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Editorden...

Degerli bilim insanlari: Tarih Okulu Dergisi yeni sayist ile bilim
diinyasinin  kargisina ¢ikmanin  mutlulugunu yasamaktadir. Tarih Okulu
Dergisi’nin Nisan 2021 tarihli LI. sayisim yaymlamis bulunmaktayiz. Bu

sayimmizda gesitli alanlardan 34 Arastirma makalesi bulunmaktadir.

Dergicilikte, 6zellikle giiniimiiz sartlarinda bunun anlami, gosterilen
cabanin karsiligini bulmasi demektir. Bugiine kadar c¢ikardigimiz sayilar
hakkindaki genel izlenim ve degerlendirmeler, Tarih Okulu Dergisi’nin nicel ve
nitel olarak farkli ve 6zgiin bir ¢ikig oldugu yoniindedir. Bu niteligin altinda yatan
en onemli husus, Tarih Okulu Dergisi’nin hareketi etrafinda “hayata biitiinciil
bakan” bir felsefenin yatmasidir. Nitekim tarih ve egitim bilimleri alanlarindaki

seckin metinlerin bir araya gelmesi bu “biitiinciil” bakisin sonucudur.

Bugiin LI. sayis1 ¢ikan Tarih Okulu Dergisi’nin, gelecek sayilarla kendi
icinde daha derin, daha bilimsel ve daha benimsenir olmak igin mesafe kat
ederken, ayn1 zamanda, basta yazarlar1 olmak iizere, dergiye katkida bulunan tiim
ilgili ¢evresiyle birlikte “bilgi, bilim ve sanat” {ireten bir ekoliin odag: olacagt
umudundayiz. Vizyonumuz bazi temel kabulleri dikte ettiren ve bu dogrultuda
okurlarini etkilemeye ¢alisan bir tutumun aksine, her bireyin kendi 6zgiirliigiinden
hareketle ortaya koydugu diisiince ve bilgilerin kaynagindan beslenecek bir

gelecegin ingasi yoniinde ilerleme imkaninin ortaya konulmasidir.

Derginin editérii olarak bilim diinyasina az da olsa katki sunmaya
caligmanin heyecan igerisinde olmakla beraber, bir bayrak yaris1 gibi dergiyi daha
da ileriye gotirmek igin Tarih Okulu Dergisinin tim ekip arkadaslarima
desteklerinden dolay: tesekkiir ederim. Beraber ¢iktigimiz bu yolda Dergimizin
LI. sayisina destek vererek onurlandiran yazarlarimiza, degerlendirme asamasinda
kiymetli vakitlerini ayiran hakemlerimize ayrica miitesekkirim. Yeni sayimizin
bilim diinyasina katki saglamasi ve diger Tarih Okulu Dergisi sayilarinda

bulugmak dileklerimle...

Editor: Prof. Dr. Ahmet KARA



Tarih Okulu Dergisi (TOD) Journal of History School (JOHS)
Nisan 2021 April 2021
Yil 14, Sayi LI, s5.782-805. Year 14, Issue LI, pp.782-805.

DOI No: http://dx.doi.org/10.29228/Joh.49739
Authenticity process is conducted by

=

) =
intihal.net

Makale Tiirii: Arastirma makalesi Avrticle Type: Research article
Gelis Tarihi: 01-03-2021 Submitted: 01-03-2021
Kabul Tarihi: 14-03-2021 Accepted: 14-03-2021
On-line Yayin: 30-04-2021 Published Online: 30-04-2021

Atif Bilgisi / Reference Information
Demirbas, S. (2021). Mahmud II’s Diplomatic Reforms and Final Ottoman Diplomatic
Manoeuvres before The Battle of Nizip. Journal of History School, 51, 782-
805.

MAHMUD II’S DIPLOMATIC REFORMS AND FINAL OTTOMAN
DIPLOMATIC MANOEUVRES BEFORE THE BATTLE OF NIZIP!

Serkan DEMIRBAS?

Abstract

Mehmed Ali Pasha problem took place between 1831 and 1839. In spite of the big
ambitions of the governor of Egypt, Mehmed Ali Pasha who wanted to give the house of
Osman an end, the two military defeats (1832 Konya and 1839 Nizip) did not finish off
the Empire. At this point a question comes to mind: what saved the Empire that had
already become militarily vulnerable from a certain collapse. The answer is simple:
diplomacy. Most accounts of the Ottoman diplomacy of that era have always been one
sided and Eurocentric due to some "orientalist” biases and prejudices. According to these
narratives, after suffering some military defeats, Mahmud Il and his diplomats just
watched the diplomatic manoeuvres of the European powers in Ottoman lands and waited
for the end without having any diplomatic plans and manoeuvres. They also portray Lord
Palmerston as the sole architect of the 1840 Treaty of London that compensated the two
military defeats and that prolonged the Empire for another century. However when we
examine the instructions in Ottoman documents given by the Emperor to his diplomats
residing in many European capitals and their efforts to follow them, it will be seen what
kind of a role Mahmud Il and his diplomats played in this diplomatic achievement. After

! This article is based on a chapter from my PhD thesis: Serkan Demirbag, ‘Mahmud 11 and Ottoman
Diplomacy in the context of Mehmed Ali Problem (1832-1839): with special reference to the
Ottoman Archives in Istanbul, (unpublished PhD Thesis, University of East Anglia, 2015).

2 Dr. Ogr. Uyesi, Eskisehir Osmangazi Universitesi Fen Edebiyat Fakiiltesi Tarih Boliimii,
serkandemibas@hotmail.com, Orcid: 0000-0002-0118-4169
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a short introduction to the course of the institutional reforms in Ottoman diplomacy from
Selim 11l to Mahmud Il periods, this article focuses on the Empire's diplomatic
manoeuvres prior to the Battle of Nizip that was itself an effort to bring the diplomatic
campaign initiated by the Emperor and his men to a successful end.

Keywords: Mahmud 11, Ottoman Diplomacy, Mehmet Ali Pasha Problem, The Battle of
Nizip, Anglo-Ottoman Relations

II. Mahmud’un Diplomatik Reformlari ve Nizip Muharebe’sinden Onceki
Son Osmanh Diplomatik Manevralar:

Oz

Mehmed Ali Pasa Problemi 1831-1839 yillar1 arasinda meydana gelmistir. Osmanlt
hanedanina son vermek isteyen Misir Valisi Mehmed Ali Pasa’nin biiyiik hirslarina
ragmen iki agir askeri maglubiyet (1832 Konya ve 1839 Nizip) Osmanl
Imparatorlugunun sonunu getirmemistir. Bu asamada askeri olarak korumasiz bir hale
gelen Imparatorlugun hayatini kurtaran etken ne olmustur sorusu akla geliyor. Bunun
cevabl ¢ok basit bir sekilde karsimizda durmaktadir: Diplomasi. Lakin Osmanlt
Imparatorlugunun kurtulusuna sebep olan bu diplomasi hikayesinin anlatimi ise
Oryantalist bakis agisinin beraberinde getirdigi 6n yargilar dolayisiyla hep tek tarafli,
batili devletler merkezli, yapilagelmistir. Bu anlatima gore II. Mahmud ve diplomatlari
aldiklar1 askeri maglubiyetlerden sonra kendi topraklarinda probleme miidahil olmus
Avrupali devletlerin diplomatik manevralarini s6ziim ona sanki pasif bir gii¢ gibi izlemis,
higbir diplomatik manevraya ve plana sahip olmadan tabiri caizse kurbanlik koyun gibi
sonlarint beklemislerdir. Ya da bu iki biiyiik askeri maglubiyeti diplomasi yoluyla telafi
etmis ve Osmanli Imparatorlu’nun yaklasik bir yiizy1l daha yasamasina sebep olmus 1840
yilinda imzalanmis Londra Antlasmasinin tek mimar1 meshur ingiltere Disisleri Bakam
Lord Palmerstone olarak gdsterilmistir. Halbuki; II Mahmud’un Avrupa’nin birgok
baskentinde gorevlendirdigi diplomatlarina verdigi direktifler ve bu direktiflerin bu
yetenekli diplomatlar tarafindan biitiin zor sartlara ragmen uygulanma c¢alismalari
Osmanli belgelerine dayanarak biitiin ayrintilari ile incelenirse, bu biiyiik diplomatik
basarida II. Mahmud ve Osmanli diplomatlarimin ortaya koyduklar: diplomatik miicadele
ile az veya ¢ok ne kadar paya sahip oldugu goriilecektir. Bu ¢calismamizda, bahsi gegen
yillarda ortaya konan diplomatik manevralarin altyapisinin daha iyi anlasilmasi i¢in dnce
kisaca belli bir oranda III. Selim’in agirlikli olarak da II. Mahmud’un Osmanl
Diplomasisinin Kurumsal yapisinda meydan getirdikleri reform siireci Ozetle
anlatildiktan sonra, II. Mahmud ve Osmanli diplomatlarinin 1832 yilindan beri ortaya
koyduklar: diplomasi miicadelelerini basarili bir sekilde nihayete erdirme gayreti olan
Nizip Muharebesinden 6nceki son diplomatik manevralar1 biitlin ayrintilart ile mercek
alinmaya g¢alisilmistir.
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Anahtar Kelimeler: II. Mahmud, Osmanli Diplomasisi, Mehmet Ali Pasa Sorunu, Nizip
Mubharebesi, Osmanli-ingiltere liskileri

INTRODUCTION

From Mahmud’s point of view, the right time had finally come for a
particular move he had in mind which would put an end to all the trouble his rebel
governor had caused. As a matter of fact his every diplomatic manoeuvre and
order since the defeat at Konya, at the end of 1832, had been aimed in the
direction of gaining British support, and at the same time handling the
international position with regard to the Russians with great care.?
Simultaneously he was laying the foundations to enhance and reform the Empire
in every respect: militarily, economically, administratively, and socially, by
drawing upon European support and experience, especially that of the British. It
is in this context that this article will examine in detail not only the Sultan and his
statesmen’s final preparations to enhance the army for the ultimate battle with
Mehmet Ali’s army, but also Mahmud’s and his diplomats’ struggle to solve the
problem with diplomatically negotiated support from the British, as they had been
trying to do since the outset of these difficulties. Nevertheless, the aim of this
article is not to describe the final battle between the Sultan and his governor since
this has already been done in detail by Turkish and English scholars.
Subsequently, the main goal of this essay is to examine Mahmud and his
statesmen’s final diplomatic and military preparations, which involved the
extensive use of diplomacy whilst at the same time enhancing the Empire with
European support, particularly from the British, before the decisive battle with
Mehmet Ali on 24 June 1839. For this reason this article will summarize true
story of Mahmud and his statesmen’s diplomatic efforts, by recounting their final
political manoeuvres of 1838 and in the first half of 1839. In this respect, this
essay will contribute to showing to what extent Mahmud Il and his government

3 Mahmud 1I’s and his diplomats’ primary objective was always to make an alliance with Britain
against Mehmet Ali, even when he called the Russians to the Bosporus and made the treaty of
Unkiar Skelessi with them. Many Ottoman documents confirm that the Russians were being used
as a weapon to wake the British up to how important the Ottoman Empire was to the protection of
British interests in the region. Of course, the Russians were, at the same time, a temporary solution
enabling the Sultan to bring Ibrahim Pasha to a halt, as, until the implementation of the Anglo-
Ottoman alliance against Mehmet Ali and the Russians, he had been rapidly advancing with his
army towards the heart of the Empire, Istanbul. Despite this pro-British atmosphere in this entire
period, 1833-39, the weapon, Russia, had to be tactfully in the event of any possible repercussions
from the Russians finding out they were being used. However, when looking at the related Ottoman
documents, it could safely be said that Mahmud and his statesmen had been successful in their
efforts on this matter.
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had had a role in bringing about in the European powers, particularly Britain,
support for the Ottoman Empire in this fatal problem.

Before analysing the Ottoman diplomatic struggle and tactics to solve
Mehmet Ali Problem, it would be useful to examine what Selim 111 and especially
Mahmud Il did to improve the Ottoman diplomatic institutions. Mahmud |1
initiated many reforms but the most important one with respect to this article
concerns the developments in the Ministry of Foreign Affairs. In order to
understand the infrastructure of Mahmud’s and his diplomats’ diplomatic
struggle during the Mehmed Ali Crisis, 1832-1839, it is vital to be aware of the
improvements in this Ministry.

INSTITUTIONAL REFORMS IN OTTOMAN DIPLOMACY

Modernist reforms in external affairs in the Ottoman Empire started with
Mahmud’s cousin, Selim III. He initiated permanent diplomatic missions in some
of the European Capitals. Selim was eager to improve Ottoman diplomacy, so
before he opened the Ottoman Embassies in Europe, his statesmen, under his
guidance, discussed some important diplomatic issues with British diplomats.
One example of this was the organisation of matters of state between the Ottoman
Empire and each European Power, such as; which Ottoman official would match
with which European official, which diplomatic appellation would be the most
suitable for each new Ottoman ambassador, and which mode of travel, sea or
land, would be the most suitable for diplomatic travel (Findley, 2014, p.148).

Selim had some significant reasons to improve diplomatic relations with
European Countries. Turan crystallizes these reasons when he says that it was an
obligation to be well informed about developments in Europe since matters were
very volatile after the French Revolution. Another of Selim’s reasons was that he
was headed towards a policy of balance when it came to any developments in the
Eastern Question, so it was necessary to get involved in the European decision
process about the Ottoman Empire (Turan, 2014, p.286). In this respect, the first
serious step came in 1793 when Yusuf Agah Effendi was sent to London as a first
permanent Ottoman Ambassador (Findley, 2014, p.148; Turan, 2014, pp.288-
290).

Despite this significant diplomatic effort of Selim I1I’s, there were some
negative circumstances which would hinder his diplomatic success. Findley
summarises these conditions saying:

“In the long run, however, Selim's attempts to establish permanent
diplomatic and consular representation had only limited success. Lack of
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qualification or interest among the vast majority of his subjects, the changeable
diplomatic climate of the Napoleonic Era, the failure to create any central
coordinating agency in Istanbul, and finally the period of reaction and
uncertainty following Selim's own deposition and death, were so many obstacles
to the continued development of his new systems.” (Findley, 1972, p.395)

However, it is true to say that every diplomatic step Selim made was to
positively affect Mahmud’s diplomatic innovations and struggle.

There was another important diplomatic reform in the reign of Selim 11
which contributed to Mahmud II’s Foreign Ministry reforms. This was to reform
a vital office under Reis Effendi,* called Amedi.> According to Findley the
reforms in this Office started with some regulations in 1797. Findley describes
the duties of the Amedi Office’s staff that they would accompany Reis Effendi to
meetings with foreign ambassadors and were responsible for correspondence
with these foreign embassies (Findley, 2014, p.92). The Office’s importance rose
after Selim sent permanent Ottoman ambassadors to various European Capitals,
because the staff in this office was to establish a connection between Reis Effendi
and the ambassadors in Europe. In addition to this, this office was to send coded
messages to these ambassadors and decipher their secret reports as well (Turan,
2014, p.195). Clearly, this office was vital to the Ottoman Empire’s diplomatic
effort. However, it was not working well in the time of Selim Ill. Examining the
reform programme in the Foreign Office is important in the understanding of the
scope of Ottoman diplomatic ability in the Mehmed Ali Problem, because
Mahmud’s capable diplomats did not spontaneously appear in the 1830s. On the
contrary, there was an effort, with successes and failures, by some Sultans,
particularly Selim 11l and Mahmud II, to reform the Ottoman Empire’s Foreign
Affairs and the restructuring of the Amedi Office was one of these significant
reforms.

In this respect, reports were presented to Selim concerning this Office. Two
main problems were conspicuous in these reports. The first one was that the
Office was overstaffed. Patronage was given as the reason for this problem.
According to this report, the solution would be to ensure that nobody who was

4 Reis Efendi had been working as the Foreign Minister of the Ottoman Government until Mahmud
promoted Reis Efendi to Foreign Minister on March 1836. Too see the historical background of
Reis Effendi look at C.V. Findley, The Legacy of Tradition to Reform: Origins of the Ottoman
Foreign Ministry, International Journal of Middle East Studies, VVol. 1, No. 4 (Oct., 1970), pp. 334-
357

5 Findley indicates that according to Inalcik this office was established in 1777. Findley, Osmanl
Imparatorlugu nda Biirokratik Reform, p.92.
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unqualified for the job or over middle age would be employed at the office
(Findley, 2014, p. 140-141). The second problem was one of lack of education of
some of the staff at the Office. For this reason it was decided that the staff would
be dismissed if they did not have the necessary educational background to fulfil
the Office working conditions (Findley, 2014, p.144-145).

These instructions are significant because they are a sign of the Ottoman’s
intent to reform the Empire according to modern political principles and this
effort made prior to his accession to power was to ease Mahmud’s reform
programme.

At this stage, it can be started to examine what Mahmud 11 did to improve
his Empire’s diplomatic system. As mentioned above, knowledge of this process
would be useful, to understand the background of Mahmud’s and his statesmen’s
diplomatic struggle during the Mehmed Ali Crisis.

First of all it should be known that centralization was the driving force
behind all Mahmud’s reform programmes. After the abolishment of the
Janissaries in 1826 there was no longer any obstacle to Mahmud’s reforms. In
particular, some of the Empire’s internal problems had become international
problems during Mahmud’s reign, such as the Greeks, and the Mehmed Ali
Problem, and something would have to be done about these matters. However,
the Ottoman Empire had very serious economic and military problems at that
time due to the establishment of the new army, Asakir-i Mansure-i
Muhammediye. The end of the Janissaries caused two problems; the first was that
the Empire needed more financial resources to develop a new army, and the
second was that the new army was so inexperienced. For these reasons there
remained only one way forward, and that was diplomacy. Mahmud was to use
diplomacy very well to help his Empire escape from these serious problems. He
had to make the Empire’s diplomatic institutions fit for the great diplomatic
struggle to come.

The first attempt Mahmud made in this direction was to convert the official
translators from non-Muslim to Muslim (Ortayli, 2009, p.145). In accordance
with this purpose he officially established Terciime Odasi, the Translation Office
in 1833 (Ziircher, 2009, p.75). The Empire had naturally used many translators
up to this date but a big problem related to the translators appeared in the 1820s.
Since the eighteenth century the Rum Family members in Istanbul had served as
the official translators of the Ottoman Empire (Ziircher, 2009, p.74). However,
these translators had lost Mahmud’s trust after the Greek Problem, and as a result
of this doubt harboured by Mahmud they were discharged from this critical
position. Findley illustrates this situation thus;
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“In the spring of 1821, Constantine Mourouzi, then Translator of the
Imperial Divan, was dismissed and executed on suspicion of complicity in
revolutionary intrigues. Stavraki Aristarchi, thought to be more reliable though
still suspect as a Greek, was appointed on a temporary basis (vekaletan) to take
his place. Within twelve months, however, he also had compromised himself
sufficiently with both Patriarch and Porte that he was dismissed and sent into
exile.” (Findley, 1972, p.400)

As can be seen in Findley’s words, Stravraki Aristarchi was the last non-
Muslim translator in the Empire. After Aristarchi’s exile there was an
interregnum period, until the official establishment of the Translation Office in
1833. In this period some Muslim translators, who were in fact “convert”, had
been assigned as the official ones. The first were Yahya Effendi and his son
Ruhiddin (Ortayl1, 2009, p.145; Findley, 2014, p.155).° Yahya Efendi was to be
the first Muslim official translator and this was the first sign of the Translation
Office, which was to have only Muslim Ottoman statesmen. He and his son were
responsible for the translation of French and Romaic languages (Ortayli, 2009,
p.145). One of their most important missions was that of following European
public opinion closely via the European newspapers and informing Mahmud 11
about the latest developments at that time. This is evidence that Mahmud had, as
early as 1823 - ten years earlier than Mehmed Ali Problem, - been keen on having
knowledge about developments in Europe and determining his diplomatic
policies according to those developments. As it will be seen in the following parts
of the article he was to do the same thing during the Mehmed Ali problem through
the instrument of his diplomats. Findley quoted very explanatory words from
Strangford Canning about this:

“M. Chabert [one of the dragomans of the British Embassy] called upon
him a few mornings ago, and found him (Yahya Effendi) surrounded by a number
of the young Turks whom the Porte has lately formed into a sort of Collegiate
Establishment for the purpose of instruction in the European languages. They
had a prodigious pile of the Frankfort Gazettes before them, and were busily
engaged in translating indiscriminately, by the sultan's positive order, every
Article in which the name or the Affairs of Turkey were to be found. His Highness
will, assuredly, be not a little astounded on reading some of the paragraphs dated
from Odessa - Augsburgh - and Nuremberg.” (Findley, 1972, p.401-402)

6 Findley gives Ruhiddin’s name as Ruhu’l Din.
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Ultimately, after these ten years the Terciime Odasi, Translation Office,
was officially established in 1833.” This Office had a great importance to
Mahmud’s reforms because many significant political characters had been
educated by experience at the Office, such as Mustafa Regid Pasha, Ali Pasha,
Fuad Pasha and others. Also the establishment of this office shows that Mahmud
was decisive in determining his own diplomatic policies based on his own loyal
Muslim diplomats, who would naturally struggle to defend the benefits of their
own Empire. As can be seen in the article, Mahmud was to reap the fruits of this
diplomatic reform during the Mehmed Ali Problem, particularly between 1834
and 1839, via his Muslim diplomats, who would endeavour to carry out the orders
of their Sovereign in the European Capitals.

When considering both the diplomatic developments in the nineteenth
century: the improvement of the Amedci Office and the establishment of Terciime
Odasi, it can be said that the Ottoman Foreign Office had been gaining a more
Muslim identity day by day.

After these positive developments Mahmud thought that it was the right
time to reopen the permanent Ottoman diplomatic Embassies in the European
Capitals. After Selim’s death the Ottoman Embassies, which had been opened in
his time, lost their significance. Mahmud had many diplomatic plans. In fact, he
was obliged to do so, since as mentioned the only remaining way to rescue the
Empire was diplomacy, and therefore he needed to have far-reaching plans, which
would be able to protect the Ottoman benefits in Europe. As a result of this
opinion he reopened the Ottoman Embassies. The first significant diplomatic
representatives were Mavroyeni, Mustafa Resid Pasha, Namik Pasha, Fethi Pasha
(Findley, 1972, pp.404-405). All of them were to take an important place in
Mahmud’s diplomatic game between 1832-1839.

Despite all of these positive developments in foreign affairs there was still
need for reform in foreign affairs. As mentioned above Reis Effendi was
responsible for the Empire’s foreign affairs, however the modus operandi was
still alImost the same at the beginning of the 1830s as it had been in the classical
ages of the Ottoman Empire. Thus the modern foreign state organisation would
have to be established as soon as possible to fulfil the conditions of this modern
age.

7 To find detailed information about the Translation Office see Findley, The Foundation of the
Ottoman Foreign Ministry: The Beginnings of Bureaucratic Reform under Selim 111 and Mahmud
I, pp. 401-408, Findley, Osmanli Imparatorlugu’nda Biirokratik Reform, pp. 155-158, Ortayli,
Imparatorlugun En Uzun Yiizyili, pp. 145-146. Turan, Imparatorluk ve Diplomasi, pp. 349-351.
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Thereupon the expected step was taken by Mahmud and he turned Reis
Effendi into the Foreign Ministry on 11 March 1836 and the last Reis Effendi,
Akif Effendi, became the first Foreign Minister of the Ottoman Empire (Turan,
2014, p.352). As Turan mentioned, this step was not only a change in the name
of this position in the government. Mahmud had also changed the structure of the
old Office and the new structure of the Foreign Ministry had been prepared
according to modern international conditions at that time.®

After looking at Mahmud’s mentioned reforms with regard to the main
topics of this study, we can start now to examine in detail what Mahmud Il and
his diplomats did before the battle of Nizip diplomatically to resolve one of the
biggest problems the Ottoman Empire had faced up to that time, the Mehmed Ali
Problem.

OTTOMAN DIPLOMATIC STRUGGLE BEFORE THE BATTLE OF
NIZIP

1838 was a crucial year for Mahmud to make the final provisions for his
plans to win all the available diplomatic support to his side and at the same time,
as far as possible to make his army ready for the anticipated battle against his
rebel governor’s forces. Concerning this, he ordered on 20 February 1838, that
Mustafa Resid Pasha, who was the Ottoman Foreign Minister at that time, should
be sent to France as the Ottoman Ambassador; and Ahmed Pasha, the governor
in Aydin, should also be sent to Britain as the Ottoman Ambassador (BOA, HAT .,
380/20558 C). According to the instructions he gave, the main aim of these
appointments was to negotiate with the British and the French about Mahmud’s
final plan with respect to the Mehmet Ali problem. Mahmud was aggrieved that
Mehmet Ali was violating the treaty of Kutahya every day, with his army
relentlessly advancing towards to the provinces which were not in his jurisdiction.
However, by shrewdly registering his protest with these countries he was paving
the way for their understanding and approval in the eventuality his own forces
had to make the first strike against Mehmet. Mahmud was planning to attack
Mehmet Ali’s army in Syria, Aleppo, in the autumn of 1838 (BOA, HAT.,
380/20558 C), and by ensuring the European Countries knew Mahmud was the
injured party, he could feel more confident of their support when the critical time
came. In this respect, these two Ottoman Ambassadors were instructed to strive

8 For more detailed information about the restructuring of the Ottoman Foreign Ministry after 1836
see Ortayl1, Imparatorlugun En Uzun Yiizyili, pp. 146-148, Turan, Imparatoriuk ve Diplomasi, pp.
351-355.
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to induce both these countries to pledge him their support and win their approval
for the intervention of the Central Government should the situation demand
(BOA, HAT., 380/20558 C). It seems that Mahmud did not want to wait any
longer to see the fruits of his diplomatic labour; with which he had been carefully
preparing the way ahead since the beginning of 1833. However, the Ottoman
statesman responsible for these last preparations for the battle reported that
although this plan was applicable, when the time came, with acceptance from
both countries, at the same time more work needed to be discreetly undertaken in
order to augment the quantity of ammunition accessible by the army.

Mahmud Il also made known to the relevant parties that if Mehmet Ali did
not content himself with the provinces that he had obtained with the treaty of
Kiitahya, and if he attempted to challenge the Central Government and requisition
even more of the lands which were not currently under his control, such as
Bagdad or any other province, then this act would mean that the first act of
aggression had come from him not from the Sultan, in consequence of this
provocative manoeuvre by the Pasha. Mahmud went on to tell his diplomats that
Britain and France should be ready to acknowledge that the Sultan had the right
of intervention when it came to restraint of his rebel governor (BOA, HAT.,
380/20558 C). Mahmud’s persistence, it seemed, was continuing to win British
favour to his side in 1838, just as much as it had done in 1833 and Mahmud knew
very well that first and foremost, he would have to prepare Palmerston to support
the eventuality of a possible intervention, since Palmerston had not previously
been very supportive of the idea of Mahmud’s attacking Mehmet Ali without the
Egyptian army making the first move against the Sultan’s army. In this context
Rodkey recounts that Palmerston said Britain:

“would undoubtedly assist him to repel any attack on the part of
Mehemet Ali, it would, on the other hand, be a different question if the war
was begun by the Sultan”’(Rodkey, 1929, p.590)

Rodkey also has explained the reason for this opinion of Palmerston’s in
that:

“until the renewal of war between the Sultan and the Pasha of Egypt
in 1839 Palmerston consistently counselled the Turkish government to
keep the peace in the Levant in order that it might succeed with its plans
for military and administrative reorganization, and on more than one
occasion he took practical steps to further Ottoman reform.” (Rodkey,
1929, p.576-577)
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For these reasons Mahmud was aware that he needed to find reasonable
and acceptable grounds to attack to his rebel governor should the occasion arise;
he seems, however, to have assumed that if he had such grounds, the British
would come to his aid if needed, an assumption based on his hopes that his armies
were superior to those of the rebel Pasha. It would take the failure of the second
assumption — and an international crisis — to produce such intervention.

Mahmud also indicated in his rescript that all statesmen should make the
utmost efforts to dispel and repel all hazard and damage from Mehmet Ali,
however he took pains to reassure them that Mehmet Ali would not dare to attack
to any district which was under the Central Government jurisdiction.
Nonetheless, these precautionary preparations, he continued in his orders, should
be calmly made by laying down the suggested defensive preparations (BOA,
HAT., 380/20558 C). In response, the governor of Urfa requested from the Sultan
that any ammunition from the other further out provinces should be immediately
transferred to Baghdad and to the cities near to it, as this was the nearest populated
area to his advancing troops. This was vital, he added, since he had received news
from Egypt that Mehmet Ali had established nine new regiments in Egypt and
also at the same time the Pasha had sent the troops he had in Damascus to Egypt
as well, and lastly, on top of that he had dispatched his generals to Aleppo and
nearby cities (BOA, HAT., 380/20558 C). Mahmud and his statesmen had been
careful to follow all Mehmet Ali’s moves very closely. In this case, the report
about the governor was extremely detailed in all the latest developments and the
activities he made in the region. For obvious reasons was is very useful to
Mahmud and his statesmen to be well informed about all Mehmet Ali’s recent
activities and also extremely informative to the observer to be able to see such
detailed troop movements and appreciate how the Sultan responded. According
to this report, the Egyptian troops had recently been dispatched to Giilek, a district
in the South Mediterranean, by Mehmet Ali. There they were defeated; a
proportion of them were killed and the rest of them had to retreat from the region.
Thereupon, Ibrahim Pasha, the son of Mehmet Ali, took along almost five
regiments of troops from Aleppo and attacked Giilek again. There were several
reasons for Ibrahim’s attack Giilek from the governor of Urfa’s point of view:
one of them could have been that he wanted revenge for the previous defeat in
Giilek, or perhaps one of them was that Mehmet Ali wanted to distract the
European Powers from his latest secret military preparations in the region. A third
possibility was that he might have had the intention to first withdraw to
Damascus, regroup, and then move towards Basra or Bagdad (BOA, HAT.,
380/20558 C).
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On the occasions when Mehmet Ali was defeated, Mahmud was of course
pleased. However, he warned his statesmen that they should not be deceived by
Mehmet Ali’s latest protestations that he only really wanted peace. Mahmud was
not taken in by these claims, and warned his government that Mehmet Ali would
not give up on his real aims so easily and the only reason for this temporary
appearance of peace-making was to give him time to regroup after his army’s
latest debacles in various locations (BOA, HAT., 382/20584). He also stated in
his rescript that Mehmet Ali was obliged to appear to be conciliatory, since the
European powers had changed their opinion about Mehmet Ali after they saw his
defeats; but this facade was only one of Mehmet Ali’s tricks and was bound to be
short-lived. Mahmud’s wording started to become sterner and more direct as he
continued with the observation that now everybody could understand how
Mehmet Ali had betrayed his religion, and was a traitor to his state, and therefore
if anybody had ever trusted him, they could clearly no longer do so. Finally,
Mahmud ordered that for all these reasons, all the preparations against Mehmet
Ali that he had recommended should be made, but nevertheless, until the right
time came no direct action should be taken against him (BOA, HAT., 382/20584).
Mahmud seemed to be determined to completely resolve his biggest problem this
time. In accordance with this purpose, he put all his efforts into optimizing both
the diplomatic conditions, and his army’s readiness, for war.

After the Sultan’s order, the governor of Urfa reported that actually he had
already been ceaselessly undertaking secret military preparations, even prior to
the order. In this respect, he had established sixteen battalions of “redif”” ° troops
and six battalions of redif artillerymen from Sivas, Diyarbekir, Urfa, and some
other cities, and dispatched them to the Bagdad region (BOA, HAT., 380/20558
C). All of these reports show that both sides, Mahmud and Mehmet Ali, had been
careering towards a confrontation in battle at a great pace, yet at the same time
both sides were seeking to win diplomatic support to their side during this
process.

On the Central Government’s side, preparations did not only involve the
establishment of the new redif troops, but also a drive to increase the amount of
available ammunition, and additionally, efforts to fulfil other deficiencies with
respect to army equipment had also continued unrelentingly. In this respect, the
governor indicated that the soldiers’ raincoats and clothing, made in white cloth
because it was spring, should be supplied and also, he added, three hundred
dirhams, a kind of the Ottoman money, for food for the soldiers, and from ten to

9 Redif means those Ottoman troops who had completed their mission in the army, after which they
were on standby to be recalled to the army.
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twenty para, another form of Ottoman currency, should be given to the soldiers
as their salary (BOA, HAT., 380/20558 C).

As agreed in the Treaty of Kutahya, Mehmet Ali took on the responsibility
of administering Syria and Adana as well as Egypt. However, after the signing of
the treaty, he took the privileges the treaty offered and, disregarding its terms of
restraint, started to attack to the cities which were under the Sultan’s control, such
as Urfa, and Maras. Due to this aggression, the governor of Urfa stated in his
report that because of the close proximity of Mehmet Ali’s troops to his city, he
also had established three redif battalions, and five hundred Ottoman soldiers had
been assigned to Urfa in order to drill these redif troops (BOA, HAT., 380/20558
C). In addition to these precautions, the governor stated that if Mehmet Ali’s army
did attack Urfa, they would also need eight thousand pouches of Akge, the
Ottoman currency, in order to meet the army’s requirements for supplies.

Following on from these developments came an extensive report with
respect to the latest situation of the Mehmet Ali problem, in terms of the
diplomatic conditions. This was presented to Mahmud Il (BOA, HAT.,
382/20584). According to the report, the European powers, most notably Britain,
were beginning to manifest their true opinions about Mehmet Ali Pasha and they
were clearly in favour of the Ottoman Empire. In this respect, Ponsonby sent a
diplomatic note to the Pasha stating that it was his duty as a governor to pay his
eighteen months accumulated tax liabilities to the central government, and not to
keep them for his own purposes. This show of support for the Ottomans, and
international condemnation of Mehmet Ali Pasha was very useful, the report said,
in terms of political benefits and advantages (BOA, HAT., 382/20584).

The complex diplomatic situation between the Sultan and the Pasha had
been developing rapidly, as the end of the problem approached. In this context,
the Ottoman statesmen had started to watch Mehmet Ali’s actions very closely.
In accordance with this purpose some Ottoman officials had been assigned to
monitor the Egyptian Fleet’s movements in and out of the Egyptian harbour
which enabled a detailed report to be prepared and presented to the Marine
Minister. After this report, Central Government ordered that no concessions or
assistance should be given to Mehmet Ali over any land occupation or harbouring
his fleet and he would be most insistent on this matter, because carrying out this
order would effectively block any sedition (BOA, HAT., 382/20584). This order,
following closely after monitoring the movements of Mehmet Ali’s vessels had
not only been about curbing Mehmet Ali’s armada but also applied to the
activities of sympathetic Ottoman officials, who had been secretly supporting
Mehmet Ali. One of them was the Major General of Maras, a city in the East;

[794]



Mahmud I1’s Diplomatic Reforms and Final Ottoman Diplomatic Manoeuvres Before...

Siileyman Pasha. It was understood that he was a supporter of the rebel governor
and therefore it was imperative that he should be excluded from Maras forthwith.
Hafiz Pasha was appointed to carry out this mission (BOA, HAT., 382/20584).
This time, Mahmud was being very cautious and rigorously scrutinising the
problem from every possible angle, trying to pre-empt every possible mishap.

In addition to all these preparations Mahmud wanted to improve his army’s
technical infrastructure by taking advantage of the expertise and availability of
foreign army officers. Ottoman Empire reform process describes, initially a lot of
British officials were brought to the Empire to enhance and educate the new and
inexperienced Ottoman Army. However, later on, Mahmud and Palmerston
desisted from further usage of foreign army’s officers for training purposes
Mahmud had only wanted these British Officers to educate the Ottoman officers
in training techniques and improve the army in its ability to utilise technical
equipment; but Palmerston, conversely, had wanted his officers to occupy
permanent positions of command within the Ottoman Army. Therefore, Mahmud
had turned to the Prussian officers as a more suitable source of the assistance he
was looking for, and started to bring some of them over, in order to prepare the
Ottoman Army for the last and biggest battle against Mehmet Ali (BOA, HAT.,
382/20584).

Meanwhile, the practice of strengthening friendly British relations through
private connections with the more influential members of society had increased,
so that more British support could be mustered before the final battle. In line with
this purpose, Mahmud sent a necklace studded with valuable precious stones to
both the Queen Victoria and her mother. As an interesting aside about the
necklace; there was an Ottoman coin, which was made from a valuable Turkish
stone, called Akik Tas1, placed in the middle of the necklace. On this coin were
written some Turkish words. This was done because Ottoman money was much
in demand and highly respected in Europe at that time (BOA, HAT., 382/20584).
In addition to this, some Turkish furs and tapestries were sent to the Queen and
her mother and a number of British ministers were also sent some gifts (BOA,
HAT., 1179/46569 J). These gifts were only small tokens but as Palmerston had
assured, when he sent five horses as a gift to the Sultan in the name of the King
a few years ago that “these horses were not so valuable themselves in financial
terms but they would be a strong evidence to show Mehmet Ali and the Russians
that Britain would stand by the Ottomans’ side in all circumstances.”(BOA,
HAT., 1190/46879 001). Now it was the Ottoman’s turn to show Mehmet Ali and
the other powers, with their token gifts that the British were with them to help
resolve any problems.
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Meantime, as a matter of course, diplomatic relations between the Ottoman
Empire and the other European powers had been ongoing in the context of the
Mehmet Ali problem. One of the most significant parties on the diplomatic scene
was Metternich. The Austrian Ambassador in Istanbul informed the Ottoman
Government that Metternich sent a message to Mahmud 1l suggesting that he
decrease his latest military preparations against Mehmet Ali. Metternich also
made a most surprising offer: to resolve the Ottoman’s problem without having
to go to war (BOA, HAT., 381/20567). It seems that Palmerston was not alone in
feeling anxious about the prospect of disrupting European peace with a war
between the Sultan and his governor. Interestingly, Mahmud responded to this
offer saying that if Britain would join in with this possible attempt at an
alternative solution as an allied country, he was inclined to accept this offer and
told the Austrian Ambassador that he could indicate this response thus to
Metternich (BOA, HAT., 381/20567). This response is more evidence
demonstrating Mahmud II’s strong desire for cooperation with Britain to solve
the problem. Although all recent signs indicated that Mahmud was gearing up to
eradicate his biggest problem with a final decisive battle, it seems that he had
been weighing up the international balance of power and waiting until the time
was right to employ an alternative solution.

At this stage, analysis of the latest diplomatic developments from the point
of view of the Ottoman side shows that all Mahmud’s and his diplomats’, efforts
since the beginning of the problem had finally started to yield their results. By
the time 1838 came around, it seems that there was no longer any feeling of
hesitancy in the majority of the British with regard to supporting the Ottoman
Empire. By way of example, when the Ottoman Prime Minister and Ponsonby
had a meeting, they decided to join the Ottoman and British Armadas in the
Lesbos and Chios to make a stronger force against Mehmet Ali. In this meeting
Ponsonby asked the Prime Minister if in the eventuality of a war occurring
between Central Government and the rebel governor, and if the Russians offered
to help Central Government by sending the Russian fleet and troops to the
battlefield, what would the Ottoman government to do about this offer? (BOA,
C..HR., 152/7569) The time had come for Palmerston and Ponsonby to find out
from Mahmud Il and his ministers their opinions on whether, in their minds, the
conditions of the treaty of Unkiar Skelessi had lost their validity or not. In fact,
the abolition of the treaty of Unkiar Skelessi was Palmerston’s single most
important aim in Eastern affairs.

10 To see the vital treaty from a different perspective than the literature look at; S. Demirbas, A New
Perspective on the Treaty of Unkiar Skelessi Mahmud II’s Use of International Diplomacy to
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At the same time, Britain had also started to make efforts to encourage the
other powers in Europe to approach the Ottoman Government with help to solve
the problem in diplomatic ways. In this respect, the British agreed to share their
significant privileges, which had ensued from the treaty of Balta Limani, 16
August 1838, with the other European Countries, in order to create an alliance
against Mehmet Ali. For example, the Ottoman Ambassador in Vienna, Mehmet
Rifat Bey, reported that Queen Victoria had stated in her speech on the opening
day of the British Parliament that a commercial treaty with the Austrians, much
like the treaty of Balta Limani would be very useful and beneficial for Austria,
Britain and the Ottoman Empire (BOA, HAT., 685/33266 H). In the same vein,
the old rivals in the Levant, Britain and France, had celebrated a commercial
treaty signed together with the Ottoman Empire, with a banquet prepared by the
Ottoman Government (BOA, HAT., 737/34965 E).

Meanwhile, the Ottomans continued to prepare their Army for the
imminent battle with the Egyptian Army. In accordance with this purpose, they
put in an order with Britain, France and Russia for body armour/uniforms (BOA,
HAT., 697/33630).

As mentioned above, the Ottoman Fleet had started to act jointly with the
British Fleet in the Mediterranean Sea. Unsurprisingly, the Russians found this a
most irksome state of affairs. By way of example of this, the Prussian
Ambassador in Istanbul communicated to the Ottoman Foreign Minister that the
latest manoeuvres of the Ottoman Fleet along with the British war ships around
Izmir, (an Ottoman city in the Mediterranean) was making the Russians anxious
(BOA, HAT., 737/34969 G). It seems that Mahmud felt he could now gradually
start to leave aside being careful not offend the Russians, as he had had to do for
so long when he was striving to make the Anglo-Ottoman Alliance possible. His
real diplomatic plan’s true colours had begun to come out. Moreover, news had
even started to appear in the British Press that if Mehmet Ali’s army started a war
against the Central Government, it was planned that the British Fleet would go to
Alexandria to prevent the Egyptian army from causing any harm to the Ottoman
Empire (BOA, HAT., 828/37478 A). Such rumours abounded, and encouraged
Mahmud 11 to think that if he did act, the British would be on his side.

These feelings were increased by reports from the Ottoman ambassador in
Prussia, Kamil Pasha, who informed Istanbul that Britain had given formal notice
to Mehmet Ali that the British supported the territorial integrity of the Ottoman
Empire and not his anarchic endeavours (BOA, HAT., 828/37482 A). The British

Resolve the Mehmet Ali Problem, Eskisehir Osmangazi Universitesi Sosyal Bilimler Dergisi, 17(2),
Eskisehir December 2016, pp. 1-16.
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Government wanted to reassure Mahmud and his ministers and in this respect,
they also indicated to the Ottoman Ambassador in London, Sarim Effendi that
the British would always be on the Ottoman side and continue to support them in
their struggle against the Egyptian problem (BOA, HAT., 828/37490). At the
same time, Reshid Pasha, the Ottoman Foreign Minister, had been attempting to
create a public opinion in Europe against Mehmet Ali by getting in touch with
the European Powers (BOA, HAT., 829/37498). From the Topkapi Palace, the
view was looking favourable for a time of reckoning with the over-mighty
governor of Egypt.

But Mehmet Ali had not been sitting by idly and watching Mahmud’s
diplomatic manoeuvres; on the contrary, he continued to be diplomatically active
as well. He started to openly declare that he would not desist from seeking to gain
his independence. Palmerston, although he was out of London at the moment,
sent a letter to Sarim Effendi about this bold announcement, saying that Mehmet
Ali’s last declaration had been made in order to find out how the European
Powers would react, and when he got back to London he would like to meet and
negotiate about this topic in detail with Sarim Effendi (BOA, HAT., 829/37500
B.). Sarim Effendi reported after completing his round with his contacts among
the British politicians in London that the British had a good mind to resolve the
problem for the benefit of the Ottomans (BOA, HAT., 830/37506). Another
diplomat aside from Sarim Effendi, who had been very active in this process, was
Kamil Pasha in Prussia. He met with the British Charge D'affaires in Prussia in
order to find out what was happening with respect to the latest negotiations in the
British Government about the Mehmet Ali problem (BOA, HAT., 829/37502 B).
All of this active enquiry-making from the Ottoman diplomats show that they had
been working hard under the Sultan’s direction to successfully achieve their
objective of resolving the problem with the help of the British.

Ibrahim Pasha, had also been watching developments and preparing for
war. He, too, had been determined to enhance his army in preparation for the last
battle. In this context, he tried to gather some weapons from the Diirzi people, a
kind of religious community in the Ottoman Empire, but they refused to give up
their weapons to Ibrahim and fought against him (BOA, HAT., 381/20579 H).

The diplomatic complexities increased as events moved towards crisis. For
instance, although Britain and France had sternly warned Ibrahim Pasha to not
attempt any kind of attack upon the Central Government’s troops, at the same
time these two powers gave notice to the Central Government that if the Russians
assisted the Ottoman Government, then they would support the opposite side:
Ibrahim Pasha (BOA, HAT., 381/20579 H). All players in the game seemed, as
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it were, to place their last diplomatic card. But if the Europeans thought that they
had the power to prevent the actors in the East from pursuing their own plans they
were, not for the first or last time, over estimating their influence. However, the
Ottomans were seeking to use the Chancelleries of Europe as much as the latter
were trying to use them.

The Ottoman Empire had been very sensitive to the diplomatic balance
between all the countries in the region as well. Although Mahmud Il and his
diplomats had been striving to gain British support, they had also been
endeavouring not to cause the Russians to have misgivings about their true aims.
This extreme sensitivity can be seen in the curious matter of an article containing
positive points about the Sultan. It was printed by the Ottoman government, and
would have been reproduced in the British newspapers but for the fact that when
Mahmud saw the article he adjudged it to be unsuitable for publication in that
form, in case the Russians might see the Sultan effectively being praised by
Britain and be offended at the cordial relations the article implied. For this reason,
Mahmud ordered his ministers to have the style of the article softened so as not
to be so effusive. Consequently, a British official was assigned to submit the new
version of the article to the British newspapers (BOA, HAT., 382/20592). In the
light of this example it could be said that Mahmud Il and his skilful diplomats
were not just basing their diplomatic policies on only one possibility, on the
contrary, they were aware that they had to consider all possibilities in this
diplomatic struggle, from all angles.

It was in this context that Mahmud Il ordered his ministers that they should
be very careful about the latest diplomatic process in Europe and they should use
the correct language when the right times came in order to ensure the European
powers’ support of the Ottomans concerning the Mehmet Ali problem (BOA,
HAT., 452/22409 C).

Meanwhile, Sarim Effendi delivered a secret report from London that he
had met with Palmerston. This report stated that Britain was of one mind with the
Sultan about the Mehmet Ali problem, and they would not in the least support
Mehmet Ali in his struggle for independence (BOA, HAT., 831/37519 A). Sarim
Effendi also indicated from London that after this meeting Palmerston sent a letter
to Campbell, the British Ambassador in Alexandria, that Britain would not in any
sense consent to, encourage or uphold Mehmet Ali’s separation from the Central
Government (BOA, HAT., 831/37519 B). This was just the kind of unequivocal
support the Sultan had been working towards, and a far cry from the initial
lukewarm response he had received at the outset.
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At the same time as these diplomatic developments, there were two
significant developments in the second half of the 1830s that had put the Anglo-
Ottoman relationship on a very good footing. One of them was the Treaty of Balta
Limani and the other was the Anglo-Ottoman cooperation to reform the Ottoman
Empire and enhance its infrastructure. In particular, Mahmud wanted to use the
Treaty of Balta Limani to completely win the British on his side, despite there
being many negative features within the treaty which would straiten, somehow,
the Ottoman economic life.'* Moreover, the cooperation between the British and
the Ottomans in the reform process to strengthen the Empire against Mehmet Ali
and the Russians, resulted in much-improved Anglo-Ottoman relations. Mahmud
also took the advantage of the positive diplomatic atmosphere in his Empire's
favour to reform his Empire by rallying European support in this process, which
was one of Mahmud Il's most important goals.

With these last positive diplomatic developments, even though Palmerston
and Metternich’s apprehension about preventing the shattering of European peace
had been on the agenda; from Mahmud’s point of view the diplomatic atmosphere
seemed to be ready for the last operation against Mehmet Ali. The two most
significant figures in the European diplomacy had tacitly expressed that they were
in favour of the Ottomans defending their territory with a retaliatory strike against
the provocation of Mehmet Ali’s unchecked army advances, and that that they
had a right to intervene against Mehmet Ali after he had so blatantly violated the
conditions of the treaty of Kiitahya by attacking to his sovereign’s territories.
Furthermore, since 1826 Mahmud and his statesmen had been applying their
utmost endeavours to the improvement of the new and inexperienced Ottoman
Army, Asakir-i Mansure-i Muhammediye. Furthermore, now he had gained the
European countries’ support, and in particular with the efforts the British made
after the treaty of Unkiar Skelessi to educate the Ottoman officers and enhance
the ammunition of the Ottoman Army, Mahmud Il had started to think that his
army was now perhaps strong enough to beat his governor’s army. His renewed
opinion about his forces potency meant that in his mind’s eye, this time was going
to be completely different from the battles he had lost in Syria and in Konya in
1832. As a matter of fact Mahmud was not altogether unreasonable in thinking
like this, since this time, he not only had on his side the support of the majority
of the European countries, but also a much better trained and equipped army, by

11 To find more information about Mahmud II’ using the Treaty of Balta Limani as a diplomatic
weapon to solve Mehmet Ali Problem look at S. Demirbas, The Treaty of Balta Limani’s Role in
Anglo-Ottoman Relations During The Mehmet Ali Problem, Journal of History School, 8(24),
December 2015, pp.233-251.
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the virtue of all his and his statesmen’s vigorous diplomatic efforts, played out
between 1833 and 1839.

CONCLUSION

Mahmud IT’s all the military and diplomatic efforts provided him with the
confidence to confront Mehmet Ali as regards his continual breaches of the peace
treaty. But in spite of Mahmud II’s beliefs in his army’s strength and capacity to
beat his rebel governor’s army, the Ottoman army suffered a resounding defeat
on 24 June 1839 in Nizip, an Ottoman provincial town in SOutheastern Anatolia.
This was a devastating blow, and plunged the Empire into a major crisis;
however, Mahmud did not live long enough to hear about this devastating turn of
events, as he died on July 1, 1839, only a few days before the news arrived in
Istanbul. Despite the Sultan’s death and the defeat of his army, Mehmet Ali could
not advance his army any further because of the diplomatic pressure on him from
other European countries. At this stage, it should be mentioned that some foreign
scholars, such as Webster, have attributed this diplomatic success over Mehmet
Ali to Palmerston’s diplomatic ability. By way of illustration, Webster stated on
this subject that;

“The triumph of Palmerston in 1840 was perhaps the greatest
which he ever won in his long connection with foreign affairs... This result
was obtained because Palmerston sought ends which in the long run even
those who opposed him saw were necessary. The time was not ripe for a
dissolution of the Ottoman Empire which would almost certainly have
occurred if Palmerston had not had his way. This failure of Mahmud’s final
fling at his vassal, so disastrous in its results, would have deprived the
Porte permanently of the rule of all the Aran-speaking lands, including the
Holy Places, unless it had been rescued by European, mainly British,
action.” (Webster, 1951, p.621)

These determinations and views of the foreign scholars do not show the
whole picture in all its aspects because nobody, including the Turkish historians,
has ever described Mahmud II’s and his diplomats’ role in this diplomatic success
story in winning the European powers, particularly Britain, around to their side
via their vigorous diplomatic efforts during the process leading up to the Egyptian
army’s last decisive victory in Nizip. It was, partly at least, those diplomatic and
political efforts of previous decade which now bore fruit. The Ottoman Empire
was thought to be reformable by Palmerston, and he no longer thought it was
going to fall apart; he was also determined not to repeat the mistakes of 1832/3.
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However, examination of this intensive diplomatic period, 1833-1839,
from the point of view of the Ottoman side is extremely critical. The Ottoman
influence, under the leadership of Mahmud I, was in large part a strong factor
determining the alteration of the attitude of the British, particularly Palmerston
about this “Eastern Empire”. This mission was not easy since this very same
person, Palmerston, and the very same British politicians, had been thinking the
exact opposite at the beginning of the 1830s about the Ottoman Empire to the
way they now thought about the Empire in the second half of the 1830s.
Charmley summarised very well the British position in 1831 on the Ottomans.

“Palmerston’s initial stance on the Ottoman Empire was what one
might have expected from the self-proclaimed inheritor of Canning’s
philhellene policy; he was, initially, firmly on the side of those who
believed that the Ottoman Empire was doomed. In a letter to his old friend
(now ambassador to France) Lord Granville, in 1831, he wrote: “The fact
is that Turkey is rapidly falling the pieces. This need not imply that he,
personally, wanted the Ottoman Empire to collapse, but there were
certainly those in the government who did.” (Charmley, 2002, p.82)

As it can be seen in these words of Charmley, although Palmerston was so
pessimistic about the Ottoman Empire’s ability to survive or even worse, some
British politicians in the Cabinet even desired the Empire’dissolution. Later on,
the main British policy had been to support the maintenance of the territorial
integrity of this Eastern country with their all might. It is a fact that that this sea
change, in the British policy respecting the Eastern affairs which came about in
only a few years, would have been too great to be spontaneous.

It might be said that it is not necessary in this article to study diplomatic
events after Mahmud II’s death since the present literature has covered this in
much detail. However, it should be mentioned that the last words of the article,
assert that Mahmud’s and his diplomats’ contribution was considerable, and just
as significant as that of Palmerston and Metternich. The Sultan’s diplomatic
efforts greatly assisted in bringing about the first result in 1839, stopping Mehmet
Ali from going any further, and then the Convention of London, officially called
the Convention for the Pacification of the Levant, signed in 1840 by the Ottoman
Empire and the four European powers, Britain, Russia, Austria, Prussia, and
Mehmet Ali. This convention was vital, and profitable for both the British and
the Ottomans, because Mehmet Ali and the Russians lost almost everything that
they had acquired between 1833 and 1839. This treaty would probably have
evidenced to Mahmud I1 that all his diplomatic efforts had been well worth all his
trouble, had he lived long enough to see this positive final phase of the long and
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difficult diplomatic process he had instigated to free his Empire from two big
troubles; Mehmet Ali and Russia.
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EXTENDED ABSTRACT

Mahmud Il initiated a massive reform programme in order to improve the social,
economic, military and administrative circumstances of the Empire with the help
of well trained statesmen. These reforms have been studied by numerous
historians. Nevertheless, the narrative concerning the use of the diplomacy that
was conducted by Mahmud Il and his diplomats and that was seen as the only
weapon to save the Empire from major international conflicts along with many
other issues the Empire had to deal with, were either not narrated from an
Ottoman perspective and not in a proper manner or it was done from a European
viewpoint. "Orientalism" could be said to be one of the most important reasons
for this bias against the Ottoman diplomacy of that era. This bias is most evident
when it comes to the issue of Mehmed Ali Pasha of Egypt. This issue took place
between 1831 and 1839. In spite of the big ambitions of the governor of Egypt,
Mehmed Ali Pasha who wanted to give the house of Osman an end, the two
military defeats (1832 Konya and 1839 Nizip) did not finish off the Empire. At
this point, the following question comes to mind: what saved the Empire that had
already become militarily vulnerable to collapse. The answer is simple:
diplomacy. Most accounts of the Ottoman diplomacy of that era have always been
one sided and Eurocentric due to some "orientalist” biases and prejudices.
According to these narratives, after suffering some military defeats, Mahmud Il
and his diplomats just watched the diplomatic manoeuvres of the European
powers in Ottoman lands and waited for the end without having any diplomatic
plans and manoeuvres. They also portray Lord Palmerston as the sole architect
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of the 1840 Treaty of London that compensated the two military defeats and that
extended the life of the Empire by another century.

However when we examine the instructions in Ottoman documents given by the
Emperor to his diplomats residing in many European capitals and their efforts to
follow them, it will be seen what kind of a role Mahmud Il and his diplomats
played in this diplomatic success. It will also be seen that the Emperor and his
diplomats had a diplomatic goal and they launched a diplomatic campaign to
reach that goal, and this was the background to the ensuing events seen as to the
detriment of the Empire: the arrival in Istanbul of Russian troops after the 1832
Konya defeat, the 1833 Treaty of Hiinkar Iskelesi, the 1838 Treaty of Baltalimani
and finally the Battle of Nizip in 1839.

In this study a short introduction to the course of the institutional reforms in
Ottoman diplomacy from Selim I11 to Mahmud Il will be followed by a focus on
the Empire's diplomatic manoeuvres prior to the Battle of Nizip that was itself an
effort to bring the diplomatic campaign initiated by the Emperor and his men, to
a successful end.

[805]



Tarih Okulu Dergisi (TOD) Journal of History School (JOHS)
Nisan 2021 April 2021
Yil 14, Sayi LI, s5.806-830. Year 14, Issue LI, pp.806-830.

DOI No: http://dx.doi.org/10.29228/Joh.49824
Authenticity process is conducted by

=

) =
intihal.net

Makale Tiirii: Arastirma makalesi Avrticle Type: Research article
Gelis Tarihi: 05-03-2021 Submitted: 05-03-2021
Kabul Tarihi: 20-04-2021 Accepted: 20-04-2021
On-line Yayin: 30-04-2021 Published Online: 30-04-2021

Atif Bilgisi / Reference Information
Yikmen Edens, B. (2020). The Place of Dolmens in the Archaelogy of Turkey - A
Review. Journal of History School, 51, 806-830.

THE PLACE OF DOLMENS IN THE ARCHAEOLOGY OF TURKEY —
A REVIEW

Bakiye YUKMEN EDENS*

Abstract

Dolmens and other megalithic monuments are important elements of European
prehistory. Similar kinds of monuments have been known to exist in Turkey since the
1930s, and research on these monuments has continued intermittently until the present
day. However, megalithic monuments in Turkey remain poorly understood, due in part to
a relative lack of research interest in these monuments, and in part to terminological
confusion among archaeologists. This article discusses terminological issues related to
dolmens, and summarizes the history of research in Turkey of these megalithic
monuments. Then the article reviews the approximately 1100 dolmens currently known
in Turkey. Almost all of these dolmens are in three different regions (middle Euphrates-
Cilicia, Kars, Turkish Thrace) at the edges of the country, and the dolmens in each of
these regions have a different architectural character and chronological position.

Keyword: Dolmen, Megalithism, Turkey, Anatolian prehistory

Tiirkiye Arkeolojisinde Dolmenlerin Yeri — Bir Degerlendirme
Oz
Dolmenler ve diger megalitik anitlar, Avrupa tarihdncesinin 6nemli unsurlardir.
Tiirkiye'de de benzer tiirden anitlarin var oldugu, 1930'lardan beri bilinmektedir ve bu
anitlar iizerine yapilan arastirmalar giiniimiize kadar, aralikli olarak, devam etmistir.
Bununla birlikte, Tiirkiye'deki megalitik anitlar, kismen bu anitlara yonelik aragtirma
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ilgisinin gorece eksikliginden ve kismen de arkeologlar arasindaki terminolojik
karigikliktan dolayr tam olarak anlagilamamistir. Bu makale, dolmenlerle ilgili
terminolojik konular1 tartigmakta ve Tiirkiye'deki bu megalitik anitlarin arastirilma
tarihini 6zetlemektedir. Makale daha sonra, su anda Tirkiye'de bilinen yaklagik 1100
dolmeni degerlendirmektedir. Bu dolmenlerin neredeyse tamamu, {ilkenin sinirlarinda, ti¢
farkli bolgede (Orta Firat-Kilikya, Kars, Tirkiye Trakyasi) bulunmaktadir ve bu
bolgelerin her birinde bulunan dolmenler farkli bir mimari karaktere ve kronolojik
konuma sahiptir.

Anahtar kelimeler: Dolmen, Megalitizm, Tiirkiye, Anadolu prehistoryasi

INTRODUCTION

The words “megalith”, “megalithic” and “megalithism” have several
different meanings in Turkish archaeology. In one usage, these words simply
refer to construction with ‘large stones,” and even a brief internet search shows
these terms applied to places as diverse as Neolithic Gobekli Tepe and Roman
Baalbek. At least in the latter context, “megalithic” is basically equivalent to
“cyclopean.” In a more restricted usage, these terms are applied to implicitly
prehistoric structures of large undressed stones. Such structures are typically
classified as dolmens, menhirs and cromlechs.

The latter meaning reflects the French-inspired tradition of prehistoric
archaecology which Sevket Aziz Kansu initiated in Turkey during the 1930s.
Kansu earned a medical degree in Istanbul, and then in 1927 traveled to Paris to
study physical anthropology. On his return to Turkey in 1929 he taught
anthropology and, in 1935, he helped to establish the Faculty of Language,
History and Geography (Dil ve Tarih-Cografya Fakiiltesi) in Ankara, where he
developed the program of prehistoric archaeology. As part of this program Kansu
published Prehistorya Arastirmalarinda Metodlar (Kansu, 1938), as a textbook
for Turkish students. This short work was in fact a translated abridgement of the
second edition of Manuel de recherche préhistorique (Société Préhistorique
Frangaise, 1929), which had appeared shortly before Kansu returned to Turkey.
In his book Kansu used the terms menhir (and also the Turkish equivalent
dikilitas), stone alignment (sira taslart), cromlech, dolmen and tumulus. He
characterized as megalithic these kinds of structures (Kansu, 1938, p.94-98).

Turkish researchers today use these terms in a fairly consistent way.
However, terminological problems do emerge with “dolmen” and “tumulus” as
classes of funerary monuments. Turkey is at the geographical intersection of
continents. The country is also at the intersection of three different intellectual
traditions of archaeology. Many researchers follow the western European
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tradition of prehistoric archaeology that Kansu introduced to Turkey, and these
researchers speak of dolmens, menhirs and so forth. In this tradition, a dolmen is
a chamber of large, usually roughly shaped stones. The chamber is built upon the
ground surface, and it need not be enclosed by earth or rubble. This intellectual
tradition makes an explicit allusion to megalithism, i.e. the incorporation of large
stones in prehistoric monuments.

Other researchers follow a tradition of classical archaeology which uses
the term ‘tumulus’ as a catch-all for any kind of mounded covering over a burial
chamber of any structural type. In this regard, a relatively small tumulus of stone
rubble is equivalent to the Scottish word ‘cairn,” a term which is rarely used in
Turkey but which is common employed in Near Eastern archaeology as an
alternative to tumulus. Some researchers, notably among those working in
northeastern Anatolia (e.g. Kéroglu, 2000; Ozfirat, 2009), have adopted the term
“kurgan,” again in reference to any burial below a mound of earth or stone rubble.
This usage follows the tradition inherited from Russian/Soviet archaeology in the
neighboring Transcaucasian states and the (Turkic) steppes, and indeed the
archaeological cultures involved span the modern borders.

In itself a tumulus, a cairn or a kurgan has no necessary relationship to
megalithism. Use of the term “dolmen” draws attention to the nature and location
of the chamber, i.e. a structure of large stones set upon the ground surface. In
contrast, tumulus, kurgan and cairn draw attention to the earth or rubble mound
that covers the chamber. The mound might enclose a chamber that is constructed
of very large stones. For example the Kurtkale kurgans (on the left bank of the
Kura River near the Georgian border) cover chambers roofed by slabs that may
exceed 2 x 1 m in size (Koroglu, 2000); the Talin kurgan no. 10 in Armenia
covers a dolmen-like structure set upon the original ground surface (Kalantarian,
2011). But in most kurgans or tumuli, the burial is a simple pit, a timber chamber,
a stone cist, or a chamber of dressed stone blocks. Even when the structural
character of the chamber is evident, different researchers might identify the same
monument as a dolmen, a tumulus or a kurgan. For example Kokten (1944) called
a large structure at Ak¢akale a dolmen, while Koroglu (2000) termed the same
structure a kurgan. The structure may in fact not be prehistoric, but rather an
Urartian (Iron Age) burial monument (Yiikmen, 2003, p.30).

The following review follows the French-inspired vocabulary which
Kansu introduced to archaeology in Turkey. Therefore these structures are
identified by the character of the chamber rather than the covering over the
chamber. Dolmens are known primarily from three distinct zones around the

[808]



The Place of Dolmens in the Archaeology of Turkey

edges of Turkey, in the northeast (Kars), the south (Euphrates-Cilicia) and the
northwest (Thrace).
1. History of Megalithic Research in Turkey

Megalithic monuments in Anatolia were first mentioned when Ernest
Chantre reported rumor of dolmens between Mus and Erzurum (Chantre, 1882).
At this time, tombs identified as dolmens were well-known in Caucasia, and
Jacques de Morgan (1890) excavated a number of these megalithic monuments
near Lenkoran in the Talysh region of Azerbaijan. Megalithic research began in
Bulgaria with the work of the Skorpil brothers during the late 19" century, and in
1933 V. Mikov referred to dolmens in Turkish Thrace (Ozdogan & Akman, 1992,
p.407). But neither the Francophone nor the Slavophone research had any direct
effect on Turkish archaeology. Indeed, megalithic structures were only rarely
reported in Turkey before the Second World War, examples being a standing
stone in Elbistan (van der Osten, 1930, p.108, fig. 116) and megalithic circles in
Malatya (Przyluski, 1937; see also Alvaro & Palumbi, 2014).

Following Kansu’s creation of the archaeology program in Ankara, . Kilig
Kokten and others began regional surveys in many parts of Turkey during the
1940s and the following decades. These surveys encountered megalithic
monuments of different kinds, as summarized in the following table. Typically
the structures were reported with minimal detail, and with often unfounded
speculation of date. Anecdotal reporting of dolmens continued during the 1980s
and later, for example the three dolmens described from the classical town Limyra
in Antalya (Borchhardt & Wurster, 1989). But more systematic research
programs oriented toward megalithic structures also began during the 1980s.
Mehmet Ozdogan’s research program in Turkish Thrace included an explicit
focus on dolmens (Ozdogan, 1982; Ozdogan, 1983; Ozdogan & Akman, 1992;
Akman, 1997). This program led to spin-off projects that addressed standing
stones/menhirs in Turkish Thrace (Erdogu, 2003; Erdogu, 2005; Erdogu et al.,
2002). Other research project during the 1990s focused on dolmens in Kars,
Adryaman, and Gaziantep (Yikmen, 2003), and in Hatay and Kahramanmaras
(Yikmen 2000; Yiikmen, 2001; Yiikmen Edens, 2003; Yikmen Edens, 2004;
Yiikmen Edens, 2012). More recently dolmens have been found in a prehistoric
survey in Adana (Yiikmen Edens, 2018; Yiikmen Edens, 2019).

As this summary suggests, Turkish archaeology has given relatively little
attention to megalithic structures. Most known dolmens (and other megalithic
structures) appear in three geographical parts of Turkey — in southeastern
Anatolia, in the Kars region of northeastern Anatolia, and in Turkish Thrace
(Figure 1). Around 1100 dolmens have been reported from Turkey to date. The
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great majority of these structures — over 90% — appear in southeastern Anatolia.
Of the remainder, most are in Turkish Thrace and only a small number are in
northeastern Anatolia. In addition a few dolmen-like structures are reported from
Antalya in southwestern Anatolia. These include three structures reported from
Limyra (Borchhardt & Wurster, 1989), and four structures at Gokgedren
(Yiikmen, 2003, p.26-27). These structures incorporated large shaped stones that
are better characterized as ‘“cyclopean” rather than “megalithic”, and the
structures very likely date to the Hellenistic period.

Table: Megaliths reported before 1980

Type Province Locality Reference
“menhir” Kahramanmaras Elbistan van der Osten 1930
Kokten 1960
Ankara Ilicakoy Kokten 1947
Kastamonu Eksen Kokten 1951
. Bostanc1 1952
Thrace various Kansu 1969
“cromlech” Malatya Gelinciktepe  Przyluski 1937
Kars Akgakale Kokten1944
Kahramanmaras various Kokten 1960
“dolmen” Kars Akcakale Kokten 1945
Kahramanmaras Tasoluk Kokten 1960
Thrace various Kansu 1963
Kansu 1969
Kansu 1971
Kars Cayc1 Koyii  Kansu 1964
Antalya near Karain ~ Kokten 1967

2. Dolmens in Southeastern Anatolia

Dolmens are documented in three geographically distinct sections of
southeastern Anatolia (Figure 2): (1) elevated locations near right bank tributaries
to the Euphrates River in Adiyaman, Gaziantep and Kahramanmaras; (2)
locations within the catchment of the Orontes River in Hatay; and (3) a coastal
setting west of the Amanos Mountains in Adana. Most of the dolmens in all three
settings are rectangular box-like structures. In their basic form, these structures
are made with three large stone slabs (two side walls and a roof). This basic form
is often called a trilithon (see Fraser, 2018). An additional slab may close the
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back or both front and back ends of the chamber. In some locations in Hatay,
passage graves and other structural types are common. These types include
dolmens with walls made from multiple slabs set on edge plus a short entry
passage, and chambers constructed of roughly coursed stones. These variations
probably have a chronological significance. In the southern Levant, the trilithon
form is firmly dated to 4" millennium BC, while other forms of megalithic graves
date to the 3 and early 2" millennium BC (most recently, Fraser, 2018). We do
not know whether the same chronological distinctions apply also to southeastern
Anatolia, but it would be prudent to consider these structural types separately.

2.1 Trilithons

Right bank Euphrates drainage

Five groups of trilithons have been found on limestone ridges which
bracket right bank tributaries to the Euphrates River. These dolmens sit on south-
facing slopes, but not on the crest, of the ridges, 20-30km west of the Euphrates
itself (see Figure 2 no. 3-7). In Adiyaman three groups of 2-67 dolmens (Tetirli,
Kargali and Yoldiizli) appear on the Heyikdag: ridge along the north side of the
Cakirhoytiik plain. In Kahramanmaras a group of 69 dolmens form two clusters
on the Bozdag ridge near Kdkliicu and Sarikdy in the Araban plain. In Gaziantep
at least 26 dolmens form several clusters over a 1 x 3km area at Kiiciik Karakuyu
on the Karadag ridge overlooking the Yavuzeli plain (for more detailed
presentations, see Yiikkmen, 2003; Yiikmen Edens, 2012).

The trilithons are made of limestone slabs set on edge and covered with a
limestone capstone. In most cases the side walls are formed of a single slab.
Most chambers have no or only one (surviving) end wall, and fewer than one in
ten are closed at both ends. The great majority of chambers have vertical side
walls (Figure 3 left). But some chambers in all the groups except Sarikdy are
formed by two slabs leaning toward each other to form a triangular space with
the capstone balanced over the central ridge-line. When such chambers have end
walls, these stones are also triangular in shape. The average chamber at Kargali
and Kiigiik Karakuyu is 1.6-1.7m long, 0.9-1.0m wide, and 0.9-1.3m high. The
chambers at Tetirli tend to be a little smaller than this. Some chambers appear
on a rectilinear platform formed by one or more courses of stone blocks.
Coverings of rubble and/or earth are evident at many dolmens, including a few
of the chambers set on platforms (visible in Figure 3 left). At Sarikdy pairs of
dolmens may share a rubble covering. Some of these double chambers share a
party wall, others are separate structures.
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The dolmen chambers in the Euphrates drainage generally lack decorative
elaboration. However, cupmarks (small and shallow ‘cupules’ up to 8cm across
and 5¢cm deep) appear on the upper face of the capstone of several chambers in
Gaziantep, and similar cupmarks appear in a nearby exposure of bedrock. The
purpose of these cupules remains speculative.

Orontes drainage (Kizilkaya — Hatay)

Trilithons appear at two locations on limestone ridges on the east edge of
the Amugq plain (Figure 2 no. 1). Two hundred ninety two dolmens plus a stone
circle have been recorded across a 63 ha area on the Kizilkaya ridge, and an
additional six chambers appear on the nearby Sarmasik hill. Trilithons also occur
at Catalyurt near the Karasu, but these form a continuum with more complex
structures which are considered below.

At Kizilkaya and Sarmagsik 278 of the 298 chambers are made by two
limestone slabs set on edge to form side walls and covered by a capstone (Figure
3 right). Only 16 of 219 well-preserved chambers have one or both side walls
formed by two slabs. The slabs used for walls measure 40-185cm in length and
50-175cm in width, while the capstones are 85-300cm long by 55-200cm wide;
all the slabs are 15-60cm thick. The chambers average 1.4m by 85cm in floor
area, and they average 65cm in interior height. About 60% of the well-preserved
chambers have one end wall, and 20% have two end walls. Generally wall slabs
are even in height, but in three cases the side wall stones are much higher at one
end than the other, so that the capstone forms a sloping roof (lower at the rear of
the chamber than at the entrance). Twenty chambers use a bedrock shelf as one
or both sides of a chamber — in these cases the capstone rests upon the bedrock
shelf plus one or more wall slabs. Most of the dolmens lack preserved
elaborations. Rectangular platforms of stone blocks or of rubble and earth
retained by a low wall (the latter occurring on hill slopes) were found in only 14
cases. Covering mounds of rubble and earth, typically surviving 20cm or less in
height, appear at only 18 dolmens, a few of which also have a platform (see
Yikmen Edens, 2012 for more detail).

Few surface artifacts appear in the dolmen fields of Kizilkaya and
Sarmagsik, and these either are Roman pottery or roof tiles, or they are not
chronologically diagnostic. The dolmens therefore remain without even the
suggestion of a date. Recent illicit digging into one dolmen did leave behind
human bone and teeth, confirming that the structures were used.
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Adana

In 2016 and 2017 an on-going prehistoric survey in eastern Cilicia found
trilithons on a basalt hill next to the Gulf of Iskenderun, where the Botas port
(terminus of the petroleum pipeline from Azerbaijan) is located (Figure 2 no. 8).
The dolmens have been published only in preliminary form (Yiikmen Edens,
2018; Yiikmen Edens, 2019). Here the trilithons form two clusters about 1km
apart on the west side of the Botas basalt hill, overlooking the valley through
which flows the Boyali Dere to the sea. The southern cluster contains a dozen or
more structures, and the northern cluster includes 28 dolmens over a 300 x 100m
area, plus another 3 dolmens about 300m further north. The trilithons are made
of basalt slabs, which are up to 210cm by 160 cm by 50cm in size. Most chambers
are open at both ends; some chambers with one end wall, and a few with two end
walls, also appear (Figure 4). The chambers are 1.2-1.7m x 0.5-0.7m in floor
area, and they stand around 60cm high. In some examples in both clusters, a circle
of stone blocks surrounds the chamber, but otherwise the dolmens lack
elaborations such an entry passage, a platform or a preserved covering mound.

Although an extensive artifact scatter covers the west slope of the hill,
these artifacts represent Palaeolithic through medieval periods, and none occurs
within or directly near a dolmen. Between the two parts of the north cluster of
dolmens are faint remains of agricultural terracing. This terracing is much more
eroded than nearby terraces of evident Roman date, and surface artifacts suggest
a Late Chalcolithic-Early Bronze date. Boyali Hoyiik — the only known
prehistoric settlement in the Boyali Dere valley — sits on the western edge of the
Botas hill, about 1.7km from the agricultural terracing and 1.5km from the south
cluster of dolmens. Surface pottery from the mound indicates Late Chalcolithic
and Early Bronze Age (as well as later) occupation (Steadman, 1994). As a
hypothesis for future research, these three elements — village, agricultural terraces
and dolmens — belong together, the dolmens serving to mark territory and
ownership.

2.2 Passage graves and other forms at Catalyurt (Hatay)

The Karasu, in the northern edge of the Orontes drainage, flows into the
Amugq plain through a landscape of Pleistocene basalt flows. Survey near Hassa
in the late 1990s recorded 456 structures along a 5km length of the southern end
of the Koroglu basalt (Figure 2 no. 2); more recent survey has added another
dozen structures to this total (Yiikmen, 2000; Yikmen, 2001; Yikmen Edens,
2012: Yiukmen Edens, 2018). This section of the basalt hosts numerous springs,
and the Karasu runs nearby. The recorded structures are typologically diverse.
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Some are trilithons, but most are passage graves, masonry chambers or other
forms of megalithic tombs.

The structures recorded in the original survey form four unequal clusters along
the southern edge of the Kéroglu basalt badlands (le¢e). From west to east these
clusters are;

Catalyurt-1 — 83 structures near Mazmanl

Catalyurt-2 — 39 structures

Catalyurt-3 — 318 structures near Catalyurt

Catalyurt-4 — 14 structures

The more recently recorded structures are just west of Catalyurt-1 in Mazmanli,
and they belong to the same group.

While many of the structures present relatively inchoate heaps of stone,
architectural details are evident in about two-thirds of the structures. These
structures fall into three basic formal types.

Orthostat chambers

Basalt slabs set on edge (orthostats) form chambers that are covered by
basalt capstones. The chambers are normally rectangular but they occasionally
take a trapezoidal, and in one case an oval, plan. The chambers are usually 80-
150cm long and 60-100cm wide but they can be up to 3m long and almost 2m
wide. The larger chambers are formed by multiple slabs on each side — about
30% of chambers are formed by a single slab for each wall, and the rest have 2-4
slabs for side walls and/or end walls; the wall of the above-mentioned oval
chamber is composed of 8 slabs. The typical orthostat is 50-100cm wide, 50-
90cm high, and 20-30cm thick, while the capstones are somewhat larger (usually
80-150cm long, 50-100cm wide and 30-35cm thick, but they can be as much as
250 x 150cm in area). An interior pavement was seen in one example.

About one-third of the well-preserved orthostat chambers are closed at both ends;
these chambers are all trilithons in type, i.e. they use a single stone for each
sidewall. The remaining chambers are open at one end, and the side wall of most
of these structures is composed of two or more orthostats. The entrances to the
latter chambers are often elaborated with a frame (narrow orthostats set at right
angles to the side walls) or a short entry passage (Figure 5). Passaged chambers
account for over twenty percent of the well-preserved sample.

Around three-fifths of the chambers are enclosed by an exterior structure.
Several types of exterior structures appear. Often a mound of rubble surrounds
the chamber, and a low (single course) ring wall sometimes retains the rubble.
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In some cases, a coursed retaining wall, composed of up to 7-8 courses of basalt
blocks up to 1.5m high, surrounds the chamber, with rubble filling the space
between these two architectural elements (Figure 5).

Coursed masonry chambers

These rectilinear or curvilinear chambers are formed of basalt blocks laid
in rough courses and covered by capstones. The rectilinear chambers are 1-1.5m
long or smaller, while the curvilinear chambers are 2-3m across. Some of the
chambers survive up to 1.5m high but most heavily collapsed. The masonry
chambers are surrounded by high ring walls that are similar in construction to
those described above for orthostat chambers. The ring walls normally enclose a
rubble fill against the masonry chamber, but occasionally the two elements abut.
Ring walls may be roughly square (4-5m to a side) or rectangular (3.5-5.5 x 2.5-
4.5m) in outline, but many are curvilinear (Figure 6). Most of curvilinear ring
walls take an oval shape, but some incorporate straight sections that turn a right
angle to make a quadrant shape. Most of the curvilinear ring walls enclose an
area similar to the rectilinear walls (mostly 3.5-4.5m across) but some are up to
10m across. The generally collapsed state of the upper coursing prevents
ascertaining details of the interior of the chambers (e.g. the presence of paved
floors, the possibility of corbelling). Built entrances seem to be absent from these
structures.

Corbelled chambers

Only two chambers are constructed of basalt blocks laid in a corbelling
fashion to form the side walls of a rectilinear chamber open at one end and
covered by larger slabs (capstone). The chambers are 150m long wide and 80cm
wide at the entrance, narrowing toward the closed rear wall; the chambers are
about a meter high. A rubble covering encloses both of the corbelled chambers.

Cluster composition

The four clusters at Catalyurt contain different proportions of these three
structural types. In the Catalyurt-1 cluster, all of the identifiable structures are
orthostat chambers. Three of the chambers found in the original survey and all
of the chambers found in 2016 have a ring wall. In the Catalyurt-2 cluster, all but
one of the identifiable structures is an orthostat chamber, and the exception is a
masonry chamber. In the Catalyurt-3 cluster, only 29 of 233 (12%) of identifiable
structures are orthostat chambers, of which five have a coursed ring wall. Here
the great majority of the structures (203 of 233) are coursed masonry chambers,
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and one is a corbelled chamber. Only four of the structures in the Catalyurt-4
cluster are structurally identifiable — two are orthostat chambers and two are
masonry chambers.

This variability suggests a significant degree of cultural, social and/or
chronological difference at Catalyurt. Regarding chronology, however, the only
materials seen around the megalithic structures was Roman period pottery.
Several mounds with Chalcolithic, Early Bronze and later occupation do appear
near Catalyurt-3 and Catalyurt-4.

3. Dolmens in northeastern Anatolia

Leaving aside the issue of the debatable structures at Akgakale (see above),
dolmens appear at Carci in the valley of the Kii¢iik Dere, which is a stream which
issues from the south end of Cildir Lake in Kars. This area is high mountains —
the valley itself has very steep sides formed of basalt, and the dolmens appear at
an elevation of around 1850m above sea level. Fifteen dolmens have been
recorded here, on both sides of the stream (Yiikmen, 2003, p.30-32; see also
Kansu, 1964). Seven of these structures are preserved well enough to show
architectural details; in their original condition, the other eight structures
probably resembled these seven. The structures present two basic elements —
chamber plus entry corridor. Chambers are polygonal in plan, and measure 2-3m
by 1-3m in floor area and 0.7-1.7m in height. The chamber walls are composed
of blocks of basalts laid in rough courses. Surrounding the chamber walls are
large blocks that form a kind of revetment around the chamber (Figure 7 right).
The combination of chamber wall plus revetment forms a thickness of 2-3m. The
corridors are 4-10m long, a little more than 1m wide, and about 50 cm high
(Figure 7). Both the chambers and the corridors are covered by basalt slabs which
are 1.8-2.2m long, 0.7-1.2m wide and 30-50cm thick. Each structure has 3-5
capstones. In no case is a covering of earth and/or rubble preserved.

The chambers are set within the valley, usually within 20m of the stream
and not more than 10m higher than it. This setting suggests that visibility was
not a factor in dolmen location. The corridors and chamber entrances show no
preferential orientation. Rather, the corridors point downslope toward the stream,
suggesting a relationship with water. No pottery or other datable materials was
found at or near these structures, leaving their date unclear.

4, Dolmens in Turkish Thrace

Thrace is home to more than 900 surviving dolmens. The majority of these
structures are in the Sakar Mountains of Bulgaria, with lesser numbers in the
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Rhodopes Mountains of Bulgara and Greece. In addition, perhaps 200 dolmens
have been recorded in the Strandja / Istranca Mountains which run along the
Turkish-Bulgarian border. About half of these — around 100 — are in Turkish
Thrace. These monuments typically appear as isolated structures or in small
clusters, but generally they do not form extensive “dolmen fields.” They are
sometimes placed on ridgelines, but they commonly are on less visible locations
on slopes or flat terrain. Although most dolmens are only partially preserved,
surviving details afford the following picture (the following description is based
on Ozdogan & Akman, 1992; Akman, 1997; see Delev, 1984; Nekhrizov, 2015;
Nehrizov & Agre, 2015 for description of similar dolmens in Bulgaria).

Two basic chamber types can be distinguished (Delev, 1984; Akman,
1997): (1) a single chamber plus a narrow entry passage, and (2) a main chamber
and a smaller antechamber plus a narrow entry passage. The main chamber can
measure up to 2.8m by 2.4m in area, and is often over 2m high. Antechambers
are lower and often more narrow than the main chambers, and the entry passage
is lower still. Dolmen entrances most often point in a southerly direction and
occasionally to east or west, but never to the north. The chamber is normally
enclosed by a rubble and earth mound (typically 8-16m in diameter), around
which a curbing wall is sometimes evident. Variants of the two chamber types
include a pair of dolmens within the same mound, and a dolmen plus cist grave
within same mound.

An oval porthole appears in the center of the front wall of some (not all)
dolmens. In three-section dolmens with portholes, this aperture appears in the
front wall of both the antechamber and the main chamber. These portholes are
only 40-50cm wide and 60-70cm high, and some archaeologists identify them as
a “soul hole” (Turkish ruh deligi, from the German Seelenloch; e.g. Ozdogan &
Akman, 1992, p.410). Similarly, small cupmarks appear on the upper surface of
capstones over the main chamber of some dolmens. These cupmarks are
sometimes suggested to be places for libation offerings to the dead (e.g. Ozdogan
& Akman 1992, p.411).

The excavated dolmen at Arpalik (Lalapasa) in Edirne provides a well-
documented example of a large three-section dolmen within a mound (Akman,
1997). Although the dolmen content had been heavily disturbed, the excavation
recovered human bone from four individuals in the antechamber, and also grave
goods that included numerous handled cups of a dark hand-made pottery (so-
called Buckelkeramik) that date to the Bronze Age-lron Age transition, examples
of a light gray wheel-made pottery that is late Iron Age in date, and a fibula that
typologically belongs to the 8th-6th centuries BC. Some Hellenistic sherds
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appeared in the main chamber. This range of finds suggests that the Arpalik
dolmen was constructed shortly after 1200 BC and continued in use until the
middle of the 1st millennium BC if not later. These conclusions cohere with the
evidence from Bulgarian research on the other side of the border (Delev, 1984;
Nekhizov, 2015, p.132).

5. Discussion

Prehistoric and protohistoric megalithic monuments in Turkey are
numerous, but still under-researched despite various research programs over the
past 30 years. The relative ignorance can probably be attributed to a relatively
low interest in prehistory and the frequent connection of field work with dam
salvage projects. As a result, the picture we have today may be wildly
incomplete.

Dolmens are by far the best known of the megalithic structures in Turkey.
They are concentrated in three areas around the edges of the country. The
dolmens in these three areas differ in structural concept, and in two cases they
have evident connection with megalithic traditions in neighboring regions.
Dating remains problematic, but very likely the dolmens in these three regions
were built and used in different periods, by different cultural groups with different
socio-economic orientations.

The dolmens of Turkish Thrace are convincingly dated to the Early Iron
Age, and they belong to a wider region that includes Bulgaria and northeastern
Greece. Turkish Thrace is also rich in standing stone (‘menhir’) locations which
are plausibly but still speculatively dated to the same time. This manifestation of
monumentality is often linked to migrant groups from southeastern Europe, and
the development of a new social order in which the dead of elite families were
placed in these above-ground monumental structures (e.g. Delev, 1984; Nehrizov
& Agre, 2015; see also Ozdogan, 1998). But the practice of constructing dolmens
in Thrace cannot be traced to any place or culture of origin; most likely the
Thracian dolmens were a local and independent development.

The trilithon dolmens of the southeastern Anatolia are identical in concept
to trilithons of the southern and central Levant, construction of which is now
firmly dated to the Early Bronze | period (see Fraser, 2018, p.50-64 for a recent
review of this evidence), i.e. the mid-late 4" millennium BC. This period roughly
corresponds to the Late Chalcolithic of the Anatolian chronology. Although the
formal analogy is clear, the structural concept of a trilithon is a simple one, and
independent invention remains a real possibility. So until dating evidence is
found in Turkey, appeal to the analogy remains a weak chronological foundation
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(thus Fraser, 2018, p.89). Even so, the formal analogy opens the possibility of
ideational links during the 4™ millennium between Hatay and the southern
Levant.

The passage tombs and masonry chambers of Catalyurt probably have a
later date, although this conclusion again rests on analogies, in this case formal
parallels with burial structures in the southern Levant (recently reviewed in Fraser
2018), and perhaps also with the above-ground elite tombs of Early Bronze
northern Mesopotamian towns (reviewed in Yilmaz, 2006; Peltenburg, 2008;
Peltenburg, 2013, p.243-245).

Archaeologists of the southern Levant commonly associate dolmens,
regardless of type, with mobile pastoralists (e.g. Epstein, 1985; Zohar. 1992;
Prag, 1995). More recently Fraser (2018) has proposed that Early Bronze |
trilithons belonged to agricultural communities newly settled in Trans-Jordanian
upland valleys where geological condition inhibited creation of rock-cut tombs.
This proposal is compatible with the position of trilithons in southeastern
Anatolia, on ridges overlooking fertile arable land (see the discussion in Yiikmen
Edens, 2012). But the Catalyurt dolmens sit on a very rough expanse of basalt,
at the edge of the Karasu where agricultural land is much more limited. Here the
pastoralist interpretation remains possible.

The Kars dolmens are much more problematic. In the complete absence
of associated small finds, they cannot be dated by local evidence. Structurally
analogous dolmens have not been reported from surrounding regions. The
geographically nearest dolmen tradition is in Abkhazia, where the structures are
dated to the late 4™ millennium through 2™ millennium BC. These dolmens
typically are constructed of dressed stones, sometimes with decorative patterns in
relief, many have porthole entrances, and some front on paved and enclosed
courtyards (for an overview, see Trifonov, 2013). The structures at Carci share
none of these characteristics. They also show no relationship with kurgan
traditions of Transcaucasia, with de Morgan’s dolmens of coastal Azerbaijan, or
with dolmens of southeastern Anatolia. The Kars structures thus remain
enigmatic, and even a funerary function for these structures is uncertain.

New research programs are needed in Turkey, to find and record
undocumented megalithic structures, to document further the known megalithic
structures in their landscape context, and to investigate the contents of well-
preserved structures, in order better to understand the chronology and social
function of these monuments in different parts of Turkey. However, time is
running out. Commercial quarrying, expansion of farming fields, creation of
large industrial complexes and enlargement of villages are all forces that destroy
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prehistoric and historic landscapes. Catalyurt in Hatay offers an example of this
problem. Survey here found new examples of well-preserved dolmens in summer
2016, but by summer 2017 they had been destroyed by bulldozing of the basalt
surface in preparation for olive plantings. The accelerating loss of cultural
heritage is a problem common to all periods of human history. But to be
preserved, or at least recorded, prehistoric dolmens and other megalithic
structures must be recognized more widely as important parts of Turkey’s cultural
heritage.
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Figure 1: Locations of major concentrations of dolmens in Turkey (1-the Euphrates-
Hatay-Adana region; 2-Kars; 3-Turkish Thrace).
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Figure 2: Location of dolmens in southern Anatolia (1-Kizilkaya, Hatay: 2-Catalyurt,
Hatay; 3-Kii¢lik Karakuyu, Gaziantep; 4-Sarikdy, Kahramannarag; 5-Tetirli, Adiyaman;
6-Kargali, Adiyaman; 7-Yoldiizii, Adiyaman; 8-Botas, Adana)

Figure 3: Trilithons in Kargali, Adiyaman (left) and Kizilkaya, Hatay (rlght)

[825]



Bakiye YUKMEN EDENS

——
L
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Figure 5: Plan and section (left) and photograph (right) of a passaged dolmen with a
partially preserved surrounding wall at Catalyurt-1, Hatay

Figure 6: General view (left) and d
at Catalyurt-3, Hatay.
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Figure 7: Plan (left) and photograph (right) of a dolmen with entry passage at Carci, Kars;
the location of the Kii¢iik Dere is shown at the left side of the plan.

EXTENDED ABSTRACT

The concept of megalithic monuments was introduced from France into Turkish
archaeology by Sevket Kansu during the 1930s. The concept refers to the use of
large undressed stones in prehistoric structures of various kinds, among them
dolmens (above-ground burial chambers), menhirs (elongated standing stones)
and cromlechs (circles of large stones). In the case of dolmens, the chamber is
often encased by a covering of earth or stones. A certain degree of terminological
confusion among archaeologists arises from using terms such as tumulus, cairn
and kurgan in reference to similar coverings over burial chambers of different
types. These terms stem from other academic traditions — tumulus is prevalent in
classical archaeology, kurgan in Russian archaeology, and cairn in many English-
speaking traditions — and they draw attention to the covering rather than to the
chamber beneath the covering. In order to clarify the place of dolmens in the
archaeology of Turkey, this review examines prehistoric monuments in the
country that conform to the early 20" century meaning of the dolmen in Western
Europe.

Megalithic monuments in Turkey only occasionally received notice before the
Second World War. The first generation of Turkish prehistorians engaged in
extended field investigations during the 1940s, 1950s and 1960s; during this time
scholars such as I.K. Kokten, S.A. Kansu, and E. Bostanc1 recorded the existence
of dolmens and other megalithic monuments in many parts of the country. But
these records of megalithic structures were largely anecdotal. More systematic
research did not begin until the 1980s, initially in Turkish Thrace, and then in

[827]



Bakiye YUKMEN EDENS

Kars and in southeast Anatolia.  Although these efforts continue today, the
scholarly interest in these monuments remains generally limited. At present,
around 1100 dolmens have been reported from various parts of Turkey. Of these
monuments, around 90% are in southeastern Anatolia, and most of the remainder
are in Turkish Thrace. In addition, a small number are in northeastern Anatolia
(Kars).

Most of the dolmens in southeastern Anatolia may be described as trilithons, i.e.
a rectangular chamber formed by two upright stone slabs as the two side walls
covered by a single capstone. Such chambers may be open at both ends, or may
be blocked by an additional stone at one or both ends. Structures of this type
have been recorded in three very different contexts in southeastern Anatolia.

Just west of the Euphrates River groups of 2-69 trilithons have been recorded in
five places on limestone ridges overlooking the Cakirhdyiik plain in Adryaman,
the Araban plain in Kahramanmaras, and the Yavuzeli plain in Gaziantep. These
structures are made of limestone slabs, sometimes set upon a rough stone platform
and often partially enclosed by a covering of earth and/or rubble. The wall slabs
of some of the chambers lean against each other to form an inverted “V’, with the
capstone balanced over the point of the “V’. This formal variation has not been
recorded elsewhere in Turkey.

In Hatay a large (n=292) group of trilithons covers the north half of the Kizilkaya
limestone ridge, at the eastern edge of the Amuq plain. These dolmens are also
made of limestone slabs, and most have one or both ends closed by additional
slabs. Some structures use a shelf of bedrock as one of its walls. A covering
mantle of earth and rubble is preserved at only 18 of the trilithons, and only 14
trilithons sit upon platforms. Recent illegal digging into one of these dolmens
exposed human bone and teeth, which helps to confirm the funerary nature of
these structures.

In Adana, two groups of trilithons have been recorded on the west side of the
Botas basalt hill, adjacent to the Gulf of Iskenderun. Here the trilithons are
constructed of basalt slabs. Some of the structures stand within a ring of stone,
but otherwise they resemble the Kizilkaya structures. One group of trilithons at
Botas is spatially associated with heavily eroded agricultural terracing. This
coincidence raises the possibility that these dolmens marked lineage ownership
of productive land.

The date of trilithons in southeastern Anatolia remains uncertain, because none
has been found with intact contents. However, they are structurally very similar
to dolmens in the southern Levant which are dated to the second half of the 4™
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millennium, i.e. the Late Chalcolithic in Anatolian terms. At least hypothetically
the same date applies to these structures in Turkey

Other dolmen types appear at Catalyurt, near Hassa in Hatay. Here more than
450 structures are arranged in four groups along the southern edge of the Kéroglu
basalt badlands (lece), overlooking the Karasu floodplain.  Some of these
structures are simple trilithons. Others are formed by multiple basalt slab set on
edge (orthostats), sometimes with additional slabs framing the entrance or
creating a short entry passage. Many of these orthostat chambers are enclosed by
mounded rubble, or surrounded by a circular wall which retains a rubble packing
against the chamber. However, the majority of the Catalyurt structures are
chambers formed by roughly coursed basalt blocks and covered by a capstone.
These structures are also enclosed by a surrounding wall which can be curvilinear
or rectilinear in plan. The variability of structural form at Catalyurt suggests a
significant degree of cultural, social and/or chronological difference among the
dolmens here. Potentially, the coursed wall chambers belong to the 3™
millennium BC, based on analogy with above-ground tombs found in some North
Mesopotamian towns. But in the absence of excavated in situ materials, the
chronological and social significance of the formal variation at Catalyurt remains
impossible to understand.

In Kars, fifteen dolmens have been recorded at Carci, south of Cildir. The
chambers of these structures are roughly coursed basalt blocks, roofed by larger
basalt slabs. A revetment of boulders surrounds the chamber, and a long covered
passage leads to the entrance of the chamber. These structures are markedly
unlike dolmens in other parts of Turkey or in surrounding regions.

Around 100 dolmens have been recorded in Turkish Thrace. These dolmens
typically appear as single structures or form small clusters. Structurally they can
be a single chamber plus an entry passage, or a main chamber plus antechamber
plus entry passage. The entrances to chambers were blocked with stone slabs; in
some cases, these entry slabs featured a small porthole. Although today often
missing, it seems that earth and rubble mounds covered all these dolmens.
Unusual for dolmens in Turkey, excavation in a dolmen at Arpalik (Lalapasa) in
Edirne recovered human bone from four individuals, confirming that these
structures served collective burials. The associated small finds indicate that the
dolmen was built shortly after 1200 BC and continued in use until the mid-1%
millennium if not later.

The dolmens in these three regions of Turkey differ in structural concept, and in
two cases they have evident connection with megalithic traditions in neighboring
regions. Dating remains problematic, but very likely the dolmens in these three
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regions were built and used in different periods, by different cultural groups with
different socio-economic orientations. New research programs are needed, to
find and record undocumented megalithic structures, to document further the
known megalithic structures in their landscape context, and to investigate the
contents of well-preserved structures, in order better to understand the
chronology and social function of these monuments in different parts of Turkey.
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HAREZMSAHLAR DONEMINDE SiYASI iLISKiLERIN HAZINE
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Oz
Ortacgag Tiirk-Islam devletlerinden birisi olan Harezmsahlar Devleti déneminde (1097-
1231) gerceklesen iktisadi faaliyetler iilkenin gelisiminde 6nemli bir yer tutmaktadir.
Devletin gelirlerinin ana unsuru ise toplanan vergilerdir. Gelirler hazinede toplanirdi ve
buradan devletin giderleri karsilanirdi. Bunun yani sira sultanlarin kendilerine ait
hazineleri de bulunurdu. Mali islerden sorumlu olan Divan-1 istifa ve ona bagli memurlar
sayesinde devletin gelir ve giderleri diizenlenirdi. Devletin sahip oldugu topraklarin yani
sira bagli topluluklarin ve bolgelerin verdigi vergiler de mevcuttu. Bu nedenle topraklarin
genislemesi ve Ozellikle yiiksek geliri olan yerlerin ele gegirilmesi iilkenin ekonomik
acidan gelisimine biyiikk fayda saglamaktaydi. Harezmsahlar Devleti’nin sinirlari
Alaeddin Tekis ve Aldeddin Muhammed zamaninda oldukca genisledi. Bu donemde
gerek ele gegirilen topraklardan alinan gerekse baglh devletlerin verdigi vergiler sayesinde
devlet hazinesi doldu ve iktisadi acidan oldukga iyi bir duruma gelindi. Mogol istilas1 ve
Harezmsahlar Devleti’nin topraklarinin ve hazinelerinin bir kismimin Mogollarin eline
gecmesi ile elden ¢gikan bu yerler devletin iktisadi durumunu olumsuz etkiledi. Ancak tiim
buna ragmen Celdleddin Harezmsah yeni topraklar ele gegirmek iizere batiya dogru
ilerledi. Bu sayede devletin gelirleri devam ettirilerek iktisadi olarak ayakta kalmasi
saglanmaya ¢aligildi.
Anahtar Kelimeler: Harezmsahlar, Devlet Hazinesi, Vergi, Aldeddin Muhammed,
Celaleddin Harezmsah.

1 Dr. Ogr. Uy., Mimar Sinan Giizel Sanatlar Universitesi, Fen-Edebiyat Fakiiltesi, Tarih Boliimii,
gulserenceceli@gmail.com, Orcid: 0000-0003-2576-7593
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The Effect of Political Relations on Treasury Revenues During the
Khwarazmshah Period

Abstract

Khwarazmshah Empire (1097-1231), one of the Medieval Turco-Islamic empires, heavily
relied on economic activities in terms of its sustainment and development. The main
source of income was the taxes. The expenses were met through the revenues
accumulated in the treasury. Besides this, the rulers had their own treasuries. The
revenues and expenses of the state were arranged through the Divan Istifa (Finance
Council) and its personnel. Besides the state-owned lands, there were taxes collected from
dependent nations and regions as well. Thus, territorial expansion and especially
annexation of regions with high revenues heavily contributed to the economic
development of the empire. The total area of the Khwarazmshah Empire reached its zenith
during the periods of Al al-din Tekish and Ala al-din Muhammad. During this time, the
treasury thrived thanks to the taxes collected from not only the annexed territories but
also from vassal states and economic situation highly improved. Of course the Mongol
invasion and Khwarazmshah Empire’s loss of some of its territories and treasuries to the
Mongols negatively affected the economic situation. However, despite this, Jalal al-din
Khwarazmshah moved westward in order to annex new territories. By doing so, he strove
to maintain the revenues and economically survive the state.

Keywords: Khwarazmshah Empire, Treasury, Taxation, Ala al-din Muhammad, Jalal
al-din Khwarazmshah.

GIRIS

Topluluklarin yagaminda en 6nemli unsurlardan birisi siiphesiz iktisadi
faaliyetleridir. Devletler gelirleri sayesinde ayakta kalabilirler ve refah seviyeleri
onlarin ilerlemelerinde miihim rol oynar. iktisadi yapinin gelisimini belirleyen
gelirlerin 6nemli bir kismmi vergiler olusturur?. Islam diinyasinda vergi
sisteminin kurulusu, devletin iktisadi yapisinin bir temel {izerine insa edilmesi
bakimindan olduk¢a énemlidir. Bu vergi sistemi Islamiyetin ilk donemlerinden
itibaren uygulanmaya baslandi. Islam devletlerinin sartlarina ve durumlarina gore
iktisadi yapilarinda bazi degisiklikler oldu ve ihtiyaca gore yeni diizenlemelere
gidildi®. Boylelikle vergi gelirlerinin elde edilme usulleri ve vergi hukukunun

2 Franz Neumark, “Verginin Tarifi ve Mahiyeti”, Istanbul Universitesi Iktisat Fakiiltesi Mecmuast,
Tiirkge gev. Sabri F. Ulgener, 1/4, (istanbul 1940), 371-396.

3 Islam iktisadi yapisinin ve vergi sisteminin olusumu hakkinda ayrintili bilgi icin bkz. Ebl Yusuf,
Kitabii’l-Harag, Tiirkge gev. Ali Ozek, (Istanbul: Istanbul Universitesi Yayinlari, 2. Basim, 1973);

[832]



Harezmsahlar Doneminde Siyasi Iliskilerin Hazine Gelirlerine Tesiri

olusumu sekillenmeye basladi. Ozellikle cesitli islerle mesgul olan miisliiman ve
gayrimiislim halkin tabi olduklar1 vergi tiirleri tespit edilerek gerekli olan
diizenlemelere gidildi. Ayn1 zamanda bu vergilerin oranlar1 da belirlendi ve
iktisadi sistemde yerini aldi®. Tiim bunlarin bir sonucu olarak devlet hazinesi
diizgiin bir sekilde isler hale geldi®. Tiirk-Islim devletlerinde de Islam tarihi ve
kiiltiiriinden gelen vergi sistemi ve hazine yonetimi esas alindi. Harezmsahlarin
mirasin1 devraldigi Selguklu Devleti topraklarinda gelismis bir vergi sistemi
uygulanmaktaydi®. Elbette bu durum Harezmsahlar Devleti’nin ekonomik
isleyisine tesir etti.

Selguklularin yikilig siirecinde Harezm’de kurulan Harezmsahlar Devleti
(490-628/1097-1231) Atsiz doneminden itibaren bagimsiz bir devlet haline geldi.
Harezmsahlar smirlarini genislettikleri il-Arslan, Aldeddin Tekis ve Aldeddin
Muhammed donemlerinde Horasan, Irak-1 Acem, Maverainnehir, Fars, Irak-1
Arap, Dihistan, Taberistan ve Mazenderan bolgelerini ele gecirerek buralardaki
siyasi miinasebetleri ile gelirlerini artirmaya yonelik faaliyetler diizenlediler’.
Elbette devletleraras: siyasi iligkilerin belirlenmesinde iktisadi iliskilerin roli
biiyiiktiir. Harezmsahlar bir taraftan ele gecirdikleri topraklardaki vergileri

Ahmet Tabakoglu, Isldm Iktisadina Girig, (Istanbul: Dergah Yaymlari, 2. Basim, 2008), 55-107;
a.mlf, Islam Iktisad:, (Istanbul: Kitabevi Yayinlari, 2005), 105-113.

4 Vergi ¢esitleri ile miisliimanlar ve gayrimiislimlerin tabi oldugu vergiler hakkinda ayrintil bilgi
icin bkz. Salih Tug, Isldm Vergi Hukukunun Ortaya Cikust, (Istanbul: Marmara Universitesi [lahiyat
Fakiiltesi Vakfi Yaymlari: 1984), 47-133.

5 [slam diinyasinda hazine sisteminin tesekkiilii hakkinda ayrmtili bilgi igin bkz. Halil Inalcik,
“Islam Arazi ve Vergi Sisteminin Tesekkiilii ve Osmanli Devrindeki Sekillerle Mukayesesi”, Isldm
Ilimleri Enstitiisii Dergisi, 1, (Istanbul 1959), 29-46; Abdulkerim Oner, “Rasid Halifeler Dénemi
Beytiilmal ve Olusum Siireci”, e-Sarkiyat Ilmi Arastirmalar Dergisi, 10/3, (Agustos 2018), 1016-
1036; a.mlf., “Hz. Peygamber Doneminde Beytiilmal”, e-Sarkiyat Ilmi Arastirmalar Dergisi, 11/1,
(Nisan 2019), 74-95; Adnan Adigiizel, Yunus Arifoglu, “Horasan Bolgesinde Uygulanan Vergi
Sistemi ve Mali Kurumlar (8-10. Yiizyillar)”, Diizce Universitesi Sosyal Bilimler Enstitiisii Dergisi,
9/1, (2019), 102-115.

6 Selcuklu devletlerindeki baz1 uygulamalar hakkinda bkz. Erdogan Mergil, Selcukiularda Vergiler,
(Istanbul: Bilge Kiiltiir Sanat Yayinlari, 2021); Pmar Kaya Tan, “Irak Selguklu Devleti’nin
Muhteris Veziri Kemaliilmiilk (Keméaleddin) es-Stimeyremi”, Ortacag Tarihgiliginde Bir Duayen
Prof. Dr. Abdiilkerim Ozaydin’a Armagan, ed. Ebru Altan-Muharrem Kesik-Murat Oztiirk,
(Istanbul: Bilge Kiiltiir Sanat Yayinlari, 2020), 730-731.

7 Harezmsahlar tarihi hakkinda ayrmtili bilgi igin bkz. Mehmed Fuad Kopriilii, “Harizmsahlar”,
Milli Egitim Bakanligt Islam Ansiklopedisi, (Istanbul: Milli Egitim Basimevi, 1987), 5-1/265-296;
Ibrahim Kafesoglu, Harezmsahlar Devieti Tarihi, (Ankara: Tiirk Tarih Kurumu Yaynlari, 4.
Basim, 2000); Clifford Edmund Bosworth, “Kharazm-shahs”, Encyclopedia of Islam, (Leiden/
1978), 4/1065-1068; Aydmn Taneri, “Harizmsahlar”, Tirkive Diyanet Vakfi Islam Ansiklopedisi,
(Istanbul: TDV Yaymlari, 1997), 16/298-231; Abdiilkerim Ozaydin, “Harezmsahlar Devleti”
Tiirkler, (Ankara: Yeni Tirkiye Yayinlari, 2002), 4/808-896; Aydin Taneri, Celdlii'd-din
Harizmgdh ve Zamani, (Ankara: Kiiltiir Bakanlig1 Yayinlari, 1977).
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diizenlerken, diger taraftan da bagliliklarini bildiren topluluklardan vergi almak
sureti ile devlet hazinesinin gelirlerini artirmaya g¢alistilar. Her ne kadar Sultan
Alaeddin Muhammed zaman1 Mogol istilasinin yasandigi bir donem olsa da, oglu
Celaleddin Harezmsah’in devletini toparlamaya c¢alistigi ve elinde kalan
topraklara yenilerini ekleyerek vergi gelirlerini devam ettirdigi goriliir. Bu
calismada kaynaklarin 1s1¢inda donemin siyasi miinasebetlerinin hazine
gelirlerine tesiri ela alinacaktir. Harezmgahlar Devleti’nin siyasi iliskilerinde
vergilerden bahsetmeden once bu donemdeki vergiler ve hazine gelirlerine
deginmek yerinde olacaktir.

1. Devlet Hazinesi ve Sultanlara Ait Hazineler

Islam devletlerinde mali islerden sorumlu kurum Divan-1 Istifd olup
basinda miistevfi bulunurdu®. Dolayisiyla Harezmsahlar Devleti’nde de iktisadi
yapinin temeli Divan-1 Istifa idi°. Vergilerin toplanmasinin yan1 sira zamaninda
hazineye girmesi de olduk¢a 6nemliydi. Bu konuda devletin tayin etti§i memurlar
bulunurdu. Bu kisilerin gorevi vergileri miktarinca ve zamaninda toplayarak
herhangi bir yolsuzluga mahal vermeden hazineye teslimini saglamakti°,
Harezmgah adina bolgelerin idaresinden sorumlu olan vekiller merkezi idareye
ait vergileri tahsil ederlerdi. Vergilerin miktari belliydi ve kimse bunun disinda
para almaya muktedir degildi*?>. Vergiler mutasarriflar ve amiller eli ile

8 Abbas Sebbag, Nebi Bozkurt, “Miistevfi”, Tiirkiye Diyanet Vakfi Islam Ansiklopedisi (TDV
Yayinlar1 2006), 32/147-148.

9 Kopriilii’niin bildirdigine goére Harezmsahlar Devleti’nde bulunan divanlarin vazife ve
sorumluluklar1 Biiyiik Selguklulardan farksiz gibiydi. Koprili, “Harizmgahlar”, 5-1/280.
Harezmgahlarda Divan-1 Istifa hakkinda ayrintih bilgi i¢in bkz. Meryem Giirbiiz, Hérizmsahlar:
Devlet Teskilati, Ekonomi, Kiiltiir, (Istanbul: Bogazi¢i Yayinlari, 2014) 115-118.

10 Mehmet Altay, Kéymen “Selguklu Devri Tiirk Tarihi Arastirmalan 11”, Tarih Arastirmalan
Dergisi, 2/ 2-3 (Ankara 1964), 326.

1 K priilii, “Harizmsahlar”, 5-1/280.

12 Bu konu hakkinda énemli bir 6rnek Emir Mayacuk’un isyani vesilesi ile yasanmustir. Sultan
Aldeddin Tekis’in emirlerinden birisi ve ayn1 zamanda oglu Yunus Han’in atabeyi olan Mayacuk,
Irak bolgesinde Sultan adina faaliyetler diizenledi. Ancak bir siire sonra Tekis’e kars1 isyankar
tavirlar gosterdi. Bu durum karsisinda harekete gegen Sultan Tekis, Mayacuk’u yakalatt1 ve onu
cezalandirmadan once devlete karsi isledigi suglart saydi. Bunlarin arasinda Mayacuk’un hakim
oldugu topraklarda vergileri istegine gore artirp eksilttigi ve torunu Erbuz Han’1 Isfahan’dan disar
¢ikararak onun vergi memurlarmim gorevlerini sonlandirdigi bulunuyordu. Sonug itibariyle
Mayacuk isledigi suglardan dolay1 cezalandirildi. Ebii’l Hasen izzeddin ibnii’l-Esir, el-Kdmil fi 't-
tdrih, Tiikce gev. Abdiilkerim Ozaydin, (istanbul: Hikmet Nesriyat, 2008), 10/33; Alieddin Ata
Melik Ciiveyni, Tarih-i Cihdngiisd, Tiikge ¢ev. Miirsel Oztiirk, (Ankara: Kiiltiir Bakanhig
Yayinlari, 1998), 274; Resideddin Fazlullah Hemedani, Cdmiii’t-tevdrih, Tashih ve Tehsiye,
Muhammed Riisen-Mustafa Ruseni, (Tahran: 1373hs), 1/402; Hamideddin Muhammed Mirhénd,
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toplanirdi’®, Ancak bu kisilerin yam1 sira kadilar da bu gorevi yerine
getirebilirlerdi'®. Harezmsahlar doneminde toplanan vergiler hazineye giderdi ve
bunlarin harcanma usulleri de belliydi. Bu konuda yanlis uygulamada bulunanlar
cezalandirilirdi. Zaman zaman devlet adamlarimin  kendi insiyatifleri
dogrultusunda harcama yaptiklar1 da goriiliirdii’®. Devlet hazinesinden yapilan
harcamalar resmi irade ile gergeklesirdi. Bu da bizzat sultanin kendisi ve vezir
gibi st diizey yetkililer vesilesiyle olurdu. Ancak Sultan Alaeddin
Muhammed’in annesi de bu iradeye sahipti. Ayricalikli bir durumda olan Terken
Hatun devlet hazinesinden istedigi kadar harcama yapabilirdi'®. Terken Hatun
Mogollarin gelisi iizerine Harezm’i terk ederken hazinelerini yanina almisti®’.

Ravzatu’s-safd, (Tahran: 1339Hs), 4/379-380; Giyaseddin Muhammed Handmir, 7arih-i Habibii's-
siyer, II, (Tahran 1353hs), 2/640; Abbas Perviz, Tarih-i Seldcika ve Hdrizmsahan, (Tahran:
1351hs), 218-219. Emir Mayacuk ve faaliyetleri hakkinda ayrintili bilgi i¢in bkz. Giilseren Azar
Nasirabadi, “Harezmsahlar Donemi Emirlerinden Mayacuk/Mayancuk ve Faaliyetleri”, Marmara
Universitesi Tiirkiyat Arastirmalar: Dergisi, 7/2 (Aralik 2020), 267-286.

13 Harezmsahlar déneminde mutasarrif ve mil hakkinda ayritil bilgi igin bkz. Meryem Giirbiiz,
Harizmsahlar: Devlet Teskilati, 215-219.

14 Harezmsahlar dénemine ait miingeat mecmualarinda Kasim Toyserkani, Ndmehd-yi Resideddin
Vatvat, (Tahran: 1383hs). 37-40; Heribert Horst, Die Staatsvervaltung der Grosselgugen und
Horazmshahs, (Wiesbaden: 1964), 144, 163, 165; Bahdeddin Muhammed b. Miieyyed Bagdadi, et-
Tevessiil ile 't-teressiil, Mukabele ve tashih: Ahmed Behmenyar, (Tahran: 1315hs), 54-55, 104-110;
Ergin Ayan, “Harezmsah Atsiz’in Divanindan Cikmis Baz1 Miingeatin Muhatevas1”, Tiirk Diinyasi
Arastirmalari, 130, (Subat 2001), 230.

15 Celaleddin Harezmsah déneminde gerceklesen bir olay devlet adamlarinin hazineyi kullanimi
konusunda bir 6rnek teskil eder. Nesevi’nin bildirdigine gore Serefiilmiilk alimlere ve zdhidlere ¢ok
hiirmet eder, onlara bol bol para ve hediye verirdi. Saray adetine gore eski aidatlar ve maaglar hatta
sahipleri diigman bile olsa verilmeye devam ederdi. Hatta bu donemde Selguklular zamaninda
Muhammed b. Sebiiktegin’in ¢ocuklarma verilen aidatlar kesilmemis ve Sultan Celaleddin
zamaninda da devam etmistir. Serefiilmiilk, Beylekan’da oldugu sirada bir giin Seyh Zeyneddin
Ebu Hamid el-Kazvini onu ziyarete geldi ve miiellif Nesevi vasitasiyla huzuruna g¢ikti.
Zeyneddin’in kaympederi Irak’in en biiyliik imamlarindan birisiydi. Seyh dini bir nutuk sdzlerine
baslayica vezir Serefiilmiilk durumdan ¢ok etkilenerek aglamaya basladi. Ardindan Zeyneddin {i¢
kizinin ve iki oglunun oldugunu, bunlarin evlenme ¢agina geldigini ancak evlenecek paralarinin
olmadigini ifade etti. Serefiilmiilk de Kazvin gelirlerinden kizlarin her birine 200 dinar verdi.
Erkeklere de 100 dinar aylik verilmesi i¢in mensur yazdirdi. Bunu goren Zeyneddin “Bu ¢ocuklarin
ana babalarmin giinahi nedir ki bu hazretin ihsanindan mahrum kalirlar?” demek sureti ile kendisi
ve karist i¢in de para istedi. Serefiilmiilk de onlara da yiiz dinar aylik bagladi. Siret, Farsca, 262-
263; Tiirkge, 149-150.

16 Ciiveyni, Cihdngiisa, 381; Terken Hatun’un devleti igerisindeki konumu ve ydnetimdeki tesiri
hakkinda ayrintili bilgi igin bkz. Meltem Demiralp, Harezmsahlar Devleti’nde Alaaddin
Muhammed’in Annesi Terken Hatun, (Istanbul: Marmara Universitesi, Sosyal Bilimler Enstitiisii,
Yiiksek Lisan Tezi, 1997); Giilseren Ceceli, “Harizmsahlar Devleti Siyasi Hayatinda Kadin’in Yeri
ve Onemi”, Ortac¢ag’da Kadin, ed. Altan Cetin, (Ankara: Lotus Yaymlar1 2011), 506-515.

17 Sultan Aldeddin Muhammed Mogollarinin dniinden kagarken Tirmiz Nehri’ni gecti ve Harezm’e
adamlar gondererek annesinin ve hareminin Mazenderan’a gitmesini buyurdu. Bu durum kargisinda
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Hazine gelirlerinin en biiyiik kaynagi vergilerdi. Devlete bagli olan
topraklar vergi 6demekle yikiimliydiiler. Bu konu ile ilgili bir 6rnek Sultan
Aldeddin Muhammed déneminde gergeklesmistir'®. Irak-1 Acem hakimi
Ogilmis’n 614/1217-1218’de 6ldiiriilmesinden sonra Sultan Aldeddin’in Gligliik
meselesi ile ilgilenmesini firsat bilen Fars atabegi Sa’d, Irak-1 Acem {izerine
yiiriidii. Bunun iizerine harekete gegen Sultan Alaeddin, Atabek Sa’d ile savasti
ve onu yenerek esir etti'®. Sa’d esir oldugu sirada ise Fars atabegliginin bagmna
oglu Nusretiiddin Ebtbekir gecti. O, halka iyi muamele ederek kendisine itaat
etmelerini sagladi. Ancak Alaeddin Muhammed Bagdat’a gitmek istiyordu. Fars
bolgesini ele gegirmesinin zor oldugunu bu yiizden de kendisine bagli olmasi
gerektigini diigiindii. Atabek Sa’d’1 serbest birakarak annesinin akrabalarindan
bir hatun ile evlendirdi. Atabeglige iadesinin karsihiginda iilkesinden aldigi
verginin 1/3’linii de saltanat hazinesine vermesini sart kostu ve o da bunu kabul
etti. Atabek Sa’d’a hilat de verilerek iilkesine geri gonderildi?.

Sultanin hazinesinin miktarina dair bilgi edinilebilecek bir olay Mogol
istilas1 sirasinda gergeklesmistir. Aldeddin Muhammed Mogollar karsisinda ¢ok
zor duruma dismiistii. Kendisi 616/1220 yilinda Semerkant’tan ayrildi ve
Buhara’ya gegti. Burada ogullarindan Riikneddin’in veziri Imadiiddin es-
Savi’nin tavsiyelerine uyarak Horasan’1 birakip Irak’a gitmeye karar verdi®.
Ceyhun’dan geri cekildi ve &nce Nisabir’a gitti. Emir Taceddin Omer
Bestami’nin, miingi Nesevi’ye naklettigi bir rivayete gore Sultan Aldeddin,
Bestam’a geldiginde Taceddin’i yanina c¢agirti. O huzurdayken de on sandik
getirmelerini buyurdu. Ardindan da kendisine bu sandiklarda ne oldugunu bilip
bilmedigini sordu. Emir Taceddin de “Alemin sahi daha iyi bilirler” dedi. Bunun
tizerine Sultan “Bu sandiklar paha bigilemez miicevherlerle doludur. Su iki
tanesindeki miicevherler ise hepsinden degerlidir. Karsiigi yeryiiziiniin
tamaminin vergisine egittir.” dedi. Daha sonra bu iki sandig1 Taceddin’e vererek
en muhkem kalelerden birisi olan olan Erdehn’e gétiirmesini buyurdu. Gorevini

Terken Hatun da askerlerini Harezm’de birakip yanina torunlari, yakinlart ve hazinelerini alarak
vezir Nasireddin ile beraber Dihistan iizerinden Mazenderan’a hareket etti. Cliveyni, Cihdngiisa,
281-382.

18 Harezmsidh Aldeddin Muhammed zamaninda devletin smirlar1 ¢ok uzak diyarlara kadar
genislemisti. Bu donemde Meleng isimli Hiirmiiz adas1 hakimi sultan adina hutbe okutmustu.
Ayrica buradan mal ve vergiler toplayarak Harezmséah’a iletmisti. Ibnii’l-Esir, el-Kdmil, 10/156.

9 Ciiveyni, Cihdngiisd, 311; Kafesoglu, Harezmgahlar, 201-202.

20 Nesevi, Siret, Farsca, 30-31; Tiirkce cev. 20; Ibnii’l-Esir, el-Kdamil, 10/167-168; Ciiveyni, Sa’d’m
verdigi verginin 2/3 oraninda oldugunu ifade eder. Cihdngiisa, 311-312; Erdogan Mergil, Fars
Atabegleri Salgurlular, (Ankara: Tirk Tarih Kurumu Yaymlari, 1991), 77-78. Koprilii’niin
belirttigine gore bu donemde muhtar eyaletlerden 1/3 oraninda vergi alinmaktaydi. “Harizmsahlar”,
5-1/280.

2L Nesevi, Siret, Farsga, 66; Tiirkce cev. 35; Ciiveyni, Cihdngiisd, 318-320.
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ifa eden Taceddin bu kalenin muhafizindan sandiklarin tam ve miihiirlii geldigine
dair bir kagit aldi. Daha sonra Mogollar bu bolgeye gelerek Erdehn’i kusattilar
ve sandiklarin kendilerine verilmesi karsiliginda kaleyi teslim aldilar. Miihiirleri
hala acilmamig bir sekilde {izerinde bulunan ve Sultan Aldeddin’e ait olan bu
sandiklar1 Cengiz Han’a gonderdiler??,

Halka odeyebileceginden fazla vergi yiiklemenin dogru olmadigi
malumdur. Harezmgahlar doneminde bu gibi durumlarda anlayish davranildig:
goriilmektedir. Bu konuda bir 6rnek sultan Alaeddin Muhammed doneminde
yasanmisti. Malum oldugu iizere Harezmsahlarin Gurlular ile miinasebetleri ve
miicadeleleri mevcuttu?. Aldeddin Muhammed déneminde Gurlular ile Merv’de
yapilan savast Harezmsahlar kazanmigti. Sultan emirlerinin tesviki ile
Cemaziyelevvel 600/Ocak-Subat 1204’te Herat’a yiiriidii. Bu sirada kalenin
valisi Gurlu emirlerinin ileri gelenlerinden Alp Gazi idi. Sultan manciniklart
harekete gecirince halk arasinda biiyiik bir panik olustu. Bunun sonucunda da Alp
Gazi bir el¢i gondererek Gur hiikiimdarinin kendisine tam bir yetki verdigini
soyledi. Bundan sonra Gurlulardan Harezmsahin topraklarina bir saldiri
olmayacagini ifade ederek yiiklii bir miktarda vergi 6demeyi kabul etti. Ayni
zamanda Gur sultanlarmi da bu duruma ses ¢ikarmayacaklarini bildirdi.
Alaeddin Muhammed bu anlagsmay:1 kabul etti. Ancak Alp Gazi bu vergiyi
toplayabilmek i¢in halka zulmetmeye basladi. Bunu 6grenen Sultan halka adil
davranmanin ¢ok dnemli oldugunu diisiindiigiinden vergileri kaldirarak oradan
ayrildi. Yolda sultanin askerlerinin bazilar1 onun haberi olmadan ¢ok sayida mal
ve hayvan ele gecirdiler®*.

Bu mesele ile ilgili bir diger olay da Celdleddin Harezmsah doneminde
yasannmustir. Sultan, Azerbaycan atabegi Ozbek’e Nasireddin adli elgisini
gondererek kendi adina hutbe okutmasi, para bastirmasi ve vergi vermesini istedi.
Ozbek de sultamin isteklerini yerine getirdi ve ona hediyeler gonderdi. Aym
zamanda Kazvin Kalesi’ni de birakti. Ancak Ozbek, Giirciilerin topraklaria
saldirmalarindan dolay1 topraklarimin vergiden muaf tutulmasini istedi. Sultan
Celaleddin onun mazeretini kabul ederek vergi miikellefiyetini kaldirdi.

22 Nesevi, Siret, Farsca, 66-67; Tiirkce cev. 35-36.

23 Harezmséah-Gurlu miinasebetleri hakkinda ayrintil bilgi igin bkz. Kafesoglu, Harezmsahlar, 86-
91, 147-155, 161-166; Muhammed Abdul Ghafur, The Gorids History, Culture and Administration,
(Hamburg: Hamburg Universitesi, Doktora Tezi, 1960), 65-123; Esger Frugi Ebri, Tdrih-i Giiriyan,
(Tahran: 1381hs) 52-67; Vural Ontiirk, Gurlular Devleti'nin Siyasi Tarihi, (Van: Yiiziincii Y1l
Universitesi Sosyal Bilimler Enstitiisii, Doktora Tezi 2020), 127-154.

24 Ciiveyni, Cihangiisa, 281-282; Kafesoglu, Harezmsahlar, 156-157.
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Giirciilere de Ozbek’in iilkesinin kendi memleketi oldugunu ifade ederek
onlardan bu topraklara saldirmamalarini istedi®.

Hazine gelirlerinde bazen esirlerin serbest birakilmasi karsiliginda para ve
mallarin da teklif edildigi goriiliir. Bununla ilgili bir 6rnek Celdleddin Harezmsah
doneminde yasanmustir. Sultan, Sermari’den gegen Aras Nehri {izerine bir koprii
insa edilmesini buyurdu. Miinsisi Nesevi bu kopriiniin yapimini gergeklestirdi ve
ardindan sultan sehre girdi. Burada Giirciilerin 6nemli sahsiyetlerinden ti¢ kiginin
esir edildigini 6grendi. Bir rivayete gore sultan bu esirleri Taceddin Kilig ile
Tebriz’e gonderdi. Baska bir rivayete gore ise Serefiilmiilk’iin maiyetindeki
memurlardan bazilart onlar1 Sermari’ye gotiirdii. Bununla birlikte Serefilmiilk
bu esirleri 20.000 dinar ve bu degerde kumas, giimiis ve hayvan almasi
karsiliginda azad etmek tizereydi. Sultan, Nesevi’yi ¢agirarak hi¢ kimseye onlart
serbest birakmak i¢in miisade etmedigini soyledi. Ardindan da “Eger ben bu
sekilde bir mal almak isteseydim oyle bir mal ele gecirirdim ki ates onu
yakamazd:.” dedi?®.

Hazine gelirlerinin miktari ile ilgili bir 6rnek Giirciiler iizerine yapilan bir
sefer sonucunda ortaya c¢ikmistir. Sultan Celdleddin Ahlat muhasarasi ile
mesgulken Serefiilmiilk sultana mektup iizerine mektup gondererek Giirciilerin
Tiflis {izerine yiiriiyeceklerini haber verdi. Bunun iizerine Celaleddin, Tiflis’e
yonelerek onlardan dnce buraya yetismek istedi. Bu sirada bazi Tiirkmen gruplari
da akinlarda bulunarak yollar1 ve sinir memleketlerini tahrip etmislerdi. Onlarin
sahip oldugu ath kisi sayis1 10.000 civarindaydi. Sultan Ahlat’tan gelirken bu
Tirkmenlere hiicum ederek gogunu 6ldiirdii ve bircok mal ele gecirdi. Alinan
hayvan siiriileri ise Mukan’a gonderildi. Burada elde edilen ganimetlerin sadece
hazineye giden 1/5’lik kism1 30.000 dinardi?’.

Celaleddin Hérezmsah doneminde sultanin hazinesinde yapilan
harcamalara dair bir 6rnek de halifenin elgileri i¢in yapilan masraf ile ilgilidir.
Maliim oldugu iizere 622/1225 yilinda Halife en-Nasir Lidinillah 6lmiis ve yerine
oglu ez-Zahir Biemrillah gegmisti?®. Ancak onun dokuz ay gibi kisa siire sonra

% Nesevi, Siret, Farsca, 26-27; Tiirkce cev. 18-19; Ziya Biinyadov, Azerbaycan Atabegleri, Tiirkce
cev. llyas Kemaloglu, istanbul: Teas Yaymncilik 2017, 143. Celaleddin Harezmsah’in
Azerbaycan’daki faaliyetleri ve bu donemde Azerbaycan atabegleri ile Harezmsahlar arasindaki
iligkiler hakkinda ayrmtili bilgi igin bkz. Ziya Biinyadov, Azerbaycan Atabegleri, Tiirkge cev. flyas
Kemaloglu, (istanbul: Teas Yayincilik 2017), 153-173; Taneri, Celdlii’d-din Hdrizmsdh, 41-51.

2 Nesevi, Siret, Farsca, 152-153; Tiirkce cev. 77.

27 Nesevi, Siret, Farsca, 155-156; Tiirkce cev. 78-79.

28 Tbnii’l-Esir, el-Kdmil, 10/292; Halife ez-Zahir Biemrillah ve dénemi hakkinda ayrmntili bilgi igin
bkz. Murat Oztiirk, “Zahir-Biemrillah”, Tiirkiye Diyanet Vakfi Islam Ansiklopedisi, (Istanbul: TDV
Yaymlari, 2013), 44/92-93; Nevzat Keles, “Rasid Halifelerinin Altincisi: ez-Zahir Biemrillah (30
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vefati iizerine de oglu el-Mustansir Billah halife olmustu®®. Iste Sultan Celaleddin
zamaninda ez-Zahir ile aralarinda gergeklesen iyi niyetli el¢i gidisleri el-
Mustansir doneminde de devam etti. Sultan kendisine gelen halifenin elgileri geri
donecekleri sirada onlarla birlikte kendi elgileri Emir-i Ahur Necmeddin Evdek
ve Cemaleddin Ali Eraki’yi de yolladi. Celaleddin’in gonderdigi kisiler
Mustansir’in yanindan geri donecegi vakit de bu sefer halife bu heyete kendi
elcileri olan Mucireddin Ibn Cevzi ve Sideddin Hacib’i katti. Bu arada
Celaleddin 628/1230 yilinda Ahlat’1 almisti. Halifenin elgileri Ahlat’a geldiginde
sehir sultan Celaleddin tarafindan ele gegirilmis durumdaydi. Mevcut durum ise
elcileri iyi bir sekilde agirlamaya elverisli degildi, ¢iinkii erzak sikintis1 vardi. Bu
durum karsisinda sultan elgilerin bir hafta agirlanmasimi ve giderlerin de bizzat
kendi hazinesinden karsilanmasini buyurdu. Verilecek ziyafetler icin 1.000
dinarlik bir hesap yapildi. Ama Celdleddin bu miktar1 az bularak 2.500°e
¢ikarilmasini buyurdu. Boylelikle elgiler iyi bir sekilde agirlandilar®.

Ele gegirilen bolgeler bazen harap halde oluyordu ve dolayisiyla
buralardan vergi alinmasi da miimkiin olmuyordu. Harezmsahlarin yeniden imar
ettigi sehirler arasinda Beylekan ve Erdebil bulunmaktayd:®. Yine Ahlat kusatma
ve ele gecirilisi sirasinda ¢ok tahrip edilmisti. Sultan Celaleddin ise bu sehrin
durumunun diizelmesini istiyordu. Kentte gerekli tamiratin yapilabilmesi
amaciyla sultanin hazinesinden 4.000 dinar alindi. Boylelikle Ahlat’in yeniden
imar edilmesi i¢in ¢aligmalara baslandi®2.

ramazan 622-14 Recep 623/5 Ekim 1225-11 Temmuz 1226)”, Bozkir’'in Oglu Ahmet Tasagil’a
Armagan, ed. Tugba Eray Biber, (Istanbul: Yeditepe Yaymlari, 2019), 303-320.

29 fbnii’l-Esir, X, 308-309. Halife el-Mustansir Billah ve donemi hakkinda ayrintil1 bilgi igin bkz.
Yasemin Sar1, Miistansir-Billdh ve Dénemi (623-640/1226-1242), (istanbul: Marmara Universitesi,
Sosyal Bilimler Enstitiisii, Doktora Tezi, 2013).

30 Nesevi, Siret, Farsga, 219; Tiirkce cev. 130.

31 Nesevi’nin bildirdigine gére Sultan Celaleddin, Beylekan ve Erdebil sehirlerine geldiginde bu
yerlerin imar edilemeyecek sekilde harap oldugunu gordii. Carsiya gidenler eli bos doniiyordu.
Kendisi sehrin imar edilmesi gorevini veziri Serefilmiilk’e havale etti. O da bu iki sehri imar etmek
icin galist1 ve etrafina surlar ordiirerek ahalinin ragbet etmesi i¢in ugrasti. Sonugta her iki sehir de
mamur bir hale geldiler. Hatta Gence ve Tebriz gibi sehirlerin seviyesine ulastilar. Bir iki y1l sonra
Sultan Beylekan’a geldiginde Serefiilmiilk ona bir tezkere sundu. Burada “Diinyanin en hakir kulu,
Sultanmin  huzurunda yer dper. Mutfaklar, firinlar ve alirlar igin Beylekdn mahsuliinden
hazirlanmigtir. 1.000 bas koyun, 1.000 éblgcek bugday ve 1.000 dlgek arpa takdim edildi”
yazmaktaydi. Nesevi, Siret, Farsca, 160; Tiirkge gev. 80-81.

2 Nesevi, Siret, Farsca, 216; Tiirkce cev. 128-129.

[839]



Giilseren AZAR NASIRABADI

2. Siyasi Iligkilerin Devletin Gelir ve Giderlerine Tesiri

Harezmgahlar Devleti’'nin sinirlart  genisledikce yeni ele gegirilen
topraklardan alinan vergiler ve elde edilen hazineler devletin gelirlerini
arttirmaktaydi. ilk dénemlerinde Karahitaylara vergi ddemek durumunda kalan
Harezmsahlar gii¢leri arttikga hem bu vergiden kurtuldular hem de yeni fetihlerle
ele gecirdikleri yerlerden gelir elde etmeye basladilar. Mogol istilasi ile birlikte
bliyliik toprak kayiplarina ugrayan devlet Sultan Celaleddin Harezmsah’mn
devletin sinirlarin1 batiya dogru genisletme ¢abasi ile yeni gelir kaynaklarina
ulast1.

2.1. Harezmsahlarin Karahitaylar ile Vergi Miinasebetleri

Harezmgahlar Devleti heniiz kurulus siirecindeyken Karahitaylara vergi
0demek durumunda kaldi. Karahitaylarin baginda bulunan Giirhan, Balasagun’a
gelerek sehri kendisine merkez edindi. Ardindan da etraftaki bolgeleri ele
gecirerek her birisinin bagina sahneler tayin etti. Kanglilar1 itaat altina aldi ve
Kasggar, Hoten ve Besbalig gibi sehirleri ele gecirdi. Boylelikle 1130 yilinda
Karahitaylar devleti kurulmus oldu®®. Ardindan Fergana ve Maveraiinnehir’e
seferler diizenledi ve oralar1 da aldi. Sonunda komutam Erbiiz’ti Harezm’e
gondererek buralar1 yagmalatti. Bu durum karsisinda Harezmsah Atsiz, Glirhan’a
el¢i gondererek kendisine yillik 30.000 dinar vergi verecegini bildirdi ve bunun
iizerine iki taraf arasinda baris yapildi®. iI-Arslan déneminde de Karahitaylara
vergi verilmekteydi®. Onun devrinin sonlarina dogru 556/1170-1171 yilinda
Karahitaylar Harezmsahlara karsi biiyiik bir ordu ile harekete gecti. Buna karsi
[1-Arslan Maveraiinnehir Karluklarindan Ayyar Bey’i onlarin {izerine génderdi.
Ancak bu kuvvetler yenildi ve Ayyar Bey esir edildi. Karahitaylar ile
Harezmsahlarin karsi karsiya gelmesinin nedeni muhtemelen Harezmsah Atsiz
déneminden itibaren Karahitaylara 6denmekte olan vergide yasanan aksaklikti®®,

Bu vergi meselesi Sultan Aldeddin Tekis doneminde yeniden mevzu bahis
oldu. il-Arslan’in 8liimii ile oglu Sultangdgh Mahmud basa gegmisti. Agabeyi
Aléaeddin Tekis ise Cend sehrinde bulunuyordu. Bu durum karsisinda kardesine
kars1 asker destegine ihtiya¢ duyan Tekis, Karahitaylara giderek yardim talep etti.
Harezm’i ele gecirebilmesi halinde de buranin hazinelerini ve mallarin1 onlara

3 Ahmet Tasagil, “Karahitaylar”, Tiirkive Diyanet Vakfi Islam Ansiklopedisi, (Istanbul: TDV
Yaymlari, 2001), 24/415. (415-416)

34 Ciiveyni, Cihdngiisd, 305-306; Kopriilii, “Harizmsahlar”, 5-1/267.

35 Minhac-i Sirdc Ciizcani, Tabakdt-1 Ndsiri, Tashih: Abdulhay Habibi, (Tahran: 1389), 1/300;
a.mlf, Tabakdt-1 Nasiri (Gazneliler, Sel¢ukiular, Atabeklikler, Hdarezmgdhlar), Tiirk¢e gev. Erkan
Goksu, (Ankara: Tiirk Tarih Kurumu Yayinlari, 2015), 121.

% Ciiveyni, Cihdngiisd, 258; Kafesoglu, Harezmsahlar, 82-82; Tasagil, “Karahitaylar”, 24/415.
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verecegini sOyledi. Ayrica yillik vergi ddemeyi vaad etti ve karsilikli anlagma
saglandi. Karahitaylarin verdigi yardim ile harekete gecen Tekis, Harezm {izerine
yiiriidii. Bunu haber alan Sultansah Mahmud ve annesi Terken Hatun kagti®’.
Boylelikle Aldeddin Tekis vergi verme karsiligi yardim aldigi Karahitaylarin
destegi ile basa gecti®. Ancak Tekis Harezm’de hakimiyetini saglamlastirdiktan
sonra Karahitay elgisi sultanin vaat ettigi vergiyi almak iizere geldiginde asir1
isteklerde bulunarak adab-1 muaseret kurallarina uymayinca Tekis elcinin
oldiiriilmesini emretti®. Boylelikle iki tarafina arasi agilmis oldu*C.

Sultan Aldeddin Muhammed doénemine gelindiginde ise bir siire daha
Karahitaylara vergi 6denmeye devam edildi. Karahitay han1 Giirhan, Gurlulara
kargi Harezmsgahlara yardim etti ve Sultan Aldeddin’e 10.000 kisilik bir orduyu
yardima gonderdi. Gurlular karsisinda muzaffer olan Alddeddin Muhammed
Karahitaylara 6dedigi vergiyi isteksizce géndermeye devam etti. Bu durumun
anlagilmas1 sonucunda Giirhan’in basveziri olan Mahmud Tay vergiyi tahsil
etmek tizere sultana geldigi sirada sirada beraberinde Karahitay haninin agir
sozlerini iceren bir mektup da getirdi. Ancak Aldeddin Muhammed, Kipcak
seferine ¢ikacagindan bu durumu annesi Terken Hatun’a havale etti. O da
Giirhan’in elgisine saygi gostererek her yil 6denen vergiyi verdi. Mahmud Tay
geri donerken de beraberinde sarayin ileri gelenlerinden bazi kisileri Giirhan’a
gonderdi. Ayrica ilettigi haberde vergi gecikmesinden dolayr 6ziir dileyerek
baglilik anlagmasinin devamini istedi. Mahmud Tay ise Giirhan’a Sultan
Alaeddin’in kibirli ve gururlu bir sekilde davrandigin1 ve kendisini Karahitay
hanindan {istiin gordiigiinii iletti. Bununla birlikte sahit oldugu davraniglar
karsisinda Sultan’in  bundan sonra Karahitaylara vergi Odemeyecegini

37 Sultansdh Mahmud ve annesi Terken Hatun hakkinda ayrintihi bilgi igin bkz. Giilseren Ceceli,
Harizmsah Hiikiimdart Sultangah Mahmud (567-589/1172-1193), (Marmara Universitesi, Tiirkiyat
Aragtirmalar1 Enstitiisii, Yiiksek Lisans Tezi, 20006).

38 Ciiveyni, Cihdngiisd, 258-259; Resideddin, Camiii’t-tevéarih, 1/343; Mirhand, Ravzatu’s-safa,
4/366; Handmir, Habibii’s-siyer, 2/634; Kafesoglu, Harezmgahlar, 84-85; Biinyadov, Enugtekinler,
37; Ceceli, Sultansah Mahmud, 20-23.

3 Ciiveyni, Cihdngiisd, 260; Resideddin, Camiii ‘t-tevérih, 1/344; Mirhand, Ravzatu’s-safd, 4/368;
Kafesoglu, Harezmsahlar, 88-89; Ceceli, Sultansah Mahmud, 40. Ibnii’1-Esir, Karahitay elcilerinin
gelerek bazi tekliflerde bulunduklarini, harag istediklerini ve tahakkiime kalkigtiklarini bildirir. Bu
durum karsisinda Tekis gelen kisilerden birisini 6ldiirttii ve ardindan da Harezm’in ileri gelenlerine
her birisinin bir Karahitayliy1 6ldiirmesini emretti. Bunun sonucunda gelen elgilik heyetinden hig¢
kimse sag kalmadi. el-Kamil fi t-tarih, 9/379-380.

40 Aladeddin Tekis ddnemine ait yazigmalara bakildiginda Harezmsahlar tarafindan 578 yil
Muharrem ayinda (Mayis-Haziran 1182) Gurlulara hitaben yazilmig olan bir mektupta (Bagdadi,
et-Tevessiil, 158-159) ve 10 Cemaziyelahir 577 (21 Ekim 1181) tarihinde Atabek Cihan Pehlivan’a
gonderilen bir mektupta (Bagdadi, et-Tevessiil, 174-175) Karahitaylar iizerine yapilacak harekattan
bahsedilmektedir. M. Fuad Kopriilii, “Uran Kabilesi”, Belleten, 7/ 26, (Ankara 1943), 233-234.
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diistindiigiinii s6yledi. Bunun iizerine Giirhan da Harezm’den gelen elgilere fazla
itibar etmedi*'. Boylelikle Karahitaylar ile olan vergi baglarini zayiflatan Sultan
Alaeddin onlarla miicadele siirecine girdi*2.

2.2. ismalililerin Vergiye Baglanmasi

Selcuklu Devleti doneminde bu cografyada yasayan Ismaililer
Harezmsahlar zamaninda bdlgedeki faaliyetlerine devam ediyorlardi®®. Ismaililer
tizerine baski kurmaya calisan Sultan Aldeddin Kazvin civarinda onlara ait bir
yer olan Kahire Kalesi’ni (Arslan-giisa) ele gecirdi**. Daha sonra da Alamut
Kalesi de Harezmsahlar tarafindan kusatildi*. Aldeddin Tekis 10 Cemaziyelahir
596/28 Mart 1200’de Harezm’e gitmisti. Bu arada Ismaililer ile miicadele halinde
olan Vezir Nizdmiilmiilk Mestd b. Ali de fedailer tarafindan oldiiriildii. Bu
durum karsisinda intikam almak isteyen Aldeddin Tekis hemen hazirliklarin
yapilmasini buyurdu®®. Oglu Kutbeddin Muhammed’e haber gonderip Kuhistan’a
gitmesini emretti. O da biiyiik bir ordu ile yola ¢ikarak Ismaililere ait olan Tursiz
Kalesi’ni kusatti*’. Bu kusatma dort ay siirdii ve sehir neredeyse diismek
tizereydi. Tekis de oraya dogru harekete gegti ancak zaten hasta olan Sultan yolda
agirlasarak 19 Ramazan 596/3 Temmuz 1200°de vefat etti®. Bu sirada Ismaililer
de Melik Kutbeddin ile barig yapmaya ugrasiyordu. O zamana kadar anlagmay1
kabul etmeyen melik, babas1 Harezmsah Tekis’in hastaligi iizerine barisa razi

4 Ciiveyni, Cihdngiisd, 306-307.

42 Bu siiregte Sultan Aldeddin Muhammed Semerkant han1 Osman ile is birligi yapmustir. Nitekim
Karahitaylarin tahakkiimiinden ¢ok rahatsiz olan Sultan Osman, Aldeddin Muhammed’e haber
gondererek ondan Karahitaylara karst miicadele etmesini istedi. Buna karsilik kendisinin de bu
miicadelede destek vermenin yani sira onlara 6dedigi vergiyi artik Sultan Aldeddin’e verecegini ve
sultan adina para bastirip hutbe okutacagini ifade etti. Karsilikli miizakereler sonucunda Aldeddin
Muhammed de bu durumu olumlu karsiladi ve iki taraf arasinda Karahitaylara kars1 bir ittifak
kuruldu. Tbnii’1-Esir, el-Kdmil, 10/112-113.

43 Harezmsahlarm Ismaililer {izerinde yiiriittiigii politika hakkinda ayrintili bilgi igin bkz. Giilseren
Ceceli Dursun, “Selguklu Devleti Sonrasi Ismaililerin Faaliyetleri ve Harizmsahlar ile
Miinasebetleri”, Bozkir'in Oglu Ahmet Tasagil’a Armagan, ed. Tugba Eray Biber, (Istanbul:
Yeditepe Yayinlari, 2019), 321-340.

4 [bnii’l-Esir, el-Kamil, 10/33; Ciiveyni, Cihdngiisd, 275; Mirhand, Ravzatu’s-safd, 4/380;
Handmir, Habibii’s-siyer, 2/640; Kafesoglu, Harezmsahlar, 144; Biinyatov, Enustekinler, 62-63.
45 Tbnii’l-Esir, el-Kdmil, 10/33; Residiiddin Fazlullah Hemedani, Cdmiu 't-tevdrih, Haz. Muhammed
Rusen, Mustafa Ruseni, Tahran 1373hs, 1/402; Hamdullah Miistevfi Kazvini, Tarih-i Giizide, Haz.
Abdulhiiseyn Nevai, (Tahran 1387hs), 489; a.mlf. Tdrih-i Giizide, Tiirkge Trc. Miirsel Oztiirk,
(Ankara: Tirk Tarih Kurumu Yayinlari, 2018), 391.

46 Ciiveyni, Cihdngiisd, 277; Mirhand, Ravzatu’s-safd, 4/370; Kafesoglu, Harezmsahlar, 145.

47 [bnii’l-Esir, el-Kamil, 10/33; Ciiveyni, Cihdngiisd, 277; Residiiddin, Cdmiu t-tevarih, 1/403;
Mirhand, Ravzatu’s-safd, 4/371; Kafesoglu, Harezmsahlar, 145; Biinyatov, Enugtekinler, 63.

8 Ciiveyni, Cihdngiisd, 277; Mirhand, Ravzatu ’s-safd, 4/371; Haindmir, Habibii ’s-siyer, 2/640-641,;
Kafesoglu, Harezmsahlar, 145-146.
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oldu. Buna gore Ismalililer yiiz bin dinar vergi verecek ve Harezmsahlara itaat
edeceklerdi®.

Celéaleddin Harezmsah doneminde bu vergi meselesi yeniden giindeme
geldi. ismaililer Mogol istilas1 sirasinda savunmasiz kalan Damgan’1 almuslard.
Sultan Celaleddin ise buranin geri verilmesini istiyordu. Ismalililer Damgan’a
karsilik y1llik 30.000 dinar vermeyi teklif ettiler. Sultan bunu kabul ettikten sonra
Azerbaycan’a gitti. Ancak gelisen bazi olaylar vezir Serefiilmiilk’iin vergiyi
diisiirmesine neden oldu®. Séyle ki Ismaililerin Harezmsahlara gondermis
oldugu elgi Bedreddin ile Sereflilmiilk arasinda bazi tatsiz hadiseler yasaninca bu
durum Harezmsahlar Devleti’nin igerisine gizlenmis olan fedailerden bes kiginin
agiga ¢ikmasma neden oldu®’. Durumdan haberi olan Sultan Celaleddin bu
Ismaili fedailerinin derhal 6ldiiriilmesini emretti. Serefiilmiilk her ne kadar mani
olmaya calisti ise de basarili olamad1 ve bu fedailerin yani sira onlar1 istihdam
eden Kemaéleddin de sultanin goziinde suglu goriilerek oldiiriildi. Bu
hadiselerden sonra vezir Serefiilmiilk Berda’da bulundugu sirada Ismaililer
tarafindan kendisine bir el¢i geldi. Serefiilmiilk’e bes fedainin 6ldiigiini ve eger
kendisine bir zarar gelmesini istemiyorsa diyet olarak fedai basina 10.000 dinar
Odemesini istedi. Serefiilmiilk o kadar korktu ki el¢iye fazlasiyla izzet ve ikramda
bulundu. Daha sonra da o sirada yaninda bulunan miiellif Nesevi’ye Ismaililerin
her yil verdikleri 30.000 dinardan 10.000 dinar asag1 indirilmesine karar verdi ve
bunu yazdirarak onayladi®.

Sultan Celéleddin 628/1230 yilinda Ahlat’1 ele gegirmisti. Bu olaydan
sonra Ismaili lideri Aldeddin, Felekeddin’i Harezmsahlara el¢i gonderdi.
Ismaililerin 6demesi gereken 30.000 dinarlik vergiyi 10.000 dinar eksik yani
20.000 dinar olarak getirdi®®. Daha sonra Nesevi Alamut’a gonderilerek
kendisinden Harezmsah adina hutbe okutulmasi ve eksik vergi meselesi ile ilgili
Ismaililerle goriismesi istendi. Herkes Ismaililerin sultanin hazinesine yilda
100.000 dinar vergi vermesi gerektigini biliyordu. Iste Nesevi’nin gorevi

49 Tbnii’1-Esir, el-Kdmil, 10/33; Kafesoglu, Harezmsahlar, 146.

0 Nesevi, Siret, Farsca, 164; Tiirkce cev. 83; Taneri, Celdlii’d-din Harizmsdh, 58.

51 Bu mesele ile ilgili ayrintili bilgi igin bkz. Giilseren Ceceli Dursun, “Selguklu Devleti Sonrast
Ismaililerin Faaliyetleri”, 333.

52 Nesevi, Siret, Farsca, 164-166; Tiirkce cev. 83-84; Farhad Daftary, Ismdililer Tarih ve Ogretileri,
Tiirkge trc. Erdal Toprak, (istanbul: Alfa Yayinlari, 2005), 581; Taneri, Celdlii'd-din Harizmsdh,
58-59; Mahbube Serefi, “Ismailiyan-e Nizari ve Edde-i Seriat”, Faslndme-i [Imi, Ulim-e Insdni
Danesgah-e ez-Zehrd, 43(Payiz 1381hs), 132; Mehdi Halili, Mehdiye Turani Alizadeh, Seyid
Mehdi Ahmedifer, “Tamli ber Mevacih-i Siyasi ve Mezhebi Ismailiyyan-1 Nizari ba
Harizmsahiyan”, Miitalaat-1 Takribi Mezdhib-i Islami, 35 (Behar 1393hs), 40-41; Giilseren Ceceli
Dursun, “Selguklu Devleti Sonrasi Ismaililerin Faaliyetleri”, 332-333.

53 Nesevi, Siret, Farsca, 226; Tiirkce cev. 133.
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vergiden kalan kismi eksiksiz olarak istemekti. Ismaililer mazeret olarak
Firuzkuh valisi Emintiddin Refikii’l-Hadim’in  Guhistan’dan ~ Alamut’a
gonderilen 15.000 dinar1 gasp etmesini One siirdiiler. Nesevi de bu olaym
anlasmadan dnce oldugunu ifade etti. Buna karsilik Ismalililer de kendilerinin
Sultan Celaleddin’e hizmet ettiklerini, Sind Nehri’ni gectigi en zor zamanlarinda
onun yaninda olduklarmi ve sultanin da bu yiizden kendilerine tesekkiir ettigini
ifade ettiler. Gur hiikiimdar1 Sehabeddin’i de sultana baglilik ve dostluklarini
gostermek i¢in Oldiirdiiklerini belirttiler®. Nesevi de Sehabeddin’in onlarin
memleketine saldirdigini, oralart harap ederek iglerinden pek c¢ok Kkisiyi
oldiirdiiglinii ve her ne olursa olsun kararlastirilan verginin azaltilamayacagini
sOyledi. O zaman kendisine Serefilmiilk’iin 10.000 dinar1 asagi c¢ektigini
gosteren ve miingi Nesevi tarafindan yazilarak Serefiilmiilk tarafindan
onaylanmig kagidi gosterdiler. O da onlara “Bu para sultana aittir. Onun olan bir
sey yine sultamn iradesine bagh olarak size verilebilir.” dedi. Ismaililer de
sultanin miilkiiniin Serefiilmiilk’tin insiyatifinde oldugunu ve harcamalarda onun
isteklerinin etkili oldugunu ifade ettiler. Hatta vezirin tasarrufunun sahsi menfaat
meselesi olsa dahi yerine getirildigini, kendilerine gelince neden farkli muamele
edildigini ve Serefiilmiilk’iin vergide yaptigi indirimin yazili oldugu mensurun
kabul edilmedigini sdylediler. Bunun iizerine 20.000 dinarin teslim edilmesi ve
kalan 10.000 dinar ile ilgili sultanin karar vermesi igin bir siire verilmesi
sonucuna varildi. Alamut hakimi Aldeddin bu gidisinde Nesevi’ye baska elgilere
gosterilmeyen hiirmeti gosterdi ve kendisine pek ¢ok hediye verdi®.

2.3. Hakim Olunan Bolgelerden Alinan Vergiler ve Hazineden Yapilan
Harcamalar

Harezmsgahlarin hakim oldugu bolgelerden vergiler alimir ve bunlar
hazineye intikal ederdi. Bu konu ile ilgili bir 6rnek Herat’in kusatilarak vergiye
baglanmasi ile ilgilidir. Sultan Aldeddin Tekis’in vefatinin ardindan yerine oglu
Aldeddin Muhammed gegti. Ancak Tekis’in 0Oldiigiini duyan Gurlular
Horasan’da kanisikliklar cikartti. Sultan Aldeddin bu durum karsisinda 17
Zilhicce 597/18 Eylil 1201 de Sadyah’i kusatti ve kenti ele gegirdi. Oradan

5 Gur hiikiimdar1 Sehabeddin Giri 1 Saban 602/12 Mart 1206 tarihinde Demil’de yats1 namazi
vaktinde Sldiiriilmiigtiir. Ayrintili bilgi i¢in bkz. Tbnii’l-Esir, el-Kdmil, 10/ 77-78; Kafesoglu,
Harezmgsahlar, 161.

% Nesevi, Siret, Fars¢a, 231-233; Tiirkge ¢ev. 136; Bu mesele hakkinda ayrica bkz. Aydin Taneri,
“Selguklu-Osmanl Cizgisinde Harezmsahlar Vezareti”, Tarih Enstitiisii Dergisi, 7-8 (1976-1977),
28.
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Merv’e® ve ardindan da Serahs’a vardi. Daha sonra Harezm’e geri dénen Sultan
Alaeddin Muhammed yeniden harekete gecerek bu sefer de Herat sehrini kusatt.
Sultan’in manciniklari da getirdigi bu kusatma zorlu bir hal alinca kale komutani
Izeddin Mergazi eman diledi. Cok miktarda vergi 6demeyi kabul etti ve kefil
olarak da oglunu sultana gonderdi. Aldeddin Muhammed de kendisini bagislad:®’.
Burada o6denen verginin ne kadar oldugu malum olmasa da Herat sehrinin
affedilmesi karsiliginda ¢ok miktarda vergi alindigi anlagilmaktadir.

Mogollara kars1 tutunamayan Celaleddin Harezmsah, Hindistan’a giderek
bir siire burada kalmisti. Ancak geri donen sultan, Horasan ve Irak’1 hakimiyeti
altina ald1. Iste bu bolgelerden ele gegirilen hazinelerin degeri 30.000 dinardan
fazlaydi®®. Bu sirada Cihan Pehlivan Ozbek Hint kitalarmin kumandani idi ve bu
civarda Sultan Celaleddin’e ait yerleri idare ediyordu®. Pehlivan’m bu bélgedeki
hizmeti Semseddin Iltutmus’un onu yenmesine kadar devam etti. Daha sonra
sultanin hizmetine girmek iizere yola ¢ikarken yerine Bugamiilk (Vefamiilk)
unvanli Kazlak (Kozluk) ve hizmetindeki diger kisileri orada birakarak Irak
tarafina geldi. Bu sirada Nesevi de Kazvin sehrinde bulunmaktaydi. Pehlivan,
Nesevi’ye ve Irak valisi Serefeddin Ali’ye bolgeye geldigini yazdi. Kendisinin
yaninda 700 atli bulunuyordu. Serefeddin, Nesevi ile istisare ederek Pehlivan’a
Irak hazinesinden 5.000 dinar vermenin uygun olup olmadigini sordu. O da cevap
olarak bu paranin bir kiymetinin olmadigini sdyledi. Sultanin nezdinde bunun
degerinin bulundugunu ve bu sayede ileride de belki yiiksek bir mevkiye
gelmesinin miimkiin olabilecegini ifade etti. Aradan birkag¢ giin gegtikten sonra

% Bu sirada Merv’de sultanin kardesi Nasireddin Meliksah’in oglu Hindusah bulunuyordu ve
kendisi daha 6nce Gurlularin tarafina gegmisti. Amcasinin geldigini duyunca yaptiklarindan dolay1
biiyiik bir pismanlik duydu ve Gur hiikiimdarlarinin yanina gitti. Ciiveyni, Cihdngiisd, 279.

5 Bu olaymn ardindan gergeklesen hadiselere bakildiginda Gurlularin yapmis olduklar1 bazi
davraniglarin halki fakirlestirdigi goriilir. Ciiveyni’nin bildirdigine gore Aldeddin Muhammed
Herat’1 bu sekilde vergiye bagladigi sirada Gur hiikiimdarlar1 da Horasan’a gitmek i¢in hazirlik
yapmaktaydilar. Bu arada sultanin Herat’1 kusattigini 6grenen Gurlular bu durumdan istifade etmek
isteyerek Harezm’e bir ordu gonderdiler. Bunu duyan Aldeddin Muhammed, Harezm’e geri
donmek tizere harekete gegti. Talekan’da Gurlu Sehabeddin’in ordusu ile karsi karsiya geldiler
ancak Sultan savagsmayarak Merv’e dogru hareket etti. Gurlular Sultan Alaeddin’i takip ederken o
Serahs’a vardi. Ardindan da baris igin elciler gidip gelmeye basladi. Gurlular Horasan’mn bazi
bolgelerini isteyince sultan bu durumdan rahatsiz oldu ve Harezm’e yoneldi. Sultan Sehabeddin ise
Tus’a saldirarak buradaki halka eziyet etti. Ordusu i¢in yeterli ihtiyaci karsilayamadigindan halk:
tahil satmaya zorladi. Bunlar da yeterli gelmeyince Meshed’de bulunan tiirbenin korunmasi ve
ayakta kalabilmesi icin ambarlarina konmus olan tahillar1 almalari i¢in adamlarini gonderdi.
Onlarin yaptigi bu davranis halkin Gurlular’a karst olumsuz diisiincelerinin artmasma ve
Harezmsahlara muhabbet duymalarina neden oldu. Ciiveyni, Cihdngiisd, 279-280.

%8 Nesevi, Siret, Farsca, 82; Tiirkce cev. 40.

%9 Cihan Pehlivan’in Sultan Celaleddin tarafindan Hindistan’da gérevlendirilmesi hakkinda ayrintili
bilgi i¢in bkz. Taneri, Celdlii 'd-din Harizmgdh, 31-32.
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da sultandan bir irade alindi. Burada Irak hazinesinden 20.000 dinar
gonderilmesinin yan sira Pehlivan’in Irak’ta kis1 gegirerek yorgunluk atmasinin
ardindan ilkbaharda gorevine devam etmesi ve hayvanlarinin iyilesmesi i¢in vakit
kazandirilmasi yaziliydi®.

Sultan Celaleddin Harezmsah doneminde Azerbaycan ve cevresinde ele
gecirilen topraklardan da vergi alintyordu. Bu konuda bir 6rnek Nahgivan’dan
vergi alinmasi ile ilgilidir. Bu sirada Atabeg Pehlivan’in kizi Nahgivan
melikesiydi ve buranin vergisi de Harezmsahlar’a verilmekteydi. Bu konu ile
ilgili bir olay su sekilde gerceklesti. Atabeg Pehlivan’in kizi Aydogmus adli bir
kole almig, bunu biiyiitiip evlat edinmisti. Ancak Aydogmus bu hanimi birakarak
Serefiilmiilk’tin hizmetine girdi ve ondan Nahgivan’1 alarak kendisine vermesini
istedi. Ayrica vezirden bir miktar para alarak yildan yila bunu geri 6demeyi teklif
etti. Bu anlasma sonunda Serefiilmiilk kendi adamlarinit Aydogmus ile beraber
Nahgivan’i ele gegirmek tizere gonderdi. Bu arada Melike de adamlar1 vasitasiyla
biitiin olup biteni 6grendi. Ardindan Serefiilmiilk de Nahgivan’a geldi ve sehir
disinda bir yere yerlesti. Bu sirada Melike’nin yardimcisi olan bir kadin gelerek
burada bulunmalaria itiraz edince vezir de bu durumdan dolay1 utandi. Bu kadin
daha sonra tekrar geldi ve “Ben Nahgivamn tiim gelirlerini size takdim ettim.
Kendi ge¢misinin mirast ile bu baglhilhigr yaptim. Simdi bu sana yeterli gelmedi mi
ki bana bu sekilde davraniyorsun? Eger bu yaptiklarinda amacin Nahgivan
almaksa kendi adamlarindan birisini génder ve yildan yila vergisini toplasin.
Benden sana gelecek hazine ve takdimin iki kati olacagint goreceksin” dedi.
Soyleyecek sozii kalmayan Serefiilmiilk 6zlir dileyen bir tavir sergiledi ve
ardindan da Semiran kalesine gitti®.

Celaleddin Harezmséh zamaninda sinirlar1 batiya dogru genislemesi ile
Sirvansahlar da vergiye baglandi. Bu donemde Sirvansahlarin basinda IlI.
Feriburz bulunmaktaydi®?. Aslinda onlarin vergiye baglanmasimin temelleri
Selguklular dénemine kadar uzanmaktaydi. Selguklular Erran’i ele gegirip
sinirlarini genislettiginde Sirvangahlara da birgok akinlar yapmis ve askerlerin
cogunu Oldiirmiistii. Sultan Alparslan Sirvangdh’i gagirtarak kendisini 100.000
dinar vergiye bagladi. Iste sultan Celaleddin de 612/1225-1226 yilinda Erran’1
ele gecirdiginde Sirvansdh’a bir el¢i gondererek zamaninda Meliksah’a verilen
verginin simdi kendisine verilmesini istedi. Sirvangah ise memleketinin
igerisinde bulundugu zor durumu, ekonomik sikintilari, arazilerinden bir kisminin

60 Nesevi, Siret, Farsca, 237-238; Tiirkce cev. 138.

61 Nesevi, Siret, 181-182; Tiirkge gev. 100-101.

62 Sirvangahlar hakkinda ayrintili bilgi i¢in bkz. Biinyadov, Azerbaycan Atabegleri, 175-214; Sara
Asurbeyli, “Sirvansahlar”, Tirkiye Diyanet Vakfi Islam Ansiklopedisi, (Istanbul: TDV Yayimnlari,
2010), 39/211-213.

[846]



Harezmsahlar Doneminde Siyasi Iliskilerin Hazine Gelirlerine Tesiri

elinden ¢iktigim1 ve Glirciilerin saldirilarim ileri siirerek vergi konusundaki
sorunlarini dile getirdi. Uzun siiren miizakereler sonunda yillik 50.000 dinara
anlagma yapildi. Sultan bu sefer Erran’a giderken Sirvansadh davet edilmedigi
halde Celaleddin’in yanina gelerek ona 500 tane cins Tiirk at1 vezir Serefiilmiilk’e
ise 50 at hediye etti. Ancak onun hediyesini kiigiimseyen Serefiilmiilk sultandan
Sirvansah’in memleketinin ele gecirilmesini istedi ise de Celaleddin Harezmsah
bunu kabul etmedi. Ardindan da Sirvansah’a hilat ve hediyeler vererek gitmesine
izin verdi. Ayrica Sultan Celaleddin, Nesevi’ye Sirvansah’i iilkesinin basinda
biraktigin1 ve vergisinden 20.000 dinar kadarmin indirildigini buyurdugu bir
mensur yazdirdi. Sirvangdh da bu mensurdan dolayr Nesevi’ye 10.000 dinar
hediye etti®.

Sirvangahlardan aliman verginin tahsil edilmesi konusuna Vezir
Sereflilmiilk’tin de miidahil oldugu goriiliir. Sultan Celaleddin batidan doguya
dogudan batiya her seferinde Beylekdn’a ugrar ve otagini kurunca bir sayim
yapilmasini isterdi. Burada sultana Nesevi vasitasiyla hububat ve koyun miktarini
iceren bir cetvel gonderilirdi. Bu cetvel hazirlanirken “Helal koyun: Su kadar
bas” seklinde ifade edilirdi. Bu seferden sonra Serefiilmiilk, Mukan’a dondii.
Tiirkmenleri topladiktan sonra Sirvansdhlara sultan tarafindan tayin edilen
50.000 dinar verginin gonderilmesi i¢in bir haberci yolladi. Sirvansah bu istege
herhangi bir cevap gondermedi. Ciinkii Serefiilmiilk msrif bir kisi oldugu i¢in
onateslim edilen paralari bosa harcayacagini ve bu konuda da kendisine bir hesap
verilmeyecegini diisiiniiyordu. Serefiilmiilk bu duruma kizarak Kiir Nehri
kenarina gitti ve oradan Sirvansdh’in topraklarina yagma yapmalari i¢in dort bin
kisi gonderdi ise de bu seferden bir sonug ¢ikmadi, ¢iinkii Sirvansah Azerbaycan
tarafina kagmigti®,

Sereflilmiilk sultanin géziinden diistiigiinii diisiiniiyordu ve bu yiizden de
kendini affettirmek i¢in baz1 faaliyetlere kalkisti. Bu nedenle kendi kuvvetleri ve
sultanin bazi1 askerleri ile yola ¢ikarak gemilerle Aras Nehri’ni gecti. Aras ile Kiir
nehirleri arasinda bir Sirvansah nahiyesi olan Gustasfi’yi ele gecirerek buray:
yillik 200.000 dinarlik vergiye bagladi. Ardindan da oradaki Sirvansah
memurlarini kovdu. Bu nahiye iki nehir arasinda oldugundan buraya ancak gemi
ile ulagilabilirdi ve arazisi bataklikti. Bu bolgede balik ve su kuslar1 o kadar ¢coktu
ki buranin geliri bu sekilde saglaniyordu. Su kuslarinin yiiz tanesi bir dinar ederdi.
Sereflilmiilk masrafin1 kendi kesesinden vermek iizere Aras’ta iki kanal agtirtt1.
Buralarda bol meyveler yetisiyordu. Bu sayede gelirler atmisti. Sultan Celaleddin

83 Nesevi, Siret, Tiirkge ¢ev.111; Biinyadov, Azerbaycan Atabegleri, 212.
64 Nesevi, Siret, 180-181; Tiirkge gev. 100; Biinyadov, Azerbaycan Atabegleri, 211; Taneri,
“Harezmsahlar Vezareti”, 28.
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ise Mukan’da kislaginda bulunuyordu ve o sene kis oldukga sert gegcmekteydi.
Soguk cok fazlaydi ve yer buzla kaplanmisti. Sultanin oldugu tarafta bulunan
sudan karstya gecebilmek miimkiin degildi. Serefiilmiilk ormandan agaclarin
kesilmesini buyurdu. Agaglar kesilerek dizildi ve yakildi boylelikle buz ¢6ziildii.
Kiil olan agaclarin sayesinde yol vermeyecek derinlikte ge¢it agildi. Bu kanala
“Sultan Nehri” adi verildi ve sadece bu yil herhangi bir mahsul elde etmeden
80.000 dinar harcand:®®.

SONUC

Harezmséahlar doneminde hazinenin gelirlerinin 6nemli bir kismi devletin
hakim oldugu topraklar, devlete bagl olan topluluklar ve gesitli devletlerden
alinan vergiler sayesinde belirlenirdi. Vergiler bir diizen igerisinde ve miktarinca
alinir ve harcamalar da bu sekilde yapilirdi. Bu konuda gérevli kisiler bulunurdu.
Elde edilen gelirlerin sadece devlet giderlerine harcanmayip imar faaliyetlerine
de onem verilirdi. Hazinenin idaresi sultan ve iist diizey devlet gorevlilerinin
iradesi ile gergeklesmekteydi. Ancak bazen hazineden miisrifge ve keyfi
harcamalar da yapilirdi. Ozellikle Celaleddin Harezmsah’in veziri Serefiilmiilk
bu konudaki 6nemli 6rneklerden birisidir. Bu zamanda ¢esitli topluluklar ile vergi
iliskileri bulunurdu. Harezmsahlar Atsiz doneminden itibaren bir siire
Karahitaylara vergi verdiler. Giiglerinin artmasi ile birlikte Aldeddin Tekis
doneminde bu vergi boyundurugundan kurtulmaya basladilar. Aldeddin
Muhammed déneminde Karahitaylar ile karsi karsiya gelinmesinde bu meselenin
de etkisi vardi. Harezmsahlar doneminde vergi alinan topluluklardan birisi ise
Ismaililerdi. Hirezmsah Alaeddin Tekis zamanindan itibaren Ismaililerin vergiye
baglandig1 ve bu durumun Celaleddin Harezmsah doneminde de devam ettigi
goriiliir. Harezmsahlarin hazine gelirlerinin oldukga fazla oldugu ve miireffeh bir
devlet olduklar1 vergi gelirlerinden ve miktarlarindan anlasilmaktadir. Ayni
durum sultanlarin sahsi hazineleri igin de gegerliydi. Bu konudaki ornekler
ozellikle Alaeddin Muhammed déneminde devletin refah seviyesini gosterir.
Horasan’dan Irak’a kadar tiim bu cografyadan yiiksek vergi gelirleri devlet
hazinesini dolduruyordu. Mogol istilasinin gerceklestigi Alaeddin Muhammed
zamaninda her ne kadar topraklarin bir kismi elden ¢ikmis olsa da Celdleddin
Harezmgah doneminde yeni topraklar ele gegirildi. Bu donemde var olan gelirlere
Azerbaycan bolgesi ve Sirvangdhlar’in gelirlerinin de eklenmesi ile devlet
hazinesinin idamesi saglandi.

8 Nesevi, Siret, 192-193; Tiirkge gev. 110; Biinyadov, Azerbaycan Atabegleri, 212; Taneri,
“Harezmsahlar Vezareti”, 27.
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EXTENDED ABSTRACT

Khwarazmshah Empire (1097-1231), one of the Medieval Turco-Islamic
dynasties, heavily relied on economic activities in terms of its sustainment and
development. The main source of income was the taxes. The collected taxes were
the prime sources of state revenues. The taxes were collected properly and on
time. Besides this, their amounts were also determined. Those who were
incapable of paying the taxes in the fiscal year for certain reasons were tolerated.
Over-taxation was not approved. The expenses were met through the revenues
accumulated in the treasury. Moreover, the expenses of reconstruction works
were paid through treasury revenues as well. Irregularities were subject to
punishments. Treasury payments and expenses were conducted directly by the
order of sultan or highest-ranking government officials. Personal use was not
common; however, sometimes there were cases of arbitrary spending as in the
example of vizier Sharaf al Mulk. Besides this, the rulers had their own treasuries.
Especially the reign of Aladdin Muhammad is famous for its large royal treasury.
In necessitating cases, the sultans spent from their own treasuries. For instance,
Sultan Jalal al Din hosted the Abbasid caliphs in this way. The revenues and
expenses of the state were arranged through the Divan Istifa (Finance Council)
and its personnel. Financiers and treasurers were among the staff. They were
responsible for tax collection and tax submission to the treasury. Besides the
state-owned lands, there were taxes collected from dependent nations and regions
as well. Tax-payment issues were among the major catalysers of confrontations
with some states. Territorial expansion and especially annexation of regions with
high revenues heavily contributed to the economic development of the empire.
The total area of the Khwarazmshah Empire reached its zenith during the periods
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of Aladdin Tekish and Aladdin Muhammad. During this time, the treasury thrived
thanks to the taxes collected from not only the annexed territories but also from
vassal states and economic situation highly improved. A glance on tax amounts
points out that a 1/3 profit was attained from dependent territories such as Fars
Province. The Khwarazmshah rulers, who had been obliged to pay taxes to Kara
Khitai Dynasty from Atsiz’s to Aladdin Muhammad’s reign, subsequently got rid
of this yoke after their struggle. The Ismaili were among the taxpayers of the
Khwarazmshah Empire. The Ismaili started to pay taxes in the last years of
Aladdin Tekish’s reign and continued to pay during the reign of Jalal al Din
Khwarazmshah. During the reign of Aladdin Muhammad, the lands such as Herat
and Nesa began to pay taxes. Moreover, the ruler of Samarkand Osman promised
to pay taxes in return for the struggle against the Kara Khitai. Mongol Invasion
started during Aladdin Muhammad’s reign and led the empire to dismay.
Furthermore, a tough period for the Khwarazmshah Empire began because of the
resulting turbulent milieu and decrease in the taxes. In addition, Aladdin
Muhammad’s priceless treasures were taken to Genghis Khan. Mongol invasion
and Khwarazmshah Empire’s loss of some of its territories and treasuries to the
Mongols negatively affected the economic situation. However, despite this, Jalal
al Din Khwarazmshah strove to maintain the dynasty after the death of his father.
He remained in India for a certain period and then fought against the Mongols.
After that, he turned back and moved westward in order to annex new territories
and expand the boundaries. During this period, it seems that Jalal al Din
Khwarazmshah strove to benefit from the treasures of Khorasan and Iraq. During
his tenure, with the annexation of Azerbaijan, not only Nakhichevan but also
Shirvanshah regions became subject to taxation. Besides this, destroyed areas
were renovated and economically-collapsed cities were reconstructed. To
conclude, Jalal al Din Khwarazmshah strove to maintain the revenues and
economically survive the state.
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HUKUK, ADALET VE TOPLUMSAL BiLiNC: GEC OSMANLI
IMPARATORLUGU’NDA DILEKCELER VE SiYASET!

Ibrahim Halil KALKAN?

Oz

Osmanli son déneminde J6n Tiirk Devrimi’nin akabinde Istanbul’a imparatorlugun dort
bir yanindan iskence sikayetleri igeren ¢ok sayida dilekge gonderilmistir. Dilekcelerde
yeni rejimin sdyleminin temelini olusturan insan haklari ve hukuk devleti gibi kavramlari
siradan insanlarin igkence muamelesi lizerinden anlamlandirdiklar1 ve bu diizlemde s6z
konusu kavramlar1 6ne siirerek iktidarin miizakeresi ¢abasinda olduklar1 anlasilmaktadir.
Nitekim, zaman zaman oldukga ¢arpici ve cesur ifadelere bagvurarak, Jon Tiirk rejiminin
bir tarihsel kirtlma, yeni bir baslangi¢ teskil etme iddiasini iskence muamelesi iizerinden
sorgulamaktadirlar. Her ne kadar dilekgelerde, muhtemelen taktiksel olarak, insan haklari
ve hukuk devleti gibi kavramlarin bir uzantisi olarak iskence muamelesinin kabul
edilemezligi Jon Tirk Rejimiyle 6zdeslestirilmisse de siradan insanlar agisindan benzer
bir anlayis ve sdylem Onceki Tanzimat ve II. Abdiilhamid donemi dilekgelerinde de
kendini agiga ¢ikarmaktadir. Jon Tirk dénemi dilekgelerinde olduk¢a yaygin olarak
iskencenin insan haklar1 ve hukuk devleti ilkeleriyle celiskisi s6z konusu ilkelere ev
sahipligi yapmadig1 varsayilan II. Abdiilhamid donemiyle karsilastirmaya basvurularak
vurgulanmig olmasi bir yana, ironik bir sekilde, hem insan haklar1 ve hukuk devleti hem

1 Bu makalenin temel tezleri 6zetle ve soyut olarak 26-28 Kasim 2019 tarihlerinde Ankara’da
diizenlenmis olan 16. Ulusal Sosyal Bilimler Kongresi’nde sunulan “Ge¢ Osmanlt
Imparatorlugu’nda Adalet ve Hukukun Ustiinliigii Uzerine Toplumsal Biling ve Popiiler Séylemler”
baslikli bildiride de savunulmustur.

2Dr. Ogr. Uyesi, Adana Alparslan Tiirkes Bilim ve Teknoloji Universitesi Siyasal Bilgiler Fakiiltesi
Siyaset Bilimi ve Kamu Y6netimi Boliimii, ihkalkan@atu.edu.tr, Orcid: 0000-0001-5135-7841
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de bunlarin iskenceyle baglantisiyla ilgili yogun bir farkindalik ve bilinglilik hali II.
Abdiilhamid doénemi dilekgelerinde de gozlemlenebilir. Yine, Tanzimat’in erken
yillarinda tipki Jon Tiirk doneminin baglarinda oldugu gibi iskence muamelesinin mevcut
olmamasi talebi kitlelerce radikal bir doniisiim beklentisinin en somut ifadesi olarak
ortaya ¢ikmaktadir. Dilekgelerdeki ortak sdylem ve iskence yasagmin anlamina dair
bilinglilik hali agisindan var olan siireklilik iskence muamelesinin mevcudiyetinin ya da
yoklugunun siradan insanlarin siyasal rejimin niteligini belki de en yakindan
deneyimledikleri bir diizlem olmasiyla agiklanabilir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Hukuk devleti, Insan haklar1, Toplumsal déniisiim, Iskence, Siyaset,
Miizakere.

Law, Justice and Popular Consciousness: Petitions and Politics in Late
Ottoman Empire

Abstract

During the Young Turk Period, from the months following the July 1908 Revolution, the
higher authorities in Istanbul, particularly the Sublime Porte, received many petitions
raising official complaints against the practice of torture. They commonly employed the
official discourse of the new regime by emphasizing its claim to start a new beginning in
Ottoman history. They furthermore proposed the practice of torture as the yardstick for
whether or not a radical transformation took place. The language of these petitions
suggests that common people across the social-economic and ethnic-religious
backgrounds possessed a comprehensive awareness of why the practice of torture was
illegal, particularly, the connection between on the one hand the abolition of torture and
on the other the rule of law and individual rights. They thereby sought to negotiate
political power often through bold and remarkable statements. While the petitions from
the Young Turk period produce the impression that both the abolition of torture and
accompanying modern principles, namely, the rule of law, individual rights and equality
were unique to the Young Turk Regime, ironically, one can trace the same principles
grounding the official grievances against torture in the petitions from both the Tanzimat
and Abdiilhamid II Periods. Furthermore, similar to the early Young Turk Period, in the
petitions from the first decades of the Tanzimat, the practice of torture presents itself as
the most visible domain through which to see whether the Tanzimat fulfilled its promise
to constitute a historical rupture. This conceptual and discursive continuity is arguably
due primarily to that it was through the practice of torture that ordinary Ottomans most
commonly and closely faced the arbitrary exercise of state authority.

Keywords: The Rule of law, Individual rights, Transformation, Torture, Politics,
Negotiation.
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GIRIS

Osmanli imparatorlugu’nda yiizyillar boyunca basta padisah olmak iizere
yiiksek makamlara cesitli vesilelerle dilekce sunulmasi siradan insanlarin
hukuksuzlukla karsilastiklarin diigiindiiklerinde bagvurduklari belki de en yaygin
ve yerlesik hak arama yoludur. Olduk¢a kurumsallasmis bir pratik ve
derinlemesine yerlesik bir gelenek olan dilekge Osmanli yonetim ve siyasetinde
iktidarin mesruiyetinin miizakeresi yolunda genis ve etkin bir alan olarak
goriinmektedir. Osmanli yonetim diisiincesine yon veren adalet kavraminin
onemli bir vechesi padisahin siradan insanlar1 devlet ydneticilerinin
hukuksuzluklarindan koruma yiikiimliiliigiidiir. iste dilekgce kurumu her seyden
once bu yiikiimliliige dayanmaktadir. S6z konusu hukuksuz eylemler zuliim
olarak kavramsallastirilmakla birlikte, padisahin adil olma niteliginin en énemli
gostergesi zulmii Onlemek olarak anlagilmistir. Nitekim dilekgelerde
geleneksellesmis Olciide yaygin olarak rastlanilan ifadelerde padisah merhametli
olmanin yani sira adaletperver ve mazlumlarin koruyucusu olarak tasvir
edilmistir.®

Dilekg¢e yoluyla hak arama gelenegi siyasal ve hukuksal modernlesme
siirecine sahne olan On Dokuzuncu Yiizyil boyunca ve 6tesinde de yogun sekilde
siirmiistiir. Bu donemde dilekcenin dikkatini ¢ekmek istedigi oncelikli makam
siy