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Following the tradition of Leunklavius, it was to German
scholarship with Frieclrich Giese, Irranz Taeschner, Frarrz Babinger and
Paul Wittek that we owe the initial textual-critical analysis of the early
Ottoman chronicles.'

In later Western scholarship the only exception in the scholarly
analysis of the early Ottornan chronicles was Victor M6nage, a student of
Patrl Wittek.2

It is difficult to turderstarrd why the yourlg gerreration of the
Ottornanists, particularly in England where I'aul Wittek taught in his last
years of his life completelv disrnisses the iradition and ernbarked ulDn a

campaign of vituperation agairrst I']aul Wittek.' Today it has become
ahnost a fashion in otu field to dismiss the early Ottoman traditions as
mere legends without any attempt to establish reliable copies of the
sources through textual criticism and a careful analysis. I believe that this
tendency is basically due to a misunderstanding of the specific character of
the early Ottoman traditions. Addressing to the unsophisticated frontier
people, such popular Ottoman chronicles represented a cornbination of epic,
folkloric, and at the same tirne, historical rnaterials. The historian's task
is to sort out carefully the material and to submit to a strict analysis of the
text in the light of the conternporary Christian sources as well as the
toporrymic, topographic and archaeological evidence. With such a
comprehensive approach it is possible to obtain quite a reliable picture of
the early Ottoman history.a

We believe that the Ottoman chronicles relating the events leading
to the battle of Kosova of 1389 have rrot yet been subjected to a close
arralysis. The Ghnzrtnfrnte or Menfrkibn1rrte (?), interpolated in his

1 ln particular see, "Zunr Qtrellen problem der iiltesten Osmaniscl'ren chroniken (rr-rit

atrsziigen aus Neshri)", Mitteilwrgin mr Osnmnischen Geschichte I (1977-1922), 77-
i 50.
2V.L. M6nage, Nesllri's Histortt of tlrc Ottonnns,Tlrc Source nnd Deuelopnretrt of tlrc
Texf, New Y6rk, Toronto: Oxfoid University Press 1964, see his Bibliogrhphy, IX-XII
for further literature on the subject.
3 For example see C. Imber (The Ottoman Empire, Istanbtrl: ISIS 1990, 12: " An
examination of Paul Wittek's writings shows that it is no morc than an Eccentric, if
hrgenious, application of the tenets"of romantic Austro-German nationalisrn to the
OtToman Enirtire".
4 For example see H.I. "Osrnan Ghazi's Siege of Nicaea and the Battle of Bapheus", E.
Zaclrariadciu (ed.) TIrc O t tonnn Ernirnte, 1y00- 1389, Rethynrnon, 1.993.
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compilation by Neshri,i constitutes trndoubtedly the nrost detailed and
quite reliable Ottoman account of the events. This surprisingly detailed
story of the events about fifty pages from the conquest of the fortress of
Nish down to the battle of Kosova is not inclr.rded irr 'Ashrk Pasha-zAde' s

conrpilation, or in other compilations includhrg the anon)rnous chronicles.
Those later compilations using Neshri, such as Idris Bitlisi's Hnsht
Bihisht, and then, Hodja Sa'deddin's TAcu't-Tevdrikh, which is actually
a Ttrrkish version of Hnsht Bihisht, include the ChazAndme extensively.o

I believe that, so far, the true vaiue and atrthenticity of this soluce,
conternporary of the events has not been duly evaltrated. A recent
investigator, Professor Stephen Reinert,T believes "to a large degree, the
clisagreemerrts reflect how scholars have variously accepted, rejected or
modified Neshri's acconnt of events arguably the most significant
narrative of tl'ris interval, and one substantially unparalleled in the
anterior or contemporary Turkish and Greek histories". Professor Reinert
continues : "Certain lristorians, let m admit, have instinctively preferred
the Serbiarr chronicles from a blanket distrust of their Ottoman
cotrnterpart" (778), and l're adcls: "Neshri's account of events from Nish
thror-rgh Kosova er,,idently relies on an anterior sollrce which may be of
considerable value, and hence more cogent reasons must be advanced should
one opt to reject its various elements. ..... His narrative diverges, to be sure,
from that of other chronicles, and its wealth of detail (particularly vis-a-
vis Ali Pasha's Btrlgarian campaign) is striking.' To suppose, however,
that it depends on an "eye-witness" report is entirely conjectural.
Furthermore, needless to say, neither of these reservations is sufficiently
compelling to warrant our wholesale rejection of Neshri's account" (779).

Florvever, in his conclusion, Professor lleinert rejects certain basic
points of the GhazAnAme in Neshri; he says "it is unlikely .,. that Lazar
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ever functioned as Mtrrad's vassal, wl-rich Neshri posits to comntence this
drama... (this) must be regarded as fictitious" (206). Professor Reinert also
finds qrrestionable the theory <-rf a conspiracy befrveen Djuradj ancl Lazar,
and Mtrrad's decision to campaign against the Serbian ruier because of
Shahin's defeat in Bosnia, or Ali Pasha's expedition against Bulgaria in
the n'inter of 1388.

in Professor Reinert's belief, the sequence of everrts was arranged in a

composition or construction b1, Neshri himself to impress "its Ottoman
atrc-lience as a moving and aesthetically satisfying story". (206-207).

ln this paper I will try to
so-called GhazAnAme :n

1. The text in Neshri's
reprodtrction of a ghazAnAme or
after the battle of Kosova trnder
(elebi (1402-1411).

2. Narrating strch great deeds of the sultans, the ghazAnAme or
mendkibnAme genre formed part of Ottoman historical literature already
in the fifteenth century. A similar rnenAkibnAme or book of deeds callecl
Gnznuht-i Sultrttr Murdd clealing rvith the Battle of Varna in 14.14, has
recently been discovered and published.'o Unlike the popular anonymotn
chronicles the menAkibnAmes relate a particularly important event with
unuslrally precise details. This genre of history lvriting continued in later
cenhrries tnder the names of ghazavAtnAme, StileymarrnAme, shehnAme,
nusretnime, hiirnfryfirttlfrme, Mohagn|me, etc. A. detailed analysis of the
GazavAt-i SultAn MurAd shows that not only the main struchrre oi tlie
events btrt also the details can be verified as historical facts under other
sorrrces." Another such gftrrznufitnhttte or glnzdnin,d on the ghazA deeds of
Cazi Umtrr Bey of the Aydrn dynasty, exhaustively checked with Creek
and Western sources by Patrl Lemerle," proved to be an unusr-rally faithfrrl
sorrrce in its c-letails. Our Chazfrn1rne of Kosova, inierpolated in Neshri, is
clearly another example of this type of early Tr-rrkish l'ristoriograpiry.

3. Setting aside its religious and epic style and exp''rgssions, comlon
to all such menAkibnArnes, the story which begins with the conquest of
Nish and ends with the death of Sultan Murad and Bayezid's election to
the strltanate, apprears to be a detailed narration of e'n,ents by somebocly
close to the cotrrt. Therefore, the sequence of the events leading to the
battle oi Kosova and the details alroul the martyrdom of Sr.rltan Mtrrad can
be accepted as a rvhole a reliable story.

5 Wittek (Zun Quellenproblem, 107-109) was the first to disceme that this
interpolation in Neshri came from a menAkibnAme entirely inclependerrt frorn his main
sr)Lr1cs, Aslrrk PashazAde; see Mdnage, 13-14; as for the secbnd irnportant source
interpolated by Neshri in his complati-on, also referred to for the first tirire by Wittek is
related to the ieign of lvlehmed l. I believe it is a menAkibnAme obviously dictated by
the sultan himself at a time when he eliminated his rival brothers, Qelebis, and took the
title of sultan as the sole ruler of the Oftoman realm (see "Mehmed I" : EI2). The
"Oxford Anon)'rnotrs History" or pseudo-l{uhi, M6nage believes (1{), is reprorluced
"practicallv verbatim" bv Neshri.
6'Sa'ctedctin's version of'Hnsht Bihisht is later on simplified in SolakzAc-le Mehmed's
(d. 1657) history (SolakzAde Tarihi, Istanbul 1297 H.) in a simple Trrrkish. This
popular version rvas widely emplol'ec{ by historians, inclrrding J. von Flammer. A
irilical edition of the origirial terxt bf k'liis is prepared by Z"eieriya Erol, to be
published by Turkish Hisiorical Society.
7 Stephen W. Reinert. "A Bvzantine Strurce of the Battles of Bileca ( ?) and Kosova
Polje': Kydones'Letters,396 and 398 Reconsidered" studies in Onoman f{istory irr
Hohor of Professor V.L. Mdnage, C. Heywood and C.lmber (eds), Istanbul : ISIS Piess,
7994,250: "If any eyewitnesslccounts of the battle were written,none has' survived ;

and "From Nish to Kosova Polie: Reflections on Muracl I's Final Years", E.
Zachariadou (ed.), The Ototman Emirate (1300-1389), Rethymnon: Crete University
Press 1993, 769-2'11.
8 See in the sarne volume 165-187: M. Kiel, "Mevlana Neqri and the Towns of
Medieval Burlgaria".

present the conclusions of my study of the

chronicle appears to be a verbaiim
menAkibnAme, plausibly written shortly
Bayezid I (1389-1402) or under Stileyman

with a detailed

N4. O$uz, (ecls),

9 We a.re in the process of preparing a critical edition of the text
ana lysls.
10 CazavAt-i Sultan MurAd bn. Mehtrnmecl HAn, H. Irralcrk and
Ankara : Tiirk Tarih Kurumu, 1978.
11 See LI. Inalcrk, Fntih Dcuri l'lzertnLle '|:gtkikler pe Vesiknlar, Ankara : TTK, 1954.
12 L 6mirat d'Aydin, Byzance et I'Occident: Recherches sur la Ceste d'Umr,r Pacha,
Paris 1957.
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4. C)rr the evidence of the fact that the verses insertecl itr otr
Gl'razAnArrle are fotrnd in Ahmedi's lskendernfinte, with changes in their
arrangement, we believe that the Ghnzfin|me of Kosova is the work of the
prolific writer Ahmedi." Obviously, no one else can make such changes.
Poet Ahmedi was first in the service of Bayezid I (1389-7402), and then a

mnsAhib of his snn Ernir Si-ileyman Qelebi.'o In the part of lskendernfrme
dealing with Mir Si.ileyman (1402-1411) Ahmedi says: "We sl'rall start
writing another book in which we shall relate the deeds of Mir
Stileyman""

5. Among Ahmedi's lost works a Cenknhnle (Book of Combats) is
mentioned by KAtib Qelebi. If Katib Qelebi is correct text interpolated in
Neslrri nray be Cenktfinre. However, recently it has been argtred that this
so-called Cenknfrnre is actually the QengnAme of Ahmed-i Da'i.'o

6. A *rond important Ottoman account conceming Ottoman-Serbian
encounters turder Mtrrad I is incltrded in the DtisLirrnAnre by Enveri, atl
Ottoman book of exploits at sea, dedicated to Grand Vizier Mahmird Pasha

in869/7465. Apparently, Enveri belonged to the literary circle turder the
patronage of Ahmedi." Enveri mentions Ahmedi in his Dirstfrm6me (p. 91)

as an influential favorite companion under Siileyman Qelebi. For the !attle
of Kosova Errveri is another important source independent from 'Ashrk
Pasha-zAde (Aqpz.) and Neshri. Enveri talks about an invasion of Serbs

into Tlrrace in the year 765/1364. Tlie Serbs then, he says, penetrated as far
as Sazltr-Dere beyond Adrianople on the way to Constantinople. Plausibly,
this particr-rlar Serbian attack is seemir-rgly confi.rsecl in Agpz. artd others
witlr that of the battle of ernometr (Qirmen) r>f 1371 (irr Aqpz. "Strp
Srrrd rfir", or "l{eriq" battle). Sultan Mtrrad on his way to meet the
Serbs in 1371 saw it necessary first to capture the strong Byzantine fortress
on the peninsula of Biga (today Kara-Biga) to make safe his rear.
Byzantium h,as in alliance with the Serbian princes at that time.'n

ilalil INALCIK 25

Enveri's solrrce on the battle of Kosova might be story from a certaiu
I-loca Omer, a contemporary eyewitness who was sent by lvlurad to Lazar as

arr envoy just before the confrontation. Hoca Orner is presentecl in the
DiistfimAme as "one who krrew all the langtrages of tire Christian peopies
ancl traveiled to many collntries".'' It cart be argr.red that the details
conveyed from him, and incltrdet-l in the L)tistfirnt'inrc by Enveri, can be

accepted as an eyewitness account by someone near the strltan in L389. Here
is a sununary translation of the account in the Dtistffrnime: "Jigmun
(Sigismund), the Flungarian king sent to Lazar an auxiliary army of
seventy thousand soldiers and told him to fight against the Turk. Also,
troops from Albania, Bosnia, Wallachia, Czechs and Krfchak joined them,
n'raking an arnly of 200 thousand irr Laz-ili. Lazar then sent an envoy to
Mtrrad challenging hirn to fight. The sultan returned the challenge sending
a letter by his en\/oy Floctr Onrer... To the Strltan's army joined soldiers
frorn Kastamorli, Gerrniyan ancl Karaman including volunteers from lran
arrcl Arab countries.. " l.azar had a cavalrv armv of one l'rtrndred thotrsand
ancl infantry of one htmclred thousanr'l uncler iour thousancl Bans... The
Strltan moved frorn Edirne to Vilk-ili. In the gathering of the Barrs there
was a ban called Ban Milosh This Milosh was once orre of the pages in the
Sultan's court, and then fleeing, had abjtrrecl Islam. Upon the sultan's calls
he always pron'rised to come back, but never did. At the gathering of the
Bans he rejected the accusations that he was a traitor and replied that he
wotrld prove that he was not (l omit here the story of the battle).. .. Lazar
was capturecl and then Milosh approaching the Sultan, said: 'I ant Milosh
B;rn, I want to go back to mv Islamic faith and kiss yotrr hand'. People
arotmd the Sultan thought he was approaching to kiss his hand. lv{uracl
r,vas riding a black stallion. All of a sr.rdden Milosh, pulling the dagger he
was hiding in his cuff, strtrck the Sultan. As (Milosh was) clutching and
prtrllirrg Murad down from the horse, the Sultan's rnen rushed and cut him to
pieces with strokes of swords and axes."

This is an accotrnt of Milosir's attack which is somewhat different
from that in Neshri or Ghnzffttfime. In Neshri, Murad was killec-l by
Milosh who had lain woumded and hidden among the dead, and (then)
came along pretending to kiss the strltan's hand and struck him lvith the
dagger hidden in l-ris cuff.

1.3 Alrnredi (TAcriddin lbrAhim bn. I{rzrr), Iskendcr-Nfitrte, Itrcelenrc, 7'rltktltnsnrt, lsrnail
Unver, (ed) with an introdr.rction t-46, Text in facsimile: Mantrlcript, Istanbr,rl
Universitesi l,ibrarv, Tv.921,., Ankara: Tr.irk Dil Kunrrnu,1983.
14 "Ahmedi lsn fiizuretine erdi anun" (Text 6Ba, cotrplet 1862); on Ahmecli's
biograplry see T. Kortantamer, Lelten tutil Weltbild des' nltttsnttttiscltt'n Dicltlers
alfircr{i inter I,esontlered Beriicksit'lrfigrlrg st,ines Ditu,rrts, Freibrrrg1973; also see in
his introcluction to lsketttfur-tfinre edition I. Unver. 3-4.
15 "Bir kitaba clahi biinvAd edevriz

Mir Siilevm6n nitdi arrda evdeviiz"
(68a, cotrple t 7B4i).
16 For QenqnArne see I.H. Ertaylan. Ahmed-i Dii, Hayatr ve Eserleri, Istanbtrl 1952.
lT "Ahmediyledem-b-dem 'igieteclcr": Diistfirtt|nte, M. Halil Yinarrg, ect. p.91 ; On
art patronaqi: rvith tlre Ottomins see mv comirrq "Poet and Patron". Enveri tells us that
lre wrote aiiother book entitletlTefcrriimfrnn' (or the strltan. (lntnrductiorr by Yinartq,
4-5). Thus far this mantrscriprt has not been discovered. Er-iveri took part in Mdrnitrl
II's canrlraign against Wallachia (Eflak) in866/1162.

' 
Crin TeferriicnAmevi krldrm tamAmQrin TeferriicnAmeyi krldrm tamAm
PAdigAh adura ediip ihlirnAnrPAdigAh adura ediip ihlirnAnr

18 Agpz.49. Rab.; Neshri, 1,20?; in his sketch of the chronolo_gy of the Ottomanlb AQpz.4y. IJaD.; l\esnn/ l, /UI; ln IIS sKetclr oI fire cnronology of ure \Jttonlan
conqubsts in the period 1300-1481, C. Imber (Tlra Ottomnrt Elhpire 1300-1481,
Istaribrrl : ISIS, 1990, pp. 26-36) there is no reference to these maior developments

which entailed the subjugation of the Macedonia as well as Byzarrtitrm. Actually these
states then berome tribd'tary of Mura<l I; for D. M. Nicol' (The Lnst Centu'ries of
Byznntium,126I-7453, seconh edition, Cambridge 1993,276, the Emperor signed orrly
a""peace" treaty, not a pledge of payment of a tribtrte, nraking Byzantftrm as '-tributary
staie" of the Oftomans.
l9 Dristrrrninre, p. B{ ;

$ah Murad'ln var katrnda nAmver
Bir bal-radrr er kim atlrydr Hoca Omer
KAfirin ciirnle dilin bili"ir idi
IJer ile azm-i sefer kriar icli

"Laz ol il (yrl ?) hana vermigdi harAc" For Murad's sending Hoca Orner as an envoy
to Lazar ltiit [''e;fore the corrdrtrntation see DristfrnrAme, p. 85 ; Hoca Onier appears tb
be an important figure urrder Murad I ; a qrrarter in lzni( (Nicaea) bears his niirie.conquests tn the penod IJUU-l4dl/ L. lmDer (l/le'utlonrtln LntPtrc IJUU-l.ldl/

Istaribul : ISIS, 1990, pp. 26-36) there is no reference to these major developments
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