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PREFACE 

The prcijcnt work throws l ig l i t on t h e r e l a t i o n s between 

the rulor!3 ol' the Ottoman Empire and I n d i a , e c p c c i a l l y dur ing the 

e i g h t e e n t h and n ine t een th c e n t u r i e s . In t h i s disjser t a t i on e f f o r t 

hao been made to analyse the impact ol' i h i ; ; r e l a t i o n on l^otli t h e • 

c o u n t r i e s . The Otl-om<m Empire and IndJa hud -friondly re la t ionf j 

over the l a s t f i v e hundred y e a r s . During t h i s pe r i od a number of 

d ip loma t i c miss ions were exchanged between I n d i a and Turkey, 

One who i n t e n d s to work on the r e l a t i o n s of the Ottoman 

Empire with the va r ious s t a t e s of I n d i a i s faced with the dea r th 

of txjurct! m a t e r i a l , I have not been a}jle to trac«-j any proper work 

on t h i y sub jec t so Ear, Tlicre ir;. s t i l l more dea r th of source 

m a t e r i a l r egard ing the pe r iod with which my d i s s e r t a t i o n d e a l s . 

While t h e r e i s enough m a t e r i a l a v a i l a b l e on the l a t e r p a r t of t he 

Ottoman r e l a t i o n s with I n d i a , e s p e c i a l l y dur ing the World War I , 

the m a t e r i a l in e i g h t e e n t h and n i n t e e n t h c e n t u r i e s which i s t he 

t h r u s t p e r i o d of my d i s s e r t a t i o n i s very s c a r c e . Whatever m a t e r i a l 

i s a v a i l a b l e most of i t i s Arch ives . Due to n o n a v a i l a b i l i t y of any 

work on the sub jec t , i t was very d i f f i c u l t for me t o search and 

c o l l e c t a r c h i v a l m a t e r i a l in Arch ives , In t h i s connect ion I v i s i t e d 

^3ational Archives of I n d i a Neiv De lh i , Andhra Pradesh S t a t e Archives 



- i l -

Hyderabad, KJiuda Dakhch l i b r a ry , Potna, Of course I coulo not 

consult some mater ia ls avai lable in Archives of I s t anbu l . However, 

I have been able to use of these mater ia ls avai lable in pr in ted 

form. I entered in to correspondence with some Turkish scholars 

such as Doc. Doctor Erkan Turkman of Jonya, Seljuk Universi ty and 

Director of Archives Is tanbul but unfortunately i t did not prove 

f r u i t f u l . If these archival mater ia ls were avoidable to me I could 

have been able to make t h i s study more subs t an t i a l . 

My d i s se r t a t i on cons i s t s of three chapters . I t i s based 

on the mater ia l which I was able to c o l l e c t from these Archives, 

The f i r s t chapter deals with the re la t ionsh ip the Ottoman 

Sultans and the Mughal emperors of Ind ia , In the second chapter 

I have t r i e d to emphasize the diplomatic exchanges between the 

Ottoman Empire and the S ta t e s Mysore and Hyderabad. The th i rd 

but the l a s t deals with the a t t i t u d e of the Ottoman Empire towards 

Br i t i sh I n d i a , The emphasis in these chapters i s to examine the 

various l eve l s of re la t ion betv;een the two countr ies and to 

inves t iga te the basic objec t ives of these r e l a t i o n s . 

These chapters are mainly based on the s tudies of the 

l e t t e r s of the rulers* of both the countr ies , d i a r i e s of emissaries, 

sxommaries of newspapers* a r t i c l e s and the repor t s of various 
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govemment o f f i c i a l s . The documents - Foreign Home and P o l i t i c a l 

Department of the Government of India - which I have been able 

to u t i l i z e in my d i s se r t a t i on are in the custody of the National 

Archives of India, New Delhi and A,p, S ta te Archives Hyderabad 

Specific references of these doctiments have been given in foot­

no tes . Apart from these, I have also u t i l i z e d some important 

publ icat ions such as Calender of Documents on Indo Persian Relations 

by Riazul Islam; Manazll~i Rum edited by Mohibbul Hajcian; 

'The Mughal and the Ottoman's, (P^Cj) by Bernard lewis; Tarikh-e 

Saltanat;-e-Khudadad (Mysore) by Muhmud Congloriy Dri taln, India 

and Turkish Empire by R,I.. Shukla, The Caliphate by Araold, All 

About the Khllafat by fl.H. Abba/i, The Eaf..tern Cuection by J,A. Marrio 

and a number of other socondaiy source.'-.. 

At the end I fee l bound to acknowledge the great Obligation 

tha t I owe to my well wishers and f r iends , I have f i r s t of a l l to 

express my deep sense of g ra t i tude to my supervisor Frof, Mahmudul 

Haq, Inspi te of h i s numerous engagements he took keen and act ive 

i n t e r e s t a t every stage for the preporation of my d i s s e r t a t i o n . I am 

also thankful to Professor M.A, Saleem Khan for h i s kindness and 

h e l p , I am highly obliged to Professor I r fan Habib for h i s suggestion 

to work on the theme of Indo-Turkish r e l a t i o n . 

My thanks are also due to Professor I q t i d a r Alam Khan, 

Professor M, Athar Al i , Prof, (Miss) Shereen Mosvi, Prof, AMK Shaharyc 
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Prof, Mucjhni Tabo:ji;uin (LaLo) Prof.. NXziuiiuddin Maghrabi, 

Dr . R.K. T r i v c d i , Mrs,-Najnia Shaharyar and Dr . Saiyed Ahsan f o r 

t h e i r he lp and k i n d n e s s . 

My g r a t e f u l thanks a r e a l s o due t o my r e sea r ch c o l l e a g u e s 

e s p e c i a l l y Mr, Ahsanul Haq, Mr, Najaf Haider and Mr, Shaharyar 

and a l s p my f r i e n d Nizamuddin S a b i r . I do no t know how t o thank my 

f a t h e r Mr. Abdul Mujeeb My b r o t h e r s Dr , Ghazanfar Ali^ Dr .M .A .S idd iq i , 

i'lr, Naoimul Ha', for t h e i r cons tan t he lp and encouragement. 

I am very much indeb ted to the s t a f f of N a t i o n a l Archives of 

I n d i a New D e l h i , AP S t a t e Archives of Hyderabad, L ib ra ry of Centre 

of West Asian S t u d i e s , A..M,U., Research L i b r a r y , Department of 

H i s t o r y , L i b r a r y , I n s t i t u t e I s l a m i c S t u d i e s , Faulana Azad L ib ra ry , 

A.M.U. Sapru House L i b r a r y , New Delhi L ib ra ry ICHR New Delh i , 

L ib ra ry Sa l am Jang Museum Hyderabad and Khuda Bakhsh L i b r a r y , P a t n a . 

Las t bu t no t t h e lea i ; t I wish to exp re s s my s i n c e r e thanks 

t o M/s. S,M,Ali and Mohd.l.Khan f o r t h e i r p a t i e n c e with my s c r i p t s 
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INTRODUCTION 

The Ottoman Empire dur ing the l a t e r medieval p e r i o d V7as 

no t only the Centre of power of Muslim c o u n t r i e s b u t i t was a l s o 

t h e most powerful empire of t h e e a s t . The I n d i a n sub -con t i nen t 

du r ing t h i s p e r i o d was a l though ober-whelmingly non-muslim b u t 

i t was most ly r u l e d by t h e Muslim r u l e r s . The Ottoman emperors • 

r u l e d whole of t h e Muslim world, e i t h e r d i r e c t l y o r through 

a l l e g i a n c e s and d e p u t a t i o n s . The Ind ian sub -con t inen t somwhow o r 

o t h e r remained untouched from t h e i r d i r e c t r u l e . Most of t h e 

Ind ian Muslim r u l e r s enjoyed independence, p a r t i c u l a r l y Mughal 

r u l e r s , from t h e i r a l l e g i a n c e . N e v e r t h e l e s s , ( they seemed to be 

ta)cen enough, p a r t i c u l a r l y ) the r u l e r of Gujara t and Southern 

I n d i a e s t a b l i s h e d d ip loma t i c and t r a d e r e l a t i o n s with the Ottoman 

Empire, One of the causes why t h e Muslim r u l e s of I n d i a were keen 

t o e s t a b l i s h r e l a t i o n s with t h e Ottomans was t h e I s l a m i c r e l i g i o n 

which they shared i n common. I t was only n a t u r a l f o r them 

t o e:qpress t h e i r r e l i g i o u s t i e s with t h e l a t t e r , p a r t i c u l a r l y 

i n view of t h e f a c t t h a t t h e Ottomans were garded as t h e 

l e a d e r s of t h e Muslim World. Bes ides , t h e Muslim r u l e r s sought 

t o af f i rm l eg i t imacy t o r u l e over the Muslims through the Ottoman 

s a n c t i o n . The p o l i t i c a l and d i p l o m a t i c r e l a t i o n s between I n d i a 

and t h e Ottoman Empire were a l s o very f r i e n d l y over t h e l a s t 

f i v e hundred y e a r s . With t h e e s t a b l i s h m e n t of t h e Bahmanid 

Kingdom in southern I n d i a i n t h e f o u r t t e e n t h c e n t u r y , t h e d i s cove ry 



of the Cape of Good Hope Route in 1498 and the appearance of 

the Portuguese in the Eastern seas, the conquest of Egypt by 

the Ottoman Turks in 1516-17, the founding of Safawid Empire in 

Persia and the Maghal Empire in India , the i so l a t i on in which 

the India had stood so far was broken and act ive p o l i t i c a l , 

economic and c u l t u r a l contac ts were es tab l i shed . 

The Bahraanids were the f i r s t Indian r u l e r s to e s t ab l i sh 

diplomatic contacts with the Ottomans. Later on they were followed 

by the Muslim . r u l e r s of Gujarat and a f t e r them by the Mughals* 

The r e l a t i ons were a lso es tab l i shed by the Nizam of Hyderabad, 

Tipu Sultan of Mysore and the Nawab of Arcot, Even during the 

Br i t i sh occupation of India , there were b i l a t e r a l exchanges of 

diplomatic missions between India and the Ottoman Empire. 

The Ottoman Empire was one of the most important 'key' 

states of Europe and Asia, The s t r a t e g i c a l , economical and p o l i ­

t i c a l importance of "this cotintry has been s ign i f ican t in i n t e r ­

na t iona l a f f a i r s . The Ottoman Empire achieved a commanding 

pos i t ion only because of the possession of narrow s t r a i t s vdiich 

un i t e and separate the Black Sea and the Mediterranian, 

For over one thousand years Is tanbul , the c a p i t a l of the 

Ottoman Empire, remained one of the chief cent res of cu l tu re and 

commerce. The Turks encouraged the set t lements of foreign 

colonies to bui ld tJieir t rade and commerce and thus i t became a 



cosmopolitan c i t y and an in t e rna t iona l p o r t . I t s pos i t ion as the 

cross-roads of Asia and Europe enabled i t to p r o f i t enormously 

by the t rade flowing from Russia, I ran , I r aq and India, and a lso 

in e a r l i e r times by the grea t over-land t rade route to inner Asia 

and the Far East , Thus the geographical location of the Ottoman 

Empire has conferred on i t the posi t ion of a bridge between Asia" 
* 

and Europe, A glance at the map of the world discloses the fact 

that it separates and at the same time it connects Europe, Asia 

and Africa. Armenia was the meeting place of all the inner trade 

routes, Syria was the rich maritime hinterland whose ports pro­

vided an outl6t to Europe for Asiatic trade. 

Although there had been commercial relations between 

India, the Arab World,Turkey and Europe since the time immemorial, 

the Arab lands stood at the cross roads of the trade route bet­

ween India and Europe, The luxurious living style of the Arabs 

and the Turkish ruling classes had an impact on fashions and 

style of living of the European ruling classes. In the meantime 

the town life in Europe which had declined after the fall of the 

Roman Empire had begun to revive. This resulted in increasing 

trade with Asia, The transportation of Indian and Chinese goods 
4 

across Central Asia was frequent. The principal carriers of goods 

from India by sea route were the Arab merchants. The Indians 

also used to carry merchandise across the Arabian Sea, 



The arrival of Portugese in the Arabian Sea led to far-

reaching consequences with regard to the pattern of trade and 

commerce. The search for a direct route to India was begun by 

the rulers of Portugal such as Don Henrique known as Henery 

towards the beginning of the fifteenth century. The growing trade 

activities and power of the Portuguese caused serious concern to-

the Ottoman Turks. It was the time when Ottomans themselves were 

rising rapidly to become a world power. The Ottoman had not only 

captured Constantinople in 1453 but they had also completed the 

conquest of Asia Minor, The expansion of the Turkish power on 

the coast ot the Red Sea and the Persian Gulf made inevitable a 

conflict between the Turks and the Portuguese for supremacy in the 

Indian Ocean. The Portuguese were fully aware of this. In view 

of the growing Portuguese threat to the Gujarat trade and the 

coastal areas, the ruler of Gujarat (Bahadur Shah) sent an embassy 

to the Ottoman Sultan, Sulayman the Magnificent^ congratulating 

him on his victories and seeking his support. In return the 

Ottoman Sultan expressed a desire to combat the 'infidels', i.e. 

the Portuguese who had "disturbed the chores of Arabia" . 

The Turks were major beneficiaries of trade between Europe 

and the East. But the diversion of trade from this area threated 

their interests. In 1566, the Portuguese and the Ottomans came 

to an agreement to share the spice and the Indian trade and not to 

clash in the Arab seas. The Ottomans shifted their interest once 



again to Europe and came to an agreement with the Portuguese for 

d i r iv ing the o r i en t a l trade between them. 

Towards the middle of the t h i r t een th century a small t r i b e 

of Mangol Turks migrated from Khorasan to West Asia vinder the 

• leadership of Sulayman Shah, But acc identa l ly t h e i r leader was 

drowned in the r i v e r Khanva. This land joining the eas tern borders 

of Byzantine Empire. During the l a s t decade of the t h i r t e en th 

century when Saljukan Empire was being encroached by the continu­

ous invasions of Mongol, Er thogru l ' s son Osman s e t t l e d at Karachi 

and conquered several provinces p a r t i c u l a r l y of h i s master. Accor­

ding to the ancient orthography (Osman) Othman i s regarded as the 

foxinder of the Ottoman Empire, The empire exis ted more than 

s ix cen tur ies (1299-1918), In the course of f i r s t three centur ies 

of i t s existence i t became the world 's most powerful country by 

gradually expanding from a small domination in Antatol ia to the 

three known cont inents - Europe, Asia and Africa. The empire 

produced ten b r i l l i a n t and great su l tans who ruled in the fourteenth 

f i f teen th and s ixteenth cen tur ies over a vast strech of land, 

2 
Sultan Saliro came to the throne in 1512, He was the 

f i r s t Ottoman Sultan who turned h i s a t t en t ion towards the e a s t . 

2 Creasy, E ,S , , History of the Ottoman Turks, London, 1854 

3 | b i d . , p ,205. 



At the same time Shah I s m a ' i l Safawi I was rul ing over Pe r s i a , 

He conquered Azarbijan, In t h i s way the coundaries of the 

Ottoman Empire and Pers ia were adjoined. In 1624 Kurdistan had 

also been annexed to the Ottoman Empire, This led to a th ree -

ypar. war between the Ottoman and Shah I s m a ' i l of Persia which 

i s c ruc i a l in so many respects^especia l ly in respect of i t s 

impa'ct upon future Indo-Ottoman r e l a t i o n . Meanwhile, Sultan 
3 

Salim captured Northern Mesopotamia, Egypt, Syria and Arabia, 

The r e s u l t of t h i s was t ha t the Caliphate was t ransfer red to the 

Ottoman Sultans who became henceforth p ro tec to r s or the servants 

of the two Holy Places Khadim al-Harmayan al-Sharifayn and 

tho re l ig ious and s p i r i t u a l head of the Muslim world. 

However, the p o l i t i c a l and s t r a t e g i c complications of the 

whole region makes i t d i f f i c u l t to completely comprehend the 

s i t u a t i o n . The proper understanding of the Indo-Ottoman r e l a t i o n s 

requi res a study of wider Asia t ic environment. The diplomatic 

background not only of the Indian Mughals and the Ottoman but 

also of the contemporary neighbouring powers, the Pers ians , the 

Uzbeks, the I lkhanids of Khorasan and the o the r s . The beginning 

of the 16th century cons t i tu ted an important landmark in Is lamic 

3 J.A.R., Karriot , The Eastern Question, London, 1930, 
p . 8 6 . 



as veil as world history. The Ottomans, the Uzbeks and the 

Safawids had established themselves in Central Asia, The Uzbeks 

were the natural enemies of the Mughals, having been responsible 

for the expulsion of Babur and the other Tiinurid princes from 

Samarqand and the adjoining areas including Khorasan, At the same 

time, the Uzbeks clashed with the rising power of the Safawids 

who claimed Khorasan. The Khorasanian Plateau linked Persia with 

Central Asia, The trade routes to China and India passed across 

it. It was natural for the Safawids and the Mughals to ally 

against the Uzbek danger, especially as there was no frontier 

dispute between them with the exception of Qandhar, The Uzbeks 

tried to exploit the Qcctarian differences with the Safawid rulers 

of Iran who had ruthlessly persecuted the Sunnis, Persia made the 

Ottoman Sultans conscious of the danger to their eastern flank. 

The Ottoman threat from the west made the Persians keen to befriend 

the Mughals, particularly when they had to face an aggressive 

Uzbek power in the east. This led the Ottoman rulers to propose 

a tripartite alliance including the Uzbeks and the V̂ighals or its 

other two members. The Mughals refused to be drawn in the tripar­

tite alliance against the Persians as it would have upset the 

Asian balance of power and left them alone to face the might of 

the Uzbeks, The alliance with Iran was also helpful in promoting 

trade with Central Asia. 
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These three empires with a common Turko-Mongol he r i t age 

were almost co-extensive with the e n t i r e da r -u l Islam except 

some outlying areas down to the end of the 18th centuiry. All of 

these powers, the Ottomans the Uzbeks and the Mughals, were 

orthodox Sunnis while the Safawids were the S h i ' i t e s , While 

p o l i t i c s overborne r e l i g ious differences at tiroes, the l a t t e r 

came tq the surface whenever p o l i t i c a l necess i ty passed away. 

The Uzbeks, h o s t i l e to Persia, f r iendly to the Ottoman and ever 

watchful of the ^\ighals, played an important par t in shaping the 

balance of power. 

The maintenance of the trade r e l a t i o n s with the countr ies 

around the Indian Ocean, West Asia and Africa, p o l i t i c a l l y the 

Ottoman s t a t e used to i t s economic powers of i t s European a l l i e s . 

During the whole of t h i s formative period the foreign pol icy of 

the Ottoman Sultans was motivated mainly by three ob jec t ives . 

F i r s t r to extend the Turkish power in the west and thereby f i na l ly 

defeating and destroying the European coa l i t ion against them. 

Secondly, to control a l l the t rade routes from eas t to the west; 

and th i rd ly to become undisputed leaders of t h e i r c o - r e l i g i o n i s t s 
4 

by wrest l ing the Caliphate from the Abbasids. 

4 M.H., Rahman, op, c i t . , p .B l . 



Sulaimon's reign was not only the climax of the Ottoman 

glory but i t opened a new chapter in the empire 's foreign r e l a ­

t i o n s . The reign of Sulayman coincides with the beginning of 

a prolonged contest with the major powers of the world. Two of 

them were European - the Habsburg Empire, Venice - and the other 

was 'Asia t ic P e r s i a ' . The growth of the Habsburg and i t s r i v a l r y 

simultaneously with Ottoman on the one hand, and the France on 

the other hand made i t only na tu ra l tha t France and the Ottomans 

should look towards each other as f r iends and a l l i e s against 

the th rea t of the Central European power of Aus t r ia . 

The de te r io ra t ing posi t ion of the Ottoman Empire was bes t 

i l l u s t r a t e d perhaps during the t h i r t y - y e a r s war (1618-1648), which 

a lso threw the Europeans in to unprecented turmoil and considerably 

weakened the Roman Empire, But the Bat t le of Vienna and the 

Treaty of Carlowitz closed a chapter in the h i s to ry of the Ottoman 

Empire, On the contrary, t h e i r various weaknesses resu l t ed in to 

diminishing the ro l e of the Empire in Europe. Henceforth, i t was 

Europe tha t threatened the i n t e g r i t y of the Ottoman Empire. Among 

the European powers the most ambitious in t h i s respect was Russia 

while Austr ia was never pro-Turkish but she began to play less 

prominent r o l e . She wanted t o enlarge her possession in the 

Balkans and prevent Russian expansionism. This new diplomatic 

chapter in the h i s to ry of the Ottoman Empire las ted over two 

centur ies and came to be termed as the Eastern Question. The 
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Eastern question may be narroved down to the meaneuvering of 

various European powers to prevent Russia from encroaching too 

much upon the i n t e g r i t y of the Ottoman Empire. 

The war which broke out in 1768 resu l ted in Ruspitin 

v i c to r i e s , both land and sea, in the Rumanian p r i n c i p a l i t i e s . 

This was concluded in 1774 by the Treaty of Kuchuk Kainar j i , The 

t r e a ty was a milestone in Russo-Turkish r e l a t i o n s and must be 

considered as a major p o l i t i c a l event in the h i s t o r y of Turkey 

and Europe, The t r e a ty obviously gave Russia enormous advantages 

and t e r r i t o r i a l accre t ions . I t put an end to exclusive Txirkish 

control of the Black Sea, From tha t time on, Russia exercised 

r e l e n t l e s s pressure on the Ottoman Empire, 

The outbreak of the French Revolution gave a somewhat 

p leasant r e l i e f to Turkey, since i t d iver ted the a t ten t ion of 

Turkey's enemies - Russia and Austria - toward France, The 

Treaty of Jassy closed one important chapter in the h i s to ry of the 

Eastern Question. The next opens with the advent of Napoleon, 

By the year 1797 he had began to a r r ive not only in mi l i t a ry but 

in a p o l i t i c a l sense. In 1798, Napoleon organized a m i l i t a r y 

expedition to Egypt. This na tu ra l ly meant an invasion of Ottoman 

5 George Lenczowski, The Middle East in \fJorld Affairs^ 
London, 1980, p , 3 5 , ~ " 

file:///fJorld
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t e r r i t o r y . And af te r cen tur ies of fr iendship, put France a t 

odds with the Sultan of Turkey. In 1801 the French armies 

surrendered to the Br i t i sh in Egypt. A temporary Br i t i sh occu­

pation of Egypt followed; but in 1802 the country was res tored 

to the Sultan of Turkey. The evacucition <̂̂ -̂ J^'rench forces from 

Ottoman t e r r i t o r y made poss ib le a gradual r e s to ra t ion of the 

t r a d i t i o n a l f r iendly feel ing between the two coun t r i es , French 

ascendency in the Ottoman c a p i t a l was rees tab l i shed and in 1806. 

Napoleon was able to induce the Porte to take arras against Russia, 

with whom France was then at war. But the Turks were disappointed 

when Napoleon concluded the Treaty of T i l s i t with Tsar Alexander I 

in 1807. 

The Br i t i sh power which emerged in the nineteenth century 

as Russia ' s p r inc ipa l competitor in Asia, England found a fr iendly 

power in France weakened a f te r the Napoleonic wars. Throughout 

the nineteenth century the two countr ies presented a common front 

against Russian imperialism. 

Despite the t r a d i t i o n a l a l l i ance between the Ottoman 

Empire and France, the l a t t e r was not r e luc tan t to take advantage 

of the empire 's weakness in those areas deemed important to 

French i n t e r e s t s . The Br i t i sh record in r e l a t ion to the Ottoman 

Empire, must a t i t s best described as "ambiguous" and a t i t s 

worst as " ins ince re" , IThile the preservat ion of the Ottoman Empire 
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was axiom of the nineteenth century Br i t i sh policy, B r i t a i n ' s 

i n t e r e s t in Ottoman t e r r i t o r y or iginated, of course, in her 

des i re to protec t her imperial l ine to the East , Between 1833 

and 1878 Bri ta in was in tense ly in t e res t ed in es tab l i sh ing English 

control led land and r ive r route through Mesopotamia to India . 

In the nineteenth century, while Turkey's i n t e r n a t i o n a l 

and i n t e rna l s i tua t ion was s tead i ly de t e r io ra t ing , a few attempts 

were made at reform. A se r ies of i n t e rna l reforms including r e -

foimtf' in mi l i t a ry and administrat ive organizat ions followed. The 

other a l t e rna t ive remained, tha t of a r ad i ca l change by revolut ion . 

The task of shaking the empire out of i t s le thargy was taken up 

by the Young Turk ftoveroent. The young Turk Party drew i t s i n sp i ­

ra t ion from the west and wanted to remodel the empire in to a 

l i b e r a l const i tvi t ional monarchy. The outbreak of world War I 

found the empire reduced t e r r i t o r i a l l y . The Ottoman p o l i t i c a l 

s t ra tegy in war-time could be summoned up in two terms ; Pan-

Islaraism and Pan-Turanism, I t w i l l be remembered tha t upon Turkey's 

en t ry in to the war, the Sultan in h i s capaci ty as Caliph issued 
n 

a call to a holy war or jjhad addressed to all Muslim of the world. 

6 Ibid,, p,4l, 

7 Ibid,, p,62 
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The establishment of the Ottoman male in Egypt in 

1516-17, followed by the extension of t h e i r pov^er dovm both the 

shores of the Red sea involved the Ottomans more in t imate ly in 

Asian a f f a i r s . I t brought them in to d i r ec t contact with the 

Indian sub-continent and her problems. Their a r r i v a l on the 

Indian Ocean coincided with the coming of the Portuguese, and 

they soon found themselves committed to a decisive s t ruggle for 

powers on eastern waters . Moreover, i t was na tu ra l to the Ottoman 

Sultan as the major sovereign of the day, tha t Muslim r u l e r s of 

India turn to him for help against t h e i r domestic or foreign 

enemies. One of them was the ru l e of Mysore Tipu Sultan who 
g 

sent an embassy to the Ottoman Sultan 'Abdul Hamid in 1785 to 

obtain ca l ipha l i nves t i t u re , and mi l i t a ry help against the Br i t i sh , 

Not only Tipu but the Mughal emperors of the eighteenth century 

also had cordia l r e l a t i o n s with the Sultan of Turkey. So many 

l e t t e r s of the Mughal emperor Muhammad Shah and Ahmad Shah are 
9 

found in Turkish Archives. Apart from these , l e t t e r s of Nizam-ul 

Mulk Asaf Jaha and h i s sons are preserved in the Turkish Archieves. 

The diplomatic exchange between the inef fec t ive Mughal emperors 

and the r u l e r s of the Ottoman Empire continued u n t i l the end of 

9 Islara^Riazul, Calender of Docvmients on Indq-Persian 
Relations, Vo l , I I , Karachi, 1982; see section 10, Miscellaneous 
Co rre spondence , 
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the eighteenth century. In the nineteenth century the pattern 

of relationship between Turkey and the Muslims of the sub­

continent began to change. Even in the first half of the 20th 

century we find a correspondence between the exile Sultan of 

Turkey and the Nizam of Hyderabad, 

10 See Records of Political Departments of A.P, State 
Archives Hyderabad. 



1J 

CHAPTER - I 

OTTOr̂ N̂l RELATIONS WITH THE MUGHAL COURT 

The earlier record of diplomatic relations between the 

Ottoman Empire and the Muslim rulers of the Indian subcontinent 

dates back in the year 1481-82, vAien royal embassies, letters 

and gifts were exchanged between the Bahmanid Kings Muhammad Shah 

(1463-82) and Mahmud Shah (1482-1518) and the Ottoman Sultans 

Muhammad II (1451-81) and Bayezid II (1481-1512)/ 

India's isolation from Europe and the West Asian region 

had broken during the fourteenth and fifteenth centuries the 

discovery "Cape of Good Hope Route" in 1498 and the appearance 

Portuguse in the Eastern seas, the Conquest of Egypt by the 

Ottoman Turks in 1516-17, the founding of Safawid Empire in Persia 

and the Mughal Empire in India, Active political, economic and 

cultural contacts began to be established between Indian and the 

European peoples. In order to arrive at a more precise under­

standing of the Mughal relations with the Ottoman Empire, one has 

to look at the political map of western and central Asia during 

the medieval period. The regions of central and western Asia 

1 Bernard Lewis, "The Mughals and the Ottomans", Pakistan 
Quarterly, Karachi (l958), p.4. 
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had undergone important p o l i t i c a l chcmges during the f i f t een th 

century. After the d i s in tegra t ion of the Mughal Empire in the 

fourteenth century, Timur uni ted Iran and Turan under h i s r u l e . 

His empire included modem Turkey, Transoxiana (the land beyond 

the r iver oxus, also lonovm as Mawara-un-Nahr), I r an , Afghanistan 

and pa r t s of the Punjab, The povier of Timurids declined during 

the second half of the f i f teenth century which was largely due to 

repeated pa r t i t i on ing of the empire. With t h i s p o l i t i c a l d i s ­

in tegra t ion various Tiraurid p r i n c i p a l i t i e s s t a r t ed f ight ing 

among themselves. Such a s i tua t ion provided an opportunity t o 

the two new elements t o enter the scene. One were the Uzbeks, 

a Mongol t r i b e which s t a r t ed penetrat ing in to Transoxiana from 

the north and the other were the Safawids, who emerged in the 

west of i t under Shah I s raa ' i l , Further towards the west of I ran, 

the power of the Ottoman Turks was r i s i n g . Apart from the t e r r i ­

t o r i a l expansion, assximption of Caliphate was another achievement of 
2 

the Ottoman Empire. The f i r s t Sultan who turned h i s a t t en t ion 
3 

towards the East was Sultan Salim who ascended throne in 1512, 

The Ottoman Sultans wanted to es tab l i sh t h e i r domination 

in eastern Europe as well as Iraq and I r an . The emergence of 

2 J.A.R,, Marriott , The Eastern Question, Oxford, 1918, 
P . 36. 

3 E.S, Creasy, History of the Ottoman Turks, London, 
p ,295 . ~ 
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these empires synchronized with one another p o l i t i c a l event 

which had far reaching consequences for the p o l i t i c a l h i s t o r y 

of Northern India as well as the Asian balance of power. This 

was the establishment of the Mughal Empire by Babur in 1526. 

Babur was expelled from h i s p r i n c i p a l i t y of Faraghna in 

Ttansoxiana by the Uzbeks, He made no secret o£ h i s des i re of . 

4 

recapturing h i s homeland from the Uzbeks. This factor of ven­

geance remained always a dominant cause in the r e l a t i ons between 

the Mughals of India and the Uzbeks. This also explains the 

perpetual h o s t i l i t y of the Mughals towards the Uzbek Khanates. 

Furthermore, t h i s fac tor had influenced t h e i r r e l a t i o n s with 

Pers ia and Turkey too . 

Another factor of paramount importance with regards to 

the Turko-Mughal r e l a t ionsh ip was sectar ianism. The Safawid 

Empire professed Shi ' ism as t h e i r s ta te re l ig ion and promoted 

S h i ' i t e f a i t h . They even resorted to persecution in order to 

convert people from other cGcts. The Ottomans/ Mughals and 

Uzbeks were, on the other hand, the Sunnis. The Ottomans had 

received the t i t l e of Sultan-e-Rum from the shadowy caliph 

4 Babur, Tuzuk, English Translat ion, Mrs. Beveridge, 
London, 1931, Vol. I I , , pp, 626-7. 

5 Aziz Ahmad, Studies in ^1 .̂̂ 2?iS_.S^- '̂̂ ^ '̂̂  in the 
Indian Environment, London, 19647 "pT^B. " 
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l iv ing a t Cairo, l a t e r they assumed the t i t l e of Padshah-e~Islain. 

They may thus become the temporal and s p i r i t u a l r u l e r s of the 
7 

Sxonni world. The r i s e of the Safawids and t h e i r policy of 

promoting Shi ' ism in t h e i r t e r r i t o r y made the Ottoman Sultans 

conscious of the danger of the expansion of Shi ' ism in the region 

adjoining the Safawid t e r r i t o r y towards the East , In other words, 

they feared tha t the Safawid domination in t h e i r own t e r r i t o r y . 

This led to the a number of c lashes between the Ottomans and the 

Safawids, In 1512 Sultan Salim (the 'Grim') defeated the Safawid 

ru l e r I sma ' i l I , I t may not be out of i n t e r e s t to say tha t in the 

b a t t l e of Panipat in 1526 Babur adopted the same Rumi pa t te rn of 

warfare as adopted by the Ottomans in the b a t t l e of Chaldiran 

against the Safawids in 1514.° Babur also availed of the services 

of the Ottoman muster gunners Uotad Ali and Mustafa, with the 

Ottomans, Babur had no d i r ec t contact , and reforonco to thorn are 

i n d i r e c t . He followed the Ottoman method of arranging h i s 
7 

a r t i l l e r y in h i s b a t t l e against Rana Sanga. 

The Ottoman th rea t from the west compelled the Safawids 

to adopt a fr iendly a t t i t u d e towards the Mughals, p a r t i c u l a r l y 

6 Jagdish Narayan Sarkar, Asian Balance of Pow^r in tft<je 
Light of Mughal P^rsiaft ?>ivalry iii tQ» l&th an4 1*5^ '̂cerottErii**, 
StuQies in "une Foreign Keiutioiib ot xndia, h^/derabod, 19'/5, p,205 

7 Aziz Ahmad, o p . c i t , , p , 25 . 
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when they had to face an aggressive Uzbek power in the East, 

Though Qandhar was always a bone of contention between the 

Mughals and the Safawxds for commercial and strategic reasons, 
Q 

there was no other frontier dispute between them, in the same 

way Khorasan was the bone of contention between the Uzbeks and 

the Safawids. 

Thus the political and secterian considerations put the 

Uzbeks and the Ottomans together who pitted against their 

common enemy, i.e. the Safawids of Persia, it was this element 

of common hostility which compelled the Ottomans and the Uzbeks 

to form an alliance with the Mughals of India against their 

adersery. But the Mughals were extremely indifferent to such 

an alliance for a number of reasons. 

According to the Ottoman historian Ferdi, the first 

reference to the Mughals in the Ottoman sources refers back to 

the appearance "One Lodi Prince Burhan Bey, the son of Sinkandar 

Shah, who arrived in Istanbul in 1536. Fleeing before the 

8 ibid,, p.24. 
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invas ion of the Chaghtayan armies he sought refuge a t t h e 

Ottoman Cour t . 'He was g ran t ed the p r i v i l e g e of k i s s i n g the 

Imper ia l hand and allowed a d a i l y p m a i o n of 300 Qopero. At 

about the same t ime, an embassy from King Bahadur Shah of Gujara t 

a r r i v e d in I s t a n b u l , t o ask f o r h e l p a g a i n s t t h e encliroachments 
9 

both of Humayxxn and of t h e Po r tuguese . " However we had no 

evidence in I n d i a n accounts of any of the S i k a n d a r ' s sons by the 

name of Burhan and who sought assylum a t the Ottoman c o u r t a f t e r -
10 

"be ing ru ined by the invas ion of the Chughatai ( s i c ) armies". 

None of the Afghan P r inces of De lh i bore t h i s name. Moreover, 

t h i s name was q u i t e unfami le r i n northeim I n d i a a t t h a t t i m e . 

According to Shaikh Abdur Rashid t h i s might r e f e r to S ikandar 

of Gujara t who r u l e d for l i t t l e more than two months and was 

a s o a s s i n a t e d in 1526, t he year when the Mughals de fea t ed the 

Afghans a t the b a l t l e of P a n i p a t , Burhan may have been one of 

t h e numerous p r incoo who wore d r iven out of Gujara t by Humayun 

when he conquered t h e count ry in 1536. According t o Shaikh Abdur 

Rashid, the appearance of Burhan a t the Sublime Po r t e i s mentioned 

9 Bernard Lewis, pi2ji£it.» P,^'. 

10 Shaikh Abdul Rasjiid, ottoman Mmhal P.oiatir-nn 
Dnrinn Sftventf?«^nth, C^n-hiry, J . I . H . , 1963, C a l c u t t a , p . 127, 

11 S i d i A l i Reis , Mi£3rtiL^lJ!2^iP^i]S' ^n9« ^^-
A. vambery, p ,4 7 , " 
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along with the arrival of an embassy from Bahadur Shah of Gujarat 

who fleeing before the Mughals had sent his family and treasures 

12 
to Kedina consisting of three hundred iron chests." 

Babur did not recognise the Ottoman Sultan as Caliph and 

he had no direct contact with him, When Humayvin succeeded Babur 

in 1530 during the period of Suri revolt and civil war, a clash 

developed between his brother Kamran and the Persians over Qandhar, 

His initial victories alarmed Sulaiman the Magnificent to order 

several naval expeditions to Gujarat to check the Portuguese on 

the Arabian Sea and west Coast of India or possibly to reduce not 

only Gujarat but the whole of India, That under Admiral Sidi Ali 

Reis, 'Katib-i-Rumi' was disastrously routed. He escaped to 

Turkey through Mughal India, Central Asia and Persia.1^ He was 

the first unofficial Turkish ambassador who came to Delhi indirectly 

but tactfully claimed for hie master soverivgnity and supremacy 

in Darul-Isloin. The Ottomans however continued in their efforts 

to be friendly with Humayun. Sidi Ali Rcis, the Turkish Admiral 

cum poet, received cordial welcome at the court of Hximayun and he 

14 was escorted by Bairom Khan to the capital. He had left deep 

12 For a detailed study, see E,S. Creasy, op.cit., 
pp. 287-88. 

13 Shaikh Abdur Rashid, op.cit,, p. 127, 

14 Vambery, op.cit., p.4 7. 
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impression on the mind of Humayun p a r t i c u l a r l y of h i s poetry . 

In Mughal India the t r ad i t i on of Turkish poetry goes back to 

•Ali Sher Nawai' which was imported in India by Babur, In the 

verses of both Humayun and Bairam Khan, one f inds sens i t ive 

poet ic a l lus ion to the ghazals of Sidi Ali Reis, Even he paid a 

r ich t r i bu te to Indo Persian poetry by composing verses in PersiBn 

in Mira't-ul-Mamalik. ' Didi Ali Reis complimented the Indo-Persian 

school of poetry by composing Persian ghazals in the s ty le o£ 
1 ft 

Khusrau, I t i s qui te probuble tha t h i s voyage was the f i r s t 

channel through which the works of Indo-Persian poets reached the 

Ottoman Empire and t h i s may explain the f a m i l i r i t y of Naima and 
17 others with Indian l i t e r a r y scene. 

By the time of Sulaiman the Magnificant the Ottomans 

had already es tab l i shed the i r r e l ig ious supremacy over the whole 

Islamic world. The Turkish Sultan wanted the Mughals to accept 

h i s s t a t u s . This claim was impl ic i t in the statement of Sidi Ali 

Reis tha t the emperor of China had given h i s Muslim subjects the 
18 

r igh t to include the names of the Ottoman Sultan in the Khutba.' 

.15 Aziz Ahmed, o p . c i t . , p .27 . 

16 vambery, o p . c i t . , pp. 54-55, 

17 Joseph de Hammer, 'Memoir on the diplomatic 
r e l a t i o n s between the Delhi and Constantinople in 16th and 
17th century, TRAS, 11,1830, pp, 463-64. 

.18 Vambery, o p . c i t . , pp. 53-54. 
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Humayxjn, without expressing any resentment, admitted that the 

19 Sultan vjas the only person to be called the Padshah, but did 

not formally acknowledge his supremacy. At the death of 

Humayun in 1556, Sidi Ali Reis was still in India and it was 

on his advice that Humayun's death was kept secret till the 

enthronement of Akbar. 

When Akbar his throne insecured like his father Humayun, 

he also started by going further in positive friendliness towards 

20 

the Ottomans, He had written a letter to Sulaiman the Magni­

ficent in 1556 and sent it through Sidi Ali Reis in which he 

addressed the Ottoman Sultan as 'the Khalifa on the earth', 

21 no reply, however, came from the Sultan, 

Akbar in his early days was under the influence of the 

'Ulama', and hence acknowledged with great willingner.r the 
22 

religious superiority of the Ottoman Sultan. This attitude of 

Akbar was totally in contrast with his later anti-Ottoman policies 

1,9. Jagdish Narayan Sarkar, op.cit., p,205. 

20 De Hammer, o p . c i t , , p , 476 . 

21 Aziz Ahmad, o p . c i t , , p . 2 8 . 

22' T.W., Aronold, The C a l i p h a t e , Oxford, 1924, p p . i 4 6 - 4 7 . 

oy F.W. Buckler, A Mew I n t e r p r e t a t i o n of Akbar ' s Decree 
of 1579., TEAS, 1924, pp". byu-6uo. 
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which were shaped by a number of f a c t o r s . One of the g r ea t e s t 

achievements of Akbar in the realm of mi l i t a ry administrat ion 

i s described to the establishment of what i s ca l led ' S c i e n t i f i c 

F ron t i e r ' in the North-West, He re jec ted the previous boundaries 

of the r i ve r Indus and Sulaiman range e t c . Instead of r i v e r 

Indus and Sulaiman range he made Hindukush, the f ron t i e r of the, 

Mughal,Empire in the Morth-West. ^^istorians as well as Geog-

raphort; have revealed the iJlratcgic importance ot Hinukush and 

AkbQr'c i.;ucccL;u could bo undeiL-Lood irom the fact that no ex terna l 

invasion took place through Hundukush, even the Br i t i she r s came 

through the Western and FaetEiri ooastr;. The occupation of Kabul and 

Qandhar was important for the dcffcncc of Hindukush, which he 

achieved in 1953, The person who made Akbar's task more and more 

d i f f i c u l t was Abdullah Khan Uzbek of Turan. Akbar was chary of 

Abdullah Khan's aggressive design of capturing Kabul and Qandhar, 

He d i rec ted a l l h i s e f fo r t s to guard Kabul, When Akbar occupied 

Kabul the two g ian t s came face to face with each o ther . Abdullah 

Khan Uzbek wanted to a l l y with Akbar as against the Safawids. The 

reasion was obviously the same sectar ian d i f fe rences , Akbar on 

the other hand found tha t the existence of Persian Empire i s 

e s s e n t i a l to check the Uzbeks, The Uzbeks and the Ottomans were 

hand in glove against the Safawids, To him Akbar re jected the 

Ottoman proposal of t r i p a r t i t e a l l i ance because, as he thought, 

Safawid's existence wap necessary to check the Uzbek t h r e a t . 
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He sent a coun te r p roposa l t o Abdullah Khan Uzbek t o h e l p t h e 

P e r s i a n s a g a i n s t t he Ottomans. An a t tempt made by Abdullah Khan 

to form a t r i p l e a l l i a n c e a g a i n s t t h e P e r s i a n s v^ith t h e Ottoman. In 

one of h i s l e t t e r s t o the Uzbek chief he exp re s se s h i s i n t e n t i o n 

of d r i v i n g away the Portuguese from I n d i a and of f r ee ing the Holy 

p l a c e s e v i d e n t l y from the Ottomans, The Ottoman Su l t an seems a t 

f i r s t t o have regarded the r i c e of the Ilugjials with s u s p i c i o n . 

I t i l s was r e in fo r ced in 150G when r e p o r t s were r ece ived from 

Ottoman s p i e s in I n d i a t h a t Akbar warj conspr ing with t h e Por tuguese 

and planning a nava l exped i t i on to s t r i k e at the p o r t s of Yemen. 

24 As Akbar ' s power grew he developed an ant i -Ottoman b i a s . 

Dec l in ing now to recognize t h e Su l tan as the C a l i p l he put 
25 

forward h i s own claim t o the t i t l e . He never regarded the 

Ottoman Su l t an as the so l e champions of the I s l amic world. This 

was b e s t munifcstcd in h i s Mohzar of 1579, When he t r i e d t o 

assume tho p o s i t i o n of Imam-i-Adi] Padshah-l-Islam_^and Amlrul 

Moninecn, ' and r e se rved tho r i g h t oT i n t e r p r e t i n g tho I s lomic 

law and i s s u i n g a r e l i g i o u s ' d e c r e e ' . Tho p o l i c y of Sulh-e-Kul or 

'g rand r e c o n c i l i a t i o n ' which he persued from l580 t o 16 05 denied 

24 Bern ad Lewis, op^ c i t . , p . 6; Abul Faza l , Maktubat^ 
pp . 14-5 ,23, 37-39 . 

25Badauni, l^.untakhab-al-Tawarikh. C a l c u t t a i860, vo l I I , 
P .254 , 

26 Syed Mahmood, The Kh i l a f a t an l England, London, 19 20, 
p . 54 , 
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any a l l i a n c e with any r e l i g i o u s a u t h o r i t y o u t s i d e the c o u n t r y . 

Hence we see t h a t wi thout an apparent reason Akbar developed a 

p o l i c y of a n t i p a t h y towards the Ottomans. 

Akbar 'e ouccccser J a h a r g i r cont inued t h i s p o l i c y . The 

e a r l y yea r s of h i s r e ign were c h a r a c t e r i s e d by f e e l i n g s of f r i e n d ­

ship with P e r s i a and i n d i f f e r e n c e t o t h e Ottoman Empire. In h i s 

memoirs Tuzuk-e - Jahang l r l , wc f ind t h a t t h i s impress ion towards 

t h e Ottoman was much inf luenced by h i s h e r i t a g e mainly Timur ' s 

27. 

victory over Eayzid Yildrim. The Mughal relation with the 

Safawids also improved under Jahangir due to his friendship with 

Shah Abbas I. Sir Thomes Roe suggests that in 1616 Shah Abbas I 

sent his embassy to obtain financial help from Jahangir for his 

war against the Ottomans and Jahangir responded liberally to it. 

The occupation of Qandhar by Shah Abbas I in 1617 which came as a 
28 great shock to Jahangir, totally altered his policy towards 

Persia and Turkey. Meanwhile Shah Abbas recaptured Baghdad from 

the Ottomans, This led the foundation of a new triangular solida­

rity of the Ottomans, Mughals and Uzeks, all the three directed 
29 

against Persia, This was the first clear reversal of traditional 

27 Jahangir,Tuzuk English Translation, Rogers London, 
1909, pp, 144-6, 153-4." 

28 Aziz Ahmad, op.cit., p.35. 

29 Jahang i r , Tuzuk, e d . Sayyid Ahmad, A l iga rh , 1864, 
p p . 325-30, 
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Mughal P o l i c y , J ahang i r r e c e i v e d a l e t t e r from Su l tan ^!urad IV 

of Turkey adv i s ing him to h e l p the Uzbek k ing Imam Cul i Khan 

a g a i n s t the P e r s i a n s , announcing h i s own i n t e n t i o n of matching 

aga ins t P e r s i a , This l e t t e r which s u r v i v e s i n Far idun Bey 's 

Mansh a t - e - S a l a t i n , i s the f i r s t known from an Ottoman Sul tan to 

a Mughal Emperor. But the scheme of the Sunni T r i p l e A l l i a n c e 

( l625,26) a g a i n s t P e r s i a d id not m a t e r i a l i s e on account of J a h a n g i r ' s 

dea th in 1627, and of ra id on the Mughal p rov ince of Kabul by the 

Izbek r u l e r of Balkh, Nazar Muhammad Khan, 

According t o Bemad Lewis 'The next r e p o r t d a t e s from the 

yea r 1632 in t h i s year the Ottoman h i s t o r i a n Nairaa t e l l s u s , 
31 

the Mughal p r i n c e Baysunkur Mirza the grandson of Akbar, came to 

I s t a n b u l ' to rub h i s brow on the Impe r i a l G a t e ' , He se t up house 

in the suburb of Uskudar. Naima r e l a t e s a t some length how t h e 

Mughal family had been massacred by Shah Jahan, and how Baysunkur 

escaped t o I r a n . Finding a co ld r e c e p t i o n t h e r e , he con t inued h i s 

Journey t o I s t a n b u l , and sought h o s p i t a l i t y and h e l p from the 

Ottoman Su l t an Murad IV (1623-40) , Af ter the dea th of J ahang i r 

Baysunkur j o i n e d Shahryar who had procla imed himself Emperor 

30 Rogers, ojn^cit,, p . 65, 89 

31 Also known as Baisanghar 

32 Bemad Lewis, o p . c i t , , p , 6 , 
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against h e i r designate prince Khurram (Shahjahan). The pr inces 

were defeated near Lahore, Daysunkar f led to Badakshan, and 

according to uazwini died there; but an unknown person assumed 

h i s naino and went to Turkey via iialJUi, Pers ia and Baghdad. He 

ul t imately returned to Thatta where the governor Daulat Khan 

recognised the ' i inpos ter ' . He a r res ted and sent hiin to the 
33 

court where he was ordered to be put to death in 1636, According 

to English Factory records (May 13,1631) i t was rumoured tha t the 
34 

prince intended invading India with the help of the Ottomans. 

According to the Ottoman accounts Baysunkur having been coldly 

received in Persia after his flight from India, appeared at 

Constantinople before Sultan I'lurad IV in 1632, The Mughal prince 

seems to have bad impression at the Turkish court Naima describes 

35 

him as boastful arrogant and discourteous. His lack of manners 

and general haughtiness displeased the Sultan, when he was given 

a sum of money for h i s expenses which he d i s t r i bu t ed immediately 

amongst the at tendants a t cour t . As a r e s u l t of these ac ts of 

discourtsy to the great annoyance of the Sul tan. He was "always 

33 Abdul Hamid Lahori, Badshahnama, Calcutta, 1867, v o l , I , 
Book I I , p.206, 

•3i English Fac tor ies in India (1630-33), p ,160, 

3 5 Bemad Lewis, o p . c i t . , p . 6 . 
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followod", Naima writoo^ "by a servant who carriod the hide of a 

hart and spre.id his master to sit upon. This stupid and uncouth 

behaviour was the cause that the Sultan had no desire what ever 

36 
to see any more of him. However he went and demanding an army 

from the Sultan, to win him the throne of India the Sultan was not 

interested, because his relations with Shah Jahan were good and " 

the Mughal emperor had already sent him two embassies with gifts 

and protestations of friendship. Eventually Baysunkun gave up 

hope of vjining Turkish support and left the country and some say 

he became a darvish. 

The military objective of Shah Jahan which included the 

recapture of Uandhar and subjugation ot ShiVite stnte in Dacan 

made a clash with the Safawids inevitable. On the other hand the 

Persians were at war with the Ottomans. So Shah Jahan started 

thinking in terms of entering into same kind of alliance to which 

his father had switched towards the end of his reign, nut the 

sinister movements of the ruler of Transoxiana Nazar Muhammad 

towards Kabul the victory of Shah Safi at Erivan in 1637 by Persian 

govemer Ali Mardan Khan who was later on given the govemship 

36 Hammer, oppCit., p.463. 
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of Kashmir^'' by Shah Jahan, amended Shah J a h a n ' s c a l c u l a t i o n s . 

But before t h e su r rende r of Uondliar Shah Jahan r ece ived t h e 

i n t e l l i g e n c e of a l a r g e s c a l e m i l i t a r y p r e p a r a t i o n s by the Safawids 

he go t a larmed. In 1633 he sent h i s f i r s t embassy to the Ottoman 
38 

Empire under Mir Zar i f I sphan i on e x p e r t d e a l e r in h o r s e s 'had 

been sent t o P e r s i a fo r t h e purpose of h o r s e s . The h o r s e s t h a t • 

he brought f o r t h e roya l s t a b l e s wore no t l i k e d by the Emperor 

and he f e l t ou t of f avour . He was anxious t o be r e s t o r e d t o 

favour and r eques t ed permiss ion to go to Arabia and Turkey t o 

purchase h o r s e s . Afzal Khan was i n s t r u c t e d to d r a f t a l e t t e r to 

the Sul tan and ano the r to t h e Grand v i z i r of Su l tan Murad IV and 

despatched i t through Mir Z a r i f . The purpose of t h i s embassy was 

p r o c l a i n e d t o purchase h o r s e s presumbly t o r e l a t e the suspicous 
39 

of Shah Saf i and the Pe r s i an noble in the Mughal Cour t . 

According to Bemad Lewis the ambassador brought samptuous g i f t s , 

i n c l u d i n g a g i r d l e worth 15,000 p i a s t e r s , and s h i e l d of e l ephan t 

e a r and r h i n o c o r o s ' h i d e , the l e t t e r he brought was l e s s g a r t i -

fy ing . Shah Jahan urged on Murad the need f o r a c l o s e a l l i a n c e 

37 Abdul Hamid Lahor i , Badshahnama, C a l c u t t a , 1867, 
v o l . I I , p p . 21-24, 126, 

3 8 Shah Nawaz Khan, Mathir~ul-Umara ' I I I , p . 9 2 . b . 

3 9 Aziz Ahmad, o p . c i t . , p . 3 7 . 
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between the two Sunni emperors against the Shia he re t i c 3 in Iran 

but in such terras as to reproach the Ottoman Sultan for d i l a t o r i -
40 ness and lack of zea l . But the l e t t e r which Mir Zarif ca r r i ed 

to Murad IV contained the soine old story of an a l l i ance against 

p e r s i a . The proposal suggested a cordinated invarion of Pers ia 

by the Ottomans, Mughals and the Uzbeks, The t i t l e which Shah • 
41 

Jahan Used for Murad IV in the l e t t e r l iked "Khaqan of the 

Muslim Kings" e t c . were p o l i t i c a l l y motivated because Murad's 

answers to Shah Jahan offended him. Unfortunately, the t ex t of 

t h i c l e t t e r hao co fa r not been t raced. I t i s also caid tha t 

Murad IV had objected to Shoh Jahan ' s t i t l e while he was in fac t 

only the ru l e r of Ind ia , which brought displeasure to Shah Jahan* 

This Ottoman reply was taken to India by an ambassador ca l led 

Arsalan Aqa, In 164 2 he returned to Constantinople bringing 

unmistakable indicat ion of Shah Jahan ' s d i sp leasure . No l e t t e r 

was sent by Shah Jahan to Sultan Ibrahim (1640-48) who had mean­

while succeeded Murad IV on the Ottoman throne, Hov>)ever, one 

f inds tha t the a t t i t u d e of the Ottoman Sultan Ibrahim towards 

Shah Jahan remained cold and ind i f fe ren t , especia l ly a f t e r ' 

Shah Jahan ' s campaign of Balkh and Badakhashon, Shah Jahan los t 

40. Bemad Lewis, o p , c i t , , p ,7 

41 Faridun Bey, Mun^aa t -e -Sa la t in , vo l ,11 , 
pp . 57-69. 
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Qandhar i n 1649 and f ind t h e Safawid Shah Abbas I I , King Abdul 

Aziz coming t o g e t h e r when the l a t e r sought t h e formers h e l p in 
42 

h i s q u a r r e l wi th Uzbek r i v a l s i n Khawarizm. In l i e u of t h i s 

t h e Uzbek Khan refused an a l l i a n c e with the Mughals a g a i n s t 

P e r s i a , though in l a t e r d i p l o m a t i c correspondence Shah Jahan 

cont inued to sliow h i s r ega rd for the Ottoman S u l t a n s , Some 

s c h o l a r s have a t t r i b u t e d t h i s t o the r e l i g i o u s zea l of Shah J a h a n , 

The nex t Turkish envoy named Sayyid Mohi-uddin was sent 

i n 1649 to the cou r t of Shah J ahan , He was sen t wi th a l e t t e r 

t o the Mughal emperor on 16th May 1649 to n o t i f y t h e access ion 

of Muhammad IV and t o seek support f o r Nazar Mohammad and b r ing 

ou t a r e c o n c i l i a t i o n between him and h i s son Abdul Aziz Sayyid , 

Mohiuddin's a r r i v a l i n 1650 a t Su ra t was r e p o r t e d t o the Mughal 

emperor, and e l a b o r a t e arrangements were made to r e c i e v e him and 

conduct him to the c a p i t a l . He was al lowed t o r e t u r n in November 

1651. 

I t was no t u n t i l 1652 t h a t a new Mughal ambassador, c a l l e d 
43 , 

Sayyid Ahmad (Mir- i -Adl) a r r i v e d in C o n s t a n t i n o p l e , He was sent 

t o Cons tan t inop le with t h e Ottoman ambassador Sayyid Kohiuddin 

42 Aziz Ahmad, o p , c i t . , p . 4 0 . 

43 Padshanama ^-lanuscript i n Al lahabad U n i v e r s i t y 
L i b r a r y , p . 201 b . 
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The l e t t e r which he had c a r r i e d was in r e p l y t o the l e t t e r sen t , 

by t h e s u t l a n t o Shah Jahan and the l a t t e r informed him t h a t the 

ma t t e r r e l a t i n g t o Nazar Muhainmud had been taken c a r e of him. 

The Mughal ujnbayoador ijayyid /Uiiiiad Naima doucribou about an man 

of " l e a rn ing charm and wi t" / and remarks t h a t no anbassador had 

44 ever been r ece ived with such a t t e n t i o n and honour . The 

ambassador was f e t ed and e n t e r t a i n e d and given r i c h p r e s e n t s t o 
45 

t ake home with him. The ano ther Turkish ambassador Z u l f i q a r 

Agha came as head of t h e r e t u r n embassy to the c o u r t of t h e 

Mughal emperor. He reached Su ra t in December 1653. He was 

rece ived in audience in March 1654, Orders were i s s u e d t o l o c a l 

o f f i c e r s t o accompany the ambassador t o the c a p i t a l . He was 

r ece ived by P r ince Sulaiman Shukoh and Jahan Ara Begum, The 

Turkish Su l t an r e f e r r e d t o the compla in ts he had r ece ived from 

Nazar Mohammad Khan bu t expressed s a t i s f a c t i o n with Shah J a h a n ' s 

subsequent conduc t . Shah Jahan f e l t offended a t t he p a t r o n i s i n g 

tone of Su l t an Muhammad's l e t t e r . ^ He gave an i n d i c a t i o n of t h i s 
47 48 

i n t h e l e t t e r which he sen t through Qaim Beg i n August 1654. 

44 Abdur Rashid, o p . c i t , , P ,132 , 

45 Bemad Lewis, o p . c i t , , p , S . 

46 Banars i Parasad ""Shah Jahan" Allahabad, 1932, p , 3 0 1 

47, Muhammad Waris, Badshahnama, p . 2 7 6 , 

48 I b i d . , p p , 4 8 5 - 6 . 
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He was the last envoy to be sent to Constantinople by Shah Jahan, 

The value of presents sent is calculated by Waris at ten lakhs 

of rupees while the present and entertainment money given to 

Zulfiqar Agha cost the Mughals another 2,75,000, Zulfiqar Agha 

died on the way back home near Jiddah, 

According to the Ottoman sources prince Dara Shukoh had 

sent a letter to the Turkish Grand vizir through one Mulla Shakir. 

There is no reference to any such letter in the numerous histo­

ries written in India during this period. 

In the words of Bemad lewis on the return of Qaim Beg 

a poroon wao appointed wltli him named Manzado Husain, He was one 

of the chief ChamborlAino of the OlLomun court and it seem a man 

of some distinction. He returned to Turkey in 1659, Unfortunately 

his report on India, was not available though some allusions to 

it appear in the Naima's history. He was received in Indin by 

Murad Baksh who accepted his letter and gifts and replied to them 

50 as sovereign. 

After the death of Shah Jahan diplomatic contacts between 

the Ottoman sultan and the Mughal emperors became less frequent 

49 I b i d . , p . 2 7 7 . 

50 Bemad Lewis, o p . , c i t , , p , S , 



35 

and more c a s u a l and formal . Both the empires were faced with 

s e r i o u s domest ic problems. 

The r e l a t i o n of Aurangzeb with o t h e r Muslim r u l e r s out 

s ide Ind i a were c o r r e c t and f r i e n d l y . In 1665 t h e r e came 

ambassadors from the Sher i f of Mecca, Turkish governor of Yemen 
51 

and Basrah. In 1661 Husain Pasha the Turkish governor of 

Basrah had sen t a l e t t e r c o n g r a t u l a t i o n s on h i s access ion and a 

g i f t of h o r s e s , L a t t e r s in d i s g r a c e a t the Ottoman c o u r t he 

took refuge in I n d i a and j o ined Auranzeb ' s s e r v i c e , a s d id a l s o 

h i s successor de s igna t e to the governorsh ip of Basreih, Yahya 
52 

Pasha, ' Diplomat ic r e l a t i o n s were none e x i s t e n t between the 

Mughal Empire and the Ottoman Empire fo r 32 y e a r s dur ing 

Aurangzeb*s r e i g n . In 1690 a f t e r t h e de fea t of Qara Pasha a t 

Vionna, when the Ottoman Empire wao in d i o t r o s o t h e Ottoman Su l t an 

Sulaiman I I (1607-91) had cent a l o t t o r by Ahmad Aqa t o the 
53 

Mughal Empire to sock AuranyBo).)'r> a i d . The nummary of thu 

l e t t e r has been given by Riazul Is lam which dese rves to bo 

quoted a t l e n g t h : 

51 Saqi Must aid Khan, m a t h i r - i - A l a m g i r i , Eng. t r a , 
J . Sa rkar , C a l c u t t a , 1947. 

52 I b i d . , p p . 20-22, 

53 I b i d . , p . 2 0 3 , 



36 

•': Lengthy opening, bearing on the nature 
and purpose of monarchy. Says i t i s ordained 
by Uiranic injunction and affirmed by the 
t r a d i t i o n s of the Holy Prophet tha t every 
realm in every period of h i s t o r y should have 
a r u l e r , I'ho Prophet himself was a r u l e r . He 
was followed by the four pious Capliphs, 
Ejcprescies cordia l fr iendship for "Shah 
Auraiigzeb 'Alamgir" (name preceded by seven 
l inco of complimento) and enquires a f t e r 
h i s welfare. 

The exalted duty of looking af ter the 
two holy c i t i e s (Haramain-i Sharifain = Mecca 
and Medina) has been assigned to the Ottoman 
Sultan, The various Chris t ian powers have 
combined to desolate the lands of Islam and 
to oppress the Muslim wh6 have turned to God 
for he lp . Alludes to and b r i e f ly c i t i e s the 
Uuranic verse meaning tha t God exalds those 
who undertake Jihod, over those who obstain 
from i t . 

In keeping with tlie well-known royal 
p rac t i ce of strengthening r e l a t i o n s through 
correspondence, the wr i te r i s sending t h i s 
l e t t e r by the hand of , , , , (two-word space 
l e f t blank for name) from the c a p i t a l 
Uustantiniyya (Constantinople), Expects tha t 
the Padshah, with the bless ing of the 'Ulama' 
and the Masha'ikh and out of regard for the 
claims of Din-i-Ahmadi cind i t s S h a r i ' a t , w i l l 
(exert to) a t t a i n the rewards of J ihad ( tex t : 
n a ' i l - i a j r - i j i h a d ) . The i d e n t i t y of r e l i ­
gion and community between them re^.uires un­
in ter rupted correspondence, Recjuests ear ly 
conge for the bearer of the l e t t e r , (writ ten 
in) the year 100 ( i . e . A,H. 1100)",^4 

But the Ottoman ambassador /vhmad Acia was received coldly 

because the Ottoijnan negligence in not sending an embassy to 

54 Riazul Islam, Calendar of Documents on Indo-
Persian Relation, V . I I , KaracKirT^S^J pp. 335-^^07 
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Aurangzeb u n t i l 32 y e a r s of h i s r e i g n . Again, a s P e r s i a was 

55 weak t h e r e was no n e c e s s i t y of renewing Turko-Mughal a l l i a n c e . 

The Ottoman h i s t o r i c a l r e c o r d s of the e i g h t e e n t h cen tu ry 

con ta in a few a l l u s i o n s t o d ip lomat i c exchanges Detween t h e 

c o u r t s of Delh i and Constaontinoplc, Condi t ions in the sub­

c o n t i n e n t were c h a o t i c and the Ottoman Empire was in r e t r e a t i n 

Europe when a Mughal embassy a r r i v e d in Cons tan t inop le i n 1717, 

Apart from the u sua l d e t a i l s about the g i f t s , no informat ion i s 

given by the Imper ia l h i s t o r i o g r a p h e r Rashid . "The I m p e r i a l 

h i s t o r i o g r a p h e r I z z i t e l l s us t h a t t h e ^ g h a l emperor and t h e 

Ottoman Sul tan had long been f r i e n d s . In 1744 Muhammad Shah 

(1719-48) the power less Mughal emperor of De lh i had sen t an 

ambassador c a l l e d Sayyid Atau l l ah Bukhari t o t h e Ottoman Su l t an 

Mahmud warning him a g a i n s t the t a c t i c s of wadir Shah, end p r o ­

pos ing a common a l l i a n c e a g a i n s t him. Though he might fo r t h e 

moment seek IHirkish f r i e n d s h i p , h iy i n t e n t i o n a g a i n s t Turkey 

were no l e s s h o s t i l e than a g a i n s t Mughal I n d i a , Tlio l e t t e r says : 

"says he had e a r l i e r r ece ived through 
Sayyid* Atau l lah b , Atai Hur.aini a l e t t e r 
from Su l tan Ahmad Khan ( I I I , d . l 7 3 0 ) , 
c o n g r a t u l a t i n g him (Muhammad Shah) on h i s 

55 J , N . Sarkar , o p . c i t . , p.lSS^, Bemad Lewis, o p . c i t . , 
p , 8 , Aziz Ahmad, o p ^ c i t , , p'744. 

56 Bernad Lewis, o p . c i t . , p . 8, Aziz Ahmad, o p , c l t . , p . 44 , 
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h i s accession. Expresses pleasure on 
the accession of the Sultan (Mahrnud Khan I ) , 
The envoy Sayyid' Ataul]ah i s therefore 
being sent again. Recjuests maintenance of 
cord ia l r e l a t i o n s and the keeping up of 
correspondence", ~*' 

The l e t t e r of Muhaitunad Shah contained nothing apart 

from the subject of renovation of the old t i e s of accord. But the 

l e t t e r of India minister (Wukula-i Hindiya) and the Muluk-i-

Majusya spoke of the need of revenge on wadir Shah and of 

Liberat ing the provinces grabbed by him. The t a q r i r of Syyid 

Ataul lah 'a l so contained a plea to Sultan not to make peace with 

Nadir Shah. The Summary of the Sayyid Atau l lah ' s t a q r i r i s given 

below: 

"In the month of Safar of the H i j r i year 
1154/April 1741, Tahm's Ouli Nadit Shnh Afshar 
sent an envoy to India with the object of 
purchasing as many ships as poss ib le , one 
hundred, two hundred or even more. The cost 
of these ships was to be paid from the 
t reasury of tho province of Sind which though 
pa r t of the Indian empire, i s at present under 
Persian occupation* Accordingly eight large 
ship were purchased and despatched to Bcindar' 
Abbas. Soon, however. I t t ranspi red tha t 
Tahmas Quli was planning an invasion of the 
Ottoman empire and tha t these ships were 

. being acquired for tha t purpose. When we 

57 Raizul Islam, C.D.I.P.R., o p . c i t . , p .346. 
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came to know of t h i s we stopped a l l fur ther 
supply of ships to Tahinas Quli we wrote tha t 
no further ships were avai lable and we thus 
put him off. 

When, in the course of crossing the 
Persian Gulf, we reached the Port Bushahr 
and men from Dushahr Boarded our ship, they 
to ld us tha t 500 sk i l l ed carpenters were 
working day and night to build large ships* 

In the year 1155 vjhen Tahmas Quli was 
f ight ing against the LeQais and besieging them, 
a trustworthy spy brought to the Mughal govern­
ment the following report of Tahmas Qul i ' s 
p lans : Tahmas Quli says he would invade the 
Ottoman empire in 1154 (or 1159, doubtful 
r ead ing) . If he succeeded, he would stay 
there and keep himself informed of the a f f a i r s 
of the seven realms. If he f a i l s to conquer 
the Ottomans, he would make a feigned peace 
with them. Then, a f te r making ef fec t ive arrange­
ments for the securi ty and defence of the 
f ron t i e r s of Iran, he would swift ly march in to 
India, and c o l l e c t the ships from a l l the por t s 
from Bengal to Lohari Bandar which marks the 
l imi t of the province of Sind, After co l lec t ing 
a r t i l l e r y , so ld ie r s and a l l mi l i t a ry equipment 
and supplies and pu t t ing them on board the ships, 
he would s a i l across the Persian Gulf to the 
Suezport. Then he would capture the c i t i e s of 
Mecca and Medina and the countr ies of Egypt, 
Syria e t c , some of the ships laden with mi l i t a ry 
e<iuipment he-wi l l send by the way of Persian 
Gulf for the seizure of the por t of Basra. 

Sayyid' Ataullah concluded h i s speech thus: 
VJhat I had been appointed to say, I have sa id . 
And i t a l l comes to t h i s : the Islamic Ottoman 
empire wi l l be well-advised to refra in from 
making peace with Tahmas Quli, For one cannot 
depend on the t r e a t i e s made by him. He made 
peace with the people-pf Hindustan but went 
back on h i s pledge." 

58 Raziull Islam, C.D.I.P.R., o p . c l t . , pp . 350-51 
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In a report presented by the ambassador himself to the 

Ottoman au tho r i t i e s , he gives specif ic evidence of Nadir Shah's 

h o s t i l i t y and of I n d i a ' s goodwill. Thus for instance, Nadir Shah 

had sent a mission to India by ships, but when i t v/as learnt that 
eg 

they were for use against Turkey t h e i r sa le was prohib i ted . 

Now Nadir Shah was t ry ing to make peace with the Ottomans. If 'they 

agreed to t h i s , he would turn against Ind ia . The Ottomans should 

not therefore be taken in by Nadir Shah's dece i t fu l peace proposal, 

but should continue the war. 

The Su l tan ' s return embassy was led by Salim Muhainmad Efendi 

an o f f i c i a l of the department of finance. The contents of the 

l e t t e r indicate that the attnchmcnt of Sultan Mahmud for consi­

derable importance to t h i s correspondence. I t fur ther expressed 

tha t general agreement and promises to take a l l possible pre­

caut ions . The summary of t h i s l e t t e r i s as followst 

Summary (based on the Persian text):"Fiespect-
fu l ly sutmits that he was g rea t ly honoured to 
receive the Su l tan ' s message ( i rshadat) vouchsafed 
to Muhammad Sal i Efendi who died on the way, and 
which (message) was o ra l ly communicated to the 
wr i te r (mu'taqid-i rasikh u l - i tiqad = orthodox 
adherent) by Yusuf Agha, Ihe news of Ottomein v i c to ­
r i e s (over the Persians? ) was received with great 
j u b i l a t i o n . May the Su l t an ' s sanguinary sword 
( s a i f - i khun asham) be ever upon the th roa ts of the 
enemies. What the Sultau has, in consul ta t ion with 
the 'Ulama', averred regarding the opponents of 

59 Bemade Lewis, op^c i t . , p , ' 
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f a i t h and s t a t o , i s ( t rue l i k e ) d i v i n e i n s p i r a ­
t i o n and i n d u b i t a b l e r e v e l a t i o n ( i l ham- i g h a i b i 
wa vjahi-i l a - r a i b i ) . The S u l t a n ' s u t t e r a n c e s on 
c e r t a i n m a t t e r s have been r e c e i v e d . A s s e v e r a t e r s 
t h a t he has been i n every way l oya l and f a i t h ­
f u l t o the Emperor Muhammad Shah, Now t h a t he has 
rece ived the S u l t a n ' s command (amr-i wahi mi thal= 
o r d e r as b inding as the d i v i n e r e v e l a t i o n ) , he 
(Nizam ul-mulk) w i l l s t r i v e a l l t h e more a s s i ­
duously in the loya l s e r v i c e of t h e Emperor, 

Ce r t a in s p e c i a l message have been e n t r u s t e d 
only to H a j i Yusuf and Sayyid ' A t a u l l a h , They 
w i l l d e l i v e r t h e s e to t h e Su l tan a f t e r reach ing 
h i s honoured th re sho ld , "60 

The b e a r e r of t h i s l e t t e r t r a v e l l e d by way of J iddah and 

he reached I n d i a but d i ed before a r r i v i n g a t D e l h i , Al-Hajj Yusuf 

Agha assumed charge of t h e embassy and of r o y a l l e t t e r and o t h e r 

o f f i c i a l p a p e r s . The r o y a l l e t t e r had been d i r e c t l y p r e s e n t e d t o 

Muhammad Shah by Turkish new ambassador Ha j i Yusuf Agha and a l s o 

communicated him the o r a l message in accordance with t h e l a s t 

i n s t r u c t i o n of the deceased (Salim E f e n d i ) , He was e n t r u s t e d 

with a t i t l e and a p r e s e n t for t he Su l t an of Turkey from Mughal 

Emperor and a l e t t e r a l s o from Nizam-ul-Mulk (Asaf Jah) of Mughal 

India , Af ter performing h i s d ip lomat i c d u t i e s ho r e t u r n e d back 

and a r r i v e d a t Cons tan t inop le in March 174 9 o r 1750. At the 

same time the Turks su f fe red a c rush ing de fea t a t t h e hands of 

Nadi r Shah in 1747, In f a c t , the war cont inued u n t i l 1747. 

60 Riazu l Is lam, o p . c i t , . No. O t t . 409, pp , 356-357. 

61 Riyazul Is lam, o p . c i t . , p . 3 5 5 . 
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In this period the Persians looked at the Indian Muslims with 

same contempt and their vievj point is reflected in the memoirs 
62 

of the poe t Shaiykh A l i Hazin, 

According to Nam-e d e f t r i Haj i Yutjuf Agha brought four 

l e t t e r s to Sul tan Mahmud » one from Huhammad Shah, two from 

Nizam-u^-Mulk Asaf j a h and One from Mizam-ul-Mulk's son Nizam 

ul-Daula N a s i r Jang , The l e t t e r of N iza -u l Mulk expressed t h a t he 

was g r e a t l y honoured t o r e c e i v e the S u l t a n ' s message which was 
63 

o r a l l y communicated by Haj i Yusuf Agha, Apart from these l e t t e r s 

some l e t t e r s a l s o came from Turkey which had been w r i t t e n by 

Haj i Yusuf Muhammad Efendi t o llughal Emperor Ahmad Shah and Nizam 

u l Daula N a s i r Jang Bahadur, A l e t t e r wag addressed t o Ind ian 
64 

Emperor Ahmad Shah which was condola tory l e t t e r . A Arzdasht was 

sen t by Haj i Muhammad Yusuf Efendi t o Nawab Asaf Jah in 1748. 

In t h i s l e t t e r he d e s c r i b e s about t h e problem of Z a r - i Mutaqallaba 

(converted money), The summary of t h e l e t t e r i s as fo l lows : 

"This humble w r i t e r ' s men who t r a v e l l e d t o t h e 
c a p i t a l (Delhi) wi th Nawwab Asaf J a h ' s l e t t e r ^ f o r 
the purpose of s e t t l i n g the ma t t e r of z a r - i -
mutaqal laba (converted money?) of 'Abdullah Armani, 
found on a r r i v a l t h a t the Wazir ul-Mamalik (Qaraar 
ud-d in Khan) had proceeded t o Lahore along with t h e 
Padshahzada (Pr ince Ahmad). Hashmatullah Khan then 

62 Aziz Ahmad^op.ciiipiSCf Shaiykh Al i Hzim, T a r i k h - i Ahwal 
ba Tadhk i r a - i Hal , e d . F . C . Balfour,London, 183 1,p.257, 

63' wee Appendix C . 

64 See Appendix B . 
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despatched the Nawwab's l e t t e r by ( f a s t ) 
c a m e l - r i d e r s to the Wazir ul-raarnalik. The 
l e t t e r , a s d e s i r e d in the Navn^jab's l e t t e r , 
i s s u e d rsqains t o 'Imad ul-mulk and to h i s 
( i . e . Qamar uddin Khan's) own e l d e s t t o 
i n v e s t i g a t e the c o r r e c t p o s i t i o n . The 
rautaqallib (money changer ) , see ing the Wazir 
ul-marnalik*s i n t e r e s t in the ma t t e r , had t h e 
case put up to t h e Emperor through the 
i n f luence of Ro'/afzun Khan. The Emperor 
p rde red *Abd-ul—Majid Khan to have t h e ma t t e r 
decided according to the S h u r i ' a t ( t h a t i s , 
by Qadi) , and i f the envoy ' s e n t i t l e m e n t was 
proved, to pay h i s dues from t h e i m p e r i a l 
t r e a s u r y . The case vjas handed over t o t h e 
Qadi who i n v e s t i g a t o d i t , and on t h e e v i ­
dence of good w i tne s se s , gave a v e r d i c t in 
t h e w r i t e r ' s favour and decreed t h a t e i t h e r 
the rautaqallib should account fo r t he 
mutaqal laba money o r should seek t h e H a j i ' s 
p l e a s u r e . In t h e meanwhile news a r r i v e d 
of t h e Wazir u l -mamal ik ' s sad demise, and t h e 
enforcement of the decree was d e f e r r e d . Of the 
w r i t e r ' s men who had gone to Shah Jahanabad 
(Delh i ) , two proceeded t o Durhanpur to g ive 
a r e p o r t of t h e ma t t e r t o the Nawwab ( the 
a d d r e s s e e ) . Requests t h a t in accordance with 
t h e i n s t r u c t i o n s of the l a t e Wazir ul-mmalik, 
t he amount in ques t ion be he ld as an amanjt 
( a t r u s t ) t i l l the mahdar i s r e c e i v e d . 
F u r t h e r r e q u e s t s t he Nawwab t o l e t t e r s to 
'Imad u l - I ^ l k and Sayyid Hashmatullah Khan 
af f i rming t h a t the l a s t named h a s been lawful ly 
dppointed as t h e w r i t e r ' s a t t o r n e y . When the 
money in ques t ion has been r e c e i v e d through 
l e g a l p r o c e s s e s , i t should be sen t to the 
w r i t e r a t Su ra t through a hundwi ( i , o , hundi , 
a b i l l of exchange) . Urges the Nawwab not- to 
lend e a r s to t h e l i e s of t he mu;^^qallib6S 
and h i s suppor te r Rozafzun Khan. 65 

65 Mutaqqalib means one who i s dex te rous in b u s i n e s s . In the 
above l e t t e r and in subsequent l e t t e r s , rautaqallib could s i g n i f y 
a swindler and z a r - i mutaqal laba swindled money.However, t h e 
repea ted use of t h e two words i n d i c a t e s t h e s e were terms with a 
s p e c i a l conno ta t ion .The con tex t of the correspondence sugges t s 
t h a t muta<gallib wes a money-changer and z a r - i mutaqa l laba conver ted 
money" For the""ubiquitous money-changer in~the""Mughal~empIre, 
see A.K.M. Farooque, Roads and Communications in Mughal Ind ia , 
De lh i , 1977,p. 156,St seq"!"" " 

66 Riazu l Is lam, O p ^ c i t . , pp . 370-371 . 



44 

Demade Lewis quoting the biography of Muhammad Erain 

Pacha, who became grand Wazir in 1769, was a son of a former 

ambassador f/usuf Agha) who carne to India in the reigh of Muhammad 

Shah, Muhammad Emin Pasha himself had accompanied h i s fa ther on 

t h i s mission. The Ottoman sources contain a number of passing 

a l lus ions to some other missions which are not included in the * 

imperial records of h i s t o r y . 

On the bas is of whatever mcitorial i s avai lable in India on 

t h i s topic , we reach the conclusion tha t from sixteenth to 

eighteenth century both the Ottoman and Mughal empires were the 

g rea tes t powers of the Muslim world. The r u l e r s of those empires 

were the sunni Muslims, However, they were too remote to i n t e r ­

act one another very much, e i t he r as a l l i e s or as r i v a l s . I t 

was necessary for the Ottomans to had t h e i r eyes fixed on Europe 

due to some reasons. F i r s t , i t was an area of expansion; 

secondly, i t was also an area of danger for the Ottomans, So in 

t h i s prevai l ing conditions the p r inc ip le conceim of the Ottoman 

sultans was to pro tec t themselves against Europe, 

On the other hand, the Mughals were preoccupied with 

Indian a f fa i r s with so many problems of t h e i r vast empire. There 

was only one thing which brought them together , t ha t i s the 
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common threat offered to the Ottoman Empire as well as to 

the Mughal Empire by the Shi'ite Safawid Empire of Persia, It 

was the time when the Ottomans were fighting near Baghdad 

and the Mughals were fighting near Qandhar, The rulers of both 

the empires had turned their attention towards the four sides 

of their onomieG* territory ond started to exchange their 

embassies by sea routes. 
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CHAPTER - I I 

0TT0I4;U] RELATIONS WITll TllE GTATEG OF 
MYSORE AND HYDERABAD 

Towards the close of the seventeenth century d i s in t eg ra ­

t ion of the Mughal Empire se t i n . Consequently a number of 

independent s t a t e s emerged during t h i s time; Kabul was occupied 

by Nadir Shah in 1739, Punjab came under the possession of Ahmad 

Shah Abdali ip 1754, The provinces of Bengal and Orissa too 

bccQiTic indcpdcnt under Alivrcrdi KJian in 1750, while Gujarat and 

Sindh cut themselves off from the Mughal Empire in 1750, Sa 'adat 

Khan an immigrant from Khorasan es tabl i shed himself in Awadh. His 

successors ruled over Awadh (modem Ut tar PradeshJ u n t i l 1848 

In the South, Mysore also emerged as an autonomous independent 

s t a t e in the wake of declining Mughal Empire. I t s i tua ted in the 

south India a t the junction of Eastern and Western Ghats. Hayder 

Ali and h i s son Tipu Sultan made Mysore a powerful centre in the 

second half of the eighteenth century, whereas Asaf Jah had 

es tab l i shed independent Nizamat, Ho î̂ ever, i t was Mysore which 

looked for legi t imizing i t s r u l e . The p o l i t i c a l condit ions in 

South India in eighteenth century as follows: 

Haider Ali Khan was a soldier of fortune, bom in 1721, 

Within a short period he made himself the most powerful man in 
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Mysore, After sometimes he had become the most formidable power 

of south India only due to h i s foresightedness, a b i l i t y as well 

as Judicious use of h i s great mi l i t a ry capaci ty . The Br i t i sh who 

were not so unwilling to the p o s s i b i l i t i e s of es tab l i sh ing t h e i r 

power in India as i s general ly made out of by some h i s t o r i a n s saw 

Haider Ali to be the g rea t e s t obstacle in the achievement of the.ir 

ambition. At the time of Hayder A l l ' s death h i s enemies conve­

n ien t ly believed tha t h i s new b u i l t empire would cease to be a 

dominant factor in south Indian p o l i t i c s . The na tu ra l anxiety at 

the death of a mi l i t a ry c:)mmander and ru l e r l ike Hayder All was 

exaggerated by the Br i t i sh infonnants. For example Murad All , 

an amaldar wrote to Major Genetal S tuar t : 

The companions of the Naik are gone off 
to Tlpu to say, co l l ec t your scat torod forces 
and colar and despatch a person with a l e t t e r 
of peace to the Heads of English army and if 
the Nawab VJalajah des i res any thing as a 
recompense for the des t ruct ion of h i s Kingdom, 
s e t t l e matters by agreement and l ive contented 
in your Kingdom'? I t i s possible tha t some 
vjeak hea r t s advised Tipu to seek terms, but 
the arrriy seems to have unbounded confidence 
in hir ' , Fath Muhammad, a Br i t i sh sepoy, who 
had teen able to v i s i t the Mysore camp, 
reported tha t "he could perceive tha t the army 
in general had the highest opinion of Tippoo's 
humanity and a b i l i t i e s to command them and were 
highly confident tha t they vrauld succeed while 
he remained at t h e i r head".2 

1 S i r Alfrad Lay a l l , Thc_ Rise and Expansion of the Br i t i sh 
Domination in India , 1919, p.l?"^ "" ~ 

2 In te l l igence Received 18th December, 1732; I .H, Qureshi 
'The Puroose of Tipu Su l t an ' s Embassy to Constantinople ' ^"".I.H., 
XXIV, 194b, pp. 78-79. 
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This confidence reposed by the army in the capacity of 

Tipu was justified by later events, which very soon showed that 

he was a worthy successor of his father and could fulfil the 

role of an ambitious ruler. It was the open ambition of Haider 

Ali as well as Tipu to be the over-lord of all the area south of 

the river Kistna, This brought them into conflict with Nawab 

Walajahi the rule of Arcot, There was nothing in the conditions 

of eighteenth century India to damp theoe ambi.tions. The anarchy 

brought about by the rise of the Marathas and the wea3cening of 

the Mughal Empire had made it possible for new dynasities to 

establish and extend their power, Hayder Ali and Tipu were both 

men of deep acumen and possessed a sound political instinct. 

Apart from this they soon came to foresee that if the Indian 

pov;ors did not unite against the British, the whole of South India 

would pass into British hands, Nizam Ali Khan of Hyderabad was 

also enjoined with British and ho wanted to invade Hayder Ali's 

dominion and to partition his territories. The Nizam felt justi­

fied in planning the destruction of Hayder Ali because he considered 

Hayder Ali to be a mere usurper with no right to his territorirr.. 

But Tipu ended this fiction of his dependence on the Hindw Raja 

of Mysore which made his legal title even weaker. According to 

the legal ideas of the day every Indian ruler had acknowledged the 

supremacy of the House of Timur, This in itself v/ould be (juite 

acceptable to Tipu, but as matters stood, he could get recognition 
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only as a subirdinate e i t h e r of the Walajah or the Nizam, Both 

the Nizam and the Walajah were dependent on the English who were 

by no means f r iendly to Tipu. 

In the given p o l i t i c a l condition when Tipu fa i led to get 

recognition from the Nav/ab of Arcot and the Mughals he turned h i s 

a t t en t ion towards Sultan Caliph of Turkey. The usual p rac t i ce of 

obtaining legitimacy was to seek recognition from the Ottoman 

Caliph, who were regarded as the Centre of r e l ig ious and p o l i t i c a l 

author i ty in the en t i r e Muslim world. Since he was not able to 

secure recognition in India he t r i e d to secure i t abroad. He 

corresponded with Zaman Shah, the ru le r of Afghanistan and Karim 

Khan Zhand of I r an , Doth of these r u l e r s addressed him as a 
3 

brother monarch. He was also in correspondence with the French 
4 

ru l e r s to strengthen the bonds of fr iendship with France. The 

french were h i s na tu ra l a l l i e s against the English and whose 

friendship would have given him an in t e rna t iona l s t a t u s . Simi­

l a r ly , he corresponded with the Sultan of Turkey with a s imi lar 

end in view. He gained t h i s object because we find the Sultan of 
5 

Turkey addressing him as an independent r u l e r . 

3 Zaman Shah's l e t t e r to Tipu Sultan and Tipu Su l t an ' s 
l e t t e r to Korim r"ian Zhand included in Tarikh-i-Su 11anat- i -
Khudodad, (^i^ZAiy,)^ pr). 5^4-55^J. 

4 I .H. Luresh i ,op . c i t . , P ,83 , 

5 I'ahmud Banglori, Tarikh-e-Sultanat-i-Khudadad^ C :vsoreJ, 
Lahore 194 5, pp. 549-552. 
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« 6 

.Lived .(iiavyid) Ijahiaid the author o£ Khilafar and England 

writGs tha t "the Islamic c i v i l i z a t i o n i s a theocracy and the 

Khalifa is i t j ; ear th ly head, whether, he be an Arab or nor-Arab, 

Whether h ie seat of power ir; a t Madina, Baghdad or CunL^tantinoplc". 

A Muslim r u l e r ' s posi t ion was considered legi t imate and lawful only 

a f te r h i s t i t l e of Kingship was confirmed by the Sultan Caliph of" 

Turkey, ' Keeping with t h i s fac tor in h i s mind f i r s t of a l l Tipu 

sent Osman Khan to Constantinople to find out whether an enibassy 
7 

to the ottoman Government would be f r u i t f u l , Tipu had s t a r t ed a 

correspondence with the Sultan of Turkey and was t ry ing to annex 

Bijapur to h i s t e r r i t o r i e s . He had struck coins, both rupees 

and gold mohurs, with the figure of an elephant on one side of 

them, and h i s name on the o ther . He wrote to Nawab Nizam Ali 

Khan tha t he was the master of the whole country on ' t h i s ' side 

of the Kistna and tha t the t e r r i t o r i e s on the other side belonged 
g 

to the Nawab, 

After receiving a pos i t ive response, he had decided to 

depute Ghulam Ali Khan, Nurullah Khan, Lutf Ali Khan and Jaf ar Khan 

6 Syed Mahmud, The Khilaf a t and England, Fatna, l92l, p , 6 . 

7 Mohibul Hasan, History of Tipu Sultan, Calcut ta , I971,p, 128, 

8 Calender of Persian_ Correspondence, May 29, 1784, 
1118s- New'sTfom ETXore, 'P.3"55, DelEI7l9l^. 
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with Sayyid Jafar and Khawaja Abdul Qadir as secretaries, to proceed 
g 

to Constantinople. Tipu asked thern to proceed to Paris from 

Constantinople and then to London to advise the kings of France 

10 and England to keep them separate from the Maratha Mysore War. 
« 

After sometime they were ca l led back from the Constantinople and 

they could not f u l f i l t h i s pa r t of t h e i r mission. 

Therefore, with the objective of pocuring a diploma from 

the Cal.iph Tipu r-ent an embar.5;y to Constantinople in 1786, However, 

th in was not the nole ob jec t ive . He had several o ther ob jec t ives , 

E a r l i r r Tipu had made attempts to secure p o l i t i c a l recognition 

from the FJI#B1 Emperor Shah Alam. But t h i s attempt was unsuccess­

f u l . He had t r i e d to secure recognition as a ru l e r of Mysore from 

the neighbouring s t a t e as wel l . ComiTienting on the h i s t o r i c a l 

background of such a recognition Mohibbul Hasan wri tes t ha t : 

"The idea of securing an inves t i t u r e 
from the Caliph was no Innovation on the 
pa r t of Tipu, With the exception of Mughal 
Emperors who regarded themselves as Caliphs 
in t h e i r kingdom in t h e i r own r igh t , a num­
ber of Muslim ru l e r s of India had secured 

9 Mark Vi'ilk, South_ Indian History, vol , IV, Delhi, 
1980, F .361 . C£, ,M,~Sharma Rao, Modern Mysore, Banglor, 1936,p, 139, 

10 National Archives, Secret Proceedings, Jan ,5 , 1787,No,3, 
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confirrnation of t h e i r -Mt^e to the throne 
from the then rul ing Caliphc, Thus Iltutniush 
and Mahmud of Ghazni had obtained t h e i r 
i nves t i t u re from the Abbui^id Caliphs of 
Baghdad while Muhamnnad bin Tughla<i, Fire?, 
Shuh Turjhla(-i and Moliinud of Malwa had 
cenxired i t from -'he Abbasid Caliphs of Egypt, 
Iij\i tha t the Caliphate had become vested 
in the Ottoman dynasty, Tipu wanted to 
obtain h i s i n v c s t i t i r c from the Ottoman 
ru l e r in order to l ega l i se h i s s t a tus vjhich 
appeared to onamalous" ,11 

In the prevai l ing p o l i t i c a l condit ions of the eighteenth 

century Tipu sought to obtain an i nves t i t u r e from the Ottoman 

ru ler in order to l ega l i se hir. rule in iiysorc. In view of the fac t 

the Nizeim, the Nawab of Camatic: and the Maratha posscr^sod legal 

t i t l e s to t h e i r t e r r i t o r j c s , Hayder All, Tipu 's father , had 

enjoyed legal pos i t ion as a dalavayi of the ?.aja of Mysore and had 

procured through the good off ices of Pasalat Jung, the Hovomment 
12 or Suba of S i ra f rxjm the Mughal Emi:)eror, whereas Tipu had 

dethroned the ru l e r of Mysore. Therefore, without a proper 

recognition h i s posi t ion would have been tha t of an usurper. For 

t h i s reason Tipu sought to leg i t imise h i s pos i t ion in Mysore. 

Thereupon he decided to send envoy to the Caliph and secure 

confirmation of h i s pos i t ion as an independent r u l e r . 

11 Fiohibbul Hasan, o p . c i t . , p . 128. 

^-2i-bLc., 1-,12G. 
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In the given p o l i t i c a l condition when Tipu f <.i iled to get 

recognition from the Nawab of Arcot and the r^ighals he turned h i s 

a t ten t ion towards the Caliph. Seeking of rocognltion from the 

Caliph had precedence wihen in the ear ly s ixteenth century the 
13 ru le r of Gujarat had acknowledged the Caliph, Shah WaJiullah 

of the eighteenth century however claimed tha t the Muslims of 

India had a l l along recognized the Sultan of Turkey as t h e i r 
14 15 

Caliph. Thi; was however disputed by a number of scholars . 

According to I .H. Cureshi i t i s true tha t Tipu Sultan had the 

in tent ion of es tabl ishing t rade r e l a t i o n s with the Ottoman 

Empire, but t h i s object ive could not only secondary as he did not 

p e r s i s t in t h i s attempt. Besides a man of h i s acumen could not 

be ignorant of the fac t that i t was useless to e s tab l i sh fac to ­

r i e s in Turkey without merchantships and effec t ive naval power 

to guard them. Nor could he have ignored the ce r t a in ty of an 

impending conf l ic t with the Br i t i sh who enjoyed suprerrucy in 

Indian and Turkish water. 

On the bas i s of following poin ts we can observe the r ea l 

objective of Tipu'c Triumph to o.-'tablir.h r e l a t i ons with Turkey: 

13 Syed Mahmud: o p . c i t . / p .50 . 

14 Ib id . , p .50 . 

15 As fa r example Seyyid Ahmed Khan, 1886 

16 I .H. Qureshi, op. c i t . , p .77 , 
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(1) I f Turkey and I r a n a re provided p o r t s i n I n d i a , in l i e u 

of t h i s they w i l l a l s o provide p o r t s f o r Mysore on t h e 

shores of t h e i r c o u n t r i e s . Then t h e n a v i g a t i o n a l r o u t e s 

of the Muslim sh ips and the p o r t s w i l l not have t h e chance 

t o be occupied by the western n a t i o n s , 

(2) Since a n c i e n t t imes I n d i a ' s t r a d e was c a r r i e d out through 

land rou te and by t h i s t r ade the I s l a m i c c o u n t r i e s and the 

Muslims p rospered themse lves . Af t e r t h e dir-covery of the 

Cape of Good Hope r o u t e , the Europeans had taken over t h i s 

t r a d e . There fore , Tipu Sul tan i n o r d e r to r e c a p t u r e t h i s 

t r a d e proposed a shor t sea r o u t e d i r e c t from I n d i a t o 

Turkey v i a Basrah which v;as s h o r t e r and e a s i e r than t h e 

17 Cape of Good Hope r o u t e . Apart from t h i s t r a d e , t h e r e 

was a l so ano the r motive which was the s e c u r i t y of the 

t r a d e of the Muslim c o u n t r i e s and w i l l s t r eng then t h e i r 

nava l power which did not e x i s t a t a l l t i l l t h a t age , 

(3') The Muslims were no t much i n t e r e s t e d in t r a d e and commerce 

which had made them s u p e r i o r in a l l over the \-jorld. There­

fo re Tipu wanted to p rov ide i f a c t o r i e s no t on ly in h i s 

dominion bu t a l l over the Muslim c o u n t r i e s t o d i v e r t the 

a t t e n t i o n of Muslims towards t r a d e and commerce. 

17 See Mep. p . l o i 

file:///-jorld
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(4) To expel the Britishers from India Tipu sought for 

military help from Turkey, 

The cmbtioey sent by Tipu wut; composed of 900 personnel 

and was led by Ghulam Ali Khan an important trusted officer of 

Tipu Sultan, Also included in it were some of eminent courtiers . 

and secre.taries of the Sultan like Nun.\llah Khan, Lutf Ali 

Khan, Sayyid Jafar, Jafar Khan and Khawaja Abdul Qadir, Besides 

these, there were a number of tradcrn and a large encourage of staff, 

This delegation carried considerable quantities of cloth, sandal 

wood products, spices, gold and silver coins, local garments and 

jewellery to offer them as gifts to high officials and nobles etc, 

as well as to meet the expenses of the embassy. It also carried 

four elephants of which one each was to be presented to the 

Ottoman Sultan, King of France and King of England respectively 

and the remaining one was to be sold to realise the expenses of 

the journey. Some of these articles were taken for the publicity 

of the products of Mysore Kingdom were to be sold at the various 

ports of call. Thus the twin objective of this embassy was 

apart from seeking the recognition from the Caliph. Tipu 

utilized the opportunity to establish commercial and trade 

relations with other Muslim countries. 
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The embassy l e f t Sringapatorci fo r Cons t an t inop le on 17th 

November, 178S. I t s a i l e d from Tadr i , a small p o r t on Malabar 

coas t , on \ odnosday, 9Lh Marcli J70G, l l ic ombasGy consisLcd of 

four sh ip s namely cJhurab-c-Sura t i , Fa3<hrul Maraklb, Ful:l-)-c-bhahi 

17 
Muozl and Nabl nakgh. 

The e d i t o r of Wagal* Manazel-i-Rum d e s c r i b e s t h e o b j e c t i v e s 

of T i p u ' s embassy in t h e f i r s t p l a c e to e s t a b l i s h commercial i^laticns 

wJlh the Ottoman Empire "Manesty", t he Engl ish agent a t Basrah r e p o r t e d 

" i s to o b t a i n firman_s t r c s t a L l i j h 
' f a c t o r i e s i n Turkish dominions fo.\ 

s e l l i n g the produce of h i s Kingdom," 

He f u r t h e r wrote t o the Court of D i r e c t o r s on 5th September, 1786: 

"The V^alcil want to o b t a i n f i rmans to 
e s t a b l i s h f a c t o r i e s in Turkish dominion;-
fo r s e l l i n g t h e produce of h i s kingdom, 
VJe t h ink t h i s i s a c i rcumstances very mate­
r i a l f o r the Honourable Court of D i r e c t o r s 
to be acqua in ted with, as we api^rehend i t 
p r e c l u d e s a l l hopes of your s e r v a n t s a t 
T e l l i c h e r r y being able t o p rov ide pepper 
fo r your homevJard s h i p s " . ^° 

17 Khav;aja Abdul Gadir, Wagai-i-Manazel-i-Rum; 
e d . , Mohibbul Hasan, De lh i , 1968, p . 2 5 . 

18 VJauai-i-Mana7il-3 Rum - roo i n t r o d u c t i o n 
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In the second place h i s objective was to secure conf i r ­

mation of h i s t i t l e to the throne ol: Mysore from the Caliph. 

Thii'. was nocossciry because Tipu had Lai led to secure an i n v e s t i ­

ture from the I>1ughal Emperor and was generally regarded an usurper. 

Tlio th i rd main objcictivo oI Uic embassy was Lo obtain mi l i t a ry 

assistance from the Ottoman Sultan against the Cnglisli who vvore . 

Tipu's most formidable enemies. In adilition to achieving these 

objects the ambassadors had been ins t ruc ted to land at Masqat 

in order to strengthen the t rade and f r iendly r e l a t i o n s v;hich 

already eyJ sted v;ith Oman and in t h e i r way up the Persian Gulf, 

to touch ".ushire and obtain comnnerGial concessions from the Shah 

of Pers ia , 

According to Professor Mohib'nul Hasan, Ghulam Ali i<han, the 

leader of the embassy was ins t ructed to en te r in to a trr^aty with 

the Ottoman Government on the following condi t ions: F i r s t , the 

Mysore and Ottoman Governments should always remain on fr iendly 

terms with each o ther . Secondly, the Ottoman Government should 

send troops to Mysore and i t s expenses would be borne by Tipu and 

would be sent back to Constantinople at h i s expense, whenever, 

they would be required by the Caliph. Thirdly, the Caliph should 

send Tipu technicians who should be able to make muskets, guns, 

g l a s s , cliinavjarc and other th ings . In re turn Tipu would send such 

19 I b i d . , p . l . 
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workmen as were a v a i l a b l e in h i s dominions and r e q u i r e d by the 

Ca l i ph , And l a s t l y , Tipu should be given t r a d e f a c i l i t i e s in t h e 

Ottoman empire . In r e t u r n he would g ive s i m i l a r f a c i l i t i e e and 

p r i v i l e g e s t o t h e Ottoman Government in l>lys ^re Kingdom, Tipu, 

i n a d d i t i o n , proposed t h a t he should be given f a c i l i t i e s a t the 

p o r t of Basrah and in r e t u r n he would p r e s e n t t o t h e same f e c i - * 
20 

l i t i e s a t the p o r t of Mangalorc, 

The envoys l e f t Ind ian shore f o r Cons tan t inop le en rou te 

Masqat and Basreh, The SG^ ' ^ S hov.'ever no t favourab le f o r them. 

Soon a f t e r , t hey l e f t Tadr i p o r t on the Malabar c o a s t on t h e 

n i g h t of 9th March 1786, t h e i r sh ips were caught by a b i g sotrm. 

The carcvan suf fe red heavy l o s s e s of l i f e and p r o p e r t y . One of 

t h e s h i p s was badly damaged and hundreds of people d i e d . Although 

t h e p r e c i s e number of c a s u a l t i e s i s not known bu t i t could be 

guessed t h a t when the embassy reached Basra}i t he number of 

p e r s o n n e l s on board was reduced t o 400, An account of t h i s i s 

given in VJQ'Jgi-l-Manazol-i-Rurn in -the Collowing word:;: 

"On l eav ing Tadr i , the sh ip s headed 
s t r a i g h t f o r the Arabian c o a s t . On 
15th March the sea became very stormy^ 
and the Fakhrul-Marakib , which had 
Ghvilam Al i Khain and NuruJ.lah Khan on 
board, was s e r i o u s l y damaged. The 

20 Mohibbul Hasan, H i s t o r y of Tipu Su l t an , p , 1 3 0 . 
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passengers f e l l into a panic, and ra ised 
an uproar. Ghulam Ali Khan t r i e d to 
Muietcn them, but in vain, LucKily the 
vessel was repai red . After a few days 
there was again a ctorm and as a r e s u l t 
three of the elephants f e l l i l l . One 
of thciii l a t e r died, but; o ther two 
recovered. Early in the morning of the 
oth April the f l o t i l l a l ighted the inland 
of Masira, On the 13th i t passed the 
Rasul-Had, and on the 11th anchored in the 
port of Masqat."''^! 

From Basrah they sailer! through T igr i s to Bnghdarl, They 

l e f t Basrah on 10th February 1887, and reached Baghdad on 15th 

Apri l , 1387. Baghdad was then an important province of the 

Ottoman Empire, Sulaiman Pasha was the Governor of Baghdad, On 

receiving the nei-js of the reaching of the embassy, he sent an 

escor t of 500 horsemen to receive i t . At Samawah they were 

received by Sulayinan Pasha himself vdth great honour. 

VJhile staying at Baghdad they paid v i s i t to the holy 

Shrines of Najaf and Karbala. Meam^hile, the Sultan sent h i s own 

represen ta t ives headed by Qapji Bashj to Baghdad to escor t the 

embassy. They t rave l l ed by land through Mosul and Diyar Dakar. 

They entered Constantinople on 25th September of the same year . 

They put in one of the palaces of the c i t y . 

The reception of embassy at Constantinople was somehow 

Lukewarm, The Grand Wazir received them "without any 

21 Mohibbul Hasan, VJacai' Manazil-i-Rum, p . 25, 
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22 
extraordinary ceremony". They were however given the robes of 

honour. They presented to the Wazir rich dresses, jewellery 

23 
and 70/000 Venetian. 

Sultan Abdul Hamid I (1774-89) mot the ento'iUGy in a lete 

organized especially for them at the village of Kelhona. Tlie 

Sultan "invested them with ̂ able furs and the two secretaries 
24 

with ermine furs. The Sultan conferred upon Tipu the title of 

an independent ruler, Tipu vjas granted the right to strike coins 

and have his name included in the Friday prayer Khutbah owing 

allegiance to the Caliph and not to the Mughal emperor. The 

ambassadors also received a sword and a shield besides a number 

of friendly letters and Khetab for Tipu. The embassy left 

Constantinople to return to India on 4th March, 1788, They 

returned this time through Alexcndrie, Suez and Jiddah, They 

25 
reached Calicut in January 1790, 

Tipu Sultan spent a lot of money on this embasfjy. However 

in return he did not gain much in proportion to what had been 

invested. As mentioned above, the embassy resulted in heavy 

losses of life and property. On account of the British influence 

at Constantinople and the rapid progress of French arms in Egypt 

22 Prof, Mohibbul Hasan, cp.cit., p.61. 

23 Window Screen made of many horizontal strips 
(Slats of Wood). 

24 Ibid., p.61 

25 See map for the Route of Embassy, p. 101 
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t h e Turkish s u l t a n s were not very eage r to encourage Tipu in h i s 

a t tempt to f i g h t the B r i t i s h , Indeed, t h e B r i t i s h succeeded in 

persuading the Turkish Court to w r i t e to Tipu to fo r sake the 

f r i e n d s h i p of the French and t o a l l y himself with t h e Engl i sh , 

a reques t which Tipu could no t a c c e p t . But Tipu did succeed in 

ga in ing r ecogn i t i on fo r h i s independence in s p i t e of B r i t i s h 

mechinat ions a t C o n s t a n t i n o p l e , The B r i t i s h news r e p o r t e r v j r i t es , 

"Golam Al ley Beg d ied in t h a t coun t ry 
and another man ro turned luiving accoiiipli:;hed 
h i s means ( s i c ) and he a l s o p rocured from 
the Su l t an tho t i t l e of King and pcriniosion 
t o h o l d ( s i c ) a mint and to have the 
Khutba read in h i s name." ^^ 

Th i s caused a g r e a t s t i r i n the p o l i t i c a l c i r c l e of I n d i a 

and e f f o r t s were made to prove t h a t T i p u ' s c la im was b a s e l e s s . 

The B r i t i s h recognised t h a t the r e c o g n i t i o n of T i p u ' s independence 

was a source of g r e a t danger . I t was f e l t t h a t people w i l l begin 

t o cons ide r h i s usurped t i t l e of king as de r ived from an a u t h o r i t y 

28 h e l d r e s p e c t a b l e among MohomediinG. 

26 Mahmud Banglor i , o p . c i t . , p , 5 5 2 . 

27 Mir Muhammad Husain l e t t e r r ece ived 2 i June 1787, 
No,42, See I , H . Cureshi , o p . c i t . , p , S 4 , 

28 I . H . uu resh i , on_^cit, , p . 3 4 ; Cf. Sec r e t C o n s u l t a t i o n 
12th Nov,, 1787, u o , 9 . 
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Besides endeavouring to l e g a l i s e h i s p o s i t i o n , Tipu 

wanted t o ob ta in t h e C a l i p h ' s m i l i t a r y a s s i s t a n c e a g a i n s t t h e 

Engl i sh who were h i s most formidable enemies and were ben t upon 

h i s d e s t r u c t i o n , Hayder Al i had ai -eady ob ta ined in 1775 a body 
29 

of 1000 men from S h i r a z in P e r s i a , Tipu, i t must be remcml-^red, 

was a l so eager to promote t h e t r a d e , commerce and i n d u s t r y cf 

h i s King'dom, f o r he he ld the viev? t h a t t h e p o l i t i c a l d e c l i n e of 

the Muslimij was the r e s u l t o l t h e i r i n d i f f e r e n c e to t r a d e and 

i n d u s t r y and t h a t i t v;as because t h e Europeans v;erG s e r i o u s l y 

applying thomsclvcs t o those t h a t they wore b r ing ing Muslim 

c o u n t r i o c under t h e i r dominat ion, n i c ambassadors were, t h e r e ­

fo re , r e q u i r e d t o ob t a in comiicrcLal p r i v i l e g e s in the Ottoman 

Empire and t e c h n i c i a n s from Cons tan t inop le who would i n t roduce 

30 v a r i o u s i n d u s t r i e s i n t o Mysore. 

S i m i l a r l y the i dea of T i p u ' s d e s i r e f o r an a l l i a n c e 

with t h e French and Engl ish a g a i n s t the I lara thas i s f a r f e t c h e d 

because ho was moiie d o s i r l o u s of winning over t h e Marathas aga ins t 

the E n g l i s h , ,Tipu was wel l aware t h a t tho Engl ish wore h i s 
3 1 n a t u r a l enemies. Therefore he c o n s i s t e n t l y d e s i r e d an a l l i a n c e 

29 Rice, Mysore _and Coorg, p . 268, 

3 0 rtohibbul Hasan, o p . c i t . , 13 0 Fn . 

31 i b i d , , Cf. p . 7 7 . 
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with France whom he cons ide red t o be h i s w i l l i n g a l l i e s a g a i n s t 

the Englirjh, Wlien i t came to be knovm t h a t Tipu had cent an 
32 embassy to France , the Engl ish p r e v a i l e d upon Sul tan Salim of 

TurKey to make an apea l as head of Islarn and forbade him Eor h i s 

a n t i - B r i t i s h a c t i v i ' t i e s and e s t a b l i s h f r i e n d s h i p with them aga ins t 

the French , This f a c t could be more c l e a r from the l e t t e r of 

33 Su l t an Salim to Tipu, I t was addressed t o the Indian sovereign 

Tipu Su l t an da ted ?Oth September, 179R from Cons tan t inop le which 

was forwarded in January 1790 by Lord Wel lesoly , the Governor 

34 General of I n d i a with a cover ing l e t t e r of h i s ovm in which he 

r e f e r r e d t o French i n t r i g u e s and expected t h a t the adomini t ion of 

the head of h i s f a i t h would d i spose T i p u ' s mind favourab ly towards 

the B r i t i s h , The Su l t an advised Tipu to r e f r a i n from h o s t i l e 

ac t i on a g a i n s t t h e B r i t i s h who were h i s f r i e n d s , and o f fe red h i s 

good o f f i c e s in b r ing ing about a r e c o n c i l i a t i o n between him and 

the E n g l i s h , He made po in t ed r e f e r ence t o French des igns on 

Muslim lands and the Muslim r e l i g i o n and to t h e " r e c i p r o c i t y of 

i n t e r e s t s " e x i s t i n g between England and Turkey, and asked Tipu t o 

a s s i s t the Por t e in t h i s "gene ra l cause oF r e l i g i o n " . 

3 2 Mahmud Banglor i , q p ^ c i t , , p ,4 09. 

33 i ^ i d . , p p . 549-552 

34 For d e t a i l e d study, see topendix. K 
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Tipu was shrewd enough to grasp the r e a l purpose behind 

t h i s Caliphal mission. In h i s reply he professed devotion to 

the Caliph and agreed tha t since the French were h i s enemy a l l 

Muslims should renounce fr iendship v i th them. At the same time 

he drew the ^Julian's attonLion to Lho troachory and doccit i 'ulness 

prac t i sed in India by the Chr lo t ian i , cspccLully the English, 

and referred to the l a t t e r ' s "detemincd resolut ion to subdue 

the whole of Hindustan and subvert the Mucalman re l ig ion" Tipu was 

wil l ing to "cxtcnninato the in f idc l r " \.'ith the help of the Sultan, 

but remained non-commital with regajd to the fr iendship with the 
35 Br i t i sh vjhich the Sultan had asked Vim to c u l t i v a t e . The 

embapry mtu ra l l y kept i t s r ea l purpose secret and did not d i s ­

close i t u n t i l i t was necessary. 

Here a question a r i s e s , why the embassy fa i l ed to obtain 

c i t h e r any commercial concessions or mi l i t a ry help ? I t must 

be reimeinberod tha t Turkey at that titno was in the grip of c r i s e s . 

All the Pashas and Governors of Turkey wore d q h t i n g among them-

celves and they always revolted against the Sul tan . Generally, 

the Governors were appointed for only one year but on the bas i s 

of br ibery they worked nore than three and four years . In t h i s 

Jb M.H. Abbas, All About the Khilafat , Calcut ta , 1923, 
pp. 47-59, Mohibbul Hasan, o p . c i t . , pp7 302-3; C.f., R,I,.Shukla, 
Br i ta in India and Turkish Empire (1353-1882),p,2i. For 
de ta i l ed study, see Appendix H.'I.k. 
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way only corrupt persons found opportuni t ies to enter in to the 

adminis t ra t ion. All the judges or magis t ra tes were appointed on 

the bas i s of br ibery . Not only the Government Off ic ia l s but 

Zandndars were also very cor rup t . Taxes were not properly paid 

by the people. Even the power of Shcd.lch-ul-Iylera vjas growing 

day by day. We see tha t every departments of empire was on the -

decline'."* At t h i s period the every exis tence of the countiry was 

th ioat tncd by Cathcrino I I , EiupruCL of Russia, and Joseph I I , 

Emperor of Austria, who had entered into an agreement in 1787 to 

p a r t i t i o n the European provinces of the Ottoman Empii^, end to set 

on the throne of Constantinople ,,Cathrine • s grandson Cathrine. In 

these circumstances Turkey was provoked to declare war against 

Russia on August 15, 1887. The vjhole year Turkey hed to f ight 

Austria and Russia. She could not expect any help from France, 

but could count upon the support of England which was pa r ty to the 

t r e a ty with Prussia and Holland in 1708 to res to re the balance of 

power in south-eastern Europe in favour of Turkey. Under these 

circumstances the Ottoman Sultan could not afford to antagonise 

Br i ta in by entering in to an a l l i ance with Tipu. The contemporary 

sources do.not say much more about the Br i t i sh a t t i t u d e towards 

Tipu's embassy, but enquiring from t h e i r r e l a t i o n s with him, i t 

could not has anything but h o s t i l e . The B r i t i she r s thought 

,, , ^^^'6 Muhamad Xnshaallah,' Tarjkh-e ' Khandan-e' Uthmaniwa 
Vol.11, pp. 240-48, Amritsar, ~899 ^iL^IDSlilY^' 
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tha t Tipu Sultan was a new nucleus of Muslim res i s tance -

conscious of the fac t tha t the English were s tea l ing seeptre 

from the hands of the exliausted Mughal. This was the p lea which 

Tipu had advanced for h i s a t t i t u d e towards the English as well as 

the Emperor, If Tipu succeeded in arousing the Muslims^ the 

Br i t i sh would have to face much grea te r d i f f i c u l t i e s in subju-

gat ing India . Actually Tipu had a scheme of cooperation in 

p o l i t i c a l and economic sphere which would create a nevj hindrance 

for the P.ritish bccau.oo i t war. Tipu'.". suqqcstion tha t Muclim 

countr ies should have t rade r e l a t i ons , factory establishment, 

nev; arms and naval power. The Br i t i she r s were well aware of i t s 

outcome and they never liked to uni te the Muslim countr ies of the 

world on a platform because i t could not su i t for t h e i r i n t e r e s t s 

in Ind ia , 

Tipu Sultan never gave up h i s hope. Again, he sent tv;o 

embassies to Turkey one in 1798; at tha t time the Br i t i sh 

ambassador had great influence in Turkey. Unfortunately, tha t 

l e t t e r i s not avai lable , but the reply of tha t l e t t e r was given 

by Mahmud Banglori in h i s Tarikh Sultanat--a--Khudad (irysore) . 

In t h i s l e t t e r Sultan Salim addressed Tipu and suggested him tha t 

he should es tab l i sh fr iendship with the Br i t i sh and fur ther , he 

emphasised tha t the French were treachrous people, t h e i r f r iendship 

i s not benef ic ia l for the Muslims. Again Sultan Salim advised 
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Tipu Su l t an t h a t i f he has any complaint a g a i n s t t he Eng l i sh , 

he should inform me I am ab le t o come t o the c o n c l u s i o n . Af te r 

t h i s l e t t e r Tipu had unders tood the f e e l i n g s of Su l t an Salim 

about I n d i a and t h e E n g l i s h , Therefore , he wrote a formal 

l e t t e r , Tipu Su l t an r e s p e c t i v e l y informs him "Engl i sh people 

want t o make war on me and have c o l l e c t e d arms and muni t ions f o r 

38 t h a t purpose I am t h e r e f o r e compelled to d e c l a r e jehad a g a i n s t them. 

Governor General of I n d i a had sent a news about another embassy 

which was sen t by Tipu t o Su l t an of Turkey. I t was r e c e i v e d by 

Mr, Manesty i n 1799." The embassy c o n t a i n s g i f t s and a l e t t e r 

f o r the S u l t a n , According to Governor General of I n d i a t h a t 

l e t t e r r e p r e s e n t e d t h a t t h e B r i t i s h Government was oppress ing the 

Muslims of I n d i a and t h e i r a t t i t u d e was t y r a n n i c a l and c r u e l 

towards them and f u r t h e r added t h a t S u l t a n s s o l i c i t t he a s s i s t a n c e 

of t h e Su l t an a g a i n s t B r i t i s h , But u n f o r t u n a t e l y Tipu Su l t an had d ied 

whi le t h e embassy was in t h e way. 

The s t a t e of Hyderabad was founded by Chin Qulej Khan o r 

Nizaro-ul Mulk Asfjah in 1724, He was one of the l ead ing n o b l e s 

of the post-Aurangzeb e r a and in f a c t was a deputy of t h e Mughal 

37 For d e t a i l e d s tudy, see Mahmiid Banglor i , 
Tarikh S u l t a n a t Khodadad (Mysore), p p . 549-552, 

38 Kamame-i Ha jds i , C a l c u t t a , 1848, p , 9 8 ' s ; For the 
t e x t of l e t t e r see Appendix.G 

* See Appendix - J 
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Emperor a t Hyderabad where he ru l ed with a c t rong hand. He 

never openly dec l a r ed h i s independence from the C e n t r a l Govemincnt 

(Mughal Government) b u t in p r a c t i c e he ac ted l i k e an independent 

i ru ler . He concluded peace t r e a t i e s , waged v;ars and a l s o s t a r t e d 

exchanging e m i s s a r i e s with t h e fo re ign c o u n t r i e s . He s t a r t e d 

correspondence vjith the Ottoman government as i f an independent ' 

r u l e r . 'He sent a l e t t e r to Su l t an Mahmud of Turkey in 1747, The 

39 b e a r e r of t h a t l e t t e r vjas Al-Haj j Yusuf Agha, o r Sayyid A l a u l l a h . 

Apart from t h i b l e t t e r s e v e r a l d ip lomat i c exchanges took p l ace 

between the Ottoman Empire and t h e Hyderabad s t a t e . This t r a d i ­

t i o n was followed by h i s son Nizam-ud-daula Nasir Jang, A famous 

Turkish envoy named Haji Muhammad Yusuf Effendi came t o Hyderabad 

dur ing h i s r e i g n . In r e t u r n Masir Jang had sen t many e m i s s a r i e s 

40 to C o n s t a n t i n o p l e . 

39 For a d e t a i l e d s tudy, see Ria^ul I s lam, Calander of 
Documents on Indo-Pers ian R e l a t i o n s ; Karachi , 1982,pp. 356-363. 

40 Many of these l e t t e r s of the Ottoman Empire and the 
Hyderabad S t a t e a r c p rese rved in Lhe 'I\iikish Archives , (a l so see 
in Riazul Is lam, s ec t ion 10, Miscelenious c h a p t e r ) . Even in the 
Andhra Pradorh S t a t e Archives Hydcraliatl, a numter of l o i l e r s and 
f i rmans are a v a i l a b l e in both the c o u n t r i e s . The r e p o r t s of Govern­
ments o f f i c i a l s and summaries of newspaper a r t i c l e s are found in 
the N a t i o n a l Archives of I n d i a a l so which throw l i g h t on the 
Indo-Ottoman r e l a t i o n s . 
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VJhcn the Turko-Scrbicin VJar )u-okc-out in 107G the Indiciri 

Muslims a c t i v e l y supported for Turkey. The sympathy and p u b l i c 

support f o r Turkey among the Indicin Muslims was wide spread and 

touched almost the whole Ind ian s u b - c o n t i n e n t . P u b l i c meet ings 

and demons t ra t ions were h e l d a t many p l a c e s such as Bombay, 

C a l c u t t a and Hyderabad, Large sums of money vjere r e m i t t e d by the 

41 Nawab of Rampur and t h e Nizam of Hyderabad. 

•̂  The B r i t i s h r e s i d e n t a t Hyderabad f e l t t h a t in t h e 

beginningi t he l o c a l Muslims had l i t t l e rca] sympathy f o r the 

Turks , But the appea l s by i n f l u e n t i a l c o - r c l i g i o n i s t s to t h e i r 

r e l i g i o u s f e e l i n g s led to t h e gro\<;t}i of a p ro-Turk ish movement 

among them. The i r i n t e r e s t on t h e f a t e of Turkey i n c r e a s e d so 

much t h a t they formed a s o c i e t y to g e t r e g u l a r t e legrams from 

the s e a t of w a r . ' The r e s i d e n t in a r e p o r t has r e f e r r e d to t h e 

view/ he ld -by S a l a r Jang, the Prime Min i s t e r of t h e Nizam of 

Hyderabad and many nob le s a t Hyderabad, t h a t a number of Muslims 

43 should proceed from I n d i a to j o i n t h e Turks i n the war. One 

41 Home Department, P u b l i c D, Proceedings No,220, 
"Punjab Government to Government ol I n d i a " , 4th June 1877. 

"l^ I b i d , , N o , 2 2 2 , "Rooldent Hyderabad t o Government 
of I n d i a " , ' 4 th June 1817. 

43 Ib id . , 
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Mxihainniad Bacli-uz r.arnon, a foliner employee of Nizam Government, 

v i s i t e d Bongloi-e fo r r a i s i n g funds and r e c r u i t i n g v o l u n t e e r s f o r 

the RusEO-Turkish War, He c i r c u l a t e d an address in the p r i n c i p a l 

44 towns of south I n d i a asking the I-lisliiiis to j o i n the Wnr. 

At the i n s t a n c e of S a l a r Jang the r e s i d e n t a t Hyderabad 

made e n q u i r i e s about Dadiuzsamon's movement who was l i k e l y t o 

v i s i t H]j^erabad fo r preaching j i h a d and ga the r ing p u b l i c support 

f o r Turkey. badi-Ciz zanan however himself put off the proposed 

Hyciorubcid v i t i i t and proccoGccl Lo Mudruo, Tho r e s i d e n t a t Hyderabad 

Bent a mciir.Qno lo Madrao roquootiiuj Uio tiul:horiticiJ t h e r e not 

al low DadJr<i2 zaman to e n t e r i n g Hyderabad, as was a f r a i d of 

d i s t u r b a n c e in Hyderabad, The mcssagG a t once communicated to the 

Madras Government which d id not allow Badi'uzzaman to go t o 

45 Hyderabad, A newspaper named V a r i t a Dhara, in i t s i s s u e of 

18th June 1877, s t a t e d t h a t a l l t h e Ind ian Muslims keen ly 

watched the p r o g r e s s of t h e war. I t h a s a l s o been r e p o r t e d t h a t 

many of h i s o f f i c i a l s in the Nizam's s t a t e used to r e c e i v e 

t e l e g r a p h i c news of the war. They used to c i r c u l a t e t he se news 

46 among the p u b l i c . 

44 I ^ i d , , •• No,244, "Chief Commissioner of Mysore 
Government" t o Government of I n d i a , i l t h August, 1877; "Tho 
r e s i d e n t was observed t h a t a l t o g e t h e r t h i s movement was c l o s e l y 
watched by the p u b l i c but no t s ign of d i s l o y a l i t y to the Govern­
ment was d e t e c t e d . 

45 I b i d . , No.105. 

4 6 R.L. Shukla, Britain, India and Turkish Empire 1853-
1882, Delhi, 1973, pp, 166-67. " 
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An a n t i - B r i t i s h nevjspapcr al-Alchl:ar trom Cons tan t inop le 

in P e r s i a n vjhich was cons ide red in the mouthpiece ot an I s l a m i c 

league was f inanced by the Nizam oi Hyderabad when i t vjas s u s ­

pended due t o lack of funds . These r e l a t i o n s h i p s cont inued 

in the f i r s t ha l f of tiiO ?Oth c e n t u r y . Vflicn the Su l t an Zibdul 

MQ'jicl was oKilod in Europe and h i r f.ln.inclal c o n d i t i o n was miser'-

a b l e . In 1924, the Nizam of Hyderabad i s sued a firman r ega rd ing 

f i n a n c i a l h e l p f o r the s u l t a n of Turkey. He f ixed a sura of £ 300 

47 y e a r l y t o Su l tan of Turkey t i l l h i s d e a t h . The Nizam had 

expressed h i s f e e l i n g f o r t h e Caliph in f u r t h e r and l a t e r on i t 

48 was enhanced t o £ 5 0 0 . On r ece iv ing t h i s news of t h e Nizam's 

firman r ega rd ing the s t i p e n d Su l t an /vbdul Majid t h e e x i l e d Su l t an 

of Turkey wrote a l e t t e r back to the Nizam acknowledging h i s 

49 g r a t i t u d e i o r Nizam's g e n e r o s i t y . The s t a t e of Hyderabad was 

keenly i n t e r e s t e d in the v i c t o r y of Turkey, A t t e r the conc lus ion 

of the t r e a t y oi Lausanne, the Nizcun oi Hyderabad, i s s u e d a firman 

47 Andhra Pradesh S t a t e Archives , P o l i t i c a l Department 
I n s t a l m e n t No .81 , L i s t No.3 , S,No.411 Ju ly 1924 For the t e x t 
of t h i s Firman see Appendix, 

48 I b i d . , Firman of 25 Jamad I I 1352 A.H, 

49 I M d , , For the f u l l t e x t of the l e t t e r , see Appendix E 
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on 19th Zilbijja 1341 A.H. and declared holiday for oneday 

50 in the entire state of Hyderabad. He also ordered distribution 

of sweets among the people in order to celebrate the victory 

of Turkey. 

A p a r t from t h e s e t h e Nizam of Hyderabad had g r a n t e d co 

many i n d i v i d u a l g r a n t s f o r T u r k i s h p e o p l e , A p e r s o n named 

D r . Hasan K a i r i was g r a n t e d a s t i p e n d of £ 15 p e r month f o r two 

51 y e a r s f o r c o m p l e t i n g h i s m e d i c a l e d u c a t i o n . He had a l s o 

s a n c t i o n e d a sum of Rs, 1 / 0 0 0 / - t o Sayy id Mahmud and S a y y i d 

Muhairmad of Cons t a n l i n o p l e f o r t h e t r a v e l l i n g e x p e n d i t u r e when 

t h e y were g o i n g back t o t h e i r homeland.^' '^ ^ ^ ^ ^^^"^ ° ^ f i n a n c i a l 

h e l p shows t h a t Nizam had deep sympathy w i t h t h e T u r k i s h p e o p l e 

and h i s a t t i t u d e was f r i e n d l y t o w a r d s T u r k d y , 

The NizaiTi had i s s u e d a f i rman on 5 t h Rabi I 1341 A.H, 

r e g a r d i n g t h e c o n t r i b u t i o n s f o r t h e o p p r e s s e d p e o p l e of T u r k e y , 

He had g i v e n p e r m i s s i o n t o Muhammad Akbar A l i , e d i t o r of a 

n e w s p a p e r Sahee fah t o p e r f o r m t h i s t a s k . But he a l s o i n s t r u c t e d 

t h a t t h e amount s h o u l d be u s e d o n l y t o r t h e r e a l p u r p o s e n o t f o r 

53 t h e p o l i t i c a l m o t i v e s . 

•50 NPSA, I n s t , No. 0 1 , Lj.::,t Uo,?., S.r!o,4G4, 
19 and 25 Z i l h i j j a , 1341 A , n . 

51 i b i d , / I n s t . l I o , 8 1 , L i s t Uo .2 / S , ] : o ^ 9 9 / i 9 t h 
Ramzan I 3 4 2 A 7 ' J . 

52 I b i d , / I n s t , N o , 3 1 , L i s t N o . 2 , S ,No.702/ 27 th 
Z i l q a d a l3'4T^,l-l, 

53 Xbi^w I n s t . N o . 1 7 , L i s t N o . 2 , S .No ,107 / | | ^ 

5 t h Rabi I 1342 A.H. 
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CHAPTER - I I I 

OTTOMAN RELATIONS WITH THE BRITISH INDIA 

In the ?:«rly e i q h t e e n t h cen tu ry European p o l i t i c a l in f luence 

in the Middle Eas t and I n d i a was s t i l l s l i g h t . The e i g h t e e n t h and 

n i n e t e e n t h c e n t u r i e s of t h e Ind ian h i s t o r y a re r a t h e r f u l l of 

v a r i o u s i s o l a t e d sporad ic a t t empts and s t r u g g l e s a g a i n s t t he 

E n g l i s h , The wars of Tipu Su l t an and the Marathas a g a i n s t t h e 

Engl i sh , the Wahabi movement of mid-n ine teen th cen tu ry and t h e 

s t r u g g l e of 1857-59 a re some of the more impor tant and wel l known 

i n s t a n c e s , A l o t of f a c t o r s which may no t be c h a r a c t e r i s e d as 

pxarely n a t i o n a l i s t , ac ted as the mot iva t ing fo r ce behind t h e s e 

riiovements; bu t the one common a n t i - U r i t i s h f e e l i n g ran through 

a l l these movements. Th is c h a p t e r i s based on the s tudy of Indo-

Turkish c o l l a b o r a t i o n a g a i n s t the D r i t i s h . The o r i g i n of the 

movement f o r a l l i a n c e with Turkey goes back to the t ime of Tipu 

S u l t a n , In h i s t r i a l of s t r e n g t h with B r i t i s h , Tipu Su l t an had 

very e a r l y r e a l i s e d the f a c t t h a t in o rder t o p r e s e n t a r e a l l y 

s t rong f r o n t a g a i n s t the B r i t i s h , i t was n e c e s s a r y f o r him t o 

have a system of a l l i a n c e with some fo re ign powers. The French 

would have been h i s obvious cho ice , a g a i n s t t h e B r i t i s h , Under 

t h e p o l i t i c a l c i rcumstances p r e v a i l i n g a t t h a t t ime Tipu tu rned 

h i s a t t e n t i o n towards Turkey f o r seeking h e l p aga ins t the B r i t i s h . 

Thus the main o b j e c t i v e of Tipu S u l t a n in sending the embassy 
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1 

was to secure the m i l i t a r y a l l i a n c e a g a i n s t t he B r i t i s h . However, 

he f a i l e d in h i s s t r u g g l e a g a i n s t the B r i t i s h , but t h e i dea of 

a l l i a n c e with Turkey d id not d ie down with him. Almost a cen tu ry 

l a t e r , we f i nd the B r i t i s h Government faced with a ve ry o rgan i sed 

movement f o r c r e a t i n g an Indo-Turkish a l l i a n c e a g a i n s t them. 

According to Mustafa Kemal Pasha: " In the e i g h t e e n t h cen tu ry 

the policy of B r i t i s h towards the Ottoman Empire was d u a l . One s i d e 

Russia had been f u l l y supported by the B r i t a i n in the v̂ ;ar and on 

the o the r hand B r i t a i n claimed he r f r i e n d s h i p with the Ottoman 
2 Empire, Behind t h i s dua l p o l i c y t h e r e were a number of f a c t o r s . 

Bofoic fev; yea r s B r i t a i n had occupied I n d i a by de f ea t i ng F rance . 

DGCQUDO of Uli^, Franco was the yrcaLc:Jt enemy of B r i t a i n . At 

t h a t time France and the OLioman Empire had f r i e n d l y r e l a t i o n s . 

Therefore i t war n a t u r a ] f o r Prj t a i n Lo tu rn her a tLcnt ion towards 

Russ ia , B r i t a i n had not boon rea red by Russia ye t h e r a t t e n t i o n 

was not d i v e r t e d towards I n d i a , /^pnrl Trom IhofJO bulb Uio empires 

had t r a d e and commerce r e l a t i o n s nnionq ihomsolve;-.. So J L lu 

c l e a r t h a t i f B r i t a i n he lped Russia a g a i n s t Turkey f o r p r o t e c t i o n 

of t r a d e and commerce. 

1, Mahniud r r inglor i , Tar ikh-c Sa l tana L-cl<j-iudadad_ {^XBore) 
Lahore, 194 5 ) , p . 5 4 2 , 

2 . I'luhamad Uzair, Pau l a t - e - u-ai maravya^ V o l I I , Azamgarh, 1950, 
p . 8 0 . 
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However*, the Ottoman Empire and Br i ta in bad f r iendly 

r e l a t i o n s but a f t e r some time a misunderstanding arose among 

them. The Br i t i sh merchants vjho were residing in India, t h e i r 

trading vesse ls were using the por t s of Suez without p r i o r 

permission from the Turkish Government, The Ottoman govemnent 

resented the unauthorised use of t h e i r por t and strongly coip-

lained to S i r Rober Ainsl ie on 6th May, 1777, who was Br i t i sh 

Ambassador at Constantinople. This development alarmed the 

Br i t i sh which might prove harmful for t h e i r commercial i n t e r e s t s . 

In t h i s way the Br i t i sh nation got Involved in h o s t i l i t y with 

Turkey. The Court of Directors is£;ued i n s t ruc t i ons to the Pre­

sidency Government in India on 4th July, 1777 to p roh ib i t a l l 

Br i t i sh subjects and mercanti le vessels from trading with Read 

Sea Port o ther than Jiddah and Mocha to confiscat cargoes for 
3 

v io la t ion of t h e i r order . 

At the same time they requested Ainsl ie to secure p ro ­

tec t ion to the trading vesse ls which had been ready at Suez or 

on way to i t and obtain p r iv i l eges of passing dispatches to and 

from the East Indies by the Suez route without molestat ion. To 

t h i s effect Ainsl ie addressed a memorial to the por t on August 

26th, 1777 and contemplated to approacli h i s Grand Wazir for 

3 Fort William - India House Record, p,7 
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securing the required concession by offering presents to the 
4 

leading members of h i s cour t . 

The concession asked for was an innovation. The Port 

considered i t as contrary to custom cind p re jud ic i a l to interei3ts 

of Turkey, However, in view of h i s fr iendly r e l a t i o n s with 

England, he consented with utmost reluctance to allow the use of 

Suez t e r r i t o r y for passing dispatches only in emergencies and to 

suspend the operation of t h i s prohib i tory order temporarily to 

enable the Br i t i sh ships, which had already sa i led from India to 

unload t h e i r goods a t Suez unmolested. However, the Suez route 

for trade was not a l together abandoned. 

After some times the Anglo-French r i v a l r i e s was in Egypt, 

On the i n i t i a t i v e of Ali Beg for a few years the independent r u l e r 

of Egypt and Warran Hastings, Governor of Bengal, the East India 

Company sent more than one expedition in 1770 from India to Suez, 

By opening up of t h i s route which foreshadowed the speeding up of 

communication in following country. Calcutta was brought within 

two months of London, as compared with five months by the Cape 

Route, But the Ottoman Government jea lous for i t s custom-revenues, 

and did not allov; European trading ships to s a i l north of Jiddah, 

The Turkish Empire, as Napoleon saw, was the key to India and 

English i n t e r e s t and intervent ion in Turkey increased in propor­

t ion to commitments fur ther e a s t . 
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According to R.L, Shukla the fCa'l̂ -feeĉ innings of British 

India's involvement in the Turlcish question dates back to the 
5 

Levant crisis of the 1830s, By that time India had become a 

major imperial base from which British political and commercial 

activities could be extended westward into Turkish dominions, 

through which passed their shorter routes to India, But their 

interests seemed threatened by by activities of their imperial 

rivals France and Russia in the Near and Middle East, The former 

had conquered Algeria in 1830, and the latter had penetrated far 

into Persia and Turkey, approaching the natural lines of communi­

cations to India and even her physical frontiers. 

The British therefore reexamined the position of Turkey 

as a buffer between the East and the VJest, and also from side by 

side it approaches to India, The British thought that Russia could 

challenge the whole British position in the Mediterranean. She 

could establish her supermacy in Central Asia and Persia and also 

she could threaten the British routes to India. All the geo­

political ramifications of Turkish Question were, however, not 

fully grasped by the British until after the treaty o£ Urkiar-

Gkelessi, In the words of V,J. Puryear "it (treaty) marked a 

5 R.L. Shukla, Britain India and Turkish Empire 
(Delhi, 1973), p.l. 

6 H.L. Ho skins, British Routes to India, p, l4 6.,!̂ v̂ York, 1928 
F.E. Baily, Britigi Policy and TuBcTsh Reform Movement',p.58., 
Cambridge, l^WT. 
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7 
s igni f icant advance of Russian pol icy in the Near Eas t , This 

awakened Palnerslon to a f u l l conprehension of Br i t i sh stakes 

in the area, and led him to formulate the pol icy the Br i t i sh 

were rcciuircd to follow to meet the s i t u a t i o n . The broad out­

l ine of t h i s pol icy emerged in a speech which Palndrston del i ­

vered in the Houno of Comnony on 11 July 1B33: 

" I t i s of the utmost importance for the 
i n t e r e s t of England, and for the maintenance 
of the peace of Europe, tha t the t e r r i t o r i e s 
and provinces forming the Ottoman empire 
should be an independent s t a te , , , , I f Russian 
cou(^xcst should lead to the Chr is t ian is ing and 
c i v i l i s i n g of the inhabi tan ts of the country, 
these advantages , . , , would be counterbalanced 
by the consequences tha t would r e su l t to Europe 
from the dismemberment of the Turkish empire. 
I say, then, tha t undoubted by Government 
would f ee l i t to be t h e i r duty to r e s i s t to the 
utmost any attempt on the par t of Russia to 
p a r t i t i o n the Turkish empire; and, if i t had 
been necessary, we should etjually have f e l t i t 
our duty to in t e r fe re and prevent the Pasha of 
Egypt from dismembering any port ion of the 
dominations of the Sul tan, The i n t e g r i t y and 
independence of the Ottoman empire arc necessary 
to the maintenance of the t r a n q u i l l i t y , the 
l i b e r t y and the balance of power in the r e s t 
of Europe",Q 

The Near East c r i s i s of the 1030 promoted Bri ta in to 

attempt to reopen and develop the a l t e rna t ive route to India via 

7 Shukla, o p . c i t . , p , 5 , V.J, Puryear, In t e rna t iona l 
Economics and Diplomacy in the Near East - "1834, 1853, p,9, 
Cal i fornia ," 1935"" 

8 Shi;ikla, o p , c i t , , p , 5 . 
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Mesopotamia and Syr ia , The Br i t i sh were l ess fami l ia r with 

t h i s route than the Egyptian and the Red Sea Route, but i t was 
9 

much more important . , , than the l a t e r , Palmerstron wanted to 

develop t h i s route as the chief means of- a r res t ing the d isso lu­

tion of the Turkish Empire and as an addi t ional safeguard for 

India aguiniit houLile UustJion douigniJ. Palmorston considered 

t h i s route highly advantagious to Br i t i sh imperial i n t e r e s t s . 

Both Br i t i sh Government and the Indi-^m a u t h o r i t i e s were aware 

of the Mesopotamian rou te . I t would subs tan t i a l ly check the 

eastward progress of any European r i v u l s of Br i t a in . ' The fore ­

going posi t ion shows that the Bri t i sh policy in the Near and 

Middle East were la id on 1830, when India entered into European 

diplomacy as a major i s sue . 

In May 183 8, Muhamad Ali announced h i s in tent ion to become 

independent of the Sultan, I t was c lear tha t a war between the 

Pasha and the Sultan would bring Kussian forces in to Constantinople 

in accordance with the t rea ty oi Unklar-skelcssl , Tho Turks with 

the help of Russia might push the Pasha biick from Syria but then 

Russia would probably remain entrenched at the s t r a i t s and control 

the route to India via Mesopotamia. Thus the Br i t i sh could not 

9 li.L. Haskin, opj^cit,, p . 147, 

10 Foreign Department, Poll Cons. 24th Feb. , 1835, No,16. 
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afford to ignore France, On the other hand, England was 

inclined to protect Muhamad All if the French succeeded in 

confining the hold of Pasha on Syria, In this way, they would 

then dominate both the shorter routes of India, Russian and 

French designs led to Palmerston to visualise a "division of 

Turkish Empire into two separate and independent states, where­

of one will be the dependency of France and the other a Satellite 

of Russia, and in both of which our political influence will be 

annulled and our commercial intezests will be sacrificed,,,,". 

Therefore, he decided to intervene actively in order to keep up 

12 
Turkey as the occupier of the road to India, 

British involvement in the Crimean War was throughout 

13 influenced by her imperial interest m India, Outside England 

the war was generally regarded as an Asian quarrel in which 

British interest alone were at stake. The course of events that 

ultimately led to the Crimean War engaged the close attention of 

the Indian authorities. Even before the British actually entered 

the war its probable repercussions on India were examined by 

Lord Dalhoucie, He was of the view that the war would have a 

direct bearing on the interests of India and might possibility 

11 R.L. Shukla, op.cit., p,ll 

12 ?J.L. Haskins, oĝ ĉit,, p.268. 

13 R.L. ShuklQ, op.cJt., p.H., cf. The Nincteonth Century, 
vol. I,, p.43, 1877. • ' ' ' ~ 
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effect the security of the British possessions in India, He 

analysed at some length Russian designs on India as well as 

the possibility of Russian invasion of India, The Government of 

India was not directly involved in this war. To sum up although 

British policy in this war was influenced to a great extent, by 

the consideration of the security of India and of the routes to 
« 

it. 

During the nineteenth century the British bolstered up 

Turkish Empire against Russia under the conviction that it was in 

their imperial interest. They posed themsevles as defenders of 

the Sultan and frequently impressed upon the Indian Muslims that 

a close community of interest existed between them and the Sultan, 

There was great deal of talk about the British empire as being the 

14 
greatest Muslim power in the world. The British empire is the 

greatest Muslim power in world, the Queen of England as the 

Empress of India, rules over Muslims than any soreign excepting 

His Imperial Majesty, the Sultan of Turkey, The number of the 

Muslims in Dritioh India io cctimatod at 4,50,00,000 while there 

are only 1,61,68,000 Muslims of the Sultan in Europe, Asia and 

Africa,^^ 

14 Arnold J , Toynbee, e d . Survey of I n t e r n a t i o n a l A f f a i r s , 
1925, Vol . I , p . 4 0 . 

15 Maulvi Chiragh A l i , Ihe Proposed P o l i t i c a l Legal , and 
S o c i a l ^Reforms in the Ottoman_EfnpT?e''o^OTe?"l'loHammac[am'"S^cTifes7 
Bombay, 'l883',"'~p7"l7~'^The Indian'^HulricuTimaaans, v;no~3re'T!hlSfT7— 
sunn i s , with an i n f l u e n t i a l Shiah m i n o r i t y , a re concen t r a t ed 
ch ie f i n Bengal, t he North-West P rov inces and the Punjab, and 
number of a l t o g e t h e r n e a r l y 45 ,000,000, so t h a t the Empress of 
I n d i a r u l e s over f a r more Mussalman s u b j e c t s than a n y . o t h e r 
sovere ign in the E a s t . " A,H,. Keene, Asia, e d . S i r R. Temple, 
London, 1882, p ,3 05 . 
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The Turkish question was int imately connected with Indian 

problems/ because most of the Muslims of India considered Turkish 

Sultan as t h e i r r e l ig ious head (Caliph) , In fac t tha t he was 

accepted as such only by the Sunni Muslims of Ind ia , But p r a c t i ­

ca l ly the whole movement was more p o l i t i c a l than r e l i g i o u s for 

the Caliph. He was not only the r e l ig ious and s p i r i t u a l leader 

but also the ru l e r of the only exis t ing Muslim empire. Natural ly 

the European plans for the dismemberment of h i s t e r r i t o r i e s were 

a cduse of anxiety to the Muslims of: Ind ia , 

From the Crimean War onvjards the Br i t i sh had occasional ly 

emphasized the Caliphal posi t ion of the Sultan beyond the Indian 

Muslims. During the Crimean war Dalhousie observed tha t the 

Br i t i sh support for Turkey had evoked great pleasure among the 

Indian Muslims, He was fu l ly aware tha t the Br i t i sh aim was not 

to defend the Muslim re l ig ion , but to thwart the ambition of 
17 Russia in the East , S t i l l he bluffed tha t the Br i t i sh were 

f ight ing for the Muslim i n t e r e s t in the East and apparently 

lamented tha t even then the Indian Muslims wore h o s t i l e to the 

B r i t i s h , Charles Wood's suggestion tha t the Indian contingents 

with the g rea te s t number of Muslim so ld ie rs should be sent to the 

16 Aziz K.K. Bri ta in and Muslim India , London, 1963, 
pp . 26-27. 

17 R.L, Shukla, o p . c i t . , p , l 2 2 . 
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1 8 
Crimeo " t o a i d t h e b r e t h r e n of t h e f a i t h " , seems t o h a v e been 

a r u s e t o p l e a s e t h e I n d i a n s . In t h i s way d u r i n g t h e Crimean War 

t h e B r i t i s h m a g n i f i e d Turkey in t h e e y e s of t h e I n d i a n Mus l ims , 

A f t e r some t ime a t t h e o u t b r e a k of t h e I n d i a n r e v o l t of 1857 t h e 

B r i t i s h t r i e d t o win o v e r t h e Fiusliras t o t h e i r s i d e by o b t a i n i n g 

t h e S u l t a n ' s condemna t ion of t h e a t r o c i t i e s commi t ted by t h e 

m u t i n e e r s . H i s n o t e warned t h e I n d i a n Musl ims t h a t t h e y would i n c u r 

h i s d i s p l e a s u r e and f a l l i n h i s e s t i m a t i o n , i f t h e y d i d n o t 

e n t e r t a i n f r i e n d l y s e n t i m e n t s t o w a r d s t h e B r i t i s h . I t d e s c r i b e d 

t h e B r i t i s h as d e f e n d e r s of I s l a m and a s a p r o o f m e n t i o n e d t h e i r 

10 
h e l p t o t h e S u l t a n i n t h e Crimean VJar, The T u r k i s h S u l t a n s 

c o n n e c t i o n w i t h I n d i a n f4is l ims v;as a g a i n sough t t o be b r o u g h t 

i n t o p rominence i n J u l y 1867 v/hcn llio S u l t . m p a i d a v i s i t t o 

E n g l a n d . He was h o n o u r e d by t h e I n d i a O f f i c e w i t h a sumptuous f e t e 

and a g r a n d b a l l t h e e x p e n s e s of which v^ero c h a r g e d t o t h e I n d i a n 

r e v e n u e s . The B r i t i s h Government j u s t i l r i e d t h i s s t e p on t h e g round 

t h a t t h e a t t e n t i o n shown t o t h e S u l t a n a s Head of Muslim r e l i g i o n 

would t e n d t o p r o p i t i a t e t h e I n d i a n Musl ims, and s o f t e n t h e i r 

20 
f e e l i n g s of h o s t i l i t y t o w a r d s t h e i r i n f i d e l m a s t e r s . 

13 A z i z ;^mad . S t u d i e s i n I s l a m i c C u l t u r e i n t h e I n d i a n 
Enyirqn. j ient / London, 1964, p .63"! " ' ~ " 

19 P o l , D e p t t . , S e c r e t C o n s u l t a t i o n , 2 6 t h F e b . , 1858 ,No ,298 , 
A z i z Ah mad, o p . c i t ^ , P . 6 3 , 

20 R .L . S h u k l a , o p ^ c l t , , p . 1 2 3 . 
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The Turko-Serbian war was waqed in 1876. This war was the 

starting point for the active support to Turkey by the Indian 

Muslims. On 19th August 1876, the Friend of India referred to 

a significant movement among the Muslims for supporting the 

2i 
Sultan of Turkey. From that time on it frequently mentioned the 

numerous meetings were held in the support for Turkey, It also • 

spoke of several memorials and addresses sent to the English Queen 

or the Secretary of State for India requesting them to take up 

the cause of Turkey against Russia, Muslim demonstration in favour 

of Turkey was mere active and successful in Nortli-VJestem India 

and at places where Muslim population was predominant. 

Many appeals from Mecca and elsev;here called upon the Indian 

Muslims to sympathise with Turkey, Sayyid Sulayman Effendi head 

of the Islamic community at Beghdad sent his brother Haji Mastan 

Saheb to India to encourage the Indians to contribute liberally 

22 
to the Turkish fxond. Abdul Latif of Ceilcutta, in his speech 

gave a brief history of Eastern uiiestion and its relation to India 

and the Caliph, He expressed the gratitude of the Muslim commu­

nity to England for htdping the Cali[)h from time to time and said 

21 The Frienc'' of India, 19th August, 1876, p.754. 

22 R,L. Shukla, opĵ cî ,, p.94 . 
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t h a t t he Indian Mui;lims v;ere p l eased a t f r i e n d l y r e l a t i o n s 
23 e x i s t i n g between the Engl i sh and Turkish Empire, The meet ings a l s o 

decided t o r eques t t he Engl i sh Cueen on behalf of Ind ian Muslims 

to support t h e Sul tan of Turkey. The add res se s signed by 9,000 

Muslims vjas sent to t h e Bengal Government on 15th December, 1376 f o r 
24 

being forwarded to t h e Queen, 

S imi l a r memorials were sen t to t h e S e c r e t a r y of S t a t e from 

the Muslims of Monghyr and Ghazipur as a l s o from the Muslims of 

Burdwan. A number of meet ings were he ld , money c o l l e c t e d f o r 

Turkey, Apart from t h i s many l i s t s of addres ses were sent t o the 

B r i t i s h Government. I t c l e a r l y i n d i c a t e d t h a t the Muslims of 

I n d i a were tak ing keen i n t e r e s t in the f a t e of Turkey. 

Lord Lytton was under the impress ion t h a t the p o s i t i o n 

of the s u l t a n as head of t h e Muslim world was not u n i v e r s a l l y 

recognised by t h e Indian Muslims, His view on t h e I ^ s l im i n t e r e s t 

in Turkish ques t ion underwent a complete change when he was 

conf ronted with unmistakable s igns of Muslim sympathy with Turkey, 

He d i s p u t e d with Nor thbrook ' s assessment t h a t t h e r e was no connec­

t i o n between the Ind ian Muslims and the Su l t an of Turkey. He 

23 Foreign Department, P o l i t i c a l A^March 1377, No.520, 
N . A . I . , 

24 R.L. Shukla, o p . c i t , , p , 9 5 . 
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found t h a t t h e S u l t a n commanded so much r e s p e c t among t h e Muslims 

of I n d i a t h a t t h e y would s t a r t a j i h a d ( holyvjar ) a g a i n s t t h e 

25 
B r i t i s h i f he a sked them t o do s o . 

A l though t h e p o s s i b i l i t i e s of I-luslim r e b e l l i o n i n I n d i a was 

d o u b t f u l , c l e a r l y t h e c u r r e n t t r o u b l e s of S u l t ; i n were p o w e r f u l l y 

a f f e c t i n g t h e I n d i a n Hur. l imc, On t h e b a s i s of t h e o b s e r v a t i o n s of 

t h e F r i e n d of I n d i a , t h e r e were two e x t r e m e v i e w s on t h e I n d i a n 

Muslim r e a c t i o n t o t h e T u r k i s h q u e s t i o n . Some h e l d t h a t i f Eng land 

d e s e r t e d t h e P o r t e , Muslim f e e l i n g s would b e h u r t t o t h e d e t e r i m e n t 

of t h e B r i t i s h r u l e , b u t o t h e r s b e l i e v e d t h a t t h e B r i t i s h p o l i c y 

2fi 
t o w a r d s Turkey would n o t a f f e c t I n d i a a t a l l . Thus even b e f o r e 

t h e o u t b r e a k of R u s s o - T u r k i s h War Muslim s u p p o r t of Turkey had 

become s u f f i c i e n t l y w i d e s p r e a d and had m a n i f e s t e d i n t h e form of a 

c o n s t i t u t i o n a l a g i t a t i o n combin ing p u b l i c m e e t i n g s , c o l l e c t i o n of 

f u n d s f o r T u r k i s h v i c t i m s of t h e War wi Lli S e r b i a and s e n d i n g 

memor i a l s t o t h e B r i t i s h Government f o r c o n t i n u e d s u p p o r t of Turkey , 

Dur ing t h e R u s s o - T u r k i s h war thc^ a g i t a t i c ^ n n o t o n l y c o n t i n u e d b u t 

27 went on i n c r e a s i n g and was a l s o j o i n e d i n measure by t h e H i n d u s , 

I n May 1877 t h e Government of I n d i a i n i t i a t e d a s e c r e t and 

i n f o r m a l i n q u i r y i n t o t h e Muslim moveiTient i n I n d i a i n s u p p o r t of 

25 R .L . S h u k l a , o p j ^ c i t , , p . 9 7 . 

26 i b i d . , p . 9 8 

27 The Fr iend . _of I n d i a and t h e S t a t e s m a n , 9 t h F e b . , 
4 t h and 11th May," 1977 
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Turkey. The various local authorities were asked to report 

confidentially and keep a careful watch over Muslim feeling and 

over their communications with the t'̂ slims outside India, The 

report made by the various local authorities and connected corres­

pondence throw a good deal of light on the Muslim movement in 

India on the Turkish question. In May 1877 within a month of 

Russian 'declaration of war on Turkey, Lytton wrote to Lord 

Salisbury, the Secretary of State for India, 

"So far I can judge the feeling of our 
Mohammadan subjects at the present moment 
is eminently satisfactory, more loyal than 
it has been at any former period perhaps. 
But all the Government Officers whose 
special business it is to study and watch 
Mahomrnadan feeling in India are strongly 
of opinion that, were wc suspected by our 
Mahommadan subjects of active connivance 
with Russia in the Spoliation of Turkey, 
and yet more, did they see us openly 
sharing the plunder, we should probably 
be at once confronted by an internal 
embarrasement sufficient serious to paralyse 
all external action on our part; we should 
not only have to reckon on a real jehad 
all round our frontier, but in ever̂ ?̂  Anglo-
Indian home there would be a traitor, a 
foe and possibly an assassin. Such a danger 
might possibly be more diffi cult to deal 
with than mutiny which cost us such an 
effort to suppress",^Q 

28 P. Hardy, The Muslims of British India, C.U.P., 1972, 
pp. 118-119., ^^f Lytton papers, letters dispatched 1877, 
vol. II, pp. 405, 519-20, 
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Prubdbly liulton Abdal Haniid was the f i r s t Ottoman Sul tan 

in whose name t h e Khutba was read by the Ind ian Muslims. I t i s 

i r o n i c t h a t B r i t i s h fo re ign po l i cy D i r e c t o r s in London were 

beginning to move av;ay from d ip lomat ic and m i l i t a r y support f o r 

t he Ottomiin Empire in favour of p h y s i c a l c o n t r o l of t h e Muslim 

lands along the rou te to I n d i a j u s t a t the time v;hen B r i t i s h 

adminis t i ra t ions i n I n d i a were t r y i n g t o g ive Indian Muslims a 

s t ake in B r i t i s h r u l e , 

A c o n f i d e n t i a l p o l i c e r e p o r t sa id t h a t two shoe merchants 

of Delhi / Habibur Rahman and Khal i fa Ahmad, were l i k e l y t o leave 

for the s e a t of war t o j o i n t h e Turks . I t i s a l s o sa id t h a t Safdar 

Jang, a r e l a t i v e of Nawab of Rampur, was p repar ing t o leave f o r 

Cons tan t inop le to j o i n t h e war. I t i s f u r t h e r noted t h a t t he 

Muslims of Farddataad were showing g r e a t enthusiasm in c o n t r i b u t i n g 

t o t h e Turkish funds and t h a t l a rge sums of money had been 

r e m i t t e d by the Nawab of Rampur, t h e Nizam of Hyderabad, the 

p res idency of the Delhi Anjuman-e-Islam and the Muslims of Deccan, 
29 C a l c u t t a , Bombay and Lahore , 

Tlio Muslims ol Madras a l s o JnLonded to xjntl the Engl ish 

Queen Q memorial in whlcli they p ro fessed s i n c e r e l o y a l t y to h e r 

deep concern over the mis fo r tunes of the S u l t a n , They expressed 

29 R,L. Shukla, q g ^ c i t . , p p . 102-103, 
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t h e i r g ra t i t ude to the Br i t i sh for helping] the Sul tan . So f a r and 

f e l t confident t ha t they would oblige the Indian Muslims by con t i -

nued support of Turkey, The Muslims of Mysore had also deep 

sympathy with Turkey expressed by one Muhqraraad Badiuz-Zaman^ a 

former employee of Nizam Government, The (Confidential government 

inquiry into the pro-Turkish movement among the Muslims gives us 
) 

an idea o£ i t s scope, i n t ens i t y and nature , which i s a l so furnished 

by one E.R.C. Brandford, He Cound no placbe in India howsoever 

small, where meetings were not held in mofal and f inanc ia l support 

of Turkey, On the contrary, ho found so |nuch enthusiasm that 
3 1 even poor women gave away the jewels on t h e i r persons. 

I 
The movement Pan Islamism was propagated by the Sultan of 

Turkey and i t vjas supported by the Br i t i sn ambassador at Cons­

tantinople^ BeaconsEield layard, V/hat viere the reasons behind 

t h i s support are c l ea r ly s ta ted in two pr iva te l e t t e r s tha t he 

wrote to L-ytton on 14th June and 12 July in 1J77. In the f i r s t 

l e t t e r he said that the Turklsli Guvurniuonl; v)as liyhnj Lo "get up" 

a kind o£ Muslim league for defending li^lam against Russia and 

anxious to send envoys for tl)is puryusu to cen t ra l Asia, Further 

Layard added ilullan dosirud lo he lp . England .in or.t ' ihllchlng 

30 Home Department, Public n, Pro[::eedings of Feb, 4878, 
No.227 (Madras Govt, to Government of I n d i a ) , 

31 R.L. Shukla, o p . c i t , , p . 105. I 
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cordial relations with Afghanistan. He thought that in the 

interest of both England and Turkey that Afghan Amir should be 

kept out o£ Russian handS/ because if Russia would take Afghanistan 

32 
Islam in Central Asia would become hopeless. 

In the second letter of l2th July 1877 he retriated that 

the Sultan of Turkey still enjoy a ver̂ ;- great hold over the Muslim 

World and suggested that it would be in the interest of British 

rule if the Indian Muslims were on good terms with the Sultan. He 

believed that the British would have in him a very useful and 

valuable al]y, and was of confident that they would have no 

difficulty in making him understand that England and Turkey had 

31 
common interest in Central Asxa, 

On the barijs of ther;o tv;o 1 o t t e r s , wo can .^ay t h a t the r e a l 

o b j e c t of Layard behind supi>orting Turkey was s e c r e t . Ho was 

Organis ing a c r e scen tade a g a i n s t Russia in C e n t r a l As ja , 

In September 1880/ a Committee of Indian r e s i d e n t s in 

ConGtantlnoijlc v;ar. f-ound vjh.ic.'h h '̂-d ""fxistant corro::pondcncc with the 

variouG Cominittces formed in I n d i a , v;hjch wore; c o l l e c t i n g funds 

f o r Turkey. Some of the Chief Indian working a t Cons tan t inop le 

fo r thi."! ob joc l woro tho To] lowing. 

32 ibid., op.cit.,p.l42. 

33 Layard Papers, Md. MS 39/30, Layard to Lytton, 
12 July, 1877, p.56. 
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Maulvi Azmat Ali of Bihar who was an advocate in Calcutta 

High Court end was a resident of Aliganj (modem Siwan). He was 

the first delegate to go to Turkey ostensibly with the purpose 

of enquiring into allocation and expenditure of fund? collected 

for Turkey in India, But actually he had gone there for estab-

34 
lishing contacts between India Turkey, In December 1S79 one 

Nusrat All Khan, and Indian resident at Constantinople proposed 

the establishment of an Urdu newspaper styled Paik i-Islcm. The 

first issue of the paper appeared in May 1880. The objects of 

the paper were described in a report by its editor to the Sultan 

of Turkey, F i r s t , to be t i g h t e n the r e l a t i o n s between Turkey and 

Ind i a , cind secondly to a f ford means of addrei^sing the Indi rms on 

rc l ig iouG and p o l i t i c a l m a t t e r s , A l a rge numoer of cop ies of t he 

paper were r.ent to the Indiar' p r i n c e s . The e d i t o r claimed t h a t a 

l a rge number of Indian p r i n c e s were in to ren ted in tho movcnicnt and 

a l so ready to extend f l n a n c j a l ho lp l:o tlio Su l t an of Turkey. Tho 

aims and o b j e c t s of the paper being so dec ided ly h o s t i l c ^ t o the 

B r i t i s h r u l e i n I n d i a , a r e p r e s e n t a t i o n was made by the B r i t i s h 

35 
ambassador with the r e s u l t t h a t the paper was suppressed , 

l l ic Turki;;h p r e s s c o n s i s t e d of f i \ 'c p r i n c i p a l d a i l y news 

pape r s , one of them v;as Ma'lumat, appear ing i n Arabic as we l l as 

34 i.e^'Cillluddin Ahmadi A Study o-f̂  the Attemots fo r Indo-
Turkish C o l l a b o r a t i o n aaainst- t he Rritish*>IJ^"!^., p . 3 4 6 . 

35 I b i a . , p . 3 4 8 . ' . 
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i n Turk i sh , Those a re the fol lowing : 

pape r s - E d i t o r 

1, Malumat - T a h i r Bog 

2, Ikhdani - Ahmad Djevdet 

3 , Sab ah - Mikran Effendi 

4 , Tar ik - P h i l i p p e Effendi 

5« Tarjuman-i Hak ika t - r^ehmet Djevdet 

/"vmono tbccG papers two of tbcm (Ka*luni<tt and Soboh) were 

leading nowcpaperc of Turkey and t h e i r impor t a t ion i n t o ^ndia 

was p r o h i b i t e d , A te legram from Her M a j e s t y ' s S e c r c t e r y of S t a t e 

f o r I n d i a r ece ived on 17th August 1897; "Informs the Government of 

I n d i a of c e r t a i n mischievous a r t i c l e s on I n d i a , which appeared in 

Cons tan t inop le newspapers "Sabah", e th August, and "Kelumat", 

7th August, i n view t o s topping t h e i r i n t r o d u c t i o n i n t o I n d i a , i f 

necessary ' " , 

A te legram from the S e c r e t a r y of State ,London to the Viceroy 

of Simla on 16th August ]097, "Tho ntwr.pnpcrc pubUrhcd in 

Cons tan t inop le , v i? . , , t h e Sab ah of the 6th August and tho Malumat 

of t h e 7 th , con ta in mischievous a r t i c l e s on I n d i a , The tone of 

Turkish being g e n e r a l l y v i r u l e n t , I t h ink i t adv i sab l e t o warn 

you in case you wish t o watch o r s top of i n t r o d u c t i o n of the 

37 pape r s i n t o I n d i a . " 

36 Foreign Department, S e c r e t , E. Oct . 1097, P r o s , No.262, 
K , w . N o , l , : . . A . i , , 

37 Foreign Department, S e c r e t . E. No.262 and K.VJ.No.l, N.A.I , 
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Another telegrani was a] so sent by the SecrctaiY of S ta te , 

London to the Viceroy, Simla, on 18th August 1897, "Foreign 

Secret . Your telegram of 17th August, Turkish journa l s , Currie 

\fjill be asked to send copies d i r e c t of any papers forming subject 

of h i s r epor t . See ray telegram of 16 th August Sab ah, 6 th, 

referred to mutiny and increased n isery of India , diversion of • 

Famine 'Fund, and v io la t ion of women at Poona, Ilaluinat, 6th 

August, referred to number and power of Mussulmans, signs of t h e i r 

union witl^ Hindus, viol.ation of mo:-;f!uc, and bruta] Government. 

Several other papers, despi te censorship, adopt some violent tone, 

Malumat, 25th July, referj.ied to Afghan arsenal . Amir's protect ion 

of the rebel t r i l o s , and h i s issue of gold coin, Currie itjports 

numerous addresses received by Sultan from Mussulman community 

in India , including Moulmein, besides considerable contr ibut ions 
38 to the Turkish p a t r i o t i c Fund," 

These telegram and summary oC the a r t i c l e published in 

Sabah give an accpunt of how the Turkish press perceived the 

Br i t i sh role in India : 

"Itie l a t e s t news received from India shows 
tha t the disturbances there are spreading. 'Vhc 
Brit J sh Government i s un iversa l ly blamed by the 
press as being the primary cause of those: indeed, 
i f one looks c losely in to the matter, i t i s seen 

3 0 I b i d , , No.264. 

file:///fjill
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t ha t the method of Government has been such 
as to bring the unforttinate In'dians to the 
verge of ann ih i la t ion . The present movcinent 
i s most important, and r e c a l l s the time of 
the mutiny. I t began with the famine: the su­

f f e re r s were innumerable, yet the Government, 
ins tead of a s s i s t i ng them, remained impassive, 
and did not abstcdn from oppressing the 
i nhab i t an t s . This conduct, contrary not only 
to governmental p res t ige , but also to c i v i ­
l i s a t i o n ahd humanity, will doubtless be pro­
ductive of grave r e s u l t s to Br i t i sh ruli , as 
tho na t ives whom the English accuce of 
bcxbari ty and ignorance must have been affected 
by the imipassive a t t i t u d e of the Government 
towards t h e i r suf fer ings . The na t ives , who arc 
forced to l ive under r foreign yoke, and who 
under the Br i t i sh code in Ind ia have los t t h e i r 
personal r i g h t s , only bear the burden of: the 
ordinary phenomena of c i v i l i s a t i o n ? they 
expected in return tha t the Government would a t 
l eas t keep the country preserved against famine 
and t h e i r disappointment i s propor t ionate ly 
severe being heightened by the evident care­
lessness and incapaci ty of the o f f i c i a l s . The 
Indians are displeased at being considered 
subjects of the second c l a s s by the English, 
they are indi f ferent to the advantages of 
c i v i l i z a t i o n , such as canals , railv;ays, e t c , of 
which they have to be.-.r a cost g rea te r than any 
benef i t in re turn , and the only r e s u l t ol which 
to them i s to transform t h e i r country. All thev 
ask i s to be able to l ive peacefully and happi­
ly . . . . Thus the famine and i t s successor, 
the plague, have made the suLIcrings of the 
na t ives unbearable. Yet the English have only 
opent ono-fourth o£ the iamine funds on re l ie f 
and devoted the r e s t to other o b j e c t s , , , . Jus t 
us the c i v i l oLLlciuls liavu worked thi^- admin­
i s t r a t i v e in t r igue , so the troops by ac ts never 
witnessed in c i v i l i s e d count r ies have outr.cjed 
na t iona l ard r e l i g ious fee l ing, women have been 
viola ted, and the na t ives "̂'̂ '̂ vo now quite lo s t 
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pat ience . The whole prcsr. blamo:j thd deeds 
committed at Poona by the English troopD,but 
England rc»\aint^ (lulLo carelcr.s and continues 
to act in the old vjay, which may have r e s u l t s 
in the future, or. the cjucstion haa now chongod 
i t s complexion and become ser ious . 

The u l t e r i o r a t t i t u d e of English wiU.. adopt 
being anrdouf.ly watched by pol i t ic ians ,"-^^ 

Another newspaper l-laJumat expressed concerned over the 

p l igh t of Indian a t the hands of the Br i t i she r s in the follovjing 

wordsj 

"Events in India are gradually becoming more 
ser ious . Foreign rule has for more than n cortury 
used every oppression to keep the nat ives in 
subjection and compelled 300,000,000 of Indians 
to l ive in t e r r o r ; i t continut^s at the present 
day in a manner incompatible with European c i v i l i v 
sa t icn and has f i na l ly given rise to the present 
d is turbances . These have not broken out suddenly 
but have for years been planned with a viev; to 
obtaining re l i e f from the burden la id on the 
country by foreign r u l e . I t would, therefore , 
seem unl ikely tha t they wi l l be completely and 
fdnally put down, , , , . Will the Powern of Europe, 
which so loudly boast of acting in the name of 
humanity and c i v i l i s a t i o n , bo a\ le to p ro tec t 
the na t ives of India ? Ihe wr i t e r thinks tha t 
t h e i r eyes are not y( t turned towards South-East 
Asia."^^ 

The Br i t i sh had long been aware t ha t the lurk ish newspapers 

general ly , and those published in Persian p a r t i c u l a r l y were a n t i -

English, I t appears tha t Al-jawaib, a pro-English Arabic 

i 
39 Foreign Department, Secret. E,, Oct., 1897,No,278. 

40 Ibid., No,280, 
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nevjspaper of Constantinople on which the Indian Office had been 

spending £ 105 a year and copies of which used to be c i r cu l a t ed 

in India , vjas not able to counteract the ant i -English propaganda 

of the Turkish PresL, The Government of India therefore t r i e d 

to bribe the Turkish Press , 

In contras t to the Anglo-Indian Press, the nevspapers 
• 

in Indian languages were the true vehicle of Indian publ ic opinion. 

They discussed almost a l l aspects of the Russo-Turkish VJar which 

gives us an idea of d i rec t ion in vjhich the Indian mind was moving, 

The coinmcnts of the language press on d i f fe ren t aspects of the 

Eastern Cuestion and on the lirilii^h policy towards l\arkey can be 

regarded as a mcajjure of Indian awakening and consciousnesG of 

the t ime. The Indian language press was alnost invar iably on the 

side of Turkey. The outbreak of the war led to fcho b i r t h of da i ly 

newspapers in many c i t i e s of north Ind ia . The Indian language 

press alr.o an<:ily,"od thr reasons for Indi in sympathy with T\irkcy, 

womo lanq\iage nc^'npapers a t t r i bu ted Indian sympaihy with Turkey 

"̂ ^ inl:er a l i a , an inchoate pan-Asian feel ing among the Indians , 

Dayan Prakash wrote a long l e t t e r e n t i t l e d "The Hindu Feeling 

About the War" on 20th September, 1877, and s tated tha t the Turks 

were an Asian power the i r g lor ious exp lo i t s in the past were a 
41 common her i t age for a l l Asians including the Hindus. The paper 

41 Home Department Public B. Proceedings 1878,No,222, 



97 

f e l t i t t h a t to t h e Hindu^i Russia was a n a t u r a l enemy of Englcind/ 

and hence t h e i r enemy a l s o . The Sadharani of 30 September 1877 

a l so h e l d t h a t the Turks were Asians commanding the n a t u r a l 

syinpathy of a l l the As ians , and hence I n d i a d e s i r e d t h a t t h e 
42 

p r e s t i g e of Asia should remain a s g r e a t a s ever in the wor ld . 

The Ind ian language p r e s s p leaded s t r o n g l y f o r B r i t i s h suppor t • 

of Turkey, 

In January 1881 G.J.Goschcn, the Tlrlti.sh Qmhaor.'idor a t 

Cons tan t inop le r epo r t ed t h a t s ince the Ruoso-Turkish War and more 

e s p e c i a l l y s ince t h e access ion of the Lj^Qral mini.ct.iy t o povor 

i n England, t he Su l t an , h i s c o u r t i e r s and the ma jo r i ty of h i s 

m i n i s t e r s had been c o n s t a n t l y feraenting t r o u b l e s in I n d i a , There­

fo re t h e Engl i sh m i n i s t r y might not teake an a c t i v e p a r t i n Eas te rn 

a f f a i r s , Goschen l e a r n t t h a t t h e Su l t an had sent e m i s s a r i e s t o 

Mecca, Medina, t he Red. Sea and Pe r s i an Gulf a r e a s , Yeman and 

Najd to pixjpagate t h a t t h e Engl i sh Government v.as ben t on d e s t r o y -

43 
ing IslaTi, 

Goschen wished the B r i t i s h Government to scotch the S u l t a n ' s 

a n t i - E n g l i s h p l o t s by s e t t i n g the Arab a g a i n s t t he Turks v;hich 

would leave the s u l t a n i s o l a t e d . He suggested t h a t the B r i t i s h 

42 i b i d ^ , n o . 227, 

43 R.K, Shukla; o p . c i t , , 170. 
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should cu l t i va t e the friondnhip of tho (7a:nnd Shcrif, r.o that hin 

great hold over the Muslims of India, Central Ania and Afghanistan 

might serve t h e i r i n t e r e s t s . He also thought tha t the Caliphate 

vjas a weak point of the Sultan because the Arabs were preparing 

for an Arab as opposed to a Turkish Cal iphate . He wanted 

England to take advantage of i t and help bui ld an Arab Caliphate 

to neu t r a l i s e the grovjing influence of the Sultan among the 
'14 Muslims, 

The s t a tu s and future of the Ottoman Empire have played a 

prominent role in Br i t i sh foreign and Imperial po l icy . In the 

e a r l i e r period what came to kno\>m as the 'Eastern Question' , 

Br i t i sh sympathy and support were generously given to Turkey, 

Behind t h i s support there v;ere two reasons : f i r s t the presence 

of Russia in Asia and the p o s s i b i l i t y of Russian i n i t i a t i v e in 
45 the East becaidc a Br i t i sh Phobia. There vjas also the 

problem of re ta ining Ind ia , This was a second element in Pal -

merstion • s anti-Russian and Pro-Turkisli po l icy . The Indian Empire 

was a Br i t i sh i n t e r e s t and in order to maintain t h i s i n t e r e s t 

Palmerst m had twice r isked war and had once ac tua l ly waged i t in 

Criineu, lUinlcally Palincr^jton and D ic r c i l i both agr'-rd • n the 

^^ i k i l i . ' PP. 7U-71. 

4 5 Aziz K,K., o p . c i t . , p.?.5. 
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d e s t i n y of the Ottoman Ertpire , In t h e i r op in ion f o r the B r i t i s h 

46 I m p e r i a l i n t e r e s t the Ottoman Empire should s u r v i v e , 

Uo\] vJo see t h a t the e s t a b l i s h m e n t of B r i t i s h r u l e i n I n d i a 

c losed n e a r l y a l l avenues of normol r e l a t i o n s with the Turks* 

I n d i a and Turkey were v i r t u a l l y under impe r i a l i sm . Pon-Islamism 

and Younq-Turk movement had in f luenced I n d i a ' s freedom. The 

Khi^afat movement of I n d i a was a d i r o e t product of I n d i a ' s 

a f f ec t i on f o r the Turkish p e o p l e . 

In 1911 v;ar broke out bctv^ccn the Ottoman Empire and I t a l y 

and dur ing 1912 and 1913 Turkey had to f i g h t the Balkan powers . 

The Turkish r u l e r claimed a t t h i s time t o be a l so the Cal iph o r 

r e l i g i o u s head of a l l Muslims, Moreover, n e a r l y a l l t h e Muslim 

ho ly p l a c e s were s i t u a t e d w i th in the Turkish Empire, A vjave 

of symparhy swept throughout I n d i a , A medical miss ion , headed 

by Dr. n.A, Ansar i , was sent to he lp Turkey. Since B r i t a i n ' s p o l i c y 

dur ing the Balkan War and a f t e r was no t sympathet ic to Turkey, 

thQ pro-Turkey and pro-Cal iph sen t iments tended to become a n t i -

i m p e r i a l i s t . In f a c t , fo r s eve ra l y e a r s from 1912 t o 1924 t h e 

l o y a l i s t s among the Muslim leaguers were complete ly overshadowed 

by the n a t i o n a l i s t young men. 

46 I b i d . , p ,26 
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Unfortunately, with the exception of a few persons like 

Maulana Azad who were rationalists in their thinkim, most of 

the militant nationalists among Muslim younq men also did not 

fully accept the modem secular approach to plitics. The result 

was that the most important issue they took up was not political 

independence but protection of the holy places and of the 

Turkish Empire, They fought imperialism on the ground that it 

threatened the Caliph and the holy places. Even their sympathy 

for Turkey was on religious grounds, Tlidir political appeal was " 

based on religious sentiments. 
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L e t t e r from Governor General of Ind ia to Tippoo 

Su l t an Wri t ten 16th January 1799 

'Your h ighnes s h a s a l r e a d y been fu rn i shed by Lord Cl ive 

with a t r a n s l a t i o n of the d e c l a r a t i o n of war, i s s u e d by sublime 

Por te a g a i n s t the French, in consequence of t h e i r having v i o ­

l a t e d t h e sacred o b l i g a t i o n s of Trea ty with t h e Grand s e i g ­

n i o r , and of t h e i r having invaded Egypt, i n contempt of every 

p r i n c i p l e of good f a i t h , and of the Law of N a t i o n s . You have 

a l s o r ece ived from me a t r a n s l a t i o n of the mani fes to , pub l i shed 

by t h e Por t e on t h e same occas ion , exposing, i n j u s t c o l o u r s , t he 

over b e a r i n g and a r rogan t s p i r i t a s we l l a s t h e t r e a c h e r y and 

fa lsehood, which t h e French have d i s c l o s e d in t h e i r conduct towards 

a l l raanXind, and e s p e c i a l l y towards t h e Sublime P o r t e . 

The P o r t e , j u s t l y ou t raged by an aggress ion so a t r o c i o u s 

and unprecedented as the invas ion of Egypt, h a s now u n i t e d in a 

common cause with the B r i t i s h Nat ion , f o r t h e purpose of curb ing 

t h e intemprance of the French, and the Grand S e i g n i o r , l e a r n e t 

un fo r tuna t e a l l i a n c e which your Highness h a s c o n t r a c t e d with h i s 

enemies tlic French, a g a i n s t h i s f r i e n d s and a l l i e s t h e B r i t i s h 

Nat ion, h i s Highness r e so lved , from motives of f r i e n d s h i p towards 
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you, as well as towards the Br i t i sh Nation to warm you, in an 

amicable l e t t e r , of the dangers of t h i s f a t a l connexion; and to 

exhort you to manifest your zeal for the Musalman fa i th , by 

renouncing a l l intercourse with the common enemy of every re l ig ion 

and the aggressor of the head of the Mahatiedan church. 

Accordingly t h i s l e t t e r (the testimony of fr iendship, 

and the f r u i t of wisdom, p ie ty , and f a i t h fu l zeal) was del ivered 

by the Mjnistcia of the Porte under the Grond S legnior ' c ordens, 

to Mr, Spencer Smith, the Br i t i sh Minister resident a t Constanti­

nople, by whom i t was transmit ted to the Honourable Mr, Duncan, 

Governor of Bombay, who has forwarded i t to Lord Clive, The day 

before yesterday t h i s l e t t e r reached Madras, and a t r ans l a t i on 

accompanied i t , by which I l ea rn t the valuable lessons of prodence 

and t ru th which i t conta ins . I now forward i t to your Highness. 

You wi l l read and consider i t with the respect ful a t t en t ion which 

i t demands. There you wi l l find the same f r iendly adomnitions 

respecting the dangerous views ot Ihe French Nation, which I have 

already submitted to your coniiideration. 

When your discerning mind sha l l have duly examined t h i s 

respected l e t t e r , your wi l l , no doubt, drav; the follov?ing conclu­

sions from i t : 
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F i r s t : That a l l the maxims of public lav*, honour, and re l ig ion , 

are despist^d and profaned by the French Nation, who consider a l l 

the thrones of the world, and every system of c i v i l order and 

re l ig ions fa i th , as the sport and prey of t h e i r boundless ambition, 

i n s a t i a b l e rapine, and indiscr iminate sac r i l ege . 

Secondly J The French have Insulted and assualtod tho achnowlodgod 

Head of the Moĥ unodan Churcli, and that thoy have want only raised 

an unprovoked and cruel war in the hear t of tha t country, which i s 

revered by every Musalman as the reposi tory of the most sacred 

Monuments of the Mahamedan f a i t h . 

Thirdly : That a firm, honourable and intimate a l l i ance and 

fr iendship now subs i s t s between the Grand Seignior and the Br i t i sh 

Nation for the express purpose of opposing a b a r r i e r to the 

excesses of the French, 

Fourthly : That the Grand Seignior i s ful ly apprized ol the 

in tercourse and connexion unhappily es tabl i shed between your 

Highness and the French, for purpose:^ h o s t i l e to the Br i t i sh 

Nation, that ol o i l e r s to you Highness the Salutary f r u i t of tha t 

experience which he has already acquired, of the runious e f fec t s 

of French in t r i gue , treachery and iecei.t,*^ricl tha t ho admonishes 

you not to f l a t t e r yourself with the vain hope of fr iendly aid 

from those who (even if they had escaped from the volour and s k i l l 
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of the British forces) could never have reached you untill they 

had profaned the tomb of your prophet, and overthrown the founda­

tions of your religion. 

May the adinanition of the had of your own faith dispose 

your mind to the pacific propositions which I have repeatedly, 

but in vain, submitted to your wisdom. And may you at length 

recieve the Ambassador, v*io will be empowered to conclude the 

definite arrangement of all difference between you and the allies 

and to secure the tranquility of India against the disturbers of 

the world, 

(Sd-) Momington 
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Le t t e r from Tippoo Sultan to the Right Governor 

General dated 10th Ramzan or 16th Feb. 1799, 

received at fo r t S t , George, 

3rd Apr i l . 

In the name of the Most Merciful God \ 

Praise to the supreme king of kings, who hath made jus t 

and high minded pr inces the instruments for exal t ing the standard 

of the es tabl ished re l ig ion of Mohummod and committed the 

Governance and prosper i ty of the people and dominions of Islam to 

t h e i r able management and guidence j Be abundance of p ra i ses 

also the offering at the throne of tha t Leader, by the aid of 

whose Prophetic mission the beingnant channels of f a i t h re ta in 

t h e i r course and sa lu ta t ions unnumbered to tha t consecrated 

Person whose divine Mission i s the pride of the followers of 

Islam and to h i s i l l u s t r i o u s offspring and companions; every one 

of whom was the extrpator of h e r e t i c s , and of those who know not 

the v;ay of the Lord 1 After t h i s , i t i s humbly represented to the 

exal ted presence the seat of Jus t i ce , expanded as the Heavens 

resplendent as the sun; to the Iximinous s t a r of the Firrnarront of 

Dominion; the br ight planet of the Etnpyreura of Glory and good 
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Fortune; the Bloom of the lower of Greatness, the Refresher of 

the spring of supremacy; the ornament of the Ihrone of pomp anc 

splendour; the support of the Seat of Happiness and prosper i ty 

with troops numerous as the s t a r s ; with Angels h i s guards; v^ose 

throne i s exalted as the skies; whose d igni ty i s as Solomon's 

the R^y of the Benignity of God, the Sultan of the sea and land, 

may the vesse ls of h i s s t a t e continue to reaverse the Seas of 

success and prosperi ty , unperishable. And may the Effects of h i s 

j u s t i c e continue to pervade every corner of the F a i t h , The August 

and Gracious l e t t e r wri t ten the 11th of the Rebbeeh-oo-sauny 1213 

H i j r i (answering to 23 September 1798) which was issued through 

Br i t i sh Envoy, conveyed upon me boundless Honour and Dis t inc t ion , 

the Foundations of concard and Attachment acquired new strength 

from i t s contents, and the Fabric of Friendship obtained renovated 

Firmness by the Gracious Expressions i t conta ins . 

The venerated pen did me honour to wri te of the i r rup t ion 

of the French Nation, those objects of the Divine Anger, by the 

utmost treachey and decie t , in to the venerated region of Egypt, 

not with standing the s t r i c t observance of long subsis t ing amity 

and friendship on the par t of the Sublime Por t . Of the views of 

tha t i r r e l i g i o u s , turbulent people of t h e i r denial of God and His 

Prophets of the determination of the Sublime Port to adopt the 

most vigorous measured for the over-throw of that Nation of Rebels 
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and desiring me for the sake of the whole body of the Faith and 

religious Brotherhood, to afford assistance to our Brethren 

Mussulmans; support our Holy Theology, and not with hold my 

power and endeavours in defending the region of Hindustan from 

the machinations and evil ot these enemies - that I will explain 

to the Sublime Port, whatever ground of uneasiness and complaint 

the English may have given me, when by the Divine Aid and the 

intervention of your good offices all differences will be compro­

mised and opposition and estrangement be converted into cordiality 

and union. This Gracious comrnunicatjon I have understood. 

Through the Divine Favour and Prophetic Grace all the 

votaries of Islam are united in brotherhood ty the ties of religion. 

Especially the Sublime Port and this state, the Good gift God, 

forth foundations of friendship and attachment are firmly cemented 

between them, and repreated token of mutual regard have been 

manifested. Both in word and deed are they aiding and assisting 

to each other. This Labourer in the way of the Lord (I) am obedient 

to Your Highness is world subjecting will. There is absolutely 

no difference between us. Let me be informed of and employed to 

promote, that which your exalted mind proposes for the prosperity 

and ordinance of the Faith and its followers, and the said of 

God will alone ensures success. As the French Nation are estranged 

from, and are become the opponents of the sublime Port, they may 
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be said to havd rendered themselves the enemy of all the 

Followers of the Faith, all Mussullman should ranounce 

friendship with them. (Quotation from the Koran) I confidently 

hope that the gates of friendly correspondence between the two 

states may be always open, and the sentiments of our friendly 

minds be disclosed to each other. May the sun of Dominion and 

prosperity be resplendent in the East of Greatness, 

Dated 10th Ramzan the blesrjod, 1213 I-Iedgiree 

(answering to 16th February 1799). 

True copy Translator : 

(Sd.) N.B. Edmonstone 
P.T, to the Government, 
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Message sent by the Govenior General of India , 

Mr, Ear l of Morington to Mr. Mane sty, on the 

15th of October, 1779 

On the 15th October, 1799 Mr, Manesty received an i n t i ­

mation from the Right Hon'ble the Earl of Morington, Governor 

General of India that Tippoo Sahib had sent an embassy to the 

Sblime Porte via Bussora with present for the Sultan and l e t t e r s 

representing " that the Dritich Governuicnt t y ran ica l ly and crue l ly 

oppressed Moharaedans in India" and s o l i c i t i n g the ass is tance of 

the Sultan against the Br i t i sh . Mr, Manesty was a t the same time 

informed of the death of Tippo Sahib and the conquest of h i s 

dominions by the Br i t i sh ; at the timo Mr. Manesty received t h e i r 

i n t e l l i gence , Tippo Sahib ' s ambassadors (jad arr ived a t Bussora 

and were on the point of proceeding to Constantinople via Baghdad, 

Mr, Manesty accordingly informed the ambassadors t h a t in 

consequence of the change of a f f a i r s since t h e i r departure from 

Foreign Miscellaneous Record, vo l , V, para 188, page 295, 
(National Archives of India , New De lh i ) , 
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from Sringapatam^it would be useless for them to proceed on their 

embassy, and he therefore advised them to return to India, This, 

however, they refused to do, observing that if "Tippoo Sultan had 

positively been killed in battle and Sringapatam taken by the 

English still the children of their master might be alive, and 

that one of them might have succeeded to his throne and power, 

and been enabled by ability and good fortune to resist or over­

throw the armies of the English" and that has faithful servants 

to their late master, they felt it to be their duty to proceed on 

to Constantinople and represent to the Ottoman Porte, the miseries 

and misfortune to which the Mohamedans in India were subjected. 

On Mr. Manesty applying to the Musleems (of Bussora) to present 

the ambassadors from proceeding to Constantinople, he improved 

him that ho had received order from the Pacha of Baghdad to allow 

the Embassy to proceed on and to furnish them with the requisited 

means of prosecuting their journey to Baghdad, The Musleems stated 

that he dared not disobey this order, but that he had no objection 

to Mr. Manesty again endeavouring to disuade the ambassadors from 

further persecuting their mission and to induce them to retuim to 

India, Mr, Manesty therefore at another interview with the amba­

ssadors pointed put to them the real situation of the Dominions of 

their late master, their conseĉ uent position as British subjects 

eligibility of acknowledging the authority of the British Government 

and necessity of their yielding obedience to it, at the same time 
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explained to them tho probable consequences to themselves of an 

obstinate resistence, and state misery to which, in a foreign 

country, they might be exposed subsequent to their arrival at 

Constantinople ii*iere the Sultan could not possibly, on account 

of his political situation and connection with Great Britain ihow 

them any favour or c6untenance. Finally Mr, Moneaty improved tho 

ambassadors that it was his positive determination not to allow 

them to proceed to Constantinople, but to send them to Bombay, 

Mr, Mane sty, however, intimated to them that he rather wished such 

as arrangement to result from their own inclination than from 

compulsion and assured them that in the event of their consenting 

to his wishes with cheerfulness they might depend on the liberality 

of the Right Hon'ble the Governor General of India and on his 

(Mr, Manesty)recommending them to the favour and patronage of his 

Lordship, after some delay the ambassadors informed Mr, Manesty 

they were willing to acknowledge themselves British subjects and 

that they therefore had resolved to abandone their intention of 

proceeding to Constantinople and were willing to return to India 

by the first opportunity. 
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N.B. EDMONSTONE ATRUECOIY 
P.T, t o t h e Government, 
Transla t ion. 

Le t t e r froin Sultan Selim to the Indian sovereign, Tlppo 

Sultan, .dated roniitontinoplc, 20th Scjptombor, 1790, del ivered to 

Mr. Spencer Smith, His Britannic Majesty's Minister Plenipotent iary, 

e t c . 

We take t h i s opportunity to acquaint your Majesty when the 

French Republic was engaged in a war with most of the powers of 

Europe within t h i s l a t t e r period, our sublime prote not only took 

no pa r t against them, but, regardful of the ancient amity ex is t ing 

with th'-t nat ion, adopted a system of the s l r i e t e s t n e u t r a l i t y , 

and showed them even such ac t s of cauntenace, as have given rise 

to complaints on the par t of other cour t s . 

This fr iendly dispased towards them and repasing a confi­

dence in those sentiments of fr iendship which they appeared to 

profess for us, we gave no ear to many proposi t ions and advantageous 

offers , which had been made to us to side with the Bi l l iqe ren t 

powers, but persuant to our maxims oC moderation and j u s t i c e we 

abstained from breaking with them without a d i rec t motive, and 

firmly observed the l ine of n e u t r a l i t y a l l which i s notorious to 

the world. 
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c 

In this poGture of things, v/hcn the Friench having witnessed the 

greatest ir.arhs of attention from our Gublime Porte, a perfect 

reciprocity wai; naturally expected on their side, when no cause 

xisted to inter:upt the continuance of the peace betwixt the two 

nations they all of a sudden, have exhibited the unprovoked and 

treacherous proceedings of which the following is a sketch: 

They began to prepare a fleet in one of their harbours, 

called Toulory with mast extraordinary mystery, and when completely 

fitted out and ready for sea, embarked a large body of troops, 

and they put also on board several people versed in the Arabic 

language, end who had been in Egypt before: They gave the command 

of that armament to one of their qeneralc;, named Bounaparte, who 

first went to Island of Malj a of which ho took pos;.;csLion and 

thence proceeded direct for Alexandria, whore being arrived the 

17th Muharem, all of a sudden landed his troops and entered the 

town by open force, publishing soon after manifestoes in Arabic 

among the different tribes, stating in substance that the object 

of their enterprise was not to declare war against the Ottoman 

Porte but to attack the Beys of Egypt, for insults and injuries 

they had committed against the French Merchants in time past, that 

peace with the Ottoman Empire was permanent, that those of the 

Arabs who should join woudl meet the best treatment, but such as 

shewed opposition would suffer death, with this further insinuation* 
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made in d i f fe ren t quarters , but more p a r t i c u l a r l y to ce r t a in 

courts a t amity with us, tha t the expedition against the Beys 

was with the p r i v i t y and consent of the sublime Porte, which i s 

ho r r i b l e f a l s i t y . After t h i s they also took possersion of 

Roseeta, not hes i t a t ing to engage in a pi tched b a t t l e with t h i s 

Ottoman troops, who had been detached from Cairo to a s s i s t the 

invaded^ 

I t i s a standing law among ni l nat ions, not to encroach 

upon each others t e r r i t o r i e s wi l s t they are supposed to be a t 

peace. When any such even to take place as lead to a rupture, 

the motives so tending are previous ly mode known betvjeen the 

p a r t i e s , nor one any open aggression attempted against t h e i r r e s ­

pect ive dominions, u n t i l a formal declara t ion of war take p lace . 

Vlhil&t therefore no j-nleirnption of tho poacc noi the 

smallest symptom of misunderstanding, eppoarcd between our 

sublime Porte and the French r d u b l i c , o conduct so audocious so 

unprovoked and so dec ie t fu l ly ^addcn on t h e i r par t , i s an undeni­

able t r a i t of the most extrerr: i n su l t and t reachery. 

The province of Egypi i s considered as a reign of general 

venera t i r , from imniedie^o proximity of the noble city of r-tecca the 

Kebleh of the Mussulman^ ^thc point of the compass to which a l l 

Turks turn t h e i r face in performing L.ici^ prayers) and the sacred 

town of Medina, where the tomb of our Blessed Prophet us fixed. 
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the inhabitants of both these sacred cities deriving from thence 

their subiiistence. 

Independent of this it has been actually discovered from 

several letters which have been intercepted that the further 

project of the French is to devide Arabia into various republics, 

to attapk the whole Mahemedan Sect in its religion and country, 

and by a gradual progression to extirpate all Mussulcimans from 

face of the earth. 

It is for these cogent motives and considerations that 

we have determined to repel this enemy, e.nd to adopt every 

vigorous measure against these persecutors of the faith, we placing 

all confidence in the Omnipotent God, the soxirce of all succour 

and in the intercession of him who is the Glory of Prophets» 

Now it being certain that in addition to the general ties 

of religion the bonds of amity and good understanding have ever 

been firm and permanent with your Majesty, so justly famed for 

your zeal and attachment to our faith, and that more than once 

such public acts of friendly attention have been practised between 

us, as to have cemented the connection subsisting between the two 

countries, we therefore sincerely hope, from your Majesty's digni­

fied disposition, that your will not refuse entering into concert 

with us and giving our sublime Porte every possible assistance 

by such an exertion of zeal as your firmness and natural attachment 

to such a cause cannot fail to excite. 
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We understand tha t in consequence of cer ta in secret 

in t r igues car r ied on by the French in Indie (af ter t h e i r 

accustemed system) in order to destroy in set t lements and to sow 

d i s ten t ions in the provinces of the English there, a s t r i c t 

connection i s expected to take effect between them and your 

Majesty, for whose services they are to send over a corps of 

troops by the way of Egypt. 

We are persuaded tha t the tendency of the French plans can­

not in the present days escape you Majesty's Penetrat ion and 

not ice , and tha t no manner of regard wi l l be given to t h e i r 

dec ie t fu l insinuatims on yourside, end where as the court of 

Great Br i ta in i s ac tua l ly a t war with them and our Sublime Porte 

engaged on the other hand in repcling t h e i r aggressions conse­

quently the French are enemits to bothi and such a r ec ip roc i ty of 

i n t e r e s t s must ex is t between those cour ts as sought to mal<;e both 

p a r t i e s eager to afford every mul-ua] succour which a common cause 

requ i res . 

I t i s notorious tha t the French, bent upon the over throw 

of a l l sec ts and re l ig ious , have invented a new doctr ine , under 

the name of l i be r ty , they themselves professing no other bel ief but 

of Dehrees (Epicureans or Pythagoreans), tha t they have not even 

opared the t e r r i t o r i e s of the pope of Ronie, a country, since tirrie 

immemorial, held in great reverence by a l l European nat ions, tha t 
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they have wrested and shared with others the whole Venetian 

s t a t e not with standing tha t fellow Republic had not only abs­

ta ined from taking par t against them, but had rendered them service 

dxiring the course of the war, thus effacing the name of the 

Republic of Venice from the annals of h i s t o r y . 

There i s no doubt tha t t h e j r present attempt against the 

Ottomans, as well as t he i r u l t e r i o r designs (dicta ted by t h e i r 

avaricious view, towards o r i e n t a l r i ches ) , tend to make a 

general conquest of tha t country (which may God never suffer to 

take effect) and to expel every Mussalman from i t , under pretence 

of annoying the English, Their end i s to be once admitted in Ind ia , 

and then to develop what r e a l l y l i e s in t h e i r h e a r t s , j u s t as 

they have done in eveiry places where they have been able to acquire 

a foot ing. 

In award, they are a nation whose decieful in t r iques and 

perf idious pur su i t s know no bounds, they are in ten t an nothing 

but an depriving people of t h e i r l ives and proper t i es and on 

persecuting re l ig ion wherever t h e i r arms can reach. 

Upon a3.1 t h i s , therefore, earning to your Majesty's 

knowledge, i t i s s incerely hoped tha t you wi l l not refuse every 

needful exert ion towards a s s i s t i ng your brethren Mussalmans, 

according to the obl iga t ions of r e l ig ion , and towards defending 
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Hindustan itself against the effect of French machinations should 

it be ti^e, as we hear that an intimate connection has taken 

place between your, court and that nation, we hope that, by 

weighing present circumstances as well as every future inconve­

nience which would result from such a measure. Your Majesty will 

beware against it, and in the event of your having harboured 

any idea of joining with them, or of moving against Great Britain, 

you will such resolution aside. We make it our special request 

that your Majesty will plcace to refrain from entering into any 

measures against the English or lending any complaint ear to 

the French. Should there exist any subject of complaint with the 

former, please to communicate it, certain as you may be of the 

employment of every good office on our side to compromise the same. 

We wish to see the connection above alluded to be exchanged in 

favour of Great Britain, 

We confidently expect that upon consideration of all that 

is stated in this communication, and of the necessity of assisting 

your brethren Mussulmans in this general cause of religion, as well 

as of co-operating towards the above precious province being 

delivered from the hands of the enemy, your Majesty will employ 

every means which your natural zeal will point out to assist the 

common cause and to corroboral by that means, the ancient good 
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understanding so happily existed between our Empires. 
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