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Hatt-1 Hiimayun (ogoge ?)

Hatta hiimayun (khatt-i hiimayin), or
hatt- gerif (khatt-i serif), is the name that
was given to official handwritten notes or
statements of the Ottoman sultans. Hatt
hiimayuns consisted of three types: unvanina
hatt-u humayun, telhis iizerine hati- humayun,
and beyaz iizerine hati- humayun.

Unvamna hatt-1 kumayuns (lit., hatt-2 humayun
to a title) were added to important fermans
(firmain, an imperial order) and berats (berat,
a certificate documenting an appointment
to a post, a privilege, a tax exemption, or
an income allocation) on or beside their
tugras (tighra, the sultan’s calligraphic sig-
nature). The addition of a hati~ humayun
was made upon the grand vizier’s written
request, in which he sometimes designated
what needed to be stated. Haft-2 humayuns
ordered the fulfilment of appeals in fermans
or berats, and often specified the penalties
that would be applied if the directives
were not implemented. Some were also
notes of praise or appreciation.

Telhis iizerine hatt humayuns (lit., hatt-
humayun on telfis) indicated the sultan’s
approval or rejection (in one to three
words) of matters outlined in a {felhs
(telkfis, a written summary by the grand
vizier for the sultan’s review and deci-
sion), or simply acknowledged his being
informed about the issues mentioned in
the document. Some also included long
statements of the ruler’s thoughts on the
topics in question. Although the practice
of writing on felhises was discontinued in
1248-50/1832—4 with the introduction of
irades (iride, an order drafted in the sultan’s
name by his chief secretary, the mabeyn bag
katibi), a few post-1250/1834 examples of
telhis ilzerine hati- humayuns exist.
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HATT-1 HUMAYUN

Beyaz iizerine hati- humayuns (lit., haté-
humayun on white) were placed on blank
paper rather than on written documents.
They addressed a wide variety of sub-
jects, such as internal affairs, international
correspondence, public food allocation,
festivities for the birth or marriage of a
sultan or gehzade (sehzade, prince), exile or
capital punishment, palace repairs, and
orders to harem officials.

Although most hait1 humayuns were
composed by sultans, some were occasion-
ally written by mabgyn bay katibis or other
palace officials, who were often designated
on the reverse of the documents. Drafts of
important hait-1 humayuns related to state
affairs were prepared by high officials,
such as the reisitlkiittab (ra’%s al-kutizb, head
of the chancery) or kapudan pasa (gapudon
paga, admiral of the Ottoman fleet), and
then read and edited by the sultan.
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gelen Giirciilerle aym derecede bir yakinlik ve igbirligi ortami olug-
turulamamistir. Bunun en dnemli nedenlerinden biri disardan gelen
Giirctilerin ashinda yalmzca Almanlara endeksli varlik ve c¢a-
ligmalart olsa gerektir. Nicolas da bu digardan gelenlerin kendi bilgi
ve onayl haricinde yaptiklan iglerle onca emegi heba ettiklerinden
vakinmakia bu olasilii kuvvetlendirmektedir. Tiirklerin kendi ara-
larinda da, Osmanl topraklarindaki Giircti diasporasiyla disaridan
gelenler arasinda oldugu gibi, kendi bagina hareket etme eZilimleri
ve anlasmazliklar olmustur. Lojistik destegin eksikligi ve karss
Rus-Ermeni faaliyetleri de mutlaka uyumsuzlugun iizerine tuz
hiber ekmistir.

Parca butlinden habercidir ilkesiyle belgelerden yansiyan lo-
jistik ficias ve uyumsuzlugun ozelde degil de Kafkasya genelinde
yapilan c¢ogu faaliyette yasandigimi kab@l edersek Sarkamig
faciastmn ¢ok biiylik bir siirpriz olmadigini anlariz. Fakat biittn
bunlara, karakiga ve tipiye, her gseye ragmen Tirk ordusunun Sa-
rikamis Oncesi kimi bagarilarina bakarak diyebiliriz ki, cephede her
tiirlii 6zveriyi gosteren Mehmetcik’in ayaginda postall, lizerinde
kishk giysisi ve bir de icecek bulgur ¢orbast olsaydi bu facia mey-
dana geldigi dlgiide yasanmazdi™.
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55. Bu makalenin son ciimlesindeki defierlendirme icin Sankamsg faciasmin askeri
yiinti bakimmdan dékiimanter bir ¢aligma olan su kitaba bakimiz: Birinci Diinya Har-
binde Tiirk Harbi, Kafkas Cephesi 3 ncii  Ordu Harekiti, Cilt 1 (Genelkurmay
ATASE Bagkanhg Yayim), Ankara,1993. Ayrica Kafkas Cephesi'nin Lojistigi ve kimi
idari faaliyetler icin su kitaplara bakimz: Tirk Silahli Kuvvetleri Tarihi, Osmanl
Bevri, Birinci Ditnya Harbi, idari Faaliyctler Ve Lojistik, Ankara, 1985 (Genclkurmay
ATASE Baskanh$ Yayms), Tuncay Qgtin, Kafkas Cephesinin 1.Diinya Savagindaki
Eojistik Destegi, Ankara,1999. e

HATT-I HUMAYUNLARIN DIPLOMATIK
OZELLIKLERI VE PADISAHI BILGILENDIRME
SURECINDEKI YERLERI

Bekir KOC*

Bu calismada, temel iglevi padigsal bilgilendirme olan hatt-1
hiimaynlarmn; diplomatik 6zellikleri ve biirokrasideki kullanim ge-
killer1 tizerinde durularak -padisah- divin- arz -vezir-i 4'zam/sadr-i
d'zam ve bab-i ali arasindaki iligkiler ¢cergevesinde- Osmanh devlet
yazigmalar ve biirokrasisindeki rolii irdelenecektir.

Arastirmacilar Osmanl diplomatigindeki belgeleri, diizenlenis
amaglan ve yapisal ozelliklerine gore degisik basliklar altinda in-
celemislerdir. Bu incelemelerin bashcalart Kraelitz, Fekete, Gok-
bilgin ve Kiitiikoglu tarafindan yapilmistir'. Fekete, belgeleri laik
ve dini nitelikli belgeler olarak genel bir tasnife tibi tutmus ve hatt-
hiimdytnlar® laik yani diinyevi nitelikli belgeler olarak ta-
nimlamustr,

* Ankara Universitesi Dil ve Tarih-Corafya Fakiiltesi Tarih Boliimii Aragtirma Go-
revlisi

1. Friedrich von Kraelitz, "Osmanische Urkunden in Tiirkisher aus der zweiten Half-
te des Jahrhunderts", Sitzungsherichte der Akademie der Wissenschaften, Wien 1921;
Aym yazarm, "Itk Osmanh Padisahlarinin Isdar Etmis Olduklar Bazi Beratlar” 7.0.E.M..
V128, Istanbul 1332; Ludwig Fekete, Einfiihrung in die Osmanish-Tiirkische Diplomatik
der Tiirkischen Batmassigkeit in Ungarn, Budapest 1926; Mihail Guboglu, Paleografia si
Diplomatica Turco-Osmana, Bikres 1958; M. Tayyib Gokbilgin, Osmanlt Imparatoriugu
Medeniyet Tarihi Cergevesinde Osmanit Paleografya ve Diplomatik HNmi, Istanbul 1979;
Miibahat S. Kiititkoglu, Osmanlt Belgelerinin Dili (Diplomatik), istanbul 1994,

2. Osmanh diplomatiginde terim olarak hatl-i hiimfyQinun iki anfamda kullamldigim

--s8yleyebiliriz. Birinei olarak, -hatt-1 hiim@yQnun (padigah yazis1)- Tiirkge'ye gevirisinden

elde edilmiy, atif, aidiyet, bildiren bir anlamdir ki, Osmanhca-Tiirkge sozlitklerdeki anlam
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AL~I\HATT — AL- KHATTABI

these wide applications of a fairly general term there
is a parrow one, according to which al-Khatt was
a particular settlement on the coast which belonged
to the ‘Abd al-Kays. A. Sprenger has adopted this
view, which was held by al-Baladhuri amongst
others, and there is much in favour of locating al-
Khatt preferably in the Gulf of al-Bahrayn. The place
was in any case noted as a market for the famous
Khatti lance-shafts imported from India and sold to
the Bedouins. The name al-Khatt seems to be old.
If A. Sprenger is right in connecting it with “‘regio
Attene” and “Chateni” in Pliny, Nat. Hist., vi, 28,
147, and the “Atta vicus” in Ptolemy, the na.me dates
back to long before the Islamic period.
Bibliography: Yakit, ii, 453-4; Maras;d al-
Itila®, ed. T.G. Juynbol, Le)den 1852 i, 358;

al-Bakri, Mu‘djam, i, 314; LA, s.v.; ‘A, Sprenger,

Die alte Geographie Arabiens, Beme 1875, 92, 116,

1181, 130f, 135; M. J.de Goeje, Mémoire sur '

les Carmathes du Bahrain etles Fatimides, 18, 86 ff.;
F. W.Schwarzlose, Die Waffen der alien Araber,
Leipzig 1886, 217-18;
Beduinenleben, Berlin 1897; E. Glaser, Skizze der
Geschichte und Geographie Arabiens, ii, Berlin 1890,
227-8, 251, 260, 263. (A. GROHMANN*)

EHATT-1 HUMAYON and EHATT-! SHERIF,

the Ottoman sultans,
personally; the former term is the more usual one.
A few surviving examples announcing appointments
and decrees date from the reign of Selim I. However
until the end of the 10th/16th century, that is till the

humayans sparingly. From the reign of Murad 111
onwards, the decrease in the power of the Grand
Viziers to act independently in state affairs led to a
system of obtaining from the sovereign a kkafi-i
humayin for almost anything except trivial matters.
Because of this reluctance to act on their own respon-
sibility, .the Grand Viziers customarily made clear
their intentions by drawing up a résumé of every
proposed official action and submitting it to the sultan
for observation and additions; these brief remarks
are the sultan’s *“sublime observations”, that is, his
khatt-1 humdyin {Orhonlu, Osmanli taribine ait bel-
geler: telhisler (r597-1605), Istanbul 1970, xxii, and
passim). After this, the surviving khatt-1 humdyins
became commoner, and we have extant those of

Murad IV (Ahmed Refik, IV. Murid’in Rhaff-i

humayunlarl in TOEM, xxxix (1332), 129-41) and
Ibrahim (Cagatay Ulugay) Sultan Ibrahim deli mi
idi, hasta mi idi, in Tarih Diinyasi, i-ii (Istanbul
1950), iii (Istanbul 1951), either in the form of in-
dependent judgements and decrees or their remarks
on the condensed reports drawn up and presented by
the Grand Viziers. After the writing of Rhat-!
humdyins by the sultans became customary, there
appeared in certain administrative manuals instruc-

G. Jacob, Alarabisches

questing his remarks. There was also a ‘type of
Sfirman or imperial edict, where the sultan gave his
own comments on the contents of the firmdn, in his
own hand; the firmin was then drawn up by the
Diwin and called a “firmdn adorned with the khafi-1
humayin’’. After the reign of ‘Abd al-Hamid I
(1187-1203/1774-89) the sultans issued Rhati-1
humiyins or khatt-i sherifs in the form of general
instructions written on the memoranda presented
for remarks by the Grand Viziers. These instructions
might be either written by the sultan personally or
by his private secretaries. There was no -official
person addressed nor date on these khaff- humdyins,
though it is possible, from their context;to determine
when some of them were written. It appears that.
during the reign of Mahmid II (1223-55/1808-39)
because of his centralising and reforming policies, the
khati-1 humdyins assumed an increased importance.
However, from 12481832 onwards the system of the
sultans expressing their opinions in their own khatf-i
humdyins declined, and it became customary for
the Grand Vizier to instruct the chief intermediary
secretary (mabeyn bash katibi) about what they
wiched to do, and then have the latter pass it to the
sultan for oral commands, which were later put into

* writing. Thus the “imperial act of will” (irdde) took
the terms used for the décrees and rescripts of
and written by them |

the place of the Rhatt-i humdayin. Nevertheless, the
system of the sultans expressing their opinions in a
personal khkatj-3 humdyin continued, at the side of
the srade system, until the middle of the 19th cen-

. tury. After reaching this stage, even the firmins

* published by the order and will of the sultan about
reign of Murad III, the sultans wrote the kkaff:i

important affairs and decisions, were called khaff-1

" humdyian;, thus the Tanzimdl! decree of 1839 was

known as the “Xkatf-1 humayin of Giilhine”, and
the imperial decree of 1856 concerning reforms within
the empire was likewise called a kkatj-f huwmdyan.
Henceforth Alatt-i humayiin came to be regarded
as the equivalent of firman (for examples of these
types of khatt-i humayiin between 1831 and 1860, see
Mehmed Siireyya, Nukhbetii’l-wekayi¢, Istanbul n.d.,

i, passim).

tions and advice for their drawing up on various '
matters. Despite this, it should be pointed out that :

all the khaf{-1 humdyins announcing a decree, did
not come directly from the sultan’s pen, but rather,
the originals were drafts made into fair copies by
the ruler’s private secretary (Kotu Bey, Risdla, ed.
Ali Kemali Aksiit, Istanbul 1939, 96-%).

Khatt-1 humayins can be classified under several
headings: (1) The very brief personal remarks of the
sultan on the condensed reports or memoranda sent
to him by the Grand Vizier; (2) Decrees concerning
appointments and transfers, (3) Documents con-
taining the direct command of the sultan to the
Grand Vizier on an important state affair and re-

Bibliography: Kemal Edip Kiirkgiiogly,
Kanuni’nin Bdli Beg'e gonderdigi hati-+ humayun,
in AUDTCFD, viij1-2 (1950}, 225-31; Enver Ziya
Karal, III. Selim’in Hatt-+ humayunlars, Ankara
1942-6, 2 vols.; Ismail Hakki Uzungarsil, Osmanl
Devletinin saray ieskildt, Ankara 1945, 58, 68-9,
171, 282, 370-1; idem, art. Hati-+ Humayun in
14; Kanan-name, Veliyiiddin Efendi Kittiiphanesi,
no. 1970; G. G. Elerescu, L’Aspect juridique des
khatt-i Chérifs, Contribution & I'élude des relations

. de PEmpire Ottoman avec les principautés Roumas-
nes, in Studia el Acta Orientalia, i (Bucharest
1958), 121-47; von Hammer, Staatsverfassung und
Staatsverwaltung des Osmanischen Reichs, repr.
1963, i, 31, 440. (Cengiz OrRHONLU)

~=EHATT AL-ISTIWA? [see 1sT1WA’).

X KHATT-1 SHARIF [see xuaty-! HUMAYON].
AL-KHATTABI, Hamp (> Aumap) B. Munanm-
MAD B. IBRAHIM B. AL-KHATTAB ABU SULAYMAN AL-
Kuatrinl Ar-Busti, traditionist of Suirii
tendencies and poet, who is said to have been a
descendant of Zayd b. al-Khattab, brother of ‘Umar,
but this genealogy has been questioned. Born at
Bust in 319/931, he travelled throughout the Muslim
world, from Khurasin and Transoxania to ‘Irik and
the Hidiaz, “in search of learning” and also engaged
in trade; he studied, particularly in Baghdid, with
famous teachers and had in his turn a number of
pupils. He died at Bust in either 386/996 or 388/998,

I according to Yakit, who prefers the latter date. Al-
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THE HATT-1 HUMAYUN OF 1856 AND THE
CLIMATE OF ITS RECEPTION

3 )

The lull which overtook the reform mo.vcmentvxyn thle cz;rly ;8{(500?
was soon broken by the impact of the Crimean War. nBt € vrvus o
the English and French armies that swarmed into the ozpo s ane
went on to the Black Sea came new western influences, goo ar;: a e.
Britain and France used their status as alhct,s og the Ottoman ﬁml?re
to urge the Turks toward further \.Nestermzatxon a.ndf xr}llore e e:hxzir
application of the doctrine of equzjthty,‘ At the. endno the wa;-,18 p
pressure culminated in 2 new edict, the Hatta .Hurfu‘rfyur.x ot 56,
which inaugurated the second afld fina] phase of the l acx;zxmsat .atford

Already during, the war period the British :fmbassadog r'n-tru_
Canning, now become Lord. S,tra:cfor_d; de Redcliffe, _ha een 1d=0ne
mental in securing the proclamatlon of‘ a ferman wlfxch rcmodve. one
of the distinctions among Ottoman subjects by allowing the admiss!

%p‘f.,Chﬁstiéih testxmonj(j{n‘,sémg:axrgfnﬂbctu’g\s' Secular police courts

were set up to take cognizance of these mi.xed criminal. casc(s:,; in an
effort to avoid the prejudice of the Muslim ka}dx against r;stxin
testimony; the courts, however, were filled .Wlth nomfmees of the
Muslim governors. In the same year the estabhshment‘ of a n;w ;oun—
cil of reforms was probably hastened by tl}é presence .1f not t ;: lr‘tjm
pressure of the allies. This was the Ta}nzxmat C01%nc11 (Meclis- .a-lt-i
Tanzimat), which took over the function of draf'tmg refc:;nr.x llcgs ;-
tion formerly exercised by the Supreme Council of Judicial Orci-
nances.* The council was also, significantly, chargcd. \:v1th .mvestxgat‘
ing ministers and with general oversight of the administration ;f l?.fv
and order. It was, in fact, to be a sort of watchdog for the gran vcurA
over the bureaucracy, and instances of corruption 5“:”,8 ;4mong thc.
events that impelled Resid to establish the council.’ Ali Paga was its

3 The French and English influence and pressure appear clearly throughout Cevdet

Paga, Tezdkir 1-12, ed. by Cavid Baysun (Ankara, 1953); cf. Fatma Aliye, Akhmed
)
{stanbul, 1336), pp. 118-119. ) )
C‘:”'II{:)&}:“?( v:eZ:;';f{gn;( ;n nF.u i‘lic%\::nar:n;: Die Reformen Jes vsmanischen Reiches
(Berlin, 1858), pp. 4:9.[:.3‘?1. foent
2T ff in #bid., pp. 426-428. ‘ o L
‘E.Il’::&: (:)f :(‘;’:.:nm F:icd;ipchp Wilhelm von Reden, Diz Tirkei und Griecheiland
Frankfurt a.M., 1856), pp- 293-300 .
( ::E‘cv:cl, Tr;.u:kir, pp.’ 27, 36; Fauna Aliye, Cevdes, pp. 119-3122.
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THE HATT-1 HUMAYUN OF 1856

first president, and among the members were Fuad Efend: (later
Paga) and Miitercim Mehmed Riigdi, with whom Ali often worked
closely. The council could draft new laws on subjects referred to it,
or could take the initiative in proposing new legislation. During the
war the Tanzimat Council, ggain under allied pressure, prepared an-
égther; measure to remove one of the important inequalities between
Muslims and non-Muslims. This abolished the Aaragf or tax paid by
pon-Muslims in place of military servige, and permitted them to do
 such service thereafter.® But it proved impossible to render this meas-
ure effective because of antagonism on both sides.

The allies’ initiative in these measures was symptomatic of their
concern throughout the war for a more general reform in the Otto-
man Empire. Their original intention of securing guarantees for the
rights of Christians in particular brought strong objections from Al
Pasa that this was unnecessary and would infringe the sovereign rights
of the sultan.” So the diplomats turned to discussion of more thorough-
going reform which should affect equally all the sultsn’s subjects.
From this discussion resulted the Hans“Hiumayun of 1% $6,-which 7

was in many ways the magnum opus of Lord Stratford. Throughout the
month of January 1856 he met regularly with Thouvenel, the French
‘ambassador, and Prokesch, the Austrian ‘internuncio to the Porte. .
Ali Paga and Fuad Pasa, now grand vezir and foreign minister respec-
tively, and Prince Kallimaki, an Ottoman Greek, met with the threc
ambassadors to discuss their project.* Bhethree powers were pushing
gﬁhe Turks to .complete the decree before the Paris peace conference
opened, so that Russia would have no hand in Turkish reform, bt
‘would be presented with a fait accompli. In this they were successful;
%li Turkish resentment-of what was essentially foreign dictation of a
(refe m program shows through accounts of the negotiation, even
though Ali and Fuad were prepared to admit the validity of almost
agth(. points made in the Aaz, Stratford did not obtain all he wished,

m.

6 Text in Eichmann, Reformen, pp. $36-340. Cf. Felix Bamberg, Geschichte der
orientalischen Angelegenheit (Berlin, 1892), p. 263; Eichmann, Reformen, pp. 226-
232; Edouvard Engelhardt, La Turquic et le Tanzimat (Paris, 1882-1884), I, 126-
127. The terms Aarag and cizye were used interchangeably in the nineteenth century to
mean a head tax paid by the non-Muslim peoples of the book, with the understanding
that this was in licu of military service, although neither term originally had this
mc:mmg. N -

T Memorandum of December 28, 1854, and Ali's argument in Eichmann, Reformen,
pp- 214, 374-381.

¢ Kallimaki kept records of the discussions: Cevdet, Tezdkir, p. 73-
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bu ve diger nedenlerie Osmanl: Imparatorlugu’nda denizciligin bir Deviet Politi- _

- kast olarak ortaya cikamadigidir. -

Giingen, Coskun: "XVL. Yiizyildaki Geligmeler Isiginda Osmanhi
* Denizciligi”, Yiksek Lisans Tezi, (Danggman: Prpf. Dr-Mah- -

mut H. Sakiroglu), 109 s.

XVI. Yiizyldaki Gelismeler Isiginda Osmanli Denizciligi konusunda yaptan . -

. ¢aligmada, Gncelikle foplum yapisi fizerinde durilmug, boylece bu yiizyldaki ge- =~
lismelere gegmeden dnce toplumun denizcilife kargy tepkileri sapranmaya caligil- -

- it Bu yaklagim, XVI. yiizydda diinya capmda ortaya_ciken veyd gelisme - . -

- gosteren din, niifus, denizagiry kegifler, mali bunalim, askeri sistem ve denizci~ - -
" lik faaliyetlerindeki degigikliklerin, gerek bu yaprt fizerindeki beirleyici rollerinin . = -

saptanmasinda ve gerekse Osmanly toplum yapiswun bu degisiklikleri denizeilik-

. agisindan. ne glgiide karsiladiginm -enlasimasinda yararl olmustur. .-~
B Calisma sonucunda belirlenen husus, bu yiizylda herseyden once halkan ve

.+ yoneticilerin karakterlerinin denizcilife Oncelik verilmesine uygun olmadift ve- P .
bu ve diger nedenlerle‘Osmanlt-!mpararorlugu ‘nda denizciligin bir Deviet Politi- == .~

- kast olarak gkamadifudar. . S :
Ko, Bekir: "I, Mahmut'un. Beyaz Uzerine Hatt1.

Foas 5

S.

" 1 Telhis (padisaha &zet halinde sunulan yazilar), takrir (merkez ve tagra-

. dan padisahin onaylamas: icin gonderilen yazilar) vb. belgeler lizerindeki Hatt-t
‘- 2.Hou~ Himaylinla Miivesseh Ferman (tagraya giden ferman ve baratla--
‘rin dnemii olanlarinda, belgenin mukatabint tegvik igin ferman ya da berataki-.

: - yazidar):
. 3. Bey

* denir.

tarih olarak 16. yiizydt gdsterirler. Hatt-1 hiimé@yinlarin yayginlasmasini; devie-

" -tin iginde bulundugu mali stkantilar; uzun siiren savaglar ve klasik sistemdeki ¢o-

. ziilmelere bagli olerak, padisaluin merkezilesmeyi ‘saglamak icin bagvurdugu bir
- arag olarak goriilebilecei gibi, temelde Divan-i hiimdyinun etkinligini kaybede-

“rek Q&b—; Eliye fagmmasmida aramak gerekir.: Tiim - bunlarm disinda Hatt-r. - - -
. Hiimdyin uygulamasy, birokraside uygulanan yeni yazigma yontemini de. ifade .

- efmektedir. -

. Padisahlanin telhis ve takrih tiiriindeki bélgeler iizerindeki goriisleri yine
Jermanlar yoluyld tasraya ulagtinlmakta ise de, sdylemek istedigimiz sey karar-
- larm fermanlagsma: siirecindeki genel uygulamaya aruk padisahlarin belgeler -
- iizerindeki oldukga uzun. sayilabilecek gorigsleri dogrultusunda yon verilmeye .

- baglanmasidir. B CoT - S

1 -Mahmut (1730-1745) doneminde cok yaygm olarak kullanilan hatt-

 hiiméayinlar daha sonraki padigahlar tarafindan da kullanilmg, irade uygulama- -

‘smna gegildigi tarih olan 1832 yiling kadar bu yogunluklarini kaybetmiglerdir. -
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Osmanh deviet yabymmnnda g thirlii Hatt-s Hamﬁyﬁn ‘@flantlmaldayéitQ— B :

) ) eyaz iizerine Hatr-t Hiimdyiin ise, padisahin cogunlukla deviet gorevli- - lundugy durumun disinda, Franse i

- lerinin verdii bilgilere cevap niteligi tasiyan ancak bu bilgilerin yanusira her- - . -
_hangi bir konuda sabhsi fikirlerini de iceren veya bizzat gordiigii ve duydugu olay-""

larla da sekillenen .ve genelliflle padisah tarafindan kaleme alinan yazlara -

" Aragtrmalann hats-1 hitmayaniarm jaygm’oldrak kullamimaya bastadszi -

_ Onceleri Divan kalemince diizenlenen Hatt-1 hiimayanlar Amed; kaleminin - E
_ kurulmasmdan sonra bu kalem tarafindan diizenlenmigtir. * - .

Hart-t Himéyunlar tipk: ferman ve beratlar gibi hak, vetki, gorev ve imtiyaz

: 1;s'ag’layan belgelerden olmast nedeniyle cok tyi korunmuglardrr.

Dil ve kaligrafi- agismidan, kullarulmaya basladigy tarihten _vogunh_tklanm'

" kaybettikleri tarihe kadar Gnemli bir degisiklik gecirmemislerdir.

“Tarihgiler-igin olumlu bu Szelliklerinin yamnda Hatt-v hiimdyfinlarm iize-

. rinde tarih bulunmamas: ciddi sikmnlara sebep olmaktadir. Ancak bu belgeler, -
. padisahn fikirlerini kendi kaleminden ogrenme imkant verdigi icin arasnrmaci-

Iarm vazgegilmez bilgi kaynaklarmdandyr. - -

. Kiigiik, Hiilya: "IL Abdiilhamit Dnemi Pan-islamist Hareketler

(Sirit-1 Miistakim ve Sebiiiliirresid Mecmularina Gore), Yiik-

sek Lisans Tezi, (Damsman: Prof. Dr. Yiicel Ozkaya),230s. -
E 7Pau-l};lan'iizm,' Tiirkiye'de diisiince tarihinde din ve sivaset- sosyolojisine_

“yaptigu etki nédeniyle diigiin diinyamizda onemli yer tutmaktadir. Pan-Islamizm,

Yeni Osmanlilarn diigtincesi-olan Osmanliciik (Pan-Ostomanist) basansiz ol-
dukian sonra dogup ve gelismigtir. Bu fikir hareketi siyasal ve sosyal sarsintilar

" igerisinde olugmugtur. Amag, devletin parcalanmasint engelleyip, meveut diizeni
- “korumak olmugtur. Bunun icinde degisme-gelisme defil, diinyanin diizenini oldu-
- Zu gibi koruyup, hallan refah ve mutlulugunu saglamak olmaliydr, Buda ancak -

.gercek Islami kurallara donip, bandan ve onun. degerlerinden uzaklagmakla

olurdu. .

" Pan-Islamizmi, yani tim P lﬁmﬁnlan, “ayni ‘amag dograliusunda birlegtir-. .~

meriin en dnemli araci hilafetir. Tiim: miisliimanlarin halifesi olan Osmanl padi- -
sahi, diinyadaki tiim miisliimanlar: hilayetin manevi baghlig etrafinda toplamak
istemnigtir. Devietin zayifligi karsisinda, toplumsal kontrol mekanizmalar: elinde

Avrupa’nn izledigi somiirgeci politika misliiman_devletleri isgal etmeleri, Ab-

R diilhamit’in genis biirokrat ve aydin destegi, Pan-Islamizmin en_dnemli sebepleri
_ -olmugtur. - o : : N :

Tanrt i‘amﬁndéh, -'jvc‘ineti;m if:in'gﬁieﬁlendfriléﬁ ﬁa¢i§ah dokunulmuzligini

- korurken, dnce . Megrutiyet ve Kanun-u Esasiyi siiresiz kaldird. Milliyergilikle -
~ ilgili tiim eylemler yasaklanirken, miisliman devletlerle daha iy iligkiler kurul- -

du. Biirokratlarm cogunlugu Araplardan atanirken, cesitli iilkelere “hafiyeler

- gonderildi. Sansiir miikemmel isletilirken, efitimde Pan-Islamizme dnemli yer

verildi Hilafet makanu, eski-nemini kazand. R :
Abdiilhamit ve tiim kadrolariun cabalarina rqg'men, dis iilkelerinde baslay- :

. " la Pan-Islamizim basardy olamamigtir. B o -
Reyhan, Cenk: "Osmanlt Devletinde Siyasal Iktidar ve Biirokrasi:

XVIIL Yiizyilda Kalemiyye”, Yiiksek Lisans Tezi, (Damgman:
~Prof. Dr. Ozer Ergeng), 119s. e : V

. Osmanl: Devleri'nde siyasal iktidar ve biirokrasi: XVIIL yiizylda Kalemiy-
- ye” baghf altinda inceledifimiz tezimiz, giris ve- ig biliimden_olusmaktadir.

Girig kisminda Osmanli Devleti’siin biirokratik yapisi hakkinda bazi incelemele-.
ri, bu eserler iizerinde etkili olmug baz teorik caligmalarla iligkilendirerek ince-
ledik. Daha sonra, birinci boliimde genel olarak Osmanl Devleti’nin kurulug ve-
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tutmak isteyen padisah, dinin bitiinlegtiriciligini Taillanmignr. Devletin icinde bu- - -
lali ile baglayan wiilliyercilik akimlarn, -



