivalry transferred to the western
Mediterranean by 1530s%, the roles of Levantine corsairs in North Africa in the
formulation of the sixteenth-century Ottoman naval strategy to face the rise of the
Habsburgs®* and displays a colorful portrait of the secret diplomacy held by spies,
between the Ottoman and Habsburg Empires that was one of the major components
of the formulation and implementation of the imperial strategies of the states.?® By
discussing the differences between the Habsburg and Ottoman secret services,
Giirkan argues that the Ottomans successfully developed a functional information
gathering mechanism, which enabled the state to formulate its policies in the
sixteenth-century. In the Ottoman mechanism, however, the responsibility of
gathering information was delegated to high-ranking state officers, pashas and court
favorites, who established their own intelligence networks that served to the masters’
interests rather than of the state. Ottoman system, therefore, was quite different from

the institutionalized and standardized secret services of the Habsburgs.?® Giirkan’s

2 Giirkan, “Osmanli-Habsburg Rekabeti Cergevesinde”.

** Giirkan, Ottoman Corsairs in the Western Mediterranean and Their Place in The Ottoman-
Habsburg Rivalry (1505-1535), Bilkent University Department of History, 2006, (unpublished M.A.
Thesis); idem, “The Center and the Frontier: Ottoman Cooperation with the North African Corsairs in
the Sixteenth Century”, Turkish Historical Review, v.1, no:2, (2010), 125-163

% Giirkan, Espionage in the 16™ Century Mediterranean.

28 Apart for his Ph.D dissertation, Giirkan undersigned three articles and a book in Turkish on the
theme. See: Giirkan, “The Efficacy of the Ottoman Counter-Intelligence in the 16™ Century ”, Acta
Orientalia Academiae Scientiarum Hungaricae, v. 65, (2012), 1-38; idem, “Bat1 Akdeniz’de Osmanl
Korsanlhig1 ve Gaza Meselesi”, Kebikeg: Insan Bilimleri I¢in Kaynak Arastirmalar: Dergisi, no: 33,
(2012), 173-204; idem, “Mediating Boundaries: Mediterranean Go-betweens and Cross-Confessional
Diplomacy in Constantinople, 1560-1600, Journal of Early Modern History, no: 19, (2015), 107-128;
idem, Fooling the Sultan: Information, Decision-Making and the Mediterranean Faction (1585-
1587)”, Journal of Ottoman Studies, no: 45, (2015), 57-96; idem, “L’Idra del Sultano: Lo Spionaggio
Ottomano Nel Cinquecento”, Mediterranea-Richerche Storiche, no: 38, (2016), 447-476; idem,
Sultanin Casuslari: 16. Yiizyilda Istihbarat Sabotaj ve Riisvet Aglari, (Istanbul: Kronik Yaynciik,
2017).
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works are important to be consulted not only to see how the Habsburgs and
Ottomans formulated their own imperial policies against each other by the flow of
information about the actual developments, state intentions and plans carried by
numerous agents including the agents of other European nations (i.e. Venetians) but
also to decipher how the other European states positioned themselves in face to
Ottoman-Habsburg rivalry and to what extent the Ottoman strategies shaped the

European political, diplomatic and economic history.

The Ottoman-French political convergence in the early sixteenth-century needs to be
analyzed to contextualize the Ottoman Apulian Campaign and the Attack on Corfu in
1537, since the Apulian Campaign was formed according to the French proposals. In
this context, the work of Charriére?’, in which a wide range of correspondences
between Francis | and his embassies in Rome, in Venice and in Constantinople, the
French ambassadorial letters and the accounts of the French travelers are compiled,
provides the researcher important evidences for both Ottoman-French relations in the

sixteenth-century and international politics of the time.

The first academic publications on the Ottoman-French relations in the sixteenth-
century were produced in the first decade of the twentieth-century by V.-L.

Bourrilly?® and J. Ursu®, whose works have been accepted as the pioneering studies

2" Ernest Charriere, Négociations de la France dans le Levant, ou, Correspondances, Mémoires et
Actes Diplomatiques des Ambassadeurs de France a Constantinople et Des Ambassadeurs, Envoyés
ou Résidents a Divers Titres a Venise, Raguse, Rome, Malte et Jérusalem, en Turquie, Perse, Géorgie,
Crimée, Syrie, Egypte, etc., et Dans Les Etats de Tunis, d'Alger et de Maroc, 4 vols. (Paris:
Imprimerie Nationale, 1848-60). The work offers a wide range of correspondences, travel accounts,
copies of official documents, composed between the years of 1515 and 1589 and conserved in the
French archives.

%8 V.-L Bourrilly, “La Premiére Ambasade d’Antonio Rincon en Orient (1522-1523)”, Revue
d’Histoire Moderne et Contemporaine (1899-1914), v. 2, no: 1, (1900-1901), 23-44 ; idem,
“L’Ambassade De La Forest et De Marillac a Constantinople (1535-1538), Revue Historique, T. 76,
Fasc. 2, (1901), 297-328, ; idem, “Les Diplomats de Frangois I* : Antonio Rincon et la Politique
Orientale de Frangois I*' (1522-1541), Revue Historique, tom. 113, (1913) 64-83, 268-308.

. Ursu, La Politique Orientale de Francois I (1515-1547), (Paris : Honoré Champion, 1908).
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of the field. These two scholars evaluated the agreement held between the French
Ambassador Jean de la Forest and Ibrahim Pasha, on diplomatic and commercial
privileges granted to the French by Siileyman | in 1536, concluding the secret
negotiations between these two for the Ottoman military assistance, needed by the
French King to face Charles V. Their works were elaborated by D. L. Jensen® in
1985, who asserts that the French King was the first European crowned-head,
abandoning the traditional idea of Christian alliance against the Ottomans by making
them an active partner in his foreign policy. Jensen also discusses how the
“scandalous alliance” of the French King with the Ottoman Sultan against their
common enemy Charles V, gradually granted the French a long term commercial
privileges, which would restore the economic order of the French Kingdom after the

civil wars of the early seventeenth-century.

The first phase of the Ottoman-French diplomatic relations and political alliance are
also discussed by Ismail Soysal®, Halil Inalcik®®, Edith Garnier®, and recently by

Christine Isom-Verhaaren®* within the context of Ottoman-French joint military

% De Lamar Jensen, “The Ottoman Turks in Sixteenth Century French Diplomacy”, The Sixteenth
Century Journal, v. 16, no: 4,( Winter 1985), 451-470.

3! {smail Soysal, “Tiirk Fransiz Diplomasi Miinasebetlerinin ilk Devresi”, Istanbul Universitesi
Edebiyat Fakiiltesi Dergisi, V. 3, no: 5-6, (1953), 63-94.

% Inalcik, “Avrupa Devletler Sistemi”; idem, “Avrupa Devletler Denge Sistemi ve Osmanli-Fransiz
Ittifak1, 1524-44: Barbaros Hayreddin Pasa Fransa’da”, Muhtesem Siileyman, ed. by Ozlem Kumrular,
9-24. In his studies, Inalcik underlines that the Ottoman-French alliance, its formulation and
politically implementation shows how the Ottomans were active in the European politics in the 16™
century, they even dominate it. The interference of the Ottomans according to the author leaded to the
spring of European political concept of balance of power, in which the weak supported against the
powerful in order to secure the political pluralism in the continent.

% Edith Garnier, L Alliance Impie: Francois I'" et Soliman le Magnifique contre Charles V, (Paris:
Editions du Félin, 2008).

3 Christine Isom-Verhaaren, “Barbarossa and His Army Who Come to Succor All of Us”: Ottoman
and French Views of Their Joint Campaign of 1543-44”, French Historical Studies, v. 30, no:3,
(2007), 395-425; eadem, Allies with the Infidel: The Ottoman and French Alliance in the Sixteenth
Century, (New York: I. B. Tauris, 2011).
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operations in the time of Siileyman against the Habsburg Emperor. Isom-Verhaaren
elaborated the subject by a special emphasis on how the Ottoman-French alliance
and joint operations was perceived in Europe, and how it was defined and

legitimized by the French.®

As stated above, this dissertation intends to decipher why and how an Ottoman-
Venetian war took place in 1537 after a long period of peace. This requires a close
consideration of the Venetian policies of the early sixteenth-century and of the
Ottoman-Venetian political diplomatic and commercial relations. These works on the
history of Venice are numerous.® On the other hand, the modern scholarly
publications on Venice clearly demonstrate that the Republic was an important
political power of the sixteenth-century thanks to its stabilized bureaucratic system,
effective military apparatus, enriched by a good number of condottieri and its famous
arsenal, making the Serenissima an unrivaled sea-power and its extensive

commercial network in the Levant.>” Active participation of the Republic into the

% About the perception of Ottoman-French alliance in Spain, Ozlem Kumrular also penned an article
within the light of Spanish documents and chronicles. See: Kumrular, “Avrupa’nin Insasinda Osmanli
Ektisi: Habsburg Giiciine Kars1 Osmanli-Fransiz Ittifakinin Avrupa’daki Fransa Imajia Katkis1 ve
Fransa’nin Majestik Orbis Christianus Ideasinin Cékiisiindeki Rolii”, Dogu-Bati. Osmanlilar II, no:
52, (February, March, April, 2010), 25-46.

% For some examples see: Frederic C. Lane, Venice: A Maritime Republic, (Baltimore & London: The
Johns Hopkins University Press, 1973); Roberto Cessi, Storia della Repubblica di Venezia, (Florence:
Giunti Martello, 1981); John Julius Norwich, A History of Venice, (London: Penguin Books, 2003);
Alvise Zorzi, La Republica del Leone: Storia di Venezia, (Milano: Tascabili Bompiani, 2008).

% There is a large literature on Venetian history. Following studies are useful to be consulted for
general information about the history, organization, state system, economic structure and bureaucracy
of the Republic of Venice, form its formation up to the eighteenth century. See: Eliyahu Ashtor, “The
Venetians Supremacy in Levantine Trade: Monopoly or Pre-colonialism?”, Journal of European
Economic History, no: 3, (1974), 5-53; Edward Muir, Civic Ritual in Renaissance Venice, (Princeton:
Princeton University Press, 1981); Dennis Romano, Patricians and Popolani: The Social Foundations
of the Venetian State, (Baltimore & London: The Johns Hopkins University Press, 1987); Manfredo,
Tafuri, Venice and the Renaissance, (USA: MIT Press, 1989); Benjamin Arbel, Trading Nations:
Jews and Venetians in the Early Modern Mediterranean, (Leiden: E. J. Brill, 1995); John Martin,
Dennis Romano (eds.), Venice Reconsidered: The History and Civilization of an Italian City-State,
1297-1797, (Baltimore & London: The Johns Hopkins University Press, 2002); lvone Cacciavillani,
La Serenissima: Una Republica Burocratica, (Venice: Corbo e Fiore Editori, 2003); Andrea Zannini,
Burocrazia e Burocrati a Venezia in Eta Moderna: I Cittadini Orginari (Sec. XVI-XVIII), (Venice:
Istituto Veneto di Scienze, Lettere ed Arti, 2003).
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ongoing international politics, to secure its independence and economic prosperity
thanks to overseas trade, facilitated the establishment of the effective Venetian
diplomatic apparatus, fed by extensive networks of representation, communication

and spying.*®

With the introductory article of Halil inalcik®, the works of Paolo Preto*’, Kenneth
M. Setton*!, the books undersigned by Carla Coco and Flora Manzonetto*?, by
Lucette Valensi*, by Marrie F. Viallon*, and by Eric R. Dursteler® provide the
historian with comprehensive analysis on the Ottoman-Venetian political and
diplomatic relations. Furthermore, the articles of Robert Finlay*® help the researcher

to analyze the how the Venetian foreign policy evolved to a defensive strategy based

% See: M. Armand. Baschet, La Diplomatie Venitienne, (Paris: Henri Plon, 1862) ; Garrett Mattingly,
Renaissance Diplomacy, (Boston: Houghton Mifflin, 1955); Paolo Preto, | Servizi Segreti di Venezia,
(Milan: 1l Saggiatore, 1994); Peter Burke, “Early Modern Venice as a Center of Information and
Communication” Venice Reconsidered, 389-419.

% nalcik, “An Outline of Ottoman-Venetian Relations.”, Venezia, Centro di Mediazione tra Oriente e
Occidente (Secoli XV-XVI): Aspetti e Problemi, ed. by, Hans-Georg Beck, Manoussos Manoussacas,
and Agostino Pertusi, vol. 1, (Florence: Olschkieditore, 1977), 83-90.

“0 Preto, Venezia e i Turchi, (Florence: G.C. Sansoni Editore, 1975).

*! Kenneth M. Setton, The Papacy and The Levant (1204-1571), vol. 3, (Philadelphia: American
Philosophical Society, 1984).

“2 Carla Coco, Flora Manzonetto, Baili Veneziani alla Sublime Porta: Storia e Caratteristiche
dell’Ambasciata Veneta a Costantinopoli, (Venice: Stamperia di Venezia, 1985).

*3 Lucette Valensi, Venise et la Sublime Porte, (Paris: Hachette Littératures, 1987).

* Marie F. Viallon, Venise et la Porte Ottomane (1453-1566): Un Siécle de Relations Vénéto-
Ottomanes de la Prise de Constantinople a la Mort de Soliman, (Paris: Economica, 1995).

** Eric R. Dursteler, Venetians in Constantinople: Nation, Identity and Coexistence in the Early
Modern Mediterranean, (Baltimore-Maryland: The Johns Hopkins University Press, 2006). See also:
Idem, “The Bailo in Constantinople: Crisis and Career in Venice’s Early Modern Diplomatic Corps”,
Mediterranean Historical Review, v. 16, no:2, (2001), 1-30.

*® Finlay, “Politics and Family in Renaissance Venice: The Election of Doge Andrea Gritti”, Studi
Veneziani, no:2, (1978), 97-117; idem, “Al Servizio del Sultano: Venezia | Turchi e il Mondo
Cristiano, 1523-1538, Renovatio Urbis: Veneto nell 'Eta di Andrea Gritti (1523-1538), ed.by,
Manfredo Tafuri, (Roma: Officina Edizioni, 1984, 78-118; idem, “Fabius Maximus in Venice: Doge
Andrea Gritti, the War of Cambrai and the Rise of Habsburg Hegemony 1509-1530, Renaissance
Quarterly, v. 53, no: 4, (Winter 2000), 988-1031.
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on the Republic’s neutrality in the struggles between other states of the time in the
sixteenth-century and the impacts of the Ottoman-Habsburg rivalry in the Venetian

politics.

In this dissertation, | used the studies of Maria Pia Pedani-Fabris, who contributed to
earlier studies by providing rich archival evidences, extensively. Especially her book,
entitled In Nome del Grand Signore: Inviati Ottomani a Venezia dalla Caduta di
Constantinopoli alla Guerra di Candia *’, discussing the Ottoman representation in
Venice from 1453 to 1645, delineates how the Ottomans pursued reciprocal
diplomatic relations with the Republic of Venice. In contrast to the common
perception that Ottomans did not send diplomatic representatives to Europe before
the 18™ century, Pedani points out that even in the 15" century the Ottoman Empire
sent more than 175 delegates, ambassadors, envoys or messengers, to Venice.*®
Pedani’s works on the Venetians in Constantinople and Ottoman merchants in
Venice clearly demonstrate the close cooperation, confrontations and reciprocal

relations between these two states during the sixteenth-century.*® Recently, E.

*" Maria Pia Pedani, In Nome del Grand Signore: Inviati Ottomani a Venezia dalla Caduta di
Constantinopoli alla Guerra di Candia, (Venice: Deputazione Editrice, 1994). Pedani’s book recently
translated into Turkish by the edition of Nevin Ozkan. See: Pedani, “Osmanli Padisahinin Adina”.
Istanbul’un Fethinden Girit Savasi'na Venedik’e Génderilen Osmanlilar, ed. by Nevin Ozkan,
(Ankara: TTK Yayinlari, 2011).

* Pedani’s work is based on the Venetian documents and some Ottoman historical narratives.
Therefore it is criticized to talk about the Ottomans from Venice without hearing their own voices. For
a review of the study see: Eric Dursteler, “In Nome del Grand Signore: Inviati Ottomani a Venezia
della Caduta di Costantinopoli alla Guerra di Candia, Review”, The Sixteenth Century Journal, 26, no:
4, 1995, 975-976.

* See: Pedani, “Veneziani a Costantinopoli alla Fine del XVI. Secolo”, Quaderni di Studi Arabi, v.15,
(1997), 67-84; eadem, Safiye’s Household and Venetian Diplomacy, Turcica, v. 32, (2000), 9-32;
eadem, “Venetian Consuls in Egypt and Syria in the Ottoman Age”, Mediterranean World, v. 18,
(2006), 7-21; eadem, “Consoli Veneziani nei Porti del Mediterranea in Eta Moderna”, Mediterraneo
in Armi (Secc. XV-XVIII), ed.by, Rosella Concilla, (Palermo: Associazione Mediterranea, 2007), 175-
205; eadem,“Ottoman Merchants in Adriatic: Trade and Smuggling”, Acta Historiae, v.16, no:1-2,
(2008), 155-172, eadem, Pedani, Venezia Porta d’Oriente, (Bologna: Societa Editrice il Mulino,
2010); eadem, “Ottoman Ships and Venetian Craftsmen in the 16" Century”, Seapower, Technology
and Trade: Studies in Turkish Maritime History, ed. by, Dejanirah Couto, Feza Gunergun and Maria
Pia Pedani, (Istanbul: Denizler Kitabevi, 2014), 460-464.
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Natalie Rothman® also contributed to the field by her noteworthy studies on the
trans-imperial subjects between Venice and Constantinople such as commercial
brokers, religious converts and official interpreters (dragomans). Rothman discusses
the multiple connections, convergence, and how the Ottomans positioned themselves

in the European politics and culture of the sixteenth-century.

In addition to the secondary sources, | also employ both Ottoman and Italian sources
in this dissertation. The 58 volumes’ compilation of Marino Sanudo}, the documents
published by Ernest Charriére®, the relazioni®® of the Venetian baili, published by
Eugenio Albéri>*, some early chronicles in Italian and several Ottoman documents,
pertinent to the main discussions, are cited in the text. The backbone of the
dissertation is formed by the Ottoman and Venetian chronicles, composed in the
sixteenth-century. To verify the gathered information and to exemplify how the
events of 1537 echoed a hundered years later two Ottoman and Venetian

seventeenth-century chronicles are also consulted. | will study these chronicles in

%0 E Natalie Rothman, “Interpreting Dragomans: Boundaries and Crossings in the Early Modern
Mediterranean”, Comparative Studies in Society and History, v. 51, no: 4, October 2009, 771-800;
eadem, Brokering the Empire: Trans-Imperial Subjects between Venice and Istanbul, (Ithaca: Cornell
University Press, 2011).

> Marino Sanudo, | diarii di Marino Sanuto (MCCCCXCVI-MDXXXI11) dall' autografo Marciano
ital. cl. VII codd. CDXIX-CDLXXVII, 58 vols. (Venice: F. Visentini, 1879-1903).

>2 Eugenio Albéri (ed.), Le Relazioni degli Ambasciatori Veneti al Senato Durante 11 Secolo
Decimosesto, (Florence: Societa Editrice Firoentina, 1840-1855), s. 3, v. 1-3. Albéri’s compilation
provides the historian the main texts of summaries of the relazioni of the Venetian ambassadors to
Constantinople in the sixteenth century. Pedani contributed his compilation by publishing inedited
relazioni on the Ottoman Empire, composed by the early sixteenth century up to 1789. See: Pedani
(ed.), Relazioni di Ambasciatori Veneti al Senato- Constantinopoli (1512-1789), v. 16, (Padua:
Bottega d’Erasmo-Aldo-Ausilio, 1996).

5% For relazioni, see: Donald E. Queller, “The Development of Ambassadorial Relazioni”,
Renaissance Venice, ed. by, J. R. Hale (Totowa: Rowman and Littlefield, 1973), 174-196.

% Charriére, v.1.
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two individual chapters. In Chapter Four, the accounts of Liitfi Pasha®, Matrakgi
Nas(ih®®, Celalzade®, Mustafa Ali®®, ibrahim Pegevi® and Katip Celebi®® and Seyyid
Muradi’s Gazavéi-1 Hayreddin Pasa®* will be discussed. In Chapter Five, the
chronicles of Andronikos Nountsios®?, Paolo Paruta®, Giovanni Niccold Doglioni®,
Thedore Spandugino®, Andrea Marmora®®, the report of Francesco Longo®’ and
lastly an anonymous pamphlet published by Francesco Sansovino® will be

delineated.

> Liitfi Pasa, Tevdrih-i Al-i Osmdn, (Istanbul: Matbaa-1 Amire, 1923).

% Davut Erkan, Matrdke¢i Nasiih 'un Siileymén-namesi (1520-1537), Marmara University Institute of
Turkic Studies, 2005, (unpublished MA. Thesis).

> Celalzade Mustafa (Koca Nisanc1), Geschichte Sultan Siileyman Kénfinis von 1520 bis 1557 oder
Tabakat {il-Memalik ve Derecat iil-Mesalik, ed. by, Petra Kappert, (Wiesbaden: Franz Steiner Verlag
GMBH, 1981).

%8 Gelibolulu Mustafa A%, Kiinhii’l Ahbdr, Dérdiincii Riikn, (Ankara: TTK Basimevi, 2009).

% pecevi ibrahim Efendi, Tarih-i Pecevi, (istanbul: Enderun Kitabevi, 1980).

%0 Katip Celebi, The History of the Maritime Wars of the Turks, ed. by, Svatopluk Soucek, (Princeton:
Markus Wiener Publishers, 2011).

% Gazavit-1 Hayreddin Pasa, ed. by Mustafa Y1ldiz, (Aachen: Verlag Shaker, 1993).

%2 Nicandre de Corcyre, Le Voyage d’Occident, tras.by Paolo Odorico, (Toulouse: Anacharsis
Editions, 2002).

% paolo Paruta, Historia Vinetiana, (Venice, 1703).

® Giovanni Niccold Doglioni, Historia Venetiana Scritta Brevemente da Gio.Niccolo Doglioni delle
Cose Successe dalla Prima Fondation di Venetia fino all’Anno Christo 1592, (Venice, 1598).

% Theodore Spandounes, On the Origin of the Ottoman Emperors, trans. and ed. by, Donald M. Nicol,
(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1997).

% Andrea Marmora, Della Historia di Corfu, (Venice, 1672).

%" Francesco Longo, “Decrizione della Guerra Seguita tra la Serenissima Republica di Venetia e
Sultan Solimano Imperator de Turchi I’Anno 15377, Commissiones et Relationes Venetae, ed.by.
Simeon Ljubi¢, v.2 in Monumenta Spectantia Historiam Slavorum Meridionalium, v.7, (Zagreb,
1877), 113-131.

88 «I Fatti di Solimano Dopo la Presa di Rhodi Fino all’Anno MDXXXIII”, Historia Universale
Dell’Origine et Imperio dei Turchi Raccolta da M. Francesco Sansovino, (Venice, 1568).
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1.2. A Chapter-by-Chapter Outline

This dissertation examines the Ottoman Apulian Campaign and Attack on Corfu in
1537 in the context of Ottoman-Habsburg rivalry in four voluminous chapters.
Following this introductory chapter, Chapter Two aims to draw the framework of the
Ottoman Apulian Campaign and the Attack on Corfu. This second chapter analyzes
the reasons of the Ottoman Apulian campaign and the root causes of the apparent
mistrust that started to dominate Ottoman-Venetian relations by 1532. Firstly, the
rise of Siileyman I and Charles V to power, the formulation of Ottoman and
Habsburg grand strategies, based on the discourses of universal sovereignty and the
main political actors, playing the prominent roles in the Ottoman and Habsburg
policy and decision making mechanisms are reviewed. Besides, the Ottoman
challeng of the Habsburgs in Hungary and in western Mediterranean is also briefly
discussed and the Ottoman policy towards Hungary is delineated to evaluate the
Ottoman Apulian Campaign in 1537 within the context of Ottoman gradual method
of conquest. Secondly, this second chapter discusses the Ottoman-French
convergence in the early sixteenth-century, which led the Ottoman-French alliance of
1536 for a joint campaign in Italy. Finally, this chapter examines the Ottoman-
Venetian relations of the time and discusses how the Ottoman-Habsburg rivalry
created a political tension between the Porte and the Serenissima, with the aim of

setting the ground for Ottoman attack on Corfu in 1537.

The next chapter, Chapter Three, provides the historical narrative of the Ottoman
Apulian Campaign and Attack on Corfu in 1537. First, I discuss the Ottoman-French
alliance of 1536 and the position of the Republic of Venice. Here, | intend to
demonstrate how the Porte diplomatically pressured the Serenissima to actively

support the Ottoman initiatives against the Habsburgs. Secondly, the Ottoman
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Apulian Campaign of 1537 is delineated. By discussing the course of the campaign,
it is underlined that the main target of the Ottomans in 1537 was the region of Apulia
and Corfu came out as a second one, in 1537, as the Sultan’s response for the
disingenuous Venetian polices concerning the Ottoman-Habsburg rivalry. In this
context, | demonstrate that the Ottoman attack was the direct outcome of the existing
political tension between these two states and was justified by the Venetian attacks
on the Ottoman ships during the campaign. In this regard, this third chapter
challenges the previous studies which state Corfu as the principal target for the
Ottomans in 1537. Finally, the chapter re-analyzes the Apulian Campaign and Attack
on Corfu within the context of Ottoman “gradual method of conquest” and suggests

an answer to the question of what Ottomans might have intended to achieve in 1537.

The fourth cnahpter focuses on the Ottoman chronicles, composed in the sixteenth
and seventeenth centuries and discusses the Ottoman point of views about the
reasons, preparation, process and the efficacy of the campaign of 1537. It aims to set
out how the Ottomans perceived and legitimized the military operations in Apulia
and the subsequent attack on Corfu. Therefore, in this chapter | intend to support the
main arguments of the dissertation asserted in the previous chapter. Before
discussing each chronicle, I provide brief information about the authors/composers,
the time of composition of the accounts and the genre, according to which each work

is classified.

Chapter Five examines the Venetian chronicles, composed by Venetians or Corfiots
in the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries, to provide a complementary analysis of
the 1537 campaign. In this chapter, the Venetians’ and Corfiots’ evaluations and
reflections of the Ottoman Apulian Campaign and particularly the Ottoman attack on

Corfu in 1537 are discussed. As it is done in the fourth chapter, this chapter also
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provides details about the origins of the authors, their positions, if they had, in the
Venetian administration and their social status to assess the reliability of the source.
The sources are also important in terms of portraying the cultural atmosphere of the
sixteenth and seventeenth centuries Venice and provide more detailed information in
comparison to the Ottoman sources. This fourth chapter also works as a check up for
the information provided by the Ottoman chronicles and underlines similar and
different views on 1537 events. By this chapter, | intend to complete the historical
narrative of the Ottoman Apulian Campaign and Attack on Corfu, as well as

introducing new primary sources for further studies.

1.3. Notes on the Languages Used for Names and Terms and on the Translations

The dissertation adopts commonly used English versions/names for most of the
monarchs, kingdoms, cities, towns and islands. For the Ottoman sultans and pashas
and officers Ottoman usage is preferred. For the Ottoman capital, Constantinople is
used. The term Serenissima, meaning the most serene, is used to refer to the Republic
of Venice, since the official name of the Republic was Serenisima Republica di
Veneta. The historical coat of arms of the French Kingdom was the fleur-de-lis on a

blue field, so the term Fleur-de-lys, used in the text refers to the French Kingdom.

For the titles and terms in Ottoman, Venetian /Italian and Spanish used in the
chapters, I do not give the English equivalents in the text, if it is not so necessary to
be explained in the narrative, to produce an easy-reading account. For the titles and

terms, a glossary was added to the Apendices. (Appendix A)

The use of the term of “Turk” also needs to be clarified. In the narrative, |
intentionally refrain from using “Turk” for the Ottomans since the Ottomans used

this appellation in different meanings and called themselves as “Ottomans”.
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However, in most of the contemporary Italian sources Ottomans were referred to as
Turks. For that reason, especially in the Chapter Five, dealing with the Venetian

sources the usage is secured but it is put in quotation marks.

Lastly, the translations from Ottoman, Italian and French throughout the text are
mine if it is not cited in an individual work and not clearly mentioned in the
footnotes. In the direct quotations from Ottoman Turkish, | adopted a simplified

transliteration style showing the long vowels by (*) and hemze and ‘ayn are indicated

by () and ().
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CHAPTER II

CONTEXTUALIZING 1537: OTTOMAN-HABSBURG RIVALRY IN THE

EARLY SIXTEENTH-CENTURY AND SURROUNDING STATES

In July 1537, when the Ottoman forces, commanded by his Third Vizier, Liitfi Pasha,
landed on the southeastern Italian coasts of Apulia, Sultan Siileyman | was
manifesting that he was the only power attempting a decisive intervention in Italy.
Earlier the site of an invasion by his ancestor, Mehmed 1, the region of Apulia was
carefully chosen to be the goal, since the region was part of the Kingdom of Naples,
directly bound to the Spanish realm of the Habsburg Emperor, Charles V. The
campaign had been already planned as an Ottoman-French joint venture in Italy in
1536 against the rise of the Habsburg Emperor, Charles V. However, by mid-August
of 1537, the course of the campaign was changed: the Ottoman fire unexpectedly
turned on Venetian Corfu. This was the first Ottoman-Venetian encounter in the
reign of Siileyman, ending the period of 34 years of peace between the Ottoman

Empire and the Republic of Venice.

This dissertation argues that the Ottoman Apulian Campaign and the Attack on Corfu
cannot be evaluated as isolated military maneuvers of the Ottoman Sultan. On the
contrary, they were direct products of the Ottoman-Habsburg rivalry in the early
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sixteenth-century, according to which other crowned-heads and states of the time
needed to adapt, including, above all, the Republic of Venice. Therefore, to analyze
the 1537 Campaign, one should first analyze the nature and scope of the rivalry
between these two leading dynasties of the early sixteenth-century and the events of
the time, along with the rivalring political discourses to understand the 1537

Campaign.

This chapter intends to contextualize 1537 and of discuss how these encounters had
their source in Ottoman and Habsburg imperial strategies. In this regard, in order to
decipher why the Ottoman attack on Apulia in 1537 took place, the political and
ideological rivalry between Siileyman and Charles V needs first to be delineated to
show how this rivalry resulted in numerous Ottoman-Habsburg military encounters
in Central Europe and Western Mediterranean. Secondly, the Ottoman-French
convergence that led to the 1536 Ottoman-French alliance for a joint campaign in
Italy will be detected. Lastly, Ottoman-Venetian relations in the early sixteenth-
century and Venetian political thinking in the face of the Ottoman-Habsburg alliance
will be discussed. This will explain why suspicions and doubts arose between the
Ottomans and the Venetians, setting the stage for the 