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~ Giray 1's reign (1584-1588). At this time, the symbolically importunt

‘mention of the sultan’s name during the Friday noon prayers became normaul
procedure. This mention had been reserved for the khan as a symbol of his
sovereignty. Now. with the sultan’s name included. the khan's sovereignty
was admitted to be severely limited. What had once been mere invitations to
Ottoman campaigns now became orders. Any rcjection brought about
Ottoman attempts, often successful, to remove the khan and replace him with
another?!

Gazi Giray I (1588-1608) proved a suitable khan to leud the Crimeans
during the first years of this new Ottoman-Tatar relationship. Called Boru
(*north wind™) because of his reputed courage in battle. Gazi led Tatar
armies against both Iran and Hungary and served the Ottomans in Anatolia
against the Jelali rebels in the early seventeenth century. An Ottomun
partisan who authored one of the Tatar chronicles called him “the perfect
ruler.” He claimed that the Crimea experienced its height in military and
cultural affairs during Gazi’s reign. But Crimean life und society would never
be the same again. The loss of their connections with and aspirations in the
direction of the Golden Horde and the steppe removed the major reason for
their attempis at independent activity. From this point, the khanate really
does become a vassal of the Ottoman sultan and plays an important role in
Ottoman affairs.??

Selim Giray |

Finally, the reign of Selim Giray I (who ruled on four scparate occasions:
16711678, 16841691, 1692—1699, and 1702-1704) should be mentioned.
According to Tatar chronicles, Selim was distinguished by a high moral
character, an ability to reconcile competing elements within Crimean society.
and a cleverness that could please the Ottomans when necessary yet retain at
least the semblance of Crimean dignity and independence. Whether the
chroniclers were exaggerating is impossible to determine.

Selim was asked to step down at least three times, perhaps on all three
occasions because of a reluctance to endanger Crimcan interests for the
benefit of Ottoman military campaigns. Twice during his sccond reign, his
armies successfully defended the Crimea against Russiun attacks led by
Prince Golitsyn. Selim was also the khan who took partin the Constantinople
Convention of 1700 that ratified Russian occupation of Azov and terminated
the Muscovite tribute payments to the khans. On another occasion. he
protected the Ottoman control of Bessarabia aguinst Polish invasion. Protes-
sor Inalcik points out that it was Selim who was uble to form “a constant
defense for the Ottoman Empire during a period when there were constant
changes of sultans and grand vezirs.” This was especially important durig
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these years, for the Ottomans had been badly defeated by the Habsburgs and
had ratified the Treaty of Karlowicz in which, for the first time, they were the
victims. Bevond these high points of Sehim’s life, however, little else has been
discovered about his rule in the archives.? :

By the end of the seventeenth century, in all areas of Crimean life—econ-
omy, politics, und cultural life —the khanate’s fortunes were clearly on the
¢bb. This was due not only to a growing weakness within the state but also to
the changing power relationships in eastern Europe. The decline of the
Ottomans with their defeats at Karlowicz and Azov coincided with Muscovite
growth. The eighteenth century brought about both the end of the khanate as
an independent political and cultural entity and the Russian annexation of
the Crimean peninsula and its Tatar inhabitants. As the following decades
would show, this was to be an unmitigated tragedy for the Crimean Tatar
people.
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navy, Selim established the Jrad-i Diedid, a new at-
tempt at a centralised budget, with revenues from
state tax farms set aside for its use. At the same time,
vacant, absentee or poorly managed military fiefs of
the long disfunctional timdr system were seized and
added to the new treasury. While significant revenue
was generated, the provincial upheaval such measures
induced exacerbated the growing disaffection of local
notables, one of the significant causes of Selim’s
downfall.

The War of the Triple Alliance (1799-1802) pitted
the Ottomans against Napoleon, and forced a reluc-
tant Selim into agreements with Britain and Russia to
counter the French invasion of Egypt. During these
confrontations, the sultan was forced to rely on the
private armies of local notables such as Ahmad Djaz-
zar Pasha [g.0.] in Acre {see “akka} and Sidon [see
saYDA], ‘Alf Pagha of Yanina and ‘Othman Paswan-
oghlu, which both extended their power and increased
the privations of the countryside, especially in the
Balkans. The Treaty of Amiens in 1801, negotiated
without an Ottoman presence, so angered the sultan
that he signed a separate peace with France on 25
June 1802, restoring that country to all its pre-war
privileges and ignoring the guestion of war indem-
nities which both Russia and Britain were de-
manding.

Peace, however, meant the renewal of internal
revolt, often encouraged by the empire’s erstwhile
allies, especially the Russians, who had made tremen-
dous gains in the Treaty of Amiens. A serious revolt
in Serbia against Janissary and the auxiliary Yamak
abuses broke out in 1802, developing rapidly into a
revolution under the leadership of Kara George after
1804, and influencing much of the diplomatic man-
ceuvring of the period. War between France and
England broke out again in 1803. and intensc
diplomatic pressure by the resurrected Anglo-Russian
alliance in Istanbul forced Selim to sever relations
with France in 1805. Further French victories over the
European allies, however, persuaded Selim to grant
formal recognition to the emperor in 1806, and to
declare war on Russia in December after the Tsar
ordered the occupation of the Principalities and was
continuing to support the Serbian rebellion. Britain
sent warships through the Dardanelles [see Canak-
KALE  BOGHAZI] to the capital in February, demand-
ing the expulsion of Sebastiani, French ambassador to
the Porte after 1805, and compliance with Russian
demands vis-a-vis the Principalities. Selim’s refusal to
comply, and his orders to fortify the city and the
Straits, let to the British withdrawal to Tenedos
[see Bozpja-aDA], a last moment of victory and accord
between the sultan and his people. The British fleet
occupied Alexandria in 1807, but found that Muham-
mad ‘Ali Pasha {¢.v.], governor of Egypt since 1805,
had subdued the Mamliks {¢.2.], forcing the British
to withdraw.

Selim’s failure to create a broad coalition of sup-
porters for his reform agenda, however, finally over-
whelmed him. A general call to arms for Nizam-i
Djedid troops in March 1805 had precipitated an open
revolt among the Yamaks in the Balkans, beginning
the final series of confrontations between the tradi-
tional forces and Selim’s reformers. Queclled tem-
porarily by Selim’s capitulation to the conservatives,
the rebellion moved to Istanbul in May 1807, when
another attempt to force new uniforms on the unruly
Yamaks stationed on the Bosphorus incited an overt
call for Selim’s removal, a conspirac¢y spearheaded
from the palace itself by the Ka%m-makam [¢.0.] Musa
Pasha and the Shaykh al-Islam ‘Ata> Allah Efendi. The

-

Janissaries joined in the revolt, forcing Selim to aban-
don the Nizam-i Djedid programme and sacrifice its ar-
chitects and partisans to their demands, rather than
testing the mettle of the new troops, who were confin-
ed to their barracks. Selim was deposed on 22 Rabi¢
11222/29 May 1807 and as he had no children, he was
replaced by Mustafa IV [q.v.], eldest son of ‘Abd al-
Hamid I. Retiring into the palace, he was executed by
Mustafa a year later on 4 Djumada 11/28 July 1808
during the attempt by Mustafa Bayrakdar Pasha
[g.v.] of Rustuk and the Grand Vizier Celebi Mustafa
Pasha [g.0.] to rescue and restore him to the throne.
In the confusion, Mahmud, brother of Mustafa IV,
escaped the same fate as Selim, and was brought out
of hiding by Mustafa Bayrakdar as Mahmad 11 [¢.v.],
proving later to be an apt student of his cousin in the
matter of reform.

While it is generally conceded that Selim faltered in
the matter of leadership and continuity, changing
Grand Viziers ten times in the course of his reign, he
inaugurated a process of reform which could no longer
be halted if the Empire was to survive. Other in-
itiatives include his appointment of the first perma-
nent Ottoman ambassadors to Europe, to London in
1793 and Berlin, Vienna and Paris in 1795, an avenue
for information on European affairs, although
diplomacy of the period continued to be conducted
largely by the influential foreign presence in Istanbul
(Kuran). A notable poet and musician, many of
Selim’s compositions are still performed. He was a
frequent visitor to the Mawlawiyya [g.v.] tekke in
Galata [see gHAaLATA in Suppl.], and friend and
patron of Shaykh Ghalib Dede [g.0.], the well-known
poet-mystic and partisan of the reform programme of
the voung sultan. Aside from the new buildings con-
structed for the Nizgam-i Djedid, Selim completely
restored the mosque of Fatih.
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SELIM GIRAY I, son of Bahadur Giray, four
times Khin of the Crimea between 1671 and 1704
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HACI I. SELIM GiRAY HAN
VE CIFTLIK VAKIFLARI

Huseyin Cinar®

Altin Otrda Devlet’nin ortadan kalkmastyla siyasi bir teseldkill olarak ottaya
ctkan Kinm Hanli (1441-1783)1, XV. yizyln son ceyrefinden, XVHIL
yiizyihin son geyregine kadar, yaklagtk ii¢ astr Osmanh Devletine tibi oldu.
1475'te Gedik Ahmed Pasa’nin komutastndaki Osmanl donanmasinm Kefe
ve Kiim szhillerindeki limanlart Cenevizliler'den almast ve Kinm Hanligrna
da Mengli Girfy’s getirmesi, Osmanlt Devleti ile Kirim Hanligt arasindaki

“Yrd. Dog: Dr., Kirikkale Universitesi, Fen-Edebiyat Fakiiitesi Tarih Bolima, cinarhus @yahoo.com
Kinm zerine bdyle bir calisma yapmamda degerli meslektagim Dog. Dr. A. Nezihi Turan’in
biiyik emegi var. Onun Kirimdan, CD halinde kopyalarini getirdigi ve bizlerin de yararlanmami-
za imkan sagladigi Kinm Hanlig1 Kadi Sicilleri, bu ¢aligmaya ilham verdi ve kaynak oldu. Selim
Giray ve vakf lizerine bir kez de bizim diigiinmemize vesile oldu. Kendisine minnet ve gikran
borgluyum. ]

T Kirtm Hanhigi hakkinda genel bilgi igin su galigmalara bakilabiir. Halim Giray, Gdlbin-i Hanan,

“istanbul 1327 (Bu eserin Sadi Cogenli-ve Recep Toparl tarafindan yapiian yeni nesri, 1990

yilinda Erzurum Atatiirk Universitesi Fen-Edebiyat Fakiiltesi yayini olarak basiimistir.);
Hammer-Purgstall, Geschichte der Chane der Krim, Wien 1858; lsmail Hakki Uzuncarsili, Os-

~manh Tarifi, I, Ankara 1983, s. 129-132; ayn yazar, Osmanli Tarihi, 1i/2, s.1-42; ayni yazar,

Osmanii Tarihi, 1V/2, 8:1-37; Martin Bronevskiy, Kirim, gev. Kemal Ortayl, Ankara 1970; Halil
Inalcik, “Kirm / Kirm Hanhgr, JA (Islam Ansiklopedisi), VI, s. 746-756; ayn| yazar, “Kinm /
Kinm Hanhgi®, DIA (Tdrkiye Diyanet Vakfi islam Ansiklopedisi), XXV, s. 450-458; ayni yazar,
“Kinm Hanhg”, Tdrk Ddnyast El Kitabi, Ankara 1976, s. 943-954; B. Spuler, “Kirim”, EF
(Ansikiopedia of Islam), New Edition, V, s 136-143; Mistecip Ulkdsal, “Kinm Tarklerf”, Tirk
Diinyasi El Kitabi, Ankara 1976, s. 1140-1153; Yilmaz Oztuna, Devietler ve Hanedaniar — Tur-
Kkiye (1074-1990), 11, Ankara 1996, s. 533-545 Yicel Oztirk, “Kirrm Hanh@r”, Tirkler, Editorier:
Hasan Celal Giizel - Kemal Cigek - Salim Koca, VIll, Ankara 2002, s. 480-513; Nicole Kangal-
Ferrari, Kinm’dan Kalan Miras - Hansaray, istanbul 2005, s. 3-11.

Karadeniz Aragtirmalari, Say 11, (Gliz 2006).

Karadeniz Arastimalar, Sayi 11, (Gliz 2006), 19=37. . QC) Y]
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Abstract: This dissertation presents two seventeenth-century ODttoman historical

sources of the type called gazaname. This genre of writing appeared in the : §%
mid-fifteenth century and lasted to the Crimean war, but despite its : =2,

popularity, the gazaname has not been the subject of rigorous study.
Two gazanames are presented here: the anonymous Cehrin.-Seferi and the . P
Ahval-i lcmal-i Sefer—i Cehrin attributed to (’c)Abd’ul-Kerim Efendi, : =
secretary to the Crimean khan, Selim Giray. These concern the Ottoman =
campaign against Chyhyryn in the Ukraine in 1678, an event which marked the . s
apogee of Ottoman expansion in Eastern Europe, and they add significantly to _ -
our knowledge about this event. : s
Both works have been preserved in unique copies 1n the Bibliotheque '
Nationale in Paris, the Cehrin Seferi in an eighteenth-century copy made by . a
French scholar, Sieur LeRoux, and the Ahval-i Icmal-i Sefer-i Cehrin in an ;
eighteenth-century Ottoman copy. Because of their location these works have !
remained unknown to Turkish scholars, and neither has been used in the study
of Ottoman history. This dissertation gives a critical edition and an
annotated translation of both sources with a discussion of the manuscripts,
the style of the works and their probable authorship. The final chapter
evaluates their historiographical significance, and compares them with other
contemporary accounts of the Chyhyryn campaign, both Ottoman and buropean.
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