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ABSTRACT

Muhammet Ali KILIC August 2008

RUSSIAN CHALLENGES CONCERNING OTTOMAN BOGHDAN

The Ottomans and the Russians have been in touch with each other since the
fifteenth century. The mood of the relations had altered in accordance with the
changing balance of powers. By the eighteenth century, Russian expansion at the
expense of the Ottomans was to take place in Boghdan. For the principality, the
eighteenth century was a time of occasional Russian invasions and propaganda
against Ottoman rule.

In this research, first of all, the controversial status of Boghdan under Ottoman
rule is introduced in the first chapter. Then, the second chapter will be dealing with
the relations between the Ottoman Empire and the principality of Boghdan from the
sixteenth to the eighteenth century. Finally, the last chapter is about the challenges
that the Russians posed to Ottoman existence in the region.

In doing so, the Archival materials, Ottoman chronicles, foreign travel accounts,
and independent works, manuscripts, are employed and evaluated. Rather than
suggestions concerning the region and the relations between Russia and the
Ottoman Empire, this thesis will be a descriptive study of the principality of Boghdan
and the challenges of Russia.

Key Words:

Ottoman, Russian, Boghdan, Challenges, Balance of Powers.
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KISA OZET

Muhammet Ali KILIC AGUSTOS 2008

OSMANLI BOGDAN’I UZERINE RUS TEHDITLERI

Osmanli Rus iliskileri 15. yiizyildan itibaren devam etmektedir. Degisen glic
dengesi ile bu iliskilerin sekli de degismistir. 18. yiizyilla gelindiginde, Ruslarin artik
Bogdan‘da Osmanlilarin aleyhine genislemeye basladigi goriiliiyor. Bogdan beyligi igin
18. ylzyil Rus isgallerinin ve propagandalarinin yasandigi bir donemdir.

Bu calismada, ilk 6nce, Bogdanin Osmanl idaresindeki tartismall statiisii ele
alinacaktir. Ikinci boliimde ise, Osmanlilarin bdlgedeki 16. yiizyildan 18. yiizyila
kadarki yonetimi incelenecektir. Son bdlim ise, Ruslarin Bogdan’da Osmanlilara karsi
mucadeleleri hakkinda olacaktir.

Bu calismada, Arsiv Malzemelerinin yani sira Osmanh kronikleri yabanci
seyahatnameler, yazma eserler kullaniip degerlendirmeleri yapilacaktir. Bu tez
Osmanli Rus iligkileri ve bdlge ile alakasi bakimindan 6nerilerde bulunmaktan ziyade
tasviri bir calismadir.

Anahtar Kelimeler:

Osmanli, Rus, Bogdan, Miicadele, Glig dengesi
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INTRODUCTION

The Ottoman Empire and the Russian Tsardom had bewng the great
powers of Europe until the beginning of the presgiaentury. Although the Ottoman
Empire had reached its territorial limits before tise of Russia, with the Romanov
dynasty in the seventeenth century, particularlthviine reformations of Peter the
Great, the Russians rapidly developed and camesta major threat to Ottoman
existence in the Balkans. The Ottoman principalited Boghdan and Wallachia
were, as immediate neighbors of the Russians, uhéesphere of influence of this
rising power. The work at question was entitledRgssian Challenges Concerning
to Ottoman Boghdan” because of the fact that caoniegrto principality the Russians
were attacking and the Ottomans were in defenseald® Boghdan was not a
regular Ottoman province, it enjoyed a certain amiaaf autonomy. In the buffer
zone the Russian challenges were aiming at povaimghwith the Ottomans in the
region thus, meddling in Ottoman business.

The present work is an attempt to provide a brigkrpretation of the
Romanian lands under Ottoman rule and the chaltenof&ussia there. To this end,
first of all, it was attempted to comprehend theist of the Romanian principalities
under Ottoman rule. Because of the lack of researdlurkish literature concerning
the issue in question, the view that we usually teadepend on was that of English
sources, and thanks to the efforts of Romaniarotigsts like Aurel Decei, Viorel
Panaite and Mihai Maxim, we have an idea about rto rule in Boghdan.
Particularly the book by Viorel Panaite entitlech€rOttoman Law of War and Peace
the Ottoman Empire and the Tribute Payers” by Cbiantuniversity Press became
very useful in this section. Concerning thbidnames given to the voivodes of

Boghdan, the copy of the one innalryeat which was discovered by the late



Romanian Ottomanist Aurel Decei in Stleymaniyedigrwas studied and added to
the appendix. Besides, the Ottoman collection pfotihatic dispatches in this issue
has also benefited in this research. In this waydbe Bey's Mineati’s-Selatin
became very useful for our study. After studying #arious views concerning to the
status of the principality under Ottoman rule, tdmmnclusion was reached that, the
abstract discussions are making the issue much cwrplicated and getting us
further away from the reality. To avoid these, gete relations were taken as the
basis or the premises of the relations betweeRtnme and Boghdan. On the basis of
these concrete relations through the book, an atteras made to draw a picture of
it.

The second chapter will be dealing with the histoiryhe principality from its
early contacts in early fifteenth century until tharly eighteenth century. In this
chapter we analyzed the principality and her refegiwith neighbors, particularly
with the Poles, since the Russians were not yehaiderable power in the politics of
Europe. In this chapter, the Ottoman chroniclesSbianiki Mehmed Efendi, edited
by Mehmetipsirli, Pecevi and some mithimme registers were usad the Ottoman
sources. In this chapter of the thesis, we alsonéx@d some voivodes and their
changing relations with the Porte. Also, importémhgs concerning the Ottoman
attitude to the semi-independent principalities \ab® studied. From example, the
Ottoman intentions of changing these principalitesl the reaction to that by the
Moldavians and Wallachians were given particulapkasis. Besides the Ottoman
policy, concerning the area to the north of Danabd the roles of Boghdan were

also examined.



In the final chapter of the thesis, the Phanaresiqu and the beginning of the
Russian challenges with Peter the Great were gparticular attention. The
importance of Phanariots as the “agents” of thetePand their reception by the
people and nobles of the principality and the ciapagttitudes of Phanariot princes
between the Russians and Ottomans were also examnirikis chapter. Besides the
military challenges and their consequences fopé@ple of Boghdan as well as the
Porte were also studied. The religious tone thatRlussians were using since the
time of Peter in challenging to the principality svalso given special attention. In
this chapter, apart from modern sources like oneRdgsdale Hugh, Akdes Nimet
Kurat, and Nicola lorga, primary sources from thio@an archives were used as
well.

For studying the history of the Romanian princitiedi the works in the Turkish
language are very insufficient. There is no monplgravritten on the Ottoman
principalities of Wallachia and Moldavia. That i©iwthe Turkish language will not
reach the expectations of one who wants to do resem this topic. Although the
Ottoman archives and the chronicles provide us wetly rich knowledge concerning
principalities, the lack of an independent workedfically on the Romanian
principalities, makes research harder on this tofice may only piece together
works from different sources about Wallachia andddwia in Turkish literature.

In this way some of the valuable manuscripts wetad in the Istanbul Nadir
Eserler Kutiphanesi and the Suleymaniye Libraryesehare, “Memleketeyn yani
Eflak ve Boghdan Tarihi” and “Vekayi-i Eflak.” Alttugh the former is more about a
general history of the memleketeyn, it gives patéic emphasis on the relations with
Russia. The latter tells us the time of Mihai Ratowf Boghdan in the early

eighteenth century. A characteristic of these sgsirs that both are manuscripts but



translated books into the Ottoman language. Althoilng former one was cited by

Ismail Hakki Uzuncauli the latter has not been used yet.



CHAPTER 1

THE STATUS OF BOGHDAN UNDER OTTOMAN RULE

The question about the status of the Romanianipahties under the Ottoman
rule has long been a matter of discussion by te®ians of this area. It seems that
the problem arises from the vagueness of the ssubceh verbal and written ones,
varying approaches to the primary texts with exgesstress on the conceptual
framework, and anachronic assessments of the manberceptions. The work that
has been done on the issue so far endeavors tdigisthese principalities in a place
which should be compatible with Islamic law. Sonesearch even goes further in
seeking conformity wittHanafite school of thought which the Ottomans followed.
These abstract discussions are trying to placetimeipalities into a legal basis in
the Ottoman system. However, de facto relations maoeh more important and
definitive than the former ones. So in this sectiom introducing the basic
characteristics of the Islamic legal context | vgtl through the core of the relations
and the premises they rested on each and try ¢b @aonclusion

The question of the status of the principalitieslemthe Ottomans has mostly
been asked by Romanian historians relying on Ott@nsaurcesahidnamesgyranted
to localvoivodesand the neighboring states like Poland, Austiia &te some of the
major sources employed exhaustively by the Romareaearchers. The pieces of
information taken from the contemporary chronicesl fetevas,legal opinions of
the muftis,are also among the sources used in the deteromnatithe status of the
Romanian Principalities. Even with all the abstrdistergences in drawing a legal
base for the principalities within the Ottoman systall the opinions converge at one
point that the characteristics of Ottoman rulehi@ tegion was a distinct one contrary

to the other parts of the empire. The things haipgethere about the judicial



position of the bottvoivodesand the people, such as the rights and dutiesrtiswa
the Porte in accordance with the changing circuntgts throughout the history, is
well-known by the historians. These concrete piemfemformation provide much
more useful information and therefore strugglinglépth with the legal status of the
principalities does not mean much for the histoo&political relations, apart from
the legal ones, since questioning the case lawsegtirists is the job of the latter.

Therefore, avoiding abstract discussions drawingstamic figh, cannon law,
and siyar books to find a legal basis for the position oésh principalities, | am
going to deal with more about the solid relatioesaA®en the suzerain Ottomans and
dependent principalities referring to the premisiethis relation.

The center of the controversies corresponds teitiergence of the Russians in
the frontier as a substantial threat to the Ottomp@esence in the area by the late
eighteenth century. In the 1772 Focsani negotiatiaturing the war with the
Russians, Romanian boyars in the buffer zone, akisg more privileges and a
better position, saw the victorious Russians agteebalternative to Ottoman rule
and wanted to strengthen their position by negagatvith Russia for vassalage. In
this case the Romanians anticipated more autonoony the Russians, and wished
existing and continual “old privileges” granted tyg Ottomans to themselvESo in
settling of problem of their status, the changirgjabhce of power between the
Russians and the Ottomans at the expense of tiee latd significance. Because the
Ottomans were the undisputed major power in théonegPoland, Hungary and
Austria could not pose a threat to themanrule until the rise of the Russians.

The reason why this topic is exhaustively studigdhe Romanians has several

aspects, one of which is the uncovering of thest gesition. Building a national

! Sandor Papp, “Eflak ve Bdan Voyvodalarinin Ahidnémeleri__Uzerine Birceleme: Osmanli
Imparatorlgu'nun Kuzeybati Hududundaki Hiristiyan Vassal Usk&| Turkler, (Yeni Tirkiye
Yayinlari: Ankara, 2002) 10: 744.



consciousness as well seems to be effeétBecause they were the only country in
the Balkans that does not enter under the rulettwfin@ans they deservedly take the
pride of independence. However, this was not aifalépendence; rather there was a
kind of vassalage relations between the Ottomadstla@mselves depending on the
verbal or written promises. Nonetheless, it wasngportant phenomenon, for them
not to come under the rule of another state anuplerichitect of their own state.

So the question about the status of the Romaniaaslander Ottoman rule,
taking into consideration their subjugation to th#omans seems to be mainly the
consequence of its comparison with the other Ottopravinces both in the Balkans
and Arabian African lands. The provinces like Welll@a Moldavia, Transylvania,
and Ragusa were not independent from the Ottomarntration. The existence of
some unbinding charters for the Ottomans, moreigely the unilateral relations
between the parties, are not of so much importandeshould not be exaggerated to
the point which makes them almost equal partneisodghout their history under
Ottoman rule, excluding the insurmountable reigrihef Stefan the Great we see a
complete submission them to Ottoman rule.

Since Islamic practice is at the very foundatiorthef problem, we will take a
glance at its application in early Islamic peridde see similar examples of this kind
of relation even in the prophet’'s time. The agrestéth the Christians olNajran
in return forharadj has been interpreted as the premise of such apiphcduring
Ottoman times. Not only had the peopleNajran but alsoTaimg FadakandAliah
submitted to the protection of the Muslim stateiniyithe time of the prophétThe
Byzantine emperors used to pay tribute to the subdrthe Abbasids, from Mansur

and his successors down to Mu'tasim. During thee toh Muawiyah the island of

2 .
Ibid., 745.
¥ Muhammad HamidullahThe Muslim Conduct of Stat@ahor: Ashraf Publication, 1953) 559.
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Cyprus started to pay a yearly tribute to the Musft However the fact that they
before were a tributary to the Byzantines too, destrates the existence of such
relations in the norslamic state tradition as well. So this practices wat invented
by the Ottomans, the similar cases existed dutiegtime of prophet. Some of the
characteristics of such states are as follows: #reyusually located on the frontiers
of Muslim empires, expensive and hard to be gowerdeectly because of the
remoteness of the region to the center and neighbbahe non-Muslim states. In the
contract with Muawiyah, the people of Cyprus pragdiso supply information about
foreign Byzantine affairs to the Umayyadsst as theBoghdanianvoivodesserved
to the Ottomans in the same manner. In a hukinddEsds, sent to the voivode of
Boghdan, the voivode was ordered to spy the sudiogrand let it known to sultah.
This situation in Boghdan continued until the enfdtlee ottoman rule in the
principality.’

Throughout Islamic history there have been vari@ystems of state
administration and which could be placed in annfstacontext in terms oharia
law. Islamic law used to be very flexible and tethde be utilized by the jurists in
accordance with the contemporary conditions. Soterms of the Islamic legal
perspective, the status of the principality hashbspgestioned by the historians of this
area in depth, and a few conclusions attained émtare as following oneBari’l-
Ahd haracguzarTributary states, and Tributary protected priniifees.

Legally theahidnameconvention is a unilateral grant which has no ingd
side for the grantor in Ottoman practice. Rathes ibinding for the grantees who

were in this case thBoghdanianvoivodes What is more having a relation with the

* Ibid., 188.

® Ibid., 100.

® Topkap! Sarayi Aivi, Miihimme DefterNr.E- 12321, prepared by, Halil Sahiliia, (istanbul:
IRCICA, 2002) 357.

" Bagbakanlik Osmanli Aivi, (BOA) Hatt-1 Himayun, (HAT) 40944,

8



Ottomans based omhidnameis not more advantageous to the people of the
principality in comparison with the other provincedthough the Ottomans more
often than not conformed with the conditions of domvention it is still a fact that
the Ottomans saw these territories of their owit ssevident that they were fighting
and loosing soldiers for the protection of themnbliheless they did not interfere in
their internal affairs.

In terms ofsharia law basically there are two kinds of lan@ard’l- Islam
(House of Islam) where Islam is sovereign dvar(’l- harb (House of Infidels)
where the Islamic religion be prevailed. Anothen@&pt which is not as definite as
the otherdParu’l Ahd (land of the Covenant) is also accepted by somsliMyurists
like Shafii and Yahya b. AdafhHowever thehanafitejurists did not admit such a
model. According tdhanafitescholars there could be no other territory tBemi’l-
Islam and Darii'l- harb and the lands of this kind are the partsDairii’l Islam’
Darl’l-ahd is a temporary and intermediate territory whicheesd under Muslim
rule not by means of sword or war but in peacefaysv As recompense of their
peaceful submission they are grantedahmnamefrom where the conce@aru’l-
ahd is inspired. Thisahidnamecould be both verbal and written and guaranteed
protection and let them take an oath to be loyahtr suzerain. If the people of
these lands do not keep their words they were tpumeshed and be considered as
rebels. These territories usually lie betw@&saru’l- Islam andDaru’l-harb, and the
relations between the sovereign and itself is based treaty. We see similar cases
throughout Islamic history and these kinds of staéee usually located on the
frontiers of Muslim states serving as a buffer zdreween Muslims and their

Christian neighbors. In exchange for their peacstidmission they are set free in

8 Hallil inalcik, “Dar al- Ahd” Encyclopedia of Islam New Editio(El?) (Leiden: E. J. Brill, 1960)
2:116.
? Ibid.



their internal affairs but are still dependent beit suzerain in return for the payment
of kharad,.

In Ottoman usagkharadjis used for both the land tax and poll tiixy@ah).*
Considering the obligation ofizyah paying of the non Muslims athimmisinside
Muslim state this tax could be assumed as a comimjizyah tax taken from a
certain area under the rule of Muslims. Howewveterms of legal perspective, since
it is abstruse and controversial among the jungtether these places are within
Muslim state or not it is not so consequential takensuch a comment. Because
jurists do not unanimously accept such a notionhe&mment done on the issue is
leftover. Ebu Suud, a promine8heikhu’l-Islam scholar and jurist of Kanuni’s time,
upon the question of the nature afazii 6sri and haradji gives the following

answer:

“Eger hin-i fetihde kefere elinde iken yerli yerindekarrer edip arazi kendilerinin mulki
olmak Uizere ibka ederse ol arazide vaz olunan &lbetrac olur §r almak imkani yoktur ziraside

ibadet manasi vardir kafirde ona ehliyet yoKtir

After making a distinction between the @fri andkharadji lands in terms of
sharialaw he concludes with the statement that it istaatbecause in the payment
of 6sr there is a meaning of pray to god but the infidahot worthy of it. Then he
continues about the lands of the BalkaRarhelinin amme-i arazisi nesridir ne
haracidir. Arz-1 memlekettir ki.. ** So the privileged positions of Boghdan does not
distinguish itself from the other parts of the Balk since their fief were also
considered as their own by the Ottomans. Besideyg were also taken as part of
memalik-i mahrusaHowever, it was different from the rest of the Balkstates in
that, timar system was not applied in the principality. Theradj taken from these

states during the Ottoman times were of an agreeniat of money paid every year,

10 Cengiz Orhonlu, “KhraradjEI* 4:1054
! Feridun Ahmed Beyliinseatii’'s Selatin(istanbul: Darii't-tibaati’l-Amire, 1858) II: 313.
12 ki

Ibid., 313.
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called askharadj-1 maktuAnd in the 1 centuries over the dispute on the question
of the borders, the Ottomans declared their progpskip of these areas claiming
they used to take from theimaradj as the sultan as well used to call it as his
inherited landsmiilk-i mevrus?®

As for our case, the relations between the OttoErapire and Boghdan, what
Daru’l-ahd meant was not applicable. Although this templase Ibeen thought fit by
some historians to the case of Boghdan in reldabadhe Ottoman Empire, we do not
see any Ottoman usage of this word for the definitof the position of these
principalities** As a matter of fact the state administration ino@an times was
built upon practical needs rather than in deptlewdated sophisticated concepts. In
fact the positions of the principalities in the gyaf the Ottomans were not this
abstract. The main criterion in the determinatidrthe status of the principalities
was the way it was ruled. If it was ruled by a Muspasha then it is a regular
province otherwise it is not. The only distinctiseems to be that in Ottoman mind.

Another significant question has been the existafcan ahidnamebetween
the Ottomans and Romanian principalities. This tjoesactually could not be
solved in Romanian Historiography. According to @imCantemir thisahidname
texts existed in the archives of Moldova up urité Karlowitz peace in 1699, when
Jean Sobiesky of Poland came and tore down theosegpdocumentS. The only
true document is the one which was found by the Rdmanian Ottomanist Aurel
Decei in Sileymaniye Library in miiryeat mecmuasimanuscript compositioff.

The title of the document indicates that it wassa@hname of Mehmed Il

13 Orhonlu, op. cit., 1053.

4 Viorel Panaite, Th®ttoman Law of War and Peace the Ottoman Empirethedribute Payers
(New York-Boulder: Distributed by Columbia UnivessPress, 2000489.

!> Aurel Decei, “B@dan” islamAnsiklopedisiZA) (istanbul: Milli Egitim Basimevi, 1979) 699.

' Miingeat, Siileymaniye Kitiiphanesi, Esad Efendi Bolimii,3869.
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BakaraBoghdart’ The document is mainly about tharac of Boghdan. Although
what conditions prepared ground to tkigh is not clear, it is telling us upon the
disobedience of the Moldavians, thé@rac was raised to 6.008ikke from 3.000
and the voivode is warned in the traditional marthat they should stay obedient to
the Porte by being “enemy of the enemy and frienétiend” (dosta dost dimana
disman olup. Although at the end of the text the wallidnamels mentioned there
are views that it does not have the features ofusmal Ottomanahidname'®
However, as we mentioned above it is still a cordrsial issue, whether or not the
contemporary understanding of the Ottoraairdnamesvere binding.

This is the premise of the thesis of the researgltes claims arahidname
status for Boghdan. Judging from both sides it da#sseem to be exact to say that,
even though some of the researchers are favormgaldity of such document and
some not, a relation based amidnamehad existed in history between the Ottomans
and Moldavia. The late Romanian Turkologists likéhddl Gub@lu and Giurescu,
although they acknowledged such a treaty relatiath the Ottomans they were
agreed that these were not bilateral diplomatiati@hs, but rather they were
unilateral because this is what Islamic law rejigranted by the sultan’s favor to
the people of the region. The contemporary rebeardlihai Maxim, who has
completed thorough studies in the Ottoman archawets Beldiceanu, are in favor of
the existence adhidnamesSandor Papp, in his article after a detailedqré of the
issue drawing on both primary and modern sourcesies to the conclusion that
there is amhidnamebutit belongs to the early times and was valid onlyiluhe
mid 16" centuries!® So these discussions as to the existence ah@mamegiven

to the voivode of Boghdan are not consequentialy tire open to discussion but no

7 |bid., folio, 25a.
'8 |bid., folio, 25b.
° papp, op. cit., 751.
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attempt so far could satisfactorily answer the jaesat issue. So what has been
done so far on the issues is the use of histodat in the way to establish and
strengthen their thesis. It requires further redean the Ottoman Archives to prove
something on this question, only the finding of threginal document will resolve
this problem. However a document in the Prime Migi&rchives tells us about the
desire of the Wallachians to haveattidnamelike the Boghdanian®. They were in

this demand saying the following.

“lakin Bqzdan voyvodasinin elinde ahidname olup bizim elimizdimayup
dogrulugumuz ve hizmetimiz mukabalesinde bize dahi ahidieyet olunmak rica edefiZ!

However, it is clear that the ottomans did not geeahidnameas a binding
deed. Because in the following lines when this deinaas presented to the sultan,

the vizier says that:

“Eflak simdi kemali ubudiyet tzeredir iltimas ettikleri dhamenin zarari yok ubudiyette
sabit-i kadem olmga bais olur. Eger ki hilaf-1 emr-iserif vaz ederlerse tebdil olun@a mani olmaz

It seems that although they were prudent in gidngh documents they were
not considering themselves obliged to or bound with ahidname However its
continuation was on the condition to stay obedienhe sultan.

Concerning the issue, in the eyes of foreign texgeland diplomats this
ahidname had existed in Ottoman Romanian relations. Formgte, William
Wilkinson an English diplomat in Bucharest in therlg 19" century depicts the
granted privileges as a treaty and lists the adidf it?* Although he does not use
the word ahidname perhaps because he may not be acquainted witbhm@rtt
terminology, what he says is that it is more tharagreement which is a treaty and

binding for both sides, so he also seems to hatdoghinion that there existed an

0BOA, Cevdet Hariciye (C.HR) 1390.

! |bid.

22 William Wilkinson, An account of the principalities of Wallachia analsfavia: with various
political observations relating to the(hondon: Longman Hurst Rees Orme, 1820) 20.
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ahidname He said “the same privileges as those of Wallchere granted to
Moldavia” in 1536%® Another significant descriptive work on the histasf the
region belongs to Thomas Thornton. [hhe Present State of Turkdye devoted a
separate chapter to Moldavia and Wallachia, anthame by referring to Dimitri
Cantemir’'s Osman History, he tells us the famoasysdf Stephan the great, who on
his death bed advises his son to rely on the Ottema honorable terms rather than
the Poles or the German in order to be able toiwf¥ And he seems not to be
interested in the name of the relation betweerCtiemans and Moldavia, since his
perception was thus “to subject an enemy to thengay of a small sum of money
under whatever namé> Thus accurately the author considers the de fatations
much more important than the ones determined bytidteie books. We mentioned
these three examples as the reflection of histovitestern view on the question. As
a student of history, one must be cautious in repdand interpreting these
documents because extra attention is required faking distinction between the
knowledge and information. The reason is that & isharacteristic of the historical
accounts of 18 century travelers and diplomats to insert theasbs into their work.
In the service of a state, a consuls work couldehaeme deficiencies though
providing very useful information at the same tinfdat is why we should not
approach such documents as absolute sources.

So the articles of the alleged document given ® Bloghdan princes are as

follows, according to Mihai Maxirm®

23 [|hi

Ibid., 30.
4 Thomas ThorntoriThe Present State of Turkey; Or A Description ef@itoman Empire Together
with Moldavia and WallachigLondon: Printed for Joseph Mawman, 1807) 312.
25 [|hi

Ibid., 313.
6 Mihai Maxim, Tarile Romanai inalta poartacadrul juridic al relatiilor Romano-Otomane in evul
mediy (Bucuresti: Editura Enciclopedica Romana, 1995).2
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1) The preservation of a Christian prince, as rulestaad of an
Ottoman Muslim governor. The prince was to be elétty the country
(actually the boyars) from amongst the native minéamilies who had a
right to the throne. The sultan confirmed this Btetand invested the new
prince with the symbols of power.

2) The full maintenance of the “rights and privilege$'the
country, of the “laws and faith”, in accordanceitie “old custom” briefly
speaking in modern terms — self government andasklfinistration without
any Ottoman interference in internal affairs.

3) The payment of tribute and official gifts to thdtan and his
dignitaries.
4) The prince must “be a friend to the friends anega@my to the

enemies” osta dost dimana digman olul) of the padishah, in other words
he had to promote a concerted foreign policy wigh Porte as its ally, and to
supply intelligence and troops for the Ottoman caigups in Europe. In
return, the Porte had to “defend” and “protect “thimcipalities from any
aggressor.

5) The reciprocal protection of merchants, extradibbfugitives
and exchange of prisoners.

6) The usual local customs regime for Ottoman mercisarehd
preferential tariffs (a sort of “most favored naticlause) for Romanian
products exported to the Ottoman territories ,3:d.%ad valorem
compared with 5- 5.5% paid by the merchants corforng dar al-harb (Land
of War)

These are the alleged privileges to be enjoyechbyRomanian countries in a

distinct manner from the other provinces of the eea5o assuming thahidname

had really existed, one might think that, accordiogthe conditions of it, the

Ottomans and the Romanian principalities had recgirrelations determined by an

official treaty. However this was not so often ttese. In the Ottoman documents,

both archival and library sources, none mentiomes @kistence of such document.

Instead usually they refer to this land as thélk-i mevrus(the land inherited by

them) thus of their own, and so on. Putting adidecbnceptual basis of the relations,

if we examine the de facto relations we are gomgde a different picture. So in
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such a case there are two possibilities: one isitimexistence of such a convention
and the other one is the Ottoman ignorance or twwiaf it. Taking a glimpse at the
other examples of the tributary principalities withthe empire we may have a
chance of comparing it and placing it in a bettamntext so that we have a better idea
of such kind of rule. From the very beginning of bttomans, states like Byzantium
(though they did not come under Ottoman rule) (1B423), Serbia (1372-1459)
Bosnia (1389-1463) Albania (1385-1478) Bulgariana@pm, The Morean
Despotate, North Aegean Islands, Dubrovnik (Ragusansylvania used to pay
tribute to the Sublime Port. These places, havioth lsimilarities and diversities,
could be compared with each other. From among iiles oounted above, it was only
Dubrovnik and Transylvania that remained in thebutary status. The others, idue
course, either because of administrative necessitiegeographical and strategic
significance, were incorporated into the empir@sds or turned into theashaliks
(places to be ruled by a Muslim Pasha). Howevas, @lso to be mentioned that the
infringement of theahid by the grantees is also a significant cause inr the
transformation into @ashalik For example, Bulgaria upon the failure of perforgn
its duties lost its status and ended up coming udidect Ottoman rulé’Conversely
an important city-state on the Adriatic coast whinadd kept its status in the empire
until the end, Dubrovnik, enjoyed a privileged @agithin the empire in many ways.
For example, in business Dubrovnik had “free tradats” within the empire and
shared it with the Venetian and European merchsmtthat they had the chance to
enter to the Ottoman sea carrying the Dubrovni.ffaRelations with Dubrovnik
were relatively peaceful and calm when comparedBoghdan. Regretfully we

cannot examine the transformation of the each yatity into apashalikaccording

" panaite, op. cit., 149. _
8 Feridun Emecen, “Haracgiizar” Tirkiye Diyanet Vdkfam Ansiklopedisi/A) (istanbul:
Turkiye Diyanet Vakfi, 1997) 91.
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to the same criterion since each case is distindt must be treated differently.
However, during the time they were a tributary,imervention took place from the
Ottoman side as long as they paid tribute and dtapedient to the Sublime Porte.
As for our case, Boghdan, we see different phasésrins of legal perspective.
The first one is a period of some minor quarre ticcured between the empire and
the Boghdan. It starts from the beginning and endst55. Among the quarrels two
are worth of mentioning. The unsuccessful attenfiph® Ottomans to besiege Catea
Alba Castle (Akkerman) in 1426, which was actud#tlg first confrontation of them,
and Alexander Cel Bun’s coalition with the Walleaé against Murad Il. At this
time the Wallachians had already accepted thetg&ipaying since the 1420sBoth
fights resulted in Boghdanian’s victory. The secqadiod starts in 1455. This date
indicates the Boghdan’s submission to Ottoman r@élethe sources unanimously
accept that by this date Petru Aron of Boghdan @teckto pay yearly tribute to
Mehmed II. This date also signifies the heated telowver the existence of the
supposed charter which is lying at the bottom efdisagreement. It is significant to
note that by this time Boghdan was simultaneousiden Polish Subjugation.
Although we see no change in their status therebegh frequent battles with the
Turks until Kanuni's time. The date 1538 constitutlee ultimate subjugation of the
Boghdan to the Ottoman rule after teefer-i himayurof Kanuni. With a large
number of troops he entered Suceva, the capitBoghdan, with no resistance and
took a collective homage paying from the people Bbghdan. Because it was a
peaceful entrance, no rules of the conquest likbaging, annexation and
enslavement, were applied to the Boghdan. Instea@®ttomans tried to preserve the

status qudoy levying on them heavier obligations, such asaase in the amount of

29 Mihai Maxim, “The Romanian Principalities and ®&oman Empire, 1400-1878.” in Dinu G.
Giurescu and S. Fischer-Galati (eds.), Romaniaisidric Perspective, (New York: Columbia
University Press, 1998) 107.
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the haradj. After this time, the legal status did not changil the “treason” of
Dimitri Cantemir to the Ottomans in 1711, upon whtbe local voivodes began to
be replaced by the Phanariots who were directly@ped from Istanbul. The more
centralist Phanariot regime continued until 182hjclv marks the end of Phanariot
period. Minor changes also took place during thé4lKuchuk Kainardji and the
1829 Adrianople treaty giving the Russians sométsigover the principality of
Boghdan. This system of governance continued theilLl878 Berlin treaty when an
independent Romania had recognition by the Europeaers.

Even with the stable relations there have been sostences that the Ottomans
tried to takememleketeyminder their direct control. In comparison with Veahia,
the province of Boghdan was somewhat more fortutiete Wallachia because of its
remoteness from the center. However, these twollysslzared the same destiny as
the Sublime Porte implemented a single way of adination to the left bank of the
Danube. It is evident from having the same statud abligations respectively.
Taking all this into consideration it will not bereng to point that the attempts of
Grand Vizier Sinan Pasha in turning Wallachia iatoOttomarPashalikwould soon
be prevailed to Boghdan as well. For example, eydar 1004 (1595) Sinan Pasha
appointed &Beylerbeyito the “vilayet” of Boghdail which was ruled by the native
hospodars.However this attempt resulted in disaster and ghods of Muslim
soldiers were lost to death in the war, which cdusso resulted with the dismissal
of Sinan Pasha from tenure. Apart from this, wesseae examples to the designs of
the ottomans as to the administration of the ppiady. In and hikim, dated 1571
the sublime Porte was warning the boyars of thacpality not to admit the

criminals against the Porte. Otherwise, it wasrdfithat unless they conform to the

%0 Selaniki Mustafa Efendiarih-i Selanikiprepared by, Mehmépsirli. (istanbul:istanbul
Universitesi Edebiyat Fakiiltesi, 1989) 508.
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rules of the Porte, the country would be taken dvem them and a Muslim
governor was going to be appointed to their Flilo the long-established manner of
the Ottoman administration continued in the Noithhe Danubian basin. However,
in Ottoman practice the needs shape the stateappafSince it was more proper to
rule these principalities it was preferred by thateselites to rule it from the center,
giving them a certain degree of autonomy or vaggalsVe do not know the exact
reasons for choosing such a manner but judgingge#ctively some factors might
have been thought of by the Ottoman statesmeneins that, the first one of them is
the economical factors. In the growth period of émepire when the idea ghaza
was an influential drive in the conquests the redomn of the enemy Islam’s
superiority and acceptance of paying tribute waarld the war and make them reach
one of their greatest aims. In doing so, the namlyquered places needed some state
investment for proper administration, such as litan of a garrison and state
officials and their provision etc. However, becaits@#as much more costly for the
Ottomans to take them under direct administratiochsa way would have been
picked. To this end, for the ottomans, giving thiévea rights of thelhimmipeople, in
return extracting a yearly tribute, and homage mp@yb, was much more pleasant
administration. Another important factor seems geographical obstacles; their
location in the Trans-Danubian region makes therug@ntion harder to the frequent
rebels. Another important thing as to the prefeeepicgranting it a distinct status, is
that these principalities posed no strategic sicguiice to the Ottoman Empire in
terms of military aims. Because the traditionalo@tan policy was westward, the
strong garrisons and stricter administration weretled in the western frontier. By

the time Boghdan was conquered there was no coabidethreat to Ottoman

%1 BOA, Mithimme Defteri (978-979 /1570-157®)HM) published by, Ankara: T.C Bhakanlik
Devlet Arivleri Genel Mudurligl, (Ankara: 1996) 12/246.
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supremacy in the region apart from some minor Rafisursions. Austria and Russia
did not pose any danger within the century it waeeh over. In fact, the Ottomans
were dealing with the Polish issue through Hotirstlea where the Ottoman
administration was strong. As a matter of fact @éomans took many important
places under their direct rule from the Romanianntges like Dobrudga, Bender,
Chilia, Akkerman etc. Another important thing is@khe Ottoman intention of using
this region in modern terminology, as a buffer zeéwveen their enemies and the
Sublime Porte. Such an approach would be a sigthefOttoman reluctance to
expand further north and their satisfaction witkitmorthern border as the Danube.
Furthermore, it does not seem correct because ietlem Ottomans would not want
to make investment in the area, Boghdan was crimighe provision of the capital
Istanbul. Because most of the foodstuisitane icin iktiza eden zehairin ekserisi,
needed in Istanbul were coming from both Boghdah\&tallachia®? This continued
from the very beginning of the consolidation ofoatian rule in the region until its
loss. Even by 1544 the Porte was so much depermxatetite provision of Boghdan
that the principality had to send 100.000 sheepikemttoman capitadf With such a
dependency over the principality the ottoman carsition of the area a zone half in
their hands seem not correct. The claims saying ttien Ottomans gave such a
position to them because they were suspicioustltegt could endure their frequent
revolts and could not handle their combatant chiarseems wrong since there were
discussions in its full incorporation to the emplesds. Taking everything into
account it seems that the form of Ottoman govemandhe region was based on
administrative needs rather than reciprocal ortdnd treaties. As for the definition

of the status of the principality the tetraracgtizarseems to be more accurate. This

%2 BOA, Cevdet Belediye, (C.BLD) 417; BOA, Cevdet &siye, (C.AS) 18746.
% sahillioglu, op. cit., 319.
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is because it is more comprehensive and gets rall dfie abstract controversies in
seeking a legal basis to the principalities, siagen if no legal context could be
found the notion of administration would not bepractice. So to avoid all other
terms haracglizarreaya” best suits the purpose if we are to give a défimitAs
Viorel Panaite, who has done the broadest researthe issue so far expressly says
concerning the principalities, the official Ottomaiew after Kanuni is of the tribute
payers aharacglzarand the protected people dsimmi.As a combination of both
notions the term tributary-protected principalitissan appropriate label for the
position of the Romanian countries, Wallachia aralddvia®®

In having an idea of what the Ottoman view was altioel position of Boghdan
as well as Wallachia we should examine the Ottosaurces. In this sense the
vekayinamditerature is very important. Unfortunately, besauthe events of the
years 1455-56 are not written in the published @&o chronichles® it is hard to
find out the events that led to the first submissibthe Moldavians to ottoman rule.
This is also one of the reasons that why thereoisnsich debate on the issue.
Asikpasazade, a contemporary chronicler provides us waluable information
concerning to the relations. According to him theras a relation based on the
payment of tribute. In this sense he sees the mea$athe imperial campaign
conducted by Mehmed Il to Boghdan in 1476 as thgligence of the latter in the
payment oharad;.

Two important causes stand out for the initiatiba sefer-i Himayun and the
declaration of a war. One is the submission tortie of the Ottomans, implicitly to

the representatives of Islam, and the paymentilofite. Submission ensures them

3 Asikpasaoglu Tarihi , prepared by, Hiiseyin Nihal Atsiztanbul: Milli Ezitim Basimevi, 1970)
138.

% panaite, op. cit., 492.

% panaite, op. cit., 164.
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protection and the right to exist peacefully unither umbrella of Islam aghimmisin
return for paying the tribute and beingharacgizar.Besides the tributary status is
seen as a kind of propriotership as the sultan ‘seflek gibi bizim olasun”Selaniki,
for the late sixteenth century custom, explaing tinathe appointments of the
voivodes conditions like being loyal and sending thibutes on time are among the
essential qualitie¥’

Besides, the Ottoman documents concerning to Baghtfairs could either be
the ones directly sent to the native Voivodes dhlio the khans of Crimea who are
responsible for the security of the region towatttkss Porte and Poland who were
supposed to be an ally with the Porte. In the damum sent to Boghdan the
voivodes were referred to with the titles startikgdvett-lI Gmera-i milletil
mesihiyy& and go ahead which shows a treatment to the ratenigh officials of a
non-Muslim state In terms of the formula, the ttiahal pattern starting with prayer
and continuing with titles basically emphasizingttithe continuation of the good
relations are up to their recognition of the supity of sublime Porte,fulus-i fuad
ile itaat-u inkiyad” and the regular payment of the annual tribttaradj, the most
important issue for the Ottomans, which by the see@nth century rose telfi alti
kere yluz bun akce”lt is interesting to note that the other “itemgiVen to the
Beglerbegi of Rumeli and the other state officedpeskeshbecomes an integral part
of the relations between them. Although the Ottosnaare raising the amount of the
haradj and thepeskeshthey were at the same time warning the voivoddstmo
overstep the lines against aracgizar reayahAt the end of this formula once

again they are admonished to send the tributenoa without fault and be enemy of

%7 Selaniki, op. cit., 541.
% Feridun Bey, op.cit., 13.
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the enemy and friend to the friendsostuma dost ve gianima diman ola”* If

he fails to do so he will have the punishment tiatdeserves. As it is seen in the
document concerning to the issue of the legal fraonle, financial matters are of
vital importance with respect to submission to thie of the Ottomans. What was
happening there is that, as long as they paidribetés and th@eskeshsn time to
the empire and from time to time let it known ttiay are loyal to the Ottoman rule,
the sublime porte did not care much about the ssaled problems of this
principality.

For the documents sent to the neighboring countliks Austria and
particularly to Poland we see the emphasis thahBag is considered to be within
thememalik-i mahrusaa term usually used for the directly administepads of the
empire. So they are warned that in the case ofiraursion or the violation of their
rights the Ottomans will handle the situation. Thatters in theahidnamessent to
the Poles usually cover topics like business, @psh@nt from the Polish lands,
respect to the rights of the people of Boghdan emaperation in any case if a
voivode fled the country. The Poles are also warlilexl the Boghdaninas to “be
enemy of the enemy and friend to the friends” isimilar way.*° So, being in
coalition with them and asking enmity with the emesnis also something sought
with the other states as well. Because the Poate ssmehow trying to consolidate
its rule in the region and did not want any thrigatrule in one way or another it
aimed at subduing the entities either inside itstesy or outside of it, thus making
sure to suppress any threat to its authority byithe it occurs.

In conclusion, we may say that the status of thecypality of Boghdan under

Ottoman rule has various aspects and each of tmese different interpretations.

3 bid., 489.
4 bid., 514.
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Emphasizing the legal side of the formula as tlempse of the relations, if there is
any, which is yet a topic of discussion and caraekt of deficiencies takes us
further away from the factual circumstances which @uch more important. So,
avoiding the abstract discussions, but at the dame keeping them in mind in our
assessments it is seen that even if there was rechwhose binding affect is
debated, the things which were actually occurrhmye gives us a better idea of the
status of the Boghdan under the Ottoman administrao the conclusion attained
is that, although Boghdan was not ruled in the samaener in comparison with the
other Balkan provinces it was considered an integeat of the empire and the
people there were enjoying the same privileges thighizyah paying subject. Thus,
as they often referred in the Ottoman sout@scglizareayahunder the protection
of the Sublime Porte. As Panaite points the mopt@piate term for the definition

of their status is the tributary-protected prindijes.
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CHAPTER 2

OTTOMAN RULE IN BOGHDAN

2.1 The Establishment of Ottoman Rule in the Pringality

The Ottomans crossed Sea of Marmara and achieeefirsh conquests in the
Balkans peninsula in the second half of the fountteeentury. With the victories of
Nicopolis (1396) and Kosovo (1386) the Ottoman toadntrol of the major
fortifications in the Balkans and East Europe. Aftee conquest of Constantinople in
1453 the Ottoman presence in the Balkans becamesgranger. That is why for the
following century we see an increase in Ottomanceam towards the region and
establishment of stricter authority. In such a dagxpansion of the Ottomans in the
Balkans what had rescued the Romanian lands frotom@h attacks could be
explained by the fact that during the fourteenthtaey the Romanians had posed no
threat to the Ottomans since they were not invoivedny attacks against them. In
this, the geography of the region seems to haweeglan important role because the
river in the middle served as a natural barriematural border between the two
sides. As Viorel Panaite argued, during the fiftteand sixteenth centuries, the river
Danube was a border line which separated the houstam Qaru’l- Islam) from
the house of Wararu'l-Harb).*! Since most of the conquests in the Balkans were
realized on horseback and the Ottomans did nos ¢hesriver Danube both sides did
not have any chance to encounter each other.

The initial contacts started through a conflict @hioccurred during the time
towards the end of the reign of Mehmed | (CeleBijter the eleven year of
interregnum which halted the growth of the staté eaused a partition in the lands

among the heirs of the throne, Mehmed Celebi sulsmkeé subjugating all of his

“l panaite, op. cit., 84.
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rivals. His term was a rebirth of the Ottomans anturning point in course of
becoming an empire. The political instability withthe empire caused by the
interregnum, the Sehzades) like Musa Celebi and False Mustafa, orSheikh
Bedreddin events were backed by the neighboringipce of Walachi&? Towards
the end of his reign, he entered into the Wallaeimd conquered some of the strong
forts there. The strong fortifications of GiurgindaDobrudga, on the left bank of
Danube, were taken under direct Ottoman controlaaktiislim pasha was appointed
as their ruler. One of the major consequencesisfdampaign is the beginning of
the tradition which later turned into a rule in thelations with the Romanian
principalities. That is the homage paying and yeaibute payment® This custom
was first implemented in Wallachia, because ofgg®graphical proximity to the
Ottomans, and then Boghdan was also subjectec teattme practice.

In the meantime the Moldavians were motivated ajahme Porte though there
were no solid relations yet. So the beginning datrens was to be in a hostile
manner. The Moldavians were forced into cooperatith their previous suzerains,
the Hungarians and Poles. In the case of a Turkistrsion to their territories,
which would more likely happen with the Hungariaos,the other way around, in
both cases, the Moldavians would offer their besirest the Turk&? Otherwise their
homeland would be partitioned by their overlordsader these conditions the
Moldavians gave allegiance to the Poles by 1#0@nder pressure of the two
rebutting major powers surrounding their homelatide Moldavians had to
demonstrate a hostile attitude towards the Ottomisieanwhile, already subduing

the Wallachians, the Turkish advance further tortbegh continued and resulted in

“2 Caroline FinkelRiiyadan imparatorlga Osmanl: Osmanli imparatogunun dykiisii 1300-1923,
trans. Zalal Kilig {stanbul: Tima Yayinlari, 2007) 32.

“ Decei, op. cit., 698.
%5 Charles KingThe Moldovans: Romania, Russia, and the PolitigSufure (Stanford: Hoover
Institution Press, 2000) 14.
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the siege of the Akkerman (Catatea Alba) fortsebgch is on the right bank of the
Diniester (Turla) river which was one of the mostportant harbor cities in the
region, where commerce improved very much. The r@dio siege of the city
resulted in failure. The Moldavian Voivode Alexand€el Bun successfully
defended the castle and pushed the Ottoman troep&®b By 1430s again
Alexander Cel Bun achieved another victory agaihst Ottomans in 1431. These
two events were of no great significance for theo@ans. The aim of the Ottoman
campaign was just to explore the region and geti@oted with the Moldavians. At
the same time the combatant character and abflityeoMoldavians was well known
to all. So, upon the two rebuffs, the Ottomans bexanore and more interested in
this area.

During the reign of Mehmed I, (1451-1481) a sabsial change took place
in the relations with the Danubian principalitieg\fter the conquest of
Constantinople in 1453, Mehmed wished for a fulbraission from the Balkan
states, most of which at the time at least parntigepted Ottoman suzerainty. The
constant battles in the Balkans were aimed at minghese states under firmer
Ottoman control. The final evolution of the borderghe Balkans as well as in the
northern Black Sea region was realized during gigr. In fact it was during his
time that an Ottoman state policy concerning trecBISea began to emerYe.

Mehmed Il wanted the Black Sea to be a lake femiewly emerging empire
and mostly realized this during his lifetime. Tastlend, first of all he aimed at the
integration of the major forts into his empire. doing so, he took over the key
commercial and strategic centers on the Black ®eaal from the Genoese, like the

ones on the southern shores of Crimea, Kaffa aray Akaffa was the most dynamic

“® Panaite, op.cit., 68.
" Karl Kortepeter, “The Balck Sea Region in the &exith Century”Journal of the American
Oriental Society 86 (2) (1966) 88.
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commercial center in the regidhThe gradual take over of these seaports on the
northern shores was the first result of Mehmed Black Sea policy and the
beginning of Ottoman presence in the region. TiesQ@ttoman authority began to
be felt closely in the neighboring places suchhes@rimean Khanate, Poland and
the Romanian Principalities. Taking full control tfe Black Sea region under
Ottoman control however would not be realized uBtlyezid II's reign, with the
conquest of Chilia and Akkerman in 1484.

In securing the Black Sea ports and Polish bortebmed Il began to deal
with the Moldavian affairs. The conquest of Constaple played a significant role
in the fate of this place because it gave him tience to incorporate new lands into
his empire and consolidate his power over the afresdy in his hands. In this way
one of the first targets to be achieved by Mehniedals the capturing of the last
Christian outpost left over in the Balkans, MoldaviAs we mentioned, the
Principality above was under the strong influent¢he Hungarians and the Poles.
Particularly the Poles were claiming right over Meldavians. That is why it was a
source of conflict between the Ottomans and theef?oHowever the Polish
suzerainty over the principality dates back to arier age. In 1387 the Moldavian
prince Peter | paid homage to the Poles, who ole lyefore began to be ruled by
the same dynasty as the Lithuanians, the Jagellantsaccepted their suzerairty.
Mehmed I, on his way to conquer the city of Bettgamade the Moldavians pay
tribute. So in 1455, Petru Aron of Moldavia accep@ttoman suzerainty and paid
yearly tribute to the Porte. The amount of tfaeéadj (haraciuin Romanian language
which is likely derived from Turkish) was 2000 tlsaund gold ducats to be paid each

year. The Logofet Mihul (vice president) brought Haradj to the Sultan on behalf

“8 Dariusz KolodziejczykDttoman-Polish Diplomatic Relations (15th-18th @eg): An Annotated
Edition of Ahidnames and other Documehtsiden: E. J. Brill, 2000) 99.
49 i

Ibid., 99.
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of the Voivode Petru Aron. This event marks theitieigg of Moldavia as a vassal
state to the Porte as well as the conflict withRlodes over these territories. Because
no other Voivode in history was involved in suchuzerain and vassal relation with
the Ottomans, Petru Aron was not welcomed by thdiu/Vhat the dilemma of this
homage paying and the subsequent quarrels resaoltgds that when coming to the
throne Petru confirmed the old privileges givenhiy predecessors to the Poles by
taking an oath of vassalage to King Kasimir IV afidhd. However, Petru justified
his submission to the Ottoman sultan by stating, thdle were not in a position to
defend ourselves and were helpless and lacked bBnseidiers.*® The conditions
that required this mutual contract have not yennbaederstood according to Aurel
Decei, the late Roman Ottomari5One of the reasons, according to Viorel Panaite,
for the darkness as to on which conditions thd fi@yment of tribute happened
could be that, “the events of 1455 and 1456 wereregistered in the Ottoman
chronicles, at least by those published so Yals for the autochthonous view the
Moldavian chronicles did not pay much attention awthsidered it as a decisive
political action and sufficed to note the paymehttiee haradj In quotation of
Grigore Ureche, “This Petru was the first who dedlisnd began to pay tax to the
Turks.”*?

2.2 Stefan the Great and the Ottomans: A Period ddtruggle

With the enthronement of Stefan Cel Mare (1457-)15064 relations of the
Moldavians with the Ottomans as well as other n@igimg states totally changed.
Stefan wanted independence for his country andl tiee cut off all the binding

arrangements with the other states. To this ergphast his life on battle fields taking

* Decei, op. cit., 698.
*1 |bid.

*2 panaite, op. cit., 164.
>3 bid., 165.
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part in 36 battles and being winner in most of th&oldavian attitude towards the
Ottomans at the beginning did not change. Inverigdhis uncle, the tribute
continued to be paid regularly by Stefan Cel Maré & was even increased to 3000
ducats in the early years of his reRjrifter a fifteen year break, Mehmed asked him
to bring theharadj personally. However, Stefan did not bring theur#h Ottoman
chronicler Aikpasazade noted this event in the following lin®s:

“Padisah ki butun kafir bglerinin illerini ve kendilerini hak teala ona itaaettirdi, Kara
Bugdanin tekfurini kapiya gadilar: ‘Busefer haracin sen kendin getir. Netekiflak ili
kendi getirir. Eflak gibi bizim olasin ve bizimlelibsebetin ne suretledir bilelim’ dediler. Bu
soz ile kafire haber génderdiler. Kafir gelmediasa itibar dahi etmedi

The infidel refused to pay the tribute and did eweén care about it. Some of
the war prisoners who were taken from Kaffa onwlag to Istanbul found refuge in
Moldavia. When asked to deliver these prisonethédPorte, Stefan did not accept it
either. What is more, he entered in the Wallackeantories whose integration to the
empire after the long rebel of Vlad Tepes (Impaleecame very difficult. The
Wallachians were much more obedient to the Portés ihcursion into the rather
peaceful places tightened relations. The Ottomakedafor an explanation of this
and wanted reparations from Stefan. As he nevexdctire sultan, also the double
suzerainty problem arose as well. Poland intervene®ttoman affairs and put
forward the idea of a joint commission to rate ¢henpensation question in addition
to advising him not intervene with her vassal ahdwn. The fact that, Mehmed saw
himself as the absolute ruler of the Balkans amdBlack Sea made him decide to
take action and send his forces into Moldavia. i@&gsg the city of ¢kodra in
Albania, Hadim Suleiman Pasha and his troops wieeetdd to Moldavia. Mehmed

was to join him soon with his army, prepared irantul. However, because of his

> Ibid.
%5 Asikpasacglu, op. cit., 137.
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illness he could not depart from Istanbul. And adhe exhausted with the long siege
of Iskodra, Hadim Suleiman had to fight with limited diels against Stefan. The
Wallachians did not take an active part in thelbatither. So, the encounter of
Hadim Suleiman and Stefan Cel Mare in Rakovitzaalmec a disaster for the
Ottoman forces. Stefan with the help of Jagellomad Hungarian troops routed the
Turks that even Suleiman barely saved himself erbthttlefield. The Turkish defeat
was applauded in Europe and Stefan was given tlee“Athleta Christi” by the
pope. This victory over the Turks at the battleMafslui is considered to be the
greatest victory ever secured by the Cross agkilesh>® The reasons of this defeat
were the coming winter, because the season wasuitable for a war, Mehmed'’s
not being able take part in the battlefield witls Boldiers, and the absence of the
Wallachians in the fight.

After this decisive victory over the Turks, Stetarew that Mehmed Il would
soon come personally to Moldavia for revenge. Havewn the way to win
independence he already broke ties with the Huagaras well as the Poles, two
protector states. After rising to power, being avaf Hungarian interests in
Moldavia and Wallachia, Stefan made war with thengrians and took the
Danubian forts of Chilia and Braila in 1487.Proud of his victory over the
Hungarians and not trusting the Poles, he wantedetefit from the rich custom
revenues from Chilia and Braila. However this iag¢rwas conflicting with that of
Mehmed Il.’s. In the meantime, completing his @ben in Crimea, Mehmed
decided to initiate an imperial campaign to Moldawbn the way to Moldavia he

met the Polish envoy who tried to dissuade thesubbut Mehmed did not listen. He

%5 Nevill Forbes, Arnold J. Toynbee, D. Mitrany, D.Bogarth. “The Balkans A History Of Bulgaria-
-Serbia--Greece--Rumania—Turkey,he Project Gutenberg EBook of The Balk@&June 2008
<http://www.gutenberg.org/etext/11676>

*" Kortepeter, op. cit., 91.
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was determined to accomplish his task on the we®&trck Sea. Although he could
not get the expected help from the Crimeans athded of his army he entered
Moldavia with his army and chased Stefan the Gr&a¢fan did not dare to
encounter Mehmed and ruined the places burnt thie gnd food thatlehmed may
have found and benefited from while chasing hitiThis chase lasted a long time
Finally Mehmed caught his forces in Valea Alba (Bke) and crushed the
Moldavian army in 1476. Stefan fled the battlefialtd could not be found. Suceva,
the capital of the Moldavians, was sacked by thekish soldiers, but the Castle
could not be takel’ As a matter of fact it was not the aim for thisngeign, the real
target which was the security of the Black Sea@toman favor was achieved.
Mehmed Il had to leave Boghdan without accomplighis ideas because of the
newly emerging threat on the western front whichs vitae Hungarian attack to
Semendire. This defeat really shook the prestigatefian.

For the conquest of the Moldavian controlled sitihilia and Akkerman, the
Ottomans were to wait for Bayezit Il. When he caméhe throne, one of his first
actions, actually his first imperial campaign wagiast the Moldavians. Stefan,
making use of the change in the Ottoman throne,Gm Sultan event, and the
problems on the southern border with the Mamlukétgered Wallachia and caused
serious disturbances. Then, after passing throwgube he extended his raids into
immediate Ottoman territories. Bayezit, who wantedout an end to the struggle
with Stefan, who had been in struggle with the @#as for a long time, decided to
take an action. The territorial integrity with tBeimean khanate was also influential
in launching this campaign. It was to be the seconperial campaign against

Boghdan. In case of a possible Hungarian attack fn@st, as happened to Mehmed,

%8 Selahattin TanseQ@smanl kaynaklarina Gére Fatih Sultan Mehmed'iyeSi ve Askeri Faaliyeti
(istanbul: Milli Esitim Basimevi, 1971225.
*Ibid., 227.
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Bayezit fortified the castles on the Hungarian saed gave orders to the Khan of
Crimea, Mengli Giray to lead his army against Melddrom the east. Bayezid, with
his forces along the Black Sea coast, seized th& mgoortant stronghold on the
Danube, the Chilia Fort. In the meantime, as heicoed to march further north to
take another important stronghold on the Black IB&aal, the sultan gave orders to
Mihaloglu Ali beg and the Crimean khan to make incursionts the Moldavian
capital, Suceva and find Stefan. Mengli Giray and large number of troops
plundered the city of Suceva and took lots of bodtyen they met with the Sultan
on the siege of Akkerman. The joint Ottoman Criméances made the resistance
impossible and took the castle. As a reward for ghdicipation in the Ottoman
campaign Mengli Giray managed to extend his rulght® Bessarabian towns of
Balta, Kavshan and Tombasar and thus became muph tied to the Ottomarfs.
So the entire coast on the northwestern Black Sesataken under Ottoman control
and the Polish threat to the Black Sea was secured.

An important result of this campaign became tletusion of two significant
cities, one being at the mouth of the Danube aedther one on the Dniester river
(Turla) into Ottoman system. The territorial conti@at with the Crimean khanate
became easier. Unlike the other parts of the Rommaprincipalities the cities of
Chilia and Akkerman, which were commercially veryuech developed and
strategically situated at crucial places for theusy of the western Black Sea, with
this conquest, became an integral part of Ottontanirastrative system. Departing
from Istanbul upon a conflict with Stefan and dineg his attention to a totally
irrelevant place, Bayezit with this action provée fact that he was thinking about

the security of the Black Sea and of controlling tommercial activities of primary

% Alan W. Fisher;The Crimean TatargCalifornia: Hoover Press, 1978) 15.
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importance rather than the payment of tribute bgfedt Cel Mare. This fact is
evident from the words of Bayezit Il who by thictary claimed to havewon the
key of the door to all Moldavia and Hungary, theolehregion of the Danube,
Poland, Russia and Tatary and the entire coashefBlack Sea® A similar
comment was grievously made by Stefan Cel Mareritisg these two cities as
equivalent to the entire Moldavia and a Moldavidteoh with these two cities as a
wall for the security of Hungary and PolaffdSo he tried to display how important
their presence was there in terms of the secur#gyRoles and Hungarians, thus the
whole Christian world. In behaving so and usingekgious jargon, knowing very
well the wishes of the Hungarians and Poles andnbgamno ally in the region to
safeguard his territories, Stefan aimed at premgnéiny Christian assault into his
territories. Finding no help from the Christian Vdoand the attempts to take over
these fortresses proved hopeless for Stefan andtiée remained in Ottoman hands.
The newly conquered Ottoman cities of Akkerman @hdlia, because they
were commercial places, harbored several diffee¢imicities like Russians, Poles,
Hungarians, Armenians etc. and had a great dealealth. The booties captured
from these cities were made use of in the foundatibsome religious and social
complexes in Edirn& And also some of the wealthy families from bottiesi were
deported and sent to Anatolia. Particularly for Akkan it has been said that some
thousands of familié were taken as prisoners and sent to Istanbubéctiere. The
place they were given later came to be called thkeAnan quarter. Countless
prisoners of war were taken from these cities, somehich were located in the

Canakkale, Biga district. Akkerman already havirnguslim neighborhood, if only a

®1 Kortpeter, op. cit., 92.
%2 Decei, op. cit., 699.
83 jsmail Hakki Uzuncarli, Osmanl Tarihi: XVIII. YiizyQAnkara: Tiirk Tarih Kurumu 1959) 4: 182.
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small one, by these population changes and comversof the churches into
mosques etc. underwent a demographic change aredl eqdbecoming an Islamic
Ottoman city.

A major consequence of this campaign for Moldaviaecame that, first of
all, Stefan lost his rising charm as a leader vehchallenging as well as successfully
defending his homeland against his aggressive hergh After the route before
Crimean and Turkish troops, he once again accepegayment of tribute to the
Porte and paid homage to Bayezit. Though remaimekithrone, this time he lost
the control and benefit of commercial revenue cagriom two harbor cities Chilia
and Akkerman. Besides loosing the control of hugstam revenues, at the same
time, by the loss of these cities because the Mddaties were cut off from Black
Sea they were also deprived of having the benefitsasy access to the seas and
became more dependent on the Ottomans. Also theaClogaids which were a
serious threat to Black Sea commerce were takeerwmhtrol by these conquests.

Nevertheless, Stefan paid homage once again tBdhes as a reaction to the
capture of these cities by the Ottomans. HowevagKiazimir of the Poles wanted
to place his son John Albert to the throne of MeldaTaking advantage of this, the
Poles contentedly became involved in the affairdvimidavia and tried to negotiate
with the sultan. Because the Ottomans were caletolg their presence in the
region through several imperial campaigns and thien€an khanate’s military
actions on behalf of them, such as the severalsmms to the Polish territories and
the turning of Ruthenia into shambles, the Poldsndit dare to have a confrontation
with them in the region, and they concluded a peareement in 1489. Nonetheless
the Polish wishes over Moldavia did not diminishittthe enthronement of John

Albert the same policies were followed as thosehigf father. Albert asked for
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alliance from Stefan against the Ottomans but 8tédaring that his country would
be a battlefield in the middle between the Ottomand Poles refused Albert’s
offer.®> However, the Polish attack to the Ottomans inréiggon started in 1497. He
was aware of his wishes for Moldavia. That is whyhe beginning he pretended to
be an ally to Albert against the Ottomans; howewéh the arrival of Ottoman
forces he sided with the Ottomans and the Polistyan Suceva was routed by the
joint attacks’® Having a big defeat in Moldavia, the Poles fdoreg time afterwards
had to delay their plans concerning to the regidntil Bayezit's reign Boghdan
remained loyal to the Ottoman Empire. However is\@defan the Great that loomed
large in the reigns of two successive Ottoman ssjt&lehmet Il and Bayezit II.
Stefan Cel Mare, known to his people as the “Gre&aint” “Athleta
Christi” etc. is undoubtedly the most importantufig in the entire Moldavian
history, and also the one who resisted the be#igieneighbors heroically. He is also
the one, contrary to the leaders of the other Babtates became bothersome and a
serious obstacle to further developments in theciesl of the sultans likes Mehmed
Il and Bayezit Il. For Mehmed II's time two figusestand out in the Balkans their
resisting and not accepting Ottoman authority andcseding so, Alexander the
Castriot of the Albanians in the west and Stefah I¢are of Moldavians in the
North. These two could be compared to each othebdmg on the frontiers of the
empire and being iSerhad boyuhe place over which the Ottoman authority to be
prevailed. Except for a short period of time, Steded not paid homage to Mehmed
Il and ruled his country independently. An ambioman, Stefan deposed Petru,
who by killing his father captured the throne aeddme the first Moldavian voivode

to accept Ottoman authority, and came to the thvattefull support from both John

% Standford Shaw, Ezel Kural ShaMistory of the Ottoman Empire and Modern Turk@gyndon:
Cambridge University Press, 1977) 74.
% Kolodziejczyk, op.cit., 111.
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Hunyadi of Hungary and the Wallachian Voivode whasvhis cousin as well, the
notorious Vlad Tepes, the ImpaférAlthough Vlad's help in installing Stefan to the
throne of Moldavia is undeniable, he did not coroehis aid while he was
imprisoned by the Hungarians and left him to dieFull support from both sides at
Ottoman expense brought him to the Moldavian thrddeefan, contrary to his
predecessor Petru, adopted a hostile attitudeet®ttomans and on every occasion
aimed at preventing Ottoman extension further ndrtldoing so, he used to launch
frequent incursion into the immediate Wallachiarriteries, particularly after the
death of Vlad Tepes. What is more, he was mosh@ftime collaborating with the
Christian neighboring states like Poland and Hupgegainst the Ottomans. His
victory over Hadim Sileyman Pasha in 1475 atwaslwell known, after which
battle he was awarded by the Pope Sixtus IV withtihe of “Athlete Christi”. This
crusade was organized with the leadership of tia&aand joined by the states of
Poland, Hungary and Venice. Stefan willingly joirtegs anti-Ottoman coalition and
ruined a large number of Ottoman troops at Vaslhictv caused an imperial
campaign by Mehmed Il. Although Stefan wanted taspe this anti-Ottoman
Christian coalition he could not find any help fronms neighbors, Poland and
Hungary, whose aim, on the contrary, was the artixaof Moldavia. Soon
realizing that, Stefan demonstrated the same kaatiitude to Poland and Hungary
as well. Among his crushing victories over Hungeould be counted the one against
the Matthias Corvinus at the battle of Baia in 14@his victory gave him a
reputation in the region. As for the Poles he rdidehn Albert’s troops in 1497 and

proved his power.

®”Randal H. Munsen, “Stephen the Great: LeadersfipPatronage on the Fifteenth Century
Ottoman Frontier,East European Quarter)y89 (3) (2005 273.
% bid., 275.
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Being a saintly, figure in Moldavian history Stefaanted to contribute to the
religious lives of his people. In this respect hi#ltbmany Monasteries all over the
Moldavian territories. As for the monasteries, tizfiour out of Thirty six against the
Islamic Ottomans, as well as for victories agaitis¢ Christian Poles and the
Hungarians, for each one he built one monastergesaf which are among the finest
architectural monuments in Europe.His patronage over these monasteries
continued until the end of his life and this hasised him to be mentioned even
today as the saint prince of Moldavia.

As for the relations with the bordering states &tefias very cautious. First of
all, already being traumatized with the homicidehsf father who was a previous
Moldavian Voivode, in the struggle for power at thands of the Poles, he was
aware of the fact that had should be very careith #he Poles. Although he paid
homage to the Poles and let them to see himselinghthe same values and same
religion, he was aware of the fact that the Poldsaly were not friends, but the
enemies like the Ottomans. In fact, the Poles wafreCatholic faith and the
Moldavians were of Orthodox. In relation with theoMavians the Poles were
interested in securing their southern border, atipp huge custom revenues from
the Moldavian harbors and applying authority teegan extent. Another aim of the
Poles was not to have a direct confrontation vhthriapidly rising Ottomans. That is
why they would be content with at least having #eldavians in the middle
preventing a direct encounter in the buffer zone.

Because Stefan knew that he was not strong enaughrvive on his own in
the region he sometimes turned to the Polish sidesametimes to the Ottomans and

Hungarians. For example, although he was formadyethdent on the Poles as well

% bid., 285.
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as on the Ottomans in an Ottoman Polish quarrg8v in Moldavia, contrary to his
promise to the Polish king he cooperated with thter@an army against John Albert
and caused a serious defeat of the Poles who lihekepromise of help to Stefan
many times. The religious differences and the skm of wishes of the Hungarians
were understood by Stefan the great as well. TimegHrians were also of Catholic
religion and their aim was also to preserve Moldaas a buffer state under their
control. Finding no help from either side in highfi against the Turks, Stefan was
stuck among the powers which more or less haddhee saim; preserving the unity
of the country and in part remotely controllingritsafeguarding their borders from
the bigger threats. For the sake of prevention igfdr confrontation, all of the
surrounding states wanted Moldavia as a buffer zometween. That is why no big
power struggle has been witnessed over theseotgdtexcept the one in 1475, as a
missile against the Ottoman domination of Black.S#ace the big states of Europe
had comparatively little concern to the region,f&tecould resist and challenges to
them. This made him a great man in Moldavian hystdhis intervention so much
bothered Stefan that through the end of his lifexgressed his sorrow. As Georescu
very well describes Stefan was aware of the desifiss Christian neighbors. “In
times of need they always turned to Buda and Krakomwhelp, although often
fearing that their allies only wanted to take theks’ place” and he goes ahead with
the words of grief of Stefan the Gre#t these parts only | am left, for on two sides
there is deep paganism and on the other three aigethose who call themselves
Christians but who treat me worse than pagahs

Having been treated in a hostile manner by highimrs, Stefan had the best

relations with the Russians who claimed to be #dar of the Orthodox world after
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the fall of Constantinople and shared the samegiogli with the Moldavians.
Whether this was influential in his approachinghe Russia or not, it was a fact that
Russia was in no position to offer help to the Mwidns. The reason was that the
scattered Russian principalities were very muckudied by the Golden horde and
the Poles. Even if the Russians were in a positorelp the Moldavians just
because of sharing same religion they would hawbally preferred not to get
involve in such an action because in this case wmyld come face to face with the
Ottomans and the Poles. However Stefan throughiagarralliances wanted to
establish some connections with the Russians.instance he had married a Kievan
princess named Evdochia in 1463. The daughter daate out of this marriage,
Helena, had also been engaged to the son of WAhwho is known as Ivan the
great of the Russians, since he gathered the sua#lian principalities together and
played an important role in the union of the Russiarhus Stefan achieved the
establishment of good relations with a growing empn the north. However, as
mentioned before, these all proved fruitless fa twuntry because he could not
obtain any considerable help in return. Stefan alaoted to strengthen his relations
with the Russians by placing the Ukrainians ongheoundings of the Moldavian
capital, Suceva. This settlement resulted in areame of Russian cultural influence
in the principality so that the Ukrainians camerépresent two percent of the
population of the capitdf
To sum up, Stefan (1457-1504) who reigned in Mahlador forty seven

years, ruled and defended his country from foragnery successfully. He was
unfortunate that his reign coincided with the cmtithg interests of big powers over

his country and more importantly with an enormout@an expansion northward.
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That is to say he had to stand up on the one fagdiving Ottoman expansionism
and on the other hand to the Poles and Hungarighdimited means. However he
managed to get rid of all the dangers coming framtside and in those times he
understood that it was indispensable to escape &mndomination. He chose to be a
realist diplomat and paid homage to Poland andattemans at some times and at
other times crushed their forces on his own. Thatfact he achieved big victories
against foreign powers, winning thirty four of tiyilsix battles proves that he was a
good warrior and unlike anyone else in Moldaviastdry, the fact that he managed
to survive and rule over his country for forty sewears also proves how talented a
diplomat he was. However through the end of hes ié understood that his country
would not survive on its own and on his deathbdtédao his son, Boghdan, and
told him the entire situation in detail and advidach to submit to the Turks on

honorary terms.

“Hence on his deathbed Stephen instructed hist@a@ome to terms with the neighboring
power least likely to disturb the traditional sdadader of Moldavia.. with the Turks, whose
religious tolerance and more egalitarian policyeitened Orthodoxy and patriarchal tribalism
of Moldavia less than Catholic or Aristocratic Rudaor Hungary would have done” (quoted
from Spector, 1971 p. 52 in EEQ, p. 278.)

“Turkish people are more tactful and powerful, amel cannot rule his country with his
sword”"®

Although his advice was partly taken by his songltan, Stefan was right in
his judgment to which he reached after forty-seyears of quarreling with each of
these countries. The Turks truly had not made atgruention to the autonomous
character of the country nor to their religion whics confirmed by leading
Romanian Ottomanist like Nicola Jorga, Giurescu @ihers as well.

After Stefan’s death the relations went on smaothitil the reign of Petru

Rareg (IV) He reigned in Moldavia in two separate pegodis first tenure was

8 Mihail Gubgslu, “Kanuni Sultan Siileyman'in Bdan Seferi ve Zaferi (1538 M.=945 H.),”
Belleten 50 (198) (1986) 746.
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between 1527 and 1538 when the relations werel@agih the Ottomans. In the
second reign of Petru, which was between 1541 &b,1we witness a totally
different picture when he ascends to throne with dpproval oKanuni Suleiman
the Lawgiver and warms up the relations by recaggiDttomans suzerainty. It was
in this three year break of his rule when Petru wdsgitive in Transylvania that
Stefan Locust was placed on the throne of Moldayi&uleiman the Lawgiver and
the final submission of the principality to the @ttan rule was realized in 1538.

2.3 Consolidation of Ottoman Rule in the Principaliy

Petru, an illegitimate son of Stefan Cel Mare, v@asery ambitious and

influential figure. He was involved in various axts independent from the
Ottomans. He wanted to have his independence dadisi country on his owrf*
However this was a problem for the Ottomans whaonad suzerainty over the
region. In this way, he had to manage well caledatlations with his neighbors
who had expansionist policies over his country ai as with the Ottomans. On the
one hand he tried not to anger the Porte, andenttier hand he acted in the manner
that an independent ruler does. He was very cavgthlthe Porte he used to pay the
haradj in its exact amount, on time and tried to seendmré. On the other hand, in
securing the western border he annexed a partasfsylvania which had recognized
Ottoman suzerainty after the crushing victory otle Hungarians in Mohac, in
1526, obviously with no permission from the PoM¢hat is more, even through
these times when the Ottoman had better relatiatis tve Poles, he collaborated
with Muscovy to attack them and conquered Pokkuigasouthern Poland. His
frequent incursions were contrary to the agreemetit the Poles. His refusal of

sending troops in helping Suleiman’s army towardsriza and not paying therad,]
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after the campaign to Baghdad, and the arising ramancerning his secret alliances
with the Hungarians which were usually true, wereaceptable to a suzerain.
Besides thdoyars were not happy or content with his rule becadigesotoughness
and cruelty and many times petitioned to Kanuninisrchange.

All the things mentioned above and perhaps moesised an imperial
campaign to Moldavia. This was to be Suleiman’hi#igmperial campaigrgefer-i
himayunand later it came to be calleGézayl Kara Boghdan"When he departed
from Istanbul with his army it was very well undexsd that this was a serious
campaign, but no one knew where they were goingvior The European states too
were worried if the campaign was led against théase It was in Edirne that the
Sultan announced that the campaign was againsBidghalan. This campaign could
be depicted intending to be the final settling lndé taccounts with the Moldavians.
Comparatively uncertain situation of the Moldaviavithin the Ottoman system and
the varying level of the dependencies with the glearnof the voivodes necessitated
the establishment of stronger ties with the Moldasi and persuaded them to that
they were dabi of the Ottomans. Kanuni achieved that target.rRadhe campaign
he sent orders to the khanate of Crimea to joil Wwis troops and to the governors
on his way to take the necessary measures. Whemn lerd that this campaign was
to be conducted against himself he immediately $efteva and fled to Hungary.
Kanuni with his large army had difficulties in pagsthe Danubian River and gave
orders for the construction of a new bridge thé#er visiting the tomb of the
famous Turkistsufi, Sari Saltuk and asking for help he entered Ma&gv

It is controversial that whether Boghdan submitted Ottoman rule

voluntarily or by the force of sword. The importanaf the way of submission is

S Matrakgl NasuhFetihname-i Karabgdan, (Topkapi Sarayi Kiitiphanesi Revan 1284/2'de kayit
nishanin CD’sidir, 971/1564) folio 111b.
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coming fromSherig Islamic law according to Viorel Panaite. Because,lslamic
law the conquest by sword gives the right to theqoeror to determine the legal
condition of the region and the population unilaligr although Abu Hanifa objects
to this and considers the way of submission noontgmt. Because according to Abu
hanifa the reason for a war was to break the soipigriand the resistance of enemy.
If this could be achieved without war then no neeéight. In such cases there takes
place some agreements with the enéfmyhe different views in the Ottoman
chronicles as to whether it was a willing submiss@mr not was not taken into
consideration in the organization of the affairstive region unilaterally by the
Ottomans. It seems that the differences in thestegrt not mean difference in the
opinions. One historian’s different sayings in ei#int works could either be the
signs of carelessness or his giving no significancthe situation. So the arguments
come to the point of whether the Ottomans had itfig,rclearly in terms of Islamic
law, in imposing some regulations unilaterally t@gBdan or not. Assuming
Boghdan surrendered without resistance it is skbatable if it was a willing
submission or not since the presence of a very emglipped huge army ready for
war in the middle of the capital. Not being ablekallenge such an enormous army,
does not mean a voluntary submission. This waghsignificance for the Ottomans
Sultans. It can be argued that they were botheaartgink of such details in the rush
to prepare for such big operations. Actually, dsnhsc law is very flexible because it
provides themujtahidwith a huge space for making comments and lets tioeissue
fetwas the Sultan did not care so much while he wasngcti

Suleiman came to the Moldavian capital Sucevayevhe faced no resistance

by the Moldavians. In the meantime Crimean fordésr auining another important

6 Ahmed Ozel/slam Hukukunda Ulke Kavrami Dariilislam Darulha(tstanbul:iz Yayincilik,
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city, Jassy, came to the aid of Suleiman with gdaamount of soldiers. No war
happened in Suceva between the Ottoman and Moldémiees. That is because the
Moldavians with correct judgment did not dare tghfi against such a devastating
army. Matrak¢l Nasuh, who accompanied the Suhatihé campaign, said that the
castle was taken without waulh, “Dergah-i1 alempenahtan eman taleb ettijékrane-i kudret
oldusuna binanen kaleye eman verld{ After the delivery of the keys and treasury of the
castle by the boyars to Suleiman, he gave orddisddetru, but he already escaped
towards Transylvania and could not be found. Karstizyed there for five days and
after settling the things he left the city and ®drback to Istanbul.

As a result of this campaign the Ottomans had aflachievements from the
region. The most important of them as mentionedati@came the breaking up of a
century long Moldavian resistance and recognitiboomtinuous Ottoman suzerainty
over their country. This was what could not be aebd since Mehmed II's times
and bothered the empire. Another important thing that the northern border of the
empire became more definite with the annexatiostidtegically important places
between Dniester and Prut. And a castle was bhodtet both for the safety of
Ottoman territories and its vassals in the southfana possible campaign to further
north, such as to Poland or the Ukrainian Cossaldksse include the fortified city
of Bender, Tighinia, on right bank of the Dniesf&urla) River, and the southern
Bessarabia, Bucak. Particularly with the annexatibBucak the only connection of
the Moldavians to the Black Sea was cut off andetfie western Black Sea littoral
was added into Ottoman territories. Two importaasties were built on these
territories. Besides the measurement taken fosdfety of the region, from then on,

it was made a condition to the voviodes to bring thibute every other year

" Nasuh, op. cit., folio 118a.
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personally to Istanbul. All of these things wertfied with a treaty and the problems
on the northern vassals of the Ottomans even nihid to a certain extent were
fixed and a tradition was established by Karf§inally it can be said that the most
important fruit of this campaign to the Ottomansdrae the Moldavian admission of
allegiance, and the realization that the Ottomasaiage for them was inevitable.
Kanuni was very prudent in Boghdan in that hehsgitvanted to break the
old custom which gave autonomy to the principalitgy let them continue in the
same manner. In this way, he placed Stefan Looutstet throne, grandson of Stefan
the Great, who was chosen by the boyars, but wjgmssary guard consisting of
500 soldiers. Stefan Locust remained on the thfonéhree years, after then being
replaced by the former escapee Voivode PetrusR&rering these three years he
was accused of dispersing the territories of thecprality and being closer to the
Ottoman administration. There was an invasion clists in Moldavia during his
reign this was interpreted by the people as a dipunishment because of his being
more closer to the Muslims rather than the ChmstigAs a result he was murdered
by his people and replaced by another Voivode, @dbeber Cornea who did not want
to have ties with the Porfé.This time the escapee Petru was not happy in
Transylvania and was treated badly by Jan Zapalydiasked Kanuni to protect him
and in return promised to be loyal to him. UponesSuhn’'s request he came to
Istanbul and paid homage to Suleiman. Then he eists Moldavia for his second
tenure which lasted from 1541 to 1546. His secanthtwas totally different from
the previous one in that he usually remained Idgathe sultan because he was
amazed with the clemency of Kanuni and lost histtta the Hungarians e¥¢.He

also left his older son llie Rarén Istanbul as an assurance of his obediencewts

8 bid., folio 119a.
" Gubalu, op. cit., 800.
% Ibid., 801.
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impressed by Islamic culture during his stay iangiul. When Petru passed away he
was brought to the throne of Boghdan and struggligal the Austrians over Erdel,
Transylvania, in 1550. One year later he convetiedislam and was named
Mehmed®* Upon his conversion he was not kept in Boghdacesthe promise given
to them was to have their own Christian rulers aadt to the districtsancakof
Silistre a city which is on the left bank of Danulddter llie, Stefan Rarecame to
throne and got along very well with the Ottomanswldver, because of the rumors
saying that he like his brother would also chanigeréligion, he was killed by his
people®’ Before the turn of the first half of the sixteerthntury the Ottomans
consolidated their rule in the region by incorpomgt the most significant
fortifications along the Danube which include Yeg{ Giurgiu, Braila, lbrail,
which populated were by the Muslims and taken utlderdirect rule of the central
administratiorf>

Besides Petru’s ultimate acceptance of Ottomagaraity another important
event affected the relations with Moldavia throwggid of the sixteenth century. It
was the “long war” which lasted thirteen years frd®m93 until 1606 with the
Austrians that tightened the relations with MoldawVith the encouragement of
papacy these three principalities also joined &oltbly league against the Turks. In
fact it was the first time that all three Romanm@mcipalities gathered together and
took action against the Porte. The outbreak ofltaaahe principalities brought up
the question of turning them into regular Ottomaavmces. So the only concrete

attempt which was envisaged by the Grand vizieai®siRasha were upon a strong

8 fsmail hakki Uzuncarli, “Onaltinci Yiizyil Ortalarindéslamiyeti Kabul Etmi Bir Bogdan
;éoyvodasu"BeIleten XVIII (69) (1954) 85.
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need, because of the frequent revolts. However dtiempt resulted in failure in
1595.

The principalities from the older times, if askegere in charge of supplying
some military aid during the war times to the Otémr® which were to be cut off later
from their haradj® Sinan Pasha on a campaign against the Austridted der
haradj and some equipment from the Wallachian Voivode alJifMichael the
Brave) but he was late in their delivery. Sinanh@agot very angry with that and

declared the next campaign against the Wallachyasaling:

“ Bundan sonra ilk seferimiz Eflak Uzerinedir pgahi Ulkesini bir iki ihmalciye birakmaya ne

85
gerek vat

Moldavians and Walachians with the menace as waellback-up of the
papacy were encouraged to be in league with thdridans and to rebel against
Ottoman rulé® This happened during the reign of Aron the Tyrahte got into
debts prior to his accession to throne. To recbiedebts he levied new taxes on his
subjects. In the course of time he got help fromBlarthory family in Transylvania
and rebelled against the Ottomans and refusedyt@pg of his debts. Most of the
money lenders were either Greek or Turks. In ewecasion new gifts presents and
rising haradj were demanded from the principalities. As a resifltourse with the
influence of some other factors like the incentieéshe Austrians, Transylvanians
Papacy etc, the Moldavian Voivode Aron rebelledragjahe Ottomans and killed all
of his creditors most of which were Turks and Geeals mentioned above and
entered to Dobrudja. Of course, immediately a newode was sent from Istanbul

to replace him but the mutineer voivode pushed tliiack. He also crushed the

% BOA, CA.S, 35489.

% fbrahim Pecevi,Pecevi tarihj prepared by, Bekir Sitki Baykal (Ankara: Kiiltig Vurizm
Bakanlgi, 1982) 141.
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Turkish forces which were to suppress the rebelliblustafa Pasha, a former
beylerbeyiof Marg, and many of his soldiers were killed by this \ame. The
rebels in Moldavia were backed by the Muscovitesle® Hungarians and
Transylvanians. Thousands of the looters ruined hBag. Worse things were
happening in Wallachia. Michael the brave owedemagof money to the creditors as
well. Pecevi in quotation from thkadi of Yerg@u, a small Turkish populated
district on the left bank of the Danube, relates $kory in detail. According to the
story, these money lenders numbered maybe morddhathousand, most of whom
were state officials, particularly the janissari€bey were frequently bothering the
voivode throwing stones to his court, and kickimgl @njuring the people they found
before his court. These things very much bothenmedamd finally he wanted to make
a deal in the presence of tlkigdi with his creditors. However, he convinced them to
settle for an amount an amount which was far leser the capital. Then, the city
was in a rush and then the news comes from \g@rgiistrict that Michael’s troops
ruined the city, killing all of his people. It wasly thiskadiof Yerg&u and another
man who saved their lives by crossing to the otbiele of the Danube by
swimming®’ This was the beginning of the open conflict witle Ottomans. About
these events in the principalities, both of thevedes were complaining about the

situation thus

“ kadimul eyyamdan ila hazel an selatin-i Ali osmamati u munkad olup maktu cizyelerimiz
ve pekeslerimiz iletipsefkat ve merhametler umarduimdiki halde zulm-u teaddi ile ribahor
(faizci) yeniceri ve sair léeri lizerimize musallat oldular halimiiz tebah &f§u

While these were happening in the periphery, hagiking officials of the state
were in a struggle with themselves. On the one hamahen were interfering with

state affairs on the other hand there was the guparticularly between two grand

*" Ibid., 149.
8 Selaniki, op. cit., 450.
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Viziers: Sinan Pasha and Ferhat Pasha, and thgposiers were seriously affected
by the Ottoman disaster in this region. With thargpe of Sultan, Ferhat Pasha
victorious commander of Persian campaign was odddce fight against the
principalities. However, before he arrived therma8 Pasha issuedfatwa from his
close friendSheikhu’l-IslamBostanzade that he fell kiifr and became infidéf. The
reason seems that, the Muslim subject of the enwpa® not content with his rule
that during the time of trouble in the principadgialthough they were complaining
about the frequent aggressions of Moldavians Fdplgha never listened and even
imprisoned them. Because according to Ferhat Raslydying® The rumors on the
Pasha’s victimization the Muslimeayahin favor of the “infidels” led his death.
Then, he was called back from the campaign andugéavith the accusations of
Sinan Pasha. In reading the important chronicleseeetwo different views about
the grand viziers. While Selaniki sides with Sirasha* Pecevi, sides with Ferhat
Pasha and harshly criticizes Sinan Pasha, aboweninistakes he opened a different
chapter and made a critique of him.

With the execution of Ferhat Pasha the ongoingggte between the two
viziers came to an end in 1595. However this timeed@mpire fell into chaos. Sinan
pasha once again became a grand vizier and wasoséxtWallachian affairs. This
campaign became a tragedy for the Ottomans. Heled the campaign with the
intention of turning these principalities into réguOttoman provincespéshalig.
This was meant to be a breaking k&rjuri kadim) the old custom. In doing so, he
even nominated Satirci Mehmet Pash8agerbeyito the principalities. Though he

was confronted with a much more severe resistamtieei Wallachian territories, he

8 pecevi, op. cit., 157.

% Faris CerciGelibolulu Mustafa Ali ve Kiinhii'l Ahbarinda II. 8el Ill. Murat ve lll. Mehmet
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marched until Bucharest and built sopsankas there to carry out some attacks and
to install the newbeylerbeyito the throne. Michael and his people forced him t
leave Bucharest and when they came to TrigovistieYangdi he killed most of the
Muslim army. After the defeat of Sinan pasha amsl thoops he made some
incursions to the Muslim lands beyond the Danube plnndered some cities in
Bulgaria. This resulted with the dismissal of Sifdasha and continuation of a
chaotic situation, not only in the principalitidsyt also through the eastern Balkans
and caused a short break in the Ottoman rule afetien.

On the one hand, war with the Hapsburgs and thelien in three Romanian
principalities and the intrigues within the statere continuing. On the other hand
the Poles who were at peace with the Ottomans wwgireg to be effective in the
affairs of Boghdan. In doing so, the murder of &eRazvan and the enthronement
of leremia were realized, at least with the Poiiftuence®® However according to
Selaniki, this change on the Moldavian throne waedby the Crimean khans and
with the suretyship of the Poles.eh Krali dahi tekeffill eyleyjp* The reason could
be that because the Ottomans were in a state dfdaigle they may not have been
eager to confront the Poles on another front. Thathy they remained quiet to the
installation of a voivode backed by the Poles.

In the beginning the new voivode and Michael haddyrelations, as was the
case in Transylvania. However, Michael, realizingttthey turned away from him,
first turned his attention to Erdel in 1599, andeoyear later to Moldavia. The
leremia voivode fled to Poland. Michael took thentrol of both Erdel and
Moldavia. This was for the first time three Romangaincipalities were united under

one ruler. We do not know for sure whether it wasin the Romanian National

%K olodziejczyk, op. cit., 126.
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awakening he was a hero that succeeded to libarateunite the Romanian lands
under one umbrella. However this unity did not lagg. His aggressiveness was not
much appreciated by the Austrians either. Thathg e searched for ways to reach
an agreement with the Ottomans and offered an anafuax twice more than the
existing one in return for granting three principes to himself. The Porte rejected
that offer and let him struggle with the AustriaB®on after he was assassinated by
the Austrians and the tension was eased in theipaiities.

Seventeenth century Moldavia witnessed the coresiid of Ottoman Rule
in the region. There were no more large scale ragainst the Ottomans. The
principalities now well understood that an Ottondmination was inevitable for
them, as was recommended by Stefan the Great argeago. This century also is
defined as the Boyar’s century and there was ietasettlement of the Greeks in the
principalities as well. These factors actually erterrelated to each other. With the
coming of the Greeks (actually the people from Bfanar quarter of Istanbul who
were not necessarily of Greek origh)to the region things changed in the
principalities. Being educated people and fluentifew languages, they became
interested in the affairs of the principalitiestiidugh we are not sure of what reason
drew the attention of a considerable amount ofGineeks to the region, we know
well that the commerce was very much developechénregion, especially in the
ports of Black Sea. That is why the first Greeklset in the region are estimated to
be these merchants who later intermingled withidcal people and in the course of
time obtained some administrative posts throughriages and other connection
with the boyars. Being rich merchants and of saeligion with the local people,

they established good relations with the churcsesel. During this time the church
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was the holder of huge lands. According to a clalentwo-thirds of the whole
Moldavia was owned by the churth. So they took their place in the struggle of
ascendancy. All the relations in the upper claseweveloping at the expense of the
peasants. It was in this century that the peasamimyed into serfdom in the
principalities. The reason is that the Boyars, ideo to be able to increase their
wealth, were supporting their candidate to the rteraof Moldavia. And the
candidates to the throne that were chosen by the Rere increasing the amount of
the haradj as well as more importantly the presents to beredf to the high ranking
officials of the Porte. So the interest based i@tatbetween the upper class under an
absolute ruler which was the Ottomans, who couldoeogotten rid of anymore, led
the members of these classes to have their owe $ftan the wealth of the country.
This, however, later became resulted with the degion of the peasants.

However, at the same time, the arrival of the &sdsecame useful in that a
rapid improvement in intellectual activities hadpapred. Many of the Greek
ecclesiastics came to these principalities withntieechants. What they aimed at was
to implement their language in the rites in a counwhich had hundreds of
monasteries. Adding that to the activities by taet missionaries and their
growing strength in the vicinities of the principis, they would not counter with
the archaic church language of the Greeks. To eodhéese missionary activities as
well as to apply their own understanding, they dedito use the Romanian language
in the scriptured’ To this end the first printing press was estaklisin 1634 in
Wallachia. With this printing press, firstly a camlaw was pressed and then some

religious pamphlets as well as philosophical arstionical treatises. In Moldavia as

% Memleketeyn Yani Eflak ve @&tan Tarihi(istanbul Universitesi Nadir Eserler Kiitiiphansi
2479) folio 12a.

" peter F. SugaBoutheastern Europe under Ottoman rule, 1354—180Mistory of East Central
Europe(Washington: University of Washington Press, 197209.

53



well, Vasile Lupu published the first written law646. Also some significant
chronicles came up during this teffh.

In seventeenth century Moldavia, the power oftibgars was an undeniable
fact. Already acquiring most of the princely lanttse boyars became influential in
the administration because now they owed a gredtadg@easantry and wealth. That
is why apart from a few exceptions we see no vaveffective in the relations as
well as with the Porte and other surrounding stafbe outstanding voivode Vasile
Lupu could be an exception to that who reigned teere years (1634-1653). He was
also interested in ruling over Wallachia as wellit Bven he could not change the
situation in the Moldavia for some reasdhsThe Boyars sometimes were acting
independently from the voivodes. They were usualyouch with the neighboring
states. On the other hand, the voivodes were stetén saving more money in their
limited reigns. This situation was very much in dawf the Ottomans. Thus the
Ottoman administration in the region was compleli&ly they wished. The result of
these conditions was that there was not a wholasalgrection nor an open war
directed against the Ottomans which had used wp&dce very often in the previous
centuries.

For the political situation of this century, thelations with the Poles were
settled with the treaty of Hotin (1621) after arsuccessful campaign of Osman II.
By this treaty they recognized the permanent sigraof the Ottomans over
Boghdan and laid down their claims to the prinatgalThe Cossack raids as well
were to be stopped by the Poles. In return, théeRoould prevent the incursion by
Crimean tartars and the Moldavians. Independenbi@ahian and Don Cossacks

most of whom were not religious at all and sidimfpex with Moscow or the Poles
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were usually impeding the commercial activities tire region. Particularly the
former one was a problem in relation to the Ottosnditney were settled in the lower
Dnieper River and adopted a way of life dependenplundering. They were the
most worrisome people for the empire because thad lin an uncontrollable
frontier, according to Charles Kirt§? Good in navigation, they were sailing down to
Dnieper, and constituting a major threat to Ottornammerce. Usually backed by
the Poles they were plundering almost all the €ite the Black Sea, like Trabzon,
Samsun, Sinop, Braila, Varna, Kefe and even Cotistpie!** Even as late as 1637
they captured the Ottoman commercial city of AzAzgk). Although Osman Il with
this campaign got rid of the danger of the PolesroBoghdan, this problem
remained unresolved. However with this campaigmitrthern border of the empire
was secured for a period of time.

It seems that the Ottomans were in favor of th&inaation of thestatus quo
concerning to its northern border. Because theyeweore interested in expanding
towards Europe, they wanted to fix the affairs beirt northern borders. This was
important for the safety of the Black Sea tradart$tg with the Don-Volga channel
project and leaving the principalities on their owafi course as soon as they were
obedient to the Sultan, as a buffer zone betweenPihles and the Russians, the
Sublime Porte wanted not to be bothered with theheon affairs and usually
ignored the seriousness of the situation with mdargnmeasures temporized the
growing danger coming from north. This meant that ©ttomans were always to be
in defense in the north contrary to the westerntfes. However this defense was not
in the actual sense but a usual deployment oftaineamount of troops. These small

garrisons and the Crimean khanate were held redperisr the safety of the region.
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The major policy of the Crimean khanate was to makarsions inside the lands of
Poland and Moscow and return with booties takingula gifts from the
principalities and Moscow tsars. Furthermore, titernal and external struggles of
the northern neighbors have never been exploitethbyOttomans to extend their
authority at their expense. For example, the fratnailitary struggle of the Poles
with the Russians, be it over the question of Hat@md Latvia, Livonia and the
Polish muscovite war in the beginning of the sesenth century and as well as the
repeated Swedish Russian wars had never been Seenaalvantage to be exploited.
For example, even for the early eighteenth centwhen Swedish king Charles XII
came into the Russian territories and fought wittteR, the Ottomans, for the
preservation oftatus quaand in order not to waste their efforts on thetmadid not
get involved. Evenduing he crushing victory over the Russians on the Pruth
Campaign it was not seen as advantageous to desieoRRussians and take Peter
captive while they could. Instead, on moderate $eartreaty was signed and the
Russians were set free. This was also a resulhefPorte’s indifference to the
region. So they let the things happen in a mann@ctiwused to happekanun-i
kadim

According to Metin Kunt, two important developmentad affected the
Ottomans to direct their attention towards the argiOne, in the western frontier,
was the growing influence of Erdel over the Romarpaincipalities as well as its
loosing the dependency ties with the Ottomans.cBriRakoczi of Erdel tried to
spread his influence over both of the Romanian cgralities and even carried
negotiations independent from the sublime Portanduthe thirty years wars in
Europe 1618-1648. In this case they even had ageagnt on collaboration with

Sweden. The other one being in the northern frontvas the Cossack problem and
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the possibility that Rakoczi would take Poland untkeown control and later would
prevail at the expense of Wallachia and Boghdarchviwould destroy the Trans-
Danubian Ottoman defense line and severely harn®ttoman interests in the
region% These driving factors led the Ottomans, aftefisgtthe accounts with the
Persians in 1639 and the completion of the concqufeStete (which lasted 28 years),
to safeguard its northern border by extendingnfiuénce further to the west for the
surrounding of Erdel and further north for the sunding of Boghdan. Thus, these
two provinces were taken more inside and in thesmsaof time would be turned into
regular Ottoman provinces. In doing so, for therretson and pressuring of Erdel in
the west, Ineu, Yanova castle was taken undertdddoman control by Koépruld in
1658. To subdue the Cossacks as well as Rakodazilmsover Boghdan and secure
the northern border on the Polish side, in 167 Xthéheastern province of Poland’s
Podolia (Kamanice) was taken under direct Ottomanmtrol. These actions were
done in order to incorporate the Romanian prindigal and turn them into regular
provinces, according to him. However, this hypsithevould be backed by a further
research in the Ottomans archives according to 1.

However, the Ottoman attempt to strengthen the dixtending from western
Erdel to western Ukraine lasted only until the eridhe century. By the treaty of
Karlowitz in 1699, both Erdel and Kamanice werd losAustrians and to the Poles
respectively. Therefore the Ottoman defense lind e so called intention of
turning the principalities into regular provincesllfthrough. By the turn of the
eighteenth century, with the withdrawal of the @tems from the north and the loss
of Erdel in the west, Boghdan came to be very nadn to the challenges from all

frontiers.
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CHAPTER 3

RUSSIAN CHALLENGES TO THE PRINCIPALITY

The eighteenth century marks the beginning of aidenable transformation of
the principality, both in its relations with thet@nans, and its internal affairs. The
enormous changes in her domestic affairs, sucthasabolition of serfdom, the
breaking of the power of the boyars, and the pexnad of intellectual activities took
place in this century. It was the century in whillh form of Ottoman government in
the principality had changed with the new rulersogy from the Phanar quarter of
Istanbul. It is also the century that Boghdan begaaitract more attention and came
to the international arena. The conflicting intésesf the great powers of Europe
made the country a region of long lasting quaraeld battles. Apart from the Poles
and Austrians, by the turn of the eighteenth centiire Russians, who later turned
their attention to the principalities of Wallachaad Moldavia, came to be a major
power in the region. Therefore, in a sense, thesidos, on challenging to Boghdan,
by this century replaced the Poles. In fact, thesdruns, who later even annexed
some parts of the Poland in 1772, in the courséhisf century, by virtue of the
substantial reformations of Peter the Great, becam®ajor factor in the political
calculations of European powers. The growth of Rugs the region as a major
power instead of the Poles was not in favor ofrtéighboring principality, Boghdan.
The reason is that, Russia was much stronger tharformer threat, Poland, and
adopted a more aggressive policy towards the regidine emergence of the
Russians in the region, which turned the balangeowfers upside down and heavily
damaged thetatus quoabout which the Ottomans were concerned, badbctt
the principality. Throughout the eighteenth centtirg principality became a scene

to four major wars between Russia and the Ottonrapite. So it was during this
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century that the intensive Russian threats wetarfehe principalities, and Boghdan
became a problematic area of Ottoman Russianaefatin avoiding the threats and
bringing the principality under a firmer rule, tl@@tomans changed the form of
administration in the principality; instead of apgong the candidates of the boyars,
they decided to nominate the voivodes from the Bhgaoarter of Istanbul. Known
as the Phanariot period, this term started in 1atid continued until 1821. Because
early on, there were challenges between the Otteraad Russians, it is essential to
understand this era. In this part, first of alill give the characteristics of Phanariot
rule and then continue with the Ottoman-Russianflicbnover the principality
throughout the century.

An old quarter of Istanbul during Ottoman timesaRér was predominantly
populated by non-Muslim subjects, who were expegednin state affairs and
obedient to the sultan. Even though they genetatiged to be of Greek descent and
Orthodox people, there are claims as well that tiveye of different ethnicities
settled in Phanar quarter of Istanbfl. These people were speaking the Greek
language and were usually educated and workingragothans in the translation
office and wealthy people. As mentioned beforeast wmount of these people went
to Wallachia and Moldavia in the seventeenth cenftliney preserved their status in
the Boghdan as well. Being wealthy merchants anlstl, they managed to preserve
themselves and continue in the same manner inrtheigalities as well. They were
involved in commercial activities with more advaggaus conditions than Istanbul
in Boghdan and soon came to be the prominent fesniln the region. As the
seventeenth century was the century of the boyarhe principality, the Greeks

obtained these posts by virtue of their wealth &l as good relations including
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marriage alliances etc. Thus soon they came toteemingled by the native boyars.
However this situation was not welcomed by mosth&f eminent people of the
principality and in 1672, the date Ottomans werevat in Podolia with the Poles,
some of the noblemen, as a reaction to their grgwifluence, entered the capital,
Jassy, with their gun'g®

Among the factors that led them to the head of ghacipality, the most
effective one could be what mentioned in the presiohapter; its being the boyar
century. In the sixteenth century and before, beedle rule was solely in the hands
of the voivodes, who had absolute authority over #ffairs of the principality,
except the financial affairs, we witness the oudtag and often great figures of
Romanian historiography with titles like great, \@aetc. Yet these titles were won
through rebellion against their suzerain, the Ottosm In a way, although until the
seventeenth century the problem for the Porte wasvbivodes, whose actions as
well as dealings with their neighbors could be degmore individual. This problem
was fixed with the enthronement of another voivdaethe seventeenth century the
situation in the principalities was reversed. Ttime Sublime Porte to break the
effectiveness of the voivodes in their foreign effaas well as with the Ottomans
reduced their tenure. However the frequent changddoldavians throne brought
extra levies upon the reayah. In avoiding the tleddr the subject Sublime Porte in
1749 once again extended the tenure of the voivarldwee yeart’ The situation
also caused to the decline of the influence ofwbigodes in the principality. The
diminishing influence of the voivodes in favor detboyars made the control of the
principality harder for the sublime Porte. In tlaed of the continuous wars against

the holy league, which was formed of Habsburg, ml&enetia and Russia in 1686,
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and ended with the Karlowitz treaty in 1699, thet®could not be involved with the
affairs of the principality whose boyars, in acade with their interest, were
getting closer with the adversaries of the Ottorkampire. These were usually the

Austrians, the Russians, and even the Poles.

3.1 Initial Contacts with Russia in the Principality

The influence of the Russians in the change optiiics of the principality is
an undeniable fact. The immediate cause becamiigheof the Dimitri Cantemir
to Russia. However, prior to this, the happeningsvben Russia and the Ottoman
Empire inside and in the vicinity of the princiggliwere leading to this substantial
change. By the eternal peace concluded with thandlah 1686 Russia joined to the
anti-Ottoman Holy Leagu¥’ This was also the first Russian involvement in
European affairs® It was during these times that Dimitri's fatherprGtantine
Cantemir, a reliable man of the sultan, was nanseithe voivode of Boghdan by the
Sublime Porte. The Porte was very cautious in 8atpeoivodes to Boghdan. Since
Constantine remained loyal to the Porte duringtitme of the rebellion against the
voivode of Wallachia he succeeded in being appdiatea ruler in his 70s. In fact,
loyalty was the most important criterion in theatiens of the voivodes for the semi-
independent principalities on the northern Danule.assure theiristikamet, the
Porte was continuing the old tradition that keepthg sons of the voivodes in

}09

Istanbuf™ where theékapi kethuda and the voivodes used to stay, which is located i

Phanar quarter of Istanbtif Dimitri was living in this palace during his faite
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reign in Boghdan with his brother Antioch Canteniir. his history, “History of
Growth and Decay of Ottoman Empire” Cantemir reddtee secret dealings of his
father with the adversaries of the Porte in the e@amChristianity. These included
the dealings with the Poles and encouraged themctopy Podolia, which was
previously possessed by the Poles. Although Din@intemir relates the story to
show his father’s sincerity in his religion, thisutd also be interpreted within the
context that Constantine could have tried to awy Polish incursion into his lands
by directing his attention somewhere else. And Xgresses his sincerity to Jean
Sobieski, saying that he never refrained himsealmfrthe things which will help
Christianity** After his death, his two sons Antioh and Dimiscended to the
Moldavian throne. His first rule did not last lorjgst three weeks. In the meantime
until 1710 he stayed in the Boghdan Sarayi, whée representatives of the
voivodes lived inistanbul, and his palace in Ortakdy with the hopelhining the
Moldavian throne!*?

Eventually conditions became very appropriate fsrdtection to the throne of
Moldavia. It was about the same time that the Runssin the north were struggling
with the vigorous king of Sweden, Charles Xll. Qbarentered into the Russian
territories to face Peter, and finally in 1709 ioltBva, Peter achieved a decisive
victory over the Charles Xll. A great deal of Clegtt army was destroyed in this
battle. The battle of Poltava indicates a very ingot event because afterwards the
balance of powers in Eastern Europe completely gédin favor of the Russians’
Until this time, the major powers in the region tthaould prevent Russian
expansionism were Sweden in the north, and thentatts in the south. With this,

the Swedish lost their superiority over the Russiand Peter eliminated a
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considerable threat in the North and went on bagdiaval docks in the Baltic Sea.
Wounded in the battlefield, Charles Xll, with abdl@00 people fled to Ottoman
territories. The Governor of Ocakov, Ozi, lead Hinstay in Bender, an Ottoman
city along the Dniester River which was before mdrBoghdan. The reflections of
this battle in Jassy were not in favor of the Poftee emergence of such a power in
the north which was also of Orthodox faith was géedly met by the Moldaviarts?
The anniversaries of this victory even came to élebrated in the capital of the
principality!*® Besides, the voivode Mihai Racovita of Boghdaret his best to
the Tsar. Racovita promised to deliver the prinitiyp#o the Russians in the case of
an Ottoman demand concerning the provision of @saXIl and his troops:®
However, what they afraid about Charles happenedamht his suite was kept and
protected in Bendért” On the other hand, upon the news coming fromviieode

of Wallachia with regard to his secret dealingshwite Russians, Racovita was
deposed. While fleeing to Russia, he was caught sem to Istanbul. He was
replaced by Nicholasigkerletzade) Mavrocordatos in 1710. Nicholas novs wa
charge of the protection and provision of the Swaleding. On the other hand the
Russian activities were bothering the Ottomans.s&hiacluded the building up of
fortresses near the borders of the Ukraine, them€iand Boghdan, as well as some
incursions of the Russians into the territories Bdgdan. These meant the
infringement of the Peace treaty of 1700 accordinghe Ottoman$'® Apart from
building new castles, they were also taking overdkisting ones from the Crimeans.

All of these contributed to the growth of tensia@tween the two powers.
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Making use of the tension, on the one hand ChaXlgsand the French
ambassador in Istanbul and on the other hand timee@n khan was encouraging the
sultan to wage a war against the Russians. Themeas to why the Crimeans
wanted war was that the weakening khans were awofatiee fact that the rapidly
growing Russians would soon be a serious threthietio existence in the region. The
French as well did not want the Russians to advaonaghward for the liberation of
southern coreligionisincidentally the Peter’'s campaign against the o#iosnwas
the time that the idea of Pan-Slavism was formdlats a politico-military
doctrine!'® So to avoid the Russian expanse and maintain ritegrity of the

120 Nevertheless, the Porte

Ottoman Empire France was also in favorstdtusquo.
did not want to get involved in any hostile actiagainst Russia for the sake of
preservation of the existing ordef. Even in such a situation where the Crimeans
and the Russians were fighting on the borderliney tried to reach an agreement to
renew the peace treaty. Tolstoy, the Russian envdstanbul, had three conditions
for the renewal of the peace in 17£00One was concerning the principality, that the
Swedish king would not make any incursions into Russian territories. So he was
supposed to be taken under a stricter control byPibrte. The second condition was
the delivery of Mazeppa and his Cossack troopkdédussians who were in alliance
with Charles XII in the battle of Poltava and foureduge in the Ottoman Empire.
Together with the Swedish king he was also livimgdender and the Ottomans were

meeting all of their expenséS And the third condition was the delivery of theyke

of Kamame church in Palestine to the Greek orthqoltests instead of the French
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clergy®* These conditions were unacceptable for the Péntethe other hand, the
anger and the enmity against the Russians amongfflugals of the palace in
Istanbul and the exhortations of the Swedish enwaye leading the empire into a
war. Since the Porte came to be in a positionithaas unable against the Russians.
Apart from accepting all the Russian demands arskipg over his actions in
Boghdan, the Porte was not even able to send Ghdtlanto his country. Ahmed
[ll, to get a better idea of the situation, sentneoOttoman officials to the region.
Upon their investigation, it had been discovereat tihe Russians, contrary to the
information supplied by Corlulu Ali Pasha, were ldging along Ozi, building up a
navy in the Azov Sea, and prevailing over PoldftParticularly the latter was very
important with regard to the safeguarding of Boghd@ecause they were of the
same faith, the Russians would easily take thesmcipalities®®® With the
confirmations of the Russian actions in the regi@atlulu Ali Pasha was dismissed
from office and later executed. Since he was onsttie of the supporters of a war
against Russia, with the accession of him to tkeerate, the war became inevitable
with the Russians. Sultan Ahmed Il invited the m@an khan Devlet Giray to
Istanbul. The Crimeans, in the eyes of the paléfteal, were very much inclined to
raids and booties. Being aware of this the Crimgtiesl to persuade the Sultan as to
the necessity of a war. Devlet Giray Khan explaitieglsituation to the sultan in the
following manner, the Russians would assault tan@a. If Crimea falls, all the
Balkan countries one by one will be taken over liy Russians and their ultimate
aim was the capture of Istanddl. Seeing the threat to Ottoman lands, the sultan

became convinced that it was necessary to wage agenst the Russians. As the
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khan was welcomed, depending on his knowledge apeérence, the sultan did
whatever he asked. In this way the dismissal arqatismnment of the custodian of
Bender took place. Also he succeeded to lay off Woevode of Boghdan,
Iskerletzade (Mavrocordatos), Nicola. These were mheasures to be taken
according to the khan. Since, in the case of ailpessampaign against Russia there
should have existed a loyal voivode on the Moldawviarone. For Wallachia, the
situation was not different. The rumors as to hetraf Brancoveanu were rising.
The Porte wanted to fix the situation with the \omle who would be sent to
Boghdan. Finally, upon the advice of Crimean kHaa ‘reliable” Dimitri Cantemir
was given the voivodeship of Boghdan, on the caodithat he would, one way or
another catch the Wallachian voivode on his thramel, either alive or dead, would
send him to Istanbul. He was a much respected mé#reicircles of Istanbul. He was
gathering people in his mansion and giving thensdaes on Turkishmusiki
Breaking the traditiorkanun-i1 kadimthe Ottomans, on the third day of the religious
festival, gathered thdivan Imperial council, and awarded him with the synsbol
rule. After giving him the signs of ruleHilat, Kuka ve Stpirge’he was sent to
Moldavia to get rid of the possible dangers agathst Porte and particularly to
depose the Wallachian voivode Brancoveanu, whoimasconstant correspondence
with the tsar and seeking collaboration againstQitemans as well as with Venice
and Austria.

According to Cantemir, in the case that he achietesl target and became
useful to the Porte in the time of troubles, he Mdwave stayed on the throne until
the end of his life, and afterwards the voivodesewe be appointed from among his
descendants. However, what happened was the revastead of capturing the

Wallachian voivode, Cantemir, he started negotmstiovith the Russian and sought
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help from them against the Ottomans. Accordingifohistory, he was right in his
attitude against the Porte since they did not keep promise to him. He relates the
events in the following way: the Porte did not kdwp promise and a few days after
his accession to the throne a letter came and dsi®dhim the payment of the usual
presents to the Sultan and Grand Vizier, and tbgigion of Charles XII who was
living in Bender, and the preparation of some eopgpt for the army and some other
“unbearable” thing$®® After seeing this, Cantemir;Misirin batan cikaran
hazinelerine bel hdamaktansa/sa yrunda aci ¢ekmeyi yer’ and sent his
emissaries to the more “religious” ruler, Peter @reat of Russia, and expressed his
loyalty. Besides, Cantemir invited the Tsar to Badagh At the same time, the
Wallachian voivode as well, was expressing his tesyrto Peter and promising him
help if he launched a campaign against the Ottoméuish was known by Cantemir.
So they were calculating a joint uprising agains¢ tOttomans. However, as
Brancoveanu understood how dangerous this actiatddme for him, he regretted
and broke his promise to the Tsar and Dimitri CamteThat is why he is depicted
as a traitor by Cantemif® Upon the invitation of voivode Cantemir, Tsar Pete
Great arrived in Boghdan and was welcomed by Din@@antemir. The Tsar
promised many things to him and the Moldavians. &mmple, Cantemir would
remain on the throne forever which was promisedhigyOttomans as well, and the
dynasty would be hereditary to his family. Besidesissia would always help her
coreligionists and if they accepted Russian rube, privileges of the boyars and
clergy would be enhanced, and for the territoriesictv were owned by the

Moldavians, such as Chilia and Akkerman, etc. tiveyld be taken back from the
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Turks. **° According to Cantemir the tsar had proved his si@ss by going to the
monasteries and cathedrals in Boghtfdmnd this alliance was for the liberation of
the Christians®? Beside that, Peter created an atmosphere in theigality where
he was the ruler and the Moldavians were his stbjeat of the Ottomans:
Thereupon, the Ottomans put the Russian ambassaastoy, in the Yedikule
dungeons (seven towers), and declared war agairsstid&® In fact, he was the first
Russian ambassador in the Ottoman Empire. Afterl#f@® peace treaty with the
Russians, they got the right of keeping a permaaenttassador in Istanbul. Pyotr
Andreveyic Tolstoy was in charge of drawing repoatsout the Ottomans. His
embassy ended in imprisonment in 1730. However this imprisonment was a
symbolic one, because he and his household comngsistiabout thirty people were
never oppressed or deprived of anything. Theirtassethe embassy was recorded
and given to their use in the prison. They werenagyigen a certain amount of money
from the imperial treasury’®> Moldavians and Wallachiakethuda were also
financially aiding the Russian ambassador and tuséhold.

Under these conditions war broke out between th&siaos and the Ottomans
in 1711. Tsar Peter as the savior of Christiarétied on both the Wallachians and
the Moldavians. For Moldavia, he already concludesecret alliance with Dimitri
Cantemir who was supplying him with information ceming Ottoman moves.
Peter had been in touch with the Wallachian voivadewell for a long time. His
designs were the following: when the Ottoman arnassed the Danube, the

Wallachians would not provide the army with foaustead the provisions were to be

130 Jorga, op. cit., 4: 261.

131 Cantemir, op. cit., 3:334.

132 Hosking, op. cit.,194

133 Jorga, op. cit., 4: 260.

134 Svetlana F. Oreshkoy41683-1737 Yillari arasinda Tirk Rilgkileri”, in Tiirk-Ruslliskilerinde
500 Y1l 1491-1992Ankara: Turk Tarih Kurumu Basimevi, 1999) 122.

%5 Kurat, op. cit., 182.

68



sent Peter, and mutiny against the Ottomans, anddme things were to happen in
Moldavia as well. Thus Peter would easily defeat @itoman forces. However this
did not happen. The Ottoman army crossed Danuble avihuge army under the
command of grand vizier Baltaci Mehmet Pasha anttheetsar. The Wallachians
did not keep their promise of help to the tsar #&mel Ottomans won a crushing

1% The reason as to

victory over the Russian near the Prut River, $giniin 171
why the Wallachians and the Moldavians failed tovite the Russians with food
and other necessary stuff seems that the peoprewiflekteymwere not content with
the attitudes of the Russian ariy.That is why they preferred to carry their all
provisions to the Ottomans. Although the Ottomas;ording to sources, would
destroy the Russian army, which was surrounded awh eside, they chose to
conclude a treaty with them. Baltaci Mehmet andept®ttoman officials were
warned by the sultan to carry out the campaigntando the things in accordance
with the approval of the Crimean kh&fiwho was the forerunner of this campaign
and familiar with the region. When Peter asked $ath peace, Devlet Giray
insistently refused it and asked Baltaci not toctotde a peace with them because in
the eyes of Devlet Giray, Peter was an unrelialelesgn and the Ottomans should
take this advantage and crush the Russians. Bygdsin they would prevent a
considerable future threat. He told Baltaci Mehntledt it was not legitimate to
believe in any of his word$® However, Baltaci did not listen to him and startied

negotiations with the Russians. The reason seerbg that, Baltaci Mehmed was

satisfied with what he achieved on the battlefialtis first campaign in his career.
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Before the campaign was opened, the Ottomans diéinoat destroying the
Russians. Even the decision was hardly taken imtifig against the Russians with
the encouragements of Charles XII and Devlet Giragause the Ottomans did not
want to get involve in any action after the longrsvan various fronts. However, the
war became indispensable and for this reason, ¢tihvodes of both principalities
made secret alliances with the tsar and the latganized plots against the Ottomans
by evoking the Christian subject on the Balkans iBsue of refugee king to Bender,
Charles XllI of Sweden, also turned out to be aatitic crisis between the Porte
and the Russians. Peter did not want the king tmdos homeland, passing through
Poland. The situation, not being able to offer siégto a refugee king on his way to
his homeland, was in a sense incapability for thtor@ans because as long as
Charles stayed in Ottoman lands, he was causingestitnand international
problems, such as his role, in the dismissal ofllQorAli Pasha and his frequent
attempts to wage war against the Russians. Themdhs Ottomans felt themselves
responsible for the security of the King Charle$ Was mainly because of Islamic
law. It is evident from the fact that, when the ljeans that he caused inside the
empire became the major agenda, the Porte triggetaid of this problem, even
trying to issue a fatwa from Sheikh'ul- Islam fois ltexclusion of him from the
empire'®® But, this did not happen. However, Charles did m@nt to leave
Ottomans lands either. If he wanted he could hareedhrough Austria. According
to his calculations, it was only the Ottoman Emjpivat could overpower the Peter.
In fact, he was right, because the Prut campaigh the only defeat of Peter in his
career. That is why he was trying to persuadestli&an on the necessity of a war

against the Russians. This became quite clearsomimd after the defeat of Poltava,
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in 1709. Another reason was to put an end to Rassi@ansionism in the frontiers.
In securing the Crimean borders and the Black &kt the hold of Azov castle in
the city, which was in the hands of the Russiansesil696 and where they were
building a naval force, was very important. It veaserious threat to the existence of
the Crimeans as well. Also the castles along thiewomld have been a point for the
Russians to jump into the Balkans. On the east Ammy on the west the big and
little mixed together castles was surrounding then€ans. That is why Devlet Giray
was very persistent on his demand of crushing tiesians on due course. Besides,
because it was very near to Crimea, they wouldRsessian designs in a clearer way.
For example, the Russians were very inferior tan@e as well as Sweden in terms
of armed power. However, it became evident thatheybattle of Poltava, in 1709
and the capture of Azov in 1696, that the Russi@@se no more an insignificant
power. Accordingly, the Porte was obviously lesquainted with the region than
either the Crimean khan or the Swedish king. Theeethe Porte was not disturbed
with the existence of a non antagonist power omtréh.

Having a peace with the Russians which would recailehe Ottoman losses
so far was seen as advantageous by Baltaci, réthaer continuing the war, even
though the conditions were very suitable for théo@ans. Baltaci Mehmed, under
the pressure of Devlet Giray, who wanted to comtirtbe war, in 1711 they
concluded a treaty with the Russians. The treaty bveefly about bringing back the
ottoman superiority in the region. The significamticles of this treaty were as
follows; by this treaty the Russians will withdrdrem the Azov and the city will be
delivered to the Ottomans. The castles, built by Russians, along the Ozi River
would be torn down and the tsar would be no movelued in Polish affairs. The

tsar would let the king of Sweden go to his homéaeut interference. No longer
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would the Russian ambassador stay in Istatibulfter the ratification of the treaty,
tsar and his troops were accompanied to his coumtdgr the protection of Ottoman
soldiers against a possible assault. In terms efapplication of the treaty, even
before a year, Peter, justifying the claims putifdoy Devlet Giray and Charles XiIl,
did not keep his word. He neither retreated fronoVAnor destroyed the castles
along the Ottoman bordet¥ He continued to intervene in Polish affairs and
continued to keep an army in Poldf{dThe only article which was put into practice
was the abolition of the Russian embassy in Istafsifor Charles Xll he was sent
to his homeland safely by following the way frome tAustrian side in 1714 and
continued to rule his country*

It is certain that the Ottomans did not want tdobéhered in the north, so they
did not have a consistent policy with regard tdrtherthern neighbor, Russia. That
is why the cyclical factor was determining theirrthern policy. From the very
beginning of the campaign, the Porte had a firntualt towards the Russians.
Concerning the region, they were relying on tworees of information; the
Moldavian voivodes and the Crimean khans. Althotlghformer had usually been
in contact with her neighbors at the expense of Rbete, as was the case with
Cantemir in the recent war, the latter had an imadke circles of the Porte as keen
on taking booties. It was perhaps mostly for thesesons that the Porte did not have
a stable policy towards the Russians. Although wendt know how far Baltaci
Mehmed was representative of this attitude or mfmt about the area, we know for
certain that the beginning of the war was with pnessure of the khan, but the end

not. Because the khan was not taken seriously Hia@dathe war ended with
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fruitless terms for the Ottomans. This caused thenediate dismissal and
banishment of Baltaci Mehmed pasha in 1711 ovechvihe influence of Devlet
Giray and Charles XII was undeniabife.

The Moldavians helped the Russians during thebyasupplying them with
food and taking the injured soldiers into their pitals and even giving them
soldiers**® Dimitri Cantemir had already been in Russia amBeter’'s suite. His
“History of Growth and Decay of Ottoman Empire” sngith a chapter on the Prut
campaign. The concluding lines were dedicated ¢ovittues of Peter the great. He
talks about Peter with compliments and presents asman example to all the
Christian rulers. The reason behind that was hisesity. The first demand of Baltaci
in the negotiations was the delivery of himself ttee Ottomans, according to
Cantemir. However Peter refused this by sayinghieatould give his whole country,
but not the person who had left his country for $ef**’ Then, Cantemir spent rest
of his life in Russia as the advisor of Peter theaB“® However, the Wallachian
voivode was not as lucky as Cantemir. Constantirm&veanu, after 26 years of
rule (1688-1714) was called to Istanbul and exettdaehis betrayal to the Port&

3.2. Russian Challenges to Boghdan during the Pharnat Regime

The Sublime Porte, in securing and protectingh@acguzarsaccordingly its
northern border, in conformity witkanun-1 kadim decided to make a significant
change on the administration of the Romanian padties in 1711. From then on,
the Ottomans began to appoint the voivodes fromngniter Christian orthodox
subjects in the Phanar quarter of Istanbul. Becatiseras promised to the

Moldavians and they enjoyed a privileged statusubhg their own, the Porte since
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the very beginning of the relations let them rilemselves. This continued until the
outbreak of the 1821 revolution by Tudor VladentresAfter this date the Porte
stopped appoints the voivodes directly from Phansarter ofistanbul since their
“treason” of the Phanariots to the sultan becanigeet™>° In factmemleketeymere
the only vassal states after the Byzantine Empia¢ did not enter under the direct
rule of the Ottoman¥* However, since it became very clear that theseods
were doing secret alliances with either the Ausgiar the Russians at the expense
of the Porte, it turned out to be a necessity lier latter to take them under a more
controllable rule. Because the Phanariots use@ngeshe Ottoman state faithfully,
knew several European languages very well, andicpiatly, shared the same
religion with the people aihemleketeyrthey began to be sent to these principalities
as the trustees of the sultan. Through their kndgdeof the language, apart from
getting to know western manners and customs, tlseyleecame wealthy merchants.
In the course of time, moneyed nobility emergedthie region. Through their
knowledge of languages and the western world, mioste Greek nobility in Phanar
were sending their children to Europe for educatitimeey monopolized the
translation office as the dragoman¥. Thereupon, the Porte started the practice of
sending them to rule over tharacgtizarsubject.

The question of whether the Phanariot princes weserepresentatives of the
Porte or not always attracted attention. Becausg tiere not chosen from among
the boyars, they came to be seen in the Romansorioigraphy as the outsiders. In

other words, it could be interpreted that this fafgovernment was another type of
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direct rule, just as any other Ottomaashalik and it does not conform to the
conditions of vassalage. Although it is not cleahether the Ottomans were
considering this action as a violation of vassalaj@tion or not, it is certain that the
Ottomans had to deviate frokanun-1 kadimbecause of the circumstances. The
growing influence of the voivodes at the expens¢hefPorte was the main reason
for that. However, the Phanariot voivodes were lass controlled by the Porte. It
was obvious that the new voivodes would rule urstgcter circumstances. Even
before, because ruling in an area where the regsbould be very delicate with the
neighbors, the voivodes were responsible for téve@ry action against the Porte. For
example, in @dkimdated 1570, the Moldavian voivode who was prob&udgdan
IV, was asking permission from the sultan to méduisysister to the Polish side. Upon
the permission from Istanbul, the marriage tookc@ld® The situation now was
much more delicate because they were not only Pblgsalso Russians and
Austrians as well. So they had some obligationsdiiterent than the previous
voivodes towards the Porte. As the loyalty washia first place, they were also in
charge of supplying the Porte with correct inforim@atconcerning to the affairs of
the European mattet3! We see long reports given by the voivodes to ttterfan
sultanst>® Most of the eighteenth century reports are abbet actions of the
Russians in the region. The voivodes were alsdharge of following the events in
Poland. Particularly the actions of the Russianthercountry were of significance
for the Porte. That is why the voivode of Boghdaasweollecting intelligence in

Poland™® The voivodes of Boghdan was furnishing the Porith information
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concerning to the matters of, Spain Portugal areh &razil.**’ This also shows us
that the Ottoman interest to the world and the sagnificant the voivodeship of

Boghdan under the Ottoman rule. Because the vos/odsre chosen among the
language knowing Greek people of the empire, the gb informing the Porte

concerning to world affairs was assigned to them.

Concerning the rule of the voivodes in the priadiipes, there are different
views. While some of historians are regarding fhesiod as a time of oppression,
intellectual bankruptcy, and exploitation, someéawntrary views. The domination
of these ideas in the literature seems to resuth fthe scarcity of the sources and its
being rather in odd concerns. And the few worksuallbe Phanariots were either
written by the travelers to exotic lands or by sit@te officials to raise the concern of
their state. This negative literature was very magploited until after the Crimean
war*® However there are also anti-theses that the Pioaam was not the time of
collapse for the principalities which were suppdrtg/ the famous historian Nicola
Jorga as welt®® The reason behind this idea is mostly coming fthenfact that this
century was a time of trouble and four major warsktplace in the principalities.
Particularly the Boghdan being in the north wasywauch open to the challenges
from either sides. The cost of these wars to Boglvdas very much. Apart from the
psychical damages of the war they also were loo#uey corps during the war
times. Although sometimes they were in collaboratiath the invaders, sometimes
there were the times that they involuntarily hadstpply the invading forces with
food and equipment. The frequent raids by Bueljak Tatars into their lands also
became influential in the weakening of the counigding to that, the regulgizyah

to be paid by the voivode made the situation urdidarfor the people of Boghdan.
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The “oppression” literature mostly derives from thieivode’'s way of life. As
moneyed people, they were very much proud of eith@btheir wealth openly which
was not possible in Istanbul. It is also claimeat tthey were also aiming at reviving
old Byzantine and that is why they were emulatmgald kings:°° some of the more
ambitious ones even calling themselves Basitéug/hat made them feel so strong
and sure is mostly the fact that they saw themsehgethe trustees of the Sublime
Porte. Although they were very keen on to the vdeship of the principalities their
reign was fixed to 3 yeal® and many of them were destined to execution. Sat wh
made them so enthusiastic for the rule of the poality, apart from collecting
wealth and for a short term rule which however wioerhd with death seems obscure.
A nineteenth century anonymous manuscript “MemieketYani Eflak ve Boghdan
Tarihi” tells us the role of Phanariot voivodegliye principalities in relation with the

Sublime Porte and Russia by the following wor8$:

“Fenerliler ecnebi olmalariyla ahali-i merkume-i mseimelere multezim nazari ile
bakilmakda ... hallerinden mamefasid ve teaddiyat-1 mimkinenin icrasi ilekag sen
zarfinda kesb-i servet etmeye galakta boyarlarin kimisini kendilerine muayyen veEderek
ve kimisini dahi tazyik ve tazib eyleyerek maigyattle bulunan kaffe-i alet-i ittihaz ile tervic-i
merama sa'y eylemekde idiler. Ancak zulm ve teaddé dair Devlet-i aliyyeye edna mertebe
bir sibhe ariz oldukta giriftar-1 seyf-i ukubet olacakia vakif olduklarindan kenilerine
evvelce melcel’'t-dar eylemelerini muktazi goribusyalunun dahi merkumlari ve ekseriya
tekrar voyvodalfi tahsil eylemeleri hususuna kendilerine iane egsimiheti ile fenerlilerin
rusya devletinin tedabir-i vakiasini icarya mecloiguklar asikardir”

Very briefly this passage is about the Phanariwwt®y were not welcomed by
the indigenous population as they were persecttiagpeople to collect more wealth
within their limited tenure. At the same time thegre aware of the fact that if the
Porte was suspected of their misgovernment, theyldvoertainly loose their lives.
That is why, in trying to find a shelter in the ead a danger against their lives or to

be reappointed to the throne they were collabagatiith the Russians.
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There is no doubt that the voivodes were not ajgied by the people and
were seen as the agents of the Porte. Howevés, nbt possible to generalize
“treason” to all of the voivodes. For example, Gantine Mavrocordatos died in
captivity and was injured in the war with the Rassi in 1769. One of the major
aims of the Porte in sending them to the princigaliwas to break the influence of
the boyars who held considerable amounts of lamdsanfs and were exempt from
many levies. To this end the voivodes created tbein aristocracy by trying to
dissolve the former one. They were making sizeahlnges in the administrative
structure of the country. According to the samehawyt these were all by the
incitements of the Russian®. However, the Hapsburg influence was also very
effective on these reformatioh¥. The reforms were undertaken by Constantine
Mavrocordatos. He ruled in both Wallachia and MueldaHe tried to centralize the
administration and first of all restricted the riglof the boyars. The population was
censused, and the serfdom was abolished. Thesealvéine expense of the boyars
since they lost a considerable amount of manpd¥dnstead, the voivodes were
collecting the taxes in their treasury; that is vihgy were attacked by the people
and the boyars. The abolition of the indigenousyaamd its replacement with the
slodiers coming from Serbia, Bulgaria, and Albawias regarded also an attitude
against themselves’ For these kinds of reasons the voivodes were etitomned by
the Moldavians. They were not very much trustedegitoy the Moldavians or the

Ottomans; however they remained in power for 11drye the principality.
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For the administration of the principalities, thgstem of government was a
limited monarchy, according to Thorntdf. Although the prince was the absolute
authority, his power was controllable only in thwahcial affairs by the members of
Divan. The divan was composed of twelve members andpresided over by the
voivode. It was usually held every day, but if rattleast twice a week, and the

t%° Thedivan efendisi

member of it was directly appointed by the voivedeh yea
a Muslim agent of the Porte was present alsdivan He was in charge of writing
the official dispatches to the Porte and takingsaigry from the voivod&® In a way
they were supposed to follow what was happenirtencountry and control the acts
of voivode. Besidetogofas, are the head of the office of chancery. Theykbe
registers, issue diplomas, etc. The chigbfatis the keeper of the great sédl.
Concerning to the Muslim people living in the mipality apart from divan
efendisi there werdjifengcs, mataracs twelvekapici bal and twelvetatar agas..
The question of whether there was Turkish garrisonBoghdan or not is a
controversial issue. There were a small number wkish soldiers responsible of
protecting the borders of the principality agaiing brigands from surroundings part.
Because from five houses only one person was tedrdor this mission these
soldiers came to be called bsli whose precise number has been in dispGtéhe
chief of these troops were calledlasli agas. However, because thekesli neferat
were deployed in the boundaries tHegcame a matter of discussion in the region

with the neighboring states like Austria and RusSiaAs for the janissaries, the

sources have contradicting views but mostly thdlyu® the absence of a janissary
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garrison in either principality. However, the ingations from the ottoman sources
the idea on the existence of a janissary garrisothe principalities is gaining
strength. As we have seen in the previous chapsdrthe events that caused to an
Ottoman campaign to Wallachia in 1595, was mainggause of the pecuniary
causes of the voivodes with the janissaries. It thastime that the Ottomans was
thinking about the turning the principality intogtdar ottoman provinces. If they
were in such a relation with each other it meaey there not in a distant place and
likely to be inside the principality. On the othleand these janissaries could have
been also the janissaries of the surrounding cisesh as Bender Chilia and
Akkerman. Yet, the salaries of Bender janissariesevalso paid from the jizyah of
Bogdan'’* Or there were a small number of janissaries wtind not powerful
enough to suppress even the uprisings. Evliya C&bken counting the offices of
Boghdan in his forty-day stay in the principaligithough he tells thentsliman
divan efendishe does not mention the janissaries. So it i<katr that the existence
of janissaries in the region. The importance o§ tissue is coming from also the
given promises “privileges” in the time of submdssito ottoman rule. In a hikim in
muhimmedefteriwe see a phrase talking about the janissarieBoglidan” and the
payment of their salaries from tfieyah of the principality in 15687 The existence
of such ahukim about in mihimmeregisters strengthens the idea that there
janissaries in the principality. It is also mengonin the documents of the Prime
Ministry Archive that the surrounding places whigkere formerly owned by
Boghdan, but now under the direct rule of Ottomaaee protected by the janissaries

and their salaries were taken from tjigyah of Boghdan-"® In this sense the
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ottomans city of Bender which is situated on thahern part of the principality was
defended by the janissaries and the salaries af there given by the principality.
However, another document proves the existencehef janissaries inside the
principality’’” The janissaries were even in the capital of thacjpality, Jassy.
They were also in charge of the protection of theggpality and paid by the voivode
of Boghdan’® This is because they were in a way in chargé@frotection of the
principality. Whether there was a janissary gariso not it was certain that there
was a not considerable Turkish armed existenceamegion.

During Phanariot period, among the European povitergsas the Russia
which first established a contact with the Romamigincipalities'’® They were also
continuing their diplomatic activities in Istanbuil.was a great achievement for the
Russians to establish the tradition of having amassador in Istanbdf® Before,
Peter was using the Dutch officials as agent anlstil. However the Russian interest
to the region also attracted the attention of tlhistAans as well. Already capturing
Erdel with the influence of the boyars, Austriatarted a war (1716-1718) against
the Ottoman Empire. Austrians wanted to take agctle in the politics of the region
as well as polish question. Although the war wasi@a out mainly in Wallachia, as
was the Wallachian voivode was taken as prisonevasf the Moldavian were also
badly affected by the war. We learn from a manps$dhat in this war the Austrians
also damaged to the grains and other foodstuff ahdilvia and the Austrian general
asked tribute from the Moldavians. Although thisswafused by the voivode, Mihai

Racovita, with a letter having religious connotaicdhis request was repeated and
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the voivode was threaten&th. The Austrian influence was triggered by the first
Russian challenges to the region. The competitietwéen the Russians and the
Austrian for the hold of the principalities contediuntil the end of the centul§?
This was also caused by the nobility who were mgdiifferent views as to an

alternative to the Ottomans.

3.3. Ottoman Russian Encounter in Boghdan

The conflicting interest of the Austrians and tRessians on the region
somehow brought them together against the Otton#etes. a joint military action in
Poland and placing their own candidate to the thytime Russians and the Austrians
waged war against the Ottomadf3Even the Russian statesman prepared a partition
project for the Ottoman Empire as early as 178bsRussians contrary to the terms
of Prut treaty began to be involved in the politaies. When sublime Porte was
struggling with the Persians in the east the Russideclared a war against the
Ottomans over the reason that the Crimeans onwlagirto Iran violated the Russian
border. With a quick attack they captured the Arzasgtle. The Ottomans did not
want to have a war in the Balkans after the regentrgence in Montenegro. On the
other hand, although Austrians in the early dayshefwar promised to the sultan
that they were going to mediate between them, upensuccesses of the Russian
troops under the command of general Munich they ®alarred with the Ottomans.
General after invading Azov, entered Crimea, ruiBath¢cesaray and then directed

his attention to the principalities. In this was@kthe Austrians and the Russians were
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in competition for the partition of the ottoman Bahs. Already having a foothold in
Wallachia the Austrians wanted the southern Bosmd Serbia. However, their
demand ended with a decisive victory of the OttosnarBelgrade. The French were
also skeptical about the Russians and asked th&idns to have peace otherwise
and expansionist Russia would be at their expensé®t As a result the Austrian
concluded a treaty with the Ottomans in 1739 with treaty of Belgrade they lost
their all acquisitions in 1718. The Austrians waheeady aware of this fact but they
were aiming at having their share from the Balkaisch was to be left by the
Russians. On the other hand the Russian demandseb#fe exclusion of the
Austrian from the war were the followings. All ttess between two sides must be
renewed, Crimea must be left to the Russians, thesiBn tsars were no more to be
called as mere tsar but as an emperor in diplomdispatches, and the most
important condition for our case was that Wallachied Moldavia were to be
independent principalities under the protectionhef Russian&™® It was for the first
time the Russian demands concerning to the prilitsipaas expressly said in an
international meeting, the congress at Nemirno®1686%’ The Austrians deserted
the Russians by signing the treaty of Belgrade witb Ottomans. Since they
remained helpless and another threat appearedeamotth with Sweden they had to
retreat and concluded a peace agreement with them@us in 1739. The most
important article of this treaty was concerninghe Russian policies on Black Sea.
Although it was not recognized by the treaty thelgi@aved to win a foothold on the

Black Sea. Azov castle was to be demolished andithevas to belong neither side.
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In other words Azov was supposedly no man’s [&fiddowever the situation was
different. Azov step by step was taken under th@robof Russian and constituting
an important harbor for the Russian navy. Anotigpdrtant result of this treaty in
favor of the Russians they once again had the mfhtaving an ambassador in
Istanbul*® This practice was started during Peter and coetinoy his successors
and helped a lot to the Russians because theytwdre provided with the first hand
information by their own emissaries rather than emgfing on different
representatives. The impact of the war on Boghdatso important. As Hotin is the
last outpost on the north for the defense of thecjppality, it was very much
damaged during the war by the Russians. Then tlsi&uforces entered to Jassy,
the capital of Boghdan. They were welcomed withkeple who did not want the
Ottomans administration or the Phanariot prind@sThis displeasure against the
Porte and the Phanariot princes seems to be osghrigually by the boyars.
because, the former century was called as the hpeyars, as mentioned in the
previous chapter, with a more centralized admiaigin the balance between the
voivodes and the boyar changed at the expensesdétter they tried to involve in
any action that may help get rid of the so-calledo@an Phanariot coalition.
Jewsbury tells us, the attitude of boyars as cegdtby the French consul in Jassy in

1806, in a representative conversation betweenraitfner’ and a “young boyat™

Foreigner But how can you so openly show yourselves to bsskn partisans?

Young BoyarRussia has been good to us. It is to her thabwe our political emancipation,
our limited duties and our part in the country’sraistration.

Foreigner. Tthat is very good for the past. But in Constangile, the system has changes and
you who pretend to conduct yourselves along catedlaolitical lines actually see no further
than the ends of your noses.
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Young boyarRussia protects us, and her armies are there...
Foreigner Suppose you saw the arrival of the French troops?
Youngboyar. They are so far away.

Foreigner But yet, how would you justify your conduct?

Youngboyar Then we would be for Napoleon, just as we now fareAlexander, and
Napoleon wouldn't find that so bad.

Although this conversation took place in the begigrof the following century
it is very meaningful that we see their place ia #uministration of the principality.
They were conjectural, according to circumstanogsd to find patron from outside,
which was usually the Russians, thus a place inath@inistration. Taking into
consideration the fact that the boyars were divargenong themselves as some
were getting closer with the Russians and the stivith the Austrians, the situation
was becoming worse for the people of the prindpaBoyars survived in this way
from the eighteenth century onwards. Voivodes dse anfluential in the boyar
affairs since they were granting these posts tdrtbapable peopl&? These boyars
were backed by the Russians and encouraged t@agaiast the Ottomans. In this
way while some of them were having the protectidnth® Russia some were
encouraged to immigrate to Russia by the Russiaergment. Those who accept to
live in Russia was to be granted lands and othieflgges in Ukrainé®® On the
other hand the Austrians after taking Bukovina wamaexing some territories from
the ottoman lands in Boghdan through co operatidgtisthe church fatherS* Both
the Russians and the Austrians were distributingpéopeople, “patenta” @iividso
that they were having a kind of protection of tleéevant state’®® In a way the

people who hold thessiivids were seeking their rights in the consulates of the
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related countries. Ottomans were also strugglinip whis issue after the treaty of
Kucuk Kainardiji.

Apart from these minor challenges, the major e@mgle against the Porte was
in the second half of the eighteenth century thesee also military challenges to the
ottoman existence in the region. There is no ddldit the most important of these
was the long lasting of 1768-1774 between RusdgiaTamkey which ended with the
treaty of Kucuk Kainardji. Both the war and theatsewas the heaviest defeat of the
Ottomans. Apart from marking the beginning of “EEastQuestion” Kucuk Kainardji
and the war had profound impacts on the Romaniamcipalities. The relations
between the Russian and the Ottomans were comyatieaceful after the treaty
of Belgrade in 1739. As it was mentioned before, Russian expansion was mainly
against Sweden in the north and the Ottomans isdhéh’*® Russians, after settling
accounts with the Sweden concentrated on southgsgrdnsion. This was obviously
going to be at the expense of the Ottomans. Rus$iara long time were in struggle
with the poles and doing plans for the partitiontads well. However this situation
was bothering the Ottomans. Because in doing spwlelld easily prevail over the
Balkans, particularly to their immediate neighb@mianian principalities, which had
been an aim of Russia since the time of Peter tleatGBoghdan, in terms of it
geopolitical place was open to the challenges fremch side. The Porte was
considering this place, although never incorporateds an integral part of the
empire. If we remember the wars with the poles fgetbe rise of Russia, the reason
was usually the over the affairs of Boghdan. Beedhs provision of the empire was
mainly depending on the foodstuff coming from thesgitories and for other

reasons as well, Porte considered the securityh@fprincipality important. The
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Russian interference in polish affairs by the O@osi came to be interpreted to a
threat against his own lands as was the principaidéts depicted as thetlki mevrus
of the Sultan. Besides, if the Russians had thecipalities they would cut the
territorial ties between Constantinople and theam@an khanate and would have a
strategic place to further advancement to Constaplke. The violation of the treaty
by the Russians, concerning to Poland is interdraseostensible reason for the Porte
in declaring war against Russia while the real eawss the Crimean affait?’
Russians for a long time had been intervening ¢odtfairs of Crimea and. In fact
according to Akdes Nimet Kurat, the Russians waréhe hope of destroying the
Ottoman Empiré?® In this way, the first thing that they could dosatae annexation
of Crimean khanate. Being aware of a future Rus#imeat the ottoman sultan
Mustafa Ill declared a war against the Russians.

Although in the beginning the Ottomans were hop¢ifie rapid advancement
of the Russians in all front made the Ottomans eledgp. The reformation which was
started by Peter the Great was giving its fruitsrduthe war. The Russian army was
well equipped commanded by vigorous and young comders whereas the ottoman
army was vice versg: In the beginning of the war the major Turkish fEstvere
taken over one by one in the Balkans. The first @r@s Hotin which was a
fortification to Boghdan. After its fall, the seabmarget was obviously Boghdan. In
1769 the Russian general with a small numbersooips entered to Jassy. Russians
in the principality appealed their Christian cogelnists to rise against their

masters™ It is evident that the people of Moldavia did mesist to the Russian
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advancement instead welcomed th@mlf they had not aided to the Russians the
entry of a small numbers of troops consisting dd 46ldiers would not be possible
that easy to the principaliy? In the course of the war, a council from both g t
principalities which was consisting of boyars anlérgymen went to Tsarina
Catherine and asked her to save their homeland tiherTurks>>® After the capture
of Moldavia, Catherine Il began to call herselfths princess of Moldavi&* The
defeat of the Turks was not limited to these. Taiiing year, a Russian fleet, by
the aid of the British, sailing all the way fronetBaltic Sea came to Mediterranean.
Though the Ottomans were surprised of seeing ttesiRo fleet, the Ottoman navy
was annihilated by the sudden attacks of RussZ#0°°®> Next year witnessed to
the occupation of Crimea. The Ottomans were loogm@ll fronts against their
northern adversary. And finally in 1774 on the tiglank of Danube in a village of
what is known today Bulgaria, in Kucuk Kainardjillage the treaty was signed
between the Russians and the Ottoni&ns

Kucuk Kainardji treaty was a turning point in Qttan Russian relations. It
was by this treaty that the Ottomans apart fronsilup their superiority over the
Russians they lost their effectiveness in Europpalitics and began to be a
“question” of Europe. Both the war and its aftermatas a total disaster for the
Ottomans. In the beginning of the war the Russwea® calculating to achieve a few
objectives which were the acquisition of a suitafidethold in the Black Sea,

recognition of her right for free navigation in tBéack Sea and establishment of a
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secure border with Polafff’ What they achieved however at the end of the v w
more than they imagined and it became very heipfuealizing their aims. First of
all, the Russians even before concluding the wdh whe Ottomans solved their
problem with Poland by partitioning it with Prugssaand Austrians, in 1772. It was
also the date that the Austrians and the Russi@ns megotiating the destiny of the
empire. Whereas Austria wanted the foundation ofiralependent state Catrhine
wanted there a neutral place. However none ofdeas were implementé® The
Austrians were aiming to have a say in the destinghe principality. By the treaty
Russian had the advantage over Ausfii€On the other hand the Porte was for the
first time in her history was that much desperatd &r from deciding over her
destiny. The immediate cause for the outbreak afwas the Russian involvement
with the Polish affairs. That is why Porte wageavar against Russia. However,
apart from loosing her authority over Poland, tioet®had to relinquish many of his
designs over the region as well.

Treaty of Kucuk Kainardji is consisting of 28 aléis all of which were
envisaged in favor of the Russian as the victoripower. The most important of
these articles obviously was the third GHeBy this article the Ottomans were
loosing their authority over Crimea and a Muslinndafor the first time was
separated from the empire. Article seven and feartghich were related to alleged
rights of the Russians over the Christian subjeftthe empire always became a
disputable matter between the Russian and the @ttsnand the cause for the
subsequent Russian intervention to the affairs tibr@an Empire. However, the

most detailed article in this treaty was the onectvlwas related to Wallachia and
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Moldavia. This shows the importance given to thegypality by the Russian.
Article sixteen contains ten subheadings diffegefrttim the other ones. Very briefly
the outstanding articles concerningnemleketeyim the treaty were the following
things.

First of all the crimes in both principalities wdube forgiven by sublime
Porte. This was already the case however, becausegdthe time of war the
Ottomans forgave many of the collaborators with Russians as soon as they stop
aiding to Russia and regret. However, this was put in the treaty to protect the
proponents of Russia in Boghdan and Wallachia. 1&#gpthe principalities should
be independent in their religious matters from sa@lPorte. This had been the case
also since its first conquest by the Ottomans. difirthe principality would be
exempt from any taxes since they were tired of avat had a lot of damages. And
the most important one was that, the Russian arabass could have discussed the
matters concerning to the principalities on belwdlthem with the Porte and the
Porte was going to take the Russians into condidaraBy this article the Russians
was gaining a right of representation on behalbath principalities. And also the
controversial articles of seven and fourteen waterpreted by the Russians as the
“protectorship” over the Christian subject of thétdhan Empiré*® These were
strengthening the Russian impact on orthodox Bogh&assians were so much
enthusiastic that they even saw themselves aswineroof the principalities. This
idea of the Russians even was employed in diplamdispatches with the
Austrians?*® This could be because of the fact that, the Rossimd the Austrians

were in alliance against the Porte and they wgragrto dissuade the Austrians from
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their hopes concerning to principalities. The desigf Peter was realizing in the
principality through the achievement of represeatatight by sublime Porte. This
turned out to be the first Russian concrete achieve over the principality. The
religious challenges of the Russians continued Wighincorporation of Moldavian
church into the Russian ecclesiastical structuventf it was reverted to its original
status in the Ottoman Empire the Russian by thaytiead already won the right of
representation on their behaff*

After this date there are instances that the Rosstiarted a full scale religious
propaganda in the region. In fact, as mentionedrbehis started during the time of
Peter. As early as 1713 the Russian involvemetitaraffairs of the empire in terms
of its orthodox subject starts. In the famous cagmpaf Peter against Moldavia
apart from galvanizing the people of Boghdan a#trathe empire the Russian agents
were in an intensive religious campaign. In thisssethe Russian priest Varlam
Sermetglu’s journey to arouse the people frastanbul until Jerusalem and his final
capture with 200 crosses, for propaganda, in hisibaCyprus is an indicatioft®
Apart from these we see some petitions presentddussian government. These
petitions were usually sent by the boyars of theggality and calling for help from
the Russians. Because the Russians had the rigbpisentation in their favor, this
situation was also troublesome for the Porte. dnraey of the petition sent to abroad
between 1769-1830, we see striking numbers. 9Beopetitions were sent to Russia
14 to the Austrians 2 to the Prussians 5 to Fremch36 to the Ottomanrt® These
petitions were usually sent by the boyars of thentry to be able to find a place in

the administration. Russians were appreciating pnesented petitions to St.

214 Jewsbury, op. cit., 20.
2I5BOA, C.HR, 77.
218 Jewsbury, op. cit., 20.
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Petersburg. Yet, as soon as they were sent theg ga&ining more strength to
intervene to Ottoman affairs.

However, the Moldavians were not in search of d #cale Russian
protection, rather they were demanding more indégece and in this way the
Russians were seen as the liberator of her covelgfs. Although the Russians were
enthusiastic on applying an influence on the ppalifly on the basis of religion
either the boyars or the people were not much eagerat. The religion could be a
bond between them but the Moldavians in their jpet# to tsar rarely asked for unity
with the Russians or total independence from thier@dn rule. Since, it was evident
that they would not enjoy more independence undessRn rule. What they
preferred was rather to have loose relations with Turks®’ Even though, the
people did not ask for unity from the tsar, it was excellent opportunity for the
Russians to get involved in Ottomans business. Mbshese actions were carried
out by the consulates of the Russians in Jassyvda@ or at least to minimize the
Russian challenges in the principalities the Pwds restricting the entrances to the
principality?*® Even one has to hold &erman to be able to enter to the
principalities*®

Catherine Il also had some other projects conagria Ottoman Empire. The
most famous of these projects was the prematurekGm®ject?? When she came to
state council with this project Russian ministryheut exception disapproved that. It
was only Catherine and Potemkin stood for thisqmiojThe project was anticipating
the establishment of Greek State in the territoole®ttoman Empire including the

capital of Ottoman state. However first of all tbesintegration of the Turkish

17 bid, 21.

218 BOA, HAT, 45588..

29BOA, Cevdet Eyalet-i Miimtaz&€&(MT2) 806.
220 Riasanovsky, op. cit., 266.
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Empire should be rendered in Europe. The estabéshrmof Dacia State in the
Romanian principalities was a fine alternative thoe disintegration of the Turks in
Europe. Dacia was going to be ruled by one of heotiites, Potemkin. Unlike the
testament of Peter this project was quite real r@icg to Ragsdale Hugh and many
historians as wef”! Even Catherine discussed this project with JosBpbf
Austrians and they formed an alliance. She named deeond grandson as
Constantine and minted coins on his name and Bospaomd made him raised with
Greek tutors and nursé%.

In fact the religious bond had been used by thesRus since the beginning
of the century. Among the orthodox subject of OthonEmpire, Russia embarked on
a campaign over their immediate neighbor, Moldaiiece the time of Peter. The
Russians was expecting adherence from the peoptheoprincipality since they
were sharing the same religion with the Romanidn®ir approach was like a
liberator. Although the Russian had more imperiaippses and expansionist ideals
in this rapprochement to the Romanians they alsblérag been seen themselves as
the protector of the orthodox Christianity. The rihlRome idea became very popular
among the Russians by the fall of Constantinépl&@his idea is clearly seen in the

letter of Pilothouse of Pskov (a monk) to Vasilidf Russia in 1510

“... most pious tsar, that all the Christian empioeite with thine own. For two Romes have
fallen, bu the third stands, and a fourth theré mat be; for thy christian tsardom will not pass
to any other, according to mighty word of G&4”

From then on, the ideology of the third Rome, amdulating to be the
representative of Christianity was exploited in g@ditics of Russia. In this sense,
according to Jorga, the efforts of the tsar in Btaghwere not welcomed by the

people. Although Peter could not find any one othan Cantemir and a few rulers

221 Kurat, Turkiye Rusyaop. cit., 32.
222 pid., 82.

223 Runciman, op. cit., 324.

224 |pid., 324.

93



that would support him in the beginning in the daling decades the situation was
reverse. In the course of time Russian propagamaiadfa profound response in the
principality. During the war with the Russians (876774) there were people among
the Moldavians who were helping to their coreliggth as we have seen the
Russians. Although it is also possible that parthef help offered to the Russians
were reluctantly given because they were underemdr pressure. In using the
religion at the expense of the Turks, the emissaok tsar was carrying out a
systematic propaganda in Boghdan. These includéahding out pamphlets which
were describing the Russian tsar as the Jesust ©hmsholy figure as the savior of
the Christian$®® The employment of anti-Turkish elements in tieopaganda was
usually aiming at a wholesale mutiny against thetdPto “lift the Turkish yoke.”
However, according to George Jewsbury, this canmpaigessence was masked
under the call of religious unif?° To cite an example of Russian religious
propaganda, the author &emleketeyn Tarihirelates the story in the following
meaning: a foreteller who was backed by the Russpt forth a claim that in his

treatise

“Konstantiniyyeyi dier konstantin bina etdi ani giér sanayi edecek ise de Konstantin isminde
bir zat tecdit eyeleycekiir

The obscure sentence basically says us that Caoimstple and it is founded
Constantine, and a Constantine and will finallyoneate it.
After the long discussion among the people akeéarteaning of the sentence,
different views emerged out. Who was the Constantinthe prophesy of foreteller.
Finally the ideas converged on the point that is wapposed to be the Russian tsar

or at least a “man” of hirf,’ perhaps the grandson of Catherine L.

225 Memleketeynop.cit., 19b.
2% Jewsbury, op. cit., 7.
22T Ipid., 19.
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Although the challenges to the region by the Russiahe principality
continued to remain in the hands of the Ottomarmsvéver, Boghdan became one of
the first places that where the Ottoman declineesfaand its domestic affairs was
intervened. In the 8century, rising Russia since the time of PeterGhneat, who
had his only defeat in Boghdan by the Ottomansisnchreer, realized most of his
designs during the reign of Catherine. With theaetpof the big wars in the region
and the Russian intervention the Ottoman influewes seriously shaken in the

principality.
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CONCLUSION

In the course of this work an explanation was aiiexh of the position of the
Romanian principalities between the Russian Tsar@maeh the Ottoman Empire.
Moldavia was a buffer zone, not only between thieoi@ans and the Russians, but
also between the Austrians and the Poles as weh.i$ because it was located in the
immediate sphere of influence of the expansion®wgrs. Until the rise of the
Russians, the principality, which was already takeder Ottoman rule by Kanuni in
1538, was frequently disturbed by the raids of Boées. The Polish incursion and
attempts of intervention into the politics of thedghdan was not so much bothering
the Porte. However, with the rise of the Russi#ms,politics totally changed in the
region. The reason is that the Poles were compahatipeaceful and less
expansionist. However, with the rise of Russiahia early eighteenth century, we
see an extremely strong and expansionist empiresiRtad eliminated all the major
powers surrounding her country. After getting ridlee dangers from Sweden in the
north and Poland in the west, the Russians turhen &ttention into the Ottoman
Empire. In this way, the major target of the Russias to take the Moldavians on
her side. Contrary to the Polish challenges to Mwala the Russians were
advantageous because they had the same faithhgitdoldavians. Using religion as
a tool constituted the major Russian policy towdh#sprincipalities for more than a
century. In every occasion the Russians triedisgjrup trouble in the region. They
were pretending to be the protector of OrthodoxisTianity and were going to
Moldavia to free them from the “Turkish yoke.” Fllya the Russians managed to
obtain some rights from the Porte, and they wougldaa representatives on behalf of

their coreligionists with the Treaty of Kucuk Kamda in 1774.
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The Sublime Porte, in the beginning of the Russiaalenges to Moldavia,
by using its military power was becoming successFhis was the case in the Prut
campaign of Peter the Great in 1711. However, énctburse of time the Porte could
not endure against the rapidly developing Russi@tler response by the sublime
Porte to the challenges of Russia was to changdotime of government in the
principality. After the betrayal of Dmitri Cantemthe Ottomans decided to appoint
voivodes from the Phanar quarter of Istanbul. Theseodes were outsiders to the
Moldavians and were seen as the agents of therSditeat is why these voivodes
were not appreciated by their subjects. On therdthed the boyars, feeling their
power in danger, also opposed the policies of Ri@ngrinces. This caused
resentment between the voivodes and the boyars.r@hdt was that no one was
content with each other in the principality andrties began to seek collaborators
from outside. In this way, some of the voivodesval as boyars were trying to get
closer, particularly with the Russians, againstheather as well as to the Porte. In
the course of time the situation came to be thatpiople of Moldavia occasionally
were cooperating with the adversaries of the Parté the Porte was insistently
trying to protect them. Even with the challengeshef Russians, both religiously and
militarily to the Romanian principalities, the Ottans succeeded in keeping the

principality in their hands.
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APPENDIX A: Sulhnaméetween Mehmed Il and Stefan Cel Mare, prince
of Boghdan1479.




APPENDIX B: C. HR. 4876
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