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Who Handed over Mamluk Land Registers to
the Ottomans? A Study on the Administrators of
Land Records in the Late Mamluk Period

Few details are known about the handover of the Mamluk land registers during
the transition of rule from the Mamluks to the Ottomans. On the one hand, the
empirical studies of Nicolas Michel and ‘Imad Aba Ghazi have shown that some
Ottoman land registers contain valuable Mamluk land records.' Such documen-
tary evidence convinces us that the Mamluk land registers were brought to the
Ottomans after the conquest in 923/1517. On the other hand, though, little atten-
tion has so far been paid to the process of the handover and the actors involved
in it. This lack of concern has meant that we have accepted Stanford Shaw’s thesis
that a person named ‘Abd al-Qadir ibn al-Ji‘an discovered the Mamluk registers,
despite the fact that he had already died by the time in question.? In this situa-
tion, Michel’s recent study offers us a great many details about the process of the
Ottoman collection of the Mamluk registers. Yet it does not pay full attention to
the identification of the person who handed over the Mamluk registers to the
Ottomans, even though it points out the contradiction concerning ‘Abd al-Qadir
ibn al-Ji‘an.?

The present article aims at a close reconsideration of the handover of the Mam-
luk land registers to the Ottomans in order to reidentify the person in charge of
the handover. This is significant, since by identifying this person we can know
who administered the state land records in the Mamluk period and, furthermore,
we can clarify how land documents were administered under Mamluk rule. In
other words, such a study offers us fundamental knowledge about the bureaucrats
who administered the records and the types of relationships that existed among

'Nicolas Michel, “Les rizaq ihbasiyya, terres agricoles en mainmorte dans 'Egypte mamelouke
et ottoman: Etude sur les Dafatir al-ahbas ottomans,” Annales Islamologiques 30 (1996); ‘Imad Aba
Ghazi, Tatawwur al-Hiyazah al-Zira‘tyah Zaman al-Mamalik al-Jarakisah: Dirasah fi Bay® Amlak
Bayt al-Mal (Cairo, 2000).

*For Shaw’s thesis, see Stanford Shaw, The Financial and Administrative Organization and Develop-
ment of Ottoman Egypt 1517-1798 (Princeton, 1962), 18; idem, “The Land Law of Ottoman Egypt
(960/1553): A Contribution to the Study of Landholding in the Early Years of Ottoman Rule in
Egypt,” Der Islam 38 (1963): 106-8, 126-27.

3Nicolas Michel, “Les circassiens avaient briilé les registres,” Conquéte ottomane de I'Egypte (1517):
Arriére-plan, impact, échos (Leiden, 2013), 225-68. The author suspects who the person was,
though the fact remains unclear (ibid., 244, n. 64).
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them. Considering that the Mamluk land system, what we call the “iqta‘ system,”
was the basis of the Mamluk regime,* we can assume that the administration of
the land records was an essential part of that regime.

Nevertheless, while a few studies on the Mamluk bureaucracy exist, the schol-
arship has hardly gone beyond the work of Bernadette Martel-Thoumian.® This
indicates the extent to which we have tended to focus on patronage and networks
of the military elite when considering the Mamluk regime, and the comparative-
ly little attention that we have paid to the functions of the civilian bureaucracy.®
To understand the overall picture of the Mamluk regime, we must produce more
studies on the bureaucracy. In addition, studying the handover of the Mamluk
land registers allows us to get a step closer to the continuities and changes that
occurred between the Mamluks and the Ottomans, in terms of their land records
as well as their bureaucracy. Recently a few studies have appeared dealing with
the period of the transition of rule.” We need to explore the period further, re-
moving the boundaries that lie between the Mamluk and Ottoman periods.

Process of the Handover of the Mamluk Land Registers

The handover of the Mamluk land registers to the Ottomans is evidenced, over
and above some mention in the chronicles, by two sources, the “Land Law”
and the Ottoman land registers daftar jayshi (The Military Register) and daftar

*Sato defined the Mamluk regime as the ruling system that functioned through the close ties
that connected the sultan and military elite, as well as urban society and rural society, by means
of the distribution of igta‘s by the sultan, and iqta‘ management by the military elite who held
igta‘s. See Sato Tsugitaka, State and Rural Society in Medieval Islam: Sultans, Mugqta‘s and Fallahun
(Leiden, 1997), 146.

SBernadette Martel-Thoumian, Les civils et 'administration dans UEtat militaire mamlik, 9e/14e
siécle (Damascus, 1991). Carl F. Petry has studied the career patterns of the civilian elite and their
networks; see Carl F. Petry, The Civilian Elite of Cairo in the Later Middle Ages (Princeton, 1981).

SRecent studies on the civilian bureaucracy have steadily mitigated this tendency. For example,
see Igarashi Daisuke (fif-& KJ7), “Koki mamuliakuché no kanry6 to jizenjigyo: Zayn al-Din
‘Abd al-Basit no jirei o chiishin ni (R~ /L — VO EHREEEFE VA Ty T—0 -
T 7 R wS—A ¢ hOHf5il A HlMZ—) [Bureaucrats and Their Charitable Works in the Late
Mamluk Period with a Focus on the Case of Zayn al-Din ‘Abd al-Basit],” Afuro yurashia tairiku
no toshi to kokka (77 7 1 » —7 U7 KEEDH i & [E5) [Cities and States of the Afro-Eurasia
Continent] (Tokyo, 2014), 489-537; Ota (Tsukada) Erina (K H(EH)f&HE4), “Koki mamulikucho
yiryoku kanry6 no jitsuzé: Zayn al-Din ibn Muzhir no kakei to keireki (2~ /L — 27 8E
NEBDFEG YA L Ty =T 14— AT+ AR LDFEFRE ) [Zayn al-Din ibn Muzhir:
The Career and Lineage of an Influential Bureaucrat in the Late Mamluk Period],” Shigaku (50
%) 83-2/3 (2014), 163-207.

"Michel’s works explore the period of the transition of rule. See, for example, Michel, “Les rizaq
ihbasiyya”; idem, “Disparition et persistance de I’igta‘ en Egypte apres la conquéte ottomane,”
Turcica 41 (2009).
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ahbast (The Charity Register). The “Land Law” consists of the norms for judg-
ing the legitimacy of vested land rights, i.e., rizqah (pl. rizaq: estates granted as
pensions), waqf (pl. awqaf: charitable endowments), and milk (pl. amlak: private
land), and was promulgated under the rule of the governor of Egypt ‘Ali Pasha
(r. 956-61/1549-53). The law prescribed that the legitimacy of land rights had to
be judged by collating them with the records in the Mamluk land registers. This
demonstrates that some Mamluk land registers had been handed over to the Ot-
tomans and were in use under the new rule.® In addition, daftar jayshi and daftar
ahbasi offer us documentary evidence of this event. They record the legality of
land rights judged according to the “Land Law,” consisting of summary records
for each village and detailed records for each parcel of land rights. In each record,
the right side of the paper shows the Mamluk records reprinted from a Mamluk
register, and the left side shows the Ottoman land survey records of 933/1527-28.°
We know of a few Mamluk land registers handed over to the Ottomans from
daftar jayshi and daftar ahbasi because the names of the registers from which
the Mamluk land records were reprinted were always clarified by indicating the
source, for example, “bi-daftar XXX.” This information tells us that the Mamluk
records in daftar jayshi were almost all based on the Mamluk land register called
daftar al-jarakisah min aljaridah al-qadimah (The Circassian Register from the
Old Register, hereafter referred to as the Circassian Register), and those in daftar
ahbasi were based on the daftar al-ahbas zaman aljarakisah (The Charity Register
of the Circassian Time); in addition, several types of Mamluk land register, such
as daftar al-amlak wa-al-awqaf (Register of milks and waqfs) and daftar al-iqta‘at
(Register of igta‘s) were also utilized when they lacked the necessary information. '

8Shaw, “The Land Law,” 114-15. Shaw transliterated the text of the law (ibid., 118-26) and trans-
lated it into English (ibid., 126-37).

°For the compilation process and the contents of daftar jayshi and daftar ahbasi, see Michel,
“Les rizaq ihbasiyya”; Imad Abu Ghazi, “Dafatir al-Rizaq al-Thbasiyah wa-al-Jayshiyah wa-
Ahammiyatha al-Arshifiyah wa-al-Tarikhiyah,” Al-Ruzname 2 (2004): 1-33; Kumakura Wakako
(A& & Fnik 1), “Mamurikucho tochi seidoshi ni okeru shin shiryo: ejiputo kokuritsu monjokan
shozo osumancho tochi daicho (=2 /L— 2 gLl B SR 2 351 D sl =277 REINT L
EREFTECA A~ ] AR [ AR ) [A New Source for the Historical Study of the Mam-
luk Land System: The Ottoman Land Register Daftar Jayshi in the Egyptian National Archives],”
Annales of the Japan Association for Middle East Studies (H AN B2 4E4]) 25 (2009), 59-81.

For the registers quoted in daftar ahbast and daftar jayshi, see Michel, “Les rizaq ihbasiyya,”
166-76; Kumakura Wakako (FE& FlH ), “Koki mamuritkucho ni okeru ejiputo tochi monjo
gyosei no shoso: osuman choki ‘Gunmu daichd’ ni miru mamurtkuchd tochi daichd to sono
riyo (R~ 2L — 7 EIC 81T 5 =0 7 M EHISCEATEHORER: 4 A~ il [HEEEE] 125
~2L— 7§ HRR & OFH) [Administration of Egyptian Land Documents in the Later
Mamluk Period: Land Survey Registers of the Mamluk Dynasty Recorded in the Daftar Jayshi
from the Early Ottoman Period],” Ochanomizu Shigaku (3375 D7K 57 53 (2009), 52-75.
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As to the process of the handover of the Mamluk land registers in the early
years of Ottoman Egypt, Shaw’s thesis concerning the framework of the hando-
ver of the Mamluk land registers has been accepted for a long time." Shaw spoke
of the discovery of the Mamluk land registers during the early period of Ottoman
rule in Egypt in explaining the process of the establishment of Ottoman land
policy.”” We know from his account that there were three stages in the hando-
ver of the Mamluk land registers. The first was in 1522, when Ottoman officials
discovered that the Mamluk land registers, which were said to have been burned
or scattered, had been concealed in their own homes and among less important
registers in the treasury by the scribes who had served the previous regime. In
1523, Mustafa Pasha (r. 928-29/1522-23) ordered that the registers be returned and
that the treasury be searched for them, though with little success. The second
stage was in 1524, when the Ottoman governor Ahmad Pasha (r. 929-30/1523-24)
revolted against Ottoman rule. During the revolt, the scribes from the previous
regime who joined him brought out the registers which they had concealed and
used them to collect the money he needed to enforce his independent regime,
though his attempt was ultimately put down. As a result, the Mamluk registers
remained in the possession of the Ottoman treasury and were made use of as the
main guide for the ensuing Ottoman cadastral survey of 933/1527-28. The final
stage was in 1553, when the “Land Law” was promulgated. Although Shaw made
little mention of the background to this in his argument, the text of the law shows
that some time before the promulgation, an official named ‘Abd al-Qadir of the
Ji‘an family, whom Shaw identified in a note as Zayn al-Din ‘Abd al-Qadir ibn
‘Abd al-Rahman ibn al-Ji‘an, was ordered to search out the Mamluk registers, and
many of them were subsequently uncovered. "

However, this thesis passes over the first steps of the process. As we shall see,
certain chronicles indicate that some Mamluk registers were handed over to the
Ottomans soon after the conquest. Thus the Ottomans must have had the op-
portunity to acquire the Mamluk registers immediately after the conquest. And,
more importantly, this thesis incorporates the critical contradiction that Zayn
al-Din ‘Abd al-Qadir ibn ‘Abd al-Rahman ibn al-Jian, whom Shaw identified as
the discoverer of the Mamluk registers, had died in 878/1473, meaning he was no
longer alive at the time of the Ottoman conquest. The text of the “Land Law” does

U After Shaw, Michel discusses the discovery and handover of the Mamluk land registers
with more detailed information obtained from documentary evidence. See Michel, “Les rizaq
ihbasiyya,” 123, 169; Michel, “Les circassiens.”

2Shaw, “The Land Law,” 106-9, 114-15.

3Shaw, “The Land Law,” 127, n. 4. For Zayn al-Din ‘Abd al-Qadir ibn ‘Abd al-Rahman ibn al-Ji‘an,
see Ibn lyas, Bada’i al-Zuhur fi Waqa’i al-Duhur, ed. Muhammad Mustafa (Wiesbaden-Cairo,
1961-75), 3:91, and also person no. 21 in fig. 1 below.
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not tell us exactly when ‘Abd al-Qadir uncovered the Mamluk registers, but the
event certainly occurred under Ottoman rule. Shaw’s interpretation is therefore
wrong. Who then was the ‘Abd al-Qadir of the Jian family?

To answer this question, we need to reconsider the situation in which the
Mamluk registers were handed over at the time of the conquest by analyzing
the historical sources that include accounts of the submission of the Mamluk
registers to the Ottomans when the Ottomans started to rule Egypt. The sources
I deal with here are the chronicles of Ibn Iyas (d. ca. 930/1524) and Ibn Zunbul (d.
ca. 960/1552). The accounts about the situation of the Mamluk registers after the
Ottoman conquest in each are as follows:

(a) Ibn Iyas, Bada’ic al-Zuhar, 5:161

On 25 Muharram 923/17 February 1517, the daftardar granted al-
Sharafi Yanus al-Ustadar a gilt garment of velvet and appointed
him as a consultant for tax revenue sources in the villages of
Sharqiyah province in order to measure the villages and survey
the igta‘s of the Circassian mamluks there, as well as the rizag and
the waqfs. Therefore he took lists (qawa’im) from the Jian family
and went away to the province.

(b) Ibn Zunbul, Wagi‘at al-Sultan al-Ghurt ma‘a Salim al-Uthmani, 180"

[In 923/1517] the sultan [Selim I] said to amir Khayrbak “I want
to know the tax revenue sources and the revenues in Egypt.” “Oh
king, the only one who knows about that is the qadi Aba Bakr ibn
al-Jian, a member of the Ji‘an family,” Khayrbak replied. Then the
sultan summoned the qadi. When he arrived, Khayrbak said to him
“The sultan wants you to report the expected annual revenue for
Egypt.” The qadi answered, “I will bring you the report tomorrow.”
He presented all the registers (dafatir) he brought and left. And he
came up the next day, bringing the report in which all the land tax
(kharaj) at the time of the conquest was written down.

The words that indicate what was handed over to an Ottoman official and the sul-
tan respectively are “lists” (qawa’im) and “registers” (dafatir). The “lists” in (a) are
what the official received in order to conduct his land survey, and the “registers”
in (b) are what Selim I ordered to be submitted so he could know details of taxes
in Egypt. Both must have been Mamluk land records, though we do not know

“Ibn Zunbul, Wagi‘at al-Sultan al-Ghuri ma‘a Salim al-Uthmani, ed. ‘Abd al-Mun‘im ‘Amir (Cairo,
1997).
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whether they were copies of the original ones or not. The sources tell us that the
documents were uneventfully handed to the new regime when Selim I was sur-
veying tax revenue sources in Egypt."

However, these records brought to the Ottoman government must have been
only part of the whole and so incomplete.'® This speculation is supported by the
fact that the land survey records of Fayyum province in the fiscal year 1517" did
not refer to any of the Mamluk land records, but only to the testimony submit-
ted to the tax investigating commission.' Moreover, on 17 Jumada I 929/3 April
1523, Mustafa Pasha ordered the Jian family to bring the registers (defterler) to
the citadel, and then ordered them to compile the timar (ie., igta‘), waqf, and
milk registers.” This event clearly shows us that the bulk of the Mamluk regis-
ters were yet to be fully managed under the Ottoman government, at least down
to the time the order was issued by Mustafa Pasha. In 931/1525, after the revolt

“For the land survey, see Ibn lyas, Bada’i’, 5:149, 161-62.

®*Michel, “Les circassiens,” 248. In fact, the Mamluk registers were not burnt or lost but were
managed within the existing organization, which means that the Ottomans did not make posi-
tive efforts to involve themselves in management in the early years of the conquest.

The land survey records are bound together with the Ayasofya manuscript of Fakhr al-Din al-
Nabulusi’s Tarikh al-Fayyum (Fakhr al-Din ‘Uthman al-Nabulusi, “Kitab Izhar San‘at al-Hayy al-
Qayyum fi Tartib Bilad al-Fayyam,” Stileymaniye Kutiiphanesi, MS. Ayasofya 2960). The whole
manuscript consists of 175 folios, with the last three (fols. 172v-175v) devoted to the records. They
contain records of twenty-seven villages in Fayyum province that were the financial resources
of the diwan al-dhakhirah (Bureau of the Sultanic Fisc). For further details about the manuscript,
see Kumakura Wakako (R&& Flik 1), “Nabulusicho Faiyiimu no rekishi ayasofiya shahon ni hei-
roku sareta osumanchd ejiputo tochi shonen no chozei chosa kiroku (7-—7/VA 4 —F [ 77
A2—LORER ] TV 74 T FEARIPHER SN A A~ U T MR O SRR A R k)
[Tax Survey Records of the First Year of the Ottoman Rule in Egypt, Contained in the Ayasofya
Manuscript with Fakhr al-Din al-Nabulust’s Tarikh al-Fayyam)],” Journal of Asian and African
Studies (77 7 7V I 5 FEULFIE) 89 (2015): 79-118.

8The record of Sinart village shows that the tax investigating commission relied on testimony
for the lease that the persons in charge of the tax report possessed when they confirmed the tax
levied on the village. This demonstrates that the Ottomans did not fully manage the Mamluk
land records at the time. The following record is written after the names of the persons in charge
of the tax report are registered: “According to the things that they showed in their hands, that
is both the testimony of the lease from Jan Bulat Abu Tursayn, who was the igta“ holder of the
village, dated 20 Rajab 917/13 October 1511 and his handwritten contract and the receipt with his
noble handwritings, the total sum (of kharaj): 150,000 dirhams, diyafah (tributary goods): as the
price for twenty-five pairs of local geese per year, 1,500 dirhams.” See MS Ayasofya 2960, fol. 174r;
Kumakura, “Tax Survey Records of the First Year of the Ottoman Rule in Egypt,” 103. See also its
transcription in ibid., iv.

Y Al-Diyarbakri, “Terciime en-niizheh es-seniyyeh fi zikr el-hulefa vel-milak el-misriyyeh,” Brit-
ish Library MS Add. 7846, fols. 288a, 288b. See also Michel, “Disparition et persistance de ’igta‘”
259; idem, “Les circassiens,” 233-34.
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of Ahmad Pasha, the governor Ibrahim Pasha (r. 931-32/ 1525-26) promulgated
kanunname-i misir, in which standards for judging the legality of land holdings
that had been set during the Mamluk period, such as igta‘s, military rizaq (rizaq
jayshi) and charity rizaq (rizaq ahbasi), were stipulated. The stipulation did not
apply the method of collating the land records with the Mamluk land registers to
judge the legitimacy of land rights. In addition, the cadastral survey registers of
the fiscal year 933/1527-28 were compiled without reference to the Mamluk land
records.? This indicates that the Ottomans had not completed the collection of
the Mamluk land registers by that time, and what they did have was not enough
for practical use. It was only when the Mamluk registers could be used practi-
cally that it became possible to promulgate the “Land Law.” In short, following
the conquests, a portion of the Mamluk land registers had been handed over to
the Ottomans in several stages, so that by the time the governor promulgated the
“Land Law” the Ottomans had acquired most of them. Who was it then who was
involved in the various steps? Who played the major role in the handover of the
Mamluk registers? To reveal the protagonist, we must look at the preface to the
“Land Law.”

(c) Preface to the “Land Law”?*!

Since the original Mamluk registers (asl Cerdkise defterler) were dis-
persed at the time of the conquest, a person named ‘Abd al-Qadir, a
member of the Ji‘an family, who had served as the scribe of military
lands (katib-i arazi-i Ceys) during the time of the Mamluk sultans
and for some time thereafter, was summoned into the presence of
the nobles (serifler), and by means of all sorts of coaxing and impor-
tunities and with great persistence, many of the dispersed registers
were uncovered and most of the remaining ones were also found
hidden in the registers kept in the treasury of Cairo.

This account does not tell us exactly when and by whom ‘Abd al-Qadir was
summoned. While Shaw translated serifler as “governor,” i.e., ‘Ali Pasha, I am not
certain whether this is correct. Therefore I have provisionally translated the term
directly, considering that it may be possible to interpret this to mean that ‘Abd
al-Qadir was summoned before the time of ‘Ali Pasha. Who then was this ‘Abd
al-Qadir? As we have seen, it is difficult to support Shaw’s opinion that he was

»The land survey of 933/1527-28 was one of the systematic surveys carried out in the early years
of Ottoman rule. The records were thereafter positioned as the basic records for Ottoman land
administration. For details of the survey and the records, see Muhammad ‘Afifi, Al-Awqaf wa-al-
Hayah al-Iqtisadiyah fi Misr fi al-Asr al-Uthmani (Cairo, 1991); Michel, “Les rizaq ihbasiyya,” 122.
2Shaw, “The Land Law,” 118-19, 127. This English translation is based on Shaw’s, with revisions.
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Zayn al-Din ‘Abd al-Qadir ibn ‘Abd al-Rahman ibn al-Ji'an, as there is no one in
the Jian family who fits. Moreover, the “Land Law” indicates that the ‘Abd al-
Qadir of the Jian family was ‘Abd al-Qadir ibn Malaki. This is confusing because
his family name was not Ji‘an but Malaki.? Who was this person? How is it that
he was identified as a member of the Ji‘an family?

The key must be the Ji‘an family, whose members were also involved in the
first stage of the process: Account (a) tells us they submitted “the lists” while
the person in (b) was a qadi (judge) named Aba Bakr ibn al-Jian (whose name,
however, we cannot find in the chronicles and biographies).” We encounter the
Ji‘an family again when Mustafa Pasha ordered them to bring the registers to the
citadel in 929/1523. The common feature linking these events is the involvement
of members of the Ji‘an family. These accounts indicate that the family, which
features frequently in the Mamluk land registers, was closely connected with the
administration of the Mamluk land documents, at least at the time of, and after,
the Ottoman conquest.

The Ji'an Family

The Jian family was one of the notable families of Egypt. They had been con-
verted from Coptic Christianity, and produced many bureaucrats.? They emerged
into the political spotlight in the reign of al-Muw’ayyad Shaykh (r. 815-24/1412-21)

and remained important political figures throughout the late Mamluk period. Ibn
Iyas writes of them as follows:

The Jian family has served seventeen sultans so far. They have
managed the diwan al-jaysh (military office) and the secretariats
of the sultan’s private treasury since the beginning of the reign of
al-Ashraf Barsbay (r. 825-42/1422-38). They became famous at the
beginning of the reign of al-Mu’ayyad Shaykh [and have remained
so] for approximately one hundred and twenty years. They were
not slighted, confined to prison, flogged by the lash, or [had prop-
erty] confiscated, nor did they have any bitter experience. They
were powerful, well treated and were not ignored at any time. They
had no such experience until it happened to al-Shihabi Ahmad ibn
al-Jian. Successive sultans gave them important posts, and this
circumstance continued until the reign of al-Ashraf Qansah al-
Ghawri (r. 906-22/1501-16).%

2Shaw, “The Land Law,” 132; Michel, “Les circassiens,” 244, n. 64.
“Martel-Thoumian, Les civils et l'administration, 312-14.

21bid., 295.

»Ibn lyas, Bada’i’, 5:454-55.

©2015 by Wakako Kumakura.
BY DOI: 10.6082/M1571954. (https://doi.org/10.6082/M1571954)

DOI of Vol. XVIII: 10.6082/M1CR5RFN. See https://doi.org/10.6082/RSZY-X709 to download the full volume or
individual articles. This work is made available under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International license
(CC-BY). See http:/mamluk.uchicago.edu/msr.html for more information about copyright and open access.



MAMLUK STUDIES REVIEW Vor. 18, 2014-15 287

In the early Mamluk period, the Jian family seems to have served as bureau-
crats for state accounting, though not many details exist concerning this. They
appear as “awlad al-Ji‘an mustawf1 al-dawlah” (chief financier) in 740/1339-40% and
“nazir al-istabl” (supervisor of the sultan’s stable) in 753/1352.%

In the late Mamluk period, while there are no detailed accounts about them in
the chronicles, al-SakhawT’s (d. 902/1497) Daw’ al-Lami, a biography of notables in
the ninth/fifteenth century, provides relatively rich information about the family,
including their members, their professional careers, and their marriages.* Mar-
tel-Thoumian has collected the information in her study about notable families
among the civil officials in the ninth/fifteenth century, which enables us to grasp
the overall picture of the Ji‘an family in the late Mamluk period (see Figure 1).%

Figure 1 shows some patterns in their careers. First, their sons succeeded to
the post of mustawfi (bookkeeper) of the diwan al-jaysh (nos. 1, 5, 14, 33, 35, 48,
58). Among them, the eldest sons (nos. 1, 5, 14, 33) had succeeded to the post by
the time the third son Muhammad (no. 35) was installed as mustawfi. Second, the
younger sons succeeded to the post of nazir al-khizanah (supervisor of the sultan’s
private treasury) and its katib (clerk) (nos. 7, 10, 15, 21, 35, 38, 58, 59).* These career
patterns are characteristic of the Jian family compared with other notable fami-
lies in the ninth/fifteenth century.*

There were certain reasons why Muhammad was installed as mustawfi of the
diwan aljaysh even though he was the third son of Yahy4 ibn al-Ji‘an. First, when
former mustawfi Abu al-Baqa’ (no. 33) died suddenly in a surprise attack by mam-
luks in 902/1497, the eldest son, ‘Umar (no. 48), the expected successor, had already
died, in 894/1489.* Second, Abu al-Barakat (no. 34), a younger brother of Aba
al-Baqa’, was also already deceased.* Therefore, the choice must have fallen on
Muhammad.?*

% Al-Shuja‘i, Tarikh al-Malik al-Nasir Muhammad ibn Qalawun al-Salihi wa-Awladihi, ed. Barbara
Schifer (Wiesbaden, 1977), 65.

1 Al-Maqrizi, Kitab al-Sulik li-Ma‘rifat Duwal al-Mulitk, ed. Muhammad Mustafa Ziyadah (Cairo,
1939-73), 2:881.

B Al-Sakhawi, Al-Daw’ al-Lami‘ li-Ahl al-Qarn al-Tasi‘ (Cairo, 1934-36), 11:241-42.
¥Martel-Thoumian, Les civils et 'administration, 295-319.

*The nazir al-khizanah shouldered responsibility for the accounts of the treasury. For more de-
tails about the post, see Igarashi Daisuke, “The Evolution of the Sultanic Fisc and al-Dhakhirah
during the Circassian Mamluk Period,” Mamlik Studies Review 14 (2010): 94-95.

% Martel-Thoumian, Les civils et I'administration, 295-319.

32 Al-Sakhawi, Al-Daw’ al-Lami, 6:135.

%1bid., 11:3-4; Ibn Iyas, Bada’i, 3:209.

*Ibn Iyas, Bada’i', 3:363. He was appointed both mustawfiand na’ib katib al-sirr (deputy secretary).
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This irregular appointment led to a small change in the family’s career pat-
tern. Muhammad served as mustawfi until his death in 916/1510, after which his
nephew Ahmad (no. 58) was appointed as both mustawfi and mutakallim f1 al-
khizanah (consultant for the sultan’s private treasury), while Muhammad’s sons
(nos. 60, 61, 63, 64) were appointed as Ahmad’s assistants.” The family’s eldest
sons, who must also have been family heads at the time, had succeeded to the
post of mustawfi. The authority as head of the family must have passed to the
third son Muhammad, then after Muhammad’s death, to his nephew Ahmad.
Though we cannot know the exact reason for the change in the family succession,
the consistent importance of the post of mustawfi for the Ji‘an family is clear.

The mustawfi of the diwan al-jaysh was actively involved in the administration
of the land records and the calculation of tax revenues from igta‘s.* In the late
Mamluk period, no members from families other than the Jian were appointed
as mustawf1.” This implies that the post of mustawfi was a hereditary right of the
Ji‘an family, which as a result administered the land records and their revenues.
In addition, under their purview were land records concerned not only with the
diwan al-jaysh but also with other Egyptian land that was in the name of other
diwans. The fact that Ibn Zunbul stated that “the only one who knows about that
is the qadi Aba Bakr ibn al-Ji‘an, a member of the Ji‘an family” shows clearly that
the family had administered all the Egyptian land records exclusively.

Malaki Family

Let us now return to the question of ‘Abd al-Qadir and Abu Bakr, and who was
likely to have submitted the Mamluk registers to the Ottomans. Though I could
not find the answer in contemporary biographies, I found the key to the solution
in daftar jayshi, where the following sentence was reprinted from the Circassian

»Ibid., 4:181. He was appointed mustawfi, na@’ib katib al-sirr, and mutakallim fi al-khizanah.

%There is little mention of the mustawfr’s duties at the diwan al-jaysh in the texts. For example,
though Nuwayri devoted pages to the katib’s duties at the diwan al-jaysh in his Nihayat al-Arab
fi Funiin al-Adab (vols. 1-18: Cairo, 1923-55; vols. 19-31: Cairo, 1975-92), 8:200-13, he did not
provide detailed information concerning the mustawfi’s duties. See also al-Maqrizi, Al-Mawa‘iz
wa-al-I'tibar fi Dhikr al-Khitat wa-al-Athar, ed. Ayman Fu’ad Sayyid (London, 2002-4), 3:705-7,
734; Abraham N. Poliak, Feudalism in Egypt, Syria, Palestine, and the Lebanon, 1250-1900 (repr.
Philadelphia, 1977), 20-21.

’Major notable families that produced bureaucrats appointed to leading posts in the late Mam-
luk period were Banu al-Haysam, Bana Fukhayrah, Bana al-Saffah, Bant Nasr Allah, Bana Abi
al-Faraj, Bana al-Kuwayz, Bana al-Barizi, Bant Muzhir, and Bana Katib Jakam. However, they
did not produce any mustawfis of the diwan al-jaysh. For these notable families, see Martel-
Thoumian, Les civils et 'administration, 189-294.
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Register, “The Circassian Register written by ‘Abd al-Qadir al-Malaki.”* This indi-
cates that the Circassian Register that contained Mamluk land records was com-
piled by ‘Abd al-Qadir al-Malaki. Who then was this ‘Abd al-Qadir al-Malaki? In
the Bada’i, ‘Abd al-Qadir al-Malaki suddenly appears as the mustawfi diwan al-
jaysh in 922/1516, taking the place of the Ji‘an family, and he subsequently served
the Ottomans after the conquest.” After that, he was brought to Istanbul with
other bureaucrats for around five years from 923/1517 to 928/1522.* Although his
name and career evidently correspond to the person mentioned in the preface of
the “Land Law,” he clearly was a member, not of the Jian family, but of the Malaki
family. Also, considering that the ‘Abd al-Qadir in question was a member of the
Malaki family, it is possible that the Aba Bakr in (b) was Zayn al-Din Aba Bakr
al-Malaki, who was ‘Abd al-Qadir’s brother and had served as the mustawfi diwan
aljaysh together with his brother.* Nevertheless, they were thought to be mem-
bers of the Jian family by the chroniclers and the author of the “Land Law.” As
far as Abti Bakr was concerned, Ibn Zunbul even wrote down his name as “Abu
Bakr ibn al-Jian.”

What then was the relationship between the Malaki family and the Jian fam-
ily? Why did the sources attribute members of the Malaki family to the Jian
family? The most reasonable answer available from Figure 1 is that these families
were united by marital ties (nos. 36, 37, 66). The first was Yasuf ibn Yahy4a ibn ‘Abd
Allah al-Jamal ibn al-Sharaf ibn Sa‘d al-Din ibn bint al-Malaki bearing the nisbah
“al-Malaki,” who married two women from the Jian family (nos. 36 and 37). The
second was Ibn al-Batrak al-Malaki (no. 66), though his wife was not a direct
descendant of the Ji‘an family. The Malaki family, like the Jian family, had con-
verted from Coptic Christianity to Islam and seemed to have had a close connec-
tion with the diwan al-jaysh. According to al-Sakhawi, al-Sharaf ‘Abd al-Wahhab
ibn Fadl Allah (d. 740/1339), known as Nashta, who had served as mustawfi al-
dawlah and nazir al-khass (inspector of the sultan’s private treasury) during the
third reign of al-Nasir Muhammad (the third r. 809-41/1310-41), was the ancestor
of the Malaki family.* The father of the above-mentioned Yuasuf, Yahy4 ibn bint

%“Daftar Khamis Wilayat al-Gharbiyah Jayshi,” Cairo, Dar al-Wath&’iq al-Qawmiyah Register
number 3001-000102, fol. 242v.

¥Ibn lyas, Bada’i, 5:5.

“Tbid., 5:187, 230, 398, 457.

“1bid., 5:5.

2 Al-Sakhawi, Al-Daw’ al-Lami‘, 4:251. For Nasha, see al-Safadi, A‘yan al-Asr wa-A‘wan al-Nasr,
ed. ‘Ali Abu Zayd et al. (Damascus, 1998), 3:200—4; Ibn Hajar al-‘Asqalani, Al-Durar al-Kaminah
fi A%van al-Mi‘ah al-Thaminah, ed. Muhammad Sayyid Jad al-Haqq (Cairo, 1966-68), 3:42—44; Ibn
Taghribirdi, Al-Manhal al-Safi wa-al-Mustawfa ba‘da al-Wafi (Cairo, 1984-2006), 7:390-93; idem,
Al-Dalil al-Shafi ‘ala al-Manhal al-Safi, ed. Fahim Muhammad Shaltat (Cairo, 1998), 1:434; idem,
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al-Malaki (d. 841/1438), had served as sahib diwan aljaysh (intendant of the army
bureau).”® After he died (when Yasuf was still young), the post of sahib diwan al-
jaysh was inherited by three people together: Yasuf, his brother Ibrahim ibn bint
al-Malaki, and their uncle ‘Abd al-Ghani ibn bint al-Malaki (d. 848/1444).* Though
I could find little out about Ibn al-Batrak al-Malaki and his relationship with the
people known as “the son(s) of bint al-Malaki,” we can assume that Ibn Batrak’s
father and the mother of the ibn bint al-Malakis were both from the Malaki fami-
ly.* Daftar Jayshi provides further detailed information about the relationships
between the Jian and Malaki families. A record of a milk in Itfih province shows
that the milk had been purchased by a person who seems to be ‘Abd al-Qadir of
the Malaki family. According to the records, the purchaser “Abd al-Qadir ibn
al-Jamali Yasuf ibn Yahya, who was known as Ibn al-Malaki” had purchased the
land rights from al-Nasiri Muhammad ibn Qanibay and his son al-Zayni ‘Abd
al-Basit in 912/1506-7.*¢ His name tells us that this ‘Abd al-Qadir was a son of
Yusuf and a grandson of Yahya, who was known as Ibn al-Malaki. He is certainly
the same person mentioned by al-Sakhawi as Yasuf ibn Yahya ibn bint al-Malaki
and the person who married two women from the Ji‘an family; that is to say, the
father of ‘Abd al-Qadir and Abu Bakr was from the Malaki family, while their
mother was from the Jian family. Also, they were cousins of al-Shihabi Ahmad
ibn al-Ji‘an (no. 58).

Al-Nujium al-Zahirah fi Muluk Misr wa-al-Qahirah, ed. Fahim Muhammad Shaltat et al. (Cairo,
1963-72), 9:323.

“For Yusuf, see al-Sakhawi, Al-Daw’ al-Lami, 10:336-37. And for his father Yahy4, see Ibn Hajar
al-<Asqalani, Inba’ al-Ghumr bi-Abna’ al-Umr fi al-Tarikh, ed. Muhammad ‘Abd al-Mu‘id Khan
(Beirut, 1967), 9:30; al-Sakhawi, Al-Daw’ al-Lami, 10:230.

#“ Al-Sakhawi, Al-Daw’ al-Lami, 4:251.

®We can find other Malakis in the narrative sources. However, I could not find any definite
relationships between these Malakis and our Malakis. For example, Taj al-Din ‘Abd al-Wahhab
al-Nasht al-Malaki (d. 782/1380-81), who had served as wazir and nazir al-jaysh (supervisor of the
army bureau), and Karim al-Din Akram ibn Shaykh al-Malaki (d. ?), who had served as mustawfi
diwan al-jaysh, bore the same nisbah. In addition, Taj al-Din ‘Abd al-Ruzzaq ibn Abi al-Faraj ibn
Niqala al-Armani al-Aslami, a member of the Abu al-Faraj family, who had served as wazir,
ustadar, and kashif, had borne the nisbah “al-Malaki” before, but the family seems to have been
known as the Aba al-Faraj family from the time of T3j al-Din’s son so they would not have been
called “al-Malaki.” For Taj al-Din ‘Abd al-Wahhab, see al-Maqrizi, Sulik, 3:407; Ibn Iyas, Bada’i,
1:2:281. For Karim al-Din Akram, see al-Magqrizi, Suliik, 2:879. For the Abu al-Faraj family, see Ibn
Hajar, Inba’ al-Ghumr, 3:182; Ibn Taghribirdi, Manhal, 7:314-18; idem, Dalil al-Shafi, 1:420; idem,
Nujim, 14:152; al-Sayrafi, Nuzhat al-Nufis wa-al-Abdan fi Tawarikh al-Zaman, ed. Hasan Habashi
(Cairo, 1970-94), 2:432; Martel-Thoumian, Les civils et l'administration, 227-37.

#“Daftar Wilayat al-Qusiyah Jayshi,” Cairo, Dar al-Watha’iq al-Qawmiyah Register number
3001-000111, fol. 8r.
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These three people were contemporaries, and they had a close connection over
and above their marital relationships. As I have mentioned above, the eldest sons
of the Ji'an family succeeded to the post of mustawfi diwan al-jaysh throughout
the late Mamluk period. However, after Ahmad ibn al-Jian (no. 58) was appointed
the na’ib katib al-sirr in the last years of the dynasty, ‘Abd al-Qadir and Aba Bakr
subsequently took Ahmad’s place as mustawfi.”” Ibn Iyas indicated the position
and hierarchical order of the Ji‘an and Malaki families in his account of a parade
held at the time of the military expedition against the Ottomans in 922/1516. He
described that marching in procession after the leading figures such as Ahmad
ibn al-Jian, na’ib katib al-sirr and mustawfi diwan al-insha’ at the time, were “the
Ji‘an family, clerks of the sultan’s private treasury (awlad al-fi‘an kuttab al-khaza’in
al-sharifah),” and “the Malaki family, bookkeepers of the military (awlad al-Malaki
kuttab istifa’ al-jaysh).”*®* This procession also demonstrated to the Cairenes the
close relationship between the two families in public and recognized their role
in the Mamluk regime. Because the two families were related by marriage, both
‘Abd al-Qadir and Aba Bakr could be of the Jian family in terms of maternal ties
as well as of the Malaki family in terms of paternal ties. They also had close rela-
tions in terms of their role as former mustawfis and their successors. We can as-
sume that they cooperated in performing their duties and were on visiting terms
with each other.® It is therefore quite natural that contemporaries recognized
‘Abd al-Qadir and Abu Bakr of the Malaki family as members of the Jian family.

Conclusion

[ have demonstrated in this article that those who were involved in the handover
of the Mamluk registers to the Ottomans were two brothers of the Malaki fam-
ily, ‘Abd al-Qadir and Abu Bakr, who had occupied the post of mustawfi diwan
al-jaysh from the last years of Qansuh al-Ghawri’s reign. My examination has
shown that members of the Ji‘an family had successively played a significant role
in the administration of land records. The administration of land records had
been undertaken exclusively by a specific family, that is, the Ji‘an-Malaki family,
throughout the late Mamluk period. They did not build up their position by mar-
rying into the households of sultans or powerful military elites.”® Rather, they

“Tbn lyas, Bada’i’, 5:5.

#1bid., 5:40.

“Their close relationship can be seen in some events. For example, when ‘Abd al-Qadir and Abtu
Bakr of the Malaki family were arrested for a delay in payment of their debts to a Greek mer-
chant (tujjar al-Arwam), Ahmad ibn al-Ji‘an mediated between them; see Ibn Iyas, Bada’i’, 5:180.
In another event, both Ahmad ibn al-Jian and Aba Bakr al-Malaki were suspected of illegally
trading state lands; see ibid., 5:424.

For their marital relations, see Martel-Thoumian, Les civils et ['administration, 316—18.
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gained the firm trust of the sultans for their unsurpassed skills in bookkeeping
and accounts, essential for land administration. Perhaps it is more precise to say
that they were not so much powerful bureaucrats who made crucial decisions on
the center stage of Mamluk politics as people working behind the scenes to offer
basic resources and suggestions concerning the state’s financial affairs for the
military elite and other bureaucrats who were the decision makers. As a result,
they came to take hold of confidential matters related to the Mamluks’ funda-
mental resource, that is, land and land revenues.” In addition, they exclusively
inherited among themselves the position of mustawfi of the diwan al-jaysh that
played a vital role in Mamluk land administration. This fact also indicates that
the family was the central unit in the Mamluk land administration, at least of the
diwan al-jaysh.

How then were they treated by the new ruler? When Khayrbak (r. 923-28/1517-
22) entered Cairo in triumph and started to rule Egypt as malik al-umara’ in
923/1517, he reappointed Ahmad ibn al-Ji‘an as na’ib katib al-sirr, the same position
he had occupied before the conquest.* The following year, 924/1518, Ahmad ibn
al-Jian was appointed katib al-sirr and reached the highest position possible for a
bureaucrat.” Though his career under the new regime was not successful, as he
was suspected of an illegal land transaction,* he held important positions such
as katib al-sirr and daftardar at the beginning of the Ottoman administration in
Egypt.” Eventually he was put to death, suspected of conspiracy with Ahmad
Pasha in his revolt.** After his death, the Jians seem to have disappeared from
the center stage of history. On the other hand, with regard to the Malaki family,

'The only source of complete land records from the late Mamluk period, written by Yahya ibn
al-Ji‘an, Al-Tuhfah al-Saniyah bi-Asma’ al-Bilad al-Misriyah, also implies the family’s exclusive
role. For more on this unique work, see Kumakura Wakako, “Mamurakuché koki ejiputo no
tochi chosa kiroku no keisho to koshin—Ibn al-Ji‘an Ejiputo no muramura no namae ni tsuite no
kagayakashiki shiho al-Tuhfah al-Saniyah no saikento o tstjite (¥ /L— 27 FIE I 7 h o1 Hh
A FLER DA L T~ T2 - TV —T = [T hOFf 2 DARNZONWTOMNLEEE
al-Tuhfa al-Saniya] O #7148 U C) [The Administration of Egyptian Land Survey Records
in the Later Mamluk Period: A Review of Al-Tuhfah al-Saniyah], The Toyo Gakuho (HIF5-4R)
[The Journal of the Research Department of the Toyo Bunko] 92, no. 1 (2011): 95-120. This article
is a codicological work on MS Huntington 2, the original manuscript of Al-Tuhfah al-Saniyah
preserved in the Bodleian Library, Oxford University. See also Michel, “Les circassiens,” 245.
*2Ibn lyas, Bada’i’, 5:208-9.

51bid., 5:276-77.

5Ibid., 5:424.

% Martel-Thoumian, Les civils et 'administration, 312.

*Najm al-Din al-Ghazzi, Al-Kawakib al-S@’irah bi-A‘yan al-Mi’ah al-Ashirah, ed. Jibril Sulayman
Jabbar (Beirut, 1945), 156; Michael Winter, Society & Religion in Early Ottoman Egypt: Studies in the
Writings of ‘Abd al-Wahhab al-Sha‘rani (New Jersey, 1982), 26-27, n. 11.
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Abu Bakr took up his position as mustawfi in 923/1517,” while ‘Abd al-Qadir was
brought to Istanbul for five years beginning in 923/1517, as mentioned above. After
returning to Cairo, ‘Abd al-Qadir must have been ordered to recover the Mamluk
registers, and set about doing so. Subsequently they make no more appearance in
the historical record.

Our examination of how the administration of the land documents was hand-
ed over in the process of the transition of rule from the Mamluks to the Ottomans
has revealed that two families, the Jians and the Malakis, had a role in the ad-
ministration of land documents from the late Mamluk period to the beginning
of Ottoman rule in Egypt. The Egyptian land records, which had been kept for
generations within their families, were transferred to the Ottomans in stages.
Finally, they were reprinted in Ottoman land registers such as daftar jayshi and
daftar ahbasi, and were referenced officially until at least the seventeenth century.*
Comparing Mamluk and Ottoman attitudes toward land record management, the
series of events described reveals a drastic change during the transition period.
While in the Mamluk period, management depended on the households of spe-
cific families, the Ottomans tried to manage land records systematically within
a government institution. This attitude obviously surfaced from the 1520s, which
indicates that the issue should be examined and understood in the context of the
centralization which took place during Sulayman’s reign.*

’Ibn lyas, Bada’i’, 5:210.

Ibn Abi al-Surtr al-Bakri, Al-Minah al-Rahmaniyah fi al-Dawlah al-Uthmaniyah wa-Dhayluhu
al-Lata@’if al-Rabbaniyah ‘ala al-Minah al-Rahmaniyah, ed. Layla Sabbagh (Damascus, 1995), 315;
idem, Al-Tuhfah al-Bahiyah fi Tamalluk Al ‘Uthman al-Diyar al-Misriyah (Cairo, 2005), 131; ‘Afifi,
Al-Awqaf wa-al-Hayah al-Igtisadiyah, 52-54; Michael Winter, “Ottoman Egypt, 1525-1609,” in The
Cambridge History of Egypt 2 (Cambridge, 1998), 125-26.

¥Kumakura Wakako, “16 seiki faiyimu-ken no mizu, zei, kiroku kanri: Osumanch ejiputo tochi
shoki no suiri gydsei ni miru tochi taisei to sono tenkai (16157 7 A — AR DK« Bl - FLERE
B AR U F Y MR ORI TEUZ AL SRR (A & Z OJERH) [Water, Taxes and Re-
cords Management in Fayyum Province in Sixteenth-Century Egypt: the Early Ottoman Rural
Government System and Its Development Seen from Water Use Administration], Toyoshi kenkyi
(APERENIFSE), 73, no. 3 (2014): 471-506. A revised version of this article is forthcoming in English.
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Figure 1. The Ji'an Family
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