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of the low status weaponry. Homophobic
historians are, thus, presented the dilemma
that the sultan who tried to modernize the
army-in precisely theway they recognize
was necessary for continued military success-was a youth of "unstable character"
much given to "debauchery" and that his
"debauchery" was inextricably tied together with his motivation for the modernization that might have maintained
Mamluk military superiority.
When the (white) Mamluks revolted and slew Farajallah, they told the
Sultan, "We disapprove of these acts [of
favor for the black firearm users]. If you
wish to persist in these tastes, you had
better ride by night and go away with your
black slaves to faroff places!" (Lewis, p.
75-76). The sultan agreed to desist.
When the Mamluks began the
sixteenth century with one of their traditional thirteenth century cavalry charges
against the Ottoman infantry of Selim I,
they met their first defeat. Several centuries later, Ottoman control began to slip,
the Mamluk aristocracy regained dominance, and the venerable cavalry charge
thatwas their only tactic-whether against
Mongols, Ottomans or French armies of
Louis M or Napoleon-was mowed down
by afusillade from Napoleon's army. Rifles
of 1798 proved even more deadly than the
1517 models that had first revealed the
obsolescence of the Mamluk cavalry.
The Mamluks exemplify a social
system not built on family aggrandizement and patrimony. Without inheritance,
with a very slim likelihood of living to a
peaceful old age, and with wives paid directly by the state, the usual motivation
for building families was lacking. The
Mamluk case shows that both a military
tradition and an advanced artistic culture
can be transmitted with no bdnds of blood.
The guardians of high Arabic civilization
from barbarians (whether Mongols or
Crusaders], each new unrelated generation of recruits to the elite was noted for
appreciation for and patronage of the arts.
The Mamluks built the mosques, palaces,
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and tombs that are the glory of Cairo, and
"delighted in the delicaterefinement which
art could afford their home life, were lavish in their endowment of pious foundations, magnificent in their mosques and
palaces and fastidious in'the smallest details of dress, furnitureand court etiquette"
(Lane-Poole, p. 97), though they were recruited from their rude surroundings not
for their aestheticism or refined tastes but
for their horsemanship and prowess with
sword and bow.
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MANICHAEANISM
Manichaeanism was a religion
based on the teachings of the visionary
prophet Mani (ca. 216-ca. 277 A. D.),who
lived and was crucified in southern Babylonia. His doctrine incorporated various
aspects of the Gnostic, Christian, and
Zoroastrian belief systems, to which he
fused i neo-Platonic and Stoic ethical
strain.
Essentially Manichaeanism was
a dualistic religion in which the universe
was divided into kingdoms of light and
darkness which were in juxtaposition, each
reaching out into infinity. Heading one
force was the Prince of Darkness while the
other was directed by the God of Light.
Human beings were called to choose which
of the forces they would follow while they
were on earth, where their material body
acted as a prison for the spiritual light. To
gain the Kingdom of Light it was necessary
to free the spirit from the material: this
separation could be accomplished by avoiding sexual activities and refusing to eat
foods resulting from sexual union. Light
was released and grew stronger by eating

