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SONRA GELEN DOKU%AN

LA REPENTANCE DE BAYEZID I*™* ET D’EMIR SULEYMAN

IRENE BELDICEANU-STEINHERR

Les registres de recensement ottomans sont considérés souvent comme
une source d'utilité plut6t restreinte. Ils orit été mis & contribution dans
le domaine de Iéconoinie, de la démographie et parfois de la toponynie.
Ils ont servi surtout & dresser des statistiques: énumération des villages
dans une région donnée, classification des paysans par catégorie, sources
de revenus, en Yoccurrence produits agricoles, élevage, apiculture, pour
ne citer que ceux-13, montant des impots, povrcentage du revenu par
habitant. De ce fait, ceux qui sont réfractaires au jeu des chiffres les ont
boudés. Pourtant les informations quon peut en tirer réservent parfois
des surprises. Il ne faut pas oublier qu'ils furent écrits pour les besoins
de administration et touchaient de ce fait un nombre restreint de per-
sonnes, ce qui permettait une certaine liberté dexpression. Nous avons
trouvé dans les registres de recensement deux passages sur un sujet peu
commun. Il Sagit de chatiments injustifiés infligés par deux souverains
ottomans & I'un de leurs sujets et la réparation des torts commis,

Ces passages vont au-dela de ce quon pourrait appeler un fait divers.
Il faut essayer de déterminer dans quelles circonstances ces événements
se sont déroulés, en dresser le cadre géographique, prendre en compte
la sévérité du chatiment, des mutilations qwaucune mesure ne pouvait
effacer, aussi magnanime fiit-elle.

Le premier passage concerne Bayezid I*" qui régna entre 1389 et 1402,
le deuxieme, son fils connu sous le nom d’Emir Stileyman.

Textes et traductions

Le premier passage est tiré d'un registre de legs pieux conservé a Istanbul
aux Atchives dela Présidence du Conseil dans le fonds tapu ve tahrir def-
terleri n° 453 (cité dorénavant TD 453), fol. 1131°. Il ne porte pas de date.
[écriture étant cependant la méme que celle du registre 111 appartenant
au méme fonds (TD 111 de eva'il muharrem 928/15~10 décembre 1521),
il fut réalisé 4 la méme époque. Le TD 111 est un registre détaillé des
revenus fiscaux alloués aux timariotes du gouvernorat de Hildavendigar
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Siileyman ¢elebi in Rumili and the Ottoman chronicleg*
by Elizabeth A. Zachariadou (Montreal)

Sileyman g¢elebi did not succeed in being officially recognized by the
Ottomans as their sultan;') his younger brother, Mehemmed gelebi,
emerged victorious from the fratricidal strife which followed the defeat of
their father Bayazid I at the battle of Ankara (July 28, 1402) and conse-
quently he has generally been considered to be the legitimate sultan. This
being so, Ottoman historians belittled the personality of Siileyman and
extolled that of Mehemmed.

Ottoman narrative sources do not seem trustworthy as far as the period
of the interregnum is concerned apart from their bias in favour of
Mehemmed. The earliest Ottoman historians dealing with that period —
mainly Neshri — wrote several decades after Sileyman’s death.?) This

*) A résumé of this article was read at the “Quatriéme Congres International
des Etudes du Sud-est Européen” held in Ankara (13-18 August 1979). I am
indebted to Dr. A. Luttrell, who generously shared with me the results of his work
on a closely related subject. I also thank Miss Julian Chrysostomidis for reading the
first draft of this paper and for her criticism. Finally I thank Prof. V. L. Ménage who
helped me clarify specific aspects of my study.

') On Siileyman gelebi see M. T. Gokbilgin, Islam Ansiklopedisi, s.v.; N. Iorga,
Geschichte des Osmanischen Reiches, v. I, Gotha 1908, p. 326-333 (hereafter:
Torga, Geschichte); C. Jiretek, Geschichte der Serben. v. IT. Gotha 19 18,p. 136-149
(hereafter: Jiretek, Geschichte); 1. H. Uzungargil. Osmanl Tarihi, v. I, Ankara
1947, p. 175-179; J. W. Barker, Manuel II Palaeologus (1391-1425). New Bruns-
wick-New Jersey 1969, p. 200-284 (hereafter: Barker. Manuel IT}: N. Filipovié,
Princ Musa i Sejh Bedreddin, Sarajevo 1971, p. 5-131 (hereafter: Filipovié, Princ
Musa); E. Werner, Die Geburt einer GroBmacht — Die Osmanen (1300-1481),
Wien-Kéln-Graz 1972 (herealter: Werner, Die Osmanen): mainly P. Wittek, Dela
défaite d"Ankara a la prise de Constzmtinop]e, Revue des Etudes Islamiques, v. 12
(1938) 1-34.

?) Main early Ottoman chronicles on Sileyman: Tevarikh-i Ali-i ‘Osmandan
‘Aghik-pagflaz{\de ta’rikhi. ed. AlL Istanbul 1332, p- 80-82: F. Giese, Die altosma-
nischen anonymen Chroniken, Leipzig 1925, v. II. p. 64-67; Die frithosmanischen
Jahrbiicher des Urudsch, ed. F. Babinger, Hannover 1925, p. 36-39; Kitab-i Cihan-
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sidered an acceptable and even noble way to solve
personal or political problems. Only in the grd C.
did PLoTiNOS take a negative stand toward suicide
by equating it with murder. Christianity, in its
earlier stages, was not hostile toward suicide: Am-
BROSE praised St. PELAGIA THE VIRGIN for killing
herself after she had been raped. A position crit-
ical of suicide was taken by LAcTANTIUS and esp.
AUGUSTINE, who consistently rejected this course
of action. At the same time the law changed its
perception of suicide, which began to be treated
as a confession of depravity. In the East, PaLLa-
p1os of Galatia in the sth C. still considered sui-
cide a possible means of protecting one’s chastity,
but later canon law prohibited killing oneself. A
certain ambivalence remained in the literary ap-
praisal of martyrs, who in fact sought death
through execution, and of ascetics whose starva-
tion was a slow self-destruction: the righteous
could yearn for DEATH as the gateway to union
with God, but the moment of death had to remain
in the hands of God. The negative attitude toward
suicide was enhanced by the image of Jupas, who
died by hanging himself. The question of the guilt
of those who urged others to commit suicide was
discussed at the Council of Ankyra in g14; accom-
plices were condemned to 10 years of penitence.

Documented instances of suicide are indeed
infrequent in Byz., a rare example being the scribe
Melitas who hanged himself in 1303 because he
was despondent over his indebtedness (Pachym.,
ed. Bekker 2:385-88). The vita of St. Makarios
of Pelekete attributed the attempted suicide of a
certain Gregory to demoniac possession (P. van
den Gheyn, AB 16 [1897] 162.27—34). Unhappy
wives sometimes used the threat of suicide by
drowning, hanging, or hurling themselves from a
high rock to obtain a prvorce (A. Laiou, FM
6:309—12), since suicide was considered a worse
crime than divorce.

L. J.D. Ehrlich, “Suicide in the Roman Empire” (Ph.D.
Diss., Columbia University 1983) 1go-213. Y. Grisé, La
suicide dans Rome antique (Paris 1982) 283—89. A. Vanden-

bossche, “Recherches sur le suicide en droit romain,” Al-
PHOS 12 (1952) 500-05. -AK.,, AMT.

SUIDAS. See Souba.

SULEYMAN CELEBI (SovAaiudvrns and other
forms), second son of Bayezip I, and ruler (1402—
11) over part of the Ottoman realm; born 1377?,

SULEYMAN IBN KUTULMUS | 1975

died Dugiincii-Ili 17 Feb. 1411. After Timur’s
victory over Bayezid, Stleyman Celebi fled even-
tually (20 Aug. 1402) to Gallipoli (KALLIPOLIS).
He was acknowledged as sultan in Rumeli, but his
brothers in Anatolia—Isa and MeumeD (I)—dis-
puted his claims. He strengthened his position by
accommodation with local Christian powers, in-
cluding Byz. By the peace of Jan.—Feb. 1403,
Constantinople recovered Thessalonike and other
places and was freed from tribute payments. In
1403—10 Siileyman Celebi expanded his rule into
Anatolia, perhaps eliminating Isa before mid-
March 1403 and otherwise holding his own against
Mehmed. In Rumeli he generally preserved the
status quo.

His position crumbled in 1410~11. Early in
1410, Mehmed dispatched his younger brother
Musa to Rumeli, and on 1g Feb. he and his Balkan
allies defeated Siileyman Celebi’s beylerbeyi Sinan
at Iambol. Facing disaster, Siileyman Celebi re-
newed his accord with Manuel II (late May), pos-
sibly marrying then a daughter of THEODORE I
PaLaroLocos. He twice defeated Musa the follow-
ing summer: 15 June at Kosmidion, a suburb of
Constantinople; 11 July near Edirne (Apriano-
PLE), but the Rumelian Turks then shifted sup-
port to Musa, whose austerity and unsubmissive-
ness to Constantinople they esteemed. Early in
1411 Musa defeated Stileyman Celebi’s army near
Sofia (SErDICA), and he fled from Edirne for Con-
stantinople. On 17 Feb., however, he perished at
Diigiincii-Ili—assassinated, or captured and then
strangled on Musa’s orders.

Siileyman Celebi’s passion for drink and de-
bauchery was renowned. The historian Doukas
also depicts him as gentle, guileless, compassion-
ate, and generous; Chalkokondyles praises him as
a brave soldier. Siileyman Celebi apparently felt
a special reverence for Christ, and some of his
tellow Muslims viewed him as overly sympathetic
to Christians.

LiT. E. Zachariadou, “Siileyman Celebi in Rumili and
the Ottoman Chronicles,” Der Islam 60 (1983) 268—g6.

Bombaci-Shaw, L’Impero ottomano 289—g6. Barker, Manuel
II 247—55, 281-84. ~-S.W.R.

SULEYMAN IBN KUTULMUS, first Seljuk ruler
in Anatolia; died near Aleppo 1086. Son of Ku-
tulmus (or Kutlumus), cousin of TucHRUL BEG,
Siileyman (ZoAvudr) and his brother Mansir were
in Anatolia by 1078, where they supported the
usurpation of NIKEPHOROs III and gained lands
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Die Bauinschrift Emir Saleiman’s
an der Tarbe Bajezid’s 1. in Brussa.

. Franr “Taeschnasr

Uber die Tar der Tirbe Bajezid’s I Jyldyrym?) findet sich
eine einfuche Inschivifttafel, deren Hauptteil in drei Zeilen die Bau-
inschrift der Tivhe enthilt; links von derselben ist ein schmales
Inschriftfeld. das. dieselbe Hohe wie die Hauptinschrifttafel in fiinf
Zeilen auftetlend. in kleinerein MaBstab die Signatur des Baumelsters
enthalt (Foto Murtnaass, Abschrift WiTTEK)?).

Die Hauptinsehrift hat folgenden Wortlaut:

oL .A..__'.;_L' ))i;l\ r"}‘l‘ .A:...” ol 1.':)) s {1)
B Sde amaly oW M . (,L,-X’\ Sl Ll ok S (@)
Ploly e r-"‘ VSN PR T G P R FRo R

L1y Dics st das Geabgefilde des seligen Sultans, der Verzeibung und
Erbarmen crlangt hat, Bajezid Han (2) b. Murad Héan,  Krbaut hat es der
hocherhabene Saltan, der Herr der Konige der Arnber und Nichtaraber
Niileiman Han (3) he Bajezild Han — Cott lasse sein Retch ewig wihren — im
Anfang des Monar~ Moukarram des Jahres 809 H. [18. Juni 1406 1.}«

Wihrend die eigentlichen Lesezeichen (Vokale usw.) sehr unregel-
milig gesetzt sindl, sind die Schriftzeichen ziemlich reichlich durch-
setzt mit kalligraphischien und pflanzlichen Fiillmotiven. Charakteri-
stisch ist das michrfach aus Buchstaben, besonders dem N#an heraus-
wachsende Blattmotiv,

An der Titular des verstorbenen Sultans ist charakteristisch, daf
ihm das Bhrenpridikat a2 nicht zugebilligt wird.  Das hiingt wobl
damit zusammen, dafd er. wie jetzt feststeht, durch Selbstmord geendet
hatte?).

Die Bawmeistersignatur links daneben hat folgenden Wortlaut:

i\(;ﬂ C;’ P (1)

LU G e e (2)

G e el e T ()
Ld & oo (4)

Tlolsy o AV 20 J

B Uber div Tartee Jybdyeyvin Bajezid's vglo auch Apmep Trevgin in
TOEM L 1328 S0 1uat .

H ALt cinieen Unpenavigkeiten auch wiedergegeben von Apsen Tevyin,
aooa O

WONvaTr CXsian Juldyrgm Bajezid Hanyit intihary: Darilfiiniin edebijit
thadte s mec ety 20 Hhepe., 1338 19220 80781 Fro Giese in Orro Han-
RassoWITz < FEpdorides oriontales, Nro 34, April 1928 8. 11,

jﬁ‘«/g%fw @2 (,//g,{éé{
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. Die Beendigung dieses hehren Bauwerkes fand statt durch die Hand des
armseligon Kneehtes ‘AlT b, Hhusain — Gott vorzeihe ilhinen beiden — i Rabi* 11
o, J. 808 H. [beg. 156, IX, 1406 D. LY

7Zu beachten ist die Differenz von 3-—4 Monaten in den beiden
Inschriften: das Datum der Hauptinschrift bezieht sich auf den
Rohbau'), das der Meistersignatur schlieit; den Auwsbau und die
Dekoration in sich. -

Die Jesil Gami® in Brussa,
ihre historischen Inschriften und ihre Kiinstler.
Fronz Teeshner

Seit‘ den detaillierten Veroffentlichungen der von Mehmed I.
erbauten ,,(iriinen Moschee (Jeil Gami ¢) in Brussa durch Epuem
Pascna?) und Liton ParviLLiEEg?) besteht in der europiischen Literatur
iiber diese Moschee sowohl beziiglich des Datums ihrer Erbauung,
als auch beziiglich ihres Baumeisters eine gewisse Unsicherheit, die
auf der ungeniigenden Auswertung der an dem Bauwerke vorhandenen
Inschriften beruht. Indem man die im Innern befindliche Inschrift
des Naqqas§ ¢Ali (s. u. I, 3) fiir die Hauptbauinschrift hielt, lie8 man .
den Bau i. J. 1423 vollendet sein und machte auf Grund einer Falsch-
lesung dieser Inschrift einen I1jas oder Iljas ¢Ali*) zu ihrem Bau-
meister.  Das aus der Hauptbauinschrift (s. u. I, 1) zu entnehmende
Datum hielt man fiir das der Grundsteinlegung und bekam so eine
Bauzeit von drei Jahren heraus?).

Neben besagtem Iljas <Ali wird auch infolge von Heranziehung
einer weiteren kleinen Inschrift (s. u. I, 5) Mehemmed el-Megniin
als Baumeister angesprochen®).

1y Vel die beiden um 3 Jahre differierenden Daten in den Inschriften der
Jegil Gamic zu Brussa u. S. 150,

%) Boues Pacua, Llarchilecture Ottomane, Constantinople 1873,

3} LEoN PARVILLEE, Architecture et décoration Turques avec une préface
de E. ViorLeET-LE-DUuc, Paris 1874. Darauf beruht im wesentlichen die bau-
geschichtliche Behandlung des Werkes bei H. WiLpg, Brussa, Berlin 1009, S, 361f.

4) Lljas ‘Ali als Baumeistor diirfte auf der fehlerhaften Wicdergabe der
Inschrift boi Epnem Pacua, a. a. 0., S. 26 und danach bei DigLan Essap,
Constantinople, Paris 1909, S. 174 beruhen.

5) Die drei Jahro Banzeit diirften aus J. v, Hamurr, Umblick auf einer
Reise von Constantinopel nach Brussa. .. .. Pesth 1818, 8. 37 stamminen, der
dieso Angabe chenso wie die 40000 Dukaten Bausumme aus Evlija (Sejahat-
ndame, 11, Bd., Stambul 1314, §. 15, Z. 11{.) entnommon hat.

%) Vel Fr. Bamineur, Quellen zur osmanischen Iiinstlergeschichte: Jahr-
buch der asiatischen Kunst, 1. Bd., 1024, S. 311f., spez. 32.
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(sirefy of imperial fermans received and recorded at

Aleppo in 1101-2/1689-91.

2. Studies. R. Murphey, Continuity and disconti-
nutty in Olloman administrative theory and /Jma‘ice during
the late seventeenth century, in Poetics today, xiv (1993),
419-43, esp. 429-31. On the wildpet ahkam deflerlers
(in the 18th century), see A. Cetin, Bagbakanhk Argivi
klavuzu, Istanbul 1979, 62-5, and HG Mayer, Das
Osmanische Registerbuch der Bexc/zwerden (Stkayet Deflers)
von Jahre 1675, Vienna 1984, 17.

(R. MURPHE\)
‘/SULEYMAN CELEBI, Ottoman prince and
eldest son of Bayezid I [g..], ruler in Rumelia and
a considerable part of northern and northwestern
Anatolia in the confused years after Bayezid’s defeat
and capture by Timiar at the Battle of Ankara in
804/1402, b. ?779/1377, d. 813/1411.

He is heard of in 800/1398, when his father sent
him against the Ak Koyunlu Kara Yiilik at Sivas,
and he fought at Bayezid’s side, together with his
brothers, at Ankara. He managed to escape to Europe
with his retainers by being ferried across the Bospho-
rus by the Genoese. He had to make peace with the
Venetians, the Genoese, the Knights of Rhodes and
the Byzantines, ceding lands along the Black Sea and
Thracian coasts plus Salonica to Manuel II Comnenus
and renouncing the requirement of tribute. But he
was still a powerful force in Rumelia, with the Serb
Stefan Lazarevi¢ as his vassal, and when Timir left
Anatolia in 1403, Siileyman began to reconquer the
former Ottoman lands in northwestern Anatolia as far
as Ankara in the east and Aydin in the south. He
was now in strenuous rivalry with his younger broth-
ers Mehemmed in Anatolia and Misa in Rumelia,
and was unable to maintain himself in Anatolia; by
1410 Mehemmed was in control there and began his
first reign as sultan Mehemmed I [¢.0.]: In Rumelia,
Musa é:k:bi had mixed success against Sileyman in
1410, and Silleymian endeavoured to secure Byzantine
support by marrying a princess of the Palaeologi; but
subsequently Musa managed to surprise Sileyman in
his capital at Edirne and then capture him at the vil-
lage of Doghandjilar as he fled towards Constantinople,
executing him on 22 Shawwal 813/17 February 1411.

Misa was thus now dominant in Rumelia, but
became engaged in warfare there, which involved
Stefan Lazarevié¢ and Siileyman’s son Orkhon, released
by the Byzantine Emperor to harass Misa; he fended
off attacks from Anatolia by Mehemmed, but was
finally captured and killed by the latter after a bat-
tle near Sofya in 816/1413 [see’ MUSA CELEBI].

Bibliography: The early historical sources
include the Anemymous chronicle in NeshrT, ‘Ashik-
pasha-zide and LutfT Pasha; see also Sa‘d al-Din,
Tadi al-tewarikh, 1, 218-20, and $0, i, 42. Of stud-
ies, see von Hammer, GOR? i, 217-300; lorga,
GOR, i, 325 fI; E.A. Zachariadou, Sileyman (elebt
in Rumili and the Ottoman chronicles, in Isl., 1x (1983),
268-90; N. Vatin, in R. Mantran (ed.), Hist. de [’
pire ottoman, Paris 1989, 53, 56-61; C. Imber, The
Ottoman empire 1300-1481, Istanbul 1990, 41, 52,
54, 56-9, 63-9; IA art. Sileyman Celebi (M. Tayyib
Gokbllgm) (C.E. BosworTH)
SULEYMAN CELEBI, DEDE (?752-826/1351-

1422), Ottoman poet, author of Wesilet el-nedjit
(Vesiletii'n-necat) (“Means of salvation”), a mathnaw? [¢q.v.]
in honour of Muhammad completed in 812/1409,
referred to in Turkey as the Mewlid ([¢.0.], and see
Necla Pekolcay, Mevlid, Ankara 1993, 1-3), Mewlid,
or Mewlid-i Sherif (“The [noble] birth”).

Sources provide little biographical information, but

show his forbears as religious scholars and bureau-
crats closely connected with the Ottoman dynasty.
The identity of his father Ahmed Pasha is obscure.
His (maternal?) grandfather Shaykh Mahmid lectured
at an Iznik madrasa, and is credited with poetry and
a commentary on the Fusds of Ibn al-‘Arabi.

Silleymdn was born in Bursa and is described as
having been a disciple of Emir Sultan [g.2.], the
“patron saint” of Bursa (and son-in-law of Bayezid I)
and as having served as imam to Bayezid. After
the latter’s death (1403), he became chief imam of the
Great Mosque in Bursa, where he died and was
buried. His precise birth date remains in debate. A
reference to his completing the Mewlid when he was
sixty led Ahmet Ates to posit his being born in 752/
1351 (Vesileti'n-necdt, Ankara 1954, 25 fI.). Pekolcay,
who earlier questioned that date (I4, art. Sileyman
(elebr), now agrees (Mevlid, 36).

Tradition claims that the Mewlid was composed to
counter statements of a popular preacher that Muham-
mad was not superior to Jesus (Gibb, HOP, i, 232-5).
Whatever his inspiration, Stleyman displayed a famil-
iarity with the Muslim corpus of works concerning
the Prophet, and the Mew/id shows influence from the
Gharth-name of ‘Ashikpasha [g.z.] and echoes some of
the verses interposed by Mustafi Darir (an Erzurum
Turk writing in Mamltk Egypt) in his life of the
Prophet (Siyeri’n-nebewi) (see A. Bombaci, La letteratura
turca, Milan 1969, 211-12, 301-4). Many later Ottoman
mewlids appeared, but Siilleyman’s remained the favou-
rite, becoming part of the official celebration of Mu-

hammad’s birth (12 Rabi I) introduced under Murad:~-

III (d’Ohsson, Tableau général, ii, 358-68), and contin
ues to be recited by Turks celebrating the Prophet’s
birth, marking the fortieth day after bereavement, ful-
filment of a vow, etc. A vivid description of its place
in Ottoman life occurs in the novel The clown and his
daughter by Halide Edib Adwvar [see XHALIDE EDIB].

Manuscripts (the earliest from the 10th-11th/16th-
17th centuries) and printed editions vary in length
(from about 260 to some 1000 bayis) and topics cov-
ered. The work has been translated into a number
of languages, including Albanian, Greek, Serbo-Croat
and Kurdish, and Schimmel has noted an echo of it
in a work by Abt ‘Ali Kalandar, an 8th/14th-cen-
tury Indian poet (Mystical dimensions in Islam, Chapel
Hill 1975, 216-7). F. Lyman McCallum’s 263-bays
English translation (The Mevlidi Sherif of Stileyman Chelebr)
appeared in London in 1943; and an annotated English
translation of the text published by Ates (op. cit.) formed
the Senior Thesis of Stephanie R. Thomas at Barnard
College in New York 1988. This text, a compilation
from five manuscripts, omits the well-known AMerhaba
(“Welcome”) section (McCallum, 23-4).

A devout work, the Mewlid has a short prose pro-
logue in Arabic, then follows a typical mathnawi format
with praise of Allah, apology, prayer for the author,
etc. The main narrative is preceded by a discourse
on the Light of Muhammad [see NOR MUHAMMAD],
then includes not only Muhammad’s birth and the
wonders preceding it, but his virtues, attributed mir-
acles, the Mivad] [q.v.], his final illness and death.
The metre is the hexametric ramal, and the language
is a simple Ottoman that is both lyrical and moving.

Bibliography: For mss. and further studies, see

Pekolcay’s 1993 work quoted.

~ (Katarren R.F. BurriLr)

SULEYMAN PASHA (?-758/?-1357); son, proba-
bly the eldest, of the second Ottoman ruler,
Orkhan [g.0.]. He was the first member of the dynasty
to establish Ottoman rule on the European side of

)
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