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Cover: The cover artwork and creative design are an interpretation of the map Eschkjal
Qybrys, “shapes of Cyprus” (c. 1522 AD), from the Bahriye (maritime atlas) of the Ottoman
admiral and cartographer Piri Reis. On the map a mountain range (either the Troodos or the
Kyrenia range) appears in the center, seen in elevation from the north (i.e. looking up from the
lower left corner of the cover); significant harbors are enlarged to provide guidance to sailors;
and towns are seen in evalution from the side of approach by sea. Towns marked include
Larnaca (Tuzla), Kyrenia (Quala’a-i Kernia), and Famagusta (Quala’a-i Bagusa). [Sources:
John Chadwick, Reading the Past: Linear B and related scripts (British Museum Publications,
1987, p. 51); A. Stylianou and J.A. Stylianou, The History of the Cartography of Cyprus
(Nicosia: Zavallis Press, 1980,pp. 13-14,192); the original Piri Reis MS in in the manuscript
collection of the Osterreichische Nationalbibliothek, Vienna, Cod. H.O. 192, fol. 145v.]

Kapak: Kapak tasarim ve resmi Osmanli Amirali ve haritacisi Piri Reis tarafindan yapilan
(M.S. 2522) ve Bahriye adli denizcilik atlasinda bulunan Egkal-i Kibris haritasi yorumlanarak
yapilmustir. Haritanin ortasinda, Kuzeyden bakildiginda (kapagin sol alt kosesinden yukari
bakildiginda) yiikselen siradaglar gorinmektedir (Trodos veya Girne Siradaglart). Onemli -
Limanlar denizlere kolaylik saglamak amaci ile biiyiitiilmiis; ve sehirler deniz tarafindan
yaklagildigindaki goriis agisindan ¢izilmiglerdir. Haritada Larnaka (Tuzla), Girne (Hala’a-1
Kernia) ve Gazimagusa (Hala’a-i Bagusa) Sehirleri gosterilmigtir. [Kaynaklar: John
Chadwick, Reading the Past: Linear B and Related scripts (British Museum Publications,
1987, s. 51); A. Stylianou and J.A. Stylianou, The History of the Cartography of Cypus
(Nicosia: Zavallis Press, 1980, s. 13-14, 192.); Piri Reis’in bu haritas1 Avusturya Milli
Kiitiphanesi elyazmalar koleksiyonundadir, Cod. H.O. 192, fol. 145v.]
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The Center for Cyprus Studies

Director: Ulker Vanci Osam
Board of Directors: Rusen Keles, Turgut Turhan, Necdet Osam, Halil Nadiri, Emin

Cizenel

The Center for Cyprus Studies at Eastern Mediterranean University was established in
1995 for the purpose of encouraging scholarly research on the cultural history and
political problems of Cyprus. The fields of research supported by the Center range
from archeology, anthropology and economics to history, linguistics and folklore.

In collaboration with the University Library, the Center is working to develop
documentation resources on all aspects of the history of Cyprus, and, as part of its
mission to establish collaborative projects aimed at the development and preservation
of the historical and cultural heritage of the island, is fostering close contacts with
other institutions involved in related research. As the Center grows, its resources will
include online bibliographical services; audiovisual facilities and archives such as
videotapes, diapositives, photographs and microfilm; and rare book and manuscript
collections.

The Center for Cyprus Studies coordinates research projects and hosts scholars in

fields of study of relevance to its mission. "l,"he Center also organizes an annual
congress on Cyprus-related studies, and issues the biannual Journal of Cyprus Studies,

JCS.

Kibris Arastirmalar1 Merkezi

Baskan: Ulker Vanci Osam
Yéonetim Kurulu: Rusen Keles, Turgut Turhan, Necdet Osam, Halil Nadiri, Emin

Cizenel

Kibris Arastirmalar Merkezi, Dogu Akdeniz Universitesi biinyesinde, Kibris’in
kiiltiirel tarihi ve siyasi sorunlari ile ilgili bilimsel aragtirmalan tesvik etmek amact ile
1995’de kurulmustur. Arastirma alanlar arkeolojiden antropolojiye, ekonomiden
tarihe, dilbilimden folklora uzanan genis bir yelpazeye yayilmigtir.

Merkez, Universite Kiitiiphanesinin isbirligi ile, Kibirs arastirmalarini  her
yonilyle igeren bir kaynak arsivi olusturmay1 amaglamaktadir. Bu arsiv, olanaklar
gelistikge video-bantlar, dia-pozitifler, fotograflar ve mikrofilmler gibi gorsel ve
isitsel kaynaklar ile, arsivler, ender bulunan kitaplar ve el yazmasi koleksiyonlarin da
icerecektir, Ayrica, Kibris aragtirmalar konusunda faaliyet gosteren diger kuruluglarla
Kibris’in tarihi ve kiiliitrel mirasim korumak ve gelistirmek igin ortak projeler
gelistirmek de Merkez’in hedefleri arasindadur.

Kibris Arastirmalari Merkezi aragtirma projelerinin gergeklesmesinde esgiidimd
saglamanin yani sira, misyonuna uygun alanlarda arastirma yapan bilim adamlarina ve
akademisyenlere ev sahipligi de yapmaktadir. Merkez aym zamanda, Kibrs ile ilgili
aragtirmalarin sunulup tartigildigi yillik Kongreler diizenlemekte ve yilda iki kez gikan
Kibris Aragtirmalar: Dergisini yayinlamaktadir.

iv
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Editorial Policy

The Journal of Cyprus Studies, JCS, is a refereed, international, interdisciplinary
publication whose primary purpose is twofold: i) to develop an authoritative archive
and bibliography of sources for the study of ideas on social, cultural, historical,
political and legal matters relevant to the past, present or future of the island of
Cyprus: and ii) to provide a scholarly, academic forum for the analysis, development,
exchange and critique of ideas on these matters.

The Journal is bilingual, publishes material in English and/or Turkish. Articles
submitted for consideration must focus on subject matter specific to the island of
Cyprus, and may include (but are not restricted to) the following topics and areas of
interest: analysis of archeological artifacts; culture of the Egyptians, Romans Persians;
the Eastern Roman Empire, the Crusades: Lusignans, Venetians and Ottomans; art,
literature, music; cartography, military history and technology; trade routes, water and
natural resources; the geopolitics of the Eastern Mediterranean, Cold War, EU and
superpower concerns, contemporary developments in international law, conflict
resolution, war; race, religion, ethnicity, nationhood, colonial and post-colonial
perspectives, identity. Suggestions for other subject areas will be considered by the
Editor.

Material published in the Journal may include original critical essays or studies,
statements of reasoned opinion, sustained critical responses to published material,
book reviews, translations, photographs, reproductions of works of art or cultural
artifacts, interviews, official documents, transcripts of media broadcasts, or reprints of
significant texts. The Journal does not publish partisan material dealing with the
internal administration or politics of Eastern Mediterranean University, the Turkish
Republican of Northern Cyprus, or the Republic of Turkey.

Because of the unique legal and political contexts of the peoples of Cyprus,
problems of ideological and methodological bias in the writing of history are a central
issue for the Journal, and one of its primary objectives is to establish definitive and
authoritative texts for primary source material in the history of Cyprus. Accordingly,
an occasional issue of the Journal will contain an archive of significant historical,
legal, political and cultural documents related to this history, meticulously copy-
edited and authenticated, with annotations provided where significant textual variants
exist. The purpose is to make these documents available to researchers, without
censorship, and foregrounding problems of- distortion caused by translation or other
forms of interpretation.

The Journal of Cyprus Studies does not discriminate against contributions on the
basis of the nationality, race, ethnicity, religion or gender of the contributors; nor on
the basis of their points of view or conclusions, provided that they are conveyed by
careful, reasoned argument and discussion. Submissions are sent anonymously for
review to readers whose identities also remain confidential. The Editor may, where
complex issues are concerned, invite other contributors to submit critical evaluations
and responses to an article, or alternative perspectives; and these may be published
simultaneously.
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Derginin Amaci

JCS-Kibris Araghrmalan Dergisi igerik bakimindan gok yonliiliige sahip uluslararas,
bir dergi olup temel misyonu soyle szetleneilir: 1) Kibris adasinin gegmisi, geleceg; ve
bugtini ile ilintili toplumsal, kiltiirel, tarihsel, siyasi, hukuksal konular ve sorunlar il
ilgili caligmalara etkin bir arsiv ve kaynakea olusturmak ii) stzii edilen konular ve
sorunlarla ilgili fikirlerin geli§tirilebilecegi, tartigtlacagi, gorliy  aligveriginde
bulunulabilecegi, bilimsel ve akademik bir forum olugturmak.

Dergi ingilizce ve Tiirkge olarak iki dilde yaymlanmaktadir. Incelenmek
iizere degiye gonderilen makaleler icerik bakimindan Kibiris adast ile ilgili olmalidir,
Dergi’ye gonderilen makaleler, belirtilen konularla kisith olmamakla birlikte gy
konular igerebilir: arkeolojik eserlerin incelenmesi; Misir, Roma ve Pers kiiltgrleri:
Dogu Roma Imparatorlugu ve Hagh Seferleri; Lusinyanlar, Venedikliler ve
Osmanlilar: sanat, edebiyat, miizik; Dogu Akdeniz’in siyasal cografyast; Soguk
Savas, Avrupa Birligi, siiper giiglerin bolgesel gikarlar, uluslararasi hukuk ile ilgili
yeni geligmeler, ¢oziim Onerileri, savas; irk, din, etnik koken, ulus kavramy,
somiirgecilik ve somiirgecilik sonrasi yaklagimlar, kimlik sorunu. Diger konularla
ilgili &neriler Editor tarafindan degerlendirilecektir.

Dergi’de yaymlanacak olan yazilar ozgiin elestirel denemeler veya
arastirmalar, uslamlamaya dayanan Kigisel fikirler, 6nceden yayinlanmig yazi ve
yapitlara yonelik elestirel yamtlar, kitap tanitim ve incelemeleri, ceviriler, fotograflar,
sanat ve kiiltiir eserlerinin baskilan, soylesiler, resmi belgeler, medya yaymlarinin
kopyalari, basin agiklamalari, veya 6nemli metinlerin yeni baskilan olabilir. Dergi,
Dogu Akdeniz Universitesi, Kuzey Kibris Tiirk Cumhuriyeti veya Tiirkiye
Cumbhuriyeti’nin igisleri ve siyaseti ile ilgili yanls yazilan yaymlamaz.

Kibris'ta yasayan halklarin kendilerine 6zgii yasal kosullan nedeniyle
ideolojik veya yontemsel onyarginn tarihin yazilmasindaki etkin rolii Dergi igin ana
meselelerden birini olusturdugundan, Dergi’nin temel amaglarindan biri, Kibris
tarihinde kesin ve yetkin yazilardan meydana gelen bir ana kaynakca olusturmaktir,
Bu nedenle, zaman zaman Dergi’nin bir sayist Kibris tarihi ile ilgili, tarihsel,
hukuksal, siyasal ve kiiltiirel belgelerden olusan titiz bir ¢aliyma sonucu elde edilmis,
dikkatle kurgulanmis ve dogrulannus bir arsiv icerecek ve gereken yerlerde gesitli ve
degisik belgelerle ilgili dipnotlar verilecektir. Amag, bu belgeleri sansiirden uzak bir
bigimde arastirmacilarin kullanimina sunmak ve bunu yaparken ¢eviriden veya yorum
farkliliklarindan kaynaklanan sorunlara da dikkat ¢ekmektir.

Kibris Araghrmalan Dergisi, milliyet, ik, etnik koken, din veya cinsiyet
farki gozetmeksizin, bakis agilan veya vardiklan sonuglar itibari ile, itinali ve
mantikli tartigma iceren yazilara agiktir. Dergi’ye gonderilen biitiin yazilar,
degerlendirilmek iizere incelenirken yazarin oldugu kadar hakemin de kimlikleri sakl
tutulur. Tartigmaya agik konular s6z konusu oldugunda, Editor herhangi bir makaleye
iligkin elestirel degerlendirmeler, yamtlar veya alternatif yaklasimlar igin bagska
aragtirmacilardan gorii§ isteyebilir ve bu konudaki biitiin 'gérﬁ§ler Dergi’nin ayni
sayisinda yer alir. \
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Wa§ Cyprus a Mamluk Protectorate? Mamluk
Policies toward Cyprus between 1426 and 1517

Albrecht Fuess
University of Erfurt

Abstract

This paper examines the policies of the Mamluk Empire toward the Kingdom of
Cyprus during the years 1426-1517 and explains the relations possible between a
Muslim Empire and a post-Crusader Christian Kingdom. In doing so, the author
demonstrates that it is quite appropriate to use the modern term “protectorate™ for
the Mamluk-Cypriot relationship after 1426, when the Mamluks managed to
subdue the island militarily and took the Cypriot king as prisoner to Cairo. After
this event, it is argued, the relationship between the two fulfils the requirements
of the definition of a protectorate. Mamluk-Cypriot relations were outlined after
1426 through a mutual treaty. In return for its annual tribute, the Kingdom of
Cyprus, the controlled state, retained domestic autonomy and control over most
of its internal affairs, but lost its independence in diplomatic relations. A clear
indication of this fact is that the Cypriots were required to help the Mamluks by
taking measures against pirates threatening Mamluk shores in the I5®
and to serve as a naval base during the Mamluk expeditions against Rhodes. 1
Cyprus remained a Mamluk protectorate until 1489 when the island came under

century

the control of the Venetians.
Keywords: Mamluk, Cyprus, Crusaders, Protectorate, Eastern Mediterranean

Ozet
Bu calisma Memluk Imparatorlugu’nun 1426-1517 yillart arasinda Kibris

Krallig1’na kars: yiiriittiigii politikalar incelerken, Miisliiman bir Imparatorlukla
Haghi-sonras1 Hristiyan bir Kralhik arasindaki olasi iligkileri agiklamaktadur.
Bunu yaparken yazar, 1426’da Memluklarin aday1 askeri agidan ele gegirmeyi
basarip Kibris kralini esir olarak Kahire'ye gotiirmelerinden sonra Memluk-
Kibris iligkileri igin “himaye” terimini kullanmanin uygunlufunu ortaya
koymaktadir, ~ Bu olaydan sonra ikili iligkilerin “himaye” tammindaki
gereklilikleri yerine getirdigi iddia edilmektedir. 1426’dan sonra Memluk-Kibris
iliskileri kargilikli antlagmalar iizerinden yiiriitillmistur. Odedikleri yillik harag
karsihginda Kibris Kralligs, yani kontrol altindaki devlet, igislerindeki
kontroliiniin biiyiik kismimi ve i¢ ozerklifini korumusg, ancak diplomatik
iligkilerdeki bagimsizligim yitirmigtir. Bunun agik bir gostergesi, Kibnishlarm
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Albrecht Fuess

15. ylizyilda Memluk sahillerini tehdit eden korsanlara kargi &nlem alma
zorunluluklar1 ve adanin Memluklarin Rodos ¢ikarmasi sirasinda deniz iissii
olarak kullanilmasidir. Kibris, 1486’da ada Venediklilerin kontrolii altina girene
dek Memluklarin himayesi altinda kalmustir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Memluklar, Kibris, Hagli Seferleri, Himayecilik, Dogu
Akdeniz.

Unlike contemporary international relations between formally
independent nation-states that interact with each other through an
elaborate set of legal rules and regulations, territories in many regions of
the early modern world dealt with each other on a more case-by-case
basis, and their mutual relations appear more ambivalent as modern
notions of sovereignty and rule had not yet taken root. Especially
interesting is the contact between those regions that potentially shared
common geopolitical and economic interests but were set against each
other due to fundamental differences in their historic and cultural
backgrounds and their divergent religiou§ beliefs.

In examining the policies of the Mamluk Empire toward the
Kingdom of Cyprus in the years from 1426-1517, this paper explains
what kind of relations were possible between a Muslim Empire and a
post-Crusader Christian Kingdom. It shows that our common views of
the medieval lord-vassal relationship need to be modified if we intend to
apply them to the interaction of these two political entities, which first
engaged in warfare but later switched to trade and tribute once the
Mamluks had settled the military conflict in their favor in 1426. From
then on the Mamluks became the overlords of the island of Cyprus, and
the kings of Cyprus recognized them as their suzerains and paid them an
annual tribute. One might even think of using the modern term
“protectorate” for the Mamluk-Cypriot relationship after 1426. In
international relations a protectorate is defined as a state or territory
controlled by a more powerful state. The controlled state retains
autonomy over most internal affairs. The controlling state controls
foreign relations and the defense of the protectorate, but the protectorate
is not a direct possession of the controlling state. Another vital point is
that a protectorate is usually established by treaty.! In modern
international relations protectorates are usually associated with
arrangements made by an imperial power with an overseas territory,

12
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stopping short of incorporating this overseas land as a colony into an I
empire.  Nevertheless, this paper will show that protectorate-like |
structures preceded the modern era. In dealing with Mamluk-Cypriot |
history we will see that most of the characteristics of the protectorate |
relationship are present. Questions remain, however, concerning how the
influence of the Mamluk Empire manifested itself in Cyprus.
The outer frame of Mamluk-Cypriot relations was as follows.
The Mamluk sultanate (1250-1517) is correctly perceived as a land-based
empire in Egypt and Syria, and it is a well-known fact that they only
rarely engaged in naval expeditions. In the few cases when they did so,
Cyprus was almost always their exclusive target. In their early
expeditions they aimed at stopping military reinforcements from the
Cypriot kingdom reaching the last remaining Crusader principalities at
the Syro-Palestinian coast. Later expeditions were meant to prevent the
pirate activities of Cypriots and other European sea-faring nations along
those coastlines of the Mamluk Empire that could easily be reached from
Cyprus. A hostile or unruly Cyprus was a painful thorn in the side of
Mamluk rulers, but it was not until Sultan Barsbay (1422-1438) defeated
Cyprus that pirate attacks ceased and tribute to the Mamluk sultans was
paid regularly. This arrangement formally lasted even after Cyprus
passed into the hand of the Venetians in 1489. In reality the Mamluk
influence weakened after 1489 as the new Venetian rulers were more
powerful than the Cypriot kings had been. Nevertheless, for the period
between 1426 and 1489 it is appropriate to describe the relationship of the
Cypriot Kingdom to the Mamluk Empire as that of a protectorate. To
clarify this argument let us now explore their actual encounters beginning
with the early stages of their interaction in more detail.

Under a False Flag: The First Mamluk Expedition against Cyprus in 1271 |
In May 1271 the English Prince Edward, later King Edward 1 (1272-
1307) landed with 300 horsemen in Acre in order to help defend the
kingdom of Jerusalem against the Mamluks.” He was accompanied by the
Cypriot King Hugh III of Lusignan (1267-1284), who was also the
official King of Jerusalem since 1269. When the Mamluk Sultan Baybars
I (1260-1277) found out about the landing, he ordered the equipment of a
fleet of seventeen ships. According to the Mamluk historian al-Yunini,
Baybars planned to take advantage of the absence of the Cypriot King

13
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from his homeland in order to attack Cyprus.3 But taking into account the
usual superiority of the ships of the Franks, as the Europeans were called
in contemporary Arab sources, Baybars resolved to use a ruse. He h.ad
the ships painted black like Christian galleys and equipped them' with
flags bearing a cross. Unfortunately for him, these novel tactics did not
ensure the success of the mission. The fleet ran upon the reefs when
approaching the harbor of Limassol (al-Nimstn) in the spring of 1271.
The local inhabitants then plundered the wrecks and captured the
remaining stranded soldiers.” Ibn ‘Abd al-Zahiir tries to explain this naval
catastrophe by blaming the display of Christian symbols, which he alleges
triggered the wrath of God.> Baybars tried to make-up for this loss by
building an even larger fleet.® As the sources remain silent about any
naval engagements of this squadron after its completion, we might
presume that it never set sail.

Baybars did not need to attack Cyprus since the Mamluks where
strong enough to expel the remaining crusaders by 1291, after Acre, the
capital of the kingdom of Jerusalem, finally fell into Mamluk hands. The
Syro-Palestinian coast was now purged of Franks as one contemporary
Mamluk author recalls.” This was apparently also a long-lasting shock for
the inhabitants of Cyprus and a source of continuous sorrow. When the
Italian Pilgrim de Martoni came to Famagusta in 1394 on his visit to the
Holy Land he noticed noble ladies who wore long black dresses which
left only the eyes uncovered. When he inquired about this custom, he
was told that these ladies were still mourning the fall of Acre one hundred
years earlier, as many of the former inhabitants of Acre had fled to
Famagusta.8

Immediately after the fall of Acre many inhabitants of Cyprus
must have feared that the Mamluks would invade the island. And, in fact,
Sultan al-Ashraf Khalil (1290-1293) ordered the building of a fleet to that
end. Luckily for the Cypriots, this project was abandoned when
rebellious emirs murdered its initiator in 1293. The only deployment this
fleet of 60 ships ever witnessed had been shortly before during the .
official inauguration parade on the Nile.”

In the following period from 1293 to 1365 the Mamluks
apparently refrained from building fleets and they resorted to a “scorched
earth” policy which e}ctually meant a “burned shore” policy in the context
of the Syro-Palestinian coast. In order to prevent the crusaders from

14
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capturing a fortified town on the coast and using it as a base for further !
operations in Syria, the Mamluks systematically razed the harbor ‘
fortitications of the sea coast. They combined this destruction with the |
(ransfer of the line of defence further inland, where castles were built and
troops garrisoned," They accepted the naval superiority of the Franks as
given and let the local defense structures at the coast fall into decay.
From the Mamluk point of view the policy worked as the crusaders never
came back, but the price was the economic stagnation of the entire Syro-
Palestinian region,

A Last Cypriot Crusade: The Attack on Alexandria by King Peter I of
Lusignan and the Mamluk Response
One could say that the scorched earth policy benefited the kingdom of
Cyprus, Not only was it spared a large scale-expedition, Cypriot corsairs
or Frankish pirates operating from Cyprus constantly attacked the
remnants of Mamluk harbors and sometimes kidnapped Muslims in the
vicinity of the shore to take them into slavery or hold them for ransom.’
The largest of these Cypriot aggressions happened in the year
1365, when the Cypriot King Peter I of Lusignan (1359-1369) led a naval
expedition against the Mamluk Empire. In the preceding years he had
tried to obtain help from European countries and to revive the spirit of the
crusades. In the autumn of 1365, he sailed with his fleet towards
Alexandria, which he sacked completely and occupied for several days
until the main Mamluk army approached from Cairo."? Immediately after
this attack the Mamluk commander-in-chief (atabak) Yalbugha al-'Umari
ordered an expeditionary fleet to be built in Syria and Egypt in order to
avenge the assault on Alexandria."” In November 1366 the Egyptian part
of the fleet frightened a Catalan envoy when shooting naphtabombs into
the air while on purade.’4 However, the fleet failed to even reach Cyprus.
Yalbughi al-'Umarf was killed by Mamluk rivals a month later and the
project suffered the same fate. Those ships built in Syria had already
been brought to the shore but were now left to rot. A contemporary
Mamluk author recalls, “A lot of money had been spent on the project but
no one benefited from it. The only useful thing was the iron, which the
local people removed from the rotting ships.”15 Peter I continued his
aggressive approach towards the Mamluks and attacked several other
coastal towns during the next several years. A peace treaty was not
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signed until 1370 after Peter had been murdered by unhappy nobles
because of the heavy burden of his war expenses.”’ Moreover, Cyprus lost
its influence in the Levant trade to the Italian naval powers. Until the mid
14 century the papal ban on trade with the Mamluks remained effective.
To circumvent this ban the European trading nations had brought their
goods legally to Cyprus from where the Cypriots then transported them
with their ships to Beirut and other towns on the coast.'” However, after
the attacks of Peter I, the Mamluks were reluctant to continue this
business arrangement, and the Venetians started to trade directly with the
harbors of the Syro-Palestinian coast as the papal ban was loosened. On
top of these financial losses the weakened kingdom of Cyprus suffered
another heavy blow when in 1373 the Genoese conquered Famagusta, the
most important trading port of the island.'® In order to compensate for
their economic losses, the Cypriots increased their pirate activities and
worked with the Catalan corsairs who were supported by the Cypriot
King Janus (1398-1432)."

For the Mamluks, on the other hand, the message sent by the
incursions of Peter I and the continuing raids of Frankish freebooters was
all to clear: they had to do something about Cyprus if they wanted to
pacify this source of trouble.

The Capture of a Cypriot King: Mamluk Naval Expeditions in the
Years 1424 to 1426
The Cypriot author Leontios Makhairas mentions that Muslims would
often endure constant attacks over a long period of time only to take
revenge after warning their enemies two or three times.”” According to
Makhairas, the Mamluk sultan®' was preoccupied with the ambitions of
rebellious emirs at the beginning of the 15" century. Therefore, he was
not able to take effective measures against Cypriot piracy which made
many nobles in Cyprus extremely rich.** Chief among the entrepreneurs
in the buccaneer business was the Cypriot King Janus himself. The
Venetian merchant Piloti, who lived in Cairo at the beginning of the 15"
century, reports that the Cypriot King had constantly been moving up and
down the Syro-Palestinian coast with two ships in the years 1400 to 1415
in order to loot and harm the Muslims by sea and by land.*

After a while the Cypriots overstretched the patience even of the
notorious “hydrophobic” Mamluks.  Sultan Barsbay (1422-1438)

16

|
|

i

Scanned by CamScanner



JCS

equipped a small fleet of five ships, which headed off towards Cyprus
from Tripoli in the summer of 1424. They reached Genoese Famagusta,
which had apparently opted for a Mamluk-friendly neutrality, and the
Genoese governor of the city treated the Mamluk emirs with great
hospitality. From there they went on to successfully sack the important
harbour of Limassol.”* Then they destroyed the fortress of Kouvouklia
near Paphos on their way back to Egypt.”” Janus responded by sending
ships to the Syrian coast which plundered Tyre and the region north of
Tripoli.”® A year later rumors were spreading throughout the Eastern
Mediterranean that the Catalan King Alfonso V (1416-1458) was
preparing a new Crusade to the Holy Land.”” Under these circumstances
Sultan Barsbay decided to repeat the expedition against Cyprus. New
warships were built in the arsenals of Biilag near Cairo. After fruitless
peace talks a grand total of forty ships assembled in Tripoli, representing
the most impressive Mamluk fleet to date. As in the year before, they
were greeted by the Genoese governor of Famagusta, who certainly
provided them with intelligence helpful to their military goals, resulting
in the first Mamluk naval victory ever when its vastly larger fleet
defeated twelve Cypriot ships near Larnaka. Just as in 1424 they
successfully plundered Limassol but departed in quite a hurry when they
heard rumors that naval relief for Cyprus was on its way from Europe.
Afraid that their way back to the Mamluk Empire might be blocked, the
emirs withdrew.**

After this second attack in two years King Janus tried to
reorganize the defense of his island. He sent nobles to Europe to ask for
military aid.”’ This initiative was reported to the Mamluks.”® There was a
lot of diplomatic activity before the new campaigning season. In early
summer 1426 the Venetians told the Mamluk authorities that they would
stay out of the fighting as long as they could carry on their trade and their
subjects in the Mamluk Empire were not harmed.”! As already noted,
Genoa was neutral, probably fearing that the Mamluks might otherwise
attack Famagusta. This friendly neutrality of the Italian sea-faring
nations certainly contributed to the later success of the venture.
Moreover, the official appeal of Pope Martin V (1417-1431) to help the
Christian Kingdom of Cyprus did not meet with a positive response; the
European powers were no longer eager to embark on large-scale crusader
expeditions. The only possible ally was the Catalan King Alfonso V, but
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he insisted that the Cypriots should pay his troops. As Janus did not have~
the ample resources necessary for this, Alfonso sent only a token force of
500 soldiers and two ships. =

Meanwhile the knights of St. John of Rhodes and even the
Byzantine Emperor John VIII Palaiologos (14235-1448) tried to mge a
peace agreement, which was rejected by the Mamluk sgltan. who insisted
that the Cypriot king should recognize him as overlord.™

A new attack on Cyprus in the summer of 1426 was therefore
inevitable. This time the expedition force, which consisted of even more
ships than sent the two years before, chose the direct way from Egypt to
Cyprus and did not stop in Syria. Limassol was then subjected to its third
sacking in three consecutive years. After having taken Limassol, the
Mamluk commander-in-chief of the expedition sent a letter to King Janus
demanding that he recognize the Mamluk sultan as his suzerain. In
addition, he dispatched a carpet to the Cypriot ruler, which Janus was
asked to display at his feet as sign of his submission.”* Janus rejected the
demand and fought a battle near his capital Nikosia (al-Ifqusiya). The
Cypriot forces were almost completely wiped out. The defeat was total.
King Janus was captured and his palace burned down.” To the disgust of
the Cypriots it seems that the Venetians had given the Mamluks vital
information on the military defense of Nikosia.’® The Mamluk
expeditionary force left Cyprus at the end of July 1426 and went back to
Egypt where the ships had to be divided among several harbors because
no single port in Egypt was large enough for such a huge fleet.”’

In Cairo a triumphal march took place on the 14" of August
during which the Cypriot King Janus was paraded on a mule as a Mamluk
eyewitness recalls.”® The Sherif of Mecca and envoys of the Hafsid and
the Ottoman Sultan had been invited to witness the spectacle of a great
Muslim triumph. Sultan Barsbay ordered Janus to pay a ransom of
200,000 dinar. Finally, after having officially recognized the overlord
ship of the Mamluk sultan, the sultan allowed Janus to depart for Cyprus
in May of 1427.% The Cypriot author Makhairas states that King Janus
signed a treaty with the Muslims prior to his departure.*’ The stipulations
of the treaty are unfortunately not known, but it was certainly agreed that
Cyprus should stop pirate activity and cease to help other Franks in this
regard. Moreover, Cyprus had to pay a yearly tribute in addition to
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