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Abstract: Research objectives: This study aims to analyze the reasons, development,
and consequences of Sahin Giray Sultan’s Rebellion in the history of the Crimean Khanate,
based on data retrieved from Ottoman archival sources.

Research materials: The main sources of data for this research are documents held in
the Archive of the Topkap1 Palace Museum and the Department of Ottoman Archives of the
Presidency of the Republic of Turkey Directorate of State. These documents have been
compared with the Ottoman-Tatar chronicles of the period (izzi Tarihi, Celebi Akay Tarihi,
Tarih-i Said Giray Sultan).

Results and novelty of the research: The most detailed evaluation of the rebellion of
Sahin Giray Sultan can be found in Smirnov's book on the Crimean Khanate which echoes
the information given in the Ottoman chronicle, izzi Tarihi. In the present study, Topkapi
Palace Museum Archive documents numbered TSMA-E 408-55, TSMA-E 569-58, and
TSMA-E 751-49, as well as the Mithimme Defters and Kalebend Defters held by the De-
partment of Ottoman Archives of the Presidency of the Republic of Turkey Directorate of
State Archives, are compared with statements in different sources. In the light of these
documents, the rise and progress of the rebellion headed by Sahin Giray Sultan are subject-
ed to a new evaluation. Documents considered important and providing details of the life of
Sahin Giray Sultan and the course of the rebellion have been transliterated and presented
for the use of researchers.

The Noghays residing in the Bucak region constituted the social base of the Sahin
Giray rebellion. The rebellion broke out due to the Porte’s desire to deploy Tatar forces on
the Iranian front, the increasing centralization efforts of the Ottoman Empire on the Rus-
sian-Polish and Ukrainian borders, and the pressure put on Tatar society for the return of
Russian captives of 1736-39 War. The rebellion broke out prematurely after the Porte and
Selim Giray Khan conspired to neutralize Sahin Giray Sultan. The extreme measures taken
by the Ottoman Empire and the Crimean Khanate prevented the revolt from spreading, and
the rebels led by the Sahin Giray Sultan were easily defeated, thus causing the suppression
of the rebellion.
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Introduction: Collective Violence in the History of the Crimean Khanate

Collective violence used within a political organization to change the regime,
rulers of the political community, constitution, or the structure of the administra-
tion is defined as political violence or civil strife. Civil wars, rebellions, revolts,
mutinies and uprisings are all considered acts of political violence. [1, p. 1107; 2,
p- 3-4; 3, p. 133-136]

The historiography of the Crimean Khanate includes studies of the rebellions
that can be defined as political violence, and with a few exceptions, they were gen-
erally written to document the political history of the Crimean Khanate or the
Noghay Tatars [4, 125-146; 5, p.74-113]. Evaluating the rebellions in the history
of the Crimean Khanate, which endured for over 300 years as a political entity, can
be problematic. Although the Crimean Khanate became a vassal of the Ottoman
Empire after 1475, it remained a political structure with its own state organization,
ideological legitimacy and ethnic base. Towards the end of the first half of the 17"
century, following the dismantling of the Great Noghay Horde, the Noghay tribes
began to migrate to the Crimean Khanate and the Ottoman lands, which continued
into the first quarter of the 18" century. As a result of the migrations, the tribes and
their beys became involved in the political and ethnic structure of the Crimean
Khanate as new political actors, and these intertwined facts make it difficult to
evaluate the rebellions in the history of the khanate.

The period from 1441 to 1783 saw many outbreaks of political violence in the
Crimean Khanate, from major civil wars to small-scale uprisings. Taking into ac-
count these examples of political violence as a whole, they reveal two basic forms
of rebellion. In the first, the Crimean Khans rose against the Ottoman Porte and
rejected the authority of the sultan, while in the second, the Crimean elite, dissatis-
fied with the administration of the current khan, rebelled to have him changed. The
first form of rebellion saw a hostile attitude being taken against the Ottoman Porte,
characterized by separatist tendencies. The rebellion of Mehmed Giray II in 1583—
1584'; the rebellion of brothers Mehmed and Sahin Giray in 1624 and 1627-1628
[7, p.49-91, 149-164; 8, p. 101-116] and the rebellion of Inayet Giray Khan in
1637 [9, p. 209-224; 8, p. 122—-125] serve as examples of this form of rebellion,
and all can be considered as part of the phenomenon referred to by Alan Fisher as
“Crimean separatism” [10, p.79-92]. In the second category — political violence
within the Crimean Khanate — two separate tendencies can be noticed. The first
involved members of the Giray dynasty fighting with each other for the throne,
which was seen most often at the time of the establishment of the Crimean Khan-
ate, when Ottoman interventions were less obvious than in the later centuries. The
struggles between Mengli Giray Khan I and his brother, and Sahip Giray Khan I
and Islam Giray Khan I can be given as examples of such conflicts. [11, p.47—68;
12, p.8-14; 13, p. 21-25.]

Within the Crimean Khanate, aside from the struggles for the throne within the
Giray dynasty, the second form of political violence that came to prominence sur-
rounded the problems in the internal structure of the Crimean Khanate in which the
tribal leaders, who were part of the feudal structure of the khanate, rebelled against
the authority of the Crimean Khans. The rebellions of the Karaci Beys — especially

"1I. Mehmed Giray emphasized the independent character of the Crimean Khans with these
words, “...Ben sahib-i sikke ve hutbe pddigih iken beni azl u nasba kim kddir olur ...ve ben
basl basina padisahim ma’zil olmam ...”, [6, p. 90-91].
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the Sirin and Mangit tribes — and those of the tribes of the Great Noghay Horde
who became a component of khanate after 1640, can be included in this group. The
conflict of the Sirin tribe with the Crimean Khan Adil Giray [16, s.144—145], the
rebellion of the Bucak Tatars under the leadership of Gazi Giray Sultan in 1699 [8,
p-161-168] and Adil Giray Sultan in 1728 [14, p. 1589-1591], the Baht Giray Sul-
tan rebellion [14, p. 1602—1603] that flared intermittently in the Kuban region in
the first quarter of the 18" century, and the Yedisan Noghay Rebellion of 1756—
1758 [5, 84-108; 29, p. 151-157] were examples of the political violence that
broke out within the khanate.

It should be clarified here that classification of the political violence in the
Crimean Khanate is no easy task, as the rebellions that took place in the history of
the khanate were all intertwined in some way.

Who was Sahin Giray Sultan?

Sahin Giray Sultan was the son of Adil Giray Sultan, himself one of the sons
of the famous Hac1 Selim Giray Khan. During the reign of Saadet Giray Khan II,
he was assigned the post of nureddin, and kalgay under the reign of Mengli Giray
Khan II. Shortly after being removed from the post of kalgay, he assumed the lead-
ership of the Bucak Noghays rebellion against the Saadet Giray Khan in 1724—
1725. After the rebellion was quashed, he was pardoned and resided in the Rumelia
for a while. In the third reign of Kaplan Giray Khan I, he was once again appointed
as kalgay. Adil Giray Sultan died when Russian forces launched an invasion of the
Crimean Peninsula, following the arrival in Crimea of the new khan Feth Giray
Khan I [15, p. 81, 83, 87, 89; 17, p. 426427, 432-440].

The first mention of Sahin Giray Sultan — the son of a dynamic and active fa-
ther — can be found in the records of French consul A. Yavorka, who served in
Crimea for some time, until 1736. A. Yavorka placed Sahin Giray Sultan in sixth
place among the members of the Giray family in the order of importance [18,
p- 137]. In the Ottoman sources, he is first recorded in 1737 due to a problem with
his annual salary (salyane)’. Then there are two different documents, one from
1740 and the other from 1741, describing him as the serasker of Bucak’. Sahin
Giray Sultan, who was appointed to the post of nureddin after 1741, and as kalgay
on January 28, 1744", thus becoming the second in command in the Crimean
Khanate. In the 18" century, the male members of the Giray dynasty could hold the
posts of kalgay, nureddin, and the seraskerliks of the Bucak, Yedisan, and Kuban
regions within the Crimean Khanate. Thus, Sahin Giray Sultan held all the highest-
ranking offices in the Crimean Khanate and served at all career levels of a
Chinggisid prince.

According to Hurremi Abdullah Efendi, the most important act of Sahin Giray
Sultan in his role as kalgay was the Circassian Campaign. During this successful
expedition, 600-700 slaves were captured, to the great satisfaction of the Ottoman
Porte [19, folio 111b]. That said, another chronicler of the period, Said Giray Sul-
tan, put forward a different description of the event, claiming that the chief of the

? Department of Ottoman Archives of the Turkish Presidency State Archives of the Repub-
lic of Turkey henceafter BOA. BOA, Ali Emiri, SMHD I (Sultan Mahmud I) 773.

> BOA, Divan-1 Hiimayun Sicilati Mithimme Defterleri henceafter, A DVNS.MHM 147,
p. 246/ 905; p. 329/1157.

* BOA, Cevdet Eyalet-i Miimtaze henceafter C. MTZ 198.



Alper Bager. The rebellion of Sahin Giray Sultan (1746-1747) 675

Komiirkody tribe was invited to Crimea and was arrested upon his arrival to the
peninsula. In a subsequent message to the Komiirkdy tribe, they were told that their
chief would be released on the condition that a thousand captives would be given to
the Crimean Khanate. In the ongoing negotiations, it was agreed that the Circassian
chief would be released in exchange for 800 slaves. After this agreement was
struck, Sahin Giray Sultan went to the Caucasus with his retinue and a military
force of 5000 men, and after accepting the captives, he returned the Circassian
chief to his tribe. Another important event in this campaign involved the relocation
of the Kasay and Kaspulat Noghay tribes. Upon the order of Selim Giray Khan,
parts of these tribes were brought to the Crimean Peninsula, where they were set-
tled in the villages devastated by the war [20, 105a-b, 114b].

The Causes and Expansion of the Sahin Giray Rebellion

Literature on the rebellion of Sahin Giray Sultan is very limited, with the most
elaborate account being found in Smirnov’s book on the history of the Crimean
Khanate. Smirnov’s account of the rebellion of Sahin Giray Sultan is a summary of
the section of the chronicle Tarih-i Izzi [21, p. 503]. Aside from the work of
Smirnov, Ismail Hakki Uzungarsili also provides a concise account of the rebellion.
[22, p. 21, footnote 1].

The first events contributing to Sahin Giray Sultan’s decision to launch a re-
bellion began with the enthronement of Selim Giray II to the Crimean Khanate.
Selim Giray Khan II inflicted violent punishments against his opposition in Crimea
as a means of strengthening his authority. Even the governors of cities such as
Hotin, Bender, and Akkerman on the Black Sea were informed about this policy of
the Khan. The Porte issued orders that no Tatars fleeing Crimea to the Ottoman
territory should be granted asylum and no one would be allowed to come without
the “yarhig” of khan.’

The problem in the khanate dated back to the reign of Selamet Giray Khan II.
The 1736-1739 Ottoman-Russian War concluded with the signing of the Treaty of
Belgrade, under which captives taken from Russians were to be returned. Selamet
Giray Khan II, however, failed to return the captives and was dethroned. The new
khan, Selim Giray Khan II, carried out this task vigorously, leading the Tatars to
refer to him as “Kat:”, meaning severe and harsh [15, p. 92]. The primary reason
for the opposition to the khan was his violent behavior and the issue of returning
the captives. It is likely that Sahin Giray Sultan got closer to the opposition groups
during this period and became their leader.

What was the motivation behind the rebellion of Sahin Giray Sultan? Accord-
ing to Izzi Siileyman Efendi -the official chronicler of the period- Sahin Giray Sul-
tan had been removed from the post of kalgay and was ordered to return to his
manor in the town of Enez. After being notified of the decision, Sahin Giray Sul-
tan, with unfounded fears for his life, opted not to return to Enez, and left his farm
stating his intention to visit Selim Giray Khan II, but fled to Poland. Misleading
and provocations of his followers and friends and disobeying the orders of the Ot-
toman administration and the Crimean Khan fueled the fears of Sahin Giray Sultan,

> BOA, A.DVNS.MHM 150, p. 201/738. The date of the document is 615 January 1.
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leading up to the rebellion [23, p. 526-527]. The statements of Izzi Siileyman
Efendi were almost found in the same way in the mithimme defters of the period.’

Were Sahin Giray Sultan's fears groundless, being only empty delusions? Was
he really in no danger? The Topkap1 Palace Archives contain three documents re-
lating to these events’, among which is the correspondence of Selim Giray Khan II
with the Ottoman administration which makes no mention of Sahin Giray Sultan’s
name, although there is no doubt that he is the person referred to as "sahs-1 mahud”
(known person) in the document. All of these documents bear the seal of Selim
Giray Khan II. In three of these documents, the date is not indicated although one
document in the Topkap1 Palace Archive (numbered 408/55), gives an exact date of
November 5, 1746, which helps us understand the chronological order of the
events. The decision to take action against Sahin Giray Sultan in 1746 before Selim
Giray Khan II’s visit to Istanbul is clearly stated in these documents, in which it
can be further understood that in the first phase of this conspiracy, Sahin Giray
Sultan was ordered to go to the Bender. In Bender, in cooperation with Serasker of
Bucak Haci Giray Sultan, Bender Muhafizi Muhsinzade Mehmed Pasa and the
commander of the volunteers Ibrahim Aga, the plan was to capture and eliminate
Sahin Giray Sultan (ahz u istisali), although state officials close to Sahin Giray
Sultan warned the former kalgay about the plan, compelling him not go to Bender,
but instead into hiding in the steppe surrounding the Bender.®

Despite the failure of the plan to eliminate Sahin Giray Sultan, at the begin-
ning of 1747, Selim Giray Khan II removed him from the post of kalgay, and the
Porte ordered Sahin Giray Sultan to return to the town of Enez. In an edict
(ferman), sent by the Porte to the officials on the border of Lehistan (Poland), and
to the hospodars of Bogdan (Moldavia) and Eflak (Wallachia), Sahin Giray Sultan
was ordered to be taken into custody, but with respect. The edict also stated that if
the sultan was captured, he was not be released until a new order came from the
Crimean Khan.” On June 30, 1747, a new edict (ferman) was issued, addressed to
Sahin Giray Sultan, stating that he had been dismissed from the post of kalgay, but
that his crimes up to that time had been pardoned. Sahin Giray Sultan was remind-
ed that when the descendants of Chinggis Khan were dismissed from their posts,
they returned to their farms in the Ottoman Rumelia, where they continued their
lives in their manors, and the Porte stated that the same attitude was expected from
him, ordering him to go to Yanbolu and to reside on his farm."

It can be understood from the archival records that Sahin Giray Sultan diso-
beyed the orders of the Porte, and fled to Poland in the earliest days of November
1747. Thereupon, the Ottoman Porte ordered the state officials in Bender and
Hotin, and the hospodars of Bogdan and Eflak, not to allow anyone from the Tatar

BOA, A.DVNS.MHM 153, p.67/205.

" TSMA-E 408/55; 569/58 and 751/49. In the book Le Khanat de Crimée dans les Archives
du Musée du Palais de Topkap: provides a summary of these documents and presents further
information. However, these documents were not evaluated in the context of the Sahin Giray
Sultan rebellion. [30, p. 217-220]

® Topkap: Sarayr Miizesi Arsivi-Evrak henceafter TSMA-E 408-55; TSMA-E 569-58,
TSMA-E 751-49.

’ BOA, A.DVNS.MHM 153, p. 67, h.205.

" BOA, A.DVNS.MHM 153, p. 69-70/218.
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communities to cross the border into Poland to communicate with or visit the Sahin
Giray Sultan.'" The Porte’s intentions in this regard were to isolate Sahin Giray
Sultan by cutting his ties with the Tatar Hordes in Bucak and Yedisan, although it
became apparent that the Porte was unable to achieve this goal, as, despite the ef-
forts of the Ottoman administration, the rebellion broke out.

In December 1747, vizier Numan Pasha, who was serving in Bender, reported the
developments surrounding the Sahin Giray Sultan situation to Istanbul. The report
stated that Sahin Giray Sultan, together with his accompanying Tatars, had been able
to cross the frozen Turla (Dniester) River on the border, and had arrived in Hotin.
From here, he entered Bucak territory and established his headquarters in the village
of Seklak, where he began gathering people around him. The Serasker of Bucak Hac1
Giray Sultan and vizier Numan Pasha in Bender sent messengers to Sahin Giray Sul-
tan to admonish him and suggest he give up the rebellion. After seeing Sahin Giray
Sultan continue with the rebellion unabated, Hac1 Giray Sultan took action with his
forces and defeated the rebels. However, Sahin Giray Sultan together with his retinue,
was able to escape to a heavily forested area in Moldavia. Dealing with the captured
supporters of Sahin Giray Sultan, The Porte ordered to the local officials to hand the
Ottoman-oriented supporters over to Ottoman officials, while the Tatar supporters
handed over to the Serasker of Bucak Haci Giray Sultan [23, p.527]."?

Sahin Giray Sultan managed to escape the pursuing Ottoman-Tatar forces and
once again took up refuge in Poland. Thereupon, the governor of Ozi, Numan Pa-
sha, wrote a letter to the Polish Hetman, demanding that Sahin Giray Sultan and his
retinue be resettled in a region far from the Ottoman border. [23, p. 528]. After
fleeing the Ottoman lands, Sahin Giray Sultan took up residence in Gorodets in the
Kingdom of Poland-Lithuania. According to the information given by the Ottoman
authorities to the Crimean Khan, Sahin Giray Sultan, who was not wanted in the
country by the Polish rulers, was seeking to continue the rebellion and planned to
go to the Caucasus with his 18 men, and amass an army of Noghays and
Circassians. Selim Giray Khan II, in his letter to the Zaporog Hetman, stated that,
in line with the signed treaties, Sahin Giray Sultan and his companions were to be
prevented from crossing the Bug River and should be stopped, dead or alive [24,
p- 413-414]. The harsh measures taken by Selim Giray Khan II and the Ottoman
Porte against the rebellion forced Sahin Giray Sultan to come to terms with the
Crimean Khan. Sahin Giray Sultan whose negotiations with Selim Giray Khan II
seem to have begun before March 1748, was permitted at the request of the Crime-
an Khan to return from Poland on the condition that he would be exiled as
“kalebend” on the island of Rhodes'. Soon after, however, upon the intervention
of Crimean Khan Selim Giray Khan II, the exile location was moved from Rhodes
to Chios. Sahin Giray Sultan’s brother, Mahmud Giray Sultan, who had been by his
side throughout the rebellion, was permitted to reside in their manor in Yanbolu."
Upon the death of Selim Giray Khan II on April 17, 1748 [15, p. 92], Arslan Giray
Khan was appointed Khan in Crimea. As a result of the endeavors of Arslan Giray

'""BOA, A.DVNS.MHM 153, p. 154/588.

2 BOA, A.DVNS.MHM 153, p. 176/670.

" BOA, Divan (Beylik¢i) Kalemi Kalebend Defterleri henceafter A DVNS.KLBd.10, p.23.
' A.DVNS.KLBA.10, p. 20.
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Khan at the Porte, Sahin Giray Sultan was pardoned in August 1749 and was al-
lowed to return to his manor, named Capakgin, in the town of Zagra-i Atik."

Was Sahin Giray Sultan's rebellion merely a response to his dismissal from the
post of kalgay, or was there a more widespread social base? According to Izzi
Siileyman Efendi, aside from his retinue, the gypsy population of Rumelia, and
low-class people, nobody acted in support of Sahin Giray Sultan. Information giv-
en by Izzi Siilleyman Efendi reflected the point of view of the Ottoman administra-
tion aimed to play down the importance of the rebellion. Said Giray Sultan, another
witness of the period, provided a different perspective of the rebellion. Having
assumed the post of Seraskerlik of Bucak 10 years after the rebellion of Sahin
Giray Sultan, Said Giray Sultan had a good knowledge of the region's recent histo-
ry, and wrote that while the Bucak Tatars supported Sahin Giray Sultan, the
Yedisan Noghays did not. [20, f. 117a]. In addition to this information, the fact that
Sahin Giray Sultan wanted to leave for the Kuban steppes suggests that the rebel
sultan also had support from the tribes living in the Kuban region, aside from
Bucak Tatars, and Sahin Giray Sultan may have established close relations with the
local powers during his Caucasus campaign in his kalgay period. It can thus be
understood that Sahin Giray Sultan had support from both the Tatars in the Bucak
region and the Noghay communities in the Caucasus, revealing a serious social
base to Sahin Giray Sultan's rebellion.

To understand the root causes of Sahin Giray Sultan’s rebellion, it is necessary
to look at developments in the Crimean Khanate at that time. First, the Porte con-
stantly made use of, or sought the participation of the Crimean forces on the Irani-
an front in the ongoing war with Nadir Shah, who ruled in Iran between 1730 and
1745 [25, p. 87-88, 91-92, 97-100]. The main reasons for the 1583—84 rebellion of
Mehmed Giray Khan II and that of Inayet Giray Khan in 1637 were the consistent
Ottoman demands for the Crimean forces on the Iranian front and their use in this
protracted war. In the Ottoman chronicles, the reason given for the enthronement of
Mehmed Giray II was his unwillingness to go to the Iranian front'’. After his ac-
cession to the throne, strict orders were sent to Inayet Giray Khan regarding his
participation in the Iran Campaign, and especially after 1636, these orders became
more definite. Although Inayet Giray Khan was keen to join the Iran campaign, he
was dissuaded by the Crimean aristocracy, who along with people from different
classes, spoke with a unified voice about the difficulties on the Iranian front. The
consensus was that the involvement would place Crimea in danger and leave it
defenseless, and so they opposed the demands of the Ottoman administration for
the participation of Tatar forces in the campaign. It was this attitude of the Crimean
aristocracy that led Inayet Giray Khan to rebel [26, p.264-265]. As can be seen, the
root cause of these rebellions was the Ottoman Porte’s desire to use the Crimean

" A.DVNS.KLBd.10, p. 253.

' Gelibolulu Mustafa Ali narrated this event as this, ... Ammd han-i mezbiir gih Cengiz’e
miintehi olan nesebine magrur olub edd-i hizmetde ciist ii ¢alak deprenmemisdi. Gdih ben
Osmanli’nun timerdasinda miyim ki bana boyle teklifat iderler diyii Sirvan’a gitmeyiib ta’alliil
tarikina gitmigdi...Pes ti¢ciinci senede ki tekrdar Sirvan’a tevecciihi emr olunmugdi. Bu kerre
indd u muhalefet dayiresinde sabit-kadem bulundi. Hatta edd-i hizmetteki kusiurundan mdada
bais-i gayret ve fiitur bazi sézler soyledigi nakl olundi...” [34, p. 1037-38].
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Tatars on the Iranian front, and the Ottoman Porte’s demands in the reign of Selim
Giray Khan II, to use the Tatar forces in the war against Nadir Shah led to great
unrest in the Crimean Tatar society. It was from this unrest that the social base of
the Sahin Giray Sultan Rebellion emerged.

In the 18™ century rebellions that occurred in the Crimean Khanate, the ending
of the raids intensified during the times of war, the efforts of the Ottoman Empire
to increase its control over its borders and over the nomadic Tatars, and its de-
mands for the return of the captives after the war were other factors leading to the
rebellions, including those of Gazi Giray Sultan in 1699 and the Devlet Giray Khan
in 1702 following the signing of the Treaty of Karlowitz (1699) and the Istanbul
Treaty (1700). The strict control of the borders and the return of the captives were
addressed in the Treaty of Karlowitz in the following way:

“The fourth article: None of the troops dependent on the high state, and espe-
cially the Tatars, should attack Polish subjects and transgress the Polish borders
under any kind of excuse, pretext, or title, nor should they drive any captives or
animals nor should they cause any other damage. And it will be clearly command-
ed and confirmed by noble orders. To the viziers and beylerbeyis, to the felicitous
Crimean khan, kalga, nureddin, and the other princes and to the hospodar of
Moldovia that they should respect and preserve with the utmost care the order on
the frontiers and the provisions of this peace...The ninth article: The prisoners
taken during the war from among the Poles will be set free after the price of their
purchase, confirmed legally or revealed by their owners with an oath, is repaid in
the manner described in the ahdnames given in the past.” [27, p. 587-593; 595,
597] and brought about events that led to the rebellions of both Gazi Giray Sultan
and Devlet Giray Khan.

After the end of the Ottoman-Russian War of 173639, the Crimean Khan, and
the Porte sought to increase their control over the border regions with the Russian
Tsardom (such as the Caucasus-Kuban Line and the Ozi/Dnieper area) [25, p.79—80]
and to bring about the return of the captives of war by putting pressure on the Tatar
society.'” These developments led to a severe loss of income and gradual centraliza-
tion, especially along the Russian border, and could have been a secondary motiva-
tion for the Sahin Giray Sultan Rebellion. The Tatar communities suffered significant
losses, both human and economic, at the hands of the Russian forces on the Crimean
Peninsula, the Kuban region, and even around Ozi [28, p. 90-92], and this was an-
other cause of unrest that led to the rebellion of Tatar society.

A final reason for the rebellions in the Crimean Khanate in the last days of the
17" century is related to the Noghays. Since the second half of the 17™ century, the
Noghay population within the Crimean Khanate had gradually been increasing, and
in parallel to this population increase, the importance of the Noghays [politically
and militarily] gained ground within the Crimean Khanate [29, p. 115-131]. The
Crimean Khans developed a system named “seraskerlik” to keep the Noghay

1. Selim Giray Han II's predecessor, II. Selamet Giray Khan II was dethroned due to his
failure to return the captives of war taken in the 1736-1739 Ottoman-Russian War. In contrast,
Selim Giray Khan II was rewarded for his success in this matter. [15, p. 91-92].
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groups under control, and the Seraskerliks of Yedisan, Bucak and Kuban subse-
quently emerged. In this system, a male member of the Giray family was appointed
serasker, that is, governor, of the Noghay Hordes [8, p.198-200; 31, p.18; 33,
p. 114; 32, p.14]."® Despite the establishment of the Seraskerlik system, the
Noghays could not be fully controlled, and rebelled under the leadership of the
Giray Sultans, whom they considered close to them, and reacted strongly against
the Crimean Khans and to the Porte. The rebellions in the Crimean Khanate, from
the rebellion of Gazi Giray Sultan in 1699 to the 1756—1758 Yedisan Noghay Re-
bellion, all emerged as a result of the Noghays’ search for political influence within
the khanate, or in their reaction to the khanate or the Ottoman Porte [33, 114-115].
In a way, the Rebellion of Sahin Giray Sultan can be considered a reaction of the
Bucak Noghays to the khanate’s administration. Consequently, all these combined
reasons contributed to the social basis of the rebellion.

One last question remains about the rebellion of Sahin Giray Sultan, and that is
"Why did the rebellion fail?". Taking a general overview, the main reason was
Sahin Giray Sultan’s inability to gain the support of the Yedisan Noghays, which
limited the military strength of the rebels considerably, as well as their geograph-
ical depth. In addition, the Zaporog Cossacks, acting in accordance with the wishes
of the Crimean Khan, prevented Sahin Giray Sultan from uniting with the Tatar
communities in the Kuban and the Caucasus, thus preventing the continuation and
spread of the rebellion. Upon this, because of the conspiracy of the Porte and Cri-
mean Khan toward the Sahin Giray Sultan, the rebellion occurred prematurely.
Sahin Giray Sultan could not focus the support of all the dissidents in the organiza-
tion of a rebellion. The strict attitude and uncompromising acts of the Porte can be
given as the final reason for the failure of the rebellion. While this rebellion, lim-
ited to the Bucak area, was quelled, the tensions in the socio-economic structure of
the khanate continued, culminating in Yedisan Nogay Rebellion in 1756-1758, on
a much larger scale.

" BOA, Ali Emiri, (Sultan Mustafa III) SMST III 29050, a sample document adressed to
the serasker of Yedisan; BOA, Ali Emiri, (Sultan Mahmud I) SMHD 1 6461, a sample document
adressed to the serasker of Kuban].
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Facsimile and Transliteration of Selected Documents
on the Life and Rebellion of Sahin Giray Sultan

Document I: CCMTZ. 4/198: 13 Zilhicce 1156/28 Ocak 1744.

Sahh

Buyruldu

Nisan-1 hiimay(n oldur ki

Cin malik-i memalik-i kudret ve hiidavend-i ekalim-fitrat celle saniihi'l ala ve
amme nevaliihil ve tevali kemal-i indyet-ulya ve nihdyet-i mevhibet-uzmasiyla selatin-i
nasafet-medar1 tesrif ve ce‘alndkiim haldife fi'l-arz ile ser-firdz ve havakin-i zevi'l-
iktidar vallahu yGti miilkiihd men yesd’ efser-i iibbiihet-eseri ile mu‘azzez ve miimtaz
eyleyiib 1a-siyyema benim san-1 vala-nisan-1 saltanat-1 aliyyemi ber-mukteza-y1 fehva-
y1 ve in-te‘adde ve nimetu'llahi 1a-tuhsuha tevali-i atdya-y1 bi-intiha ve tetdbi‘-i avatif-1
adimii'l-ihsa ile mu‘alla ve refi‘u'l miirtefa eyledi. Fela-cerem siikran ala-zélike'n-ni’am
zimmet-1 ulydy1 sdhanem ve himmet-i simya-y1 padisahdneme lazim ve 1abiid old1 ki
esnaf-1 eltaf-1 milikane ve enva‘l e‘taf-1 padisdhanem amme-i endma samil husis-1
hullis-1 taviyyet ve sidk-1 niyyet ile dergah-1 felek-riitbetime izhar-1 ublidiyyet eden
selatin-i sadakat-ayine miitevarid ve miitevasil ola binaen-ala-zalik isbu rafi‘-i tevki‘-i
refi‘-i ferhunde-fal-i hakani ve nakil-i yarhig-1 belig-i meserret-me’al-i cihan-bani
helefii's-selatini'l-izam serefii'l-havakini'l-kirdm el-muhtas bi-mezid-i indyeti'l-meliki'l
miistedn bundan akdem Nureddin olan Sahin Giray Sultan ddme uliivviihu akrin ve
emsali meyaninda riisd i sedad ile ma‘rif ve celadet ve kiyaset ile mevsif ve sinnen
dahi istihkaki olub seciat-sidr ve indyet-i aliyyeme sezavar olmagla vilayet-i Kirim
Kalgayligi miimaileyhe tevcih ve taklid olunmak babinda cendb-1 emaret-meab eyalet-
nisdb saddet-iktisdb bi'l-fi‘il Kirim Hani olan Selim Giray Han ddmet me’aliyehiinun
taraf-1 ilhanilerinden kaimeleriyle iltimas olunmagin héliya hakkinda bihar-1 zahhar-1
atifet-i sahanem mevc-zen ve afitab-1 re’fet-i padisdhdnem pertev-efken olub Han-1
miisariinileyhin iltimaslar1 mucebince Kefe Iskelesi mahsiilatindan bes yiiz kirk bir bin
akce salyane ile vilayet-i Kirim Kalgaylig1 sene sitte ve hamsin ve mi’ete ve elf
zilhiccesinin on ii¢lincii (13 Z. 1156 / 28 Ocak 1744) giiniinden mimaileyhe tevcih ve
indyet idiib isbu berat-1 saddet-ayat-1 indyet-makrin ve bu misal-i bi misal-i mekremet-
meshlini virdiim ve buyurdum ki; ba‘de'l-yevm miimaileyh vilayet-i mezblrede Kalgay
olub tevaif-i Tatar beyninde kadimden cari olan adet ve kanlin-1 eslaflarin icrd ve
kalgayliga miite‘allik ve miiterettib olan umir ve hususlarin kiillisinde cidd-i belig ve
sa‘y-1 evfad eyleye ve taife-i Tatarin mirzalar1t ve beyleri ve askerisi ve erkan ve
ahalisinden sagir ve kebiri miimaileyhi kalgay biliib hizmet-i mezbirede mimaileyhe
miiracaat ideler ve mimaileyh dahi hald Kirim Hani olan miisariinileyhin vech-i
miinasib gordiigli lizere hareket ve emrine miitdbaat idiib s6ziine muhélif ve emrine
muanedetden hazer eyleye ve ta‘yin olunan bes yiiz kirk bir bin akg¢e salyaneye bundan
akdem kalgay olanlar ne vechile mutasarrif ola gelmisler ise miimaileyh dahi Kefe
Iskelesinden alub o vechile mutasarrif ola.

Ol babda ferd mani‘ ve miizdhim olmaya, sdyle bileler alamet-i serife i‘timad
kilalar.

Tahriren fi evasit-1 Z. 1156 / 26 January-3 February 1744
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Alper Bager. The rebellion of Sahin Giray Sultan (1746-1747) 683

Document 2: A .DVNS.MHM. d.153, Page: 177, Edict: 673.

Buyruldu siireti Han-1 dlisdn tarafina tesyir kilinmuigdur.

5M.[1]161

Bender Muhafiz1 Vezir Numan Pasa'ya hiikiim ki,

Kalgay-1 sabik Sahin Giray Sultan bundan akdem ba‘z1 efkar-1 fasideye teba‘iyyet
ile Leh canibine firdr eyledikden sonra Hotin canibinden memalik-i mahriisem
topragina duhdl idiib riza-y1 hiimaylinuma mugdyir tavr u harekete ictisir ve Bucak
Seraskeri Haci Giray Sultan ile muharebe ve cidale ibtidar ve esnd-y1 bi-karda birkag
nefer adem ile miinhezimen Bogdan topraginda vaki‘ Mise-zar tarafina firar eyledigi
sen ki vezir-i miigariinileyhsin tarafindan ve Kirim Hani cenab-1 emaret-me’ab eyalet-
nisab saddet-iktisdb Selim Giray Han damet me’aliyehu canibinden Dersaddetime i‘lam
ve is‘ar olunmug Oteden beru rizad-y1 hiimayinuma muhalif vaz‘ u harekete cesaret
idenlerin keder ve vehameti yine kendiilere aid ve réci‘ olageldigi ma‘lim ve ba-husis
Sultan-1 mimaileyh sah-1 didmén-1 Cengiziye'ye iras-1 kesr u ta‘yis edecek bdyle bir
emr-i na-miildhiye mukadder olmak hasebiyle climle beyninde ma‘lim ve mezmim
olmagla bundan sonra bir ferd kendiiye sdhip ¢ikmayacagi bir diirlii yardim ve i’anet
itmeyecegi zahir ve husfisan bundan mukaddemce sadir olan evamir-i aliyyem
muceblerince tarafina bir kimse varmak ve anin etbd’indan berii canibe ferd-i vahid
gelmemek iizere sedd-i bendi iktiza iden mahaller tahassun ve tesdid olundugu egerci
meczim ve bahirdir lakin sultin-1 mezbilir ber-minval-1 mestiir hem Devlet-i Aliyyeme
ve hem Kirim Hanina ve hanedan-1 Cengiziye’ye bir giine habaset ve adem-i itaat
itdikleri iciin tecessiis ve tefahhus olunarak Memalik-1 Mahrtisem hudiidu dahilinde bir
yerde oldugu haber alunur ise derhal bulundugu mahalde kendiisii ve yaninda ma’iyyeti
olan hainler yakalatdurulub ala eyyi hal ahz ve ele getiiriilmek ve sultan-1 merkim ve
yaninda bulunan Tatar taifesi ahz olunduklarinda Bucak Seraskerine teslim ve
Osmanludan olan ma’iyyetleri ma‘rifetiniz ile muhkem habs ve tazyik ve keyfiyetleri
i‘lam ve tethim olunmak fermanim olub ve husiis-1 mezbtr Hotin ve Ozi muhafizlarina
ve Bogdan Voyvodasina bagka baska evamir-i alisdnimla tenbih olunmagla sana dahi
isbu emr-i serifim 1sdar ve ( ) ile irsal olunmusdur. Imdi vusiliinde sultan-1
mezbira dahil-i hudiid-1 Memalik-i hiisrevanemde olanlardan bundan bdyle herkim
i’anet ider ise ol dahi asi ve bagi olacagini ithamu iktiza idenlere izhar ve ve igdat ve ele
girdiklerinde bild-eman haklarindan gelinecegini derhal i‘lam ve isaret iderek Bender
hudtdi dahilinde olan memer ve mu’berleri mukaddema sadir olan emr-i serifim
mantiki lizere muhkem sed u bend ve Memalik-i Mahriisem hudiidi dahillerinde
kendiisiini ve mai’yetlerini ddima tecessiis ve tefahhusdan bir an hali olmayarak ve
memdir olan mumaileyhiim ile haberleserek ve Han-1 miisariinileyh tarafindan dahi eger
bir haber varid olur ise muktezasiyla hareket eyleyerek dahil-i hudid-1 Memalik-i
Mahriisemde bir yerde oldugi haber alunur ise bagteten climlesini ahz ve sultin-1
mimaileyhi ve ele giren Tatar ta’ifesini serasker sultdna teslim olundukdan sonra
Osmanlu makilesini tarafindan muhkem habs ve keyfiyeti arz idiib lakin bu babda
ziyade taharri ve basiret ve kemal-i ihtiyat ve dikkat {izere hareket ve na-miilayim bir
nesne hudiisundan be-gayet tehasi miibdadet eylemen babinda ferman-1 alisdnim sadir
olmusdur.

Fi Evahir-i Z 1160/24 December 1747-1 January 1748

Bir stireti Ozi kalesi Muhafizina ve Yeniceri Zabitine

Bir sureti Hotin Muhéafizina ve Alaybegisine ve Yenigeri zabitine

Bir stireti Bogdan Voyvodasina,

Bir stireti Bender Muhéafizi Beyi Yunus Beye ve Yenigeri Zabitine
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Document 3: TSMA. E. 569/58.

Benim saadetlii mekremetlii semahatlii birader-i celilii's-sanim diisttr-1 ali-unvan
hazretleri

Hemvare mas(n vikayetii'l-avn-i samedani olmakda deymamiyetleri dudsindan
sonra sahs-1 ma‘hlida tarafimizdan re’y verilmek musammem idiigi bundan
mukaddemce Divan efendileri bendeleri viirudunda kendiiye tefhimen canib-i seref-i
calib-i veziranelerine ifade olunmusdu.

Hala merkiim-1 ma‘hiida tasmim olundugu iizere re’y viriliib tarafimiza viirid
eylediginden fimaba’d Bender’e duhtilden teneffiir ve tevahhus eylememesi zahir ve
bedihi olmagla ba‘d-ezin muhlis-i bi-miiberralar1 Devlet-i Aliyye’ye varub avdet idince
merkfimin hakkinda menvi ve derkdr olan emrin infdz ve icrasi ta‘vik ve fimaba‘d
muhlisiniz ile meyanede tekrar muhabere oluncaya dek teenni ve tehir buyurub ol
taraflara vardikca kendiiden def’i-vahsete badi ve min kiilli'l viicih seldmet ve
emniyyeti mi’eddi muameleleri miisahedesine ve bu mistillii istimalet haline himmet-i
aliyyeleri derkar buyurulmak mukteza-y1 halden olmagla bu husfis ma‘lim-1 saddetleri
buyurulub ve keyfiyet simdilik iktiza-y1 hale gore cendb-1 saddete bu siyakda tavsiye
olundugi ingallahu tedld Devlet-i Aliyyeye vusiliimiizde irdd ve ifadde olunacagi dahi
karin-i ilm-i serif buyurulmak i¢iin kdime-i muhabbet-hitdm tahririne ibtidar olundi. Bi
avnillahi tedla ahval muhat-1 ilm-i saddetleri oldukda merkiim ol caniblere vardikca
kendiiye tahsil-i emniyeti mi’eddi muamele olunarak hakkinda bundan evvel derkar
olan husiis icras1 muhlisiniz Devlet-i Aliyyeye varup avdet idinceye dek te’hir ve tekrar
cendb-1 saddetleriyle meyanede muhabere olunmasina ta‘lik buyurulmas: me’maldiir.
Simdilik iktizA-y1 hal bu vech iizere olmagla insallah bundan sonra lazime-i ahval yine
savb-1 plir-serefe ifade olunur

Selim Giray Han
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Document 4. A.DVNS.KLB. d.10, Page: 20.

Kalgay-1 sabik Sahin Giray Sultdna ve dergdh-1 mu‘allam gediikliilerinden olub
mukaddema mamaileyhi Rodos’a isdle miibasir ta‘yin olunan Abdurrahman zide
mecduhtiya hiikiim ki;

Sen ki sultdn-1 mimaileyhsin diidmén-1 Cengizye’ nin uliivvii kadr u san semm-
rif*at invani ne derecede idigi ma‘liim ve hanedan-1 merkiimeye miintesib olanlar dahi
Devlet-i Aliyyemin kullugunda ve Kirim Hanlarinin itd‘etlerinde ne riitbede sebat-
kadem {izere olduklart meczim olmakdan nasi sen dahi ol hanedan-1 alisdn ve ol
didman-1 meali-unvanin keside rigte-i silsilelerinden olman hasebiyle tabi‘iyet-i
asliyenin pak ve miicelld ve sime-i himmetin na-hemvar vaz‘ u hareket irtikdbindan
beri ve mukarrer hod be hod senden na-marzi halet zuhlir degil belki zelle sudiiru bile
vuki‘ bulmak emr-i muhal ad olunub ve hatta mukaddema tarafindan hudis iden ba‘z
glne na-miinasib vaz‘-1 miicerred sl-i karin beliyyesi idiigi vazih ve agikar olduguni ve
sen zatinda asil ve nesib olmagla her halde ribka-1 itdati ziver-kerden riza ve ubldiyet
idecegini bi'l-fiill Kirirm Hani cenab-1 emaret-meab eyalet-nisab saddet-iktisdb Selim
Giray Han damet me’aliyehi cenablari mukaddema tahrir ve inha ve afvin huslisu
iltimas ve ricé eylediklerine binden ta’yin olunan salyanen ile geliib Rodos Ceziresinde
ikdmet eylemen babinda Han-1 alisan -1 miisariinileyhin iltimaslar1 karin-i kabdl ve bu
vechile emr-i serifim isdariyla miibagir-i mimaileyh me’mir olmus idi. El haletii
hazihi varid olan tahrirat muktezasinca zatinda olan riigd i kiyaset ve asélet ve necabeti
icrd ve didmaninizin revnak ve izzeti olan madde-i itat ve inkiyad: ibka ve ni‘am-1
afv {i indyet-1 hiisrevanem tesekkiiriini icrd zimninda bila-tehir emr-i serifime itdat ve
miibasir-i mlmaileyh maiyyeti ile savb-1 memire azimet eyledigin sem‘-i
hiimaylnuma vasil olmak hasebiyle bu giine vaki olan hiisn-i hareket ve emr-i serifime
stir’at-1 imtisal ve mutavaatin hakkinda olan gerdiin-1 diin ve igbibar bi'l-kiilliye izale
idiib kariben miisdade-i hiimaylinum zuhiru ile yine ¢iftliginde geliib ikdmete siihiilet
ve medar olmak i¢in Rodos’a olan memiriyetin Sakiz Ceziresine sarf ve tahvil ve
sebkat iden afv ve inayet-i miilikanem simdilik bu vechile tezyil olundugundan maada
sana vesile-i mahziziyet ve bais-i teselliyet olmak i¢in yaninda olan karmdagin
Mahmud Giray zide mecdiih(i geliib Yanbolu’da senin ¢iftliginde ikamet eylemek
iizere izn-i hiimayinum erzani kilinmagla isbu emr-i serifim isdar ve ( ) ile
irsal olunmusdur. Imdi taraf-1 hiimaytinuma olan mutivaat ve inkiyadin 1céletii'l-vakt
bu vechile semere ve faidesi zuhfir eyledigi ma‘limin oldukda bundan béyle dahi hiisn-
i hareket ve etvarin mesmi’ oldukca hakkinda olan mekarim-i miilikanem miiterakki
ve miizddd ve miiddet-i kalile zarfinda c¢iftliginde geliib ikdmete miisdade-i
hiimaytinum sudlruyla mesriru'l-fuad olacagini fikr ve miildhaza iderek simdilik dogr
Sakiz'a geliib anda ikdmet ve ta’yin olunan salyaneyi ahz birle devam-1 émr-i devlet-i
sahanem de‘avatina muvazabet eyleyiib ve karindasin Mahmud Giray’1 Yanbolu'da
olan c¢iftligine gdnderiib ol dahi anda meks itmesi tavsiye ve tenbth eyleyesin ve sen ki
miibasir-i mimaileyhsin bervech-i muharrer sultan-1 miimaileyhi dogru Sakiz’a isal ve
vusiliinii miis‘ir senedat ile Dersaadetime avdet eylemen babinda ferman-1 alisan sadir
olmusdir.

Fi Evahir Rebiiilahir sene [1]161/20-28 April 1748
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BOCCTAHHUE CYJITAHA HTIAXUH-T'UPES (1746-1747)

Anvnep bawep

Yuueepcumem Agovon Koxamene
Adgpvonxapaxucap, Typyus
baseralperhidayet@gmail.com

Lleav uccnedosanus: aHanu3 MPUYMH, Pa3BUTHUS U MOCIEACTBHH BOCCTAHMS CyJTaHa
[[Taxun-T'upes B ucropun KpeiMckoro xaHcraa.

Mamepuaner uccnedosanus: TOKYMEHTBI, XpaHSIIHECs B apXuBe ABopra-my3est Tor-
Kamnsl ¥ B JlemapTaMeHTe OCMaHCKUX apXUBOB ['ocynapcTBeHHOro ynpasieHus npu [Ipesu-
nenrte Typernxkoit PecryOnuku. OTH TOKYMEHTBI COMOCTABISIOTCS ¢ OCMaHCKO-TaTaAPCKUMHU
xporukamu Toro mepuoma (M33u Tapuxu, Yenebu Axait Tapuxu, Tapux-u Caun-I'mpeit
Cynran).

Pesynomamor u nayunas nosuszna: Haubonee mMoaApoOHYIO OleHKY BocctaHus lllaxun-
I'upest Cynrana moxHo Haitu B kHure B.JI. CmupHOBa 0 KpBIMCKOM XaHCTBE, KOTOpas
NEPEKIIMKACTCS CO CBEACHUSMMU, IIPUBEIEHHBIMA B OCMaHCKOM XpoHuke W33u Tapuxu. B
HACTOSILEM HCCIIEOBAaHUM apXUBHBIE JOKYMEHTHI BOpIa-My3esl Tomkansl Moa HoMepaMu
TSMA-E 408-55, TSMA-E 569-58 u TSMA-E 751-49, a Takxe nedpteps (Mithimme n
Kalebend), xpamsmmecss B JlemapraMeHTe OCMaHCKMX apXHWBOB YIIPaBIECHHS Trocynap-
cTBeHHBIX apxuBoB mpu Ilpesunenre Typernkod PecrmyOnuku, cpaBHUBAIOTCS C IPYyTUMHA
HCTOYHHKAMHU. B cBeTe 3THX TOKYMEHTOB JAaeTCsl HOBAsl OLEHKA BOCCTAHUIO MO IPEABOAH-
TenbecTBOM cynTaHa [Hlaxun-I'mpes. JIOKyMEHTBI, CUUTAIOIUECS BaXKHBIMH U COJAEPKAIINE
noapobHocTn xku3HU IllaxuH-T'mpes m xoma BoccTaHUs, OBUIM TPAHCIUTEPHPOBAHBI H
HPE/CTABIEHBI K ITyONnuKaIyu.

Horaiinpl, npoxwuparomniue B bypkakckoMm paiioHe, COCTAaBIISUIN COIHANIbHYIO 0a3y BOC-
cranus [laxuH-I'upes. Bocctanue BCIbIXHYNO U3-3a kenaHus [lopTel pa3BepHYTh Tatap-
CKHE CHJIbI Ha MpaHCKOM (hpoHTe, HapacTaromux ycuinii OcMaHCKOW UMIIEPUH 110 IIEeHTpa-
JU3alMY Ha PYCCKO-TIONBCKOM M YKPaWHCKOW IpaHHIax, a Takke JAaBJIEHHUs Ha TaTapcKoe
0O0IIIECTBO C IEJBIO0 BO3BPAINCHUS PYCCKHX IUICHHUKOB BOWHBEI 1736-1739 rr. Boccranue
BCIIBIXHYJIO IPEXIEBPEMEHHO nocie Toro, kak Ilopra n Cemum-I'upei-xaH CroBopmiInCh
HenTpanu3oBaTh llaxun-I'upes. Kpaitnue mepsl, npeanpuaateie OCMaHCKOM nMIepuei u
KpbeIMCKMM XaHCTBOM, NpPEAOTBPAaTHIIM PACHPOCTPAHEHUE BOCCTAHUSA, M IMOBCTAHLBI BO
rimaBe ¢ cynaraHoM lllaxwH-I'mpeem ObUIM JeTKO pa3OMTHI, YTO NMPHUBENO K IOAABICHHIO
BOCCTaHHS.
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Knrouegwte cnosa: cynran lllaxun-I'upeit, Bocctanue, OcmaHckas umiepus, Kpeim-
CKO€ XaHCTBO, HOTAMIThI
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