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ABSTRACT

The Crimean Khanate was originaly a successor state of the Golden Horde. For one
century it competed with the other successor of the Golden Horde, the Kazan
Khanate, for the inheritance of the Golden Horde. After one century none of the
competing powers but a third power, Muscovy, succeded to recover the former
territory of the Golden Horde. The Crimean Khanate had to survive within a far more
hostile after the Russian annexation of Kazan (1552) and Astrakhan (1556). It was
now under the attack of the Eastern Slavs. The Cossacks replaced the Turkic nomads
of the Kipchak steppes. The Crimean Khans turned their faces to their overlords,
Ottoman Empire, in order to stop Russian offense. Meanwhile, the Ottoman Empire
was engaged in a deadly struggle with the Habsburgs in the West and the Safavids in
the East. The Ottoman Empire could not focus their attention in the region except the
brief Astrakhan campaign in 1569 and focused in the Eastern and Western fronts.
Gazi Giray II. reigned during this period of transformation, when the influence  of
the Ottoman Empire began to increase in the Crimean Khanate. The Ottoman Empire
requested the continious presence of the Crimean forces in the front in order to fill the
gap that the long and costly wars created in the military might of the Empire. Gazi
Giray II. managed to survive in this environment. He fullfilled the requests of the
Ottomans but followed an independent policy whenever it was possible. He succeded
to expend the influence of the Crimean Khanate to the Danubian Principalities and
Transylvania. This ambitious policy costed to his throne but thanks to his political
skills he managed to reassume his seat. Despite the fact that his relations with the
Ottoman Porte did not normalise after his dismissal, he managed to remain in the
throne because he was strong in the Crimea. He obtained the support of the Crimean
people with his reforms and his successes in the wars. According to Crimean
Chroniclers, his reign was one of the golden era of the Khanate.



(")zet

Kirnm Hanligi o6zinde Altin Ordu’nun bir devamiydi. Bir yizyil boyunca
Altinordu’nun diger bir mirasgisi, Kazan Hanligi’yla, Altinordu’nun mirast igin
mucadele etmisti. Bu miicadelenin galibi ise tigiingl bir giig, Moskova Prensligi oldu.
Moskova Prensligi Altin Ordu’nun eski arazisini ele gegirmege muvaffak olduktan
sonra Kinnm Hanlig1 daha tehlikeli bir ¢evrede yasamak zorundayd: ¢iinkii artik Dogu
Slavlar’nin tehdidi altindaydi. Kazaklar Kipgak Bozkirlar’inda Turk gogebelerinin
yerini almaya baslamisti. Kirim Hanlig1 gare olarak yuziini metbu oldugu Osmanh
Imparatorlugu’na dénmekte buldu. Osmanli Imparatortugu ise Bati’da Habsburglarla
Dogu’da Safevilerle 6limine bir miicadeleye girigmisti. Bunun sonucu olarak kisa bir
Astrahan Seferi (1569) disinda bolge ile ilgilenemeyip bitin dikkatini Dogu ve
Bati’daki savaslara yoneltti. II. Gazi Giray iste bu kritik devrede tam Kinm’da
Osmanlt hakimiyeti kendini hissettirmege basladigi zamanda hitkkiim strdi. Osmanlt
Imparatorlugu devamli olarak Kinm kuvvetlerinin cephede olmasini istiyordu boylece
uzun ve masrafli savaslarin yol agtig1 agiklarin bir kismimmi Kinm kuvvetleri ile
kapatmay: disiniyordu. Gazi Giray bu kritik devrede ayakta kalmay:i basardi.
Osmanlilar’in asker isteklerini yerine getirdi ama diger yandan bagimsiz bir siyaset
sirdiirmeye de ¢alisti Kinm Hanliginin etki sahasini Eflak, Bogdan ve Erdel’e
yaymaya ¢aligti. Bu ihtirash siyaseti sonunda tahtina mal oldu ama Osmanl
Siyaseti’ni dengelerini ¢ok iyi bildigi igin tahtin1 kisa zamanda geri almaga muvaffak
oldu. Ikinci Hanhig: sirasinda Bab-1 Ali ile olan iliskileri hi¢ diizelmemis olmasina
ragmen tahtta kalmaya devam etti ¢iinki yaptig: reformlar ve savaglarda kazandig
bagarlarla Kirim Halk:’nin sevgisini kazanmisti. Kinm Vakaniivisleri Gazi Giray’in
devrini Hanlig 1n altin devirlerinden biri olarak gdstermislerdir.
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I Introduction

The nature of the relationship between the Ottoman Empire and the
Crimean Khanate has been a major problem for the students of the field because it
was still covered with unsolved puzzles. The beginning of the Ottoman rule in the
Khanate is the first one of these puzzles. Thanks to the work of Halil Inalcik; “Yeni
Vesikalara Kirim Hanliginin Osmanli Tabiligine Girmesi Ve Ahidname Meselesi”,
Belleten, VIII, Ankara, 1944, it is demystified. However, there are still many puzzles
to be solved such as the Tatar betrayals to the Ottomans. These puzzles are mainly
related to the approaches of Ottoman chroniclers that considered the Khanate as one
of the other vassal states of the Empire and the Khans as Kul of the Sultan. Thus, they
reflected every conflict between the Khans and the Empire as a disobeidence to the

wish of the Sultan.

However, the Crimean Khanate had its own legacy and institutions that the
Khans were very keen on to protect. The Khanate was the heir of the ancient Turco-
Mongol steppe tradition which was epitomised in the Yasa of Cengiz Khan with its all
positive and negative effects. The Khanate had an effective military organisation and
could mobilise considerable amount of military force within a short time. However,
this military organisation depended totally on the tribes. The tribal aristocracy that

controlled large armies and held the real power in the Khanate. They were very



conservative and did everything to stop any change that was likely to harm their
interests. The Khans had to perform an important task: they should obtain the
confidence of the tribal aristocracy, they should satisfy the demands of the Sultan and
finally, they should govern the country. Another problem was the difference between
the military objectives of the Tatars and the Ottomans. The Ottomans wanted to
incorporate a region to their system and did not want to harm people or the land. The
Tatars were following a scorched earth policy and aimed to gather slaves and booty.

Thus, a conflict between the armies was inevitable.

The reaction to the approach of the Ottoman chroniclers came after the rise of
Turkish Nationalism. Some scholars, mostly of Tatar origin, began to criticise the
traditional approach. They concentrated on the question that since both Ottomans and
Crimeans were from the same ethnic background, why the Ottomans did not help their
brothers in their struggle against the Russian domination. Their second criticism was
that the Ottomans could not understand the rise of Muscovy and the threat that it
posed to the Turkic world. However, the Ottoman Empire was a world power and had
its northern politics. They may be criticised because they entrusted their steppe
politics to the Crimean Khans nearly for a century. When they decided to implement
their politics they did not find the cooperation of the Khans and they were on the eve
of a long and costly struggle in the East and the West that occupied the Empire for a

century.

One final approach to the history of the Khanate evolved within the last few

decades. It considers the Khanate as a single domain with its own social, political and



economic institutions and tries to regard it from inside. Some of them argued that the
Khanate had a different ethnic (Tatar) background from that of the Ottoman Turks and
should have pursued it s own objectives. However, they seems to forget that the
Crimean Khanate managed to survive thanks to the support of the Ottoman Empire for
another two centuries, otherwise it would have fallen to the Russian domination much
earlier. I suggest that it is better to look at the history of the Khanate and it’s
relationship with the Ottoman Empire from a different perspective. First of all, it
should be noted that the Ottoman-Crimean relations did not follow a straight line. It
transformed as a result of the shifts within the balance of power in the region and the

structual changes within both the Ottoman Empire and the Crimean Khanate.

The reign of Gazi Giray II is very important because he reigned just at this
critical moment when the balance of the power in the region and the structual changes
within the Ottoman Empire occured. The Ottoman Empire had entered a long struggle
with the Habsburgs in the West and the Safavids in the East for the domination of the
region. The Ottoman Empire met several difficulties to finance and to ensure the
steady outflow of manpower to continue this long struggle. They thought that the
Crimean Tatars could have been an adequate match for their need of soldiers.
Therefore, they began to request regular presence of the Crimean forces in the front.
On the other hand, the Crimean Khanate had its own problems. The Russian
annexation of the Kazan (1552) and Astrakhan (1556) Khanates shqwed that the
Khanate was not able to revive the Golden Horde. The Khanate that lost its raison
d’etre had to accept to be a regional power. The Russian offensive in the Caucasus
and the rise of Cossackdom showed that from now on, the Khanate had to defend

itself rather than to expend. The Khanate needed the support of the Ottoman

2 Bilkent Universtty
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arquebusiers and artillery to defend it self from the Cossack encroachments. The
increasing influence of the Ottomans and their requests about the presence of the
Crimean forces in the front caused to the great reaction of the Crimean society. First,
the Khans did not want that the Ottomans to interfere their internal affairs. Second,
the Crimean army did not want to remain in the front for long terms because the
peninsula was open to the invasions of Cossaks and Nogays during their absentee.
The reaction of Mehmed Giray I (1577-1588) to the Ottoman requests and presence
costed to his seat and life. Islam Giray II (1584-1588); the following Khan, came to
the throne only with the help of the Ottoman forces. Therefore, he remained under the
auspices of the Ottomans that he owed his seat and could not become a popular Khan
in the eyes of the Crimean population. The Ottoman influence and presence in the

Crimea began to increase during his reign.

Gazi Giray II became the Khan of Crimea under these circumstances. He
had to establish several delicate balances that his brothers Mehmed Giray and Islam
Giray failed to do. First, he should determine the nature of his attittude towards the
Porte. Second, he should satisfy the needs of the aristocracy which determines the
future of a Khan. Third, he should protect and prosper the Crimea. Finally, he would
realise his ambitions as a Khan. He was successful in many respects. He could
establish a balance between the Ottoman requests and the security of the Crimea. He
could counterbalance the influence of the aristocracy. The Khanate lived one of its
richest and most stable times of its history. He tried to centralise the power in his

hands in the model of the Ottoman Empire, he made some important reforms in order



to realise this project. The subject of this work would be to understand how could

Gazi Giray II managed to survive and become successful within this environment.



II The Crimean Khanate During the Second Half of the 16™
Century:

At the time of Gazi Giray’s accession to the throne, the course of the Crimean
history had already entered a new phase. Russian annexation of Kazan (1552) and
Astrakhan (1556) and their attempts to penetrate into the Northern Caucasus
demonstrated that the Crimean Khanate was no more able to realise its major goal: the
revival of the Golden Horde under its leadership. The annexation did not only put an
end to the Crimean aspirations but also began to pose a serious threat to the existence
of the Khanate since it was cut from its connection with the Eastern part of the Turco-
Muslim world. Its immediate consequence was the opening of the Volga-Ural region
that for centuries had been a Turco-Muslim center to the Russian settlement. Besides,
it meant the inability of the Crimeans to attract the support of any tribe that was using
the traditional ways of nomadic people from the East.! The Dest-i Kipgak has been the
passage of the wandering tribes from Central Asia to the West for centuries. Their

presure prevented the Slavs to settle in the region.

' This argument might seem quite contradictory because the existence of the Crimean Khanate is on
the one hand closely related to the attraction of the wandering tribes in Deshti Kipchak. On the other
hand the same tribes was one of the main causes of the internal strife in the Khanate. For further
information on the subject refer to Halil Inalcik, “The Khan and the Tribal Aristocracy: The Crimean
Khanate under Sahib Giray I, Harvard Ukrainian Studies III/IV, Massachusetts, 1979-1980 p.445-466
and Beatrice Forbes Manz, “The Clans of the Crimean Khanate, 1466-1532”, Harvard Ukrainian
Studies, 11/3 Massachusetts, 1978 p.282-309 and Alexandre Bennigsen, ed, Le Khanat De Crimee dans
les archives du palais de Topkap, Paris, 1978 pp.4-29.



Under these circumstances, it was natural that the Crimeans turned to their
overlords, namely the Ottomans. Traditionally, as long as the Crimean Khans were
strong enough to control the region, they did not want the Ottomans to get the
upperhand in the steppe politics. The failure of 1569 Astrakhan campaign is closely
related to Devlet Giray’s (1551-1577) lack of cooperation, since he was not willing to
share the control of the region with the Ottomans.> The Ottomans that were heavily
engaged with Western and Eastern fronts preferred to leave the steppe politics to the
hands of the Crimean Khans unless their security was not endangered. Once they have
completed the conquest of the Black Sea region that was vital for the security of
Istanbul the Ottomans followed a policy of status quo. This policy was based on a
principal of vital importance: to preserve the existing balance of power in the region
so that none of the competitive powers could become strong enough to threaten the
Ottoman supremacy.” However, following the Russian offensive in the Caucasus
Ottoman interests in the region were hampered. They had to reconsider their

traditional attitude on delegating their northern politics to the Khans.

On the other hand, Ottomans, being engaged with a long-lasting war against
the Safavids (1578-1590) for the control of Caucasia, soon realised the importance of
the region. The Caspian Sea could be used to contact their allies in Turkestan and
could put a pressure on the Safavids through the existence of a navy in the region.
More important, due to the hostile eastern Anatolian environment, they persisted to
control Demirkap: as a safe way of supply to the army. But this time they faced

several difficulties caused by the Russians (or Cossacks).

2 Halil Inalcik, “The Origin of the Ottoman-Russian Rivalry and the Don-Volga Canal (1569)”, Les
Annales de I'Universite de 1'Ankara, vol. 1, Ankara, 1947 p. 47-106. Also see: Akdes Nimet Kurat,
Turkiye ve Idil Boyu, Ankara, 1966.



Depending on their strategic supremacy and geographical proximity the
Russians tried to interfere with the Crimean politics. Following Mehmed Giray’s
revolt against the Ottomans and his murder in 1584, one of his sons, Saadet Giray,
retreated to the steppe and with the support of Nogays and Don Cossacks started a war
against the new Khan Islam Giray II (1584-1588) who was appointed by the
Ottomans. Meanwhile his other son, Murad Giray, went directly to Moscow. The new
Tsar Feodor (1584-1598) appointed him the commander of Astrakhan to prepare an
attack on the Crimea with the support of Nogays and Cossacks.® As a response the
Ottomans planned a joint attack on Astrakhan with the Crimeans and Ulu Nogays in
1587.° Additionally, the Uzbek Khan of Buhara, Abdullah (1560-1598), promised to
attack both Safavids and Russians as well. However, this plan proved to be futile from
the beginning, because both Crimeans and Ottomans had their own separate
approaches to the issue and differing priorities. The Crimeans feared of a sudden
Russian invasion of the Crimea, while they were in Astrakhan and thought that they
could solve the issue in question by putting a direct pressure on the Principality of
Moscovy. The Ottomans, although having promised to send a fleet to protect the

Crimea, were under the pressure of a two frontal war.

? inalcik, ibid.p, .53.
* Selaniki Mustafa Efendi, Tarih-i Selaniki, ed., Mehmet Ipsirli, Ankara, 1999, p.190.

3 Ulu-Nogay Ulusu refers to the part of the Nogay Horde that remained in the eastern bank of the
Volga River. During the great famine of 1577-1578 some of the Nogays that were against the pro-
Russian tendencies of Ismail Mirza, the leader of Ulu-Nogays, reconciled with Crimean Tatars and
were settled around Kuban river and Azov by Devlet Giray Khan, they are called Kiigiikk Nogay Ulusu.
Ulu-Nogays after the death of Ismail Mirza and the Russian control of the region began to pursue a pro-



While the Safavid war continued, due to the atrocities on the Western front,
there also emerged the possibility of a war with the Habsburgs. Only the Uzbek Khan
Abdullah kept his promise and successfully attacked the eastern provinces of Persia
and invaded Kherat (1588).° Thus, Ottoman efforts were not in vain because the
Safavids realised that they could not continue the war under these joint attack and
accepted the peace. Nevertheless, the Russian problem remained unsolved. The
Ottomans had to postpone their plans since the war with the Habsburgs was inevitable
and they needed the Crimean Tatar military support on the front. However, the
Crimean Khan tried to solve the problem in traditional ways, which means, by a raid
directed to Moscow itself. But he died on the way to campaign. Gazi Giray II was
appointed as the Crimean Khan in 1588, under these circumstances since he was the

right man in the right place.

Ottoman policy. For the activities of Nogays see: Akdes Nimet Kurat, Tirk Kavimleri ve Devletleri,
Ankara, 1992, pp.281-289.



III The Life of Gazi Giray II Before His Reign

Gazi Giray was the right man for the Ottomans because he proved his
loyalty and capabilities during the 1578-1590 Ottoman-Persian war. According to 4/~
Sab’ al-sayyar Gazi Giray was born in 1554. Although we don’t know much about
his youth, it is possible to argue that as a Hanzade he was given to an Afalik (most
probably in Circassian tribe Besleni) that was responsible for the training of hanzades

in horsemanship, use of weapons and military training ®

His name is first mentioned as the commander of a Tatar contingent during
the Tatar raid into Podolia (1575).° It was one of the raids that was launched
following the revolt of Ivan Ivonia, Voivode of Moldavia (1572-1574), who was

supported by Poles and Zaporozhian Cossacks.'® Some Polish magnates that were

¢ M.Fahrettin Kirzioglu, Osmanlilar 'tn Kafkas Ellerini Fethi (1451-1590), Ankara, 1999, p.376.
” Muhammed Ruza, Al-Sab’ al-Sayyar fi ahbar al- muliik al-tatar, ed., Kazzmbey, Kazan, 1832, p.111.

¥ Carl Max Kortepeter, Otioman Imperialism During the Reformation: Europe and Caucasus, New
York, 1972, p.34. , Claude Cahen, “Atalik (Atabeg)” E.I, second edition, I, p.731-732 and Kefeli
Ibrahim bin Ali, Tevarihi Tatarhan ve Dagistan ve Mosku ve Degti-Kipgak Ulkelerinindir, ed., Cafer
Seydamet, Kastence, 1920, p.34.

® Kortepeter, Ottoman Imperialism, p.32.
1% Aurel Decei argues that the campaign was launched because Voivode did not accept to raise the
tribute and Cossacks and Poles joined his revolt. Aurel Decei, “Bogdan”, 1A, II, p.700. Selaniki states

that the Tatars were allowed because of the Cossack activities in Ocakov and the revolt of Moldavia
was related with the Poles. Tarih-i Selaniki, 1, p.214.

10



supported by the Habsburgs wanted to spark a conflict between the Ottomans and
Poland-Lithuania, so that they could establish Polish authority in Moldavia that would
enable them to obtain a direct outlet to the Black Sea. For the Ottomans this action
was not acceptable and should be punished by every means. Consequently, they
encouraged the Crimean Tatars to respond to the Cossack activities in Moldavia. The
conflict was not settled until the newly elected King of Poland Stephan Bathory
(1578-1584) realised the critical turn of the events and ordered the Cossacks to stop
their activities. The Ottomans renewed the peace only after they executed in Lvov the
Cossack commander Ivan Pidkova who succeeded to unseat the Moldavian Voivode
(1575-1579 and 1583-1590)."! Now the Poles could concentrate on the Danzig revolt

and the Ottomans could turn their face to the eastern front.

1



IV The Emergence of the Cossacks

However, there appeared a new actor in the scene: the Cossacks. They were
not totally loyal to their “lords” and continued their raids in the Ottoman territory. The
Cossacks that were heavily influenced by the Tatar military tactics and organisation
began to pose a serious threat to the Ottomans and the Tatars. It was very difficult to
deal with the Cossacks that were successfully using guerilla tactics.'* According to the
Ukrainian chronicles, the first Cossak raid against the Ottomans took place around
1540 under the leadership of Karpo Maslov of Cherkassy. They attacked Ocakhov and
burned it."> Gradually, the Cossacks began to attract many followers to their ranks and
acted as a buffer between the Ottomans and their northern neighbours. The emergence
of Cossackdom in the steppe was a major blow to the future of the Crimean Khanate
and the security of the Black Sea trade. Giving up the fertile lands of Dest-i Kipgak to
the Cossacks meant further isolation of the Crimean Khanate and a might-be

Slavization of the region as it happened in the Volga region.'* The Tatar army proved

1 Michael Hrushevsky, A History of Ukraine, ed., O.J.Frederiksen, New Haven, 1948, p.163.

12 For the Military tactics of the Cossacks see: Philip Longworth, The Cossacks, New York, 1969. The
Author argues that while the Don and other Cossacks were expert on horsemanship, the Zaporozhian
Cossacks distinguished themselves as soldiers on foot and their skills in sea.

> Michael Hrushevsky, 4 History, p.155. He is also giving information about previous Cossack
activities but he prefers to start with this date because of the uncertainty about the origins of Cossacks
that attacked.

" For the course of rise of Cossackdom see: Philip Longworth, The Cossacks, that represents the

Russian perspective, see: Hrusevhsky, 4 History, for the Ukrainian perspective and see: Kefeli [brahim,
Tevarihi, for the Tatar perspective.

12



to be ineffective against the Cossacks. Thanks to Sayka (Cayka or Chaika: seagull in
Russian) that they used to sail along Dnieper and Don rivers, the Cossacks remained
aloof from the Tatar bows."® The Crimean army was not allowed to hold artillery as a
precaution against the Crimean claims on Kefe. An increase of the Ottoman presence
within the peninsula became inevitable. Furthermore, the Ottomans were in desperate
need of the Crimean cavalry in their long campaigns both in the East and West and

undermined the Cossack threats.

!5 Akdes Nimet Kurat, Tarkiye ve, p.249. According to Beauplan an engineer that worked for Poles
describe Sayka (Cayka in Russian) as a small boat about forty five feet long, ten to twelve feet wide,

13



V Gazi Giray II in the Ottoman-Safavid War (1578-1590)

Bora Gazi Giray spent the second stage of his career as a warrior on the
eastern front. He joined to the campaign in November 1578. The Crimean Khan
Mehmed Giray II (1577-1588) finally realised that he could no more ignore the
Ottoman proposals to join the army.'® He sent a contingent led by his brother Adil
Giray, the Kalghay, who was accompanied by his brothers Gazi Giray and Sakay
Miibarek Giray and by his son, Saadet Giray.'” The army arrived to the front at a
critical point. The Ottoman army under the leadership of Ozdemiroglu Osman Pasa,
Serdar of Shirvan, was surrounded by the Safavid army in Shemakha, the capital of
Shirvan (9 Ramazan 986/9 November1578).'® Unexpected arrival of the Crimean
forces that attacked the enemy without losing time resulted in the defeat of the
Safavids (11 Ramazan 986/11 November 1578). Even the commander of the Safavid
army, Arus Khan, and his son, Dede Khan, were taken prisoners and sentenced to

death.

and of the same depth each of which accommodates fifty to seventy men. Beauplan G., A Description
of Ukraine, ed., A B. Pernal, Massachusetts, 1993, p.64.

' The Crimean forces consisted of 15.000 Tatars, 5 or 6 thousands Nogays and Circassians including
10 cannons and 300 janissaries under the leadership of Mehmed bey of Azov. Kirziogl,
Osmanlilarin, p.331.

7 Abdiilgaffar notes that Bora Gazi was sent to campaign by Islam Giray II (1584-1588) that is not
true. In Abdiilgaffar, Umdetii -t-tevarih, supplement to TOEM, Istanbul, 1924, p.115.

L



Soon after the victory, the first quarrel appeared between the Ottomans and
the Crimeans. The Ottoman leadership was not willing to let the Tatars to raid the
country for booty. The conflict was a typical example of the problems that often
arouse between the Tatars and Ottomans. The booty was the primary objective of the
Tatars in their wars. The Tatar army was not consisted of salaried soldiers like that of
the Ottomans. Therefore, the booty that they would gather in a campaign was very
important for the Tatar soldiers. Even, their military tactics were aimed to gather
booty. The yearly Capkul (booty raids) to the neighbouring countries was crucial for
the livelihood of an ordinary Tatar."” The Ottoman leadership wanted to treat them as
an ordinary division of their armies. The attitude of the Serdar caused great reaction
among the Tatars that wanted to raid for booty.?° The Tatars did not want to enter the
discipline of the Ottomans and preferred to fight in their traditional manners. The
Serdar warmed them under the pretext that it was customary for the Ottomans to
protect the lives and the properties of the Muslims even in the war zone. The Kalghay
replied that they could not accept it because raiding is a necessity for them.* Soon an
occasion arose to settle the conflict. It was learned that a group of fleeing Safavid
dignitaries together with their retinues including the treasury of Aras Khan encamped

across the Kura River. Tatar forces quickly raided the camp and acquired booty more

'8 Abdurrahman Seref, “Ozdemiroglu Osman Pasa”, TOEM, II/IV, Istanbul, 1329/1913 p.1364.

'® For the importance of Capkuls see: Collins, L.J.D.,”The Military Organisation and Tactics of the
Crimean Tatars, 16®-17" centuries”, War, Technology and Society in the Middle East, ed., V.J Parry
and MLE.Yapp, London,1975, pp.257-276. The Tatar army was formed from ordinary Tatars that
needed the subsidies of the Khan or their Mirzas. Some even doesn’t have a horse or a weapon to fight.
The money that was sent to the Khans when they were invited to the campaigns was very important for
the preparation of the army. For the description of Capkul and the Tatar tactics during a Capkul see:
Beauplan, A Description,.

% Halil Inalcik, “Kinm”, /4, VL p.749.

2 Seref, TOEM, p.1365.
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than they had expected and could carry, including the wife and daughters of Aras

Khan.?

Meanwhile, the main Persian army was now moving towards Shemakha to
siege Ozdemiroglu. The besieged Serdar tried to send word to the Kalghay that was
turning back. Unfortunately, the Safavids captured the messenger. The commander of
the army, Selman Khan, Vizier of Shah, made a critical decision and decided to send
the bulk of his army against the Tatars. The Safavids and Tatars clashed near the
Menla Hasan River on 30 Ramazan 986/30 November 1578.% Tatar army that obliged
to fight with a superior force was defeated following three days of fierce battle.** The

Kalghay Adil Giray was taken prisoner but Gazi Giray managed to escape.

The following year, the Khan Mehmed Giray II joined the campaign in
person upon the concessions of the Porte. First of all, he was appointed as the
commander of the Ottoman army in Dagestan.”> More important, he was allowed to
appoint his son Saadet Giray as Nura’l-din (Nurettin). The office of Kalghay (heir
apparent to the throne) existed before the Crimean Khanate. According to the

Cengizide tradition (Kanun-1 Cengiziye), he should be one of Khan’s younger

2 Ibid. p.1366.

2 Ibid.p.1369. Kortepeter quoting from °‘Ali’s Kiinhii'l-ahbar states that war took place near
Mahmudabad. In Kortepeter, Ottoman Imperialism, p. 78.

* Tbid.p.1369. According to ‘Ali’s Kiinhii’l-ahbar following their successful ride only Adil and Gaz
Giray remained with Serdar the others departed for the Crimea. Thus, only a portion of the army fought
with the Safavids, in Kortepeter, Ottoman Imperialism, p.78.

» Kortepeter, Ottoman Imperialism, p.63.
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brothers and when the throne fell vacant he became the Khan?® However, this
tradition caused many problems. Firstly, the Ottoman authority would be nominal if
the Kalghay were to become the Khan. Secondly, the tribal aristocracy that held the
real power in the Khanate could cause to a fait accompli depending on another
Cengizide tradition (Tore or Tire); Kurultay and elect a Kalghay as Khan. Thirdly
some of the Khans wanted to appoint their sons as Kalghay to ensure that the
Khanship remain in their lines.”” Thus, if the Sultan did not appoint the Kalghay as
Khan or did not confirm a Kalghay elected by the Kurultay the conflict became
inevitable. Mehmed Giray II making use of the critical situation obtained the right to
appoint a Nura’l-din (the second heir to the throne) that meant further weakening of
Sultan’s authority in the Crimea.”® The Khan who could not appoint one of his sons
Kalghay because of the tradition appointed his brother Alp Giray Kalghay and his son

Saadet Giray Nura’l-din in order to ensure a position for him.

The Khan spent whole summer in the front. After a successful raid
Shirvan once again had cleared of Safavids. Upon the news that Serdar of the eastern
front Lala Mustafa Pasha would not join them, the Crimean war council decided to
return back but Ozdemiroglu Osman Pasha convinced the Khan to remain by

suggesting a raid on Gence.? The raid was very successful because the Safavids had

% According to Inalcik the post of Kalghay was a precaution taken by Mengli Giray to stop the
quarrels between the claimants of the throne and became a Tire later. Halil Inalcik, “Kalgay”, 14, VI,
pp.131-132.

7 Halil Inalcik, “Giray”, I4, IV, p.786 and Kortepeter, “Kalghay”, EJ, second edition, V, pp. 499-500.
% The Ottomans did not always followed the rules for their choice but protected the rights of Kalghays

and Nura’l-dins in their appointments of Khans. Out 40 Khans 25 were Kalghays and 5 were Nura’l-
dins. In Inalcik, ibid. p. 786.
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retreated and the Tatars stormed the whole region easily.’® Now the Tatars that
acquired more booty than they had expected were willing to return to the Crimea. This
time the Khan refused all the proposals of the Serdar and argued that he is not a
Beylerbeyi but an independent ruler.”! To make things more difficult the Khan ordered

the return of his son Saadet Giray soon after his departure.

Gazi Giray remained on the command of a small force at the front.*? In the
Ottoman army anti-Crimean feelings began to be expressed openly. They argued that
the Tatars were fighting only for the booty and already got the lion’s share.*® The
Serdar Osman Pasha was in a difficult position; he had to defend the region with a
small force during the winter. It was also an opportunity for Gazi Giray to show his
skills in the war. The Serdar decided to launch a pre-emptive attack to the Safavid
Kiglak. Gazi Giray that was accompanied with many Ottoman soldiers launched a
surprise attack to the Safavid camp in Gence and the disordered Safavids were

defeated and Selman Khan managed to escape at the last moment (winter 1579).%*

» Seref, TOEM, p.1424.

*® Ibid.p.1434. For the success of the raid he notes that slaves were abundant that they were sold only
for a few dirhems.

3! Pegevi ibrahim Efendi, Pecevi Tarihi II, ed., Bekir Sitka Baykal., Mersin, 1992, p.83. It is obvious
that it was one of the main causes of the dismissal of the Khan in 1584 but it also reflects the extent of
the Khan’s power at the time.

32 According to Muhammed Riza; Gazi Giray opposed to the untimely return of Mehmed Giray IT and
remained in the front with 300 soldiers and entered to the service of the Serdar. Riza, 4/-Sab’, p.107.

? Seref, TOEM, p.1435.

* Tbid.pp.1457-1458.
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The victory obtained by 2.000 or 3.000 soldiers did not escape form the eyes of the

Sultan and Gazi Giray received a promotion of 50.000 akges.”’

The Safavids lost little time to setback and Gazi Giray was decisively
defeated in Shemakha in the spring of 1581.° Osman Pasha expected that Safavid
offensive was inevitable and appointed Gazi Giray the commander of the
expeditionary forces. When the armies met somewhere around Shemakha, he was
defeated and imprisoned by the Safavids.’” Safavids tried every means to persuade
him to cooperate with them against the Ottomans. He refused all the proposals and
was sent to the castle of Alamut where he remained during his captivity. The Safavids
that planned to send him to the Crimea after the dismissal and the revolt of his brother
Mehmed Giray II liberated and took him to the palace (1584 or 1585).%% In Tabriz, he
was able to escape and he joined to the Serdar Osman Pasha in Erzurum.* Gazi Giray
that was received very well by the Serdar remained in the Eastern Front until the death
of the Serdar, his protector, (30 November 1585) and then went to Istanbul. In
Istanbul he was given a Salyane in Yanbolu where he had a quiet life. On May 1588
he learned that he was appointed the Khan instead of his brother Islam Geray II

(1584-1588).

 1bid, p.1429. For the transcription of the document see: Appendices document no:1

3 Ibid.p.1430. It is stated that the Safavids acted very cautiously and did not allow Gazi Giray to
launch surprise attack.

37 Tbid.p.1431. According to Ottoman accounts Gazi Giray had 2.000 or 3.000 soldiers while the
Safavids had 15.000 soldiers.

% Ibid.p.1432.

¥ 1bid.p.1499. According to the tradition Gazi Giray managed to escape by saying that he will join to
Shah who was out of town. He crossed the border as a Dervish and joined to the army in Erzurum.
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VI The Crimean Khanate in the beginning of Gazi Giray II’s

Rule

The Ottomans had many incentives to appoint Gazi Giray Khan of the
Crimea. First he proved his military skills and loyalty to the Ottomans during the
1578-1590 Safavid war. The Ottomans understood once more the risks that an
independent Khan might cause in the Crimea after the revolt of Mehmed Giray II.
Therefore Gazi Giray Il who was familiar with the Ottoman politics and bureaucracy
was the most logical choice.** He was sent to the Crimea with enough Ottoman
soldiers and sat to throne without any reaction. The Crimean aristocracy accepted the
choice of the Sultan at that critical moment. They did not want to cause a trouble with
the Porte despite the fact that they had already chosen the Kalghay Alp Giray as the
Khan and asked the Sultan to confirm.*! According to the Ottoman historian Selaniki

Bora Giray was coincidently in Istanbul and did not aim to become the Khan when he

“ According to Smirnov, Sultan Murad III (1574-1596) and Gazi Giray II were friends and the Sultan
promised to make him and his sons Khan. V.D. Smirnov, Krimskoye Hanstvo I, St. Petersburg, 1887, p.
444,

! Selaniki I, p.201. “Ve evasit-1 sehri cumadelulada Kinm Ham Islam Giray Han Legker-i Tatar-1 saba-
reftar ile Vilayet Rus iistiine gazaya niyyet i azimet idiib, akina ¢ikup, iki menzil gitmis iken bi-
iradeti'l-Hayyi 'llezi la yemut maraz-1 sekt anz olup, harekete mecali olmayub, sefer-i ahiret ihtiyar
eylediigi haber Siidde-i sa’adete geliip ve anda olan legker-i Tatar kagilgay olan Alp Giray Sultam
hanlayub, sa’adetlii Padigah’dan reca vii niyaz eylediikleri arzlan Paye-i serir-i saltanata okundukda
Rizay-1 serifleri olmayub mukaddema §irvan-zeminde Kizilbas-1 bed-ma’as ile ceng idiib, bahadirhik ve
dilaverlik ile me’mur olup ve Kizilbag’da giriftar oldukda habs olunup derd ii ana ¢eken Gazi Giray
Sultan Han olsun buyunlup ...”.
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was appointed the Khan of Crimea.* It is more feasible to interpret his arrival as an
attempt to lobby for his appointment of the Khan than to consider it the grace of God
as Selaniki had done. Gazi Giray II was considered to be one of the more Ottomanised

Khans.

However, as stated above, the process of Ottomanisation had already
started. A rather significant event took place under the rule of his predecessor. Islam
Giray I under the pressure of Murad and Saadet Giray’s revolt that could be
suppressed only by the Ottoman presence and his failure to deal with the raids of the
Nogays in Bogdan (Moldavia) introduced or forced to introduce a new practice. He
ordered that the name of the Sultan should be mentioned at first place during the
Friday prayer (Hutbe) and the name of the Khan at second place. These meant further
increase of the Ottoman influence.” The Ottoman sovereignty over the Crimea did
not follqw the traditional pattern. The Ottomans followed a policy of three steps to a
vassal state before it s incorporation to the Ottoman system.** First, they sent an army
during the campaign. Second, they forced them to send a Rehin (hostage) to the
capital. Third, they asked the payment of a fixed sum as tribute. The first principle
was applied to the Crimea relatively late. Except, Mengli Giray’s (1467-1474, 1475-

1476, 1478-1514) presence in the Moldavian campaign of Bayezid II (1481-1512) in

4% . Yanboli’da sakin iken ol esnada Asitane-i sa’adete miilazemete gelmis bulunup, Sadna’zam
Siyavus Paga hazretleri ikram u ihtiram ile getiiriip, sa’adetlii “Padigah-1 alem-penah hazretleri size aba
vii ecdadinuz makaminmi, Kinnm Hanhgn tevcih buyurdular” diyab kadirgalar ile kifayet mikdan asker
hazirlayup Karadenizden Kefe’ye irsal i isal buyurdilar. Kemal-i sevket i hagmet ile gikup hezaran acz
u iftikar ile Dergah-1 Ahadiyyet’e yiiz tutup gitdiler. Hanlik iimid u recas1 hatrlanna gelmeyiip, ancak
iglemis ulufelerin, alup, erbab-1 ma’rifet it kemal ile 6mr gecirmek arzusunda idiler.” Ibid.,pp.210-202.

“ Ruza, Al-sab’, p.106. But the Giray’s preserved their privilege to mint coin until the end of their rule.
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1484. The Tatars joined the campaigns of Siileyman I (1520-1566) in the Balkans
(1538-1543-1566). Only, after the Safavid War (1578-1590) the Ottomans began to
request their continuous presence in the front. The second one became customary
after Saadet Giray (1524-1532).*° It was an action taken to ensure the liability of the
Khan. They wanted to prevent the independent actions of the Khans by using the
Rehin as a check. Instead of applying the third principle, the Ottomans preferred to
subsidise the Crimean Khans. The Khan was given 1.500.000 akge Salyane under the
name of Kaftan-beha from the income of customs of Kefe.* Since it was customary
for the Ottomans to adopt the privileges of the conquered lands to their systems in
different names, it may be regarded as the continuation of tribute paid by Genoeses to
the Khan.*” When the Khans were invited to the war he was given 40 000 akge Cizme
Baha that he distributed to his Kapikulu and Mirzas. During the campaign he was also
given money such as Tegrif-i Kudiim. These were mainly to ensure the Crimean
presence in the campaign but it should be noted that for the ordinary Tatars it was a
heavy burden to equip for the campaign and they should be subsidised to join the
army.*® More important, the Crimean aristocracy, the Karagi Beys and Mirzas (sons of

the Karagi beys) including the Kalghay, Nura’i-din, Oghlans (other members of the

“ Halil inalcik, “Ottoman Methods of Conquest”, Studia Islamica, 1, Paris, 1954, pp.103-129.
* Inalcik, 14, IV, p.786.

“ Ibid.p.786. Salyane refers to the part of the empire that is not applied the Timar system such as the
Arab provinces of Algeria, Mecca or Christian principalities of Moldavia and Wallachia.

“7 Halil Inalcik, “Yeni Vesikalara Gére Kinm Hanliginin Osmanh Tabiligine Girmesi ve Ahidname
Meselesi”, Belleten, VII, Ankara,1944, p.198 He quotes from Heyd Histoire Du Commerce Au Levant
I, that the Genoeses were paying tribute both Ottomans and Tatars in 1465. According to Alan Fisher;
the Salyane was not a fixed sum but increased in time. The Ottomans believed that the Crimean Tatars
were not able to rely on their incomes and tried to compensate their losses because of the stopping of
slave trade as well as to ensure their loyalty. Alan Fisher, “Les rapports entre ’Empire Ottoman et la
Crimee”, in Alan Fisher, Between Russians, Ottomans and Turks: Crimea and Crimean Tatars,
Istanbul, 1998, pp.19-34.

“ L.J.D.Collins, “The Military ”, p.259.
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royal family) and Nokers (or nokoérs) who holds the real power in the Khanate, should

be convinced to join the campaign.*

The aristocracy that controlled the majority of the common Tatars was able
to resist the Khan and refuse to obey his orders. The power of the aristocracy
depended on two factors. Firstly, the hereditary rights of them that were epitomised in
Tiire. Tt can be summarise under three principles: a- Cengiskanid descent: the strict
Tatar notion that required direct lineage to Djodji (Cugi d.1224), the eldest son of
Cenghis Khan, who was assigned to rule the western part of the empire by his father.*
b- factual allegiance of the Ulus or the powerful tribes under four Karagu beys.’'c-
actual possession of Ulug-Yurt (Taht or Saray), the capital region of the empire.’? The
Crimean Khans had a Cengiskhanid descent and they always claimed their right over
Ulug-Yurt. The title that are used by the Crimean Khans reflects it: “ Ulug Orda, Ulug
Yurtnin, ve tahti Kinm’mn...”** After Mengli Giray’s devastation of Saray in 1502,

they felt themselves free to claim to be the successor of the Golden Horde. However,

* Ibid.p.258.

3% According to the tradition Cogi was given all the lands that were masticated by Mongolian horses.
For Chenghiskhanids right to rule refer to B.Y. Vladimirtsov, Mogollarin Igtimai Tegkilan, ed.,
Abdiilkadir Inan, Ankara, 1987, pp. 210-212.

5! Halil Inalcik, “Power relationships between Russia, the Crimea and the Ottoman Empire as reflected
in the titulature”, The Middle East and the Balkans under the Ottoman rule: Essays on economy and
Society, Bloomington, 1993, pp. 371-372.

52 The Ulug-Yurt in the time of Cenghis Khan was in the Keliiren river in Mongolia that the Kurultay
convened to elect the Khan. The Ulug-Yurt in Golden Horde was in the middle Volga River that Batu
Khan (1237-1256) the founder of the Golden Horde had established his capital Saray. The term Taht-[l1
was fictitious. It did not refer to a definite place any place that the Kiryen (the camp) of the Khan
located could be defined Taht-ili. For more information see: B.Y. Vladimirtsov, Mogollarin Ictimai,
and AY. Yakubovski, Altin Ordu ve Cokigii, ed., Hasan Eren, Ankara, 1992.

3 V.Veliaminov Zernov, Kinm Yurtina ve Ol Taraflarga Dair Bulgan Yarhg ve Hatlar, Saint
Petersburg, 1864, p.1038. The letter of Canibek Giray Khan to the Russian Tsar Michael Feodorovich.
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they had to obtain the approval of the Karagi Beys and vice versa. According to the
Turco-Mongol tradition the authority invested in Altan-Urugh (the royal family) or in
a particular Khan from this family was considered to be derived from divine will and

no human arrangement could change it.

In reality it was the leader of the tribal aristocracy, Ulug-Bey, in agreement
with the leaders of the other tribes determined who would became Khan.>* The Karagi
tribes were consisted of Sirin, the leader of the aristocracy, Barin, Argin, Kipgak,
Sicivut and Mangit tribes.” The influence of the tribes varied in time. Manghit tribe,
despite the fact that they settled later in the Crimea, quickly began to play a prominent
role but the Shirins always remained the most influential clan.’® Military forces under
the command of the Clans were around 10.000.” The four Karagi Beys were always
present in the state councils, Korirmiis or Korinis, and their consent was required in

every important matter.® A Karagi bey abstained from taking part in the meetings to

5* Inalcik, Harvard Ukrainian, p.449.

5% Karagi meant commoner or those outside the royal family. For more information see: ed., Ahmet
Temiir, Mogollarin Gizli Tarihi, Ankara, 1995, p.8.

¢ Manz,”The Clans ...”, p.287. Also see: Inalcik, “The Khan ...”, and V.E. Sroeckovsky, Muhammed
Geray Han ve Vassallan, ed., Kemal Ortayli, Ankara, 1978. It is necessary to note that Sroeckovsky
insisted on the feudal character of the Khanate. B.F. Manz who depended on Russian and Polish-
Lithuanian sources, argued that the clans were not the sole and also not the most influential contenders
for the power in the Khanate.. The service beys or the Kuls of the Khan played the most important role.
Inaicik argues that the nékorship was the strongest element in the society that overrides kinship ties and
gave it’s “feudal character”.

57 Inalcik, “The Khan”, p.448. During the second Circassian campaign of Sahip Giray Khan (1532-
1551) in 1543 the tribal forces were as follows: Shirins 5.000, Arghins and Kipchaks 3.000 and
Manghits 2.000. In Remmal Hoca, Tarihi Sahib Giray Han, ed., Ozalp Gokbilgin, Ankara, 1973, p.73.
Inalcik argues that the total amount of the tribal forces was 10.000 contrary to the tradition that
presented only the forces of Shirins 20.000.

8 Abdiilgaffar, ‘Umdet, Istanbul, 1924, p.193. For the transcription of the text see: appendices
document no:2.



protest the Khan’s policy. The Khan remained powerless when all the Karagi beys
abandoned him. In this situation the Beys went to a sacred place called Kayalar-Alt
that the seals (7amga) of the Crimean clans were printed on the rocks.”® Furthermore,
the foreign powers had to made separate agreements with the Beys.*’ They had the
right to disapprove an agreement or individually launch an attack to a neighbouring
state. Therefore the support of the Karagi Beys was extremely important for the
Crimean Khans. They used several means to obtain it including the marriage, granting

lands and the right to collect taxes.®"

The second factor that determined the influence of the Karagis was the
military forces at their disposal that was closely related with the Turco-Mongol
tradition of Nokor-ship.** The Nokors were the military commanders under the
service of a bey that did not left him even under the worse conditions. The logic of the
system was to organise the military in an effective way that through raids into the
lands of the Christian prosperity and wealth could be taken into the Crimea. Therefore
an energetic leader was the choice. Thanks to their Nokors, a defeated Bey could
become a Kazak (Kazaga Cikmak) and wait for the appropriate moment to continue
the struggle. Therefore, it was almost impossible to eliminate a rival completely. More

important, the Karagi’s were very keen on to protect their privileges and any attempt

% Inalcik, “The Khan” p.448.

% Manz, “The Clans”, p.286. She states that Lithuanians often asked ambassadors from Shirins and
once asked from both Shirns and Argns.

' inalcik, “The Khan”, p.450 and Manz, ibid. p.286. She notes that Shirins and Manghts often
intermarried with Girays. The Shirins had the right to collect a special tax, part of the transit tax in
Perekop were given to them.

2 For more information on Nokér or Noker see: Vladimirtsov, Mogollarin, pp.74-146.
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to alter it had a harsh opposition from the Karagi beys.®’> The third factor behind their
influence was their economic power. The wealth of the Crimea mainly depended on
slave trade. It is estimated that thousands of captives were sold as slaves after the
Tatar raids.®* The Ottoman as well as the Crimean economies required slave labour.
As a result of the fierce resistance in the West, the Ottomans turned towards North
and South for slaves. Thus, the Crimean raids became very important not only for the
Crimea but also for the Ottomans and any failed raid caused a crisis in the land.*®’ The
slaves were used for military purposes, in the personal services and in the domestic
economy.®® A Khan who tried to pursue a peaceful policy and wanted to control
individual raids of the clans inevitably faced with the reaction of them. A Khan’s

success is closely related with his ability to satisfy the aristocracy.

First of all Gazi Giray II had to settle the situation in the Khanate. His
first step was to appoint his brother Feth Giray Kalghay and his nephew Baht Giray as
Nura’l-din. Former Kalghay Alp Giray and Nura’l-din Sakay Mubarek Giray after an

unsuccessful struggle fled from the Crimea. Alp Giray went to Istanbul and Sakay

¢ For the struggle between Sahib Giray Khan that aimed to centralise the power at the Ottoman model
and the tribal aristocracy that reacted him see; Remmal Hoca, Tarih-i Sahib,.

%4 Halil inalcik, “The Black Sea and Eastern Europe”, An Economic and Social History of the Ottoman
Empire, ed., Halil Inalcik with Donald Quatert, Cambridge, 1994, pp. 271-314. He states that during
the period 1500-1650 the number of slave brought from Poland-Muscovy and Circassia exceeded
10.000 every year. For the influence of the raids on the Ukrainian people and rise of Cossackdom refer
to Hrushevsky, 4 History, pp. 144-164. Orest Subtelny, Ukraine A History, Toronto, 1992, p.106. He
notes that from 1450 to 1568 eighty-six raid were recorded and from 1600 to 1647 seventy. He further
notes that although the number of captives had reached 30.000 in a single raid, the average was 3.000.

& Inalcik, ibid. p.284.

8 V.E.Sroeckovsky, Muhammed Geray, pp.25-54. He gives many examples of slaves or former slaves
living and working in the Crimea.



Giray went to Circassia.®” His second step was to break up the rival coalition
consisted of the sons of Mehmed Giray II, Ulu-Nogays who were supported by
Russians and the Don Cossacks. He convinced the Sultan to declare an amnesty for
the sons of Mehmet Giray II. His policy was so successful that even Murad Giray, the
puppet Khan of Astrakhan, wanted to return to the Crimea.®® But his policy vis-a-vis
the Nogays was partially successful. He dissuaded the Nogays from the Russian
influence but could not win them in his cause.® Therefore, the Volga region in a sense

was left completely to the hands of the Russians.

The Cossack raids that brought the Ottomans on the brink of a war with
Poland-Lithuania (spring 1588) was another problem that Gazi Giray faced upon his
accession. The death of Stephan Bathory in 1586 relaxed the Polish control on the
borders. The Zaporozhian Cossacks that benefited from the situation began to cause
problems in the border area. As a result of the Cossack raids, the Sultan ordered the
mobilisation of the forces in the border. The Ottomans started the construction of a
new fort at the mouth of river Dnieper, the usual place of passing for Cossacks.
Finally, the Porte decided to combine the sanjaks of Ozii, Bender and Akkerman in to

one larger sanjak to block the penetration of Cossacks to the Black Sea.”® Bora Gazi

" Riza, Al-Sab’ al-sayyar, p.108.

% Kortepeter, Ottoman Imperialism, p.102. Murad Giray died of poisoning sometime around 1590;
thereafter Russians and Tatars accused each other of murdering him.

6_9 Ibid.p.104. Some of the Nogay Mirzas responded positively to the amnesty and left Astrakhan but
did not want to subjugate to the Crimean Khan. Therefore they asked for the Ottoman intervention but
the Sultan did not interfere and let the decision to the Khan.

" BOA, Miihimme Defterleri, 64/365 (Zi’1-Hicce 996/Nov.1588).
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was ordered to raid into Podolia in order to punish the Poles and the Cossacks.”"
Ottomans and Polish-Lithuanians were very close to war but the situation had
radically changed on 17 Cemaziyi’l-evvel 997/3 May 1589 when the Sultan replaced
Siyavug Pasha with Koca Sinan Pasha after a janissary revolt. The Polish-Lithuanians
felt compelled to accept Ottoman conditions under the threat of an attack that became
inevitable. Since the Ottoman-Safavid war was very likely to end with an Ottoman
victory the Ottomans seems to have more troops to use against Polish-Lithuanians. A
preliminary agreement was made on 15 May 1590 and confirmed in the following
year.”> Now, the Ottomans could turn their attention to the Hungary where the tension
between the Ottomans and Habsburgs was increasing. Polish-Lithuanian turned to its
internal affairs, mainly to the Cossacks that began to pose a threat for them. Bora Gazi

making use of the situation came to an agreement with Polish-Lithuanian.”

Bora Gazi had one other task to accomplish: to settle the situation with
Muscovy. It was already noted that under their energetic Tsar Ivan IV, the Russians
engaged an offensive in the Caucasus and tried to put a puppet regime in the Crimea
during and after the revolt of Mehmed Giray II. The new Tsar Feodor (1584-1598)
and especially the regent and future tsar Boris Godunov (1598-1605) continued their
activities. In the Caucasus, they attacked Dagestan and tried to increase their influence

among the Circassian tribes. The increasing Cossack raids in the area between Azov

"' Selanik I, p.214. He notes that after the successful raid, the Khan was rewarded with a Jjewelled
sword and a robe.

"2 Hrushevsky argues that the agreement was signed as a result of the Ottoman unwillingness to fight
because of the Cossack raids. Hrushevsky, 4 History, p.181. This statement did not seem to be realistic.
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among the Circassian tribes. The increasing Cossack raids in the area between Azov
(Azak) and the Northern Caucasus caused great concern both in Istanbul and the

Crimea.”™

Apart from Ottomans, Bora Giray found a new ally against Muscovy:
Sweden that claimed Baltic lands in order to control the trade of Muscovy.” The
Swedish King sent an ambassador to the Crimea and promised rich gifts and
subsidies. He assured that he would send a large Swedish army in the North in order
to take the bulk of the Muscovite army from the capital. Muscovy that heard the
preparations of the war sent an ambassador to the Khan. However, the efforts of the
ambassador, Bibikov, remained fruitless. On 11 January 1591, his property was
confiscated because the Tsar failed to send an adequate gift of furs to the Khan and he
contacted with the Miifti of the Crimea without the consent of the Khan. On 5 May
1591, he was notified that the Khan was preparing an attack on Polish-Lithuanians
and Russians could realise that the campaign was against Muscovy only at the end of
July.” On 13 July 1591, the Crimean attacked the capital defended by the Muscovite
forces including Lithuanian and German mercenaries. After one day of fierce combat
without result, the Khan suddenly decided to withdraw.”” It was mainly because he

realised that it was futile to attack to a well- fortified town. However, Russian

" Under Godunov’s leadership Muscovy made important gains in the south he founded new outposts
on Don, Donets and Volga rivers even one appeared on the river Terek. Robert O. Crummey, The
Formation of Muscovy 1304-1613, New York, 1987, p.208. He argues that the outposts were built for
two purposes. Firstly to counter the Crimean raids and to control the unruly Cossacks.

75 Kortepeter, Ottoman Imperialism, p.110.

’® Ibid. p.110.

7 Tbid. p.111.



historians considered the withdrawal as a complete defeat and attributed it to the
effective defence system established by Muscovy that consisted of a connected set of
small fortifications.” In general the Russian approach was not wrong because this was
the last time that the Crimean forces attacked directly to Moscow. The Crimean
cavalry was not effective vis-a-vis the fortified towns and the firearms were also an
obstacle for them.” The Khan who was wounded in the war returned to the Crimea on
9 August 1591 on a cart. The Kalghay Feth Giray had already returned at the end of

July.

The Sultan reacted negatively to this withdrawal and accused him of having
dishonoured the accompanying Ottoman troops.®® Meanwhile, the Muscovite envoy in
the Crimea, Bibikov, was treated kindly. The Khan informed him that the raid was
overdue.®' It was understood that the conflict had three reasons: First the Cossack
raids, secpnd the Russian activities and third the sending of Tiyis (Tiys) to the Khan
by Muscovy. When the Tsar declined to come to an agreement, the Kalghay Feth
Giray attacked Ryazan and Tula, south of Moscow. The raid was very successful and

he returned with lot of captives.® Finally, Muscovy realised that under the threat of a

78 For example see: Smirnov, Krimskoye Hanstvo, p.445. He argues that Turco-Tatar historiography
neglects the defeat and did not even talk about the campaign. Also Robert O.Crummey, 7he Formation,
p-207.

’® The Russian version of the withdrawal is that the Tatars were discouraged by the effective use of
defence made by the arquebuses and to the news that the Khan acquired about the arrival of Russian
army from north from the prisoners. In Kortepeter, Ottoman Imperialism, p.120.

% Tbid.p.120.

8 Ibidp.111.



two frontal war it was necessary to consent Crimean demands. On October 1593 the
Muscovite ambassador Prince Shcherbatov made a preliminary agreement with
Ahmed Agha (the Bash Agha or the Crimean equivalent of Vizier). The Tsar accepted
to send a gift (10.000 rubles) to the Khan under the condition that the Khan, the
Kalghay and other beys agreed not to attack Muscovite territory during the summer of
1594. Furthermore the Tsar would remove the Cossacks from Don and Terek.*’
Distribution of the gift caused a conflict between the Khan and Kalghay which
testifies that how fragile was the Crimean politics. The Kalghay accused the Khan of
having received too much money and he stated that very soon the Khan would go to
Hungary and he would remain in the Crimea and attack Muscovy next summer.®*
Meanwhile, Muscovite diplomacy was also active in Istanbul. The Muscovite envoy
Podjaciy asked to destroy the forts on the Terek River and the activities of the
Cossacks and of course to return of Kazan and Astrakhan. But these were promises
that would never be kept.*> After the agreement the Khan could join the Hungarian
campaign that the Sultan was asking him for a long time and the Tsar could

concentrate on northern affairs.

8 Ibid.p.111. The Russian defence system was not always effective to check the Tatars but it should be
noted that on the eve of a war with Sweden, Russians could not afford much power to control the
southern frontier.

¥ Ibid.p.113. Russian answer to the question was traditional that the Cossacks were fugitives that acted
contrary to the wishes of the Tsar.

# Ibid.p.113.
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VII Gazi Giray II and the Ottoman-Habsburg War (1593-1606)

Bora Gazi was now ready to join the Ottoman campaign in Hungary. He
secured the frontiers by agreements with Muscovy and Polish-Lithuanian. The Clans
were not against him and were willing to join the campaign that promises much booty.
However, the Cossacks could still pose a problem while the army was out of the
Crimea. The Papacy and Habsburgs that aimed to form an anti-Ottoman league
contacted several powers. While the greater forces, namely Venice, Spain, Poland and
Moscow remained aloof, the smaller ones, Transylvania, Danubean principalities and
Zaporozohian Cossacks were sympathetic to revolt against Ottomans and Tatars.®
The Papal envoy Alexander Komulovich could not contact directly the Cossacks and
the Cossacks ignored the mediation of the Poles. However, the Cossacks welcomed
Emperor’s representative Erich Lassota in 1594.%7 The Cossacks accepted the terms

and attacked the Ottoman territory in Moldavia. The attack caused the intervention of

inalcik, “The Origins”, p.97. Kortepeter gives the name of Russian envoy as Naschokin in: Ibid.
p.114. He also notes that in 1594 the Russian envoy Islenyev argued that the Circassians and
Dagestanis were the subjects of the Tsar that fled long ago to Northern Caucasus.

% Kortepeter, Ottoman Imperialism, p.133.

¥ Hrushevsky, A History, p-185. He notes that Lassota presented gifts from the Emperor Rudolph I1, a
flag bearing the imperial emblem, silver horns and eight thousands marks. He also notes that an envoy
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the Polish-Lithuanians and defeated the Cossacks. The Polish victory caused to the
pacification of the Cossacks until the end of the war.®® There are still some reports
about the small problems caused by the Cossacks while the Crimean army was on its

way to Hungary.”

The Khan had now one other problem: how to go to Hungary. The Khan had
two options that were previously used by the Tatars to go to Hungarian plains: the
first one across Moldavia and Wallachia and then along the southern shores of
Danube, the other through southern Poland and across Transylvania.”® Under normal
circumstances, the Danubian route was easier. The Khan preferred the second one
because of the unsettled situation in the Danubian principalities as a result of the
activities of Papacy and Habsburgs.”® Katip Celebi has written a chapter about the
journey of the Khan and also there is the personal letter of the Khan to the Kefevi
Mevlana Hiseyin Efendi in the history of Selaniki with the help of which it is possible
to understand the course of the events.’> Since, he considered using the Danubian

route riskier he decided to go through Poland. In 8 Sevval 1002/28 April 1594 the

from Muscovy had also came because the Emperor thought that the Cossacks were the subjects of the
Tsar.

8 Kortepeter, Ottoman Imperialism, p.134. Hrushevsky argues that Zaporozhian Cossacks that agreed
with the Emperor attacked to Ottoman cities not to Moldavia but it was the Cossacks of Semerin
Nalivaiko (?-1597), a Cossack leader in Volynia that attacked to Moldavia. Later the Zaporozhians also
joined him and they have forced the Moldavian Hospodar Aaron to break with Turks and join to the
Emperor. Ibid. pp.184-186.

% Kortepeter, Ottoman Imperialism, pp.136-143.

* Ibid.p.137.

a1 Pegevi 11, p.137. He notes that the Khan passed t.he_ river Turla (Dniester) and then the Polish
territory and appeared near the fort Solnuk (Szolnok?). Inalcik quoting from Naima argues that the

Khan made an unprecedented move and send his army from Polish and Transylvanian territories in
Halil Inalcik, “Gazi Giray II”, I4, IV, p.735

T3 Bilkent University
Library



army entered the Polish territory. They stormed the country successfully that they
took the revenge of the damage inflicted to all Crimea. When the army passed the
passage called Balkan they saw that its mouth was blocked. Transylvanian Voivode
Sigismund Bathory (1581-1602) ordered to Kaspar Kornis, commander of the castle,
to close the passage. Kaspar Komis choose the castle Host (Huszth) that was located
on the river Tisza (Theiss) near the pass still called “Tatars pass” or Per Yablonitse to
stop the Tatar army. The pass was on the Carpathian Mountains and connected Prut
with Tisza; Tatars could easily reach the Hungarian plains through it After
miisavere, the Khan decided to attack the enemy that blocked the pass on foot and the
enemy was defeated so badly that they could even not reach the castle. In Hungary the
Tatar expeditionary forces were attacked in Devirsin (Debrecen?) by the forces of

Bastuvan, a Hungarian commander, and defeated them ™

On 24 Zi’l-kade 1002/11 August 1594, Grand Vizier Koca Sinan Pasha
ordered a full-dress parade in honour of the arrival of the Khan.>> After the formalities
they went to the tent of Sinan Pasha and feasted together. The fact that the Grand
Vizier had seated the Khan on his right that means to treat him as his equal seemed

unfit to some people.”® Theoretically, the Khan was a ruler whose ancestors possessed

%2 Selaniki II, pp.399-404. Also in Katib Celebi, Fezleke, Istanbul, 1871, pp.34-35.
% Kortepeter, Ottoman Imperialism, p.140.

% Katib Celebi states that the Crimeans were attacked in Debregin near Diigtityal by Bastuvan the
Hungarian. Katib Celebi, Fezleke., p.34.

% According to the reports of Lassota, the envoy of the emperor, the Khan began his journey around
18™ of June with 80.000 men that only 20.000 were warriors. While the Khan was accompanied two of
his sons the Kalghay remained with 15.000 to protect the Crimea. In Kortepeter, Ottoman ..., p.139.
Pegevi gives the date of the parade as 19 Zi’l Ka’de 1002/6 August 1594. Pegevi 11, p.138.

% Tbid. p.139. In Khan’s letter there is not reference to this event.
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rights of Hutbe and Sikke (he still had the right of Sikke) and was higher than the
Grand Vizier. But the Khan was a practical man and did not pay attention to this
action. However, this scene could be considered as an example of the changing
relations between the Crimeans and Ottomans. The equilibrium began to change in
favour of the latter.”” After the feast, the Khan received a number of gifts and 5.000
gold pieces as Tesrif-i Kudiim’® The presence of the Khan was very important for the
Ottomans. The Tatar cavalry increased the striking force of the Ottoman army and the
fame of the Crimean army to be invincible provided them a psychological
supremacy.” The Khan had also many advantages to join the campaign. First, the
Khan true to his name Gazi was a believer of the Ghaza. Second, the campaign
promised much booty and gifts that he could use to satisfy his Beys and Mirzas.
Third, he was aware of the fact that the disobedience could cost him very expensive;
the intrigues of the Porte could replace him with another Khan. However, there was a
conflict between the Serdar and the Khan and some other commanders. The Serdar
who wanted to incorporate the region within the Timar system did not allow the

Tatars to apply the “scorched earth” policy that meant lesser raids and lesser booty.'®

57 Pegevi gives two other examples; first one is during the Wallachian (Moldavian?) campaign (1538)
of Suleiman the Magnificent (1520-1566) that the Sultan treated the Khan Sahib Giray I (1532-1551)
as an equal and called him his brother. The second is about Cambek Giray Khan (1610-1623, 1624 and
1627-1635) that kissed the hands of Kaptan Hasan Pasha. Ibid.pp.138-139.

% Tesrifi Kudiim refers to the money given to Khan when he join to the campaign the amount of the
gift varied according to the importance of the campaign.

% Kortepeter, Ottoman Imperialism, p.139. In his letter to the Sultan the Grand Vezir that talked about
the hardships in the front requested the immediate arrival of the Khan. Selaniki Mustafa Efendi, Tarih-i
s p-347.

190 pecevi II, pp.144-145.
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The Ottoman forces camped near the river of Raab where the castle of Yanik
(Raab) was located at the opposite side on 13 Zi’l Kade 1002/31 July 1594. In his
letter, the Khan says that at first he did not want to send the Tatar army to the other
side because of the Tabur (enemy fortification) near the river. He argued that the Tatar
cavalry was not effective against the fire weapons but the Grand Vizier did not accept
his proposal. The following day the Tatars and Janissaries crossed the river and
stormed the enemy fortification but they were not successful against the firearms, as
the Khan had said before. Finally, the Grand Vizier decided to build a bridge on the
river in order to ensure the passage of Tiifenkgiler. The final assault of the Tatars
supported by the Tiifek¢iler and the cannons was successful and the fortification was
crushed. The defenders of Yanik accepted to surrender on 12 Muharrem 1003/27
September 1594.'! However, the account of other historians is quite different. Since
the castle was protected by the river and a moat in the land Tatar cavalry was not
effective. It was not the Tatars but it was the Serdengegdiler (enfants perdus) that built
the bridges and Lagimcilar (sappers) that mined the walls caused to the decline of the
castle on 17 Muharrem 1003/2 October 1594."°% Therefore, the role of the Tatar army

that was not effective against the fortifications could not be decisive.'®

Another confusing point is about the conquest of Papa, a small castle near

Raab. The Khan in his letter states that while storming the tabur in Yanik he learned

19 Selaniki II, p.404..

192 Tbid. p. 142. He notes that thanks to the grace of the god the fear entered to the hearts of the enemy
and they declined.

19 Abdiilgaffar claims that the Crimeans played the decisive role during the conquest of Yayik. In
Abdiilgaffar, Umder, p.115.
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that soldiers from Papa were attacking the Ottoman forces. Than he decided to send
some soldiers to Papa to check the enemy movements. The garrison in Papa decided
to surrender when the news about the decline of Yamk arrived and the Khan
conquered it at the same day with Yamk. According to Ottoman historians, when the
surrender of Yanik became evident the Khan was sent to Papa. The fort was empty
and he conquered it without fighting.'® V.D.Smirnov, depending on the Ottoman
historian Gelibolulu ‘Ali makes a different interpretation. He argues that the Khan
was sent to the Papa because the Grand Vizier did not want to share the glory of the
conquest with him but the Khan who founded the fort empty was lucky and the plan

of the Grand Vizier failed.'®’

After the conquest the army sieged the castle of Komran (Komaron) but
since the winter approached the siege was lifted and the Grand Vizier decided to
return to winter quarters.'® The Khan was allowed to go to winter quarter, but 1.000
Tatars remained with the son of the Grand Vizier Mehmed Pasha, Beylerbeyi of
Budin, in Istoyni Belgrad (Szekeshfehervar) and 1.000 remained in Papa with Idris

107

Pasha, Sancak Beyi of Papa.”  Whatever was his role in the campaign and his

1% Katip Celebi, Fezleke , p.39.
1% Smimov, Krimskoye, p.446.

1% There is a discrepancy between the Ottoman historians about the end of the siege. ‘Ali and Hasan
Beyzade argued that the Grand Vizier left the siege because he wanted that his son Mehmed Pasha
Vizier and Beylerbeyi of Budin conquered the castle. However the defenders of the castle wanted to
surrender to Sokulluzade Hasan Pasha and Grand Vizier refused the proposal saying that if they want
they should surrender to my son. In Pegevi II, p.143. Pegevi opposes to this argument and says that
even if the Serdar made such a decision the army would not accept it. However if the statement of ‘Ali
and Naima is true Smirnov’s argumentation about the Grand Vizier’s jealousy against Khan became
important.
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relations with the Grand Vizier, the Khan wanted to make use the situation. The fact
that the Khan initially received a promotion of 500.000 akge shows that he was
successful in Hungary but the ratification of the promotion postponed until the end of
the campaign. '®® Some historians argues that the Khan relying on his services during
the campaign requested the appointment of his brothers as Voivodes of Wallachia and
Transylvania but his proposal was rejected by the Porte, mainly by the Grand Vizier
Koca Sinan Pasha.'” Meanwhile, according to Ottoman historian Selaniki a conflict
aroused between the Khan and Grand Vizier because of the Grand Vizier’s decision to
execute some Tatar soldiers who had stolen animals of the Re ’aya. The fundamental
cause of the confrontation was the fact that the Grand Vizier wanted to execute the
Tatars without consulting to the Khan.''® The Khan considered this action as

interference to his authority as a ruler.

The next year did not promise much to the Ottomans that had to deal with
the palace intrigues and the death of the Sultan Murad II (1574-1596). More
important was the revolt of the tributary principalities of Transylvania, Wallachia and

Moldavia. The Voivodes of three principalities agreed with the Habsburg Emperor at

17 Katip Celebi, Fezleke, p.40. Also in Selaniki II, p.415. On 15 Rebiii’l-evvel 1003/28 November
1594 the Agha of the Khan came to the Porte to ask the permission of the Sultan to allow the Khan to
return. The response was that Erdel (Transylvania) was selected his quarter and he was ordered to
winter it. The same information exists also in Katip Celebi.

1% Selaniki 1I, p.405. He wrote that the Cavus of the Grand Vizier brought ‘arz (petitions) including
those about the Khan to the Porte but the Sultan refused to handle them.

1% Smimov, Krimskoye, p.446. Smimov argues that the Khan made the proposal after the conquest of
Raab but the Porte that considered it a reflection of the Khan'’s separatist feelings rejected it. He argues
that this proposal was one of the important steps that were going to the dismissal of the Khan in 1596.

10 Selaniki II, p. 450. The comment of the Sultan that learned the event is also interesting. The Sultan

Mehmed I (1596-1603) said that Grand Vizier was right to protect to re’aya but he should have given
the Tatars to the Khan.
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the end of 1594."! Voivode Michael Viteazul of Wallachia (1593-1601) made the
first break and exterminated the Ottoman creditors.''> Voivode Aaron Tiranul of
Moldavia (1591-1594) followed suit.'"* Meanwhile the Sultan had died and Mehmed
I (1595-1603) came to the throne. At the time of accession, Ferhad Pasha (1591-
1592, 1595) had also replaced Koca Sinan Pasha (1580-1582, 1589-1591, 1593-1595
and 1596) as Grand Vizier. Although the threat was serious Ottomans could not react
immediately. Koca Sinan Pasha once more became Grand Vizier, while Ferhad Pasha
was on the road to Wallachia. The turmoil had also effected the journey of the Khan.
The Tatar army waited until the ice was frozen solid on the Danube and started its
journey at the end of January 1595. When they reached the Southern Danube, they
realised the critical turn of the situation. The principalities were at revolt, the
Ottomans had strong garrison on the region and they were laden with booty that
meant they were less manoeuvrable. The Tatars that crossed the Danube and entered
Wallachia were attacked by the forces of Voivode Michael and defeated severely.''*
When the Tatars returned to the South of Danube they came across with Mustafa
Pasha, former Beylerbeyi of Marag, who was going to install Bogdan (Bogdan

Beyzadesi) to the seat of Moldavian Voivode.''> There is also reference to the

"1 Pecevi II, p.146. He notes the influence of the Pope (Clement VIII) in the realisation of the plan.
"2 Ibid. pp.147-150 and Katip Celebi, Fezleke, p.42.
13 Pecevi I, p.147.

14 Selaniki 11, p.450. He states that the Khan had entered to Moldavia despite the fact that there is a
revolt. During the night he was attacked by the enemy consisted of Vlachs, Transylvanians, Poles and
Hungarians. He could just manage to escape and reached to Rusguk (Ruse) and Silistre (Silistria).
According to the reports of the Venetian Bailo, Marco Venier; on 20 February 1595 24.000 Tatars that
entered in to Wallachia were attacked after two days and massacred. Another report states that the
Tatars entered Wallachia from Nicopolis. In an other report it is stated that the Khan was wounded in
arm a treated by a barber in Silistria. Kortepeter, Otfoman Imperialism, p.144.

115 Tbid. p.144. It is also stated from the Italian reports that the Khan upon the generous promises of

Bogdan detached some 4.000 Tatars to him. In another report it was stated that one of the sons of the
Khan that went with Bogdan died in the war. In the Ottoman accounts the meeting with Bogdan does
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Crimean forces that remained to protect the peninsula. Ottoman historian Selaniki
notes that the Khan send a letter to the Porte. In the letter he wrote that the enemy:
Transylvanians, Poles and Russians gathered numerous soldiers to support the revolt
of the Danubian principalities. He urged the Grand Vizier Ferhad Pasha to
immediately send a fleet to Ozii (Ocakov) to help to the passage of 100.000 Tatar
soldiers commanded by Kalghay Feth Giray to the Balkans.''® As a result, the Grand
Vizier ordered to the Kapudan Pasha Halil to send a fleet to Ocakov on May 1595.
However Halil Pasha failed to send the navy to Ocakov and this time $a’ban Pasha,
Beylerbeyi of Cezayiri Garb was appointed to perform the duty.''” On September

1595 it was reported that the Crimean forces successfully crossed the Balkans.''®

The Khan spent the summer of 1595 in the Crimea. During the summer the
Ottomans were not successful. While the Grand Vizier Sinan Pasha was
unsuccessfully trying to put pressure on Wallachia the Habsburg sieged Estergon
(Gran) and forced it to capitulate and Sigismund Bathory, the Prince of Transylvania

sieged the castle of Temesvar (Temesvar).'' The Ottomans could lose Moldavia and

not exist instead Pecevi accuses Mustafa Pasha because he did not wait the Khan that was around.
Pegevill., p.146. Bogdan and Mustafa Pasha were unsuccessful and were defeated and killed by the
rival Voivode Aaron.

16 Selaniki 1I, p.476. The reference to the large armies of the Poles and Russians in the letter is
interesting because the Poles did not involve to the war because they feared from the Habsburg
encroachment in the region and pursued a status-quo policy. The Russians that were dealing with the
problems in the North did not join the war. The reference could have done because the Ottomans
thought that the Danubian principalities could not revolt without the assistance of a foreign power or
what was meant by the Russians and Poles was the Cossacks. Selaniki states that the morale of the
army was very low because of the rumours about the large Polish and Russian forces that were coming
to help the rebels. Ibid.p.482.

7 Thid. p.483.

'8 Ibid.p.508. He also notes that Saban Pasha was appointed the Beylerbeyi of Trablussam.
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Wallachia to Transylvania.'?® Under these circumstances, the Ottomans made a
radical decision and decided to change the status of Moldavia and Wallachia. The two
principalities that existed as buffer states until now would be incorporated in to the
Ottoman system and became Beylerbeyiliks. Satirct Mehmed Pasha was appointed to
be the first Beylerbeyi of Eflak (Wallachia). Since, the Khan’s presence was very
important for the Ottomans; he was able to manoeuvre. Despite the fact, he was one of
the most Ottomanised Crimean Khans; he had ambitions for his power. He asked from
the Porte the appointment of his brothers or someone from his family to the
Beylerbeyiliks of Wallachia and Moldavia.'?! The Porte could make some
concessions and accept his proposal at this critical point. The Khan who entered to
Moldavia easily defeated the forces of Sigismund Bathory Prince of Transylvania and
Stephan Razvan Voivode of Moldavia.'*In order to announce the victory the Khan
sent a committee to the Porte. The committee stated that the re’aya of Moldavia
declined to the Khan and accepted to capture and to return the rebel Voivode to the
Khan. Mqre important, the re’aya stated that from now on they would prefer that the

Voivode be a Muslim and most preferably one of the Mirza’s of the Khan.'® The

1% The Tatars were heavily criticised after the fall of Estergon because they did not come to the rescue
of the besieged castle and accuses those in the castle to flee. Poet, Abdi Celebi, feels sorry because they
were in a position to ask the help of the Tatars during the siege. Refer to the poem of Abdi Celebi in
Selaniki 11, pp. 519-523. However there were only some 1.000 Tatars in Papa. It seems that there was a
great conflict between the Tatars and the Ottoman regulars and the Tatars were the scapegoats.

2% The Voivodes of Moldavia and Wallachia accepted the Voivode of Transylvania their overlord and
joined to the anti-Ottoman Holy League. For the politics of the period refer to; Katip Celebi, Fezleke,
Aurel Decei, “Bogdan”, 4, II, pp.697-705, Aurel Decei, “Eflak™, /4, IV, pp.178-189 and Aurel Decei
and M. Tayyib Gokbilgin, “Erdel”, Z4, IV, pp.293-306.

'2l The issue about the Khan’s proposal is not clear. Ottoman historians did not refer to the proposal
after the conquest of Raab. If Smirnov is right it was Khan’s second proposal.

122 Sigismund Bathory suspected Aaron Tiranul, Voivode of Moldavia, cooperated with the Ottomans
and killed him and replaced with Stephen Razvan (D6nme Ridvan) in 1594. Aurel Decei, “Bogdan”,
p-780.

12<By, esnada tatar han gazi giray namesi ile agalan geliib han 'asker-i tatar ile bogdan'a dahil olub re'ay
a iTta'at inkiyada kail ve ba'is-i fesad olan mihal ile miirte-dd rizvani ele getiirmege mitekeffil
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Porte did not consider the proposal convenient because in case of the appointment a
relationship between the Crimea and Moldavia would be established and the Crimean

Khans would have a right on Moldavian affairs in the future.'**

Bora Giray’s activities in Moldavia did not end after the refusal of his
project. This time with the consent of the Porte he managed an agreement with the
Poles for the appointment of the new Voivode. Polish-Lithuanians that tried to remain
out of the turmoil were alarmed upon the news of the Ottoman-Tatar advance in
Wallachia and Moldavia because they wanted neither the Habsburgs to penetrate in
the region nor to see the Danubian principalities tumed to Ottoman Beylerbeyiliks. In
Moldavia, the Polish forces commanded by the Chancellor, Jan Zamoyski, tried to
check Tatar influence.'** Meanwhile, Bora Giray accompanied by Kalghay Feth Giray
arrived at Bender (Tehine) to join the Sancak Beyi Ahmed.'*® Together they marched
to Moldavia in order to make Ahmed Bey the Voivode of Moldavia and then to go to

Wallachia.'?’

olduklann b’ade-l-yevm (imera-i tatardan biri kendiilere hikim nasb olunmak istida’ ittiklerin
namesinde derc idiip agalan dahi agzdan takrir itdi ama bu tevcihe irza virilmeyib igmaz olundi.”
KatipCelebi, Fezleke, pp.61-62. Pegevi II, p.162.

124 Pegev II, p.162. Tt is very interesting that the Moldavians themselves asked the appointment of
Khan’s candidate. It seems that the Khan knew the politics of the region and made a compromise with
the Boyars of Moldavia.

'35 Kortepeter, Ottoman Imperialism, p.145.
125 bid. p.145. He also notes that according to the European reports Ahmed bey was a relative of the
Khan, the son of his sister. In Selaniki there is a reference to an Ahmed Pasha, man of the Khan,

Sancak Beyi of Silistre. Since Bora Gazi received estates in Silistria after 1598 he could be the same
Ahmed. Selaniki 11, p.782, 785,797.
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The Tatar and Polish army met at the juncture of Cecora (Tutova) and Prut
rivers. Both armies did not want a full-scale combat and after a while the negotiators
from both sides met and concluded an agreement.'”® According to the Cecora
agreement signed on October 22 1595, the parties agreed to recognise Jeremia Movila
(1595-1600) the Voivode of Moldavia. It was also agreed that the Poles and
Moldavians would suffer no damage and the Tatars would evacuate Moldavia in three
days while the Poles promised to eliminate the Zaporozhian Cossack raids.'” As a
result, the Khan was able at least to seat a pro-Ottoman as well as pro-Tatar candidate
to the throne that can be considered as an attempt to increase the Crimean influence in
Moldavia with the support of the Poles and the confirmation of the Sultan. Since the
agreement was subject to the approval of the Porte, Ahmed Agha Vizier of the Khan
was sent to Istanbul. On 25 Rebiii’l-evvel 1004/28 November 1595 the Porte

130 Meanwhile the Grand Vizier, unsuccessful and

confirmed the appointment.
defeated, was withdrawing from Wallachia. In his report to the Sultan he argued that
the Khan’s failure to come to his help was one of the reasons of his defeat."*' The
Ottoman plan was that the Grand Vizier would quieten Wallachia while the Khan did

the same in Moldavia and together they would go to Transylvania. Thus, the Grand

Vizier may be right because the Khan might have thought that the Grand Vizier would

127 Ibid.p.145. According to a letter wrote by a certain Siaban Pasha the Vizier of the Khan.
' Tbid.p.145. The chief negotiator for the Khan was Ulug-Aga Ahmed.

'2 Ibidp.145. It is also interesting to note that the Chancellor surprised very much that the Khan
accepted easily he agreement when he accepted to eliminate the Zaporozhian Cossacks raids. It is
possible that the Kbhan already knew that the Porte would not allow his candidate to become Voivode
regarded the security of the Crimea and tried to receive a guarantee from the Poles for his own benefit
when he was out of the peninsula. The reaction of the Khan is also interesting because it shows the
effects of the Cossack threat to the Crimean Tatars.

130 Selaniki I, p.540.

1 Ibid.p.533. The other reasons were the undisciplined Kapikulu, the wrong actions of the former
Grand Vizier Ferhad Pasha.



be successful in Wallachia and he waited for the instructions of the Grand Vizier after
pacifying Moldavia. Or he might have waited because he wanted that the Grand
Vizier be unsuccessful in order to obtain some concessions from the Porte. The Sultan
did not accept the pretexts of the Grand Vizier and dismissed him."*?> The Khan took
the winter quarters around Bender (Tehine) and Akkerman (Belgorod) and continued
to interfere with the politics of the Danubian principalities. After a surprise attack,
Ottoman and Tatar forces defeated the Wallachian forces. According to Selaniki,
Michael Vitezaul, Voivode of Wallachia (1593-1601) sought the mediation of
Kalghay Feth Giray to remain in his post.">> The Tatar forces successfully served the

Ottoman causes and balanced the Habsburg and Transylvanian bid in the region.**

The Ottomans who were not successful during the year 1595 wanted to
change the situation in 1596. The Grand Vizier Koca Sinan Pasha persuaded the
Sultan to go to campaign personally but soon after he died and Damad Ibrahim Pasha
(1596) and (1596-1597 and 1599-1601) became the Grand Vizier. The Imperial army
under the command of the Sultan camped in Belgrade. The Ottomans made a
courageous decision and decided to attack the castle of Egri (Erlau) that controls the

narrow passage between Austria and Transylvania in order to cut their

132 The new Grand Vizer was Lala Mustafa Pasha (1595) the tutor of the Sultan in Manisa. He died
soon and once again Koca Sinan Pasha became Grand Vizier.

133 Selaniki II, p.564. At the beginning the Ottoman wanted to seat son of the former Voivode Mihnea
IT (1585-1591) Radu (Radval) but Michael that thought the expedition was against him and sent his
excuses to the Porte in order to remain Voivode.

134 Selaniki gives many examples of successful Tatar raids in the region. Ibid. p.590, 597, 603. He also
notes that the Tatar Khan received 30.000 hasene sikke, a jewelled sword and robes in order to go to
campaign. He denotes that this excessive sum was not traditional. It became a rule only after the Tatars
contribution to the Safavid war. It is possible to understand the inevitability of the Tatar presence in the
war for the Ottomans.
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communications.'** A Tatar army under the command of Kalghay Feth Giray was also
present in the siege.’*® The Imperial army succeeded and forced the defenders of
Erlau to decline on 19 Sefer 1005/12 October 1596. The Khan did not personally
come to the siege but he remained in Wallachia and ravaged the region."*” He kept

busy Wallachians with his diversionary tactics during the siege.

While the Ottomans were in the siege of Erlau the Habsburg managed to
penetrate in the marshlands of the area and began to pose a serious threat to the
Ottoman army. The Ottoman Divan decided that it is not feasible to wait the
Habsburgs in Erlau and the army marched towards the enemy camp. The Tatars were

to be Carhact or Pigdar (Pioneers) of the army.'*®

Cagalazade Sinan Pasha and
Beylerbeyi of Diyarbakir Murad Pasha (Kuyucu) would be the commanders of the
pioneers and the Tatars would be behind them.'” Both Cagalazade and Kalghay
played the decisive role during the combat. The Tatar forces at a critical point were

able to attack the enemy fortification from the rear and to draw sufficient numbers of

the enemy from the fortification. While the main body of the army pushed back the

135 Pegevi argues that the main objective was to control the mines around Erlau. Pegevill, p.179. Katip
Celebi notes that the objective was to control the mines. However he also notes that initially some
Viziers wanted to attack Transylvania but it was not accepted because the land was muddy and forested
and after the news about the siege of Hatwan (Hatvan). Katip Celebi, Fezleke, p.71.

36 Katip Celebi, Fezieke, p.78. Selaniki notes that Kalghay Feth Giray was ready with 10.000
cavalries. Selaniki II, p.625. ’

13" Kortepeter, Ottoman Imperialism, p.149. In a letter written by the Khan to Jeremia Movila,
Voivode of Moldavia, about the exchange of prisoners on 26 December 1596. Selaniki noted that the
Khan did not come to the front in order to check the forces of Michael Vitezaul, Voivode of Wallachia.
Selaniki I, p.637.

13 The Tatar forces served as Pisdar or Carhaci in the Ottoman army. Especially after the defeat of

Grand Vizier Koca Sinan Pasha in Wallachia the Ottoman Akinct forces disappeared and the Tatars
assumed their roles.
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enemy Cagalazade that waited in the trap defeated them.'*® The Ottoman victory in
Hagova (Mezo-Keresztes) on 5 Rabi I 1005/26 October 1596 was the sole ground
battle that had a definite outcome during the 1593-1606 Ottoman-Habsburg war. The

Ottoman won a decisive victory like the one in Mohag (Mohacs) in 1526."*!

13 Katip Celebi, Fezleke, p.86 and Pecevi II, p.185.
140 Katip Celebi, Fezleke, pp.86-93, Selaniki II, p.643-648 and Pegevi II, pp.182-186.

" Ppecevi argues that if the Sultan remained in the front the gains of the battle would be numerous
Pegevi 11, p.186.
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VIII The dismissal of Gazi Giray II and the reign of Feth Giray

1596

Cagalazade Sinan Pasha benefited from his decisive role in Hagovasi, he
convinced the Sultan to appoint himself as Grand Vizier.'** The short Grand Vizierate
of Cagalazade influenced the Crimean affairs very much. Cagalazade’s decision to
dismiss Gazi Giray II and to make Feth Giray the Khan of Crimea caused a tragedy.'*’
Cagalazade Sinan Pasha had enough pretexts to dismiss the Khan. First of all, he did
not join the campaign of the Sultan in person despite all the invitations. Moreover, he
sent less force than he was asked for. More important was the fact that his grandiose
plans on Wallachia and Moldavia caused a great concern in the Porte. The new Sultan
Mehrned'III (1595-1603) was not familiar with Bora Giray. In contrast, however, the
former Sultan Murad IIT (1574-1595) had been a personal friend of the Khan. Thus
the Sultan could easily fire the Khan who did not come to the front and suspected that

he had separatist tendencies. There is also at least one Ottoman historian, ‘Asafi, who

2 Cagalazade Sinan Pasha that arrived to the tent of the Sultan before the Grand Vizier Damad
Ibrahim Pasha stated that he was the primary actor of the victory. Since Hoca Sa’deddin, the tutor of
the Sultan, and Gazanfer, Kapu aghasi, supported him the Suitan agreed to make him Grand Vizier.
However it is also stated that later the Sultan changed his mind and did not want to replace Damad
Tbrahim Pasha but in fear of a revolt he confirmed the Grand Vizierate of Cagalazade. Pegevi stated
that Kapu Agahas1 Gazanfer was a compatriot of Cagalazade and supported his cause. Katip Celebi,
Fezleke, p.93 and Pegevi II, p.191.

!4 Ottoman historian Pegevi considered the short Grand Vizierate of Cagalazade, less than two months

a time of troubles. His decision about Crimea and his treatment of the soldiers that fled from the battle
of Hagova considered as a catastrophe. Pegevi 1], p.192 and Katip Celebi, Fezleke, p.94.
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mentioned that there was a personal animosity between the Khan and Cagalazade.'**
Cagalazade Sinan Pasha served as the Beylerbeyi of Van during the Ottoman-Safavid
war (1578-1590). In 1585, while he was in the defence of Tabriz a Safavid army
attacked his army. Cagalazade had let himself be tricked by a feigned withdrawal of
the enemy, against the advice of Bora Giray, and caused a defeat. ‘Asafi wrote that
Cagalazade did not listen to advises of the Khan because he considered them to be the
result of jealousy.'* It is possible that Cagalazade developed a personal animosity

against the Khan after this event.

Anyway, the Khan was dismissed and Feth Giray became the Khan at the
end of 1596.'* The immediate reason of the dismissal was the Khan’s failure to join
the campaign despite all the invitations made by the Sultan."*’ Bora Giray responded
in a letter to the Porte; he claimed that he did not join to the campaign because the
Sultan wanted him to protect Wallachia from the threat caused by the rebel Voivode
Michael Vitazeul (1593-1601)."*® Some of the Viziers had also supported his

argument but the Sultan did not take it in to consideration."* Bora Giray in his letter

4 <Asafi Mehmed Bey or Defterdar Mehmed Pasha personally been in the war and wrote
Seca’atname that described the Ottoman heroism during the war. He was together with Bora Giray
during his captivity in Alamut.

15" Abdurrahman Seref, “Ozdemiroglu”, pp.1503-1504.

"4 Selaniki wrote that Feth Giray became Khan at the Evasit of Cemaziyii’l-evvel 1005. Selaniki I,
p.664.

" Ibid.pp.663-664. “ ... bu gaza vii cihadda guzat u miicahidini ehli Islam bile olmak igiin kag kerre
hatti hiimayunumuz ile da’vet eylediik, her gonderilen ahkama ta’alliil ve bahane eyleyiip bu denlii
muntazr olduk geliip hidmette bulunmads ...”.

14 Ibid.p.664. “ ... vilayeti Eflak iginde Tergoviste nam mahalde fermam Padigahi ile kesret ve

izdiharm leskeri Tatar memaliki ile memaliki Islamiyye’yi diigmeni dinden muhafaza idiip nigehban
olmak hidmet degil midiir ? ...”
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to the Viziers argued that the Khans could be deposed under three conditions: bribery,
oppression of re’aya and revolt. Since he did not commit any of them, his dismissal
was unjust.">® Therefore, it is possible to argue that the dismissal of the Khan was not
an outcome of his absentee in the front but it was rather the result of his personal
relationship with the Porte. It has to be underlined that the Sultan was suspicious of
his separatist tendencies and the Grand Vizier disliked him. His personal friends in the

Porte could not stop his dismissal. In other words, he was victim of a palace intrigue.

At first, Feth Giray did not want to accept the post but when the Sultan
stated if he would not accept there were other candidates that are ready to accept.

15! Despite the support of the

Consequently, Feth Giray had to accept Sultan’s offer.
Sultan the Khanate of Feth Giray I started very problematic. First he was outside the
Crimea with a relatively small force around 20.000 soldiers. More important, the
Ottomans were not able to support him (or in other words, to unseat Bora Giray)
because they were under the pressure of the Ottoman-Habsburg war (1593-1606).
Feth Giray managed to ensure his position. He appointed Baht Giray, son of his
brother ‘Adil Giray and Nura’l-din of Bora Giray, Kalghay and his brother Selamet

Giray Nura’l-din."*? In turn, he attracted the support of the new appointees, including

their relatives. In other words, he established his network of Nokers. However his

' Ibid.p.663.

' Tbid. p.664. “Hanlar ma’zul olmaz megerki ii¢ husus vaki’i ola; biri budurki, irtisa eyleye; ikinci
budurki, re’ayaya cevr u zulm eyleye; ve iigiinci, padisahi Islam-penah hazretlerine bagy eyleye. Hasa
bende bunlann birisi yokdur.”

1! 1bid.p.663.

152 Riza Al-Sab’, p.108.
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brother, Bora Giray, had more advantages since he controlled the home territory. He

learned his deposition upon his return from Wallachia to the Crimea.

The dismissal of Cagalazade at the end of 1596 further complicated the events.
Damad Ibrahim Pasha became Grand Vizier once again and wanted to reinstall Bora
Gazi to the Khanate. A civil strife in the Crimea was inevitable. However, this time
there arouse a war of Fetvas. Damad Ibrahim Pasha convinced the Sultan and the
Divan that the deposition of Bora Giray would cause a great conflict in the Crimea
since the Tatars were supporting him.'®> The Sultan, in contrast, insisted on Feth
Giray. Soon a contemporary solution was found that was to satisfy both sides. Two
different Mukarrername (letter of confirmation), one in the name of Feth Giray and
the other in the name of Bora Giray, were prepared and was given to the
Miiteferrikabas1 Cerkes Handan Agha. Handan Agha had been ordered to observe the
tendencies of the Crimean people. He was obliged to give the mukarrername to that
candidate who had the largest following. He was also instructed to invite Bora Giray
to the capital if Feth Giray had the largest following. It could be considered as a just
decision if only Handan Agha was not an emekdar (old servant) and friend of Bora
Giray. Moreover, Handan Agha came across Bora Giray in Kefe before his departure

to Istanbul."** As a result Handan Agha, an old friend and servant of Bora Giray, gave

153 According to Selaniki a letter from Feth Giray arrived to the Porte. In the letter he wrote that when
he arrived in the Crimea the army did not welcome and did not obey him and stated that they want Bora
Giray to remain Khan “Ve bi’lciimle Hammuzdan hosnuduz, ref’ u nasba ba’is @ sebeb nedir”.
Selaniki I, p.677.

154 There is a disagreement between the historians on the place that Bora Giray and Handan Agha met.
Muhammed Riza wrote that they met in Sinop (Sinope). “Kefe’ye ‘azimetinde rakib oldug sefine badi
muhalif ile limam sinob’a duhul ve gaz giray dahi ... mahall-i mezburda tesadiif eylediklerinde.” Riza,
Al —Sab’, p.109. Another historian Halim Giray Sultan does not refer to meeting. V.D.Smimov argues
that Muhammed Riza was wrong because according to Naima, Muhammed Riza’s source, Khan and
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him the Mukarrername.'*® Selaniki explained the course of the events in a completely
different manner. He said that the Tatar Mirzas mediated between the candidates in
order to end the conflict. As a result Feth Giray agreed to abdicate on his will and the
aristocracy confirmed Bora Giray’s khanate. Meanwhile, Feth Giray went to Kefe
(Kafa) to visit his mother upon the permission of the Khan. However, when he arrived
at Kefe he put forward the mensur (the ferman of the Sultan) and claimed that he is
the legitimate Khan. Then the Tatars turned against Bora Giray and supported Feth
Giray. Now Bora Giray was in a difficult situation and wanted to go to Istanbul. At
this moment Handan Agha came with the mukarrername, hil’at-1 fahire (valuable
robe), and semsir-i zerrin (jewelled sword) to reinstall Bora Giray to the Khanate.
Seeing this, people once again turned to Bora Giray. Feth Giray who was left alone
obliged to flee from the Crimea and went to Taman in Circassia to hide.'*® Selaniki
precisely reflects the approach of the new administration in Istanbul that preferred
Bora Giray to Feth Giray. He stated that the Kurultay approved Bora Giray’s khanate,
in other words, inclined towards him and Feth Giray abdicated. Therefore, it is
possible to say that Handan Agha, who was ordered to give the mukarrername to the

choice of the army, was right to give it to Bora Giray.

'3 Muhammed Riza argues that Handan Agha gave the mukarrername to Bora Gazi in order to obtain
a reward. “...tesaduf eylediklerinde handan bi-iza'n’in gazi giray ile iilfet-i sabikasi olmagm elTaf-1
lahike iimidi ile mukarrernamesin teslim...” Riza, 4/-Sab’, p.109. Halim Giray Sultan argues that
Handan gave the mukarrername because he was an emekdar of Bora Giray. “handan aga ise zaten gazi
giray’n emekdarlanndan bulundug: cihetle ibka beratim dogruca gazi giray han’a teslim itti.” Halim
Giray Sultan, Galbin-i Hanan, Erzurum, 1990 p.70.

13 Selaniki II, pp. 681-682. The story does not seem to be realistic because the Tatars did not always
welcome the choice of the Porte. Therefore Selaniki’s explanation of switching allegiance according to
the wishes of the Sultan reflects the Ottoman’s approach to consider Tatars part of their ordinary
1e’aya. However it fits to the other events Feth Giray was forced to go to Kefe and received a document
from the Sultan that supported him and claimed his khanate. Also the information about the fled of Feth
Giray to Circassia is interesting.
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According to other historians, the course of the events was more
complicated. The Tatars were divided into two opposing parties. Both candidates had
a document showing that they were the legitimate khans. Moreover, they brought the
issue to the jurisdiction and tried to have a legal base for their claims. Feth Giray
applied to the Kadi of Kefe Abdurrahman Efendi. Kad:i decided that since the
document (Temessiik) obtained by Feth Giray was newer (the mensur in Selaniki?),
Feth Giray was the legitimate Khan.'*” Meanwhile Bora Giray applied to the Miiftii of
Kefe, Mevlana Azaki Mehmed Efendi: the supreme religious leader of the country.
Apart from being a supporter of Bora Giray the Miifti was able to throw out the
decision of the Kadi Abdurrahman Efendi on the basis of a technicality. He argued
that the Kadi1 was correct but the mensur of Feth Giray lacked one thing: the tugra
(imperial seal). Since the tugra was the great seal of the Sultan upon which the
administration of the empire depended, the mensur of Bora Giray that carried the
tugra was the real one. If any would not obey it, he said, this person would be
considered as a rebel to the Sultan.'*® The Ottoman historian Naima wrote that as a
response to the mukarrername of Bora Giray Feth Giray obtained a new hatt-1
hiimayun, which stated that he was still the legitimate Khan of the Crimea. The Kad:
of Kefe decided that since the document of Feth Giray was newer he was the

legitimate Khan. On the other hand the Miufti of Kefe decided that although the

5" Riza, Al-Sab’, p.109. ... mansib-1 kaza olan ‘abdu’l-rahman efendi feth giray’1ii sofira tedarik ittigi
temessiigi miiteahhir olmagla mukarrername oldur deyii hiikiim imza etmis iken ...”. Halim Giray,
Galbin-i, p.70. He wrote that the Sultan wanted Feth Giray to remain Khan and wrote his hatti
hiimayun on a special manner.

8 Ruza, Al-Sab’, p.109. ...miiftiyi belde olan mevlana azaki’nin gazi giray ibka olunmasi mezaki
olmagla ibtida-i zuhur-1 devlet-i ‘osmaniye’den ila haze’l-an memaliki mahrusede olan menasib
Tugray1 emri hiimayun ile zabT olunmagin haTT-1 serif mazmununu mieyyed ferman-1 miinif
olmadikga feth giray’1i senedine ‘itibar olunmaz ve gazi giray’a iTa’at itmemek bagy i ‘isyandir deyii
ifta itmekle ...” Halim Giray, Giilbin-i, p.70. “... miifti azaki mehmed efendi. haTT-1 hiimayun
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document of Feth Giray was newer it was not reliable because it lacked the tugra (the
seal) of the Sultan that should be taken into consideration.'” Therefore Bora Gazi
became Khan for the second time. The deposition and the appointment of Bora Giray
are related to the Ottoman politics rather than to the Crimean affairs. The Sultan and
the Grand Vizier Cagalazade Sinan Pasha deposed Bora Giray. The new Grand Vizier
Damad Ibrahim Pasha preferred Bora Giray and convinced the Sultan to reinstall Bora
Giray. Bora Giray, thanks to his friends in the Porte, obtained the mensur to claim his
khanate. Since the bulk of the Crimean aristocracy supported Bora Giray and the
supreme religious authority in the Crimea, the Miiftii of Kefe who decided in line with
the Porte he could become the Khan for the second time.

Apart from all of these technical details, a closer analysis of the events
shows that the unfortunate Feth Giray lost his seat and life as a result of the palace
intrigues. The tragedy started when Bora Giray made a fatal mistake and decided to
send his Kalghay Feth Giray to the first campaign of the Sultan. Former Grand Vizier
Koca Sinan Pasha’s words in order to convince the Sultan to go to the campaign are
very significant and help to understand intrigues of the time. He suggested that
without his presence it was impossible to expect a victory. Because if Grand Vizier

had been the Serdar, the Kaymakam (the acting Vizier in the Porte) would try to

imzasiz ve miihiirsiiz oldugundan ser’an ma’mul bih olammyacag: ve binaen’aleyh tarihi muahhar ve
tugrayr hiimayun ile mu’anven fermam ‘ali ile hiikm virilmek lazim ve icab ittigini ...”.

159« . ve mukarrernamesin izhar idiib hanlik da’vasin ‘ilan eyledi feth giray han bu kaziyeyi his
ettikde mukaddema gare-cuylug: takdim idiib kendiyi hanlikda takriri miistemil bir haTT-1 hiimayun
gotiirmiigtii gazi giray emr-i gerifi ibraz ittikde feth Giray dahi haTT-1 hiimayunu izhar idiib hanhk
niza’mna digiib cumu’ Tatar iki firka oldu bi’l-ahire ser’-i serife miiraca’at olundukda miitekallid-i
mangib-1 kaza olan ‘abdu’l-rahman efendi feth giray’in temessiik ki haTT-1 serifdir sonra gelmegin
mukarrername oldur deyii gazi giray’1 hanlikdan red itmegi tasrih itmisken kefe miiftisi mevlana azakd
gazi giray ile ilfetine binaen ibtida zuhur-1 devlet-i ‘osmaniyeden bu ana gelince memalik-i islamiye
emr-i hiimayun ile 2abT oluna geldiginden ma’ada feth giray’in elinde olan temessik haTT-1 serif
oldugu siibhelidir sayed musanna’ ola eger masmumim miieyyed bir emr-i serif olayd: ‘amel olunurds
vela-yalmz haTT ile olmaz i’tibar tugrayadir 6yle olacak miktezayi emr-i hiimayun iizere gazi giray
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replace him and make intrigues. Or if a Vizier had been the Serdar this time the Grand
Vizier would intrigue, fearing that he would replace him in case of a success.'®® The
Grand Vizier thought that no intrigue would happen since the Sultan would be
together with him. Another contemporary source, Baron Wratislaw, provides us with
an interesting information. He notes that the Valide Sultan (the mother of the Sultan)
Safiye Sultan (1550?-1605) did not want that his son goes to the campaign.'®' Safiye
Sultan opposed the campaign not only because she feared of the damages that might
occur in case of a defeat, but also she did not want to loose control over his son, the
Sultan. The events that occurred during and after the war of Hacova (Mezo-Keresztes)
show that there existed at least two opposing parties in the Ottoman court: the party of
Safiye Sultan and the party around Hoca Saadettin (the tutor of the Sultan, 1536-
1599).1% After the war it became obvious that Safiye Sultan was right on her
suspicions. His son Mehmed III (1595-1603) who was far away from her influence

l. 163

made changes contrary to her wil Damad Ibrahim Pasha was her protégé and the

han ve iTa’at itmeyenler ‘asi ve bagyi idigi ...”. Naima Mustafa, Tarih-i Naima, vol. 1, Istanbul,
1280/1863, p.176.

160 “padisalim min b’ad kisver-i a’daya serdar ta’yin itmek mahz-1 haTadir zira ikiden hali degildirki
ta’yin olunan ya sadr-1 a’zam veya sair viizeradan biri ola vezir-i a’zam olursa asitane-i devlette kaim-
makam olan onun sadaretine Talib olub yiiz agirttigin istemeyiib mithimmat gormekde taksir ittigii igin
i bitmez viizeradan bir olur ise vezir-i a’zam hasede zahib olub sayed hidmeti makbul ola ol ecilden
vezaret-i a’zamiye layik goriile deyii havf idiib i§ gordiigiin murad itmez bu sebebden nice saldirkd
bunca hazain ve ‘asakir telef olur maslahat gériilmez ...”. Naima, ibid., p.140.

'8! Wenceslaw Wratislaw, Baron Wratislaw'in Anilari, ed. M.Siireyya Dilmen, Istanbul, 1996, p.148.
Wenceslav Wratislaw was a member of the Austrian delegation to Istanbul in 1591. Their unsuccessful
mission was to pay the yearly tribute, to renew the peace treaty with Ottomans and to gather
information about Ottoman activities. After the beginning of the war they were imprisoned and spent
many years in prison. He also wrote that Safiye Sultan was one of those that provided them with
information about Ottoman war plans. However the Grand Vizier Damat Ibrahim Pasha discovered
their reports and covered it up.

12 One should bear in the mind that the parties were only temporary alliances and could easily change
according to the circumstances. For example Hoca Saadettin cooperated with the Grand Vizier Damad
Ibrahim Pasha to convince the Sultan to go in campaign but it was also him that helped Cagalazade to
become Grand Vizer at the expense of Damad Ibrahim Pasha. For the formation of parties and the
intrigues of the time see; Naima, Katip Celebi, Fezleke,.

54



husband of her daughter Ayse Sultan (as well as the sister of the Sultan). Therefore
she took the action and wrote a letter to the Sultan, asking the revision of his
decisions. As a result Damad Ibrahim Pasha reassumed the Grand Vizierate after 45
days. He immediately managed to take his revenge because he considered every
action made by his predecessor to be against him and tried to reverse it. Since Feth
Giray became Khan thanks to his rivals, he should be punished. Therefore he

convinced the Sultan to reappoint Bora Giray as the Khan of the Crimea.

When he lost the throne to Bora Giray, Feth Giray decided to go to Istanbul
to save his life. Feth Giray was convinced by some people to visit his brother before
leaving the Crimea. It was a fatal decision because during the visit a Mirza from the
Mangit tribe killed him in Naks: Elvan near Kefe. '* His Kalghay Baht Giray
managed to escape but he was captured and was also killed.’®® The Nura’l-din
Selamet Giray that was in Circassia did not interfere to the struggle and saved his
life.'5® Feth Giray’s khanate lasted only three months. His short life, thirty-nine years
at all, gave way to a new contradiction in the history of the Crimean Khanate, the

Cobangiray.

133afiye Sultan (Baffo in Western source) was very influential over his son. She played an important
role on both the internal and external affairs of the time. She played the key role in the appointments of
the high ranked officials. For example Hoca Saadettin could reobtain his status only after the mediation
of Safiye Sultan.

14 Ruza, Al-Sab’, p.109 and Halim Giray Sultan, Galbin-i, p.71. He also notes that some historians
argued that Feth Giray was killed by the initiative of the Mirzas without the decision of Bora Giray.

165 Ruza, ibid, p.109. Halim Giray gave the name of Kalghay, Devlet Giray but previously he wrote
Baht Giray. Halim Giray, ibid, p.71. Muhammed Riza noted that nine children from the family of Feth
Giray were also killed.

16 Ruza, ibid, p.110.
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IX Feth Giray and the emergence of Cobangiray

According to the tradition, when he was Kalghay Feth Giray captured the daughter of
a Polish boyar during a raid. Later he agreed to give back the girl for a ransom and she
was sent to Jassy (Yas) with a Kapu Agasi, Ahmed Agha. Since the required amount
was not paid on time the girl and Ahmed Agha stayed in Yas for a while. When she
was returning to Poland she gave birth to a child and died. Feth Giray refused the
child and ordered Ahmed Agha to kill the child. However, Ahmed Agha hided the
child in Moldavia and brought him to the Crimea after the death of Feth Giray.'®’
Since the child worked as a Coban (shepherd) in the Crimea his branch of the Girays
were called Cobangiray. The other Girays did not consider them to be part of the
family and tried to hinder the prominence of Cobangirays in the Crimean politics.
However, when all members of the Giray family fled from the Crimea in (1623) no

one could be found to be Nura’l-din. Thus, one of the sons of the Cobangiray was

's” The information about the emergence of Cobangirays is contradictory in the sources. ‘ Abdiillgaffar
Kinmi stated that the child was born in Poland and spent his youth there and then fled to Moldavia that
he became a shepherd. He also stated that it was the Girays that found and invited him to the Crimea.
‘Abdiilgaffar, ‘Umdet, p.116. Halim Giray that was a Giray denied that Cobangiray was from
Cengiskanid descent. He wrote that Feth Giray did not marry the girl and she became pregnant while
she was with Ahmed Agha The Kalghay ordered the execution of both the girl and the Agha when he
learned the incident. Ahmed left the child to a certain Tatar and fled from the Crimea. He could only
return after the death of Feth Giray and raised the child that he called Mustafa. Mustafa had two
children, Kolbuld1 and Colbuldi. When all the Girays fled from the Crimea and no one remained to
make Nura'l-din Mustafa that named Devlet Giray, Kulbuld: that named Feth Giray and Colbuld: that
“named ‘Adil Giray were incorporated to the Giray family. He considered this act degradation of the
Giray dynasty. Halim Giray, ibid, p.84.



named Devlet Giray and became Nura’l-din. Only ‘Adil Giray became the Khan of

Crimea from the Cobangirays (1666-1671).



X The Second Reign of Gazi Giray II (1596-1608)

The second reign of Bora Giray was more difficult. This time he knew that
his future depended on his relations with the Porte. He had two options to be secure in
his throne. First he had to satisfy the demands of the Porte that was engaged in a long
and costly war with the Habsburgs. Second he had to be self reliant in the Crimean
throne. Since he was well aware that he would not be able to obtain his previous
position in the Porte, he chose to demonstrate the inevitability of the Crimean forces
for the Ottoman campaigns.'®® In 1597, he remained in the Crimea despite the fact he
was invited to join the campaign, in accordance to the ancient tradition (Usul-i Kadim
iizere), by the personal letter of the Sultan. Instead, he managed to contact Christian
powers. He sent envoys to Jeremia Movila (Voivode of Moldavia), the King of
Poland, Stephan Bathory and Michael of Wallachia in order to re-establish relations
and to obtain concessions.'®® He offered an alliance to the King and even hinted to
switch his allegiance to the Poles.'” He threatened Michael of Wallachia to send an

appropriate gift or else to suffer devastation worse than 1596. He sought ways to act

18 Baron Wratislaw has a description about the reputation of the Tatars at that time. He briefly
explains how the Tatars terrorised the entire people including the Ottoman forces. The Janissary that
accompanied them during their journey to the Austria said that he could not help them if they came
across to the Tatars because even his own life would be in danger in such case.

169 K ortepter, Ottoman Imperialism, p.163.

70 Tbid.p.163.



as intermediary between the warring parties in return of compensation. For this
purpose, after having the consent of the Porte, he exchanged envoys with the Prince of
Transylvania Sigismund Bathory.171 The Khan showed himself to be completely
disillusioned with the Ottomans. He stated that he spent years in captivity for the
Ottomans in Persia and showed his skills at the conquest of Raab. But yet his reward
was the dismissal. The Imperial ambassador realised that the Khan was playing a
double role, both the promoter of his interests and the delegate of the Sultan.'”* The
Habsburgs decided to try their chance and sent a mission to Khan in order to seek the
means to convince him to make an alliance with them.'” The Khan did not refuse the
proposal and sent a Greek, Alexander Paleologus, from his entourage to Prague.
Meanwhile, he managed to renew the peace treaty with Muscovy. Once again the
Khan did not want to leave the Crimea before he resumed the negotiations with his

neighbours and ensured security.

The year 1597 was a failure for the Ottomans. The Grand Vizier Damad
Ibrahim Pasha realised that he should remain in the Porte for the safety of his post.
Thus, he appointed Satirct Mehmed Pasha the commander of the Western front but
Satirct Mehmed Pasha accomplished very little. He recovered the castle of Tata or
Totis; a small castle that fell to the Habsburgs and marched on Gran (Esztergom or
Estergon). But after a Janissary revolt his march came to an end he was forced to enter

into negotiations with the Habsburgs on an island in Vag (Waitzen or Vac). When he

' Ibid.p.164. The Crimean envoys were Alexander Paleologus and Sefer Agha.
172 Ibid.p.164.

13 Ibid.p.164.



was criticised for his failure he put the blame on the Khan who did not come to the
campaign'’* Thanks to this pretext Satirct Mehmed Pasha saved his post but the
Grand Vizier Damat Ibrahim Pasha could not save. The Sultan appointed Hadim
(Eunuch) Hasan Pasha Grand Vizier in 3 November 1597/23 Rebi’i'l-evvel 1006.
According to Ottoman historians the reason beyond the replacement was the Khan.
The Sultan was still angry of Damat Ibrahim Pasha because of the death of Feth
Giray.'” Once again it became obvious that Bora Giray was an inevitable element of

the Ottoman politics, the conflicting parties used him in their intrigues.

Despite all invitations Bora Giray did not join to the Ottoman campaign until
the summer of 1598. Finally, he left the Crimea and went to Hungary following the

Danubean route in July 1598.'7

During the journey, he once again contacted the
Wallachian and Moldavian Voivodes and threatened them to prepare appropriate gifts
for his return or to suffer the consequences. The Habsburgs for their side put a great
pressure on the Khan in order to gain him on their side. They argued that the Sultan’s

provinces in Anatolia were in revolt and it was up to the Khan to make a peace. They

urged the Khan to join the Christian League and the partition of the Ottoman lands

174 «ciin saTurcu pasa seferde bir is gormedi bahaneye salik olub memur olan ‘asker ciimleden tatar

han gelmedi deyii feryadnameler gonderdi.” Pegevi Ibrahim Efendi, Pegevi Tarihi, Istanbul,1281-
1283/1864-1867, p.209. “¢iin serdar saTurct mehmed pasa bu sene tatar han gelmediginden gayri
memur olan ‘askerden dahi gelen kalilii’l-mikdar idi deyii ‘ar? @i ‘itizar itmisdi.” Naima, pp.184-185.

173 “ciin serdar bu sene han-1 tatar gelmediigiinden gayri memur olan ‘askerden kalilii’l-mikdar idii
deyii ‘arz i i’tizar itmisdi padigah-1 ‘alempenah mukaddema han maddesi igiin sadr-1 ‘azam ibrahim
pasa’ya mugberr olub bu defa’a ‘asker varmadigy zamime ve valide sultan Tarafina mumaileyhin taksiri
ve hadim’m bezl-i emvalle iltiyam ve tedbiri ona redif ve tetimme olub bu esnada miifti bostanzade
huzur4 padisahiye da’vet olundukda veziri tebdil muradimdir kime tevcih eylesem derler miifti dahi
vezir’iii ‘azli icab ider ciirmi var mdir didikde ciirmiine nihayet yok ciimleden gazi giray han’1 ibka
ittiriib feth giray gibi bir viicudud telef i ifnasina ba’is oldu buyurdular...” Katip Celebi, Fezleke,
p-102. Other Ottoman historians Naima, Selaniki and Pegevi repeat the same information.
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and they promised him that he would be able to keep all the lands that he had
conquered if he would join the Christian League.'”’ One final effort was made in
August 1598 Bemardfius, the envoy of the Emperor, received clear instructions. At
first, he should try to convince the Khan to join the League. Otherwise, he would try
to ensure the neutrality of the Khan by stating that the longer he remained neutral, the
more money he would receive. Finally, if the other means failed he was requested to
use 10.000 ducats that were already in his disposal to bribe the Viziers in order to
disrupt the war efforts.'”® The middleman Sigismund Bathory, Prince of Transylvania,
reported that according to the envoy of the Khan in Prague: Alexander Paleologus.
Allegedly, the Khan was reluctant to commit himself for an open alliance with the
Christians, although he had an inclination because of his religious considerations and
his doubts about the reaction of his army.179 The most important point in the report
was that the Sultan asked the Khan to act intermediary between him and the Emperor
in order to be free to suppress Celali revolts in Anatolia. The Khan once again tried to
make use of the situation in order to obtain the maximum of what he can get by

playing a double role.

The Porte was now in a serious danger since to suppress the Celali revolts
required a large army. The Khan could make use of the situation if he would not be
under the indirect pressure of the Celalis in a recent future. For the moment the

mediation or the forces of the Khan were extremely needed by the Ottomans. The

176 Korteper, Ottoman, p.165. Selaniki II, p.752.
7 Ibid.p.165.

% bid.p.166.
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Khan joined the Ottoman forces on 26 Muharrem 1007/29 August 1598 in Begkeray
O?:ecskerek).’so Ottoman historians wrote that the arrival of the Khan created a
positive effect in the army and he and his Mirzas were welcomed and received
valuable gifts.'®! The Porte aimed to reassure its control over Erdel (Transylvania) for
this year because they realised that it would be impossible to control Eflak
(Wallachia) and Bogdan (Moldavia) without it. Thus, the Serdar Satirc1 Mehmed
Pasha received enough provisions and personal letters of the Sultan to the campaign
invited the Tatar Khan. The campaign was the last chance for the Serdar Satirci
Mehmed Pasha that last year saved his post and life by accusing the Khan and the
bureaucrats in the Porte. Meanwhile the Grand Vizier once again was changed in the
Porte. Hadim Hasan Pasha (November 1597-April 1598) that was accused of being
too corrupt was executed and Cerrah Mehmed Pasha became Grand Vizier (April

1598-January 1599).

During the Megveret Meclisi (War council) it was decided that it would be
better to march first on Transylvania and then to deal with the Habsburg, according to
the wishes of the Sultan. Ottoman historians wrote that Bora Giray that was

considered to be the expert of the land played an important role on the planning of the

17 1bid.p.166.
130 Naima, p-195.

181« mah-1 muharremifi yirmi altinc1 giinii kark ellibid tatar “askeri ile gazi giray han hasretleri geliib
serdar dahi miiretteb ve miikemmel alaylar ile istikbal idiib otagina indirdi ve ‘azim ziyafetler ve hila’-1
fahire-i padigahi ile ria’yetler eyledi han haretleri dahi vaz’-1 miiliikane ile serdar ve ‘ayan zevi’l-
mikdara enva’i nevazes ve iltifatlar gosterdi b’ade-hu serdar éniine diigiib han hazretlerini ihzar olunan
bar-gah’a gotiiriib dondii serdar otagina karib bir ‘ali otak han iciin ve bir otak haremi igiin kurulub
ciimle levazimu ihzar olundi ve yiiz nefer mirzalar’a hil’at ve han’a miikemmel Tagra ve igerii libaslan
fahire olmak tizere samur kiirkleri ile zer-duz boggalar i¢re ve iki miicevher egerli murassa’ rahth at
verildi. Ibid.p.195.
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campaign.'® The plan was first to take Varad (Gross Wardein, Nagy Varad, Oredea),
the key castle in Transylvania and then to raid the country. The army marched along
the rivers Koros and Mords (Mures or Muresul) through Transylvania. On the road,
they besieged the small castle of Canat and conquered it without much resistance. '*>
Meanwhile an emissionary from Transylvania came to the Tatar army and asked the
help of the Khan to make peace with the Ottomans.'®* The Tatar forces left the army
after Canat and used a different road and raided through the country. The siege of the
Varad started on 26 Safer 1007/1 October 1598 but soon it became a failure for the
Ottoman forces. First of all, the army was late to enter Transylvania. It took four and
half month to combine the forces and to arrive in Varad.'®® Second, since it was late

the army had to fight with the climate as well as the enemy. Ottoman historians wrote

182« mah-1 muharremifi yirmiyedinci giinii serdar ve beyler ve bdliik agalan tekrar han hasretlerine
varub miilakat ittiklerinde der deviet’ten gelen haTT-1 hiimayun kira’at olunub tamam olunca han ve
serdar ve sair ayag iizere Turub du’adan sofira mefhumunda megveret igiin serhad ihtiyarlan ve ehl-i
vukuf olanlar ileri geldi ne yoldan erdelistan garetine varulmak gerekdiir deyi vafar miigavere
olundukda serhad sahib-i vukuflan agaz-1 kelam idiib erdel vilayetine girecek ii¢ yol vardir biri kala’-i
lipova yolu ile ve biri sebes ve lugos yolu ve biri varat yoludur didiler gazi giray han eytti ma’kul olan
bir yoldan vanlmakdir ki mimasib delil ile agirhik ve a’rabalar ile ibTal-i rical ile hem-rah kilinmak
miimkiin ola eger ‘ada mukabale iderse cenge imkan ola dedikde serhadlulardan ihtiyarlar eytti sebes
ve lugos ve lipova yollan sa’b olmagla buyurilan vech iizere miirura kabiliyeti yokdur diigman bulursa
cenk ve mukabele tasavvur olunmaz ol saffet ile muttasif olan cadde-i vesi’a rah varat’tirki her vechle
fesih ve ‘arizdir gazi giray han dahi eytti varat kala’sinda olan kiiffar ¢ikib rah-1 ‘askeri baglayub
hasarata kadirlermidir ve ol ihtimal var ise evvela kal’a feth olunub b’ade-hu gidilmek iktiza idermi ve
kal’ayr muhasara ettigimiz surette meks-i Tavil lazzm gelirmi othalde haTur-1 serdar’a ri’ayet ile ba’1
miidahaneci ‘ammiler iki G¢ Tob ile ka’lanin fethi kabildir diyiib evvela hisar feth olunub ba’de-hu
jigmuna (Sigismund Bathory) iizerine gidilmek ...” Ibid. pp.196-197.

'8 Tbid, p.197. Katib Celebi, Fezleke, p.109.

184 « . ve erdel oglundan ilgi geliib han hazretleri bizi sevketlii padisahla bangdirasin deyii mektublar
gonderdi ...” Ibid.p.109. The Erdeloglu, son of erdel, in the text could be Cardinal Andreas Bathory
(d.1599) because the Voivode Sigismund Bathory left Andreas in his place while fleeing in 1598. He
was pro-Polish and pursued a pro-Ottoman policy during his reign according to the Polish attitude of
the time. For the Transylvian politics of the time see: Deceu, “Erdel”, 1A, IV, pp.302-303.

185 «_ . bu esnada han gelince belgraddan qikali iki ay kadar zaman gegiib seferifi vakti misfa karib
olmustu ba’de-hu begkerek’de elli bes giin oturuldukdan sofira gegiliib safer’in altinct giniinde ...”
Katib Celebi, Fezleke, p.109.
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about the difficulties caused by the heavy rain on the way and during the siege.'®
Third, the lack of the fire weapons and the gunpowder was a major difficulty. The
whole army had only three cannons that were inefficient vis-a-vis Varad that was a
well-fortified castle. The cannons that were requested from the Sofu Sinan Pasha, the
new Beylerbeyi of Anadolu and the former Bey of Egn (Erlau), could not be
transported due to the lack of the oxen to pull them.'®” The lack of provisions was not
limited with the firearms; there was also the lack of food. It seems that the Khan who
arrived late at the battlefield has also contributed to the failure of the campaign
because the season of the rains had already started (October) when the army was in
Varad. However, it should be noted that it was not only the Khan who was late, the
Ottoman army gathered very late in general. Ottoman historians noted the arrival of
many commanders after that of the Khan. It seems that the Ottoman campaign was
not well planned and that the Khan was right on his suspicions about the planning of
the campaign. A final but traditional problem appeared between the Tatar forces and
the Serdar. The Serdar did not allow the Tatars to raid in the country and asked them

to wait until the capture of the castle.'®®

More important, the news that arrived from the Western border was

alarming. The Habsburgs that benefited from the lack of the main army sieged Budin

18« _bir aydan ziyade ale’t-tevali yagmurlar yagmakdan hali olmayub kal’a eTrafi miilayim Toprak
ve ekser yerler bataklik olmagla *asker-i islam miitehayyir olub...” Katib Celebi, ibid, p.110,

187 «__.bu esnada egriden Toplar gelmege halk intizarda iken sofu sinan pasa tehi dest gika gelib Top
¢ekecek camus bulunmadi deyi cevab veriib...” Ibid.p.110.

188 « yirmi giine dek Varad nevahisinii mekulati kalmayub tatar mesafe-i ba’ideden getiirmege
muhta¢ olmagla bir kile sa’ir iiger beser altuna satihr oldu mukaddema han ‘asker-i tatar akina gitmek
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(Budapest) and captured the castles of Paluta (Varpalota), Tespirim (Veszprem) and
Tata. Therefore, it was decided that it is better to postpone the siege and to send a
detachment of the Tatar to the rescue of Budin. The situation became worse on the
way to Budin. Moreover, it was learned that the Voivode Michael attacked to the
forces of Hafiz Hadim Ahmet Pasha (the commander of Nicopolis) and defeated in
Nigbolu (Nicopolis). Since the problems: the rain and the lack of provisions persisted
on the way to Budin, the Janissary revolted and attacked to the Serdar. The Serdar was
forced to give up the idea to save Budin and ordered to return the winter quarter in
Belgrade. The Khan was also ordered to remain in the frontier area with a personal
letter of the Sultan.'® The winter quarter for the Khan was Sonbor (Szombor) and for

the Tatar army was Segedin (Szeged).

This failure was enough for the Porte both the Grand Vizier Cerrah Mehmed
Pasha and the Serdar Satirci1 Mehmed Pasha were dismissed and replaced by Damad
Ibrahim Pasha (it was considered necessary that the Grand Vizier assumes both posts).
The Khan did not remain inactive during his wintering in Sonbor. He received
communications direct from the Emperor and the Archduke Maximilian. The
Archduke urged him to return to the Crimea if he wanted to gain the friendship of the
Christians forever. The Emperor vaguely confirmed his desire to make a peace with
the Khan.'”® Meanwhile, the Khan sent an envoy to Moldavia and expressed his anger

towards the violation of peace and threatened them with an invasion if they broke the

istedik¢e serdar insallah bir kag giine dek bile gideriiz diyerek bu iimniyye ile evkat gegdi ne murad
iizere akin oldu ve ne kal’a alind...” Ibid.p.112.

189 «Serhadd-i mansurede Tatar Ham Gazi Giray Han’a kislamak ferman olunub, semsir-i zerrin ve
hilat-1 fahire ve ii¢ kise altuh gonderildiigidiir.” Selaniki II, p.791.
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peace again.'’'This time, the Khan was not interested with Moldavia for the tribute
because he was able to convince his friend Satirct Mehmed Pasha to appoint one of
his servants, the Bey of Silistre (Silisrtia).'"*> It was maybe this appointment that cost
to the life of the Satirct Mehmed Pasha. The new Serdar received an envoy of the
Khan, Abdulaziz Agha, who requested the confirmation of Khan’s possession of
Silistre. The Serdar that feared from the revolt or the departure of the Khan confirmed
it. However, at the same time he wrote an immediate note to the Porte to explain the
reasons why he confirmed the appointment and asked for the refusal it. The Porte’s
reaction was of course negative and immediate, Khan’s possession of Silistre where
he might form a base of power was not acceptable and Satirci should be punished for

this mistake.'*>

%0 Kortepeter, Ottoman Imperialism, p.168.
¥ Ibid.p.169.

92 Ottoman historians wrote that the Khan and the Serdar were very good friends despite the fact that
Satirc1 openly accused the Khan for the failure in 1597 and the Khan quarrelled with him when he did
not allow the Tatar army to raid in Varad.

193 «__hasan beyzade tarihinde nakl iderki serdar filibe sahrasina niizul ettikde sonbor muhafazasinda
olan gazi giray han Tarafindan asitane’ye revane olan ‘abdii’l-‘aziz aga pa-bus-1 vezir’e iriib saTirc1
mehmed pasa silistre eyaletini tatar han miisarileyhe arpahik Tarikiyle virdigin bildirdi ve saTirc
mehmed pasa kalemiyle muvakka’ mengur ibraz idiib serdar’dan dahi mukarrername rica ittikde egerce
miisa’adeden i‘raz iizere idi. ama han ‘isyan idiib sayed sonbor muhafazasin terk eyleye deyii egerge
saTirc1 mehmed pasa virdigi emre bina Tariki iizere bir emr-i serif verdi ama asitane’ye hafiyyen
mektub gonderiib verilan emr ..... olub fi’l-hakika haTay1 mahz idiigin bildirib eger tahkik ve takrir
olunursa han-1 bed-peyman saTira ile vifak iizeredir kendiiye hem-rah idiib firar itmeleri ihtimali
oldugin ifham eyledi hadd-i zatinda tatar han’m saTirc ile firan mukarrer iken bu tedbir ile ibrahim
pasa’nin hab-1 hargusuna ve mekatib-i dil-firibine firifte olub kalmistr.” Naima,.p.216. Hasanbeyzade
referred in the text is the Ottoman historian Ahmet Hasanbeyzade. He personally joined to the
Ottoman-Habsburg war between 1598-1601 first as the secretary of Serdar Satirct Mehmed Pasa then
as the Reisii’l-kiittab (Chief of the clerks). The second volume of his Tarih-i ‘Ali ‘Osman was the
major source for the Ottoman historian such as Naima and Katip Celebi. For more information on
Hasan Beyzade see: Franz Babinger, Osmanli Tarih Yazarlar: ve Eserleri, ed. Goskun Ugok, Ankara,
1982, p.192.
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The forthcoming events showed that the Grand Vizier was not wrong in his
scheme in which he considered the Khan and the dismissed Serdar were co-operating
in their actions. The Grand Vizier appointed the Agha of Janissery, Tirnak¢: Hasan,
for the execution of the former Serdar. The Agha met with Satirci in Hisarcik
(Grocka) near Belgrade and executed him. Ottoman historians noted that the former
Serdar did not listen to his friend Bora Giray and failed to join him in Sonbor thanks
of the clever plan of the Grand Vizier.'”* Although Satirct was caught unawares, his
Kethiida (Steward) ibrahim managed to escape and sheltered to the camp of the Khan.
The first reaction of the Khan to the execution was to immediately return to the
Crimea. However the Mirzas opposed to this decision and convinced him to stay in

the front.'*>

The reaction of Mirzas to the decision of the Khan maybe interpreted in
two different ways. First they might have thought the future of the Khanate because
they knew that the Sultan would inevitably dismiss the Khan if he retun to the
Crimea at this critical moment and this would cause a civil war. Second they might
have acted for their benefits because they did not want to give up the booty that they
were likely to obtain during the new season of campaign. Although, the Khan
remained in the front during the campaign season his distrust to the Grand Vizier

persisted and all the attempts made by the Grand Vizier to change the situation

remained in vain.'®® It is not difficult to understand that the Khan’s attitude was

194« . zi’l-hiccenin onikinci giinii belgrad’a karib hisarcik nam menzline vardikda serdar-1 sabik
agalann ve o'nda bulunan zabiTleri istikbale génderiib alay ile belgrad sahrasina kondurdu kaza ve
kader hiikmiinden gafil olub sadik-1 kadimi olan gazi giray han d’avet tenbih itmisken basireti baglanub
miitenebbih olmad...” Katip Celebi, Fezleke., p.117.

195« kethiidasi ibrahim aga hasta iken bir gemiye binib pasa’mn miiezzin’i hiiseyin nam nedim’i ile
backa yakasina gecdi ve sonbor’da gazi giray han yamna varub sigindi nige fasid haberler ile han’
tenfir eyleyib han kinm canibine gitmek tedarikinde iken baz1 mirzalan mani’ olub tehir ettirdiler...”
Ibid. p.118.
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concerned with his personal security in other words his fear from coming across to the
destiny of his friend Satirci Mehmed Pasha. For that purpose, he did not visited the
tent of the Serdar or he preferred to stay on the right bank of the Danube while the
Serdar was on the left bank or managed to have always a group of armed force close

at hand.'’

The Khan still served to the Ottomans even under these circumstances but
this time as a mediator between them and the Habsburg. On 11 Sefer 1008/2
September 1599, the Khan informed Damad Ibrahim Pasha that he received an envoy
from the Habsburgs that asked from him to mediate to begin to the peace talks.'*®

According to Ottoman historians the meeting took place on island in Danube near Vag

(Waitzen) between 24 to 26 Rabi’ I/ 14 to 16 October 1599.'° Since both parties

19« sabika saTirci katlinden gazi giray han mii’nfail olub seferde hem-rahhik tohmeti iras-1 su-i zan
eylemis ve vehme tabi’ olmus idi bu defa’ sefere gelmemek ve sonbor’dan katkib gitmek haTirasinda
oldugu ba’z1 evza’mdan istisa’r olundukda def’-i vahget iciin agir piskesler ile menzil-i mezburdan
mihali¢li ahmed pasa ve sivas beylerbeyi’si mahmud pasa ve silahdar aga’s1 sonbor’a irsal olunub
ta’zim ile sefere da’vet ittiler ... yevm-i mezburda han’a miikemmel at ve raht ve hila’t ve murassa’
simsir ve ina’mat-1 sahiye i’Ta olunub ... bi’l-ciimle han’iyle serdar meyam seker-ab idi ibrahim pasa
ne denlii kilinub tevazu’ itti ise han ‘alicenablik g6steriib bir kerre otagina gelmedi ekser at arkasinda
gorisirlerdiydi ...” Ibid.pp.122-125.

197 Carl Max Kortepeter refers to a Venetian report that states that the animosity between the Khan and
the Grand Vizier was not related with the Satirc1 affair (it was even not mentioned) but it was because
of the separate negotiations of the Khan with the Habsburgs and Transylvania. Kortepeter, Ottoman
Imperialism, p.170.

1% Katip Celebi, Fezleke, p.123.

19« Yirmibirinci giiniiVag karibine niizul olundukda Taburdan adem geliib sulh igiin iig giine dek

‘asker hareket itmisler deyii mehil Taleb olunub igiinci giini el¢i evvel han’a geliib ba’de-hu serdar’a
vardi beri Tarafdan murad pasa ve han’in ahmed agas1 ve mehmed kethiida Tabura isal olunub iki
ginden sofira ‘adem-i sulth haberi gelmekle gegiildii ...a’da-y1 hakisar sulh bahanesiyle anda ‘asker-i
islam birkag giin ‘avk murad idiib rehin namiyla nemge iimerasindan bir ka¢ me’lun gonderdiler murad
pasa ve mehmed kethiida ve ahmed aga 6te yakaya geciib hersek matiyas ve balfigrof ile estergon’a
bedel egri verilmek iizere bir kag kelam-1 barid soylesib gayr-i barid i‘tirazlar eylediler a’da mahza
‘asker-i tatar uyvar diyanm garet itmemek iciin oyalar idigiini biliirken girii viicud verilib varima-i
kelime oldu bi’l-ahare iki Tarafeynin rehinleri ‘avdet ittiler... ”. Ibid,p.124. According to Hammer
Purgstall Habsburgs were represented by the Archbishop of Gran, Jan Kutassi, the generals Nadazdi
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insisted on their terms the negotiations resumed after three days. After the failure of
the peace talks the Grand Vizier ordered the Tatar forces to raid the country.
However, the Habsburg plan to delay the Tatar raid was successful and the booty did
not satisfy both the Serdar and the Khan.The successful withdrawal of the Habsburg
and the approaching winter forced the Ottoman army to return its winter quarters.
This time, Khan decided to return to the Crimea and returned despite all requests of
the Grand Vizier that wanted to keep him on the front for one more year. His pretext
was the lack of provisions in the Tatar army.?®® The Khan once again managed to play
an important role. He was not only the one that brought the two parties in the table but
also reaffirmed the importance of the Tatar forces for the fate of the war. Therefore,
he resumed his traditional role started to ask more funds both from the Emperor and
the Sultan to finance his forces (He asked 10.000 ducats from the Emperor to leave
the war). It seems that the Habsburgs were partially successful, maybe they could not
gain the Khan to their side but they succeeded to get the Khan and the main Tatar
army out of Hungary. It was already stated that the Habsburgs had a three-step policy
vis-a-vis the Khan. At first to gain him in their side, if it failed to neutralise him and
finally at least to bribe him to use his influence in the Porte for a peace. The events
between the years 1598-1599 show that the Habsburgs had at least succeeded to slow
the movements of the Tatar army and to use the Khan’s influence in the Porte for the

peace. Bora Giray continued to communicate with the European powers during 1600.

and Palfi and Pezzen. The Ottomans represented by Mehmed Kethiida, Kadi1 of Buda, Habil Efendi;
Ferhad, the Agha of Janissary; the envoy of the Khan Alexandre Paleologus. Alexandre Paleologus
seems to be an important man for the Khan. In European sources he was described as the omnipotent
representative of the Khan.



Bora Giray spend the years between 1599-1602 in the Cirmea. He knew that
the Porte did not welcome his decision to leave the war but he had important problems
to settle before his return to Hungary in automn1602. First of all, he had to deal with
the Cossack raids that once again became a danger for the stability of the region. The
Poles gained two important victories against the Cossacks during the last decade of
the 16" century: the Union of Brest (1596) and the battle of Lubyn (May 1596). The
Union of Brest was technically an attempt to end the division of the churches but its
objectives and outcomes were far more important. First of all the Union aimed to
divert the Ukrainian people from the Orthodox Church in order to assimilate them in
to Catholic Polish society.?*’ The Union created a great conflict and division among
the Ukrainian society that still exists even today. While the Uniate Church had long
term effects in Ukraine the defeat at Lubyn had it s immediate effects. The Cossack
forces did not only lost the battle but were also divided. The registered Cossacks: well
established, town based Cossacks, preferred to compromise with the Poles.”* The
ordinary Cossacks: poor, non-registered and under the threat of becoming again a serf,
preferred to fight. The conflict manifested it self many times in open conflict.*®® The

Cossack could recover these setbacks only after 1600 under the leadership of Hetman

20« gazi giray han istizan idiib tatar ‘askerinifi min b’ad firara mecalleri mahaldir deyii kinm’a
miiteveccih oldu bu sene dahi alikoymaga serdar kiilli sa’yler idiib miimkiin olmadi...” Ibid.p.125.

! The Uniate Church was founded in 25-December-1595 in Rome, however the official declaration
was made in 6-October-1596. The Union set a Greek-Catholic church that preserved it s Orthodox
ritual but officially related to the Papacy. It is important to note that the request for the Union came
from a faction of the Orthodox Clergy that were willing to enjoy the privileges of the Catholic Clergy.
For more information on the Uniate Church and its impact of the Ukrainian society from a socialist
perspective see; Hrushevsky, A History, and for a liberal perspective Subtelny Orest, Ukraine.

22 The Poles that realised the difficulty to control the Cossacks tried to make use of them. Meanwhile
they could use the Cossack forces as a check against Tatar and Ottoman encroachments. They have
also used the Cossacks in their campaigns. The Cossacks were first registered by Sigismund August in
1572. The decision had important effects. On the hand the Cossacks were officially recognised by the
Poles. On the other hand it created a division in the Cossack society. The registered Cossacks gained
important privileges that they were keen to preserve. Therefore a conflict with the non-registered
Cossacks became inevitable. For more information on the subject see: Subtelny, Ukraine.

70



Sameilo Kishka (1600-1602) that organised a series of successful raids in to the Black

Sea region and Moldavia.?**

Bora Giray turned his face to the Poles in order to check the revived Cossack
threat. The Poles were also willing to contact with the Khan in order to persuade him
to allow them a secure outlet to the Black Sea.””> They have already contacted with
the Kalghay Selamet Giray in 1599 when the Khan was still in Hungary. The Khan
agreed not to touch any Polish merchant who paid the proper dues in exchange of the
payment of traditional Ziyis. The Poles decided to send an embassy to the Crimea to
reaffirm their bid on Black Sea upon the positive approach of the Khan. King
Sigismund III. Vasa (1587-1632) appointed his secretary and Vice-Chancellor in
Breslau, Laurin Piaseczinski, as ambassador to the Khan.?*® The Polish mission had
three objectives. First objective was the extension of the peace with the Khan. Second
objective was to have a formal approval of the Khan and other Tatar notables for the
access of Polish merchants to the Black Sea. Third objective was to ensure the support
of the Khan in case of a war with Muscovy. Finally these conditions were set as the
precondition for the payment of the customary annual gift (fzzyzg). Piaseczinski was
instructed on two other issues: the Cossacks and the delivery of the tiy1g. First of all
he should clearly state that the King could not be hold responsible for the actions of
the outlaw Cossacks. The instruction seems to be one of the old pretexts that were

used both by Russians and Poles against the Tatars and Ottomans. However, the

23 Subtelny, Ibid.p.115.
%4 Hrusevsky, A4 History, p.217. He exactly wrote that Kishka revived the “old Cossack spirit”.

25 Kortepeter, Ottoman Imperialism, p. 181.
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second instruction shows that the at least for this time the Poles were right.
Piaseczinski was instructed that the delivery of the fyrs that was traditionally made in
Akkerman in the last day of November would be made in Kamanetz>*” The second
instruction provides us with two important details the tiyis was formerly delivered on
the last day of November in Akkerman. From a letter of Kalgay Selamet Giray to the
Polish King it is possible to understand the reason why the Poles wanted to change the
location of the delivery. In his letter Selamet Giray says that since the roads were not
secure the King could send the money to Kamanetz and he would send men to take
it.2® The Polish embassy arrived to Yas (Jassy) on 27-June-1601and started to gather
information about the situation in the Crimea and the Ottoman Empire as a whole.
The first point was that the Sultan sent gifts and enough money to pay the Mirzas and
invited the Khan to Hungary. When the Khan decided to comply he learned of a plot
by his Nura’l-din Devlet Giray and some Sirin Beys.?” Therefore he responded on a
traditional manner and executed his cousin and the plotters on a banquet. Piaseczinski
gives also information about the intentions of the Khan to eliminate his Kalghay
Selamet Giray. He wrote that he learned from two Tatars that were send to escort him
that the Khan was planning to kill his brother and Kalghay Selamet Giray.?'® These
informations could be very important in order to understand the events that would be

analysed later.

2% Tbid.p.182.
7 Tbid.p.182.
%% Veliaminov-Zernof, Kirimga, pp.18-19. See also appendices documents no: 5.

% Kortepeter, Ottoman Imperialism, p.183.



Piaseczinski gave one more important information about the politics of the
Khanate at that time. He reported that Muscovy was renewing it s treaty with the
Khan. A Muscovite embassy had arrived to the border with the #1yzs and was asked an
escort against the Cossacks. It is very interesting that Muscovy that was on the eve of
the Time of Troubles sent the present to the Khan despite all the difficulties. The
Time of Troubles (Smutnoe Vremya 1598-1613) represents one of the most turbulent
phases of the Russian history. It starts with the accession of Boris Godunov in 1598 to
the Russian throne and ends with the election of Michael Romanov to the Tsardom in
1613.2'' When the Tsar Fedor (1584-1598) died, leaving neither heir nor will and his
regent Boris Godunov, the man that hold the real power, assumed the title of the Tsar
on 3 September 1598. The most important problem of the new Tsar was to prove his
legitimacy therefore; he turned inside tried to eliminate his rivals and followed a
peaceful policy towards the foreign powers and made or renewed the peace
agreements. It is also interesting to note that Boris Godunov used the Tatar threat to
become the Tsar. In spring 1598 he mobilised an army in Serpukhov on the ground
that Muscovy was on the risk of an invasion from the South in other words from
Crimea.?'* Godunov’s success to eliminate his rivals and to have peaceful relations
with foreign powers achieved very little because he could not stop the social unrest
inside Muscovy. The peasantry under the constant threat of taxation and oppression of

the gentry preferred to flee from their lands to the free areas, worse the famine in 1601

219 Tbid p.183.
21 For more information on the Time of Troubles refer to; Robert O. Crummey, The Formation,
pp-205-233 and Nicholas V. Riasanovsky, A History of Russia, New York, 1984) pp.157-174.
Depending on the work of Russian historian Platonov, both authors argue that the Muscovite state and
society went through three subsequent crises; the dynastic, the social and national that arouse one after
the other and that finally became intertwined. The dynastic crisis was the lack of the legitimacy for the
regimes of the Boris Godunov and his followers. The social crisis was the increasing proportion of
discontent in the society. Many people tried to flee rather to be enserfed by the gentry that the regime
supported. The national crisis was the enemies that took advantage of their opportunity.
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and 1602 devastated the live stock of the peasantry. The Muscovite society was on
the verge of explosion and it exploded in 1603 when a series of peasant revolt struck
Moscow but the major blow came with the appearance of the False Dimitriy in
August 1604."* The fact that Godunov sent the present to the Crimea, despite all of
the economic and social difficulties in Muscovy maybe considered as a reflection of
the importance of the Tatar threat to the Russians. The fact that the Crimean Tatars
that claimed to be the heir of the Golden Horde did not try to make use of the situation
in Muscovy to recover the territory of the Golden Horde is another question that still

needs to be answered.

The Khan finally received the Polish embassy on August 23. According to
the accounts of Piaseczinski the Khan was ill at that time and the meeting lasted very
short. The Khan’s illness partially explains the absence of the Khan from the
Hungarian front in 1601. Neither Ottoman nor Crimean sources refer to the illness of
the Khan.?'* The illness of the Khan could have been serious because Piaseczinski
wrote that when he visited the Kalghay Selamet Giray, he saw that the Kalghay
dwelled outside in a tent because of the bad air (Kortepeter noted that the bad air

215

meant an epidemic ie plague).”” Actually the Khan send his nephew Baht Giray to the

22 Crummy, Ibid. p.211.

#3The event of False Dimitriy is one of the most tragic events of Russian history. The real Dimitriy,
son of Ivan IV died suddenly in 15 May 1591. The rivals of Godunov argued that it was him that killed
the boy to clean the path for the throne. However the historical analysis’s showed that Godunov had no
motive to kill Dimitriy. The False Dimitriy was a venturer that made the use of the situation.

#4 Crimean Historian Muhammed Riza even wrote that the Khan angered the Sultan because he did
not join to the campaigns with disorderly pretexts. “ber névbet-i Taraf-1 sehriyar-1 cihan muTa’dan
sefere da’vet olmus iken izhar-1 ‘6zr-i na-berca ile miitteka-y1 balin istirahat olmagin merba’-nigin serir-
i ihmal olmasi muktezi-yi teneffiir-i Tab’-1 hiimayun olmasi ...” Riza, As-sab’, p.110.

415 Kortepeter, Ottoman Imperialism, p.184.



Hungarian front in 1600.2'® The Tatar forces joined to the siege and the conquest of
Kanije (Nagykanisza) in September 1600.%"7 Piaseczinski complained about the Tatar
raids and the slave trade during his meeting with the Khan. The Khan replied that the
Tatar raids were the result of the Cossack raids and insisted that he would not allow
the Tatar when the Cossacks would be punished and the proper gift were send. The
arguments in the meeting were quite accustomed while the Khan complained about
the payment of the gift and the Cossack raids the Polish ambassador refused any
relationship with the Cossacks and related the payment of the gift to the proper
behaviour of the Khan. At the end of the meeting the Khan assigned an ambassador to
return to Poland with Piaseczinski. On September 4 Piaseczinski paid a visit to
Kalghay Selamet Giray near Kizil Kaya. The fact that the Kalghay received
Piaseczinski in Kizil Kaya is also important because Kalghay’s residence was in
Akmescid (Simferepol).?'® The Kalghay could have been in Kiz1l Kaya because of the
epidemic as Kortepeter suggested or because he was aware the intentions of his
brother thg Khan or simply for the summer. Shortly after the visit, the Kalghay fearing
from the plans of his brother fled the country and went to Istanbul. Piaseczinski that
was on his way to Poland took the opportunity that the Khan’s camp was near and bid
a personal farewell to the Khan. During the visit the Khan showed that he understood
the essence of Polish proposals and said that the Black Sea does not belong to him and

he could not give it away without the consent of the Sultan.?’

216 «

... ¢iin mukaddema Taraf-1 devlet-i ‘aliyye’den han-1 ‘ali-san hazretlerine evamir-i ‘aliye sadir
olmustu han-1 ‘ali-san gazi giray han canibinden irsal olunan sulTan ile bir ka¢ bif tatar ‘askeri dahi
karib geldikleri haberi vasil oldu ...”. Naima, p.235.

A7« orduda mevcud olan bir iki bif tatar hilaf yollardan varub kiiffar Taburuna gelen zahire
‘arabalann alub ...” Ibid. p.241.

2% fnalcik, “Giray”, I4 , V.



Piaseczinski turned back to Crimea in March 1602 and learned that the Khan
was still ill but this time it was claimed that one of his wives bewitched him. She and
her accomplices were immediately and severely executed.””® The Khan did not
welcome Piaseczinski this time because of two traditional problems. First the Poles
failed to send the gifts in time and second the Cossack raids in Crimean territory. He
noted that Akkerman was attacked by the thirty Cossack saykas just before his arrival
and the Ottoman Bey of the city did not receive him because the Bey related the
Polish desire for an outlet to the Black Sea with the Cossack raids.?*! Piaseczinski
arrived to the camp of Khan in Gozleve on May 26 but waited until June 24 to have
an audience with the Khan. He argued that he was forced to wait until the end of the
reception of the Muscovite ambassador, Gregory Volkovsky, that brought twenty
wagonloads of gifts to the Khan. It is important to note again that Volkovsky asked
from the Khan an escort from the southern border to the Crimea as a precaution
against the Cossack encroachments. The evidences show that the Cossacks were very
active at that moment because both Muscovy and Poland had their own problems and
could not control them.??*> However this does not mean that they did not use Cossacks
for their own goals. For example according to the letters of Piaseczinski some Polish

noblemen of Podolia wanted to attack the Tatars and the Cossacks were their natural

A9 Kortepeter, Ottoman Imperialim, p.185.

0 Tbid.p.186.

2! Tbid.p.186.

2 Muscovy was on the verge of Time of Troubles as it was already discussed and the Poles were in
war with Sweden for the control of Livonia (Latvia). The Livonian war devastated the Polish economy

and the King exacted a special poll tax from the Jews to pay the tribute to Khan The Poles also used
the Cossacks in the war. 2000 Cossacks fought for the Polish army in Latvia. For the situation and the
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allies. It seems that the delay of Piaseczinski’s visit to the Khan is related with the
Cossack raids and Polish failure to pay the gifts in time rather than to the presence of
the Muscovite ambassador. Some other points show that Piaseczinski was not
received well during his second visit in general. He noted that he was isolated during
the whole visit and no one was allowed to speak with him.?? In his audience the
Khan stated clearly that it was not in his power to give Poles an access to the Black
Sea and his forces would raid and take whatever they want if the Poles fail to pay the
gifts and Piaseczinski dismissed. The mission of Piaseczinski ended without any

formal agreement.

The Khan faced a serious threat to his rule in 1601. His Nura'l-din Devlet
Giray (son of Saadet Giray and rival Khan to Islam Giray II 1584-1588) conspired
against him. He agreed with some Sirin Mirzas to kill Bora Giray and to become the
Khan. According to the report of Laurin Piaseczinski: the Polish Ambassador to the
Crimea (1601-1603), the Khan learned about the incident and solved it in a traditional
manner.”** The Khan invited Devlet Giray and the Mirza’s to a banquet on the

22 During the feast the arquebusiers (according to Piaseczinski the

occasion of a feast.
arquebusiers were trained by former Janissaries) of the Khan killed the Nura’l-din and

two of the Sirin Mirzas even though one of them was his own son-in-law and the

role of the Cossacks on the eve and during the Times of Trouble see: Crummey, The Formation,
pp-205-231.

*3 Kortepeter, Ottoman Imperialism, p.187.
24 Tbid.p.183.
5 bid.p.176. Kortepeter states that the banquet took place on the 12-June-1601/10-Zi’l-hicce-1009

and before the feast of Kurban but on a different case he states that it was the feast of Ramazan. Since
the Kurban begins on 10™ of Zi’l-hicce it should be the feast of Kurban.



remaining Sirin beys escaped to Kefe. On the other hand Crimean historian ‘Abdu’l-
gaffar noted that Bora Giray eliminated Devlet Giray on an occasion and did not
mention to the plot.?® The brothers of Devlet Giray: Sahin Giray and Mehmed Giray
realised that it was their turn and escaped.227 Mehmed Giray took refuge in Circassia
and Sahin Giray passed to Anatolia where he joined to the rebel Karayazici. Soon
Selamet Giray, the Kalghay and the brother of Bora Giray, followed the example of
his nephews. First he escaped to Akkerman than he joined to Celali Deli Hasan Pasa
in Anatolia. According to the accounts of the Polish ambassador to the Crimea the
reaction of the Khan was immediate. He mobilised his army and summoned the
Ottoman Bey of Kefe (Feodosiya) to his camp near Gozleve (Yevpatoria). The Bey

ensured the Khan that he will seek the extradition of Selamet Giray from the Porte.”®

It is possible to argue that the Khan tried by every possible mean to refrain
Selamet Giray to gain the support of the Sultan and became the new Khan of the
Crimea. It appears that he was successful in his effort because Selamet Giray that
could not obtain the support of the Sultan fled and joined to Celalis. Later the Khan
sent a letter to the Sultan that he asked the execution of Selamet Giray but the Sultan
instead removed him either to Bythinia or Rhodes.”” From the Ottoman documents

we learn that Selamet Giray was in Bursa in March 1602 (Ramazan 1010).%°

#6 «__ba’de zaman Devlet Giray’in devlet ‘ays ve zindeganesini izale ve ifna idecek...” Riza, 4/—
Sab’,p.110.

%7 Kortepeter stated that according to the report of Piaseczinski the Sultans were warned of the Khan’s
intentions and managed to escape. Kortepeter, Ottoman Imperialism, p.176.

28 1bid.p.184.

™ Tbid.p.186.



Therefore he was most probably sent in Bursa (Bythinia) by the Sultan and than
joined to the Celalis when he did not obtain the support of the Porte to become Khan.
The Ottoman historian Mehmed Said Efendi’s Ziibde’t-tevarih helps us to understand
the adventure of Selamet Giray in Anatolia. He wrote that Selamet Giray first came to
Istanbul and was send to Yanbolu: the usual place for the hostage (rehin) and the

Bl However, he was later

members of the Giray family who fled from the Crimea.
transferred to Bursa upon the insistence of Bora Giray. Selamet Giray realised that he
would not be safe in Bursa and joined to Celali Deli Hasan in 1010/1602.% It is
possible that the Porte that did not want to create another problem in Crimea wanted
to use him to check Bora Giray. If the Porte considered Selamet Giray as a danger he

would be executed or sent to Rhodes, the usual place of the exile, for the Girays that

were considered to be dangerous.

Celali was the general name given to the rebels that posed a serious threat to
the stability of the Ottoman Anatolia during the end of the 16™ and the beginning of
the 17" centuries.”® Some relatives of Bora Giray decided to try their chances with
the Celalis. The Porte that was engaged in a long and costly war with the Habsburg

neglected the Celali threat for a long time. When they finally decided to suppress the

20 Cengiz Orhonlu, Osmanii Tarihine Aid Belgeler, Telhisler 1597-1607, Istanbul, 1970 p.60.

2! The other places for the settlement were Islimye, Tekirdag and Catalca. For more informaticn see:
Halil Inalcik, “Giray”, 14, IV.

22 smail Hakki Uzungarsih, Osmanli Tarihi Vol. III, Ankara, 1995 p.8

23 The term Celali most probably comes after Seyh Celal that started a small revolt in Anatolia in
925/1519. Celalis became a serious threat after 1590 and could only be pacified after 20 years. For a
general overview of the Celali revolts refer to Griswold William J., Anadolu'da Biyiik Isyan 1591-
1611, Istanbul, 2000 and for the reasons of the Celali revolts see: Inalcik Halil, “Military and Fiscal
Transformation in the Ottoman Empire 1600-1700” Studies in Ottoman Social and Economic History,
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revolts it became obvious that it was not an easy task.”>* The inability of the
Ottomans made the situation critical for Bora Giray. The Porte realised that it is not
possible to get rid off the Celalis by force and decided to compromise with them. For
that reason Karayazict was pardoned and appointed first the Beylerbeyi of Amasya
and later the Beylerbeyi of Corum. The aim was to pacify Karayazici by incorporating
him in to Ottoman system. The solution failed because of the suspicion that the
actions of Karayazicit created in the Porte and Karayazici’s insistence to act
independently. The Porte decided to settle the situation by force and finally the Serdar
Sokulluzade Hasan Pasha succeeded to defeat Karayazici near Kayseri on 12 Safer
1010/12 August 1601. Karayazic1 was forced to escape in the mountainous area of
Samsun. Some of the refuges from the Crimea were already joined the Celalis at that
moment and according to the Venetian reports of the time persuaded Karayazici to
cross to the Black Sea maybe to go to the Crimea to join the Tatar forces.>* However,

Karayazici died soon and the plan was never realised.

Most probably, Selamet Giray wanted to use Celali forces as a mean to
obtain the Crimean throne but it was also showing the extent of Bora Giray’s
authority in the Crimea. The contender for the throne could not find enough followers

among Tatars to achieve his goal or was aware that he could not defeat Bora Giray by

London, 1985, pp.284-337. He shows that the Celali revolts were a result of the combination of
changes in demographic, military and fiscal conditions within the Ottoman Empire and the world.

34 The Ottoman faced important problems against Celalis. The first Ottoman commander Karamani
Hiiseyin Pasha, Beylerbeyi of Karaman, joined to the Celalis instead of fighting them. The second
commander Koca Sinanzade Mehmed Pasha was also unsuccessful only the third commander
Sokulluzade Hasan Pasha could be successful.

35 Griswold William J., Anadolu 'da Biyiik, p.30. The reports in question were the reports of Venetian
Council of Syria. :
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traditional means and needed a trained force like that of the Celalis.”*® The danger was
not over for Bora Giray, Karayazici1 was dead but the Celalis were still strong. More
important, his rival Selamet Giray was still alive. His brother Deli Hasan Pasha soon
replaced Karayazici. Deli Hasan that reunited the Celali forces became a greater
danger for the Ottomans. Moreover, the Sipahis of Anatolia that were forced to
abandon their land because of the Celalis revolts in January 1603.%7 The Porte was
once more in a difficult situation because the war in the West was still going on and
there were rumours about Shah Abbas (1587-1628) of Persia’s intentions to attack to
the Ottomans. Under these conditions, the Porte did not have many options and
decided or in other words felt compelled to compromise with Celalis. The Grand
Vizier Yemis¢i Hasan Pasha (1601-1603) appointed Deli Hasan Pasha Beylerbeyi of

Bosna in Zi’l-kade 1011/April 1603.

The decision of the Porte had important consequences for Bora Giray
because his rival Selamet Giray was also pardoned and became a real threat®®

However, Bora Giray’s efforts were not fruitless Selamet Giray was brought to

58 The main Celali forces were consisted of Sekbans or Saricas: infantryman of rea’ya origin that used
arquebuses. The Ottomans under financial pressure preferred to use Sekban groups that were cheaper
and fit to the changing military technology of the time. However Porte’s desire was to use Sekbans
only when necessary and did not incorporate them in it’s mililtary system. As a result independent
Sekban bands that were looking for money and food supplies began to wander throughout Anatolia.
But Celalis lacked staff and Cagalazade Sinan Pasha’s decision to dismiss all absentees after Hagova
war (1596) that caused many Sipahis to flee to Anatolia might kave provided it.

27 Ibid.p.34. It should be noted that the Celali terror was not the sole cause of the revolt. The
corruption of the palace officials and the increasing influence of the Janissaries were also influential.
For more information see: Naima, pp.320-324.

3 Halim Giray, Galbun-i, p.72. Halim Giray talks about the history of Selamet Giray as follows: “bir
kag giin sofira selamet giray, feth giray ve devlet giray’ii i’dam olunduklanm anlayarak kinm’dan
firarla 0 zamanlar devlet-i ‘osmaniye’ye karsi ‘isyan iden karayazici biraderi hasan pasa’ya iltica
itmigdi. bir middet sofira padigsah Tarafindan hasan pasa’nin kabahati ‘afv olundugundan selamet giray



Istanbul after the amnesty of Deli Hasan and jailed in Rumeli Hisar1 with Mehmed
Giray, Khan of the Crimea 1610 and 1623-1627 and grand son of Semiz Mehmed
Giray II (1577-1588), until the death of Bora Giray. Bora Giray was not secure yet
because his previous experiences showed him that Selamet Giray, now pardoned,
could influence the Sultan and could be rewarded for his revolt instead of being

punished. The reward would surely be the seat of the Khan.

According to Ottoman historians the arrival of Gazi Giray to the front was a
great surprise for the Ottoman army because he arrived just at the closing of the
campaign season and they relate it to his fear from dismissal. ™’ In order to be more
precise it should be noted that Bora Giray left the Crimea before the amnesty of Deli
Hasan Pasha therefore his action was a precaution rather than to an immediate
reaction. Bora Giray once more proved his cautiousness before his departure to the
Hungarian Front. He renewed the peace treaty with Muscovy and made some
retaliatory raids to Poland to punish the Cossacks. More important, he left his son
Kalghay Toktamis Giray with a large army and a portion of his personal Circassian
guards.?®® He also entrusted responsibility to his sister’s son Sahrak Bey, the new

Mirza of the influential Sirin tribe. The identity of the new Sirin Mirza shows that the

dahi ‘afv olunub iltifat-1 padisahi’ye nail olmus ve fakaT gazi giray iltimasiyla dért sene kadar rumeli
hisan zindaninda habs olunmugdn.”

9 “ciin vezir-i ‘azam hasan pasa varat kopriisiin gegiip zemun (semlin) sahrasina geldi uzakdan bir
‘asker niimayan olub gazi giray han geldi deyii haber virdiler seferden ‘avdet zamamnda bi-vakt
gelmege ba’is meger biraderleri olan selamet giray mehmed sahin giray ezhar-1 ... idiib kimi rumili ve
kimi anaToh’ya deli hasan yanina varmuglar deli hasan iTa’at itmegle sayed ki bile bulunam hanhga
rica eyleye ve bir iki seneden berii sefer’e gelmediginden ayine-i zamir-i padisahi mugberr olmus olub
virile diyii hemme diigiib serhadd mansurina varub muhafaza hidmetinde olmaga gelmis” Katip Celebi,
Fezleke, p.183.

20 Kortepeter, Ottoman Imperialism, p.187.
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Khan did not only try to eliminate his rival in the family but also managed to control
the influential Sirin tribe.>*! The Sirin bey that assumed the title of bag-karagi or bas-
bey was the leader of the aristocracy and since they were generally married with the
members of Giray family most of them were called Giray. He was the most important
man after the Khan and the other members of the dynasty. According to Halil Inalcik,
it was the Sirin bey rather than the Ottoman Sultan that determined the election of the
Khan in most of the cases.>*?> As a result the Ottomans preferred to obtain the support
of the Sirin bey and co-operated with him in order to control the Crimea. Therefore
Bora Giray while massacring Devlet Giray with some other Sirin Mirza did try to
subjugate the Sirin to his will. The identity of the new Sirin Mirza; his sister’s son,
seems to be closely related with his effort to centralise the power in the Crimea. The
final and more important incentive for the Khan seems to be the 30.000 flori that were

send to the Crimea to convince him to join to the Ottoman forces.

According to a report written by the Grand Vizier Yemig¢i Hasan Pasha to
the Sultan: the Khan was asking the payment of an important sum of money to

recover his expenses in order to join to the campaign.*® It is possible to interpret this

! For the influence of the Sirin tribe see; Inalcik Halil, “Giray”, I4, IV, Baron de Tott, Tirkler ve
Tatarlar arasinda, Istanbul, 1985.

2 Inalcik, “The Khan”p.447.

#3 “Telhis-i Vezir Yemis¢i Hasan Pasa: Arz-1 bende-i bi-mikdar budur ki, sa’adetlii padisahum Han’m
sefer-1 humayuna gitmesi hususu ve taleb eylediigi hazine ve aba ahavali mufassalen rikab-1 hiimayuna
arz olundukda hanlar simdiye dek bu teklifi edegelmemislerdiir. Bu kadar hazine verilmek sen miinasip
goriir misin ? Hazineniin ahvalini hod biliirsin deyii buyurulmus; sa’adetlii padisahum; bu kulunuz
hazinenin ahvalini kiinhiiyle biliirem; faraza, bazine de kemal mertebe viis’at dah1 olsa mahza adet ve
kanun olmamak igiin bu kadar hazine ve bu deilii esbab verilmek miinasib degildiir; amma han’in bu
senede sefer-i humayuna varmamasi da miinasib goériilmez. Kabil ve miimkin olan (seferde) gorilmek
gerekdiir ve bi’lciimle bir halet-i mutavassita ri’ayet olunmak gerekdiir ki hazineye de gadr-1 fahis
lazzm gelmeye. Han’in dahi fi’l-ciimle hatint hos olup bunun gibi mahall-i dayk da sefer-i humayuna
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document in several ways. First, the Khan had a good relationship with the Grand
Vizier that asked the fulfilment of his request. Second, Khan’s relationship was not at
the same level with the Porte because the Grand Vizier warned the Sultan about the
danger of a revolt in case of the failure of the payment. Third, the Ottomans were
aware of the separate relationship of the Khan with the Habsburgs. Fourth, the
presence of the Tatar forces seemed inevitable for the Ottoman army due to the
reputation of the Tatar cavalry as ruthless and invincible fighters. Finally, it is worth
to analyse another interesting document the letter of the Grand Vizier Yemis¢i Hasan
Pasha to the Sultan.** The letter was not dated but it is possible to understand that it
was written long before the arrival of the Grand Vizier to the Porte in 23 $aban
1011/05 February 1603 when the Serdar was in Hungarian front since he wrote that
rumours about the dismissal of the Khan appeared and he did not know what was

happening in the Porte. The document is important in two aspects; first it shows under

varmasina ba’is ola. Beniim sa’adetlii padisahum hak budur ki, bu hanlarda hazine ve kuvvet ve kudret
olmaz hususa bu hamn kati fakri vardur deyi varub gelen cavuslar ve kapucilar kullarunuz haber
veriirler bu kulunuzun havfi budur ki, hala han’a ciizi nesne gonderiliip sefer hidmeti teklif oluna; ol
dahi sey kalildir deyii ¢ikip gitmeye; ba’dehu han emr-i humayuna ita’at ediip sefer-i nusret-esere
gitmedi deyii a’daya miinakis olub bu ma’nanun sityu’undan a’da kuvvet-1 kalb hasil ederler ve han
dahi gegen sene gitmedi bu def’a da gitmeyecek olursa hatinna nige vehm ve hayalat diisiib bi’z-zarure
ita’atdan kalmak iktiza eder; kadimden dost iken taraf-1 hilafa diigmesinden ihtiyat olunacakdur. Bu
mebhas ¢ok fikr-i dakika miitehammildir tedbir-i devlet esnasinda miinadi-i deviet ahvalda devlet-i
aliyyedendiir. Diinkii giin arz olundugu gibi Miifti Efendi du’acinuza ve Kapudan Paga ve sair viizera
kullarunuza birer hatt-1 hiimayun gonderiip bu babda anlarun dahi netayic-i rey ve tedbirleri nediir
ma’lum edindiikden sonra ge¢ kalup firsat fevt olunmak olmamak iciin her ne verilmeli ise ihsan
buyrula ki han’a ale’l-acele gonderilsiin. Bu hususa sa’adetlii padisahum daht taharri eylemek
lazzmdur; din i devlete hayr ve nafi’ ne ise iimiddir ki, Hak celle ve ala kalb-i serifiniize am1 ilham
eyleye; insaallahu te’ala baki ferman padisahumundur. Merhum Sultan Mehemmed Han hazretlerinin
cevabi serifleridiir: Yann ingaallahu te’ala 30.000 flori génderiliir bundan ziyade gondermege ihtimal
yokdur.” Cengiz Orhonlu, Te/hisler, pp.52-53.

24 « . Sa’adetlu padisahum, Ingaallahu te’ala Tatar Ham dahi evvel baharda sefer-i humayuna gelmek
gerekdiir; mukaddema dahi arz olunmus idi; bilmeziiz bu canibde Tatar hususunda dahi dirlii diirlii
giift @ gu peyda ediip hanhik kanndagina veriildi deyi istima’ olunur. Sa’adetlii padigahum, bu husus az
nesne degiildiir, miilahaza ve teemmiil olunacak kissadur; her canibde fitne ve fesad variken bir fitne
dahi zuhur eylemek ihtimali olmasun; hele sa’adetlii padisahum, bu husus kati miilahaza yeridiir bu
babda fikr ve teemmiil buyurub din ii devletiniize layik olan ne ise miisavere ediip afinla amel
buyurasun; ve be-her-bal Tatar han sefere gelmek lazimdur eger eskisi yeriinde ise, Name-i humayun
ile bir soz anlar miite’ayyin adem irsal olunup kanndasi ve akrabasi hususunda kendiiye istimalet
veriliip ve gondernilecek kadirgalar daln gonderiliip heman mu’accelen sefere ¢ikarmak lazimdur. Ol
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which conditions the Khan went to the front and second the inevitability of the

Crimean forces for the Ottomans.

Contrary to the surprise of the Ottoman historians the journey of the Khan to
the front is not obscure. According to the Polish sources of the time the Khan entered
to the Transylvania in order to go the front, once he was there he supported Simeon
Movila. Movila family was known to be pro-Polish but the Khan considered
supporting him more feasible for his sake. It appears that he was successful initially,
according to an Ottoman document; men of the Khan arrived in Istanbul on 02
Rebi’i'l-ahir 1011/ 02 September 1602. In the document it is written that the Khan
came across and defeated between 10.000.000 t015.000.000 Hungarians in
Wallachia.?*® However during the battle near Telzayn that lasted two days between
23-24 September 1602 he was unsuccessful and forced to retreat.**® After the failure
the Khan retreated to Silistria and followed the south shore of Danube route to reach

the Ottoman forces.

The Khan joined to the Ottoman forces at the end of Rebi'ii'l-ahir 1011/mid
October 1602 when Grand Vizier Yemiggi Hasan Pasha (1601-1603) entered to

Belgrade. The Serdar, Hasan Pasha, received the Khan with full honour and made

babda daht mithkem takayyiid-1 humayunlan reca olunur; ferman devietlu padisahimundur.” Orhonlu,
Ibid, pp.69-70.

5 1bid, p.26.

28 Kortepeter, Ottoman Imperialism, p.177. Kortepeter relates the defeat of the Khan to the existence
of the Walloon mercenaries and four well-placed cannons in the army of Radu Serban, Voivode of
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arrangements for his stay in the residence of Defterdar Ekmek¢izade Ahmet Pasha.
After several days of feasting, Pegoy (Pecs or Funfkirchen) was assigned winter
quarters to the Khan.?*’ Despite the fact, the Khan spent the whole winter in Pecs with
entertainment the affairs were turning to a critical point for him as the spring
approaches. According to the testimony of the Ottoman historian Ibrahim Pegevi that
spent the winter with him, the Khan was still worried about the situation of his brother
Selamet Giray.>*® However, the priority of the Khan was very different for that time.
In a letter to the Sultan he explained his services and asked for the payment of money

249

to satisfy his soldiers that fought under difficult conditions.” More important, he

Wallachia (1602-1611). He also concluded that the brother-in-law of the Khan was also dead during the
battle.

7 «sahra-y1 mezburda a’yan-1 tatar ile serdar hasan pasa bi’l-zat miilakat itti ve hem rikab olub rebiii’l-
ahir evahirinde belgrada dahil oldular gazi giray defterdar etmekg¢izade menziline niizul eyledi ve bu
defa’a han hasan pasa ile iins ve iilfet ve iki giinde bir miinavebe ile biribirine ziyafetler ittiler ba’de-hu
kendiiye pecoy ve ‘asker-i tatara sigetvar ve kopan ve mohac ve gayn drava nehriniii maveras: kiglak
ta’yin ol canibe gitti”. Katip Celebi, Fezleke, p.183.

% “ama kanndagi selamet giray’dan emn iizere degil idi meclisinde gok afilurd: hatta bir defa’a
ahmed agasi ki tatar’iii ta’birinde kapu agasi dirler vezir-i a’zami makamindadir esna-i kelamda yad
olund: hey padisahim beni halime komadiii senifi karsuiida basub san 6kiiz bogazlar gibi bogazlamug
olsam simdi bu efkardan ve haTiradan kurtulmus olurdun didi takdire havale itti”. Pegevi II, p.251.

2 «Kinm Ham Gazi Giray Han’un arzidur: Hala bu bendeleri tatar askeri ile geliip Belgrad’a (1011
Rebiiilahir'inda) serdar ve Vezir-i a’zam Hasan Pasga kullantyla miilaki olup, ol hin de Budin iizerinde
kiiffar askeri var iken bu bendelerine Pecuy’da kigla ta’yin oulunup tatar askerinin ol caniblere
geldiigin isitmekle Budin’i biragup gitmislerdiir. Ba’dehu bir ka¢ giinden sonra sular dofidukda buz
tizerinden Medyemorya’ya iki def’a akin etdiriliip ve bir def’a dahu Karka nam mahal urulur ve bir
def’a dahi Rabe suyu iizerinde olan memleketleri urulup ve bir def’a dahu Sarvar ve Tokay ve Segen
canibleri ve bir def’a dalu Sebes ve Lugos vilayetleri garet ve hasarat etdirilip azim yiiz akliklan olup,
lakin bu zemane degin Astane-i sa’adet’den bir haber ve olcanibe génderilen Ali Mirza nam
ademimiizden dahi bir eser zuhur etmemekle azim 1zdirab iizereyiiz. Simdiye degin kis olmagla
diismeniin harekete kudreti olmayub hala kig geciip ve hevalar miilayim olup Peste kal’esi dahi
ellerinde olmagla her canibden hiicum ediip taburlann Budin iizerine getirmeleri mukarrerdiir ve
Budin’de olan az asker mezburlara cevaba kadir olamayub tatar askeri ise topa ve tiifenge karsu
duramayub heman simdiden yeniceri taifesin ve Rumeli ve sair me’mur olan askeri gondermek
mithimmatdandur. Bu zemana degin sular buz olmagla tatar askeri kiiffar memileketine akinlar ediip ve
Budin kal’esine zahire ulagdurup miimkin olduu mertebe hidmetde kusur konulmamusdur, sonra
buzlar ¢oziildiikde tatar askeri bir vahsi taifediir iltifat olmayicak bir vechile zabt olunmasi miigkildiir
sonra ni¢iin i’lam etmediniiz deyii itab olmamak igiin tatar ahvali ve diismenin tedariiki ve Budin’de
kapanan askeriin za’f-1 hali tafsil lizere arz olundu. Firsat fevt olmazdan mukaddem bir tedariik gorniliir
ise murad iizere hidmet olunur eger olmaz ise teessiif ve nedamet mukarrerdiir; ve bu hidmet igiin
kullarumuz agas1 Mustafa Aga irsal olundu deyii arz eder. Sa’adetlii padisgahum Rumeli askerin ve sair
Budin serhaddine me’mur olan askeri mu’accelen siirmek i¢iin ve sair sefer mithimmat tedarik i¢iin her
tarafa bir ka¢ def'a miekked evamir-i aliyye ile kapuciar génderiliip asker ihracina ikdam ve
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described the critical situation of the front and warned the Sultan that he should send
soldier and ammunition to the front before the spring or otherwise to face the
consequences. Depending on the letter it is possible to argue that Bora Giray was not
only familiar with the traditional Tatar warfare methods but was also very well
acquainted with the new warfare techniques. Moreover it seems that he knew very
well the functioning of the Ottoman military administration and its weaknesses. For
that reason he wamned the Sultan to start the preparations as early as possible. The
letter shows that contrary to the testimony of Ottoman historians at least the Tatar
army was not inactive during the winter 1602. The Tatar army raided twice
Medyemorye (Medumurje Mountains) and went as far as Karka (River Krka) in
Croatia. Later they raided the environs of River Rabe (Raba) and the region of Tokay
(Tokaj), Sarvar, Secen (Szecseny?). Finally, they raided Lugos (Lugoy) and Sebes in
to Romania. Ottoman Historians referred only to the first raid and they wrote that it
was not successful and did not satisfy the Khan.** The compromise between the
Ottomans and Celali Deli Hasan changed the situation once again and provoked the
suspicion of the Khan about his life. Moreover, Deli Hasan was appointed the
Beylerbeyi of Bosna and sent to the front to fight with Habsburgs. Meanwhile, the ex-

rebels Selamet Giray and Sahin Giray were in Istanbul to seek their promotions.””*

ihtimamda ziyade dikkat olunmusdur, min ba’d dahi geceyi giindiize katup lazim olan hususlarda
ikdam olunmakda dakika fevt olunmaz; baki emr i ferman sa’adetlii padisahumundur. Mrehum ve
magfur Sultan Mehemmed Han hazretlerinin cevab-1 serifleridiir: Her tarafa tekrar miiekked emirler ve
yarar kapucilar gonderesin askeri sefere siirmege cehd eylesiinler.” Orhonlu, Telhisler, pp.53-54.
20« han hazretleri hirvat memleketine akina gitmis idi ve-illa murad tizere is goremedi ve ganimet
alamad ...” Pegevi I, p.352.

B! “Sa’adetlii padisahum Han-zade’nin biiyiigi Selamet Giray kulunuz haliya kapuya varmisdur. Ol
kulnuza ihsan-1 serifiniizle ri’ayetiniiz olsun; &biir kiigigi ki misarileyhin kanndagsi ogludur, gegen de
kapuya vardukda ri’ayet buyurulmusdi. Haliya mezbur Selamet Giray anlarun biyigidiir buna dah
ziyadece ri’ayet lazmdur. Bu makulelere her ne geliir ziyade ri’ayet buyurulursa ol denlii istiyorlar;
sa’adetlii padisahum az nesne ¢ok maslahat bitiiriir imiddir ki ol kulunuza articak ihsan-1 serifinizle
ri’ayet buyurula. ...” Orhonlu, Telhisler, p.81. The document is not dated but the Grand Vizier wrote
about an executed Ali Anga. it should be the former agha of Janissary Ali Aga that was executed when
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The Grand Vizier suggested to the Sultan not to reverse their requests and to satisfy
them so that they could be used in future. The Khan was most probably aware of the

efforts of the fugitives in the Porte and reacted immediately.

The sudden return of Bora Giray from the Hungarian front likes his arrival
constitutes a rather obscure episode of his activities. Different factors might have
effected his decision but it is better to start with the testimony of Pegevi Ibrahim

Efendi who stayed with the Khan in Pegoy.””* According to Pegevi four factors

wrote about an executed Ali Anga. it should be the former agha of Janissary Ali Aga that was executed
when he returned from the front on February 1603. For more information Ali Aga and his execution
see; Pegevi II, p.256. The nephew of Selamet Giray that was referred in the text is not certain. Cengiz
Orhonlu noted that according to Ottoman documents Selamet Giray was in Bursa with his brothers
Sahin and Saadet Giray in 1010/1601-1602. However Sahin Giray was not the brother but the nephew
of Selamet Giray. More important all the brothers of Selamet Giray were already dead. Adil Giray was
killed by the Safavids, Mehmet Giray II was killed by Alp Giray, Islam Giray II was dead in 1588, Feth
Giray was killed by Bora Giray, Alp Giray fled to the Istanbul and dead in Edirne, $akay Miibarek
Giray fled to Circassia and dead there. Moreover none of the nephews of Selamet Giray could have
been in Bursa with him. At that time the sons of Mehmet Giray II; Saadet Giray was long before killed
by Alp Giray and Murad Giray was most probably dead and the sons of $akay Miibarek Giray; Devlet
Giray was killed by Bora Giray, Canbek Giray was in Circassia with his mother. The members of the
Giray family that were referred in the document should be the sons of Saadet Giray the rival Khan to
Islam Giray II (1584-1588).

B2« by ‘abd-i fakii merhum (Lala Mehmed Pasa) seksar (Szekszard) nam menzilinde han’a
gondermis idi siklog (Siklos) nahiyesinde drava nehri yalisinda ‘asker-i tatar ile bir sebze-zara
konmuslar buldum ve merhumufi mektublann virdim bir nice li'Tfuna ve muhabbetine mazhar diisdiim
mektublanfi mazmuni Gin devlet ile ‘asker-i islama miilaki olmasma miite’allik idi bila-tereddiid
cevabinda ‘an-karib gideriz didi ve takrib ile celali ahvalin sual itdi ve aniila bizim i¢tima’imiz nice
olur didi nza sulTammufdir siz sahralarda anlar orduda murad-1 serififiiz olmiyicak yiizlerin miirde-suy
gorsiin dirsiz ve gehre-i murdarlann gérmezsiz didim lakin nev’an tereddiidii var idiigin gérdiim
mukaddema karnindagi selamet giray han kendiiden ru-gerdan olub celali’ye itdigii nitekim sebk itmis
idi egerge sofira celaliden miifarekati hadd-i tevatiir itmis idi lakin han buia vakif iken yine fi’l-ciimle
vehmden hali degil idi ¢iin merhuma vardim ve ahval soyledir dedim etmekg¢izade egergi ibrahim
efendi kendii kuluiuzdur varmasi miinasibdir ama canib-i salTanatdan beylerbeyilerden bir adem
gonderilmek hem kendiilere ta’zim olunur hem s6zi dahl miiessir olur deyii neylediyse eyledi kendiisi
bir ka¢ giin misafiri oldigl ve ni¢e hukuk-1 sebk itdiigi mukarrer olmagla kendiisi ta’yin itdirdi ama be-
sarTan ibrahim efendi bile olsun didi fakir hayli 6’zr itdim halas olmadum ¢iin han’a vardik zahiren bir
kag kelam soylesdiler sofira ibfaya fisildiya girigdiler irtesi celali drava’dan gegince tevakkuf ideriiz ve
defterdar efendi ile ma’en gideriz deyii bizi mektublar ile savdi gonderdi ¢iin merhuma geldim hakikat-
1 hali didim geliirmi gidemi ne afilarsin buyurdilar zann-1 galibim gider zira evia’mn etmekg¢izade
miilakatindan sofira evvelki evza’a muvafik buldum ve korkanm kapukethiidasi’nifi s6zi bundan siibut
bulur didim ol s6z dahhi bu idi ki yemisgi’ye ‘asker igiin ikdam idicek yanina getiirdiib kulagina dir ki
diinya’yr feth mi itse gerek halli sallu varub geldiigine raziyuz ol yiiz akhg1 iderse benim hilafda
olanlan gormezmisin bu nigiin itmedi deyii basim aldinrlar ama ol her nice varub geliirse ben am
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determined the decision of the Khan. First, the possibility the Selamet Giray came to
the front with the new Beylerbeyi of Bosna and ex-rebel Deli Hasan’s forces. Second,
was Khan’s jealousy towards Serdar Lala Mehmed Pasa. Thirdly, the words of
Ekmekgizade Ahmed Pasha that guaranteed that the Khan would not be punished if he
returns to the Crimea. Finally, the failure to satisfy his monetary requests. It is not
difficult to understand Bora Giray’s worry about the arrival of Selamet Giray with a
large army but we also know that Selamet Giray was not with the army. Therefore, the
other factors become important, why did the Khan did not want Lala Mustafa Pasa to
succeed. According to the correspondence of Serdar Lala Mehmed Pasha with the

Porte there should not be a personal animosity between the Khan and him.??* Serdar

himayet iderim iisenmesiin dimis ola ya’ni viiz akkig itdiigin istemediigi mukarrer idi ve etmek¢izade
ile dahi agz1 bir idi belki hilafinda olmagi ana siparis itmig idi ya’ni han ‘avdet itmekle canib-i
padisahi’den mu’ateb olmiyacagin bildirdi han’a bum ilka ve beyan itmekle ve kendiisi ma’an kalkub
gitmekle han’1i gitmesine sebeb old1 fakirden bir giin sofira kalkub giderler etmekgizade’nif esvab ve
erzaki ve ciimle agirhig1 orduda kalmus idi metublan ve ademleri geldi bes bin altun merhum bin altun
dahi ‘abdi kethiidasina hidmet itdi hiisn-i icazet virildiiginden gayri terbiye-nameler dahi virdi sofira
merhum vefat itdigi giin heman sa’atiyle ‘abdi kethiidaya virdiigi bin altum ald: fi-nefs-il-emr hanifi bu
sefere zehab i iyabi gayetde bi-faide oldi geligi sefer sonunda gidisi sefer evvelinde kislamakda alta
pare sancagiii re’ayasii hakisar itdi ve ancak gane bir defa’ akina gitdi banm bolluk i§ gérmedi ve
asitane-i sa’adetde olan ina’m-1 padisahiden gayri bir defa’ hakirle merhum kirkk bi gurus ve bir defa’
otuz bifi gurus génderdi giigle aldirdun cevabinda bi-hamdi’l-lahi te’ala ben buna muhtac degilim
tatar’a birer gurus virsem ‘arzim tahammiil itmez ikiger virmek istesem bu kifayet itmez elbette yine
getiir deyii ikdam itdi kah elin kah ayagin 6pe ope a’kibet ecdad: ervahiii yad idiib boyle yemin- bi’l-
kesr itdiki senifi haTinf igiin bu kadar keredir geliir gidersin bize nev’an intisab itdifi alahm ve gice
icre hazine-dan ‘abdii’l-‘aziz celebiye virdim mebada tatar gériib i’nam-1 padisahi gelmisdir deyii
iizerine geliib takaza itmeyeler gane andan ihtiraz iderler idi ve bu makule sitemden gayri beylerbeyilik
ve sancak ve giin gegmez ki bir iki adama ya kendi tatarlarina béliikk rica itmeye virilirse aliverir
virmezlerse aniii bi-huzurlugs ve ‘adem-i muvafakati olmaz hasil-1 kelam engiiniis seferlerine bir kag
defa’ geldiler gitdiler bir yad ohinacak hidmet itmediler ela her seferde cana gegdiler.” Pegevi II,
pp.267-270.

23 “Telhis- Merhum ve Magfur Vezir Yemisgi Hasan Pasa’ya Mehemmed Pasa’dan gelen arzdir:
Haliya Ungiiriis canibine serdar olan Mehemmed Pasa kullarinin arzidur: Bu kullan mukaddema Budin
muhafazasinda iken serdarlik hizmeti ferman olunmagla Budin’den ¢ikup Pecuy’da Gazi Giray Han
hazretlerine miilaki olup ahval-1 sefer miisavere olunup tafsil iizere sdylesilmigdir; kiiffar-1 haksarn
Budin kal’as: iizerine tam’ u hirslan miistedd olup kisdan berii azim tertibler ve tedariikler askerleriin
serhadleriine getiiriilmiiglerdiir, an karib Budin’e ve yahud ahar yere yapismalan mukarrerdiir. Her
kang: tarafdan mukaddem asker ile hareket olunursa afiun basgt ileritye varur ve mel’unlarin askerleri
ekser piyade ve tiifeng-endaz olmagla asakir-i islamin ekseri atlu olup piyadesi az oldugundan gayri
tiifenge mii’tad iistadlan nadir olmagla hin-i mukabelede ve kal’a muhasarasinda azim 1zdirab gekiliir.
Bu kullan Budin’den Peguy’a dahil olmazdan mukaddem Gazi Giray Han kullan kendiisi asakir-i tatar
ve Peguy ve Sigetvar ve Pojega sancaklan asker(leri) ve Bosna beglerbeyisi Mehemmed Pasa kullan ile
ve Bosna’dan gelen piyade asker ile Idlovin ve Medyumerye caniblerine akin ediip eyyam-1 devlet-i
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that was under the high pressure of Habsburgs needed desperately the forces of Bora
Giray and did not want to loose his assistance. Thus, it is possible to understand why
the Serdar considered the unsuccessful raid of the Khan as an unprecedented success.
Therefore, the other factors should be analysed. Financing the long and costly
Habsburg war was already a big problem for the Ottoman Empire. Moreover, the
Porte had to finance the struggle with the Celalis and was on the verge of a war with
the Safavids. Therefore, it was very natural that the Porte failed to comply with the

continuous monetary requests of Bora Giray.

However, the most important factor that brought the Khan and the Grand
Vizier in line may be completely different. As far as, the Grand Vizier Yemis¢i Hasan
was concerned he could have wanted that Serdar Lala Mehmet Pasha failed because
there was a risk that the victorious Serdar replace him. It is also possible that the
Grand Vizier wanted the failure of the Serdar in order to make a peace with the
Habsburgs. If one considers the critical situation of the Empire, the Celali rebellions,
the Safavid threat and the turmoil in Istanbul Grand Vizier was not wrong to seek a
peace. An Ottoman document of the time shows that the Habsburgs made a proposal
of peace to the Ottomans.”>* However, it was difficult to persuade the Sultan to accept
the peace because it required the surrender of some territories such as Erlau and Raab
that were once under the Ottoman rule. The same proposal was already made during
the last Grand Vizierate of Ibrahim Pasha in 1599 but remained in vain at that time. It

was possible that one more year of fruitless campaign could force the Sultan to accept

padisahi’de bi-hadd ii sumar palanka ve ve kasabat kariyyeleri ihrak olunup ziikur ve inasdan hayli esir
¢ikarup kiilli yiiz akliklan eylemislerdiir, miigarunileyh han kullan bu def’a vardug yere simdiye degin
asker-i islamdan bir ferd varmak miiyesser olmamusdur. ...” Orhonlu, Telhisler, pp.71-72.

q0 -



the peace. It is known that Bora Giray was a proponent of this offer and Lala Mehmed

Pasha was against it.>>’

Since we don’t know any specific reason that might turn the Khan against
the Serdar, the reason that brought the Khan with the Grand Vizier became important.
It is possible to enlist several factors that encouraged the Khan for the realisation of a
peace. First it was possible that the Habsburgs offered a giff to the Khan. It was
already referred to the efforts of the Habsburgs to gain the Khan on their side or at
least to neutralise him however there is not a document showing that the Habsburgs
contacted with the Khan for the moment. The financial aspect should also be
considered to be influential. It was already noted that the Khan complained about the
low rate of rations among the Tatars and wamed the Porte it would be very difficult to
control them unless the necessary actions (a hazine) were immediately taken. It is also
important to note that the failure of the Medumurje campaign caused more difficulties
to the Khan. Most probably the Khan realised that this long and costly war was no
more profitable for him and he had better to return to the Crimea than to remain in the
front. Since the situation in the Crimea was of primary importance for him at that
moment there should be an important threat that required his immediate return. At

first glance, the possibility that his relatives could return to the Crimea while he was

4 Ibid, pp.70-71

35« a’kibet mukaddema ibrahim pasa’nin zaman- serdarhginda ve tatar han’ii ve mir-i miran ve
limera-i zi-san ve u’mumen a’sker-i islamin rey-i hasen goérdiikleri vech iizere ki egre’nifi budun’dan
bu’di ve memalik-i islama ¢endan zarar ve sudh yokdur deyii estergon ile istibdale rey itmiglerdi ve
ibrahim pasa kethiidas1 ve vezir murad pasa ve tatar han’ifi vezir-i a’zarm namina olan ahmed aga ve
budun kazis1 mevlana habil efendi Tabur-1 kiiffara varub ve bu rey iizere sulh mina’kid olmagla iki
Tarafiii sevab didi olmus iken bir karardada olmamagla hatta merhum efendimiz (Lala Mehmed Pasa)
dahl Taraf-1 hilafa zahib olmagla a’kd olunmamus idi...” Pegevi 11, pp,296-297.
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absent seems to be feasible. The Cossack raids could be another reason but it should
be noted that a portion of the Cossack forces were fighting with Poles in Livonia and
returned only after the end of 1603. An Ottoman document of the time provides a
logical reason for Bora Giray to hurry to return to the Crimea; it is the threat of a

Nogay invasion.**®

8 “Telhis-Mrhum ve Magfur Vezir-i a’zam Mehemmed Pasa’mndur: Kinm Ham Gazi Giray Han’in
arzidur: bu kullan ferman-1 humayun iizere bu sene serhadd-i kiiffarda kislayub memalik-i islamiye’yi
zarar-1 kiiffardan hiraset eylediigiimiizden gayri memalik-i a’daya tatar gazilerini defa’atle gonderiip
enva’ akinlar ediip Medyemorya ve sair memalik-i a’day: harab ve hasarat eyleyiib geregi gibi diigmene
gusimaller veriip mela’in hudud-1 Islamiyeye zarar kasdin etmek degil kendii hallerin ancak tedariik
etmege imkan kalmsdur. Bu vechile ugur4 humayunda sa’y u ictihad olunduf mukaddema siidde-i
sa’adet’e arz olunmusdz; bi’l-ciimle sa’adetlii padisah hazretleriyle ahd etdigimiiz hidmet ve ubudiyeti
bi-kusur eda eyleyiib sart-1 ubudiyet ve hidmeti tasavvurdan ziyade yerine getirmiigiizdiir. Lakin bu
sene-i mubarekede bu kullan Kinm’da olmamagla Nogay taifesi ki, Biiyiik Nogay demekle
ma’ruflardir, Moskov keferesiyle ittifak ediip Kinm vilayetin garet eylemege kasd eylemisler. El-
tyazubillah bu kullarinun bu hududda eglenmeniiz ma’lumlan olursa bila siibhe Kinm vilayetine zarar
kasd edeceklerinde siibhe olmadugin ciimle Kinm vilayetinde olan erbab-1 vukuf ve oglumuz Toktamug
Giray sultan kullan bu kullanina i’lam ediip sdyle ki, bir mikdar dahi egleniirse min-ba’d Kinm
vilayetiniin lifz u hirasetine imkan yokdur deyii enva’-1 tazarru’ eylemisler. Zahir budur ki, Kinm
vilayeti dal devletlii padisgahumundur ve rz-1 saltanati siyanet farzdur. Kinm vilayetiine diismenden
bu makule zarar olicak umumen Tatar vilayeti tezelziil bulup tevaif-i tatar’in birer arabalan vardur
yiiklediip vilayetten gitdilkkden sonra Kirum hali kalup azim ihtilale sebeb olmak mukarrerdiir. Bu
kullann memulden ziyade hidmetimiz eda eyleyiip sefer-i humayun hidmetin makdurdan ziyade viicuda
getiirmilsiimdiir. Kirnnm fukarasimi paymal olmak layik degiildiir; bu kullann Kinm canibine teveccith
ettigim takdirce bu canibde oglumuz Sefer Giray sultan kullann miistevfa tatar askeriyle bu serhaddin
hidmetiinde alikoyup umur-1 sefer dahi avk ve te’hire diismeyiip Kinm vilayeti dahi mahfez olur; ba-
husus simdi ki halde bunda mevcud olan tatann ekserinin atlan zayi’ olup kuvvet ve kudreti olanlarun
ciimlesin alikoyup bu kullan Kinm’a vardukda anda Kinm muhafazasinda olan taze ve din¢ miistevfa
tatann oglumuz kalga Toktarms Giray kullariyle gonderiip memulden ziyade hidmetler ettirmek
mukarrerdiir. Bu ahvali i’lam igin Ahmed Aga kullan gonderilmisdiir; vusuliinde bu kullarina
mu’accelen ferman-1 serif inayet buyurula ki firsat fevt olmadan ve Kinim vilayeti elden gitmeden bu
kullan Kinm’a yetigip serbad hidmetine oflumuz Sefer Giray kullanin miistevfa tatarla
abkodugumuzdan gayri Kinm’a vardugumuz gibi oglumuz Toktamis Giray dahi ding askerle génderiib
serhadd-1 islam tarafim muhafaza etdiireviiz deyii i’lam eder. Sa’adetlii padisahum han kullan bu
kulunuza kendii hatt ile génderdiigi mektubunda Kinm’a gitmege icazet taleb eylemis, bu babda emr-i
serifiniiz nediir isaret-i aliyye buyurula ki, afia gore cevab verile. Sa’adetlii padisahum miiteveffa Vezir
Ibrahim Pasa’nun han’a arpalik tevcih etdiigi berati ayni ile rikab-1 hiimayunlarina irsal olunds; nazar-1
humayunlarina miite’allik olmak babinda ferman devletlii padisahumundur. Merhum ve mazfur Sultan
Ahmed Han hazretlerinin cevab- serifleridiir: Cengden sonramm gider yohsa evvelmi gider; sefer
doniisiinden sonra gitse caiz degiilmii afa gore i’lam edesiin.” Orhonlu, Telhisler, pp.92-94. It appears
that there are some problems in the document. First of all the telhis seems to be written during the
Grand Vizerate of Mehmed Pasa (1604-1606) not in his commandership of Hungarian front (1603).
Second according to Orhonlu was submitted to Sultan Ahmed I (1603-1617) not to the Sultan Mehmed
(1595-1603) because he wrote that in the original text it was wrongfully written that it was submitted to
the Sultan Mehmed III. I think that Orhonlu was mistaken because he considered that since the text was
labelled as the telhis of the Grand Vizier Mehmed Pasha it should be submitted to Ahmet L. However
from the historical evidences we know that Bora Giray did not return to the front after 1603 it should
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Finally Etmekgizade Ahmet Pasha’s role in the course of the events needs to
be clarified. It appears that he played the scapegoat in this affair because both the
Khan and Crimean historians put the blame on him as an agent of the Grand Vizier.?’
The Crimean historians argued that the return of the Khan was a result of the evil
deeds of Grand Vizier Yemis¢i Hasan Pasha that exploited the fears of the Khan and
Defterdar Etmekgizade was his tool. In the light of the analysis of the several sources
it would be feasible to argue that the Khan had already decided to return to the Crimea
before his meeting with Etmekg¢izade. He certainly doubted about the reaction of the
Sultan to his departure but his fear from the danger that he would face if the Serdar
became victorious does not seem to be convincing. The Khan was more likely to be in
a serious danger if he left the front without a viable pretext or without the existence of
someone to support him in the Imperial Divan. Thus, the words of Etmek¢izade gave
him the support that he needed and he immediately returned to the Crimea. However,
the Khan did not directly turned to the Crimea, he entered to Wallachia and devastated
the countryside according to the foreign sources of the time he aimed to place Radu
Serban to the seat of Voivode in return of the payment of an annual tribute. The Khan
seems to be successful in his efforts since Radu Serban was officially recognised by

the Porte in 1604. The fact that the Khan did not returned to the Crimea shows that the

be submitted to the Mehmed IT1. The confusing point is the heading, I think that the tethis was written
when Lala Mehmed Pasha was the Serdar but classified later when the Mehmed Pasa was dead.

27 «sadr- a'zam hasan pasa ru-be-rah asane-i padigah-1 devlet-penah olub muhafiz-1 budin lala hasan
pasa’y1 serdar ta’yin itdikde muvafik-1 nusret olur miilahazasiyla garaz-1 fasidine miibteni hamif orduya
a’dem-i luhuk maksudi oldigin ... nifak-amiz ile ima ve isaret itmis idi lala mehmed pasa dek ve hile-i
vezirden muhbir olmagla mektub-1 sadakat iislub ile iki defa’ ham da’vet eyledikde vekil-i salTanat
yemis¢i ile hazinedar-i emval-i devlet olan defterdar etmekcizade meyanlarinda miinasebet iktizasi
hakk-i nime’ti hiidavendigara kiifran ve defterdar mezbur ile hem-zeban olmagla han hasretleri kinm’a
giderler ise mani’ yokdur biitiin diinyay: feth i giisad ve memalik-i kiiffari anlarmu berbad itse gerekdir
deyii a’vd ve insirafi babinda tedarik itdikleri igva ve ifsadlarindan nasi diyar-1 kinm’a imale-i ligam
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Khan had other considerations than Nogays. An important detail is about the fact that
the Khan’s envoy to Radu Serban made apparent that a rupture had taken place with
the Khan and the Sultan thus it seems that the Sultan did not welcome Khan’s

departure. >

The year 1603 was the last time that the Khan joined to any Ottoman
campaign in person. The next year he sent his son and Kalghay Toktamis Giray to the
Hungarian front and the Tatar contribution to the Ottoman campaigns began to
diminish because the Ottoman-Habsburg war 1596-1606 came closer to an end.
According to the Ottoman documents the Ottoman army did not benefit much from
the presence of Toktamig Giray. The Grand Vizier Lala Mehmet complained about the
independent movements and the monetary requests of the Tatar forces.”” More

important was the danger that the absence of the Tatar army created in the front.?*°

rica’t eyledi lakin men yezre’u sevk lem yehsud i’naben mefhumunca yemisginifi gars-1 mezra’a derun
itdigi secere-i habise-i vesvesesinif hasilt zehr-i katil olub ...” Riza, al-sab’, p.111.

8 Kortepeter, Ottoman Imperiakism, p.179.

¥ “Telhis-Merhum Vezir-i a’zam Mehemmed Pasanundur: Arz-1 bende-i bi-mikdar budur ki, devietlii
padisahum sefer-i humayundan avdet olunup Belgrad’a gelindiikden sonra Tatar taifesin Belgrad
etrafinda olan kasabat ve kuraya tevzi’ ediip memleket halkindan oli geldiigi iizere yem ve yiyecekleri
ta’yin olunup ve Han-zadeToktamus Sultan’a dahi Alaca-hisar (Krusevac) sancagina tabi’ Urgiib
nahiyesi kislak veriliip ve kendii ile bile sefer-i humayunda olan bélik halkimn ulufeleri dahi veriliip,
nihayet babast Han yaninda olan bélik halkina hazine olmamagla, anlara ulufe yetismemis idi. Hala
miisariinileyh Han-zade kiglaga ta’yin olunan tatar taifesi ile kalkup Kinm canibine gitmigdiir deyii
haber gelmisdiir. Devletlii padisahum tatar taifesi bir garib taifediir her ne kadar ri’ayet olunsa kana’at
gelmez; ulufeleri veriliip ve her biririe kiglak ta’yin olunmusken hala Han-zade ile kalkup gitmisler;
ma’lum-1 humayunlan oldukdan sonra emr i ferman devletlii ve sa’adetli padisahimundur.
MerhumSultan Ahmed Han hazretleriniin cevab-1 serifleridiir: Tedariik goriinsiin.” Orhonlu, Telhisler,
Pp.95-96.

260 «  Devletlii padisahum iki canibin dahi tedariiki goriilmek mithimmat-1 din i devletdendiir; bu
kullan Belgrad’da ve Han-zade Tatar taifesile ol caniblerde kiglakda iken Beg krali ve afia tabi’ olan
kefere mela’inleri memalik-i mahruse’ye hiicum etmege havf ederlerdi. Bu kullan emr-i padigahi ile
Astane-i sa’adet’e geliip ve Han-zade kullan Kinm canibine gitdiigi kefere ta’ifesinin ma’lumlan
olmusdur. Firsat mahallidiir deyii el-iyazubillahu te’ala ol serhadlerde bir mahalle zarar erisdirmege
sa’y ve ikdam etmelerine siibhe yokdur. ...” The Telhis was not dated but it should be written at the

34



The attitude of the Kalghay maybe interpreted in several ways; first of all it was
possible that the Kalghay reacted to the failure of the deliverance of the hazine but
could be also related with the efforts of the Habsburgs. When the balance of power
began to change in favour of the Ottomans after the revolt of Stephen Bocskay
(Voivode of Transylvania 1604 and King of Hungary 1605), the Habsburgs once
again tried to convince the Khan to make a separate peace.”®’ In 1604 the Khan sent
Ahmed Agha to Klausenberg (Cluj) to negotiate a separate peace with the Habsburgs.
Ahmed Agha proposed three conditions to make a peace. First, the emperor would
send a separate embassy to Khan for peace talks. Second, the right to appoint the
Voivode of Wallachia would belong to the Sultan and the Khan would contribute by
sending other trappings of the appointment. Third, the emperor would pay 40.000
ducats per year to the Khan to keep his cities free from Tatar raids.?> The Habsburg
delegation accepted the first and second conditions but refused the third one on the
ground that the Khan requested too much money. However, the emergence of
Stephan Bosckay changed the course of events. It was the Emperor who proposed
20.000 ducats to the Khan when Bosckay began to drive the Habsburg forces out of
Transylvania and the Ottoman recaptured Estergon (Gran) in 1605.2%® There is no
evidence that the Khan played an active role neither during the last stages of the
Ottoman-Habsburg war 1593-1606 nor to the realisation of the Szitva-Torok treaty

(1606) that ended the war.

end of 1014/1605-1606 when Grand Vizier turned to Istanbul after the conqudst of Estergon 20 Ca.
1014/03 10 1605. Ibid., p.100.

! Stephen Bocskay was a Protestant nobleman of Hungarian origin. He was initially pro-Habsburg
but switched allegiance after 1600 when Habsburgs began to apply a Catholic policy and
disenfranchise the Protestant nobility. For more information on Bocskay see: Deceu, “Erdel”, 14, IV,
Pp.300.

%2 Hammer, Buayik Osmanh Tarihi, Vol.4., ed., Mehmet Celik, Istanbul, 1990, p.385.

3 Kortepeter, Ottoman Imperialism, p.179.
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XI The Role of the Tatars during the Ottoman-Habsburg

War (1593-1606)

The Ottoman historians heavily criticised the presence and the role of the
Crimean Tatars in the 1593-1606 War.?** Pecevi Ibrahim Efendi, the witness of the
war argued that the Tatar forces achieved very little during the campaigns and more
important their devastation of the countryside caused to the alienation of the local
people to the Ottoman rule. It should be stated that his critics were true from an
Ottoman perspective. The Tatar cavalry was hardly stand against the firearms and was

not effective in siege warfare that often occurred during this long war.**® More

264 «

've min measirii’-la’dl ve’l-miidarat ilm-i serif-i a’lem sumul erbab-1 u’kula vazih ve rusendir ki bir
sene eser-i sulTan siileyman gazi bhan merhum’a siilluk olunmagla bogkay merkumud iTatina ba’is
oldilar bu sebeb ile bu sene-i miibarekede a’sker-i islama bu kadar gazavat ve fiituhat miiyesser old1
engiiriis seferleri olah oniigiinci sefer idi ciimlesi bufia mu’adil degil idi ii¢ d6rt defa’ tatar han a’sker-i
tatar-1 firavan ile ve bir defa’ ogh ve her sene mirzalan serhadd muhafazasina kald: kiiffar’a bu mertebe
degil a’sr-1 a’siri kahr itmediler ve bir kerre dahi kahr i galebe Tarikine gitmediler bu sene-i
miibarekede kahr ii galebeden kaTi’ nazar a’sker-i islam bu mertebe ile ganaim bir seferde mugtenim
olmamuslardir re’aya’ya miidara ve istimalet olunmagla uyvar Tarafinda olan kuradan ruz-merre ordu-
y1 hiimayuna koci koct zihire geliir idi ve a’sker dahi ordu’ya varub istira itmege muhtac degiller idi
macar kizlan a’vratlari putun putun taze pigmis gipu didikleri macar gorekleri ve enva’i meyve ve
zahire makulesin ¢adir ¢adir gezdiiriib alifi deyii minnet iderler idi ve hem ol hinde ki heniiz a’sker-i
islam estrergon’1 dogmek iizere idi béliik boliik re’aya gelib vire kagidlann alub iTa’at iderler idi hatta
ol mahalde Tuna iizerinde bina olunan cisr-i a’zimi kark elli Gstad degirmenci zimmiler geliib bina
itdiler anda dahi ehl-i islam’a binalarinda zahmet ¢ekdirmediler ve eski budun’a koyun aTasina
gecmekde ve sair varoga ii¢ dort hane varub Tavattun itdiler asar-1 a’dl i miidara boylece zahir oldi
evvelki serdarlanmiz dahi bdyle itmis olsalar ve teberriiken sulTan siileyman han gazi Tarikatdir deyii
gitmis olsalar ne seferler bu kadar uzar ve ne a’sker halki canlarindan bezerdi belkd her bin a’diivv-i
din-i devletifi basim ezerdi.” Pegevi II, pp.309-310.

%65 However, according to Bora Giray’s own words the Tatars stood well against the gunfire during the
siege of Jatik in 1602. Orhonlu, Telhisler, p.59.



important, was the difference between the strategic goals of the Ottoman and Tatar
forces. The Ottomans aimed to control and to incorporate the region in to their system
in order to exploit the resources, for that reason they did not want to devastate the
region. The Tatars were away from their homeland. They had come to the front for
booty and they were by no means interested with the extent of devastation they caused
in the country. In fact the Tatars because of their nomadic tactics did not care about

d.%%¢ Moreover, their whole

the harm that they have done to the land they raide
strategy depended on capturing people and their livestocks. The attitude of the Tatar
cavalry may be analysed form a completely different perspective. The Tatars were
asked to remain in the front for long terms. However, the Crimea was not a secure
place, it was frequently attacked by the Nogays and the Cossacks. Therefore, the
Tatars were always willing to return to the Crimea as soon as possible. This was one

of the major subject of confrontation between the Ottoman commanders and Tatar

mirzas.

The weaknesses of the Tatar cavalry was not strange to the Ottoman elite but
they preferred to use it as a pretext whenever they were unsuccessfull. A letter of
Hoca Saadettin, the tutor of Mehmed III shows that the Ottoman commander many

times used the Tatar forces in a wrong way and than accused them.?®” In his letter,

%% For the military tactics of the Tatars see: Beauplan, A Description,.

7 “mektub-1 hoca sa’deddin efendi be~canibi serdar saTurci mehmed pasa:

. ol vechle serhadden a’rzlar gelmekle telafi-i ma-fat ile ve def’-i miicafat iimidi ile han
hasretlerine teklif-i muzafat ve irsal-i a’sker ile kasd- def-i afat olunub sene-i saniyede cemi’
muradatifiiza sa’y olunarak lesker-i bi-giimar gonderilmisken kopriiyii erdel semtine kurb elli bes giin
ba’de’l-u’bur han hazretlerine intizar namiyla oturub meks olunmagla a’daya semt-i tevcih I'lam olunub
ve hem yiirimege ikdam olunmagla havf ve a’cz ve killet-i a’sker a’lametin diiymana duyurub bi-vech
gegidde bu kadar oTurmagla iskal ve ihmalin cebele ¢ekiib salt ve sebiik-bar muhafaza-i mihal deyii
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Hoca Saadettin first explains the mistakes that the Serdar Satirct made during the
campaign then, he argues that he can not blaim the Tatars because he did not use them
comme il faut. 1t is possible to understand from the letter that the Serdar accused the
Tatars of being uselless and non-disciplined. However, the Khan wrote a similar letter
within which he explained the events form his perspective. Hoca Saadettin considered
the pretexts of Bora Giray more relevent and wrote a letter which condemned the
Serdar. Another interesting point is about the services of the Tatars during the
campaign. The Khan stated clearly that his forces were not functional in siege warfare

and they could be useful in raids and transportation.

In order to judge the overall performance of the Tatar forces during the

1593-1606 Ottoman-Habsburg war it is better to look to the functions they performed

u’bur ve giizar itdiler der-devlet’den tahrir ve irsali tekrir olunan nameha-yi padisahide bu sal kala’-
girlik yil1 degildir erdelistan i¢ine akin salub tahrib idesiin deyii buyurulmus iken iki kala’ ile oyalanub
kisa kalub naire-i fitne-i a’day1 daire-i memalik-i islamiyeden miinkati’ ve fitnelerin miintefi itmedin
bir iki kala’larin almak muktezay: vakt degil idi alindigr suretde ahinan kala’larimiza bedel olmaz aniila
diigman zebun olmaz egri fethi ile ne atesleri siiyiindii ve ne yiirekleri gdyiindii estergon ve komran
kala’lan alinmus olsa yamk dahi mahfuz ve budin ehli dahi mahzuz ve kurbundaki kala’mi dahi
istirdadi melhuz olurch Taburlan karsu gelmezdi ise erdelistan igine giruh giiruh a’sakir-i ramiye ve
ciinud-1 o’smaniye ve efvac tatariye gonderiib ve akanlar salub zira’at ve zer’in ve asl ve fer’in yakub
yikub hanedanlann viran ve hanmanlarin talan ve pir ve civanlani esir ve nalan ideler ve budin ve egri
ve tstiini belgrad Taraflanm muhafaza itmede fikr ve miilahazadan hali olmiyasiz deyii tekid ile haTT-
1 himayun gonderilmis ilii’l-emre muhalefet seameti ile bir i goérilmeyib kala’-girlik esbabim
kayirmadin ii¢ Tob ile varat gibi diisvar kala’ya sarkub mebde-i niizuldan miintehay: nhlete dek baran
ve kiill miislimin alaylarn zebun ve serhaddler hifzina mukayyed olmamagla budin’i ve eTrafim viran
ve magbun itmege sebeb olub varat altinda a’sker-i islamu egleyiib tatan dahi habs ve ilgar Taleb
idenleri yasag ile tebs idiib erdelistan igi salim ve emin kalub erdel voyvodast haib ve a’skerimiz galib
iken firsati fevt idiib memieketleri asude olmagin mihal muhtal dahi kala’ ile a’skerii baglandigim
gormekle erdel canibinden bi-bak olub memleketimize koyuld: ve ol diyar ehliniii derisi soyuld: bu
zaman al-o’sman’a olan zarar ve gezend-i bi-siimar bu iki yilda su-i tedbir ve a’dem-i miisa’de-i takdir
ile zuhura geldi rabbii’l-a’lemin beterinden sakliya han hazretlerine i’tiraz olundukda cevab-1 ma’kul ve
6’zr-1 makbul yazarlar kala’-girlik danisign tatar kan degildir ama ilgar ile tahrib-i diyar ve nehb i garet-
i memalik-i kiiffar ve iisera ile zehair ihzar itmek vazife-i tatardir ol babda taksirimiz mi old1 ver vechle
emre imtisalden gayri isimiz yokdur gel didifiz geldik dur didifiiz durduk ur didifiiz urduk otur didifiiz
oturduk kasla didiniz kisladik bekle didifiiz bekledik ugrufizda isilar soguklar ¢ekdik ahur damlaninda
yatdik emr-i serdar’a muTi’ ol didiniz olduk deyii 6’zrler yazarlar bu takdirce padisah-1 islam emri
Tutulmayub a’dem-i miisa’de-i esbab ile kal’a-i diigvar iizerine diis-var dinlemedin diisiildi taht-gah-1

I3



in the war scene. It was already stated that the Khan or the Kalghay served several
times in the battlefield with large armies. More important, they wintered in the
Hungary four times: 1594, 1598-1599, 1602-1603 and 1604-1605. The stay of the
Crimean forces in Hungary was very important for the Ottomans. The Ottomans had
difficulties to find enough soldiers to garrison in the front. Therefore, they decided to
use the Crimean Tatar cavalry to check the entire frontial zone. Despite the fact that,
the Tatar cavalry was not a match for Habsburg forces, they could hinder Habsburg
offenses in early spring until the arrival of the main Ottoman army. The Ottoman soon
realised that subsidising the wintering of Tatars was a heavy burden for the treasury
and decided to decrease the number of Tatars that wintered in Hungary. But, they
were still forced to garrison a permanent amount of 1000-2000 Tatars in Hungary.?*®
The wintering in Hungary was very profitable for the Tatars. Apart from the yearly
Hazine that was send by the Sultan, they could obtain large amount of slaves in the
raids. It was already stated the slave trade played an important role in the Crimean
economy. During their first years the Tatars preferred to brought back their slaves to
sell in the Crimea However, when they were defeated by the Voivode Michael of
Wallachia in early 1595 and lost all of their booties, they preferred to sell their slaves
in Hungary. Tatars performed other services rather than patrolling the front and
helping the Ottoman garrisons. The highly mobile Tatar forces supplied food for the

Ottoman army either by trade or simply by plundering the enemy.

engriis ve yetmis yildan berii mahrus olan belde-i islamiyenin ab-1 ruyim pay-mal-1 a’da idiib ...”
Naima, pp.304-306.
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XII The Last Years of Gazi Giray II

There is not very much information about the last years of Bora Giray. He
did not personally join any of the Ottoman campaigns despite all the invitations. It is
possible to argue that his relationship with the new Sultan Ahmed I was not good.
However, the Ottomans were heavily needed the assistance of Crimean forces and
invited him to their campaigns in the East. First, he was asked to send 10.000 soldiers
to the campaign of Grand Vizier Lala Mehmed Pasha in 1606.25° Second, he was
invited to the campaign of Kuyucu Murad Pasha (1606-1611) against the Celali

Canpolatoglu Ali.?”® However, the Khan preferred to send a far more lesser force than

% Maria Ivanics-Ress, “The Role Of The Crimean Tatars In The Habsburg-Ottoman War 1593-1606
ed. Kemal Cigek, The Great Ottoman Civiization, 1, Ankara, 2000, p.304.

% The campaign was not realised because Lala Mehmed Pasa died just after the preparations began
(22-June-1606).

70 “sadr-1 a’zam murad pasa Tarafindan gazi giray han canibine yazilan metubuf suretidir: ... zat-
sa’adetifiize dahi ol canibde ne Tarafa tevcih iktiza ider ise afia gore ciiret itmek musammem olub ...
bu sene- a’mimetii’l-mifyemmenede dahi zuhura getiiriliib bedel-i nefs-i celadet mahalleri olan ferzend-
i ercmend-i devlet-mendleri tohtamis sulTan hazretlerini on bifi mikdan cityus-1 derya-hurus tatar’a
serdar ve sipah-salar idiib memul olmagn ol babda varaka-i ihlas bedreka tahrir olunub gonderilmigdir
hakkan ki bu mahlaslannifi savab-didi ve ol hanedan-i a’li-san ve dekaik sinasini feraset-i zihn-i af-tab
iktibaslanindan imidi budur ki sene-i salifede eger ferzend-i ercmendlerinin ve eger zat- ser-
biilendlerinin a’zimetine mani’ olan a’vaik ve a’layik bu sene-i miibarekede sebeb-i tehir ve tevcih-i
seriflerine damen-gir olmayub melhuz olan asar-1 seca’at ve ferzane-gi ve eTvar- sadakat ve yegane-gi
ve muktezasincaa’sakir-i tatar-1 saba-reftara miisarileyh veled-i emced esa’dlanm serdar ve sipah-salar
nasb ve ta’yin buyurub sinob iskelesinden bu Taraflara irsal ve isaline himmet ve illa miinakkabatlarina
masruf ola bu babda viicuda gelen hidemat pesendidelerinifi ...” Feridun Ahmed, Miinge 'ati 's-selatin,
Istanbul, 1864, pp.21-22. The document was not dated but Grand Vizier Kuyucu Murad Pasha wrote it.
In the letter he wrote about the defeat of Canpolatoglu and the conquest of Halep, therefore it should be



he was asked for. Finally, he was invited to the campaign against Shah Abbas who
attacked Azerbaijan and invaded Gence and Sirvan.?”* Bora Giray could not respond

to this final call because he was already dead in 16-Za.-1016/03-March-1608.2"

According to the Crimean historian Seyyid Muhammed Riza; Bora Giray
spent his last years in the Crimea since he was fearing that the new Sultan Ahmed I
would punish him because of his previous actions.?”> He constructed a castle,
Gazikerman, in Circassia in order to obtain the favor of the Sultan again. He died
from ta’'un (plague) when he arrived to Temriikk (Temryuk) after he completed the
construction of Gazikerman.?”* Contrary to Seyyid Riza, Ottoman historian Katip
Celebi wrote that Bora Giray started building Gazikerman earlier in 1596 when he
came to the throne for the second time.?” It is possible that Bora Giray had different
considerations to complete Gazikerman rather than fear from the Sultan. First, it was
possible that he wanted to control the region and free it from Cossack accroachments
or from the Nogays. It was possible that Bora Giray could not interest in the region

during the Ottoman-Habsburg wars and the Cossacks that were more free thanks to

written at the end of 1607 when Kuyucu Murad Pasha was wintering in Syria. For the Haleb campaign
of Kuyucu Murad Pasha see: William J. Griswold, Anadolu 'da,.

' Feridun Bey, Miinge ‘at.

72 It was the date when the new about the death of Bora Giray and the selection of his son Toktams
Giray, Khan of the Crimea. Bora Giray was dead in Saban 1016/November 1607.

773« (after the events of 1603) sarsar-1 kahr-1 padisahi a’kibet-i sah-i kam-ranisi riyaz-i niizhet-asa-yi
hayatdan ba’id idecegin teyakkun itmegle zeman-Tufan mu’ahaze- padisahide makarr ve penah olmak
iizere gerkes canibinde gazikerman nam bir palanka biinyad ve itmam ve makarr-gahina a’vdet idiib
temruk kala’sina vusiili hengamina bif on alti sa’bamdir serage-i viicudi sadme-i Ta’un ile miinhedim
ve baggesaray’da pederi tiirbesi zir-hakinda miina’dim oldu ...” Riza, al-sab’, p.111.

#’* The castle Gazikerman should not be confused with the other Gazikerman (Kakhovka, Tavan) that
was located on the left bank Dnieper. Gazikerman that was built by Bora Giray was in Circassia.
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the Muscovy’s Times of Troubles could easily penetrate in the region. Second, he
might have considered to guarantee a secure passage to Azerbaijan that the Ottomans
were fighting for with the Safavids. The hardships that he witnessed during the
previous Ottoman-Safavid war might have forced him to back himself up. The fact
that he never left the Crimea without pacifying his rivals and securing the

environment supports this theory.

7« sazi giray gerii haniyetde karar itdikden sofira gerkes vilayeti ortasina fermanla bir hisar

binasina baslamsg idi ...” Katip Celebi, Fezleke, p.96.
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XIII Gazi Giray II and his Reforms

Bora Giray did not only prove himself as an able warrior. He also made
important changes in the Crimean politics. He developped a project from his
experiences during his long relations with Ottomans. More important, he partially
became successful to realise his project. Bora Giray knew that the weakest point of
the Crimean Khanate was its feudal like character. The influence of the Crimean
aristocracy on the fate of a Khan was the fundemantal cause of the instability in the
Khanate. He had an excellent example; the Ottoman Empire, to ensure the stability in
the Khanate. He was aware that he should centralise the power in the Crimea both for
his own sake and for the future of the Khanate. The instability that was likely to
happen during the election of every new Khan could be stopped, if his line could
peacefuly assume the seat for one or two generations. Therefore, he began to
implement Ottoman instutions to the Khanate. He wanted to entrust the seat of the
Khan to his sons. It should not be coincidental that he eliminated most of his brothers
and nephews.”’ Finally he managed to appoint his own sons as Kalghay (Toktams

Giray) and Nureddin (Sefer Giray) in 1602. The fact that his son Toktamig Giray was

76 According to the testimony of Piaseczinski, Bora Giray was a very suspicious man, he always
consulted his seers and acted according to the advices of them. In Kortepeter, Ottoman Imperialism,
p-185. Kortepeter uses the term Hafiz for seer but Hafiz had a different and broader meaning in
Crimea. A hafiz could be a diplomat, a translator, an escort or a councellor. For more information on
Hafiz see: Sroeckovsky, Muhammed Geray, p.78.
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selected by the Kurultay the new Khan after his death shows that Bora Giray was

successful enough to convince the aristocracy that the Khanship remained in his line.

Second important step towards centralisation was the founding of the post
Bas Aga (Kap: Agasi) similar to the Ottoman Sadrazam.*”” 1t is difficult to determine
when did Ahmed Agha was appoinred Bag Aga, but it is possible to estimate that he
became Bag Agha as soon as Bora Giray became Khan because he was present during
Bora Giray’s first appearance in Hungarian front in 1594. Another point, was that
Ahmed Agha was an emekdar (old servant) of Bora Giray. It seems that the Khan and
Ahmed Agha had been together for a long time and he had the personal confidence of
the Khan who entrusted him very important duties. In theory, Bag Agha assumed the
roles Yenigeri Agasi (Agha of Janissary) and Ihtisab Agasi.”® First, he was the
commander of the personal guard of the Khan. Second, he regulated the rules of the
markets and prices applied in Bahgesaray. Finally, he levied and collected taxes. Since
he was able to punish anyone that failed to obey his regulations or failed to pay the
taxes, he became very strong. It appears that Ahmed Agha was more than a simple
Bag Agha thanks to his relationship with Khan. His name appears in every important
action of the Khan. He represented Bora Giray during the peace talks with the
Habsburg and Poles. He was sent to Istanbul on many occasion to represent the Khan.
Finally, Ahmed Agha was appointed the custodian of the Khan’s treasure that he

housed in Inkerman in 1602, before the Khan departed to the Hungarian front.?”

277 «

.. ve emekdarlanndan ahmed agay1 vekil ve vezir ma’nasina bas aga ve kapu agas didikleri
mansibi ta’yin idiib ...” Riza, al-sab’, p.110.

8 Smimov, Krimskoye, p.465.
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There is one final detail about the relationship of Bora Giray with Ahmed Agha in
Piaseczinski’s writings. He wrote that Ahmed Agha was not only the Bag Agha but
also was a cousin of Bora Giray.?® It is quite interesting because the Bas Aga was
generally appointed among the slave servants (kul) from Circassian origin. The divan
(goriinis) of the Khan did not change very much except the inclusion of Bag Agha.
Ottoman historian provides us a description of the Khan’s divan when he received
Moses Szekely in Hungarian front in 1602.%' The presence of Circassian Beys shows
that the influence of Circassian service beys went a head with the increasing influence

of the Ottoman influence.

In order to centralise the power in his hands Bora Giray needed a personal
army for that reason he established an alternative army; tifekgiler.”** The most
significant peculiarity of the tiifek¢i was that they were infantryman contrary to the
traditional Crimean cavalry. In order to finance the tifekgi, he imposed a special

tax.”® The recruitement of tiifek¢i was not a new practice for the Crimean Khans. It

% Kortepeter, Ottoman Imperialism, p.187.
%0 Tbid.p.187.

# «  bunlani kibarindan sikel mojes didikleri bir biidd heykel kis iginde kacub serdar’a geldi ve
u’budiyyet a’rz idib iltica itdi ve erdelin fethine ba’na asan Tarik ilka itdi andan pegoy’a geldi ve tatar
han’a bulusdi hatta han hazretleri’nifi divaninda hazr idim ciimle sehirden mevcud olan mirzalann ve
gerakese’den han kullan a’d itdikleri agvatifi ve bag veziri makaminda olan kapu agas1 didikleri ahmed
agasi ve yine veziri ve hazinedan olan a’bdii’l-a’ziz gelebi ve kasia’skeri ve nisani agasiii getiirmiigler
ayag lizere mukabelesinde Tururlardi ama yerliiden biz bir ka¢ adem oturduk silahdan ber tig-i zer
nigsam yakasinda iki eli iizerine vaz’ itmis dururd: bu Tarik ile mezkur sikel mojes’i bulugdirdilar ve el
opdiirdiler ve bir miiddet miisahabet itdiler ...” Pegevi II, p.244.

2 « a7 giray han egergi hifz-1 cah-1 bi-sebat igiin tig-i gadr engizin ser-tiz ve maTbah-1 han igiin
sal be sal iki biii kiisfiinde begyiiz nefer tiifenk¢i mevacibi namiyla tekalif ve ceraim ihdas eyledi ...”
Riza, al-sab’, p.110.

%3 According to Smimnov the other tax that was imposed for the kitchen of the Khan was 20.000 sheep
per year and suggests that it be for the supply of the Tiifekgi. In Smirnov, Krimskoye, p.467.
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was known that Sahib Giray I (1524-1532) recruited tiifek¢i among the Tatars. >
However, Bora Giray tried to institutionalise tiifek¢i by imposing a special tax to
finance the expenses. The implemantation of the tekalif shows that Bora Giray was
seirous in his plans to centralise the power because he sat the preconditions to create a

central government; the taxation and a permanent army.




XIV CONCLUSION

During the second half of the sixteenth century several changes that would
effect the future of the Crimean Khanate appeared. Crimean Khans were forced to
give up their raison d’etre; the revival of the Golden Horde, after the Russian
annexation of Kazan and Astrakhan Khanates. Muscovite and Polish kingdoms with
the support of new warfare technology were more effective against the Tatar cavalry.
Moreover, Muscovy began to pursue an imperialistic policy under the energetic Tsars
such as Ivan IV and Boris Godunov. Meanwhile, a new but determined ennemy; the
Cossacks, emerged on the borders of the Khanate. They were familiar with both the
Tatar military tactics and modern military tactics. The emergence of the Cossackdom
determined the future of Dest-i Kipgak, the slavisation of the steppes. The Crimean
peninsula was encircled by hostile powers and was vulnerable to their encroachments.
It was the turning point of hisfory of the Crimean Khanate. From now on, it was the
Crimeans that was obliged to defend itself from the Slavic offenses. Yet, the Crimean
Khanate was still powerfull enough to stop and even to offend their regional rivals.
However, it became obvious that the Khans were not able to subdue their rivals
without the assistance of a greater power. Bora Giray’s failure near Moscow in 1591
could be considered as one of the first signs of the changing balance of power in the

region.

% Remmal Hoca, Tarih-i Sahib, p.72.
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The Ottoman Empire left the formulation and implementation of the
Northern politics to the Crimean Khans, during the first century after their annexation
of the Crimea in 1475. When the Ottomans realised that the Khans were no more able
to deal with the Russian threat, they changed their traditional steppe politics. Until
1560’s the Ottoman policy towards the Crimea was related with the security of the
Black Sea. When Muscovy began to emerge as a regional power and to threaten
Northern Caucasus, the Ottoman Empire decided to interfere. However, it became
obvious that there was a great conflict between the Ottoman and Crimean approaches
to the region. The Khans considered that the region was their realm and did not want
to share it with the others. The faillure of the Ottoman campaign to Astrakhan in
1569 is closely related with the lack of Crimean cooperation. Thus, the Porte decided
that the Crimean Khans should be disciplined. As a result, the Porte began to appoint
Khans from among the Sultans that resided in Istanbul. After Devlet Giray (1551-
1577) and Mehmed Giray I (1577-1578) who was appointed from the Crimea, Feth
Giray (1596) who reigned only for three months but proved his loyalty in Hagovasi
and Toktamis Giray (1608) wbo was selected by the Kurultay but refused by the
Porte. Four Khans; Islam Giray (1584-1588), Gazi Giray (1588-1596), Selamet Giray
(1608-1610) and Canbek Giray (1610-1623) had been several years in the Ottoman

Empire and were appointed when they resided in the Empire.

The loyalty of the Khan became more important for the Ottomans, when
they had to postpone their plans in the North. The Ottomans that entered in a long

and costly struggle for supremacy in the East with Safavids and Habsburg in the West
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needed the permanent presence of the Tatar force in the front. Therefore, the new
Ottoman policy towards the Crimea was to have a loyal Khan in the Crimea in order
to ensure the presence of the Crimean forces in Ottoman expeditions. During this
period two Khans, Mehmed Giray I and Gazi Giray II were dismissed because they
failed to join the army. The Ottoman influence on the Crimean Khanate began to
increase with reigns of the Khans that were educated in the Porte. The most
significant sign of this increasing influence happened during the time of Islam Giray
II. It was the introduction of the rule of mentioning first the name of the Sultan in the

the Friday prayer (hutbe) which was a symbol of sovereignty in the Islamic tradition.

Bora Giray came to the Crimean throne under these circumstances. A part
from the external conditions he had another important handicap. He had to deal with
all of these negative factors with a very conservative aristocracy (Karagu Beyleri).
The Crimean aristocracy that hold the real power in the Khanate was very keen on to
pursue the Yasa (Cengizide code) that guaranteed there rights and reacted any revision
of it. Bora Giray had to follow a very cautious policy. He should satisfy the demands
of the Sultan, he should satisfy the needs of the aristocracy and he should assert his
rule in the Khanate. He already proved his military skills and loyalty during the
Ottoman-Safavid war (1578-1590). Now it was the turn to prove his administrative

skills.

When Bora Giray came to the throne, his nephews Sa’adet Giray and
Murad Giray were still in revolt. Muscovy was aiming to annex the Crimea by making
Murad Giray puppet Khan as it was already done in Kazan and Astrakhan. At first,

Bora Giray suppressed the revolt and turn to the Muscovy which was the real cause of
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the tension. Until the beginning of the Ottoman-Habsburg war (1593-1606), he fought
with Muscovy and signed the peace only after he was invited to the front. He planned
to attract the Great Nogays (Ulu Nogays) to the Ottoman-Crimean side and to use
them against Muscovy. However, he was only partially successful in his wise plan; he
could detache the Great Nogays from Muscovy but could not support them with

necessary force and equipment because of the Ottoman-Habsburg war.

The Ottoman-Habsburg war (1593-1606) determined the shape of Bora
Giray’s reign. After the beginning of the war, he turned his face to the West. The
presence of the Crimean forces in the war was not only important for the Ottomans.
The war was beneficial for the Khan in many respects. First, he personally received a
considerable amount of money in order to join the campaign. Second, he could
finance and employ his army thanks to the war. Third, he found a new sphere of
influence in the West; the Danubean principalities: Moldavia, Wallachia and
Transylvania. The Crimean Khanate might have lost it s supremacy in the North but
could penetrate in the West. He also used his journey to the front as a mean to exert
pressure on Poland to pay tribute and to suppress Cossacks. Bora Giray was at the
peak of his prestige in Istanbul, until he made a fatal mistake and did not personally
join the campaign in 1596. The new Sultan Mehmed I (1595-1603) did not excuse
this mistake his Kalghay and brother Feth Giray became the new Khan. It was the
turning point of his relationship with the Porte. The reign of his personal friend Murad
IIT (1574-1595) was over and the new Sultan worried about the ambitions of the Khan
on Danubean principalities. The fact that the Khan asked the Voivodeships of

Moldavia and Wallachia for his relatives caused great concern in the Porte.
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The reaction of the Porte was related with a traditional attitude of the Khan.
The Crimean Khans always considered whole Crimean peninsula as part of their
realm and requested the deliverance of Ottoman forts (Kefe, Sudak, Mankup) to them
whenever they felt they were strong or the Ottomans were weak. On the other hand,
Ottomans wanted to increase their domain when they percived that the Khan was
weak. It was a major problem between the Ottomans and the Crimeans because
whenever, a Khan revolted; he first attacked one of the Ottoman cities mainly to Kefe.
Especially, Kefe which was a great trade center was the main target of the Khans. It
should not be coincidental that Mehmet Giray I. first attacked and invaded Kefe, after
his dismissal in 1588. Therefore, the Porte interpreted the requests of Gazi Giray II. as
a continuation of this tradition of the Khans and decided to get rid of him. There is no
evidence that Gazi Giray II. made a request about the Ottoman forts in the Crimea.
Only, according to Piaseczinski he camped near Kefe when his brother and Kalghay,
Selamet Giray fled from the Crimea in 1603. Most probably, he planned to attack

Kefe in case of a negative decision of the Porte.

Despite the fact that his relations with the Porte did never normalise again
until his death, Gazi Giray II. had enough experience about the Ottoman politics and
the palace intrigues. He succeded to reassume the throne only three months after his
dismissal. From that day on, he went to the front only when he felt his seat in danger.
As a result of his distrust to the Porte and the fact that the Habsburg war became less
profitable as long as it continued; he felt compelled to search alternative ways. He

contacted with the Habsburgs and sought a separate peace with them. The Khan could
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not agree with the Habsburgs mainly because he asked too much money (40.000
ducats). Although, the Khan failed to realise his desires in Balkans, his active
involvement to the Ottoman-Habsburg war had important results for the Crimean
Khanate. The Khanate became an important actor ot the Eastern European politics and
continued this role until the treaty of Karlowitz (1699). His absentee from the front
proved to the Ottomans once again that the cooperation of the Crimean Tatars was
very important for them. Finally, his ambitions in Balkans was not in vain, he
succeeded to have a right on the appointment of the Moldavian and Wallachian

Viovodes and institutionalise the payment of a tribute.?’

The Khan was more successful inside the Crimea. He could eliminate his
rival and brother Feth Giray without much resistance. However, he became very
suspicious and cautious after his dismissal. He managed to eliminate mercilessly all of
his relatives that he considered to be a potential threat to his rule. Starting by Feth
Giray, Devlet Giray, Baht Giray were killed by him. Only those who could escape to
Istanbul or Circassia could save their lifes. Gazi Giray’s cruelty was not only related

with his concerns about his seat but it was also related with his ambitions.

He wanted to centralise the power of the Crimean Khanate in his hands.

Moreover, he wanted that the Crimean throne remained in his line and became

%5 Maria Ivanics-Reiss, “The role” p.308.

N2



hereditary.286 In order to realise his desires he had to fulfill three conditions; to obtain
the approval of the Porte, to obtain the support of the aristocracy and to have military
and administrative power to pursue his plans. It is known that the Porte did notsupport
this idea. His relation with the aristocracy requires more information. However, it is
possibly to argue that Bora Giray could control the aristocracy. The facts that all of
his rivals were forced to flee from the Crimea and did not return until his death and
they selected his son Toktamig Khan after his death show that Gazi Giray II. was
influential over aristocracy. It seems that he used several means to balance the power
of aristocracy. First, he must have used his income and booty to get their support.
Second, he could have treated them harshly like he did to his relatives. Finally, his
personal guards; tiifekgi corpses, could have balanced the military power of the
aristocracy. The Ottomans were also aware of his power in the Crimea and did not
attepmt to replace him after 1596 despite the fact that they have many members of the
Giray family at their disposal in Istanbul. They have even imprisoned Selamet Giray
upon the request of the Khan when Gazi Giray spent the most critical years of his
reign after 1596. It was between the years 1602-1603 when his brother Selamet Giray
was pardoned by the Sultan. However, the Ottomans were needed his forces and he
used this opportunity very well. He went to the Gaza to the Hungarian front. Thus, he

satisfied the Sultan and his Mirzas but he returned without joining a major combat.

Bora Giray made some important changes in the administration of

the Crimean Khanate in order to centralise the power. He founded the post of Bag

6 Ismail Hakki Uzungarsih wrote, without reference, that Bora Giray received a diploma that
entrusted the Khanship of the Crimea to his sons from the Sultan Ahmed I in March 1608. However he
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Agha similar to the Ottoman Grand Vizier. He also established a personal army;
tiifekgiler, similar to the Ottoman Janiassary that helped much to the Ottoman Sultan
to overwhelm their rivals. Finally, he levied an extraordinary tax (tekalif) in order to
finance the tiifek¢i corpses. Initiation of tekalif and tifek¢i shows that Gazi Giray II.
set the preconditions to form a central government in the Khanate. Altough, his
institutions survived, his desire to centralise the power and to entrust the succession to
his line did not survive and failed immediately after his death. The last years of Bora
Giray shows that he was also a practical ruler. When the Ottoman-Habsburg war
ended in 1606 and the Ottomans focused in the East, he also turned his face to the

East and completed building the castle Gazi Kerman just before his death.

Gazi Giray II reigned at a critical juncture when the Crimean Khanate was
loosing it s supremacy in the Kipgak steppe and it s dependence on the Ottoman
Empire was increasing. It was obvious that the future of the Crimean Khanate would
be decided upon the decision of the Porte. Gazi Giray II. was successful because he
ensured that the transformation of the Crimean Khanate from a successor of Golden
Horde to an important Eastern European power with as few confrontation as possible
with the Porte. His authority in the Khanate and his prestige in the Porte prevented
direct Ottoman involvement to the Crimean politics. The Ottomans who found an
important ally in the person of Gazi Giray II. could focus on the Habsburg War and

did not spent time with the Crimean affairs.

died before receiving it and the diploma did not come to effect. In L H.Uzungarsili, Osman/iTarihi
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XIV APPENDICES

Document no:1

han hazretlerinin karindasi olup sirvan muhafazasinda kalan gazi giray
sultan’a yazilan hitkm-i serifdir

hala viizera-i nam-dar ve vilkela-y1 a’l-i mikdarimizdan distur-1
mukerrem vezirim o’sman pasa edam-allahii te’ala iclalihu dergah-1 nusret penahima
mektub gonderiib sah-1 zalalet penah bir nice bifi miilahide-i gim-rahe ile selmas ham
serdar eyleyiib vilayet-i sirvan’a istila kasdiyla gonderdikde ol firka-i zallenifi hareket-
i bi-bereketlerinden haber alduginuz gibi ahlaf-1 hanan-1 i’zam murad giray sultan ve
safa giray sultan dame u’litvvuhalar ile ve a’sakir-i mansuremiz ve tatar saba-reftar ile
a’le’l-gafle basub kizilbag-1 evbagifi ekserin hedef-i tir i serlerin tu’me-i sir-i gemgir
eyleyiib selmas han mecruhen firar idiib a’sakir-i mislimin ve ciinud-1 muvahhidin ile
ganimin ve salimin a’vdet ve miuraca’at muyesser olub ugur-1 humayun-1 nusret
makrunumuzda her birifilizifi enva’i dilaverligi ve merdaneligi zuhura geldigin a’rz ve
’lam .itmegin mezid-i a’vatif-1 a’liyye-i padisahanemizden mutasarrif oldugiiuz
salyanefitiz tizerine elli bifi 0’smani akge dahi terakki i’nayet olunmusdur yuzifiiz ag
olsun zat-1 geca’at-simatifiuzdan memul olan bunufi gibi asar-1 hamiyyet hamide ve

etvar-1 pesendide idiki zuhura getiirilmis gerekdirki min ba’d dahi mumaileyh o’sman
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pasa ile yek-dil ve yek-cihet olub kema-kan din @ devlet-i ebed-peymend-i
hiisrevanemize miite’allik umurda bezl- makdur ve sa’y-i na-meskur eyleyesin insa-
allah girii vak’i olan olan hidmet-i hayr-1 hatemifiiz zayi’ olmayub mahall-i irtizada

vaki’ ola.
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Document no:2

“handan-1 sirin’ifi beyleri ve sair mirzalan ve asl uruglan beyanindadir”

ma’lum olaki krinm hanlarmf tertib-i divan ve sair umur-1 rasihi’l-
erkanlan dért rikkn beylerinifi keff-i kifayetlerine tefviz olunub anlanifi reyi olmadikga
bir emr-i a’zime miibaseret olunmak kanunlari degildir. dort nikniin evveli sirin,
saniyen mansur oglu ve rabi’an barin ve rabi’an sicivut ta’bir olunub lisan-1 tatarda
bunlara dort karagi dirler. kaganki umur-1 memleketden bir is zuhur iderse dort ocak
ta’bir olunan u’lema-i i’zam ve mesayih-i kiram ki evvela zaviye-i gilec seyhi ve
saniyen revn-kag1 seyhi ve salisen zaviye-i tagl seyhi ve sair u’lema-i kirnmifi esherleri
da’vet olunub ve dort karagi beyleri ve mirzalan ve sair urug mirzalan ve kapu halki
ihtiyarlar1 da’vet ve saverehiim? fi el-emr ma-sadiki tizere miikalemeye miibaderet
iderler. umur-1 hariciye ashabi olan iimera-i ulu (....) mukalemeye hitam virecek ser’-i
serife mutabikmidir ? deyii u’lemaya a’rz iderler. eger muvafik gelir ise imza olunub
hazar-1 han ve mekarim-gan canibine a’rz olunub mucibince a’mel olunur. isbu diyar-1
kalili’l-i’tibanifi nizammi cenab-1 perverd-gar bu tarz Uzerine istikrar eylemigdir.
allahii te’ala efendilerimizi ve cemi’ (imera-i sadakat-ara hazretlerini ser’-i serif tizere
kamil a’mel miiyesser idiib tarik-i hakik-i miistakim tizerine sabit-kadem nasib eyleye

amin !
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Document no:3
Hiive
Bi’l-kuvveti’l-ahadiyye ve’l-mu’cizati’l-muhammediye

Bismillahi’r-rahmani’r-rahim la ilahe illallah muhammed resulallah

ulug ordu ulug ham gazi giray s6ziim

allah ve hiiday izim ve ized G ogan tingri te’ala hairetleriniii vahdaniyeti ve
a’zameti birle baslansun 6f kolnufi ve sol kolmifi ve sol kolmf ve ulug ulusmi ve
tuman bilgen ve mifi ve yiiz ve on bilgen oglanlalariniia ve binlerinfie ve mirzalariniia
ve rus ve brus knazlarinfia ve akbash ve karatunlannfia mesganlarinia ve barga ulug
kinhas panlarinfa ve icki ve diskilarinfha ve koplik kara ilge barga tiziince
bilgenlerinfie. basa min ki sansiz ve kopliik dest-i kipgaknifi ulug padisahi gazi giray
han min hakk-1 siibbhanehu ve te’alanii uliivv-i i’nayetleri san-1 serifimizge mukarin
ve mu’avin bulub ulug atalarimizninfi orunlarinfia taht-1 hakan’ga cillus milyesser
buld: irse i§ bu yarlig-1 gerif-i hakanimiz birlen beyan ve asikare kilarmiz kim evailden
ulug atamiz ve ugmaklik haci geray han ve 6tegi havakini’l-i’zam ve selatinii’l-kiram
rahmetullahi a’leyhim ecma’in zamanlarinda vilayet-i ilah memleketi krallari olan
kazimir kral ve zigmot kral ve ahust kral ve sair krallar ¢aglarinda biri birisi birlen
muhabbet ve barig yanig bulub iki curt arasinda 6ksiiz ve ogul ve tul hatun ve yarh

yerince baglarinfia altun tac urub yiirir bulsalar ve aslamci tacir ve bazargan varub
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kiliir bulsalar zarar ve ziyan kiirmey emin barub aman kiliir irdiler amma ahust kral
fevt oldukda ilah memleketi ge kral bulur ogul kalmay on ikiyil kralsiz bulub
memleket i¢inde olan hirsuz ve haramileri ilah memleketinifi voyvodalan ve panlan
ve kerman bekleri tirgamay ve zabt kilmay zahire azuk virib gemi viriib 6zl suyuna
kiliib tatarufi tavarcisin alub ve tavar ve yilkisin strib sofi macar krallar1 urugundin
istefan kral ilah memleketige kral bulub 6zii suyunda olan kristiyanmfi hirsuz ve
harami kazaklarinfia ri’ayet itken iigiin 6zii suyunda harami ve hirsuz kazaklar koplik
bulub 6zii suyindan iniib devletlig ve sa’adetliig padisah hond-kar hazretlerinini 6z
suyi boyunda olan cankerman ve akkerman ve bender kermanninfi arasinda olan koyci
ve tavarct ve bazargan fakirlerinfie zarar ve ziyan kirgezgenleri tigiin rahmetlik
babamiz devlet giray han ve agacalanimiz hanlar ve 6ziimiz ve sultanlar ve bis bas
tatar kazaklari ilah memleketini her yil ve her kig ¢abub iki curt biri birifie diigman
olurga 6gii suy1 iginde olan harami hirsuz kristiyan kazaklan sebeb olinmiglardir hala
ilah memleketi krali bulgan isveske kral oglu karindagimiz zigmut kral devlet
1s1gimizge ulug ilgisi branovska’ni bolek hazinesi birlen yiberib burungi barig ve yarig
ve dost ve muhabbet yosunca iki curtmuz banig ve yarig bulub bazargan emin varub
aman kilib kim kimesnedin Zarar ve ziyan olmasin didiler irse yibergen bolek
hazinesin hog goriib alub kabul kilind1 ve karindagimiz zigmut birle dost ve muhabbet
ve barig ve yanigmizmi dahi ol sart iizerine kilamiz ki 6zii suy: iginde olan harami ve
hirsuz kristiyan kazaklarin bargasin siiriib 6zii suyundin ¢ikarub tirkeb zabt itkeyler ve
taki yibre  turgan bolek hazinesin her yil yibergeyler ve deftermiz iizere
kisilerimizninfi tiyiglarin bolek hazinesiyle bilge yiberkeyler ve taki kalgay sultan olan

karindagsmiz feth giray sultanga dahi altmig bostan gekman bolek hazinesiyle bilge
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yiberkeyler ve on iki kisige dahi tiy1g yibergeyler bu islub iizere bélek hazinesin viriib
ve tiyiglarin bilge yiberiir bulsalar bang ve yang ve dost ve muhabbet bulub eger min
Oziim gazi giray han bulay ve ulug kicik kalga sultan baghik barga sultanlar bulgaylar
ve bekler ve mirzalar bulsun tatar geriimiz birlen gaparga ve yakub yikarga ve zarar ve
ziyan kilarga bir kimesne barmasin eger sin kanndagimiz zigmut bu a’hd ve sart
lizerine turar bulsalar vallahi billahi ve tallahi dostunuzga dost ve digmaninizga
diigman bulurmiz ve taki big bag kazaklar barub il astindin silafuz g¢abub esir kiltiiriir
bulsalar min kanindasfuz gazi giray han Kiltiirgen esirlerini kayta alub yiberirmiz ve big
bag kazaklanmii taki bhaklanndin kilirmiz 620 suyt iginde turgan kristiyan
kazaklarfuzni ¢ikarmas bulsafuz tatar tavarcisiga ve tavar karaga zarar ve ziyan kilar
bulsalar siz karindasmiz zigmut bilmis bulsun kim dostluk ve muhabbet ve bang ve
yarig olmay iki curt emin ve aman bulmaslar ve taki siz zigmut kanndasimiz 6zii suyi
i¢inde kristiyan kazaklarfuzm gikarir bulsafuz 6zii suy1 boyunda bulgan kara ra’iyet il
kisileriiiz keliib gurka tuzmuzdan akgalan birlen eminmiizden tuz satun alub kitsiin sin
zigmut kanndagimiznifi memleketige ve bizim memleketimizge bazarganlar korkmay
ve Ggenmey emin varub aman kilgeyler hala ulug il¢ifiiz branovskinifi k6ziinde bu ant
ve sart ve a’hd idiib bu a’hd-name-i yarlig-1 gerif-i hakanimiizge altun nisanlig miihrni
basub 6ziimiznifi ulug ilgimiz olan icki bekmiz olub vezirmiiz olan kasim bu ant ve
sart ve a’hdmizni karindagimiz zigmut bildirir Gigiin yiberdik ve taki siz karindagmiz
masku diigmamiuzga atlangamfiizda min gazi giray han karindasifuzdan yardim tigiin
tatar gerityin tiler bulsafuz harglik flori yibergeysiz ki g¢eriimizge viriib diigmamifiuz
ustiine ¢ibarkaymiz ve taki biz gazi giray han karindasfuzdin varan ulug ilgimiizi iki

aydan artuk tutkan kilmay bolek hazinesi ve tiyiglar birlen kayta tizok biz
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karindasfuzga yiberkeysin ve siz zigmut kral karindagsmizdin bizge kilgen ulug
ilcifizni tak iki iki aydan artuk tutkar kilmay sin zigmut kral kanndagimizga tizok
cibarmiz imdi sin zigmut kral karindagmiz bilmig bulsunlar kim 6zii suymm iginden
kazaklariuzm ¢ikarmay ve tirgemey zabt kilmas bulursafuz biz kanndasfuznifi
tavarcilarina ve tavar karaga zarar kilub ve devletliig ve sa’adetliig padisah hond-kar
hazretlerinii kermanlarina ve re’ayasiga zarar ve ziyan kilar bulsalar dostluk ve
muhabbetlik ve baris ve yans bulmay iki curtmifi re’ayasi ve berayasi zahmet koériib
devletlig padigah hond-kar hairetlerindin dahi uyat bulursiz bu a’hd ve.sart ve ant
tizerine turulmak gerekdir deyii a’hd-name-i yarlig-1 serif-i hakani bitildi fi gehr-
cumadiyyii’l-evvel min gsuhur-i sene elf
be-makamu elmasaray darii’l-hakani

han gazi giray bin han devlet giray
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Document no:4
Hive
Ebu’l-feth el-gazi giray han s6ziim

ulug ulusmifi ve kob rusnifi ve brusmifi ve ilahnifi ve mazavsniii ve milyamii
ve krakovmifi ve barga kristiyanlarinifi ulug kristiyan padisahi karindagmiz zigmut kral
kobdin kob selam merfu’ (...) yahsimisiz ve hosmusiz diyib halfiiz ve haurfuz
sorganmizdin somfi i’lam-1 yarlig-1 serifi muhabbeti hakani oldur kim eger biz
karindasfuz sari sorar bulsafuz elhamdillahi memleketmiz emin ve aman bulub barga
¢erimiz t6z ve yasanhi hos hal bilgeysiz hala siz zigmut kanndasmiz bilmis bulsun
kim mundin burun min gazi giray han koblik ve sansiz dest-i kipgcakmifi ulug
padisahimifi ulug atamiz ugmakhk haci giray hanma hanliklan ¢agindin rahmetlik
babamuz devlet giray hanliklari zamamga kilkence ilah krallar1 bulgan zigmut kral ve
ahust kral karindaglarimiz dost ve muhabbet ve baris ve yang bulub iki curtmi
arasinda 6kstiz ogul ve tul hatun ve yirince yarlilar baglarinfia altun tac urub yiiriir
bulsalar kim kimesnedin zarar ve ziyan kérmey ve aslamg¢i bazarganlar iki curtnifi
arasinda emin varub aman kelib padisahlarga alkig turur irdiler ve taki hanlar ve
sultanlar cerii birlen kral karindaglarimiz memleketlerin ¢apmay ve akin kilmay turur
irdiler eger bis bas tatar kazaklann yortib barub karindaglanmiznii

memleketlerindin esir gikarub kirnnm memleketifie kiltiirseler kirim hanlan ve sultanlar
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kayta yiberirler irdiler ve eger satub bazarganlar esirni satub alub istanbul’a alub
barsalar devletliig ulug padisah hond-kar hairetlerinifi hitkkm-i serifleri birlen esirni
bazargandin tartib alub kayta yiberir irdiler ahust kral karindasmiz 6lgendin somi ilah
memleketige ... bulur ogh kalmay bar¢a ilah memleketi on iki yil gakli kralsiz ve
padisahsiz kalib turganda kirgavda bulgan kristyan voyvodalan ve banlan ve kerman
beylikleri hursuz ve harami bulgan kristyan kazaklann tirkamay ve zabt kilmay azik ve
gemiler virib 620 suyiga yiberiib tatarmifi tavarcisin ve tavann alganlarindin somif
devletlig ulug padisah erkli kisi hond-kar hazretlerinii kirga ve kermanlann bolgan
cankerman ve akkerman ve bender kermam aralarinda yoriigen koylann ve tavarlarin
ve yilkilarin alub miishimanlarga zarar ve ziyanlan iki curt biri birinfie diigman bolub
ugmaklik babamiz devlet giray han ve agagalarimiz hanlar ve min gazi giray han ve
ulug ve kigik sultanlar ve tatar kazaklar1 ve big baslan barub ilah cutin ¢abub yakub
yikib ve harab idiib ve kristyan kisilerin kéblik esir idiib kiltiirgenlerinfie harami ve
hirsuz kristyan kazaklan tatarmii burundin urusi ve kiglavi olan 6zii suyindin
gitmekenleri sebeb olunmigdir ve taki ... kanindagmiz bilmig bulsun kim kristyan
harami ve hirsuz kazaklarfuz 6zii suyindin ¢ikmay 6zii suyindin barub devletlig ulug
padisahayamuz erkli kigi hond-kar hazretlerinifi kermanlan arasinda yoriiken koyct ve
tavarct yarh fakirlerin incidiib iigendirkenlerin padisah hond-kar hazretleri biliib
kahrga gilib men gazi giray han ga hikkm-i geriflerin ¢avuglar1 birlen yiberib menge
disman bolub memletetimge zarar ve ziyan tigiirken ilah memleketi kristyanlarimii
halin ve ashn sin ... yahsi biliirsinki dest-i kip¢ak ham gazi giray hansin kapum
kullarindin koblik kullanm ve toblar ve darbzenler yenigeriler ve rumili pasasin ve

anatol pasasin barga koblik geriimi senge kosub yiberirmin ilah memleketin yakub ve
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yikub ve zabt olunur ulug sehirlerin ve kermanlanin alub igine kisiler koyub zabt
itkeysin diyib hond-kar hazretleri buyurmuglar irdiler men gazi giray han karindasfuz
taki bulay s6ziim sdz ve cevab kilib devletliig padisah hond-kar hazretlerinfie kagidim
yiberiib bildirdim ki ahust kral 6lgendin somi ilah memleketi on iki yil kralsiz turub
memleket tirkevsiz ve zabtsiz olungan iigiin 6zii suyuna keliib zarar ve ziyan iderler irdi
ve on iki yildan somifi macar krallarindan istefan kral ilah memleketige kral olub macar
krallari burun ve burundin devletliig padisah hond-kar hasretlerinifi eski digmanlar
olganlar ugiin 6zii suyinda bolgan kristyan kazaklann tirkemey artugiyla harami ve
hirsuz kazaklar kéblik buldilar hala burundin burun ilah memleketi krali bolub 6lken
ahust kralmf hiyanlar olan isveske kral ve karindagsmizmifi ogh zigmut kanndagimiz
ilah memleketifie kral boldilar taki kilmey ve kral tahtiga kegmey bu giin yarin keliib
tahta kegiib devletleriyle kral olurlar zigmut kanndasmuz kiliib kral tahtiga gickendin
somfi harami ve hirsuz 6zi suyinda olgan barga kristyan kazaklann 6zii suyindin
¢ikarub burungi zigmut ve ahust krallardin koblik devletliig padisah hond-kar ve min
gazi giray han karindaslarinfia dostluk ve muhabbet ve barig ve yaris ve karindashkni
yahsi kilarlar ve devletliig ulug padisah hond-kar hazretlerinfie ve min gazi giray
karindaglarinfia olan bolek hazinesin her yil artugiyla yiberiib dost ve muhabbet ve
karindag ve barig ve yarig bolub curtlar padisahlar devletlerinde emin aman bolub yarl
fakirler zarar ve ziyan kormey du’a ve alkis kilarlar tiyib devletliig padisah erkli kisi
hond-kar hairetlerinfie bildiiriib min devletliig padisah hond-kar hazretleri min gazi
girayniii bu s6zni yahsi kérdiler imdi sen karindagmiz zigmut bilmis bolsun kim 6zii
suy1 iginde bolgan harami ve hirsuz kristyan kazaklarin bir kazak 6zt suyinda komay

¢ikargaysin yahsi yasak ve tirkev itkeysin ve taki min gazi han kanndagiuzge boélek
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hazinesin her yil totkar kilmay birib yibergeysin ve defter itken kisilermiiznifi tiy1g bir
nesin eksiksiz yibergeysin ve taki kalgilka sultammiz bolgan kalgilka feth giray sul?an
ﬁelf yil altmig bustaf ¢ekman bolek hazinesiyle yiberkeysin imdi sin ki zigmut kral
kanndagimizsin 6zii suyinda fesad itken hirsuz ve harami kristyan kazaklarfuzni
bargasin 624 suymdan glkamb tirkeb koyci1 ve tavarcimuz zarar ve ziyan kildirmay ve
sartmuz lizerine bolek hazinesin ve tiyiglarin beriir bolsafuz ve kaglka sultan fethi
giray sultan karindagmizga her yil altmig bustaf gekman ve on iki kigisige tiyig berir
bolsafitz vallahi ve billahi ve tallahi min ki 0ziim gazi giray han ulug sansiz degt-i
kipgakmifi ulug ban1 min ve kagilkay sultan fethi giray sultan baghik ve nure’d-din
sultan ulug kigik sultanlar geriimiiz birlen sen karindasmiz zigmutmifi ilah ve sair
memleketlerinfie barmasmiz ve ve ¢abmasmiz ve yakub yikmasmiz ve esir kilmasmiz
diyib i¢ki ve digk1 ve ulug karagi olan kiyan ve bek ve mirza ¢inlik iizerinde ant ve sart
idiib ve brenovski ulug il¢ifiiz birlen taki yiberkendiz bolek hazinesin hog koériib alub
kabul kildim ve brenovski ulug ilgifiiz koriince a’hd kildik ve a’hd namenizni taki
yazub ve ant ve sart kilib sin karindagmiz zigmut kral huzurlarinfia yiberdim eger
kristyan kazaklarfuzmifi bargasin 6zii suyindan ¢ikmay ve g¢ikarmay zabt ve tirkev
kilmas bolsafuz hazine bolek yibermek ile dost ve muhabbet ve kanindas ve bans ve
yarty olunmas tengri kimge beriir ‘bolsa ol alur ve taki sart tzerine turub
kazaklarfuizdan tavarcilarmizga zarar ve ziyan olmay 6zii suyindan ¢ikarir bolsafuz
kinm vilayeti qazaklari barub ilah memleketindin esir kiltiiriir bolsalar esirleri tutub
cabarurmuz ve kazak ve big baglarmifi haklarindin gilirmiiz ve dostiuzga dost ve
diismanfuzga digman bulurmiz ve taki sen zigmut kanndasmiz bilmis bolsun kim

masku memleketi begi olan yovan oglu knaz fedor min gazi giray han dest-i kipgak
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hamga kagidin ve ilgisin yiberiib ve bolek hazinesin tondan ve ak¢adin kob nime
gonderiib bu giinden somifi ika ve dost ve ve barig ve yans bolelik ve her yil otuz kerre
yiiz bifi nokrat akgasin ve nakd bolek hazinesi birlen berub yiberirmin tiyib s6z kilmig
irdi siz zigmut kral kanndagmizdan dostluk idiib bolek hazinesin virlirmiz tiyib (...)
tilmaci yiberkenifiizden masku ilgisi ve soziin kabul itmeyiib bolegin hos kérmey (...)
tilmac kéziince masku il¢isin tutdurub zindanga saldirub habs kildirdim ve kinm certy
ve nogay gerily ve gerkes kullarim gerily barga ii¢ yiiz bifi geri birlen masku tahtina
varub yolda koygan geriiyin ve kiragohn kirib 6ldiiriib tahtin bilge yakub ve yikub ve
esirin ve malin kiltiiriib elhamdillahi barga geriimiiz sag esen keldik soyle bilkeysin
ingallahi te’ali evvel baharda yaz oldukda taki ¢eriimiz ile varub ¢abub ¢avlarmiz sin
zigmut kanndagmizdan koblik dilek kilarmiz sefer ve geru harci tgiin biz gazi giray
han kanindasfuzga yok dimey beg bifi flori harg¢hk ¢ikarub burun kilgen bizim siznifi
¢abkunlarimizdin kaldirmay ¢eberkeysin burun bolgan hanlarga ve ugmaklik
a&acamuz mehmed giray hanga bes bif flori sefer harci ugiin kral karindasglarimiz
virgenlerdir sin zigmut kral dahi yok dimey bes bif florini viriib tizok gabkunlar ile
burun cebrkeysin hala sen zigmut kral karindagmiz birlen bolgan dostluk ve muhabbet
ve bans ve yans ve karindaglikmmzm siz zigmut kral karindasmizga bir bir eytib
bildirmek tigiin ulug igki bekmiz bolub vezirmiz bolgan yahsi kisimiz kasim bek ni
ulug il¢i beymiz kilib sin zigmut kral karindagmizmi huzurlarinfia ceberdim (...) ve
bahsis: birlen tengri birse savlik ve esenlik birlen barganda taki 6z sozlerimizi taki
sorar bolsafuz bargasin ey tiyib sin zigmut kral kanndagmizga ey tiyib bildirirler
ingallahi kiliirde savlik ve esenlikﬁizni' min karindasfuz gazi giray hanga bildirkeysin

ki sityiiniib gonenib dostmzha dost diigmanfiizfia diigman bolub kob yillar bans ve
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yarig ve muhabbet ve tatu ve karindag bolganmiz birlen iki curtmiz emin ve aman yerli
fakirler ika ve padisahga kanindas padisahga alkig artura turgaylar tiyii agir selam ve
yingil bolek birlen yarhg-1 serif-i muhabbet-i hakani bitildi vesselam a’la men ittiba’
el-hiida fi sehr-i cemaziyyii’l-evvel min guhur sene bifi yilinda tarihnin

elma sarayinda bitildi han gazi giray bin han devlet giray

13



Document no:5

Selamet Giray sultan soziimiz

Ulu ordamii ulu ham gazi giray han edame allahu te’ala ma’alihu hazretlerinif
kagilgas: olan selamet giray sultandin karindagim leh kralina kobdin kéb selam (...)
i’lam-1 yarlig-1 bilig-i muhabbet encam budur ki bundan akdem mektub serifiiz keliib
her ne yazilmis ise bi’-t-tamam ma’lum-1 sa’adetmiz olmusdir ingallahii te’ala
sa’adetlii han-1 a’zam ve hakan-1 mu’azzam hazretlerinifi huzur-1 seriflerinde eyilik ve
dostlukdan yafia s6z soyleyiib madem ki sizden ol a’hd G peyman bozulmiya bu
canibden bozulmak ihtimali yokdur afia binaen ¢abgun el¢imiz kidvetii’l-ekarin kulum
sotenekni? irsal olund1 vusiil buldukda gerekdir ki fi’l-vaki yollar aman degildir hazine
gonderilirdi dimigsin Oyle ise kamange’ye getiirib koyasin adem gonderiliib
kamange’den alinur gdyle ma’lum-1 serif ola biz dahi han a’zimle mihal tzerine

varmak mukarrerdir baki ve’s-selam

Be-makam-1 orda-y1 sultan sultan selamet giray bin devlet giray han.
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