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This, book, based on a doctoral dissertation submitted in
May 1978 10 Harvard University, consists of an introduction (XI1l-
XVII), two parts, of three chapters each (1-194) five appendixes
(195-214), glossary (215-217) selected blbhography (219- '731) and
an index (233-246). ,

- First of all, Part I, titled The Islamicate Context places
military slavery in its general Islamicate context. Here, the author
indicates that Islamicate life was contmuously changing, both over
time arid space. In the case of military slavery, this means that it -
had different functions in ninth-century Iran, eleventh-century
Egypt. thirteenth century India and so on.. At various times and in
various places, slave soldiers served their masters as bodyguards
and elite troops, -infantry and cavalry, political - agents and
provincial governers. Later rulers had different needs from those
who first developed the institution and adapted it to achieve their
puaposes (p 3) ‘ ‘
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The first part of this book, consists of three chapters. The
first chapter. titled What is a Military Slave?, defines the military
slave and shows how distinet he is {rom other tyvpes ot slaves. te
defines a military slave as a person of slave origins who is
acquired in a systematic way. trained for military service. and
spends most of his life as a professional soldier. (p.5)

‘Here, there aroused the two most common questions
concerning him, These are: what distinguishes him from other
slaves. and is he a “true” slave?

O AsTtar as the differences from other slaves are concerned. in
contrast to all other slaves, the military slave devotes his life to
military service. His characteristic features derive from the fact
that he works as a soldier. From the time he is acquired until his
retirement.  he  lives  differently  from  other sfaves. for he
participates in a tfelong system with its own rules and rationale.
Specifically. he differs from two other kinds of slaves: ordinary
sfaves who happen to light and government slaves. (p.6)

‘Ordinary slaves who are the ones in domestfic service or

labor at some cconomically productive tasks. Such slaves do
happen to hight oceasionally. (p.o)
When one compare both of then. these ditferences may be
observed: - ’ : o
I. While acquisition of an ordinary slave depends on
primarily cconomic reasons. acqusition of military slave depends
on military considerations.

2. Matter of selection: they should have military potential.
he vouths ol noble origins,

3.0 For the military slave, training program is the most
important factor. The program lasts about five to eight vears and
has a twolold purspose: to develop skills and to imbue Joyalty.
(pp.7-9) . ) ‘

As faras the comparison with the government slaves. it may
be pointed out that whereas the government staves are chosen from
among the ruler’s servants military slaves are soldiers. Secondly.
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government slaves:cannot. build up a power base of their own and
almost never thrc*ﬁen their master: military slaves. however. can
develop such a base from within their own corps and use it to stand
up to the ruter. (p.12)

On the question of whether he s a true slave. the dulhor
presents the ideas of some scholars. For instance. H.A.R. Gibb and
H.Bowen imply that military slaves were slaves. B.Papoulia also
finds them real slaves. On the other hand., some scholars refer to
them as mercenaries. Only one scholar. M.A Shaban. argues that
military slaves are not slaves in any sense. especially in the early
period of Istam. (p.14) : '

At the end of this chapter. he finalizes that the military slave
alone is carclully selected. purposely acquired as a vouth. trained
and indoctrinated. then emploved as a protessional soldier. 1le
joins the ruling elite and belongs to a corps-of soldiers which can
seize power under the right circumstances. Yet. despite these many
difterences between him and other kinds ol slaves. he remains a
true stave as Yong as his master controls him. One must not dismiss
his slavery as a formality or as legal fiction, (p. 23)

At the second chapter. titled Slaves in War‘:" The Historical
Record. hie moves on to the question when and where the military -
shinve did exist. Since the military stavery did not exist in carly
Islam. he draws on examples of ordinary slaves in warfare not just
from outside 1slamdom but from the first two centuries of Mushm
history. ln this context. he tries to outline the ways in which
ordinary and military slaves were used.

According to him in peacetime ordinary slaves worked at
nonmilitary occupations as personal retainers. domestic servants.
plantation workers and engaged tn warture only by chance when
Severy able body was needed. (p.25) ,

However, the master’s fear of a slave was the most
important deterrent to using his slaves in battle. The slaveowner
rarely treated his slaves so well that he could expect their loyaity
incombat. Yet the record shows that when slaves tought. they did
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- so with vigor and nelther'munmed nor deserted to the enemy
Rather. than make trouble, slaves generally helped their masters in
war to the best of their abilities. (pp.26-27) But since most masters
thought that slaves had no military skills and feared their mutiny or
desertion. few ordinary slaves were enlisted into:the army itself.
- Most slaves filled noncombatant positions; sometimes they served
_as - auxillary soldiers, but it usually required an emergency to
induce rulers to enroll slaves within the army itself. "(p.31) -
- . However. helptul ordinary slaves could be ‘in battle, they had
“limited functions; they never constitued the mainstay of an army.
* For that they had to be trained’ professnonal soldaers in othel'
words. militar X slcnes (p:35)
-According to him, slaves:occ'asionally fought in an
wanlzed way for non-Mus'lim ‘masters This~ occured in-
- Muscovy.China,West Africa,the West Indies, the Umted States,-
%uth and Cameroon. (p.36) .
- However, inside Islamdom,for a'full mIllenmum from the
" early 3rd/9th century until the early 13th/19/th, Muslims regularly
" and deliberately employed slaves as soldiers. This occured through
nearly the whole Islamdom,-from Central Africa to Central Asia,
- “from Spain to Bengal, and perhaps beyond. They served both as
soldiers-and as officers, then often acquired preeminent roles in
administration, politics. and all aspects of public affairs. (pp.45-46)
'~ He mentions the dynasties which used military “slaves.
These are Abbasids, Spanish Umayyads, Buyids, Fatimids.
Ghaznavids: Seljuks, Almoravids and Almohads. Ayyubids, Delhi
~ Sultanate. Hafsids. Mamluks, Ottomans, Satav;ds Sharifs _of
Moracco and Mughals (pp.46-50)

- As a conclusion, ‘he points out that in contrast to the
erratic employment of slaves as soldiers by nou-Muslims,
military slavery in Islamdom served as a nearly universal tool
- of statecraft. Elsewhere, slaves fought as emergency- forces,
"personal retamers, auxtllarles, or cannon folder; only. Musllms
used them in large numbers on a regular basns as professmnal
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soldiers, Muslimg alone chose to. recruit soldiers through
enslavement. (p.53). \

~ .In the chapter three titled Ay Explananon of Mlhtary
' Slavery he seeks to account for the two basic facts of military
_ slavery: that it existed at all and that it occurred only in Islamdom.
Why would anyone choose to recruit sold:ers as slaves? Why dnd
Muslims alone in fact do so? \
| In order to answer these questions, he makes a connect:on
to Islam. He pointes out that Islam lay behind the existence of this
institution. On the other hand, before inquiring the role of Islam,
‘he consideis other possible factors for the existence of military
slavery. And of the alternatives. three stand out: climate, T uzks and
the stirrup. (p.54) R

 Were military slavery related to climate, we would expect it
to have-in only the regions of dry heat such as Spain and Northest
India; but it did not. Furthermore, mllltary slavery occured also in
wetter arcas such as southern and eastern India.
“Secoiydly, Turks are often associated with mlhtary slavery

But military slavery did not exist among Turks outside of
Islamdom and no Turks were present in early 3rd/9th cntury Spain.
- Later, too, sub-§aharan dynasties made extensive use of slave '
. soldiers. and almost. none of them were Turks. ;Thus. Turks
“corrglate much less clearly with military slavery than-does Islam.
' The stirrup which makes the horseman comfortable and use
horse properly offers a much better reason for military slavery. The
* introduction of the stirrup enhanced the power of the peoples
living where hotses could be raised -primarily in- steppe lands- and
in deserts- and 1educed the strenght of peoples living in densely?
inhabited areas, . especnally cities. . By making horses more .
important to warfare, the stirrup redistributed power from civilized
~ to barbarian peoples. (pp.55-57) | .

" If we accept this reasomng then mlhtary slavery appears to
be an answer by the cnvrhz.ed centers to the predations of the horse
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barbarians. and military slavery can be understood as a response to
the shift in military balance caused by the stirrup. (p.57)

Hloweverthis answers why military slavery, did not exist
before Islam and also explains why so many of the slave soldiers
came trom steppe and desert regions. I it was the decisive factor.
why . then. did the other nonhorse-breeding areas not also develop
military slavery? Furthermore. many military slaves were foot
soldiers (p.38)

Then, military stavery may have been connected to the
veligion or the civilization of Islam. "According to him, it is not
Islamic. it has no religious sanction and it is not even
unambiguously legal. Then. if not Islamic, is it Islamicate?
Islamicate elements are not an outgrowth. of Islanue religion and
L. vet are integral to Muslim life. (p.59)

According 1o Pipes. military  slavery must have been
connected 1o the civilization of Islam. The reason why only
Muslims established military slavery lies decper. in the nature of
Isiamie political ideals and their cHul on the actual conducting of
politics.(p.62)

In that case. why did Muslim subjects relinquish pm\el‘
Concerning  this matter. the Hirst question which  should be
answered s that 'what Islamicate reasons caused Muslims alone
regularly - to reeruit their soldiers as slaves?” What unigely
Islamicate pattern caused military slavery to come into existence?
(p.62)

He argues that Islam has the political and military ideals.
Three Arabic words may be used to sum up these ideals. Umima,
Caliphate and Jihad.(p.64)

In reality. with the exception of jihad. other lactors did not
work well for bringing the Muslims together. There were always
some troubles and Muslim subjects. not all of them. responded to
troublesome realities by withdrawing from politics and warfare,
(p.6Y)y  Muslim  subjects  avoided  armies  even more  than
corernments and administrators. {(p.71) They were principally
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interested in leading the good life and much less in who
administrated it? (p.73)

Who then. staffed Islamicate armies? Withdrawal by

- Muslim subjects created a power vacuum which opened Islamicate
public lite to domination by others. that is. the people coming from
marginal areas such as the steppes. deserts, mountains and forests.
(p.75) ' . '
' On the other hand. while steppe, desert and mountain
soldiers provided a source of great power, they had their own
particular drawbacks. However mightily they began. they rapidly
became unreliable after conquering a government area. They
became undepandable and had to be replaced with fresh soldiers.
(p.81) ,

When a ruler decided to récruit soldiers from marginal areas
to replenish his armed forces, he had three means through which to
acquire them: alliance. pay or enslavement. The .author himself
areues that rulers preferred slaves to either mercenaries or allies.
(p.86) \ C , o

‘ As far as the reasons for this preference or the benefits of

military slavery are concerned. he points out some facts as follows:

< 1. Military slaves were usually procured as children and this
facilitated their acquisition.

2. Lnslavement gave access to a wide variety of
nationalities and this provided army with a beneficial diversity of
troops. as they often brought with them the special skills of their
own peoples. (p.&87) ,

3. By enslaving his recruits, the Muslim ruler could choose
his soldiers man for man. They came singly. The government
could select its slaves carefully. (p.88)

4. The master was able to isolate his slaves. He took them
from their homelands to a strange country and cut them off from
the rest of the society. They had no choise but to accepl the tics
provided them and to become loyal to him. (p.90)
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5. They could also be kept unmaried. In return for receiving
their entire income in salary from the ruler, the slaves served him
all year round as a standing army.

6. Military slaves fell far more completely under the cuitural
influence of the politiy than their free rivals.

7. The years of training distinguished the military slave and
determined his future career. He entered training a young and
isolated boy and emerged a highly skilled. disciplined. and well-
connected soldier. (p.91)

As a conslusion, he suggests that military slavery existed
only in Islamdom because of the fact that it provided a most -
effective way for governments to acquire and control marginal
area soldiers; and Muslim rulers developed it because their
own subjects withdrew from public life and would not fight for
them. (p.99)

The second part of this book. titled Origins and conststed of
the chapter 4.5 and 6. searches out the first instance of military -
slavery and explains its occurence,

The chapter four. titled The Unfree in Muslim Wartare. 2
205/624-820. documents the Muslim use of unfree persons in war
from the Prophet Muhammad's time until 205/820. establishing
that they tought fr equentl) : p

al-Mu’tasim’s name is unlvelsaily associated with military
slavery. (p.t07) However, according to Pipes. unfree soldiers
(slaves and mawlas) fought for Islam from the first battle. and %8
of the total Muslim combatants at Badr was Mawlas. (p.110) At
the close of the Ridda Wars. during the time between 13/634 and
04/684 the unfree soldiers remained minor for two generations.
(p.113) At the time of Marwanids, 64-132/684-750. when Muwiva
[1 died and the civil war advented the first large-scale of unfree
soldiers entered into Mustim armies. They continued to tight often
and in large numbers through the Marwanid period both against
Muslims and non-Muslims until the Abbasids lOOI\O\el in 132/750.
(p-117)
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They also’fought for the Abbasids. Abu Muslim was the
outstanding mawla figure in the Abbasid movement; as the
military and pohtlcal tacticaian of their rise to power. (pp.131-132)

The chapter five, titled The First Military System, argues
that their first appearance came not before 198-205/814-820 and
analyzes the availeble information on item in this period.

According to Pipes, the Abbasid Caliph al-Mansur made
unprecedented efforts to purchase slaves and mawlas. The caliphs
who ruled between al-Mansur and al-Ma’mun must also have
collected slaves, but the sources say almost nothing about this..
(pp.144-145) Al-Ma'mun and al-Mu'tasim, 198-227/813-842,
undertook to acquire slaves in systematic and large-scale manner
unrelated to anything that preceded them. The majority of slaves
came from Central Asia, though some also came from Egypt.
(p.146) These two caliphs dropped Arabians from the Military
Register (Diwan al-Jund) and simuitaneously entered Turks onto it
for the tus%alme (p.150)

As Tar as the matter of which caliph developed military
slavery. many accounts note that al-Ma’mun acquired Turkish
slaves. More important, some make an explicit connection between
practices that al-Ma'mun initiated and al-Mu’tasim’s imitation of
him. (p.152) Then al-Mansur was the first to acquire the Turks
intentionally, al-Ma'mun the first to use them in large numbers,
and al-Mu'tasim the first to depend on them heavily. (p.153)

The chapter six, titled How Military Slavery First Occured
explains how this initial development of military slavery occured.

Pipes argues that the Arabian conquerors of the 1st/7-8th
centuries were the tribally organized army. However, the tribal
organizations of the armies that carried out the great conquests and
its preservation through the Military Register meant that the
central government did not control its army. This led to unusual
developments when the time came to recruit new soldiers (pp.167-
168).
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As marginal area soldiers par excellence. Arabians rapidly
became unreliable about 64/684. (p.168) So. non-Arabians
enrolled as mawlas. most of them were Muslims. (p.170) Slaves
and mawlas acquired military significance in the Marwanid era by
providing needed extra manpower to the armies of the time.(p.172)

To sum up, the first time Muslim rulers needed to replace
unrcliable marginal area soldiers. they tugned to their outsider
subjects and recruited them as mawlas. The second time this need
arose. the authorities established the pattern which was to be
followed for a millennium: they went beyond their domains and
recruited marginal arca soldiers as slaves (pp.173-174)

Until the time of al-Ma'mun. in the Abbasid army there
have been some weakness and finally at the close of the civil war.
al-Ma mun found himselt in the following circumstances: despite
his conquest of western Iran, the strong animosity of the populace
of Baghdad and its region toward al-Ma’mun indeced Rhim to stay
in the east, (p.180) ' '

After his victory in the civil war. al-Ma'mun had even less
control over his army than previously. He saw the descendants of
earlier marginal area soldiers collapse when fighting for al-Amin.
Whatever other reasons he might have had for secking out new
troops. the experience of the civil war confirmed this undertaking.
For the sccond time in Islamic history. a Muslim ruler meeded
fresh marginal area soldiers. Having just beaten the old soldiers in
a civil war. al-Ma'mun was well placed to recruit whomever he
chose: and living in Khurasan, he had easy aceess to large numbers
of the finest marginal arca soldiers (pp.180-181)

As a conclusion. Daniel Pipes sayvs that this explanation
for the origins of military slavery confirms the arguments for
its Islamicate rationale proposed in chapter 3. Briefly, that
rationale maintains: (1) that the impossibility of attaining
Islanne public ideals caused Muslim subjects to relinquish
their military role;(2) that marg'inal arca soldiers filled this
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power vacuum; (3) that they became rapidly unreliable,
creating the need: ifor fresh marginal area soldiers and a way to
‘bind them; (4) that military slavery supplied a way both to
acquire and to control new marginal area soldiers (p.193)

In the first development of military slavery, the
following sequence occurred. (1) Muslim subjects in the Fertile
Crescent and Iran had withdrawn from public affairs by the
end of the 2nd/8th century, a consequence of their
disappointment with Abbasid rule (and possibly because
Muslims had become a large portion of the population). (2)
‘Some or.- many of the Abbasid millitary supporters from
Khurasan were marginal area soldiers (3) The descendants of .
these soldiers had grown wunreilable by the 190/810s, as is
shown by the poor show they made in fighting for al-Amin
against al-Ma’mun. al-Ma’mun needed new sources of
marginal area soldiers and a way to control them. (4) Military
slavery fulfilled both these needs.

Once\ the institution of military slavery had been
established, it acquired a momentum of its own and became
available to rulers and dynasties with diverse needs. Mainly it
spread because Muslim rulers, under the restriction of
unattainable Islamic ideals, needed some way to acquire and
control outsider soldiers from marginal areas. Military slavery
developed early and remained a basic institution of premodern
- Islamicate public life. It did not arise as a result of accidental
features of Abbasid history; much less was it the result of al-
Ma'mun’s personal decision. Rather, it came into existence
and took hold in response to fundemental facts of Islamicate
life. Military slavery was an institution implicit in the
Islamicate order; the Abbasids {(and probably the Spanish
Umavyvads as well), with the Marwanid model before them,
resorted to it naturally. (pp.193- 194)





