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Abstract. Research objectives: This study examines the brief biography of Adil Giray, a
Crimean prince who has largely remained in the shadows of historical literature. The pre-
sent research aims to analyze his life and activities within their historical context and high-
light his role in the political, military, and diplomatic dynamics of the era.

Research materials: Information on Adil Giray’s life and activities has been compiled
through the analysis of documents from various sources. The Mithimme Defters, held by
the Ottoman Archives of the Presidency of the Republic of Turkey Directorate of State
Archives, were compared with accounts in other sources. In addition, the Ambassadorial
Books, which record the diplomatic relations of the Moscow State, have been meticulously
examined. Furthermore, the works of prominent Ottoman chroniclers such as Gelibolulu
Mustafa Ali and ibrahim Pegevi, as well as those of Safavid chroniclers like Iskender Beg
Munshi and Oruch Bayatli, have also been utilized. These sources provide valuable insights
not only into Adil Giray’s personal history but also into the broader political, military, and
diplomatic environment of the era.

Results and novelty of the research: Although Adil Giray is discussed in detail in Ottoman,
Moscow, and Safavid sources, scholarly works dedicated to him remain quite limited. This
study integrates information from the sources of these three major powers (Moscow, Otto-
mans, and Safavids) to analyze Adil Giray’s military and diplomatic contributions to inter-
state politics. In particular, Adil Giray’s early activities in the Moscow State and the Cauca-
sus significantly influenced his later life, as these achievements led to his recognition by the
Ottoman Porte. Subsequently, he engaged in both political and military activities within
Safavid territories. Unfortunately, he was captured by the Safavids and ultimately met his
end amidst the intrigues and chaos at the Shah’s court. This study seeks to shed light on
Adil Giray’s historical significance and his biography through a detailed examination of
primary sources from the period. Evaluating Adil Giray’s actions within a broader context
not only contributes to a better understanding of his historical identity but also offers in-
sights into the political and military dynamics of the 16th century.
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Introduction. Adil Giray, a Crimean prince often overlooked in historical lit-
erature, played significant roles in both political and military spheres during his
brief life, particularly through his activities in Moscow, the Caucasus, and Safavid
territories. Despite his importance, comprehensive academic studies of his life and
activities remain insufficient.

In numerous studies on the history of the Crimean Khanate and the Ottoman
Empire, mentions of Adil Giray are largely peripheral. For instance, Smirnov, a
historian who has conducted notable research on the Crimean Khanate, mentions
Adil Giray only briefly in his work on Ottoman-Crimean relations [30]. Similarly,
Oleksa Gayvoronskiy’s two-volume study on Crimean history provides limited
information about Adil Giray [9]. Joseph von Hammer, renowned for his in-depth
studies on Ottoman history, touches upon Adil Giray in his work on the Crimean
Khanate only superficially [12]. In Osmanli Tarihi, a comprehensive history by
Ismail Hakki Uzungarsili, a prominent Turkish historian, the references to Adil
Giray are exceedingly sparse [33]. Although a recent study has been published on
Adil Giray, it entirely omits his activities in the Caucasus [4]. Yet, various sources
about Adil Giray can be found in the archives of Moscow and the Ottoman Empire.
Additionally, Ottoman and Safavid chronicles provide detailed accounts of his
political and military endeavors.

Despite the wealth of source material available regarding Adil Giray’s histori-
cal significance, the lack of a comprehensive and analytical biography represents a
considerable gap in historical scholarship. This study aims to thoroughly examine
the life, political, and military role of Adil Giray, a Crimean prince. By evaluating
his activities within a broader context, this research seeks not only to illuminate his
historical identity but also to contribute to the efforts aiming to reach deeper under-
standing of the political and military dynamics of the period.

Early Years. Devlet Giray, renowned as one of the most powerful khans in
the history of the Crimean Khanate, was notable for having a large family. Among
his eight sons, six would eventually ascend to the Crimean throne [13, s. 241]. Alt-
hough he possessed remarkable capabilities, Adil Giray was not among these six
rulers.

The first recorded mention of Adil Giray in historical sources dates back to
1562, during a campaign against Muscovy that included the Siege of Mtsensk [35,
p. 129-130]. He is subsequently mentioned again in 1566, accompanying his fa-
ther, Devlet Giray, during a campaign into Polish territories [24, p. 22]. Shortly
thereafter, in September 1567, Adil Giray participated in a raid conducted by Cri-
mean cavalry into Kabardian lands. In correspondence with Polish King Sigis-
mund II Augustus (1520-1572), Devlet Giray referenced this raid, highlighting
Adil Giray's role in the campaign [18, p. 267].

Adil Giray distinguished himself not only in military endeavors but also in
diplomatic activities. In 1567, upon learning of Moscow's construction of a fortress
on the Terek River, he expressed his concerns to his father, Devlet Giray [17,
p. 18]. Additionally, historical records indicate that Adil Giray frequently engaged
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with diplomatic envoys, receiving and negotiating with them directly [32, p. 74].
By 1568, Adil Giray, alongside his brother Gazi Giray, took part in a campaign
targeting Moscow's Ryazan region [10, s. 46]. However, news of Sultan
Suleyman's death and the ascension of Sultan Selim prompted the brothers to re-
turn to Crimea [33, s. 39].

He following year, Adil Giray participated in the Ottoman Empire’s Astrakhan
campaign. Initially, Adil and his brother Mehmed Giray were to remain in the Hac1
Tarhan region under Ottoman General Kasim Pasha. However, Devlet Giray's de-
cision to return to Crimea changed these plans, prompting the Ottoman forces to
withdrawal as well. During this retreat, Adil Giray led a 13,000-strong vanguard,
playing a key strategic role [4, s. 151].

In 1569, as Crimean-Ottoman forces returned from the Astrakhan campaign,
they were ambushed by Kabardian forces. In response, Devlet Giray dispatched
Adil Giray in 1570 to lead a punitive raid into Kabardian territories. One of the
reasons behind this expedition was the desire to support the pro-Crimean
Circassian aristocracy in their struggle against the pro-Muscovy Prince Temryuk
[19]. During this spring campaign, Adil Giray achieved a significant victory, cap-
turing numerous Kabardian leaders and returning to Crimea with many prisoners.
Among those captured were the sons of Kabardian leader Temryuk Idar, Mamstruk
and Beberiik, who became the subject of negotiations between the Crimean Khan
and the Tsar of Moscow [17, p. 30-32; 32, p. 291]. This successful campaign ele-
vated Adil Giray’s prominence, not only in Crimea but also in Moscow and the
Caucasus.

Adil Giray also participated in Devlet Giray's 1571 campaign against Moscow,
where he demonstrated exceptional military prowess. This campaign marked a
turning point in Adil Giray's career, showcasing his capabilities to both the Crime-
an Khanate and the Ottoman Porte [10, s. 73]". During the decisive battle along the
Oka River, Adil Giray served as the commander of the left flank, leading his forces
to victory against Russian troops. His strategic leadership solidified the strength of
the Crimean military and brought him recognition from the Ottoman authorities.
His accomplishments were so notable that during negotiations between Tsar Ivan
IV and Devlet Giray, Adil Giray’s potential appointment as the governor of Astra-
khan was discussed [9, p. 258]. However, this proposal was ultimately abandoned
following the Crimean Khanate’s crushing defeat by Moscow forces in 1572. His-
torian Oleksa Gayvoronskiy attributes this defeat to Adil and Mehmed Giray’s
refusal to follow their father’s orders [9, p. 261], likely due to the confidence Adil
Giray had gained from his prior successes.

In 1574, Adil Giray, alongside his father Devlet Giray and brother Mehmed
Giray, was tasked with suppressing the rebellion of the Moldavian Voivode against
the Ottoman Empire [4, p. 151]. Both brothers played significant roles in quelling
the uprising and were rewarded with ceremonial robes and swords by the Otto-
mans”. Adil Giray’s courage and leadership during this campaign further solidified
his reputation with the Ottoman authorities.

Between 1574 and 1577, Adil Giray engaged in a series of internal power
struggles with his brother Mehmed Giray, vying for influence within the Crimean

"BOA, A.DVNS.MHM, MD 16, hk. 26.
2BOA, A.DVNS.MHM, MD 26, hk. 415.
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Khanate. He even secured the support of some Nogai groups in his efforts. Howev-
er, following his father’s death, Adil Giray refrained from pursuing further claims
to the throne.

Prince Adil Giray of the Crimean Khanate and the Safavids. The year 1578
marked the beginning of a new era in the Middle East, the Caucasus, and world his-
tory. Ottoman Sultan Murad III (1574—-1595) declared war on the Safavid State, initi-
ating a twelve-year conflict with profound consequences for both empires and the
region's populations. The Crimean Khanate was also significantly affected, and
Prince Adil Giray was among those most directly impacted by the war.

At the outset of the war, the Ottoman Porte sent a letter to Crimean Khan
Mehmed Giray, informing him that the Ottoman army was marching against the
Safavids and ordering him to attack Shirvan through the Derbent Pass’. In response,
Mehmed Giray dispatched his brother and kalga®, Adil Giray, along with Gazi Giray,
Selamet Giray, Miibarek Giray, and his son Murad Giray, leading a large army
against the Safavids’. Simultaneously, Mehmed Giray aimed to keep his rival brother
Adil Giray away from Crimea by sending him to the frontlines [9, p. 280].

Adil Giray was appointed as the commander of the Crimean forces. To support
this campaign, the Ottoman Porte sent 500 janissaries, cannons, and firearms from
Istanbul®, while also ordering Circassian lords loyal to the Ottomans to serve under
Adil Giray’s command’ [20, s. 432-433]. En route to Shirvan to join the main Ot-
toman forces against the Safavids, Adil Giray encountered a fortress constructed by
Moscow in the Caucasus [5, p. 57]. Passing through the Terek region, Adil Giray
sought and received permission from Luka Novosiltsev, the voyvoda of Moscow
forces in Kabarda, to proceed without confrontation [23, p. 941-944]. Notably,
Adil Giray refrained from attacking the Moscow fortress, despite having previously
opposed its construction in 1563.

By autumn 1578, Ottoman commander Lala Mustafa Pasha had withdrawn
from Eres to Erzurum (October 8), leaving Ozdemiroglu Osman Pasha with insuf-
ficient forces in Shirvan. Despite ongoing clashes with the Safavids, Osman Pasha
advanced toward Shamakhi. Upon receiving news of Adil Giray's approach, he
chose to await reinforcements rather than retreat and urgently sent a messenger
requesting immediate® [1, s. 133-135].

On November 11, 1578, the Crimean forces under Adil Giray’s command
joined the battle between Osman Pasha and Safavid commander Aras Khan.
Demonstrating exceptional valor, Adil Giray’s troops played a decisive role in
securing an Ottoman victory. The Crimean soldiers even managed to capture Aras
Khan himself [6, p. 150]. Following the battle, the Crimean cavalry launched raids

* BOA, ADVNS.MHM, 32, hk. 128.

* Heir apparent.

> Name sent to the Crimean Khan: Karindasiniz Adil Giray asker-i Tatar-1 adu-sikara
tayin olunup ve sair karindaslarunuz Gazi Giray ve Miibarek Giray ve Selamet Giray ve
evladinuzdan Murad Giray’1 yarar begler ve murzalarla sefer-i hiimayuna géndermegin
[BOA, A.DVNS.MHM, 32, hk. 310]

°BOA, A.DVNS.MHM, 32, hk. 310.

"BOA, A.DVNS.MHM, 32, hk. 313.

¥ Usde bizim iizerimize Kizilbas geliip, ceng etmek kast eder imis. imdi ta'cil geliip
yetiisesin [16, s. 37].
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into Safavid territories, marking a significant turning point in the Ottoman-Safavid
conflict. Adil Giray’s contributions during this campaign were not only crucial for
the Crimean Khanate but also pivotal in the broader context of Ottoman-Safavid
relations.

Moreover, it is worth noting the varying accounts regarding the size of the Ta-
tar forces accompanying Adil Giray. While the Tarih-i Osman Pasha mentions
15,000 Tatar soldiers, Asafi’s Secaatname estimates their number at 5,000—6,000.
The Zafername, on the other hand, states that the combined forces of Tatars,
Circassians, and Nogais numbered around 15,000. Safavid sources present differ-
ing figures, often exaggerating the size of the Tatar forces. For instance, Iskandar
Beg Munshi claims that the Tatar army numbered 20,000. Considering the possibi-
lity that Ottoman-aligned Caucasian lords joined Adil Giray, the actual size of the
Tatar army, as noted by Asafi, seems more likely to have been around 5,000—6,000
[4, p. 154]. Iranian researchers, however, tend to favor Iskandar Beg Munshi’s
higher estimate [22, p. 92].

After the victory, Ozdemiroglu Osman Pasha organized a three-day feast to
honor the Tatar soldiers. Adil Giray and the accompanying Tatar princes were
awarded robes of honor and swords’ [27, s. 32]. Recognizing Adil Giray’s excep-
tional leadership during the campaign, the Sublime Porte granted him the sancak
(district) of Karahisar-1' Sarki''. This victory not only solidified the Ottoman Em-
pire’s military and political dominance in the region but also highlighted Adil
Giray’s leadership qualities and influence.

However, following the triumph, Adil Giray and the Tatar forces engaged in
looting activities [25, s. 183—184]. While the Tatar soldiers were plundering in
Salyan, news arrived that Safavid Crown Prince Haydar Mirza and Grand Vizier
Mirza Salman were advancing toward Shirvan with a large army. Osman Pasha
immediately ordered Adil Giray to return without delay. Yet, intoxicated by their
recent victories and the wealth of spoils, the Tatars ignored these orders and con-
tinued their raids. Recognizing the disorganized state of the Tatar forces, Mirza
Salman launched an attack. The unprepared Tatar forces suffered heavy losses near
Mollahasan, and Adil Giray was captured by the Safavids. Adil Giray was quickly
transported to the Safavid capital of Qazvin, while Osman Pasha retreated to
Derbent on November 28, 1578 (28 Ramadan 986 AH) [27, s. 35-36; 31, s. 38; 21,
s. 271; 25, s. 186]. Turkish historian Fahrettin Kirzioglu notes that Adil Giray was
captured after fierce resistance [20, s. 332]., whereas Azerbaijani historian Oktay
Efendiyev reports that he was captured after being unhorsed on the battlefield [25,
s. 186]. This confrontation resulted in a devastating defeat for the Tatar forces.
Over thirty Tatar nobles perished, and approximately 2,000 Tatar soldiers were
killed [21, s. 86]. The remaining soldiers, witnessing Adil Giray’s capture, lost
their cohesion and fled the battlefield. This heavy loss not only rendered the Tatar
forces ineffective against the Safavids but also marked a significant blow to their
leadership with the capture of Adil Giray.

" BOA, A.DVNS.MHM, 32, hk. 492.
12 Sebinkarahisar is a district in Giresun Province, Turkey.
"' BOA, A.DVNS.MHM, 32, hk. 486.
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Adil Giray’s Captivity. The Safavid chronicler Iskender Beg Munshi records
the jubilation in the Safavid camp upon Adil Giray's capture [16, pp. 482—483]. He
was soon sent to the Safavid capital, Qazvin, where he was presented to Shah
Hiidabende. Arriving on January 6, 1579 (8 Zilgade 986), Adil Giray was honored
with a formal reception. Iskender Beg Munshi wrote: “Scholars and advisors saw
the country’s benefit in making peace with the Tatar dynasty. By treating the Tatar
people well and aligning with them, they believed they would return from aiding
the Rum army and protect the Shirvan province from harm. This idea was em-
braced and accepted. They welcomed Adil Giray Khan with great respect and paid
him homage. They also freed several Tatar captives and assigned them to his ser-
vice” [16, s. 483].

During his captivity, Adil Giray lived under the supervision of Shah’s wife,
Hayriinnisa Begiim, and was treated with the respect due to a member of the royal
family. His needs were met without deficiency, although some restrictions were
imposed due to his status as a prisoner. For example, he was forbidden from riding
a horse or freely roaming outside the palace, and he was constantly monitored by a
group of palace guards [16, s. 485]. While these measures ensured Adil Giray's
safety, they also limited his freedom of movement. His life in captivity, filled with
such constraints, led him to experience deep sorrow. This sadness and distress are
also reflected in the oral traditions of the period, particularly in the "Adil Sultan
Epic," where his plight is detailed'”.

However, Shah Hiidabende sent a letter to Crimean Khan Mehmet Giray and
Adil Giray’s mother, assuring them of his safety and confirming that he was being
treated with dignity. Through this, the Shah aimed to foster good relations with the
Crimean Khan [16, s. 484]. It was also believed by the Shah that the Tatars were
dissatisfied with the Ottoman rule [22, p. 93]. Upon receiving the letter, Adil
Giray’s mother was overjoyed, certain of her son's survival. She immediately sent a
letter of gratitude to the Shah. However, as the envoys were on their way to deliver
the letter to the Shah, they received the news of Adil Giray’s death and returned.
The Azerbaijani historian Bakihanov, quoting from Iskender Beg Munshi [16, s.
507-508], writes that Adil Giray’s mother was among the delegation and passed
away upon hearing the news of her son's death [3, s. 53—54].

Over time, Adil Giray established close relationships with state officials in the
Safavid court and even began to participate in the divan (council). During the on-
going Ottoman-Safavid war, he made attempts at diplomacy to bring about peace
between the two states. He sent a Crimean Mirza with a letter to Lala Mustafa Pa-
sha, who was stationed in Erzurum. The envoy reached Erzurum on the 27th of
April, 1579, and delivered the letter to Pasha. In the letter, Adil Giray requested
that the Ottoman army refrain from moving until they received a response from
Istanbul. The letter even included a threatening tone towards the Ottoman com-
mander [20, s. 323]. The Ottoman chronicler Gelibolulu Mustafa Ali notes that the
letter was not written directly by Adil Giray but under the influence of the Shah [8,
s. 331-333]. Azerbaijani historian Oktay Efendiev, following Gelibolulu Mustafa
Ali, suggests that, at the Shah’s request, Adil Giray sent peace letters to both the
Ottoman Sultan and the Crimean Khan [25, s. 195].

12 For detailed information see: [33].
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Clearly, Adil Giray's time at the Safavid court influenced his perspective, lea-
ding him to view the Safavids more favorably and pursue peace between the two
powers. The Shah and his court treated Adil Giray with great respect, providing
him with private quarters in the palace. The Shah recognized the potential benefits
of cultivating Adil Giray's favor, primarily the dissolution of the Ottoman-Crimean
alliance, which would significantly advantage the Safavids. A Safavid-Crimean
alliance would offer advantages not only militarily and politically but also econom-
ically, opening trade routes with Europe through the Caucasus and Crimea. Euro-
pean traders had previously accessed Safavid territories via these routes". Since
the reign of Sultan Selim I (1512—1520), the Ottoman Empire had imposed various
embargoes on the Safavid state [14, s. 280-283]. This explains why the Shah
sought to establish relations with Adil Giray. Furthermore, according to the Safavid
chronicler Oruch Bayatli, the Shah even considered marrying one of his daughters
to Adil Giray' to strengthen their ties through familial bonds [6, s. 152]. This in-
formation is also recorded by the Ottoman chronicler Pegevi [26, s. 53].

However, events did not unfold as expected. Shortly after these developments,
Adil Giray passed away. Two main reasons have been proposed for his death. The
first is, as mentioned in some Safavid sources, his growing influence within the
court, which led him to interfere in state affairs. This influence disturbed the
Qizilbash commanders and Safavid officials, making Adil Giray a target [6, s. 152—
153; 16, s. 484-485].

The second reason for his death involves the traditional power struggle be-
tween the Tajik and Turkmen factions within the Safavid court'>. Shah Muhammed
Hiidabende’s wife, Beglim Sultan, of Tajik origin, had consolidated power within
the court by placing Tajik officials in key positions. This move alarmed the Turk-
men leaders, who eventually launched a counteroffensive. The spark for this attack
came when Hayriinisa Beglim attempted to return control of her native Mazandaran
region to her family [4, s. 160]. This led to a violent confrontation, in which the
Turkmen faction, despite the Shah’s opposition, stormed the palace and, along with
Hayriinisa Begilim, killed Adil Giray (1st of Cemaziyeahir 987 / 26th of July, 1579)
[31]. Safavid chroniclers Iskender Beg Munshi and Isfihani state that Adil Giray
was killed during the palace turmoil [16, s. 485; 32, 570-572]. Another Safavid
chronicler, Oruch Bayatli, suggests that Adil Giray’s rise to favor with the Shah
aroused jealousy among the Safavid nobles, who used his alleged romantic in-
volvement with the queen as a pretext to eliminate him [6, s. 153].

It is noteworthy that, with the exception of Oruch Bayatli, Safavid chroniclers
do not mention any close relationships between Adil Giray and women at the
Safavid court. The presence of such a relationship is also questionable, as even the
Shah himself opposed the uprising. However, his weak character prevented his
orders from being followed. Some Ottoman chroniclers also provide information
regarding Adil Giray’s death. For example, Pecevi attributes Adil Giray's death to a
romantic affair with a female figure from the Safavid court. [26, s. 53—54]. He
writes that the love affair between the two ultimately led to Adil Giray’s demise. It
is important to note that Pecevi, the Ottoman chronicler, was not aware of Adil

1 For these traders, see: [26].

'* The Shah was aware that Adil Giray was the Kalga. Therefore, it is highly likely that
he wanted this marriage.

'3 For the Tajik-Turkmen struggle for influence, see: [29, p. 32; 30, p. 13-15].
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Giray’s situation at the Safavid court and based his account on hearsay. In contrast,
Safavid chroniclers make no mention of a romance between Adil Giray and the
female figure from the Safavid court. They only refer to his death as a result of the
chaos that ensued, which suggests that Adil Giray was likely envied by the court.
Furthermore, Hayriinisa Beglim’s unpopularity among the palace staff also con-
tributed to their tragic end.

Adil Giray’s death removed a potential opportunity to improve relations be-
tween the Safavids and the Crimean Khanate, and it intensified the Tatars’ hostility
toward the Safavids. Following his death, the Tatars increased their attacks in pur-
suit of revenge for Adil Giray’s blood [22, p. 93].

Conclusion. Adil Giray, one of the significant figures of the 16th century,
faced numerous challenges throughout his life and played a prominent role in both
political and military spheres. From a young age, he took an active part in internal
conflicts within Crimea and subsequently became a decisive force in the complex
relations between Moscow, the Caucasus, the Ottoman Empire, and the Safavid
Empire. Not only as a soldier but also as a leader and strategist, he left a lasting
mark on Tatar history. His rich and eventful life inspired epic tales and novels
among the people, solidifying his legendary place in history.

This study has examined the life and political career of Adil Giray through his-
torical data, analyzing the significant events of his era and their impacts on regional
politics in detail. Adil Giray’s political career reveals his active roles in Crimea and
the Caucasus, as well as his remarkable influence during the Ottoman-Safavid con-
flicts. Notably, his period of captivity in Qazvin holds a critical place both in his
personal story and in regional politics.

It appears that Adil Giray fell victim to the internal rivalries within the Safavid
court rather than a personal love story, as commonly believed. His assassination
stemmed from political competition within Safavid politics. The efforts of Shah
Tahmasb and Malika Begum to establish friendship between Crimea and the
Safavids were severely undermined by Adil Giray’s death. This event not only
ended the life of a key political figure but also left a profound impact on the rela-
tions between the Ottoman Empire, the Crimean Khanate, and the Safavid State.

The tragic death of Adil Giray caused deep sorrow and astonishment in both
Ottoman and Crimean circles, further complicating the already fragile political
balance in the region. This situation affected not only the relations among the ma-
jor powers of the era but also the direction of regional policies.

In conclusion, Adil Giray was not merely a warrior and leader but also a prom-
inent statesman of the 16th century. His life and actions played a critical role in
shaping the relations between the Ottoman Empire, the Crimean Khanate, and the
Safavid Empire. For both his era and the field of historical studies, he remains a
subject of profound examination. This study has contributed to a better understand-
ing of Adil Giray’s historical legacy and highlighted his importance in regional
politics.

This study makes a significant contribution to the literature by providing a
comprehensive analysis of Adil Giray’s life and his multifaceted role in the politi-
cal and military dynamics of the 16th century. By integrating primary sources from
Ottoman, Crimean, Safavid, and Moscow archives, it bridges gaps in existing
scholarship, offering new perspectives on his influence in regional politics. Fur-
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thermore, the study challenges traditional narratives by reevaluating key events,
such as his captivity and assassination, within a broader historical context. In doing
so, it not only enhances our understanding of Adil Giray’s individual legacy but
also sheds light on the complex interplay between major powers in the Black Sea
and Caucasus regions, enriching the historiography of the era.

The facsimile and transliteration of the documents sent due to Adil
Giray's efforts during the Ottoman-Safavid war.

Document I: BOA, A.DVNS.MHM, 32, hk. 486: H-10-11-986 / 08.01.1579

Azak sancag1 begi Mehmed dame izziihuya hiikiim ki:

Cendb-1 emaret-me’ab Adil Girdy Sultdin damet me‘aliyehu ile vilayet-i
Sirvan’a bile varup meldhide-i makhiire muharebesinde envéd‘-1 hidmetde ve
yoldalikda bulundugin i‘ldm olmagin hakkinda mezid-i avatif-1 aliyye-i sahanemi
zuhtlira getiiriip Karahisar sarki sancagi sana tevcih olundugindan gayri hila‘-1
fahiremden bir sevb hil‘at-1 hiimay{ln dahi inayet i irsal olunmusdur.

Buyurdum ki, vusil buldukda sancaginin hifz u hirdseti ve zabt u siyaneti i¢lin
adem gondertiip ve hil‘at-1 marisii’l-behgetimizi giyiip min ba‘d dahi din i devlete
emr-i karinime miite‘allik umtrda bezl-i makdir idesin.
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Document 1: BOA, A . DVNS.MHM, 32, hk. 486: H-10-11-986 / 08.01.1579

Document 2: BOA, A.DVNS.MHM, 32, hk. 492: H-07-11-986 / 05.01.1579

Kirmiz atlas kise ve giimiis kozalak ile baglanup Handan Aga’ya virildi.

Halefi’l-limerai’l-kiram neticeti’l-kiiberai’l-fiham zii’l-kadri’l-etemm ve’l-
fahrii’l- esemm el-mahfaf bi-sundf-1 avatif-1 letd’ifii’l-Melikii’I-Mennan Adil Giray
Sultdn damet me‘aliyehu tevki‘-i ref* ila el-haletii hazihi Kizilbas-1 bed-ma‘as
tarafindan $irvan {izerine gelen melahide muharebesinde bile bulunup ugur-1
hiimaytin-1 sa‘ddet-i makrGimenizde enva‘-1 dilaverlik i ferzaneliginiz viiciida
geldiigi i‘lam olunmagin hakkinizda mezid-i indyet-i padisdhanemiz ve meziyet-i
re’fet-sehin-sahanemiz zuhGra geliip elyak-1 mesa‘ii’l- eknafimizdan bir murassa‘
altun ti-cihdngirimiz ile hila‘-1 hassa-i meserret- mesmi‘numdan bir sevb catma ve
bir sevb seraser hil‘at-1 mirisii’l-behgetimiz erzani kilinup irsal olunmusdur.
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Buyurdum ki, hitkkm-i serif vacibii’l-ittiba‘im vusil buldukda inayet i ihsan
olunan hila‘-1 hiimaytn-1 beh¢et-makriinumuz ile tig-i nusret-me’asirimi enva‘-1
i‘zaz 1 iclal ile ikbal i istikbal eyleyiip hil‘at-1 devlet-nisdbimiz1 giylip ve tig-1
zafer-me’asirimi kusanup min ba‘d dahi nihad-1 seca‘at-mu‘tddunuzda merkaz olan
viiflir-1 sehamet i celadetinizi kemal-i sadakat ve hulls-i taviyyet ile ugur-1
hiimay(in-1 izzet-i niimiinumuzda zuhira getiirlip sarf-1 nevan ve bezl-i ma-hiive’l-
imkan eylemekden hali olunmaya ve mefahirii’l- eméacid ve’l-ekarim Héac1 Mustafa
ve Can Mehmed Mirza ve Nigayir mirzalart Abdullah Be ve Siilleyméan Mirza ve
Hamza Mirza dame izzihum dahi sizinle bu sefer-i nusret- eserde bile olup
hidmetde ve yoldagliklarda bulunduklar1 ecilden miisariin-ileyhima Haci Musta-
fa’ya ve Nugayir mirzalari mezid-i indyetimizden birer sevb hil‘at-1 fahire ve birer
kit‘a miizehheb kili¢ ve s&’irlerine dahi birer sevb hil‘at-1 hiimaytin indyet olunup
size gonderilmisdir. Vech i miinasib gordiigin tizre zikr olunan kiliglar1 ve
hil‘atleri miisariin- ileyhe giydiriip ve kusadup din ii devlete miite‘allik umirda
miicidd 1 sd‘y olmalarina tergib idesin.
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ITPUHII KPEIMA: AAUAb TUPEN

Ocman IOpdaxaa

Kasarncxuii (Ilpusorxckuil) pedeparviivtii yHueepcumen
Kasarv, Poccuiickas @edepavus
osmaanyurdakal@gmail.com

Pe3tome. Llenp mccnenoBaHus: JaHHOE HCCIEJOBAaHHME ITOCBSIIEHO KpaTKoi Ouorpaduun
Annip 'mpesi, KppIMCKOTO NPUHIA, KOTOPBIH 10 CHX IIOp OCTaeTCs B TEHH UCTOPHYECKOM
mutepaTypsl. Llens uccienoBaHus 3aKIIIOYaeTCsl B aHAIM3€ €ro JKU3HU M JESTEIFHOCTH B
HCTOPUYECKOM KOHTEKCTE, a TaKKe B OCBEICHWH €T0 POJIM B MOJUTHYECKOH, BOCGHHOH M
JUIIIOMAaTHYECKON JUHAMHKE TOTO BPEMEHH.

Marepuainsl ucciefnoBaHus: HHOOPMALUS O KU3HH U AEATENbHOCTH Anunb ['mpest Oblna
coOpaHa U3 pa3IMYHBIX UCTOYHHKOB. Myxumme Jledrepsr (Mihimme Defterleri), xpans-
mecs B JlenapraMeHTe OCMaHCKUX apXUBOB l'ocyapcTBeHHOro apxusa npu Ilpesnnente
Typeuxoii PecriyOnuku, KOoTopble ObLIH COMOCTABICHBI C MaTepUAIaMH JPYTHX HCTOYHU-
KOB. KpOMe TOT'O, UCCJIICAOBAHBbI Iloconbckue KHWUI'A, B KOTOPBIX 3allMCaHbI TUIJIOMAaTHYC-
CKHe OTHOIIEHNS MOCKOBCKOTI'0 rOCy1apCTBa.

B crarbe ObUTH MCHONB30BaHBI PabOTHl OCMAHCKUX XPOHHCTOB TOTO BPEMEHH, TAKUX Kak
I'ennbomy Mycrada Anu n U6paxum [eueBw, a Taxke paboTsl XxpoHUCTOB CedeBUACKOTo
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rocynapcrtsa, Takux kak Mckennep beit Mynmmu n Opyd baiiaTinel. OTi HCTOYHHUKH OCBe-
IAI0T KaK UHIAUBUAYaIbHYIO HCTOpUI0 Amwib [upes, Tak ¥ MOJUTHYECKHUE, BOCHHBIE U
JUTUIOMATHYECKHE TUHAMUKH TOTO BpEMEHH.

Pe3ynpTaThl 1 HOBU3HA HCCIIEIOBAHMS: HECMOTPS Ha TO, 4To Aauib ['upeil neranpHO pac-
CMaTPUBACTCSA B OCMAHCKHX, MOCKOBCKHX M Ce()EBUICKAX MCTOYHHUKAX, HAyYHBIC PaOOTEHI,
MOCBSAIICHHBIC €My, OCTAIOTCSI OTPAaHMYCHHBIMH. JTO HCCIIEOBAHUE WHTETPUPYET HHGOP-
MAIMI0 W3 HCTOYHHKOB JTHX TPEX KpPYHHBIX aepkaB (MockoBckoro, OcMaHCKOTO |
CeeBUACKOTO TOCYMApCTB) AN aHAIM3a BOSHHBIX M JUIUIOMATHYCCKUX BKIATOB AIHMIH
T'upes B MeXTrocy1apCTBEHHYIO MTOJIUTUKY .

B yacTtHOCTH, paHHss nesTenbHOCTh Anuib ['rpes B MockoBckoM rocygaperse u Ha Kas-
Ka3€ OKa3aja 3HAUMTEIbHOE BIIMSHUE HA €r0o MOCIEAYIOLIYI0 XHU3Hb, TOCKOJBKY 3TH JOC-
THXXEHUS IIPUBEIH K €ro IPU3HAHUI OCMAHCKUM BOpoM. Ilo3aHee oH yyacTBOBaJ B 1OJIK-
THYECKOH M BOGHHOU jaesTenbHOCTH Ha TeppuTopun CederumoB. OH ObLT 3aXBadyeH cede-
BUJIaMU M, B KOHEYHOM UTOTE, MOTUO CpeIu MHTPUT U Xaoca MpH JBOPE Iaxa.

DTO UCCIEIOBAHUE CTPEMUTCS MPOJUTH CBET Ha UCTOpUYECKOe 3HaueHue Amuib ['upes u
ero Omorpauro 4epe3 JMeTabHOE HM3YYCHUE MEPBOMCTOYHHKOB TOTO BpeMeHH. OIlleHKa
neiictBuit Amwte ['upest B OoJyiee MIMPOKOM KOHTEKCTE HE TOJIBKO CIOCOOCTBYET TYUIIEMY
MOHUMAHUIO €r0 UCTOPUUECKON JIMYHOCTH, HO M JTA€T HOBbIE MPEACTABICHUS O MOJIUTHYE-
CKHX M BOE€HHBIX nponeccax X VI Beka.

KuaroueBsblie cioBa: Ammnb I'mpeit; Kpeimckoe xaHcTBo; OcMaHCKast nummepusi; MOCKOB-
ckoe rocynapcto; CedeBuackoe rocy1apcTBo
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