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FROM THE ESTABLISHMENT OF 
ÜTTOMAN STATE TO THE PERIOD OF 

FETRET (INTERREGNUM) 

PROF. DR. FERiDUN EMECEN 
!STANBUL UNIVERSITY, FACULTY OF l.F.1TERS / TURKllY 

ı. THE WESTERN ANATOLlAN 

REGION AND THE RISE OF THE 

ÜTTOMAN PRINCIPALITY 

he rise of the Ottoman Empirc as a smaJl 
princlpa]ity at the no.ıthem edgc of Western 
Anatolia and its transformatian in to a world 

power on the stage of history cannot be followed from 
the contemporary sourccs that belong to this period. 
This si LUation docs notonly Icad to a chronologtcal trans­
lation, but at the same time lcaves the origin of such a 
dynasty in the uncertainty that had establishcd a world­
wide empire. The fact that the origlns of the Ottoman 
Empire were only writtcn a century after ils cstablish­
ment means that the information about its beginnings 
and cstablishrnent is problematic. The problem of 
Ottoman sources has been well known and discussed 
from the beginnlng of the twentieth century. Significant 
problemsineJude the first Ottomans not only in Ottoman 
chı·onics but also in the indirect information found in 
contcmporary Byz.antine sources. This situation during 
the first phase of Ottoman history, both the foundation 
of the principality and the dynasty, are rclated to the 
period of becoming a private govcmment and have led 
researchers who are engaged in thcse issues to offer the· 
oretJcal speculations rather than dfrectly focusing on 
the case. 

Howcver, there seems to be nothing far more than for 
the histarian bul comparing the recently dated carlier 
Ottoman chronicle with botlı Byzantine and thirtcenth 
century Seljuk sourccs that rcfer to the citations of offi­
cial documents that are earlier dated in the light of top­
ographical and material objects about the firsı phase 
and the origins of Ottoman history. It can be stated that 
the theorelical approaches relying on the stated facts 
may complete this fTame. The emergencc of first 
Ottomans to the histarical stage is based on a signifi­
cant social change thiıteenth century Anatolia. It is nec­
essary to place the Scljuks at the origin of this change, 
which had settJcd definitely to the Anatolla lancimass 
and founded political unions since 1 07l. 

Anatolia under Seljuk governmcnt almost prcsents 
a completed sense of Turkishness that can be counted 
as the basis of the Ottomans at the end of the thirteenth 
century. This appcarance and the sense of Turkishness 
not only came in to being asa result of local components 
that became Islamic but also as a result of Turk­
men/Oghuz immigration to Anatolia as statcd by the 
sources of the period.6 Absolutely, lt is undeniable that 
some parts oflocal components thal have various eth­
nic origins from Anatolia had worshipped the religious 
beliefs of the new conquerors and unified under the 
umbrella of Eastcm ChristfanHy. But this highlights the 
fact that it does not reach to a great in number, in con­

trast according to the results of 
the official ccnsus made by 
Ottomans in the fifteenth and 
sixtcenthcenturiescompared to 
westem Anatolia. 

This situalion especially 
originated with Gibbons, 1 F. 
Köpıi.ilü,2 P. Wlttek,3 and con­
tinued with H. 1nalcık4 regards 
general acceptatlons and rcsult­
ed in objections that were pre­
sen ted earlier in the 1980s, but 
in fact just enlivened the forgol­
ten information that became 
omamcnted with sociological­
anthropological theories.5 Zaviya of Shcikh Edebalı. Birecik 

There were more Orthodox 
Christian groups in the main 
geography of the Scljuks in 
Central and Eastern Anatolia.7 

lt is clear that the population 
obscrved from those notebooks 
di d not occur all of a sudden and 
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if there were a mass of Islaınic activity in some districts, 
theı·e would be not that amount of Christian groups with 
the same intensity like in Turkish reality. The migratian 
of the Oghuz tribes that caused serious changes in the 
social, econornic, religious and administrative stıucture 
of Anatolla have effected the endemic Seljuk govern­
ment system and administration. The Seljuks had trans­
feL·red those living in semi-nomadic groups to the dans 
of districts to end the threat of civil turmoil and argu­
ments, w hi ch would destroy their inner ord er. 8 The meet­
ing of the new groups that had arrived near district dans 
and those residents of the Byzantine components not 
only prepared a disputing atmosphere but also created 
a social interaction between them. It is possible to 
observe the effects of specialties that belong to district 
ouJture and to understand similar development in the 
sources of the Balkans in the Ottoman period. In this 
way, new political organizations were founded as sources 
of economic power derived from the loots by the rush­
es made towards Byzantine areas on the 
one hand exercising traditionallifestyles 
of their own and on the other hand by 
s haping their own religious motifs orna­
mented with spiritual ideals in the so 
called extremity area. This "extremity 
system" as perceived earlier in the mid­
dle and eastern Anatolia, which unified u nder 
Seljuk administration has achieved a new 
attack and force with Mongols that came 
on to the stage by tlıeir act of threaten­
ing Anatolia in the eighteenth century. 
This unexpected development effected 
deeply not only the near eastern his­
tory but aJso effected the European 
history, and even prepared a basis 
for the new establishments that lie 
to our century. After 1071, Turkish 
dans that aimed inner areas of 
Anatolia brought new migration 
groups with them, and at the second 
peıiod of the twelfth century, Seljuks 
were at the face of explosion with 

ment as a result of Ilklıanid pressure, Turkish clans 
which lost the mollntain plateaus started to crowd 
around west extremity po int of Anatolia. Alpine of north­
eastern part of Anatolia and the line, which lie from 
Kastamonu distıict to Antalya was filled up with Turkish 
clans. 10 These Turkish clans were not simple nomadic 
tribes. They were dominated under Khorezmshahs, 
Seljuks and by other Turkish principalities and were 
well aware of administrative and military structure. 
However, some of them aided in Babai revolution in 
1240s that isimportant in Anatolian history.1 1 

Among them there were dervishes, fathers and the 
shahs who played im portant roles in their religious and 
cuJturallives. Those provided the spiritual power and 
the Islamic approval as a matter of their own under­
standing. This spiritual structure which seems to be 
stıict, in reality ornamented with motifs that provide a 
smooth transition and presented harmoniOLLS charac­
teristics witlılocal facts atsome points. To teli that these 
groups move with restricted, book based Islamic 

thoughts who are devoted to jihad-ghaza principle 
does not even fit to the s tyle of Ottoman chron-

ics that are under the effect of the fifteenth 
and sixteenth century's sophisticated 
Sunnis that are expected to explain all 
these events from this perspective. It is 

explicit that sedenta.ry society from Middle 
and Eastern Anatolia such as city compo­

nents ahi gı·oups, trade organizations, artists 
and farmers had moved to the extremity area 
which is highly colorful. In this way the politi-

caJ adrninistı-ative structure was established in 
a very shoı·t time, the basic footsteps in eco­

nomic activities begun which would sup­
port the structure and provide produc­
tion. It is not a real approach to name 
all of these asa result of a certain con-

sciousness and a systematic poHtical 
development. It is rather an estab­
lishment that had been centered 
around the political structure. In 
just the same way when Turkish 

the rise of the Khorezmshah, a new 
TLLrkish migı-ation took placc. 

principalities at the extremity point 
had appeared in the 1300s, they "Deli" 
had not owned suchaready point 

but they had acbieved all required sub-stı·uctures in light 
of the past structures and with becoming a political 
organization. The tribal understanding of these groups, 
sociological soJutions of govemment organizations 
which were brought by blood connections are all prod­
ucts.12 of the efforts of systematization by today's 
researche.rs and is far away from the maturity to put tl1e 
period' s historical conditions. From this way, it was not 
preferred to handie the establishment of Turkish prln­
cipalities and the Ottoman principality by theoretical 
suggestions but witlı the basis of the case. 

It was the greatest migration wave, may be greateı· 
than ever with Mongol domlnation over Iran and 
Azerbaijan at the twenties of the thlrteenth century. This 
situation not only concemed Anatolia but also the north­
ern steps of Black Sea that is related to the beginning 
of tlıe development in the fumre with the n orthem parts 
of the Balkans, as well.9 By this, the connection and tlıe 
bonds especiaUy between Anatolia and the Nortlıern 
Black Sea was tightened at the thlrteenth century. 
Byzantine's act of bringing some Turkish dans from the 
northern areas to Balkans and the act of putting thenı 
in thelr services by passing Lhenı to western Anatolia 
against politjcal foundations at the extremily point cre­
ated a new conflict and played an Jmportant role in the 
development of political organizations or ı-ather helped 
an easy spread. During the dispersion of Seljuk govern-

If we turn to the histarical development, the per­
spective at the and of the thjrteenth century is as such: 
Turkish principalities that had recognized the İlhanlı 
sovereignty as opposed to Seljuks which had struck in 
Central Anatolla had begun an intensive effort in the 
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• Western Anatolia w ith taking the advantage of the polit­
ical erisis in Byzantinc that had lost the central author­
ity. I n time, especially Karamanoğulları, whlch had pos­
scsscd the capital of the former Seljuk had achieved a 
higher status at the district that was private and would 
become a semi-private govcrnment Jater. Those had put 
ı heir argument of becoming the varicosity of Seljuk's 
and their politics as opposcd to other Turkish princi­
paJities. Germiyanoğullan, which has been established 
with relation to the western principalitics of Kütahya 
and Candarogullari that was oıiginated in Kastamonu­
Sinop center prescntcd themsclves as powerful princi­
paJitics. Karesi, Aydin, Saruhan, Menteşe principalitics 
fonncrly open to the sea had changed the formel "ghcıza" 
ideology and idealizedas pıincipalities that were super­
vised by forcing powers. Especially Germiyan and 
Çandaroğulları had activatcd their warrior lead-
ers at the line scgments, which werc close to 
Byzantine capital restrictions. These were 
probably semi-dependent, in most times 
moving on their own, somellmes un i te with 
other principalities which wcrc like them 
and could prepare un.ified altacks towards 
the Byzantine feudal prlnclpa li ties. lt has 
becn suessed on the fact that these estab­
lishments were intensely pcrceived at 
the areas that li e from Bolu to EskişelUr 
scct and also at the Sakarya po int and 
cven Umudu, 13 Ottoman and Karesi 
principalities were believed to origi­
nate from these companies. On the 

family who have given their name to the government, 
and even the first phases of the Ottoman history and the 
political events. It seems quite hard to reach the histari­
cal reality from the present sources. Many reseaı·chers 
tried to re-interpret the Ottoman chronics. Except Osman 
Bey as a histaricil character, whose name had been cited 
in the Byzantine sources, his ancestors, his position, the 
issue of organization of the principality and the oldest 
Olloman sources which had been script a century la ter 
and the following Oltoman history in the ıniddle of fif­
teenth century was evaluated duıing the era of Falih 
Sultan Mehmet and Bayezici Il. ln Lbese sources the sto­
ries of Ottoman family and thcir arrival to Anatolia are 
not convincing to many researchcrs. Howcver, it has been 
argued that reliable information would be achieved \vith 

the comparison of rumors. Ottoman histoncal tradi-
tions ı-elatcs the ancestors of Osman Bey who 

had founded the Ottoman principality as a 
result of the appearance of Mongols that cam e 
in mass Turkish groups to Anatolia duı-ing 

J 220s. While so me Ottoman sources state that 
the starting po int of Ottomans is Mahan, some 
others indicate Ahlat. Especially Ahlat is the 

!and where Celaleddin Khorezmshah had been 
defeated by the Anatolian Seljuk Sultan 

AJaeddin Keykubad the first in 1230. This 
area had been stagcd as a house both to 
Turkish groups that come from Khoresm 
area and earlier Turkish groups. 
Anccstors of Otromans had mO\red fTom 
Ahlat to Erzurum, Er.ıincan sides upon 

other hand, at the front of Westem 
Anatolia, Eretna, Kadı Burhanettin, 

Mongols move towards AnatoHa and after 
Osman Gaıi residing theı-efor a certain time, they had 

descended to Haleb with the idea of returning back to 
the ir country, aftcr that they had to movc to Pasin plateau 
and when they were there some part of the family was 
scparated and the othcrs who remalned had ınoved to 
Sogüt by using Ankara-Karacadağ line undeı: Ertuğrul 
Bey's lcadership. This geographica] route which was 
dcmonstrated in the Ottoman sources, present great sim­
ilaıities with rheevcntofK.haresm groups that were trans­
ferred by Ibn Bibi, and took refugee in Seljuks and on 
the )and where they were shown to settle down. But there 
are no other evidences to relate this with the ancestors 
of Ottoınans. However, Süleyman Shah is the first per­
son who was expressed in the ottoman sources in this 
adventure but it is observed that his story was la ter added 
to the chronics. 15 

F..şrcfoğuliarı, Larlik principals, Hamidoğuilan at the 
south, at the north, Çcpni principals inside the Trabzon 
Grcck government (Tacetlinoğulları, Hacı Emiroğullan) 

were placed. But ·a small principality was rising slowly 
wıtlı taking the advantagc of political conditions and 
the geopolitical situation that is close to Byzantine dis­
tı·ict, which is struck at the arca between Germiyan and 
Çandaroğulları. This arca not only provided a connec­
lion with inner parts of Anatolia but also in the orthem 
Black Sea's sparsely vegetated plains and even with the 
Balkans. Tuı·kish leaders on this la nd who were related 
to tzzeddin Keykavus were dependenl upon these crowd­
ed Turkish prirıcipalities. Keykavus' act of taking refuge 
bchind Byzanline in 1260s and his transformation to 
Crimea has led the Turkish group which were related 
to him enable them to mecl around the land. 14 The 
r·egion which the Ottoman principalily come into view 
was very dynamic and served asa stage tomany events, 
and p.eople who were there had experienced from this 
atmosphere. Even the Byzanline society had enabled an 
environment to communicatc wilh the local groups. 

2. fiRST Ü ITOMANS AND 

Ü SMAN BEY 

It is hard to reach the reliable information about the 
founders of Ottomarı principality and the name of the 

While Aşık Paşazade, Anonymous Tevarih-i Al-i 
Ottomans, Oruç Bey history placcs the stoıy of Süleyman 
Shah to the from, AJ1medi which is the oı;ginal sourcc 
of Ottomans essentially recognizes Sultan AJaddin and 
Gündüz Alp but does not illustrate thelr origins. Enveri, 
scnds a person called Sah Mclik from Urfa who is one 
of the ancestors of the dynasty and brings him to 
Sultanonu. Şükrullah defends that Ottomans with Seljuk 
family is in Anatolia and they should be placed in 
Karacadag. Karamani Mehmet Pc.ısha by taking Ahlat 
asa basis tells about Kayık Alp who is the Jeader of theın 
and defends that they carne to Ankara-Karacadağ. If we 
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leave Süleyman Shah to one side, the sotu·ces unite on 
individuals such as Gök Alp, Gündüz AJp, Ertuğrul, 
Sungur Tekjn, Gündoğdu, Sariyati and Osman Bey. ı 6 

The result evaluated fr·om these with the signals of mate­
rial sources is the dynasty of Gündüz Alp-Ertuğrul and 
Osman Bey. Anything apart from this is unrealistic at 
this poinl. These three f-aces which unite each other at 
the same time symbolizes three famüies and lasts the 
family to 1220s derived from the origins of Ottomans. 
The familylinesin the chronics are highly unreliable 
except from this. 

Information about the Ottoman sources seem to be 
gathered about Osman Bey. His ı-elation between hi.s 
father Ertuğrul and his siblings, his achievenıent of the 
leader of ghaza and his connection witlı Şeikh Edebali 
is told with an epic style. Wrule these were made, vari­
ous legends were irıvolved and government organiza­
tion is ideolized. But the only contemporary work that 
gives Osman Bey's name is a Byzantine chronic. Except 

as a part of former system in the census records at the 
earlier Turkish settlement over the land. Turkish clans 
were often recorded by the names of the govemors jn 
the notebooks. It can be stated that this tax aimed frag­
mentation originated from the lüstoıica l structure at 
some places. For example concepts such as divan, 
squadron, tir which are met frequeııtly in the books are 
the ı-eflections of mili tary organizations and they do not 
syrnboJize any meaning in the notebooks that belongs 
to Bolu, Central Anatolia, Eastern Black Sea and Muğla 
regions during they were v.rritten. 

lt can be understood thal Osman Bey was priori­
tized in those groups whiclı were made up of warrior 
squadrons from Pachymeres' naming. This s ituation is 
directly related with Osın:an Bey' s empowerment in his 
owıı dan, his growing reputalion asa result of his chal­
lenge with Byzantine and also related with his estab­
lishrrıent process of a principality. At the time of his 
leadersrup, there were significant changes both in the 

system artd structure of the association 
and in time basic hierarchical compo­
nents were founded ln order to correct 
the complex structure of the extremity 
point with the existence of political 
dominance. 

his naıne, there are no information, as 
well. This source directly illustrates the 
fact that Osman Bey is a historical indi­
vidual. The information about rus 
father's name as Ertuğrul depends on 
the coins that belongs to Osman Bey. ı 7 

Also, on another coin which belongs to 
Osnıan Bey again not only his name is 
script but also his father's name 
Ertuğrul and his grandfather's name 
Gündüz Alp. Infact, all suspicions about 
not only the last money but the first are 
not completely transient. 18 Ottoman 
sources ally on the fact that Osman Bey 
as a histoıical ch araeter who belongs to 
Kay ı dan. Agairı sorne of the researchers 
present a shared thought about s uch a 
connection as totally made up. 19 
However, Kayı tradition had been offi­
cially accepted by the Ottoman dynasty 
in the fifteenth century on the other 

Sultan Osman 1 and Sheikh Edcbali, 
(Şehnam~i Ali-i Osman Arifı), (ı 558) 

Political developments in Seljuk 
Anatolia and Byzantine Anatolia play 
an inıportant role the second period of 
the twelf-ı:h century on the appearance 
of Ottoman principality like other 
Turkish pl"incipalities. Activities of 
Ottonıans ranking from Eskişehir to 
Bursa sect and in the area that is situ­
atedin the north is often associated w ith 
Lhe unified military acl. Alaeddin, the 
Sultan of Seljuk and Eıtuğrul or Osman 
over the land in the Ottoman sources. 
There are no certain signals in these 
contemporary sources that can be com­
pared Erom histerical perspective. But 

hancl, the information at the census notebooks that 
belongs to the fifteenth and sixteenth centuries shows 
the explicit marks of Kayıs on the nucleus geography of 
Ottomans. On this !and, there are Çepni, Bayat, Eymir 
and Kayıs and names of these have reached to the pres­
ent dates as village names. Also Seljuk sources such as 
Ibn Bibi and Aksarayi often refers to extreınity Turkish 
people on this geography. On the other side, jt is not 
engaging to present that Ottomans origi nated from Kayı 
dan. If those sources had carried the effort of preserib­
ing a dan they would prefer more popular and active 
cia us instead of Kayıs. From this perspective, it is that 
Kayı reputation had been originated from a histarical 
reality bu t tts su periori ty in fo unding a principal i ty daim 
had been later put forward. 20 Whatever the case the 
fi rst organization of Osman Bey is a retleetion of Turkish 
dan system. In this way, it has been observed that dans, 
wh.ich are se"parated to partsformed warrior groups that 
are called "squadrons" and each squadron ·was called 
by the leader of the squadron. This fact has been placed 

Ottoman sources had initiated carefu.lly to place these 
rumors to political area with confusion about the 
Ottoman activities. For example the conquest of 
I<aı-acahisar, which is perceived as the basis of connec­
tion betı.ı.reen the appearance of the government and the 
Sultan of Seljuk, was the turning point in the Ottoman 
history. But the Seljuk sources of the period were total­
ly mute about this issue. From tl1is aspect to turn back 
to Seljuk and Byzantine sources about the thirteenth 
century Anatolia is essential to understand the political 
atmosphere and the franıe wbich would also give way 
to Ottonıan organization. 

3. THE PoLITICAL ENVIR ONMENT 

IN ANATOLlA AND THE ÜTIOMAN 

PRINCIPALITY 

The Anatolian Seljuk govermnent act of vesayet had 
brought changes in political and social structure at the 
second period of the thirteenth century especially after 
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ıhc Köseda~ war in 1243. Mongol power u nder Baycu 
Noyan had pressured Konya in ı 256. Upon the heavy 
defeat of the army Keykavus the second had taken refuge 
in İznik Empire. After Baycu's arrival, he camc to Konya 
with Deni7Ji Turkish which he had rcceived great sup­
port (1257). After this he divided the cotmtry into two 
and shared with his brothcr, Kılıçarslan. This situation 
has prepared a basis for new developments In terms of 
the extremity point at the wcst. When Keykavus involved 
in an argument with his brotJıcı·, the struggle began. AH 
Babadır who had gathered Turkish soldiers from 
Sivrihisar sect went along Konya but was dcfeated and 
took refuge in extremHy Turks. Keykavus escaped and 
came to ls tanbul and was scnt to Crimca in 1278. When 
Keykavus was in istanbul, Ali Bahadır went ncar him 
and the Turks who were connected to him met at the 
rcstrict of Byzantinc. In fact when Ali Bahadır's 
conspiracy plan was observcd, he was assas­
sinatcd. So me part of Turks who had come 
aı·ound İznik had seuled at the rcstrict 
sect and some part were left to 
Rumelia.21 

Mongol's pressure was met with 
rcaction among the Seljuk Sultans and 
Turks who are under their domination. 
Mongols cnthroned Sultan Mesud in 

the developments in the Anatelian sect of Byzantinc. 
His interpretation hclps to cnliven the origin of Ottoman 
gcography. Since 1250, PaOagonia, Kastamonu moun­
tains were fillcd up with Turkish clans. The rcaction 
against Emperor Michael VIII's efforts of forming mili­
taty powers had looscns the dcfense chai ns in the rcstrict 
points. Defensc sect collapses and the exlra tax require­
ments enablcd Paflagonians to providc a logistlc sup­
port for Turks and lcads them to turn back to Turks. 
Dcsplte Michael' s acl of inercasing the taxes in 1281 and 
1282, it docs not work.23 Upon Turks intense aclivities, 
Michael' s son Andromichos could pass to Bursa in 1290. 
If the defuse order of Bursa, iznik, Ulubat are pcrceived 
this activity is left effcctless espccially when the Sakarya 
defense chain collapscd. Thcsc narration show that 
Osman Bey had been advantageous from this environ­

ment. 

Detailed information about Bitinya, a 
point to which the Ottoınans wcre aimed 

at and Pachymeres' news about 
Çobano~arı that lastcd in 1307 were 
often associatcd with Osman Bey's 
union with them. Moving from 
Pachymeres, il has been stressed that 
often the assassination of Çobanoğlu 

Muzaffcriddin Yevlak Arslan (129 1-1292) 
his son Mahmud left the raiding attacks J 284. Karaman and Eşrcfo~ulları forces, 

which are opposed to lhem took Konya and 
cnthroncd Keykavus' two sons. But oppos-
ing to this, Ilkhanid Argun Han's son 
Kcyhatu came to Anatolla with a grcat 

Akcha of Osman Gazi, ( 1 324), 
(Y.Kredi collection) 

to his brother Ali and latcr he cooperated 
with Byzantinc and lcft his place to 
Osman. Even if there were no records 
found in Pachymcres about the bonds 

foı·ce. He went in Konya even Sultan Mesud 
was with him. Extremity Turks had to com­
ply with Sultan Mcsud with Germiyans 
in 1288. At this time Germiyans and the 
extremity Turks wcre dissolved and Lhey 
were Ieft to west rcstricts. Rcstrict prin­
cipalities which wcrc connected to 
Gcrmiyans took the control of the area. 
Aydin, Saruhan, Karesi were founded and 
Memeşe had foımcd an important princi­
pality below the land. At the Northwestem 
Anatolia, raiding principals bad reinforced thcir 
activities to Kastamonu principals. Bctween 1291 and 
1292 Keyhatu organizedan act towards extremity Turks. 
In 1298 Bayincar who was the new commandant of 
Mongols had enthroned Alaeddin Keykubad the lll. 
Other M on gol commandan ı Sülemiş had rebclled (1299). 
Upon this rebellion, ilkhan id 's control over the extrenı­
fty point lost its cffect. SOiemiş' rebellion bothered 
Ilkhanid vcry much. 22 Betwccn 1299 and 130 1 Osman 
Bey and other extrcmity principals had organized frc­
quent raidlng attacks on Byzantlne restricts. All these 
developments appcar to be handled at the basis of 
Ottomans in the Ottoman histoıy. 

On the other sidc contemporary Byzantine sources 
enable detailed information about the activities observed 
at the eastcrn principality of Byzantine. Thesc informa­
tion also relate wHh the nucleus geography of Ottomans 
Pachymcron who was the obscrver of Lhe period details 

betwcen Ali and Osman, it has been inter­
preted that these lnfomıatlon were derived 

from Ali at the time when he was in serv­
ice of Osman Bey in Kastamonu and 
aftcr Ali his act of possessing the lead­
ership and cnrolled in a hard ghaza 
activity with Turks coming from 
Paflagonia. 24 l n reality, Pachyıneres 

used an expressfon which comparcs the 
activities of Ali and Osman and the first 

time he uscs Osman's name is at the Bafeus 
war who defeaıcd a Byzantine force. He wrilcs 

Osman' s name as "Atman".25 Some rescarchers claimed 
that more than a name, this could be areputation and 
cvcn argued that he was one of the Icaders of a group 
who ca me to Altınordu sect in Bitinyaasa resuJt of some 
connicts and his name depends on the reputation of 
"Ataman" and thereforc suggested that he was one of 
the "Atamans" of the Bitinya.'26 

Except all thesc assumptions, the concrete in fonna­
tion which ts dependant ro the contemporary sources, 
namely Pychimeres' dcfeat of ByzanUnc army in a place 
called Bafeus in 1301 or 1302. By this way, Osman Bey 
appeared as a military leader and a historical charac­
ter. Ala time when Byzantine hardly found soldiers to 
attack Turks, in the beginning of l 302, they had in tend­
ed to useAlan groups thatescaped beforeMongols down­
wards Danube, and reachcd lo a number of 15,000 witb 
thcir families. In 1302 Spring, in Manisa, Alans wcre 
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involved in a resistance towards Turks with the emper­
or's son Michael IX. A(ter July 1302, Alans were put in 
charge in order to help the defense at the Sakarya R.iver, 
and at this point, they were defeated by the Turks. 
Probably with one of those that Osman Bey was involved 
with Commandant "Nichomdia" who belonged to the 
Mouzolon family, and was defeated by Osman Bey's 
forces, and had to turn back in 27lh of July at Bafeus. 
Follower Alans helped the aı:my to turn back to 
Nichomecüa castle. Forces under Osrnan's demination 
had altered İzmit, İznik, Bursa and other villages with 
castles and exhausted all the connections. In -the first 
raidirıg attacks, Turks were not settled on this land, the 
lands on these villages were emptied, the escapists either 
moved to the empty castles or to İstanbul. The informa­
tion in the .Byzantine clıronics take attention in terms 
of Osman Bey' s power. In reality, not all of the civil cit­
izens in Bitinya land escaped with Osman Bey's attacks 
towards İznik and Bursa in the beginning of 1310s.lt 
can be said that the civilians of the !and' s ethnical, reli­
gious and social structure were effective in the forma­
tion of new principality basis. When Iate Ottoman and 
early Byzantine sources are evaluated, lt can be under­
stood that Bitinya area was not totally left. The reflec­
tions of the Ottoman records in the fifteenth century 

constant blockade. During this time he took some of the 
castles that are nıentioned in the Oltoman sources. 
Except from İznik blockade, up to 1307, there is no infor­
mation about Osman Bey' s activities dependant upon 
Byzantine sources. During this time Byzantine gave i ts 
weight to Westem Anatolia. Byzantine tried to avoid 
Turkish activities with Catalan soldiers who were hired 
by nıoney. Although in Lhe beginning Lhey succeeded in 
preventing Turkish attacks, later they could not put up 
with Byzantine and left the land (1304). After their leave, 
Osman Bey slraigbtened the press u re on İznik and Bursa. 

Enıperor in spring 1305 had made a similar pro­
posal to İlhanlı Olcayto just like he ınade to Ghaza .Khan 
to give his illegitimate daughter as a wife and his will 
to form an alliance opposed to Turks. He had received 
a word from İlhanlı that enough number of soldiers 
would be given and he sen t his sister Maria to İznik, 
and tried to support and refresh the ı:-esistance of the 
citizens tm>Jards Osman Bey. But the news anived from 
Mongols had resulted with the ı:-einforcement of Osman 
Bey's activities. In 1307 he put an end to İznik-İzmit 
connection by taking Trikokkia castle. Pychimeres tells 
that at the end of this year, Mo n gol army came to Bitinya 
and took many places.32 It is not obvious that 
Pychimeres' information about this issue is reliable or 

just his wish. Even if this was 
true, it can be said that Osman 
Bey took the !and very quickly. 
Byzantine who were busy in 
Europe were not concerned 
with Osman Bey until the local 
war in 1321 happened. 

illustrate that there was a total 
chaos from Karesi to Menteşe 
and related to this, Christian 
Orthodox in Bursa area ex.isted 
with various names and repu­
tations of villagers with ethnic 
origins and soıne of them w ith 
Turkish names. 27 It is observed 
thal warrior Alans took the side 
of Ottomans. By this way, these 
warrior groups on whom 
Osman Bey counted on, had 
played an ınıportant role in the 
formation of his political iden­

Emir Sultan, Bursa. ( 1 838) 

In fact, until 1326, to the 
time of Bursa' s conquest, there 
are no contemporary informa­
tion about Osman Bey and his 
son, Orhan Bey's activities. As 
observed from Ottoman sources, 
Osman Bey achieved the control 

ti.ty. It is also strange that Pychymeres recorded Osman 
Bey's act of taking support fTom Meander Turks.28 

Geographical distance shadows the reliability of this 
information. However, the se ttiement area of Kayı dan 
provides some clues about such a communication.29 All 
these are the symbols of Osman Bey' s achievement as a 
great chaı·acter among the Turkish principality world 
after the Bafeus war. 30 

Afler Bafeus war, it was generally accepted that the 
Ottornan principality had become a political organiza­
tion. Instead of being involved in a struggle with 
Byzantine feudal ptincipals, Osman Bey straightened 
his posHion over the ]and with getting well with others. 
There are no records about Osman Bey' s relation witlı 
principals of the ]and in Byzantine sources. Ottoman 
sources give greatlength to the epic stories about this 
issue. The result derived from these is that a small cas­
tle was put under the domination of Ottomans in the 
land betweeri Eskişehir, Bursa and hnik. However, after 
Bafeus Osman Bey took Melangeia and made it a move­
ment base.31 By threatening İznik, he kept the land in 

of a great !and Erom Sakarya to Boğaz and on the north 
to the beaches of Black Sea. Yabşi Fakih Menakibname 
which is addı·essed as the most im portant source of the 
origin of hjstory, written by Aşıkpaşazade gives detailed 
information about Osman Bey's activities on the !and. 

· According to Lhis, after Osman bey conquered Yen.işehir, 
he moves towards inegöL He conquers Kulaca which is 
a smail castle. After that he begins to raiding attacks 
towa.rds Mudurnu at the east l?art of Sakarya. After he 
approaches to the areas near İzmit. 

He conquers Bilecik and inegöL In order to stop 
Osman Bey' s raiden attacks, fo ur neighbor cities, Atrenos, 
Kestel, Kite and Bednos rebels allied. This mobilization 
ends with Dinboz enmity. According to Yahşi Fakih, even 
Ottomans moved to conquer Bw·sa and after being defeat­
ed, the followed blockage politics. Even Pychimeres men­
tions that the city was gi.ven asa tribute for Turks for a 
year. Dw·ing this time, Turks took castles such as Lefke, 
Meceke, Geyve, Karacepis and Kara tekin. After this, İznjk 
blockade begins.33 There is no other canfirmation about 
the details of this information and Byzantine sources 
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deal with the governors who were put in charge to fight 
wilh Turks on the land. For example, Mouzolon, the 
defeat of Bafeus, who was sent to Kite in 1303 and was 
defcated by 5000 Turks, Macrenos who settled in Ulubad 
in 1305, Marules who activated at Aehyraous between 
1303 and 1306, Kassianos, who was the commandan ı of 
the district forces in Kocaeli peninsula in 1306, and 
Michael Atzimes who was sent to eastern provinccs 
beıween 1311 and J 3J 5. As opposed to this, Yahşi Fakih 
recognizes the people with more differcnt names. 

In this manner, cities such as Bursa, İznik, İzmit 
were left behind Ilke islands. Osman Bey' s deaılı at 1324 
followed his son's conqucst of Bursa two years later, 
and ıhe organizalion process of ottoman principality 
was completed. Ott.oman prlncipality over the land had 
stcpped strongly in the way of determining political sta­
bility. The local war, which lasted seven years roughed 
up Byzantine very nıuch and Osman Bey's son Orhan 
bey by whom he was placed took Bursa in 6 Apı-il 1326. 

tury that had basic spccialties. Like otlıcrs, they had to 
follow the activities of İlhanlı in some periods careful­
ly. In the middle of J 320s, a conOict caused by Timurtaş, 
deprived ilhanlı existcnce significantly. Timurtaş' escape 
to Egypt next year who pressUt·ed the extremity princl­
pals in 1326 was a rclieving act also for the Ottomans 
Ilke other pı;ncipals.35 Except for the social conditions 
and the characteristics of the dependant citizen (taba), 
ceıtain roles were veıy cffective in coııstituting a terkip 
in the foundation of Ottoman principaHty on its own 
geography and its sltuation by being neighbor with 
Byzantine. 

Scmi-nomadic life scyle that occurrcd from i ts MjddJe 
Asian Turkish lraditions, Ilke the need for new areas for 
some parıs which were settled at a land for a long time, 
religious socicty who deeply cffected the spiritual struc­
ture wcre somc of thesc effective factors.36 Actually, the 
situation of the Turkish principalities that appeared at 
the cnd of the thiıteenth century at Westem Anatolla were 

not very different from each other in 
tenns of these condltions. 

AJthough they were differcnt polit­
ical organizations, they were the repre­
sentatlves of the same world in temıs 
of the understanding, sub-cultural sıruc­
turc and from humallistic perspective, 
they symbolized a unified, spiritual cxis­
tence. 

It can be said that, from the peri­
od thal Orhan Bey became a lcader of 
the po! i tical organization to this con­
quesı of Bursa, their first rclations 
were observed wilh Çobanogulları, 
Umuı· principalily at Bolu area, 
Germiyanoğullan and Karesi princi­
palitics. 

A year later in may this area also col­
lapsed with the deprivation of the cas­
lle walls as a result of the earthquake. 
This situaı i on only meanı the end of 
sovereignty, which was limited with 
citics in Bitinya. Aftcr Bursa was takcn, 
İznik's blackade was reinforced as 
being the most im portant center at the 
area. Andronikos ITl. Moved with his 
armies paralle i to İzmit gulf afteı· İzmit 
and İznik became main targets and 
came to the placc called Pelek.anon. 
Orhan Bey was waiting him at the 
plateau with 8,000 warriors. The dis­
putc startedat 10 Junc 1329, Byzanlinc 
army lost many soldiers and the em per­
or was injured from his knee. Turks 
attacked ıo Filocrene oncc more with 
forces and the emperor sailcd to İstan­
bul difficultly at 11 111 of June.34 This 
was the first challengc of Eastcrn Romc 
Emperor vs. Orhan Bey who was 

Sulıan Orhan watching the execution 
of the Byuntinian Prince. (Şahname-i Ali-i 

Osman. Arifi. 1558) 

ll can be understood that after 
Bursa was taken by Orhan Bey, a new 
political understanding occurred 

towards other close Turkish pıincipaJities over the land. 
The way to rcach to Marmara Sea and GaUipoli pcnin­
sula was challcnged. 

observed asa simplc Turkish principal. This slruggle 
had led the opcning of İzrnit-İ.wik gates and cnabled a 
high reputation both to Orhan Bey and his relatives. tn 
2 March 1331, after İznik was taken, the empcror accept­
ed the siluation and agreed lo pay tribute for so me citics 
in Bitinya scct. After that in 1337, İzmit was taken and 
all parts of Kocaeli were dominated. Jn this way, the 
Ottoman Principalıty was recognized as a well-known 
poliıical organization. 

4· Ü TTOMANS IN THE WORLD OF 

ANATOLIAN P RINCTPALITIES 

In the first years, Ottomans as appeared asa prin­
cipality by their struggle wilh Byzaııtines and had adi(­
(ercnt im portance and status among other Turkish prin­
cipalities of the land. Ottomans were part of the Turkish 
principality world, actually werc closely effectcd by the 
lliıanlı existence in the first period of the sixteenth cen-

When Otlomans wcre at the Byzantine restricts, 
some otherTurkish pıincipalities remained at inncrparts 
and beach principaJities started "ghaza" activities near­
by the sea. Especially, Saruhan,Aydln, Menteşe and 
Karesi principalities made raiden attacks to the sea and 
the islands and they addressed ıhese attacks as "ghaza" 
fornı.ulations in this (rame that aimed a sacred act in the 
conlcmporary sourccs, the prlnciples werc referred as 
"ghazi" title which con·csponds to the name givcn to gen­
erals for outstanding cxploHs. 37 In the beginnjng, 
Ottomans intcrpı·eted this ideology formerly recognized 
assimpleand exercised this according to theirown under­
stand ing, it was out of high lslamic understanding.38 

Alımedi who was the prior Ottoman histoıy writer, redc­
fined this formulation in terms of high lslamic forms.39 
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This understanding stili does not illustrate a harsh and 
enduring war, in more gentle style address to Ottoman 
admlnistrat.ion, showed itself with an application called 
evaluation. ln the first years of Ottomans, it can be seen 
that except for the relations between Kastamonu and 
Germiyan pıincipals, the first connection was with Karesi 
prindpallly. According to the information derived from 
the sources, Ottomans appeaı·ed in order to protect soci­
ety from the forces and pressures of Germiyanoğullan. 
lt can also be stated that 1330s, during the struggle with 
Byzantine, Orhan Bey's reputation was effective for 
neighbor principalitics to gain sub-stnı.ctures. At the 
same !and, Karesioğulları and Ottomans rose as rivals. 
Karesi-Ottoman rlvalıy unifıed themina slrange way. 
Sources posit that Ottomans benefited from the strug­
gle occurred between the dynasty members and the cit­
ızcns of Karesi on the geography that reaches to Agean 
Sea which was centered at Ballkeslı·, Bergama with the 
separation of Karesi principaJity into two as a 
result of the death of lls principal. The con­
crete fact is that karesi city was complete­
ly dominated u nder Ottoman govemment 
between 1345-1346.40 It is explicit that 
afterİzmit was taken in 1337, Karesi city 
gained an importance for Ottomans and 
this city enabled a free activity in pass­
Ing Ruınelia. Ottomans also benefited 
from the sailing experience of Karesi 
u mera. Un til the annexation of Karesi and 
the passage to Rumelia, the ı·elations of 

Orhan's society was composed of "bad people".43 This 
last expression occurred for the fact that Orhan Bey's 
society was composed of the mutecanis groups. Also it 
should be taken into account that this was an opposite 
propaganda. There is no information about Orhan Bey' s 
relation with Aydın and Saı-uhan navy principalities in 
the Ottoman sourccs. In facı, the situation that Byzantine 
was in, and the all i es seem to ereale closeness between 
these three principallues more than politics. 

In 1329, Andronicos allied with Saruhan and 
Aydıno~uUarı towards Orhan Bey who threatened İznik 
and İzmit. But il was not the Ottoınans who caused an 
alliance between two princ ipalities. The aims and objec­
tives of thesc allı es of Byzantine were different. In this 
way, Aydin and Saruhan forces organized a military expe­
dition to Gallipoli in 1331 and the next year, they plun­
dered Eğriboz and Semadirek. At this time, as mentioned 
above, Ollomans took İznik. After the death of 

Andronicos lll, Kantakuzenos tried to capture 
the domination by defending thal he was 

inheritor of Andronicos, therefore should 
be cnthroned. H is primary allies were 
Aydın, Saruhan and Ottoman pıincipali­
ties. The conflict betwecn Queen Anna 
and Kantakuzenos take auention with 
the trip! e alliance thatorganizedan activ­
ity towards T.rükya (Thrace) (Thrace) in 
1346.44 Orhan was ınarried to Theodora 

who was the daughter of Kantakuz:cnos. 

Ottomans w ith neighbor Turkish principal- ' Akcha of Orhan Gaıi, Bursa, 

ities were ona certa in conforınity basis. The {Y.Kredi Collection) 

When Saruhanlı and Aydın forces, which was 
composed of 6,000 people were nyarby 
Queen Anna, they changed side and 
remained nearby Kantak:uzenos who was 

cffect of İlhanlı who cared about the status in 
Anatolia should be ad d ed to this. In an İlbanlı 
taxlisl, bctwcen 1349 and 1350, the names 
of the principals of Ottomans, 
Candaroğulları, AydınoğuiJan, Ham id and 
Denizli were mcnlioned, Karesi, Saruhan 
and Mentcşe were not mentioned.41 It can 
be observed from the list that Karesi was 
undcr the O ıtoman domination. Tn fact, the 
list is im portant in ıerms of UhanL effect on 
several principalilies. In the beginning of 1330s, 
w hile Ibn Battuta was giving information about his 
visits to Anatelian principalitics, he caUs Orhan Bey as 
the august of Turkish principals and tells that he had a 
strong and dynamic military force.42 He does not teli 
anything about his relations with other principalities. In 
fa ct, he did not experience any difficulty while passing 
from one pı·incipality to another. This fact shows that 
polltical division Js not that much important in the 
Western Anatolia's wide Turkish basis. After that Haydar 
who was an oral commentatar of Omeri's, told that 
Karamans and Ottomans gained their reputation by 
"challenging with the non-Muslims", another commen­
tator, Balaban from Genoa, told that Orhan Bey livcd 
hanııonious and peaceful with his neighbors. Among the 
principalilies, GcrmJyanoğullan had a noble status. 

their former ally. 

In this way, it was a time for Ottomans 
to begin to their Rumelia adventw·e. 
Ollomans appcarcd to be a large princi­
pa)Hy. Since 1330s, Ottomans on the one 
h and, moved to the South Anatelian and 
West Anatolian sides which were Bursa­
izni k centered and to the Kastamonu area 

and via Bolu route, to the part which 
reached to Ankara. Ottoman aim towards the 

M id die Anatolia, was the most im portant sig­
nal with rcaching Ankara in the eastem part in a 

very early date (1354),45 at the time of Orhan Bey. 

5. NEW ÜTTOMAN 

TERRITORIES AND ÜITOMANS' 

PASSAGE TO THE EuROPEAN SrDE 

The passage to the Rumelia si de constitutes the tum­
ing point of the Ottoman history. In the last years of 
Osman Bey' s sovereignty, their achievement of taking 
the head of the gate which goes to Trükya (Thrace) in 
Galllpoll peninsula and was the beginning of such a 
development of the period thal was not comprehensi­
blc. The act of taking Kocaeli area, the occupation of 
Karesiogullan, and the Jocal war situation in Byzantine 
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provicled Ottomans an importan t opportunıty to pass 
to the Rumelia side. These lands werc the new aims of 
Ottomans and enabled them a noble status among other 
principalities and also provided the way to become an 
empirc. The areas of Aydm and Sarubanoğullan who 
formerly organized many passages to Aegean Sca and 
Trükya (Thrace) and to other principalitics that werc 
very far away from the northern-westcm side of Aegean 
Sea. This caused transportation and support problems, 
also they could not follow and enduring settlement ide­
ology in order to reduce the number of the basis. It 
wou lcl be inadequate to charge them with the success­
ful activities of sctllement with thelr different condi­
tions than Ottoınans, geo-political status and adcquate 
political envirorıment. Ottoman acı of residing in 
Rumclia, the occupation of local pıincipalities just hap­
pened by the lransference o[ their basis to new settlc­
ment areas. AU of these posit that Ottoman govemors 
moved with a certain coıısciousness. Other Turkish navy 
princlpalities should have found ghaza and tributal ide­
ology as practical and have (oUowed short lasting ideas. 
Karasi principali ty's act of going under domination of 

solved and Kantakuzenos rcquired hclp from Orhan Bey 
upon Ioannes' activities supported by Serbs and 
Venetians. Orhan bey sent 10-12,000 rider soldieı-s under 
his son, Süleyman's coınmandment. Ottoman forces 
defeatcd Serbia-Bulgarian army who was the encmies 
of Kantakuzenos at Meriç Rlvcr in 1352.46 This devel­
opment was the first succcss of ottomans in Trakya 
(Tlu·ace). In the Ottoman sourccs therc are no detailed 
infoı-malion about this event but various references 
about the Sırpsındı~ı War were found in relation to the 
case as a probability with little suspicions. By this way, 
Ottoman realized the land. Orhan Bey's son, Süleyman 
Bey had taken many other lands in Gallipoli while he 
was going to help Kantakuzenos in 1352. Tzyrnpc cas­
ıle was given to them asa base but Süleyman Bey lcft 
this placc at the end of the war.47 Emperor Kanta kuzenos 
applied Oı·han Bey to empty the castle andevenin formed 
that he would pay compensation fee. During this time, 
when the beach of Marmara ın Trakya (Thrace) was 
destroycd with an earthquake at 1-2 March 1354, 
Galljpolı was also cffected. People left the city and 
Süleyman Bey entered the city, immediately.48 By this 

Ottoman government in 1345-
1346, provided Ottomans to 
reach the Edremit gulf and the 
southwestern beaches of 
Marmara Sea and this area 
became a new extı·emity arca for 
Ottomans. The transference o( 
Ottoman forces to this area 
effected the settleınent activi.Ues 
in AnatoHa both by reinforcing 
and slowing down. This situa­
lion almost like a paradox with 
the transfcrence of the product 
to Anatolia from Rumelia and 

Venetlan merchanı:.s In Byzantinium 

way after the Gallipoli peninsu­
la was taken completcly an 
opportunity to widen in Trakya 
(Thrace) was appeared. When 
Orhan Bey was alive, the con­
qucst of Edirne straightened 
Ottomans. Edirne's conquest is 
stlll argumentative, there are no 
references about when and how 
it was taken. According to the 
Ottoman sourccs, it was given 
to Ottomans when Orhan Bey 
was alive anel with his son 
Murad and Lala Sahin's sys­

on the other side, the seulement in Rumelia showed 
itself out as the usage of human power sources. Ottoman 
settlement in Gallipoli from 1350s is both related with 
the Karesi umerasi and Kantakuzenos' deep relations 
with Orhan Bey in order to gain the cmpire. 
Kantakuzenos had always acted with his friends Umur 
a nd Orhan Bey, and after the death of Umur Bey, he 
was engaged in a more inıimate relation with Orhan 
Bey. Asa result of this alliance, Ottoman forces fouııd 
an opportunity to pass to the Rumelia si de and acquired 
the gcography. These alliances also opened the way to 
istanbul for Kantakuzenos for a short term and cnabled 
Ottomans an enduring settlcment. Ottoınan forccs came 
to GalltpoJj peninsula and Trokya (Thrace) in 1349 and 
in o.ı:dcr to help Kantakuzenos in 1352. In the 1352 sum­
ıner, loannes PaJaıologos V who was the son of Queen 
Anna, was given some !and in Triikya (Thrace) by 
Kantakuzenos. He was involved in a connıct with 
Mathaios who was the son of Kantakuzenos, and 
besieged Edirne by taking the land from Mathaios. In 
oı·der to rescue his son, Kaıitakuzenos organized an 
arrny composed of Turkish soldiers a nd after a short 
struggle he went in Edirne. But the conflict was not 

tematical militaı-y aırack in 1361 at the time when Meriç 
river over ncw.49 Although this historical information 
was approved the conquest is suggestcd to occu r in 1369 
afı.er 1366. What ever the casc. the conqucst of Edirne 
isa turning point for Trakya (Thrace) and the Balkans 
and it enablcd a siınplification for İstanbul' s conqucst.50 

The placc was transferred to a base and two sides 
occurred one through the Balkans and the other which 
faced istanbul. Turkish passages to RumeHa side and 
theiı· passages occurred systeınatically. Such extrem ity 
pıincipalities such as Hacı İlbeyı, Evranosoğullan, and 
Mi haloğulları activated at the district points and with 
thedevelopmentsin the extremity areas attractcd the 
settled groups and the Turks in Anatolla in this arca. 
Ottoman government supported these migrations and 
by making both willing and obligatory exües ,51 they 
tried to fulfill the human power Jack in the !and. Ottoman 
conquests widened itself with reconciliation and with 
an ideology, which helped to integrate the system that 
became long lasling.52 The rights that the Islamic laws 
endeavored for non-Muslims who could read and write 
were also determinant for Ottomans and the gentleness 
during the applicatıon enabled the adaptation of ııJies 
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easily. Especially those groups, which remained in uncer­
tain po1Hics adjusted the Ottoman govemment without 
any hesitation. The applied system once exercised in 
Bursa area during the establishment yeaı·s showed itself 
out in this area. It means that Ottomans did not exclude 
all Christians whom they saw, just the opposite, they 
tried to keep the societies in cities and at plain areas. 
The tribute received was not more than they paid to 
Byzantine governors. As a result of this, Byzantine soci­
ety was not that much effected from the changes in gov­
ernnıent. Thjs situation also gave way to some Christians 
to change their reügion. Every individual in service of 
Ottomans were treated as the same citizens of the same 
government and they were not treatcd differently. 
Ottomans transferred their experiences to Rumelia with 
s·uch appilcations. 

At the second period of fourteenth century, people 
who wereliving at the areas that were seriously destroyed 
and lo w in population asa resul t of the epidemjc plague, 
w hi ch effected all parts of Europe and the Balkans. They 
weı·e in between the feudal princ.ipals and the k.ings as 
a result of the conflicts in the political stnıcture and 
reınained in uncertainty with the Orthodox-Catholic 
opposition. Intrus environment, Ottomans who went 
to Balkans provided a settled country safety for 
these groups. Even the society at the moun­
tains that rejccted ottoman doın ination and 
exercised harsh raiding attacks, saw the 
secure conditions and turned back to their 
form er lan d. 53 In those captured lands, 
the application of timar system meant 
the establishment of a better ordered 
government. Some of the former local 
pıincipals were taken in tirnar system and 
were pacified. So me of the military groups 
wilhout changing their names were direct­

dervishes have played an important role in the settle­
ment, 54 and shows that revisi on of the Anarolian set­
tlement wcre exercised (or the second time. 

5. P OLITICAL D EVELO PMENTS 
IN THE BALKANS (1362-1389) 
During the Orhan Bey period, on the one side 

Ottomans allled with Byzantine and on the other side 
they had good relations with Genoese, and during the 
Venetian-Genoese war in 1351, they made an agreeınent 
in Pera in İstanbul. Even the war on 13 February ı 352 
in Bosphoıus, they were on the Genoese side as opposed 
to Venetian-Catalan-Byzantine. During the war Genoese 
anıbassadors who were coming form Galata, agreed w ith 
Orhan Bey to use the harbor for tlıeir ships. In 1352 
spring, the Genoese even carried Turkish groups to 
European side. As mentioned above, these groups who 
were activated with the aim of supporting Kantakuzenos, 
defeated Serbian-Bulgarian forces to the south of Edirne. 
All these symbolizc that there was a political balance 
between the Byzantine and the Latins. This experience 
in a such an early period showed itself with the way 
taken by Ottomarı principality in such a short time. 
Accorrung to Latin sources, Orhan Bey attacked İstan-

bul by using the bases in Gallipoli in 1361.55 

Ottoınans weremovingin Trakya (Thrace) 
step by step. Dimatoka, which is the great­

est center after Edirne and Filibe were 
taken under Ottoman domination. Lala 
Şahin Pasha later nıade this last con­
quest and used the place asa base for 
himself. There were ınany problems in 
the relations of Byzantine-Hungarian 

and Serbs dwing Turkish movement in 

Iy taken into Ottoman military organization. 
Feudal rights were eliminated and they were 
placed with dynamic applications of tirnar 
system. Villagers were connected to tımarlı 

Murad Hüdavendigar 
(Murad 1). SubhatU'I· 

ahbar. (Y. Kredi Press) 

Trakya (Thrace). This environment enabled 
important opportunities for Ottomans. 
:Syzantine emperor's in searching an ally in 
west as opposed to Ottomans, found an 
answer Erom his cousirı Amadeo who was the 

sipahis who were acidressed as tax collectors and do not 
have any lawful authority over theın or directly con­
nected to vahf or to the central governmerıt in terms of 
financial matters. Except for the cizye, they shared the 
same status with the Turkish villagers. With the contin­
uum of the conquests in Balkans, at the areas, wruch 
remained behind crowded cities began to raise, coun­
tries were established, villages were widened and the 
la nd, whicb was in deep süence, destroyed and not used 
staıied to be enlivened. Actually this ı..vas necessary for 
Ottoman soldieı:s and for the financial directory. Tirnar 
system required human power that enables production 
and the support for the migration prov:ided a way to 
reduce human power lack in the productive Rumelia 
land. Migrations to Rumelia fTonı Anatolia did not begtn 
suddenly, especially it continued in the fifteenth and 
sixteenth ce11;turies. Turkish settlement were especially 
around Trakya (Thrace), Macedonia, in northwestern 
sides of Rumelia and formerly in Dobruca and Varna 
sect. In these lands, the re are various signals that Turkish 

Count of Savoy in 1366. Formerly in 1363 after wilh Lhe 
defeat of the crusade towards Alexandria organized by 
the Pope and with the involveınent of Hungarian and 
Cypriot kings, Amadeo decided to organize a single 
attack on Turks directly. 

In 23 August 1366, he captured Gallipoli which was 
an irnportant Turkish naval base. This was perceived as 
a great success among Christian world. Amadeo gave 
the land to Byzantine in 1367. Although this situation 
destroyed the connect.ion of Ottonıans with Balkans, 
Ioannes V' s son and Andronikos IV left the castle to the 
Ottonıans by Murad T requests.56 A new basis of a cen­
tral structure was established with the activities in 
Anatolia and Balkans, which ınade ottoman principali­
ty a government at the time of Murad I, and new needs 

. caused necessary changes in the government organiza­
tion and also in the organization of nıililary system. 
Murad I connected feudal pıincipalities to himseli after 
the resolution of the enıpire established by Stefan Dusan 
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and caused necessary changes in the political structure 
of Balkans. The movement of Balkans in triplc division 
sometlmes met wilh struggles of unified local forces and 
even with attacks, sametimes Ottomans had to defend 
themselves. The alliance of the Popc with the Jocal Italian 
governments in Balkans delayed the conquests but it 
did not help them to take them out of Balkans. When 
his father was in Europe, Aneironikos IV was in İstan­
bul and believed that rather than struggling agalnst 
Turks, they should relax them. During this complexity 
in İstanbul, another jrnportant event occurred in 1371 
in tcrms of Balkan history, Ivan Ugljcsa who was a 
despotic in Serez and was against Ottoman act towards 
Macedonia, moved forward Edirne with rus brother 
Vukashin in 13 71 Scptember. But at the shore of Meriç 
tiver at Cnonnen, he lost the war in 26 September. Sorne 
parts ol' Serbian army were destroyed. This success 
achieved from the war opened the gates of Macedonia, 
Serbia and Greece to Ottomans. Many Serbian princes 
declarcd their depcodeney by paying tributes. One of 
the m was Marco who was the son of Vukashin and would 
achicve legendary reputation in the following days,57 

At the end of this war, Byzantine wcstern con-
neclion with the !and was dcstroyed. 

But Manuel who was the smallest 
son of Ugljesa heard about the defeat, 
he took Serez ın 1372 November. 
Ottornans reacted to this and !ike 
Serez they attacked Seloruca in 1372 
April but la ter they had to come back 
for somc time. However, for the fact 
that Byzantine was in a difficult silu­
ation, emperor Ioannes V made peace 

his rivals and again in the same year, Dusan's son and 
his representative King Uros' death, it was rughlighted. 

It became powcrful with the support of the 
Independent Serb Church which was founded by Du san. 
Kosova War after Cirmen in 137 1 that determined the 
Ottoman deminance in balkans occurred between allies 
of Lazar and Murad I' s act of moving directly on Lazar 
i.s related to the defeat of Ottornans in Plocnik ın 1388. 
Plocnik in the northwest of Nis, Ottoman forces met 
with Serbs but it was not a real war, and a fter that, 
Murad I took Nis in the last days of September 1386 
August was done with the Bosnian army at Bileka u nder 
the commandment of Tvrtko. Murad I upon the proba­
bility of the union between Lazar and Tvrtko movcd on 
Lazar. Actually, it was not a military expcdition to stop 
the rebellion at the Ottoman districts, rather a move­
ment to destroy a potential danger.60 This imporlant 
war occurred in 28 June 1389 at Kosova plateau. The 
struggle ended up with Ottoman victory.61 But Murad 
1 and Lazar lost their lives at the battlcfield. Although 
Serbs were defeated, they counted Kosova struggle asa 
victory in mythology. Especially, in the nineteenth cen-

tury at the formation of this popular myth, the 
existence of the national ideology served as 

a basis. This myth was introduced by 
Lazar himself and Serb-Orthodox cul­

ture was born. Kosova galned an 
importance as the main land for 
Serbs. Actually, the result of this war 
is irnportant for Ollomans. 

Ottomans benefitcd in terms of 
military and poHtical means in such 

a short time. There was no other force 
than Hungarians that could rebel at the 

southeastern parts of Danubc Rlver. 
with Murad I. By this way, Byz.antine 
becarne dependant on Ottomans. Even 
Ioanncs V regained his throne with Murad I' 
help from his son Aneironikos IV. Between 
1376 and 1381, the dominaUon of Andronikos 

Akcha of Murad ı. 
(Y.Kredi Collcction) 

Northern Serb way was opened to Ottomans 
and the Serb despolism becamc confederate 
and the opportunity occurred to move to 

and the local war period between İstanbul and the 
Genoeses in Galata bclped Murad to movc freely in 
Rumelia. This period constiluted a time for an endur­
ing scttlement for Ottomans in RumeUa. Tuı·ks reached 
to the plateau of Vardar ri ver, they entered Ohri and 
Pirlepe in 1380 and went to Albania. Another Turkish 
line rnoved along the Meriç river and took Sofia in 1385, 
and Nls in 1386. Joanncs V with his other son Manuel, 
took Serezin 1371 and started to act by himsclf. Murad 
sent Pasha Hayreddin on Manuel upon his opposition 
to his father. Ottoman forces took Serez again and in 
September 1383 and reached Salonica~which was the 
center of Manuel and kept the land u nder occupation 
up to 1387. The city was taken in 9ıh of ApriJ.58 At the 
period when the Ottomans widened their activities in 
Balkans upon Stefan Dusen's death who had founded a 
Serbian empire and wore his crown in Scopya in 1346, 
his government was dlvided into private fcudal princi­
palitıes.59 Lazar was one of them and ruled near the 
Morova river, and as menlioned above at the Cirmen 
war in l371 , at the same time, Serez despots who were 

wards Hungary, Serbia, Albania and Bosnia. In long 
time, the conquests planncd to Bosnia had caused eth­
nical, social, political, economicai and cultural 
changes.62 l t is stressed that the reasons of the Islaınic 
widening is argumentative and groups which were under 
the pressure of Catholics chose Islam, and Islam d id not 
spread suddenly but in time, also economic and social 
reasons played important role on this situation. It has 
been suggcsted that Islamization presented a tendeney 
to move from cities towards villages. Also, it was dcfend­
cd that in the extenuation of Islam, local co ncepts with 
the aim of being dominant ln Ottoman administratlon 
and in order to reinforce thelr status, il was effective. 
But among all these thoughts, the effects of Turkish col­
onization, the spiritual roles of tekkes and dervishes 
were not analyzed to an extcnt. Bogomil factor is the 
weakest of all among thesc reasons. It has been suggest­
ed that there were negative effccts of Ottoman doruina­
tion on the society in the south Balkans and these effects 
preventcd thern to get organizedas anation and even 
the conquests slowed down the passage of Balkans to 
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• European cul ture and civillzation lost validity with the 
archival studies. In reality, Onoman conquests in 
Balkans had caused necessary changes in the seniement 
oflocal concepts but at the same time, provided the pro­
tection of their national identities. For examplc, 
A)banians under the intense rcligion of Greek and Slavs 
and the ethnical and culturaJ pressurcs accepted Islam 
and maybe, it is by this act that they could protect their 
ethnical existence. Thcir assimHation process of becom­
ing Greek and Slav stoppcd in this way.63 Also 
Islamizatian did not converted them to Turks but result­
ed the damination of the cffect occurrcd by this· culture 
but provided a unity with the Anatolian Turks who 
migrated from various lands. The law system with the 
scttlement of Ottoman do mination was very effective in 
a protective cen tral govcı-nmcnt and nlso in the protec 
tion of the mosaic of Balkan countries. The churches 
that were tolerated, achieved a high status which could 
effect the social and rcligious life with more flexible 
activities. Also they were allowed to develop Orthodox 
Chrlstianity from spiritual and matcrial means. The hier­
archies of the churches were recognized and protected 
under the Ottoman domination. Even those churches 
became powerful to organize a rebellion against the 
Oltoman government in the nlnctccnlh century. 
Same expressions about the Balkan nations 
does not correspond wlth histarical reality 
such as the superiority of the local society 
in terms of economic, social and cultural 
mcans in order to protect thcir identities 
towards new conquers.64 These expres­
sions were produced beeause the system 
of Ottoman laws and economy and, their 
application was not truly understood. In 
the process that began with the Kosova war, 
Trakya (Thrace), Hungary and northeastern 
parts of Bulgaria would be the starting point 

Ottoman side made it easier to reach the same oppor­
tunities. Even it is not wrong to say that histarian 
Sukrullah's expressions about this issue are paraUel with 
the lüstorical sights even they were late-dated. Starting 
from their neighbors, Ouomans followed a careful pol­
itics on the Turkish principalities in Anatolia. Those pol­
itics show out themselves in two phases. The first one 
is the confederate that began during the reign of Murad 
I, which means to keep westem Anatolia Turkish world 
ina state of confederate under the Ottoman flag. The 
second one is to unite all confederates in the central 
administration, and also to free former principals and 
Lheir families according to Yıldırım Bayezid's idea.65 

Probably, Murad l took lnto account the pote ntial 
dangers, which could occur with the effects of extend­
ing the activities in Rumcliıı. 1\lso Karamanoğullan who 
aimed to become the inhcritor of Seljuks in the Middle 
Anatolia were exercising similar politics on the westcm 
Anatolia prlncipab ties and they were thus important 
rivals. Since 1360, Karamano~ılları factor and the ıival­
ry were both highlightcd Ottoman reputation as "fight­
ing with the non-Muslims" spread to all Turkish extrem­
ily world and even to the principalities at the Middle 

Anatolia. Ottoınans took the responsibility of the 
role that Germiyano~Uan playedat the extrcm­

ity world. By this way, Murad I slowly startcd 
to establish the politics of confederation. 
Smail principalities that remained between 
these two strong principabties started to 
balance their activities according to them. 

But Ottomans after these two events 
were not Iate to unlte the Anarolian prin­
cipalities to themsclves by holding the Iead­
ership. First case was the Gorigos military 

for the conquests and would serve as a basis 
for Turkish colonization for a Turkish settle- Yıldınm Bayezid, (Bayezid l) 

expedition (a shore settlcment between 
Silifke and Erdemli) that they aimed to show 

that Karamano~ullan could lake the responsi­
bility of the ghaza reputation of Ottomans, 
as well. The announcement of the Sultans of 

the Mamluks was very effcctive at the opening of this 
military expedition. Anatolian principality forces were 
involved in the forces of Karamanoğullan with 40,000 
soldiers which requested the damination of other 
Turkish principalities u nder themselves by saying that 
they were the inheritors of Scljuks. Robert de Lusignan · 
who was the castle commandant of Gorigos, requested 
support from the Cypriot Klng Picrre I. Anatolian prin­
cipalities were defeated and moved up to the mountains 
bccausc they could not prevent the support of the uni­
fied forces coming from Cyprus.66This defeat must have 
destroyed the reputation of Karamanoğulları in the eycs 
of other principalities. In this way, Murad Bey achieved 
a hJgher status with the successful ghazas in Rumelia. 
Also after the Gorigos m ilitary expedition, Hamido~lu 
Tlyas bey rcquired a (khutbah) serman to be delivcred 
for hlmself and asked the coin to be cut in Felekabad 
who was opposed to Alaeddin Bey. Bul when he faced 
with extreme difficulty, he requested help both from 
Gerrniyano~ullan Süleyman Bey and Ottoman princi­
pal Murad. His son Hüseyin Bey who after him accept-

ment when the Islamizatian began in Bosnia and 
Albarı.ia, it would protcct the Ottoman existence in 
Balkans. This strong seniement provided a potential 
success for the country that was heavily destroyed ın 
Ankara war in 1402 which was in a desperate position, 
and gave the opportunity to re-organization. 

7. THE CONFEDERATE PROCESS OF 

WEST-ANATOLIA PRINCIPALITIES 

The bcginning of ottoman act of remaining in 
Rumella from the 1350s was considered as a tuming 
point for their relations wilh the western Anatolla 
Turkish prlncipalities. Especially, the extremity princi­
pals who conducted ghaza at lhe district points of 
Rumelia with their own troops achieved great reputa­
tlons. This was at the same time provided them great 
wealth and magnificence. The wealth and the magnifi­
cence were very effective both among Ottonıans and 
other principalities in Anatolia. The movement of the 
westem and Middle Anatolian principalities at the 
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• cd Ottoman donımalion as opposed to Karamanoğullan 
and delivered the castles at the front points of Karaman 
to Ottomans, as a result of the pressurc applied by them. 
Thesc were very important centers such as Akşehir, 
Beyşehir, Seydişehir, Yalvaç and Karaağaç.67 During 
this period, Bayezid who was the son of Murad I mar­
ried to Germiyanoğullan Süleyman Bey' s daughter and 
Kütahya, Emet, Simav and Tavşanlı were glven as a 
trousseau. Up to 1380, it is obvious t.hat these Jands were 
under domlnation of Ottoınans. In fact, even if the pur­
chase of land were the comfort products of the efforts 
to show the legitimacy of Oı.toman sources, it is still 
explicit that Germiyanoğullan and Hamidoğuilan aimed 
at Ottomans who were stuck between Karamanlı­
Ottoman rival ry. The corridor of Middle AnatOlia, which 
was opcncd after Ankara was taken and staıted to func­
Oon at Lhe time of Murad I in J 354. This corrtdor formed 
the second extension si de in ıran sil k tradirıg line. Sınall 
principalities at Tokat-Amasya region went under 
Ottoman doruination as opposcd to Kadi Burhaneddin 
who were placed \o\'İth Erctna O~llan in Sivas. Ottoman 
influcnce started ro effect the Middle Anatolla areas, 
which would belater called as "Eyalet-i Rum". 

The area, which was suggested to be bought 
from Hamldo~llan was prescnted as the rea­
son that created the conOict between 
Ottomans and Karamanoğu Ilan. Actually, 
it was jusl an exeuse for deeper reasons 
of the challenge between two rival prin­
clpalities. Murad I went on Konya and 
in t.he war that occurred at Frenkyazisi, 
KaramanoğuHan were defeated. This 
situation also ended Karamanoğullan' 
claims on the principalilies. By this way, 

ci se of local principality aristocracy by tirnar and goods, 
and the act of taking thcse in to their own system, and 
at the eod, with their rise at Rumelia with ghaza repu­
tation have all balanced the potential reaclions and pro­
vided the harmony among the society. On the other side, 
in order to legiümize the occupation of Anatollan prin­
cipalities, late-dated Ottoman sources with new formu­
las, take attcntion. 

8. THE RISE OF THE CENTRAL 

GOVERNMENT SYSTEM FOUNDED BY 

YILDIRIM BAYEZID 

During the Kosova War in which Murad I losthis 
life, be provided important developmcnts in Rumelia 
and Anatolia, lef1 the principality structurc, gathered all 
his tınportant rivals togeıheı· under his own flag and left 
a strong country bchind him. But confederation poli­
tics remained asa strong baıTier and protected the for­
mation of a strong central system in fmnt of the gov­
ernment. Both confedcrate principals in Rumelia and 
Anatolia could escape From such loose connection whcn-

ever they could. The death of Murad at the bal­
defield caused movements both in Anatolla 

and in the Balkans. Bayezid who was 
enthroned after his father's deathat the 

battlefield,69 primarily executed his ene­
nıies inside and providcd control. After 
that, hisprimaryaim was theAnatolian 
principalities, which were united with 
Karamanoğullan. 

With this opportunity occurred, 
Byzantine regained Salonica and some from 1367 to 1387, Ottonıans reduced the 

influence of Karamanoğulları who were 
their primary rivals. Karamanoğulları recog­
nized Ottoman domination and other princi­
palities too, which werc under Ottoman dom­
ination. lt was Ottoman's first important act 

Coin of Bayczld 1, 
( 1338). (Y.Kredi 

Collecıion) 

other places. Bul the problems in Anatolla 
became urgent. Alaeddin Bey from 
Kaı·amanoğullan, took Beyşehir and came to 
Eskişehir. Yakub II from Germiyano~llan 
occupied the lands thal he delivered by the 

in the Middle Anatolia, later they reached Sivas. The 
movement, which continuedin two lines, at the end uni­
fied. Kosova W ar in 1389 was the first im portant sight 
of Anatolian confederation u nder Ottoman flag. Western 
Anatolian principal forces were also involved in this war. 
lt was a great achievement as mentioned carlier but 
Murad's words caused the resolution of this aUiancc and 
led Karamanoğulları to attack to the Ottoman !and by 
taking or her Ana to! ian ptincipalilies with them. Perhaps, 
this situalion was a concrete solution way for Yıldırım 
Bayezici who was placed after his father. 'Fhis was a hard 
and limited ideology aimed at transforming the princi­
paHty la nd s jnto provinces direcı.ly by taking the m und er 
central control. 68 It is not obvious whether the Anatolian 
principality societies which were united by the confed­
erate lines or dir·ectly wcre the Ottoman lands, accept­
ed this daminalion easily. Since the Ottoman system 
was not ccntered, and the fact that the social structure 
of the principalilies and the Ottonıan society share the 
same cultural environment in terms of basis, the exer-

.herltage line and Kadi Burhaneddin entered Kırşehir. 
Yıldırun Bayezid made an agreement with Stephan 
La7 .. arevic who was the son of Ser b King went to Anatolia 
after making him his COJ1federale. After his departure 
from Rumelia, Pasha Yi~it Bey took Scopya in 1391 by 
defeating V uc Brankovic who was tJıe director of Scopya 
and Prishlina and d id not recognize Otıoman domina­
tion. By this way, an important base was taken. 

Yıldırım Bayezici who passed lo Anatolla directly 
took Saruhan, Aydın, Menteşe, Hamid and Geımiyan 
principaHties in Western Anatolia and put under 
Ottoman doruination in 1389-1390 wintcr. In the 1390 
Autumn, he took over Alaşehir, the single Byzantine land 
remained in the Western Anatolla in the Turkish land 
and it was likean isiand evcn when he was wilh Manuel 
who was the son of Byzantine Emperor and Çandarlı 
Süleyman Bey.70 In 1390 May, Yıldırım Bayezid took 
Karahisar when he was in Sahip and, prcpared for an 
expedition LOwards Karamanoğullan and took Beyşehir 
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and besicged Konya. But when Candaro~lu Süleyman Ftruz Bey made ralden attacks towanl Eflak and Şahın 
Bey and Kadı Burhaneddin organized a unifled activity Bey attacked towards Albania. But there were lmpor­
and entered the Ottoınan Jand, he resolved the siege and ta nt movements in the Balkans Mircea, the prince of 
ınade an agreement. Çarşamba river became the check Eflak ı-egained Silist.re and started to pressure tl1e 
point for both governınents, also Beyşehir and the local Ottoman forces in Karinabad. Venetians were rnoving 
areas remained in Ottoman land. Another aim of inMoraandHungariansinEflakandDanubeBulgaria.15 

YıldırımBayezici was Candaroğullan.71 Uponhisfather's In 1393, Şişman who was the king of Bulgaria with the 
deathin 1391 in March, he called Manuel II who was support of Hungarians revolted. 
the Byzantine eınperor.72 During this time, at the capl- An Ottoınan army took over Tirnova in 17 July 1393. 
tal of Byzantine, a village was formed in which the Şişman had to ınove back in Niğbolu . By this way, all 
Muslim ıraders were settled and a Qadi (Kadı) was put Bulgarian Kingdom became Ottoınan land. Only in 
in charge for their business and he increased the tıib- Vidin, which is near to the district of Hungary, as a 
ute which was to be paid. Now, his act of calling pıincedom was left and there remained Strasimir who 
Byzantine eınperor for the military expedition towards was the brother on law of Şişman. Bayczid wanted to 
Çandaroğulları originated from the thought that organize the situation at Balkans and in 1393-1394 win­
Byzantine destiny was also at his hands. ter by gathering the Balkan princes and palaologs at 

Manuel II stayed near Yıldırım Bayezid from 8 June Serez, he wanted to see their devotion and to intensify 
1391 to 1392 January with his forces. 73 During this mil- them. Emperor Manuel ll with his sibling Theodoros 
itary expedition, Ottomans were defeated before the who was a Mora despotic, with his nieces Emperor 
forces of Candarlı and Kadı Burhanedilin although they Ioannes Vl [ and Manuel' s father Konstantin Dragas and 
reached to Kastamonu-Sinop sect. After that, they came Serb King Stefan Lazarevle can1e to Serez. 
to Osmancik but at the Çorum lu sect, they could Bayezid wanted Theodoros to joJn in the 
not stand before Kadı Burhaneddin. Kadı Teselya military expedition and to Venetia, 
Burhaneddin reached Sivrihisar and he requested deliverance of soıne cities in 
Ankara and destroyed theland.74 In 1392, Moı-a to himself. But Theodoros and 
the Anllr of Amasya under siege of Kadı Manuel di d not sympathize with this 
Burhaneddin werıt under domination request. Theodoros escaped to Mora 
of Ottoınans and in this !and, Ottoman and Manuel could difficultly returned 
control was formed. At this side, to istanbul. Ottomans took over 
Taceddinoğulları at Yeşilırmak plateau, Saloruca where formerly taken in 1387 
Tasanoğullan at Merzifon area and the and was lost in 1389 and by entering the 
leader of Bafra with other local principals Teselya area, he took so me cilies. Evranos 
bolh recognized Ottoınan domination. In Bey was sent to Mora. Theodoros left Argos 
this way, there were on ly two powers who to Venetians (27 May 1394). In the following 
could fight against the Ottomans. Coin of Bayezid ı . (1338), year, Ottoman forces took over Tirhala which 
K ğ ll d K d . B h dd" (Y.Kredi Collection) was arı ım· poı-<-~nt center- and thı·s place . aı-amano u an an a ı ur ane ın. . ..... 
Their removal could occur only during 1397-98 strug- became a headquarters for Turhan Bey. In 1394 
gles just after the reinforcement of the situation in September, Bayezid besieged İstanbul but the 
Europe. During the time when Ottomans were busy in Byzantlnes under difficult conditions could reach the 
Europe, a new military expedition was organized sport provided from the sea line.76 The besiege took 
towards Karamanoğulları and Karamanoğlu Alaeddin eight years. 
Bey' s forces were defeated in Akçay and he escaped and Ottoman forces made a sudden attack on Hungary 
closed hiınself in Konya Cas tl e but he was fo und and in 1395 and such castles lik:e Salankamen, Krasova, Titel, 
executed by Ottoman forces wbich entcred in. By this Beckerek, Temeshvar, Mehadiye were targeted with 
way, Karaman and Konya were taken u nder contTol. raiden att.acs. The activity at Mircea, the prince of Eflak 
(1397 Autumn). In the following year, all the areas, which with the union of the king Sigisınund of Hungary result­
weı-e ruled under the damination of Kadı Bw-haneddin ed with a defeat in Rovlne near the Agres Ri ver in 17 
were taken. Ottom.an armies moved on Firat p lateau to 
Mamluke [and and to Malatya-Elbistan. This situation 
protected the potential Ottornan-Mamluke alliance 
towards the Tirnur (Teınerlane) threat a nd left Ottomans 
alone. In the Euı-ope, Yıldırım Bayezid's brave damina­
tion was exercised effectively. After the crown celebra­
tion in 1392 February, eınperor Manuel IL was released 
from the ınilitary responsibility for a period. But in aU 
parts of Balk.ans, Turkish power was reinforced. During 
Ottoman's activities in Anatolia, also extremity princi­
pals continued their activities and PashaYiğit as men­
tioned above defeated Vuk Brankavic and at this time 

May 1395. But Dragos who was the confederate of 
Ottomans and Marko who was tl1e son of Vukasin di ed 
during the war. Princedom of Et1ak accepted Ottonıan 
confederation. In June 1395, King Şişman in Niğboh.ı 
was executed. These sudden and fast ınil itary expedi­
tions of Ottoınans activated Hımgarians and Venetians. 
The king of Hungary, Sigismund took on the responsl­
bility to organize an opposite attack in Balkans. He took 
the support from The Pope and transformed this activ­
ity in to a crusade. The chivalries in France positively 
answered this announcernent. U nder the commandrnent 
of the son of the Burgonia Duke, Jean de Neuers, with 
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10,000 soldiers, and 6,000 chivalry fıom Germany, 
involvcd in this movement. Venctians told that they 
could provide a few ships. Genoese wlth Rhode cavalry 
ln Midilli and Sakiz took on the responsibility of the 
control of the sea line. Western forces met at Budin in 
July 1396. Mircea, the Pı-ince of Eflak cam e with 10,000 
soldiers. Sigismund could form a forcc with 60,000 sol­
diers. Approximately, 100,000 so Idiers werc gathered in 
the crusade from Poland, Bohemia, England, Spain and 
Italy. When Bayezid had heard about this news, he 
moved on Danube River with his own forces. Crusade 
forces were in a stalc of romanticism that they aimed 
to place Turks out of Balkans and evcn movc to 
Jerusalem. Stratsimir in Vidir opened his gates to cru­
sades. The se forces reached to Niğbol u after they pressed 
a smail Tur·kish garrison in Rahova. Niğbolu castle, 
which was settlcd ona high peak that faced Danube was 
an im portant place. The confederate of Bayezid, Stephan 
Lazarevic' forces reached Niğbolu where was under 
siege. Frcnch armies, which were 4-5 km far away from 
the Ottoman forces were defeated and their command­
ment Jean was enslaved by Ollomans. Other crusadc 

arı important status and the reputation of "sultan". He 
tried to form the sub-structure that could apply the cen­
tral government adminlsu-ation, census records, the tax 
system, financial concepts devoLCd to 1 J hanlı traditions 
and the application also aimed to dominate the admin­
istration directly by the dynasty. 

Kapıkulu (member of those lroops directly under 
Sultan's coınmand) and gulam systems were re-organ­
izcd. fmportan t missions were directly connected to him 
and were gtven to the slave orig1nated people, the extrem­
ity principals who acted by their own, local dynasties, 
Turkish prlncipalities were taken under control. By this 
way the basis for central empire was founded. Also, the 
efforts to replace high Islamic understanding slowed 
down the traditional meani ng of beJng "ghazi", the 
lslamic formulation of this was presented in more ide­
alized way. 

Bul applications werc different from the writings 
of those authors who searched for legitimate basis and 
idcalizations. Yı ldımn Bayezid was now the Sultan of 
an Islamic government who was organized with his 

establishments, not a leader of an 
. ·~·, extremity prlncipality.78 

forces were scattered, Sigismund 
tried to move but he was pushed 
back by the Ottomans and cscaped. 
(25 September 1396).77 This great 
victory that was achieved in Niğbolu, 
showcd the power of Ottomans in 
Balkans and that they could not be 
throwıı out. Yıldırım Bayezid with 
all his society achieved a great rep­
utation even at the center of Egypt 
and in the world ofislam. This acıiv­
i ty w as the last military struggle just 

AU these efforts of Ytldınm 
Baye:dd took the at tention of cen­
tralunderstandings, local aristaerat­
le societies and even the extremity 
principality's rcactions. On the other 
side, trade which was connected to 
Egypt and India via Anta lya was 
taken under control from Amasya­
Tokat to the satın ways to Iran. An areher shooting his arrow backward, 

(Aibum ofTo~pı Palace) Onoman center just like Bursa and 
Edirne owned great trading activities and were opened 
to international trading. This new foundation of the 
empire would remain silent with the appearance of 
Timur and with his visit to Anatolia unti l the re-organi­
zation of the govcrnment by Fatih Sultan Mehmed, the 
govemment would be ina depression. 

Ilke the same ideology in the crusades. The result con­
cerned the Westem Europe more than Byzantine, which 
was in great difflculty. 

It has been stressed that 1 he crusades were in tend­
ed to protect Hungary more than Manuel II and the 
Byzantine and they wanted to exclude Ottomans from 
this land who threatcned Middle Europe. In order to 
reach to the sacred land and to rescue Byzantine were 
secondary aims. The war was the challenge of Ottoman 
forces with the alliance of Western countrics and fıom 
one point, il opened the way of Ottomans to Hungary 
and also showed that they could reach to this !and. This 
struggle did not cause any changes in Byzantine des­
tiny. Only İstanbul remalned for Bayezid after defeat­
ing the Bulgarian King Stralismir. The city was besiegcd. 
Evranos bey re-entered Mora. Argos, which was an 
important city was taken by Ottomans in June 1397. 
Ottoman forces defeated despotic Theodoros near 
Leontarion and by passing on Mora, they moved to 
Modon-Koron. All these activities of Yıldırım Bayezid 
provided him an opportunity to pass to a central gov­
ernment system. The pressure that he applied on istan­
bul and his activity to conquest this land was necessary 
to organjze a cemral eınpire. rn order to control this 
land, he founded a base in Gallipoli, Çanakkale 
Bosphorus. His achievements in the west provided him 

9. T H E ARRIVAL OF TIMUR AND THE 

FALL OF CENTRAL G O VERNMENT 

After the Ni~bolu W ar in 1396, Otlomans pressurcd 
towards İstanbul and loosened besiege with the 
Karaman military expcdition in 1397. At this time, 
Manuel ll requestcd support from the west and France 
answered to their calls. Charles IV was closely interest­
ed in tstanbuJ because il connccted Genea and Genea's 
colonies in the Byzantine land. The chief command­
ment Jean de Meingre, a French cbivalry who also was 
known as Boucicout and was rescucd wilh ransom aftcr 
being enslaved during the Niğbolu War and was put in 
charge. Chief Commanda nt Boucicout by dividing the 
Ottoman Forces, entereel istanbul with his small forces 
in the beginning of 1399. This situation resulted a great 
happiness inside the city. Manuel U tried to find sup­
port for İstanbul by going to Europc wilh him (10 
December 1399).79 He applied to Italy, England and 
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France but understood that he could not manage to get 
any support. While he was busy in Europe, his niece, 
Ioannes VII was trying to defend İstanbul. Bayezid rein­
forced the siege very rnuch. The city could be taken at 
any time. But during this time, a power appeared from 
the east and destroyed the plans of Ottomans. Timur 
who defended that he was the inheritor of Mongols in 
Anatolia, had taken the control of wide areas and took 
Iran, Afghanistan, 1ndia and at the rıorth, and Altınorda 
sect. In the 1390s, at east, the Ottomans and his bene­
fi ts intersected at the same po int. Timur who went along 
the East side of Anatolia aimed at more westeın parts 
in 1394. In 1399 when Bayezid wanted to extend his 
infh.ıence through Erzincan, Amir, Mutahharten, he 
tqok refuge u nder Timur. Timur entered Erzincan in 
1400, laler attacked on Sivas and took the control of 
the city. This land was under control of Ottomans and 
the situation became to be gentle. An influence strug­
gle was e?Cperienced between Timur andBayezid. Timur 
was afraid to move on Bayezid who had the sultan 
gha:z.i reputation in the world of Islam. But he want-
ed him to show obedience to him like the other 
Anatolian principalities did, he wanted changes 
in the status in Anatolia also desired the for­
meı- principalities to ıule the old lan ds again. 
He told about his idea to Bayezid. 
Suddenly, former Mongol-ilhanlı and 
Seljuks struggle appeared in a differ­
ent way. Timur acted like the inheri­
tor of the Mongols, and Bayetid !ike 
the Seljuks. Mter the destruction of 
Sivas, suddenly Timur went in 
Anatolla to move on Mamluks. His fast 
act is connected with his hesitation to 
attack Ottomans . What ever the case, 

Alımed with him. Later he moved on the Amir of 
Erzincan. Mutahharten accepted the donıination of 
Bayezid. Erzincan was taken under control of Ottomans. 
When Timur sent troops to Erzincan, Ottoman forces 
already went back when the troops ente{ed the land. 
After this, Timur wanted Kara Yusufoto be executed or 
given to himself. On the other side, Anatolian princi­
pals took refugee at Timur by escaping. At the end Timur 
decided to move on Bayezid in March 1402. He came 
to Sivas via Kemah, and he announced Bayezici to be 
reaciy for the war. Two sides ınet in Çubuk plateau near 
ankara in 28 July 1402. Bayezici came w ith a large army 
and at the right side of the army his confecierate 
Lazarevic who was a Serb despot and on the left side 
his eldest son Süleyman located. With Janissary corps, 
he remaineci at the center. At the back sides there were 

troops u nder coınınand of his sons. Timur's forces 
were larger in number. Timur got use of the ele­
phants in his army and defeated Bayezid. Ottoman 
forces were spreaci. Bayezid's sons went back asa 
result of the war. Anarolian principality foı-ces took 

side near Timur' s army. Bayezici was taken asa 
slave when he continued to fight with a small 

troop. He died during his enslavement. 80 

Ankara War was a turning point for 
the Ottomans especially when the results 
are considered. The central government 
fell down which Bayezid had estab­
lished the Aııatolian union collapsed, 
the principals regained their former 
status and in this way, the political 
sitation in Anatolia turned to a simi­
lar are to the Former reign of Murad 
1. Timur's forces entered Bursa and 

moved among West Anatolia. In order 
actually, Mamluk military expedition did Helmet of Orhan Gazi to show that he was also a ghazi !ike 
not illustrate an urgency for Timur. May be 
his hesitation was the aJiiance of Ottoman-MamJuk 
forces and primarily he wanted to exclude Mamluks 
from the south of Anatolia and then to aim to connect 
Ottonıans to himself without any struggle. Wbatever 
the case, Timur came to Behisni via Malatya and then 
to Aleppo. He took the cities such as Hama and Hums. 
In1401, he caıne to Diınask. Ferek who was enthroned 
recently went in Cairo. During Timur' s military expe­
dition towards Syria, Bayezici d id not comprehend that 
it was his turn for Timur. He tookKara Yusuf and Sultan 

OttQmans, Timur besieged Izmir and took the 
control of the city Erom Latins . 

Bayezid's sons were involved in a stı-uggle for the 
throne in a short time. This situation relieved Byzantine, 
which was uı1der siege. In fact, they were threateneci that 
Timuı· could come to Rumelia by passing İstanbul but it 
di d not hap pe n. Ottoman govemment was tom in to pieces. 
The connection between Rumelia and Anatolia was cut. 
Ina short time, the Ottomans were plunged in to an unceı-­
tain environment, and the inteıTegnum period unleash­
ing a new chaos was about to begin for Ottoman history. 
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