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THE CONQUEST OF EDiRNE (t36r)

H. INALCIK

The question of ivhen and horv Edirne (Adrianople) r',,1s conquercd was

most recently discussed by the Bulgarian historiun A. Burnrov iuid
the furkish historian i.Fl. Uzunqar;rlr.r

Itt Burmov's opinion, Eclirne- must hltve bcen taken inrntcclilrtr--ly :rl'te r

tlrc biittlc of e'crnomcn (('irmcn) (26 Scptcrnbcr l37l), that js, lt 'rlir

errd of Scpten'rber or the beginning of October of that silnlc ycur.r
He atternpts to establish tlris date by using inforniation contrrincd irr

tltrce cornplctcly unrclated sources: the Serbian Chronicle s, Chll-
cocondyles artd Luccari. He begins by quoting the brie'l'notution irr tlic
Serbian Chronicles: "Sultan Otman killcd King Vulcaiin lnd the Dcspot
Uglje5a in Macedonia along the Maritza River... :.rnd took tldirnc".

Sirnil:.rrly, Chalcocondl,les informs us thrt thc Ottontans took llclirnc
subscqucrtt to the' eernonrcn blrttlc'. Firr:.rlly Luccuri, ;rroblrbly u:ri11. ',

llulgtrillr cltrorticle now lost, ties the conqucst ol- llclirrrc to thc'i'cr'-
nonen buttlc. Thc li.rst two sources mention Sillcvmen l)lshr as tirc
Ottonrln conrrnander wlio took Edirne; according to lJurrrrov, thcsc
sourccs crr orrly on this point.

in reviewing the general situation oi that time. Burnrov also arrive<.|

at tlre cortclusion that thc date should be set at l37l.lrr his opiniorr, tlie
fact that the Serbian princes suddenly came to eernomen and par-
ticularly the fact that Vuka5in, rvho was just then busy in Alblnia,

I A. Burm61,, "Tiirkler Edirne'f ine vakit aldriar?", Turkish translrtion by I-1 . [..rcrr.

Btlleran 49 (1949), pp.97-l0O; i. ll. UzLrng:rr;rlr, Osntanlt Turihi | (Anklrl, lgiilj),
p. i(;J. Most rcccttlly, N. Ormancr, "Edirnc'nin f'cthi turihinc clair", 'l-rrrl: .Sotirttt
Tori!ti Arti.tttrtne ve lncaletttaleri, lstanbul Gii:el Sutirttlur Altuda;ttisi,'l'tirl; Sutitttt
f'ur;lti l:nstitiisii )'tt1'utlnrt I (1963), pp.4,15-438. l'le ends his u'ritirrg rrith thc follon i,,,1

tvords: "As ol'no\\, \r'c are not ablc to establish thc'dlte of tlrc cuptt.tic ol l:tlirric".
3 'l'lic rlto..t rcccf)l articlc dcaling u'itlr tlris battlc is G. Skrivanic, "ltitka na j\4irritsi",
l''o.r'tt<rist<trijsl;og Glasttil;a 3 (1963), pp.7l-94. I uould likc- i:cre to c.\prcss n't)

spcciul tlrariks to Dr. D. Lukai'-tsojanrc'ior hcr assjstancc'rrith an.l trarltrlulion ()l'

the Scrbiari sorrrccs.

7Vc ) /7{, D,'tlq4,
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rushed to join his brother UgljeSa, is to be explained by events of great

inrportance which were taking place in the area. In other words, the

battle of eernomen, which took place in 1371, was a campaign under-

taken in order to save Edirne from the Turks. When the Serbs were

defeated, the city fell to the Turks.
The evidence presented by Burmov is not conclusive to us.3 First, the

Serbian Chronicles often err greatly in information concerniug Ottornan

advances in the Balkans. There is no reason to prefer the chronology of
this source over others.4 The confusion in the chronology of Chal-

cocondyles' work, written in the 1480's, is well known.s On the other

hand, his and Luccari's mention of Stileyman Pasha in connection with

this battle is noteworthy since we know that Stileyman Pasha came to

Edirne in the autumn of 1352 in order to aid Cantacuzenus, and that

he fought with the Scrbs.o Chalcocondyles seems to have confused the

several battles engaged in by the Serbs and Ottomans between 1352-1371.

Finally Burmov holds it significant that the two Byzantine writers

contemporary with the events- Cantacuzenus? and Demetrius Cydones-
never mention the fall of Edirne; had Edirne fallen previous to 1371,

that important event would most assuredly be echoed in their writings.

But one must not forget that Cantacuzenus was delending himself in
his memoirs; perhaps he preferred not to discuss this event which put

him and his son Matthew in a difficult position, since he was held re-

sponsible for the Ottoman occupation of Thrace. Cydones, in his letters

and other writings, striving to show off his literary style, presented a

s G. Ostrogorsky rcjects Burmov's theory by saying "This suggcstion... is certainly

irrccrlrcct". Sce, llistory oJ' tlrc Byzutrtine Slate, trans. J. I{usscy (Nerv Brunswick,

f '1..f ., 19t,9), p. -5J(r, rt. l; trt. Tixontirov, Voprosy islorii 3 (1948), pp. 691 li'. and F'
fJabirrgcr, Rcvut dcs,!tudcs Bl,zuntines I (1950), p.205 also nradc objcctions to Bur-

nrov's theory.
r The Ilulgarian Chroniclc,
the battle on the Maritsa in
p.26$.
5 See Ostrogorsky, p. 416.
6 Osrrogorsky, p. 472. lt is in the Ahmedi-$tikrullah-Ruhi group of the Ottoman

sources that rve find information about this battle of Stileyman Pasha u'ith the Serbs.

The fact that the Diistirrniime (ed. Yrnang, p. 84) attributes Edirnc's conqucst to

Si.ileyman Pasha may have something to do with this event. Siileyman Pasha (as the

ally of Cantacuzenus) rvas probably the first Ottoman to enter Edirne. Concerning the

Alrmedi-Ruhi narrative see my "The Rise of Ottoman Historiography", The

Historiunsof the Middte fasr, B. Lervis- P. M. Holt, Eds. (London, 1962), pp. 159'

162.
7 The mcmoirs of Cantacuzenus go as far as the year 1364.

published by I. Bogdan, states that Gallipoli fell after

l37l (see C. Jiredek, Archiv.fiir slavische Philologie 18,
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general rather than detailed account of the individual events. Let me
also add that even the Byzantine Slort Chronicle,a which gives a faithful
chronology of important events, contains no rnention of the fatl of
Edirne. In short, we can say that Burmov's thesis about Edirne's fall
subsequent to the battle of eernomen is not based on irrefutable evidence.

Previous to Burmov, C. Jiredek, rejecting the generally accepted date
of l36l for the conquest of Edirne,e took as his basis the death of Orhan
in 1362, as given in the Byzantine Short Chronicle, and submitted that
Edirne must have been conquered only after that date - probably in
1363-by Murad I who was then sultan in his father's place. Later
Jiredek, basing himself on a notice found in a work of M. Panaretus,
written in the fifteenth century,ro stated that in March of 1362 Edirne
was still in the hands of the Byzantines; and he points out that this onl_y

strengthens his theory that the city passed to the Turks in 1363.

The Turkish historian Uzungarqrlt, Iike Jiredek, has also attempted to
establish the date of the conquest of Edirne through the date of Orltan's
death. Today we definitely know that Orhan died in l362.rr According
to Uzungargllr, after Orhan died in 1362 and Murad I ascended the
throne, he was faced with the insurrection of his brothers and, in order
to subjugate them and bring Ankara under his control, he was forced
to unde"rtake a campaign in the east.ra Taking into consideration that

E See P. Charanis, "An Important Short Chronicle of the Fourteenth Century",
Byzantiort l3 (1938), pp. 335-362
s Gcschicltte der Bulgorcn (Prague 1878), p. 321; also his "Zur WLircligung dcr
ne uentdeckten bulgarische Chronik", Archiv fiir slavische Philologic l3 (1891-1891),
pp.255-256.
r0 According to this remark, whcn the plaguc broke out John III Conrnenus, ruler of
Trcbizond, rvho was in Edirne in March 1362, flcd from there to Sinop (C. Jiredek,
Byzantinische Zcitschrifl l8 (1909), p. 582).
11 The short chronicle (see charanis, p. 350) notes that in the year 6s70 an
epidemic of the plague broke out and in March of the samc year (March l362) Orhan
died. Charanis confirrns this date rvith other sources: by comparing with lvl. Villani's
Iti.llian Clrronicle from the same pcriod, and with the renovation inscription of tlre
Alicddin nlosque in Ankara. In another unrelated source, the Colendurdated 773 A.tl.
of Zeyrr'ril-Miineccim (Tarihi rukvimler, ed. l'uran (Ankara, lg54), p. 72) the date
of Orhan's death is given as 763 A.H. For the inscription on the AlAeddin mosquc
sec lvlustafa Akda[, "Ankara Sultan Al0eddin Cimii kaprsrnda butunan H. ?63 r.
bir kitabenin tarihi onemi", Tarih vesikalan 18, pp. 366-373, and n. 69 belou,.
r? Uzungargrh gives in one place l36F and in another 1362 as the dare of tliis
campaign (osnrunlt Tarihil (Ankara, l96l?), p. 164, and p. 165 n.2). The Calcndarol
Zeyn'til-lvli.ineccinr of Srvas (ed. Turan, p.72) givcs the date of Eretna-o-tlu's nlarch
on Ankara as $evvil 767 A.H. (the cnd of July I364). For Ererna-oflu's campaign
ree pp. 175-176 below.
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these events immediately followed Murad's accession, the author con'

cludes that Murad I could only have undertaken the campaign that

culminated in the conquest of Edirne in 1363, or even later in 1364 or

1365.r3

Both Jiredek and Uzungargrll accept as a fact that Edirne was con-

quered only after the death of Orhan and the ascendance of Murad,

and both arrive at the conclusion that, since Orhan's death has been

established at 1362, the conquest naturally took place subsequent to
that date. However, the first premise of this syllogism-the supposition

that Edirne was conquered after Orhan's death-has not been proved.

Both are attempting to prove one unknown by a second unknown. It
is these same sources that we have found to be erroneous with regard

to dating which states that Edirne was taken by Murad I after lrc ascended

the Ortoman throne. No one has yet mentioned the possibility that the

sources may have erred on this point too, and that Edirne may have

been taken after the death of Siileyman Pasha, but in Orhan's lifetime,

by Prince Murad.
In Burmov's opinion, the Ottoman Chronicles, because they give

variant dates and contain basically confused and fanciful information,

are not to be relied on and should be overlooked on this particular

question.r4 Other authors enumerate all the dates offered for the conquest

of Edirne by evcry Ottoman writer from A;rk Pagazdde to Hayrullih
Efendi -i.e.759,760,761,762 

or 763 A.H.-- and they either select

one of them or leave the question completely open. But no one has yet

attempted a systematic analysis of these Ottoman narratives.

Without further discussion concerning the dates of the conquest of
Edirne, let us, by comparing infornation contained in Ottoman sources

with those of the Byzantine sources, study here the real course of events,

and see which of the dates of these events can be clearly established.

13 Uzr.tnqar;tlt, p. 163 n. 2, and pp. 164-165-
r{ Tfrc lcrtcrs givcn in Fcrid0n BeE (MijnSCAtii's-Sentin I (lstanbul, 1274), pp. 90-

96), rvhich, it is claimed, were sent to Karanran-oflu and Uveys Han (the first one

dated I RebiiilShir 161, and Uveys Han's answer of evAil-i Zilkdde 763) concerning

the conquest of Edirne are, as the other documents of this collection daling before

the tinre of Beyazid I, not authentic (C[ lt'!.H. Yrnang, "l:crid0n Be! Miingeitt",

TOEilI, ll-13, p. l6l; 14, pp. 37,95, and 216). The lettcr sent to Uveys Han (un'

doubrcdly $e-yh Uvc-ys Balridrr Han of the Cellyirids, rvho was sultan bctwecn

757 arrd 776 A.H.) is notlring but the account givc;r in the Ottoman cltroniclcs put

into thc tbrnr of a lettcr in Persiarr by an amateur'
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Our point of departure will be the death of Siileyman Pasha and the
imprisonment of Prince Halil.

of the old ottoman narratives, A;rk pa;azAde gives rhe date 75g A.H.
(beginning on 25 December 1356) as the ycar of Siileyman's clcath,
whereas the Anonymous Chronicles and orug give 759 A.H. (beginning
on 19 December 1357). Pseudo-Ruhi indicates that Siileyman dicd
after waging war in Rumelia for six years; thus, if we keep in mind that
he took cinbi (Tzympe) in753 A.H. (r3sz A.D.), we must accept both
for this source and for Pseudo-Ruhi the year Z5S A.H. as the year of
Sfileyman's death. One of the Calendqrsts notes that Orhan died five
years after Siileyman. Since we know that orhan died in 763 A.H.
(1362 A.D.) this date roo confirms Si.ireyman's death in 75g A.H.
The testimony of the contemporary Byzantine historian N. Gregoras
corroborates this date (iii, p. 560 : CSHB vol. 8). He tells us thar
Siileyman's death occurred soon after Halil's captivity. We know thlt
Halil was captured in the summer of 1357.16 Therefore x,e cen srote
that Siilel'man clicd either in tl:e sunrnler or the autunttl oJ'1357.

The detailed inlbrmation given by Cregoras concerning Flalil's release
from captivity is important for a better understanding of the situation in
which the Ottomans found themselves.

Orhan's eleven year old son Halil was taken captive at sea by pirates
and taken to Phocaea (Foga). To save him, Orhan had no other choice
but to appeal to the Byzantine Emperor. Emperor John V palaeologus,
who wanted to squeeze the greatest possible advantage lroni the situation,
succeeded in completing an advantageous agreement with Orhan. The
conditions of this agrecment wcre that the Ottonran sovcrcign undertarke
the establishment of peaceful relations by tlie cessation of all aggression
against Byzantine territory; further, that he assunre expcnscs for the
ships rvhich were to be sent against the Phocaeans, cancel the outstlnding
debts of the Emperor, and promise to support the Emperor by ceasing
to aid Matthew Cantacuzenus, who was holding out against the Emperor
in Thrace.rT This last condition was extremely important. The Ottomans
r5 I rcfcr to tlrc l>.:ris Calcnrlar which givcs tire rnost tlctailcd irrfornration colrccrning
the Oltonrans (cd. Turan, pp. 16, and l8).
16 iskenclcr Hoci, rvlto transhtccl this scction of Cregoras (iii, p. 560) into Turkislr,
establishes the summer of 1356 as the date of this event. Howcvcr, E. de Muralt
(Essai de chronctgrophie bs,zantine lI (St. pctersburg, lgTl), p. 661) gives I j57 as rhc
date of the sanre evcr'tt. Gregoras ends his vvriting witlr thc eveut ol'FIalil's rcscgc
rvhich took place in 1359 (Ostrogorsky,p.415). llalil rr''rnr.rinecl prisonc-r ilt the hands
of tlre Phocaeans for trvo ycars.
L7 John Cantacuzenus (iii, p. 321 : csHB vor. 4) corroborates cregoras (iii, pp. 504,
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had since 1345 been the faithful allies of John Cantacuzenus, who had

been struggling against his rivals in Byzantium from his Thracian
headquarters in Adrianople and Didymoteichum (Orhan had become

his son-in-law when, in 1346, he married Cantacuzenus' daughter Theo-
dora).te The Ottomans who through this alliance had first found the

opportunity to settle in Rumelia (conquest of Cinbi in 1352) now were

uble, through their continued support, upon abdication of John Can-

tacuzenus to his son Matthew, to strengthen their position in Thrace
and open up further areas for their activities. In the face of this situation
John V Palaeologus in Constantinople had to rely mainly on the co-

operation of the Serbs and Bulgars. Now with the agreement with Orhan,
John V Palaeologus hoped to stop the advance of the Ottomans, whose

activities were the source of great concern in Constantinople, and whose

support rendered Matthew a dangerous rival, and to effcct, if possible,

the evacuation of Thracian cities under Ottoman occupation. Accorcling
to Byzantine sources, unlike his aged and ailing father, who sought a

more conciliatory policy toward Byzantium, Siileyman Pasha wasutterly
determined in his policy of conquest.te Thus he seems to have fully
understood the extreme sacrifice involved in the giving up of this bridge-

head which was of the greatest importance for the continuation of the

gazd and the establishment of the Ottoman state in Europe. An interesting
narrative has it that the dying Siileyman's last request was that he be

buried in Bolayrr, his first conquest on the Gallipoli peninsula, and

that his corpse never be left to the enemy.zo One can understand quite

well from the Ottoman and Byzantine accounts the deep and hopeless

grief th:rt beset Orhan, the ailing old Ottoman sovereign, at the captivity
of Halil by the Phocaean pirates and Slileyman's sudden death.zr

and 561) on this point (see, Histoire de Constautinople viii, tr. M. Cousin (Paris,

t674), p. 266).
rE Ostrogorsky, p. 472; P. Lemerle, L'dntirat d'Aydm (Paris, 1957), pp'22O'221.
ID ln 1354 Orhan rvas in negotiation with his father-in-law, John Cantacuzcnus,

concerning lhe evacuation of the Turks from the places occupied by Siileyman Pasha

in Thrace, and it is claimed in Cantacuzenus' memoirs (iii, pp' 276'2'17: tr. viii,
pp. 230-23 I ) that he even agreed to this evacuation in return for financial compensation.

From Cantacuzenus' statement it also becomes evident that S0leyman Pasha at that
time resisted such a move. Chalcocondyles (i, p. 22, ed. Dark6; tr. pp. 9, and 12)

depicts Siileyman as the third Ottoman ruler.
20 "You rvill bury me in this province, and should the infidel come you will resist

and not flce... and also you will do your best lest my corpse be left in their hands".
(Anonyfnous, Tcviirilt-i il-i Osmdn, cd. Giese (Breslau, 1922), p. I V).
!r Cregoras, iii, pp. 560-561, tr. pp. 241-242; Anonymous, Tevd,rih, p. 17; especially
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Gregoras relates (iii, p. 561) that orhan's peace agreement with the
Byzantine emperor was subsequent to Siileyman's death. This agreement,
signed under duress, was a great sacrifice for the ottomans. It meant
the cessation of conquest, the desertion of their ally Matthew, and
the abandonnlent to a bitter fate of Ottornans resident in Rurnelia.
The indecjsion and hopelcssness that beset these gazis at the loss of
their energetic leader Stileyman Pasha is clearly reflccted in the Anony-
mous Chronicle. This chronicle relates that, after Siileyman's death, the
enemy undertook an all-out attack by land and sea from the direction
of Kavak-Tuzlasr i.e. Saros Buy,r, but they withdrew when they saw
that the Ottomans were determined to fight on regardless of cost.23
As to Matthew, who had been left to his own resources, he was taken
prisoner by the Serbians and turned over to the Byzantine emperor.?4

Undcr these new conditions, John V Palacologus' position on thc
Byzantine throne was strengthened. In contrast, Orhan's only thougfit
now was to effect the release of his son Halil. He insisted that John V
Palaeologus proceed in person with a fleet against the Phocaeans (at
that time, Byzantium had three galleys), and the empcror set out in the
following spring, i.e. the spring of 1358. orhan had also made iln
agreement with ilyas Bey, the ruling prince of Saruhan, to attack the
Phocaeans by land; together they encircled the city, but without success.
The emperor returned to his capital without consulting orhan. The

Diislfirndnte, p. 84. Afierwards Orhan established pious foundations for the convcnt
of dcrvishes built at his grave in Bolayrr. According to Ruhi: "When the hcart-brcakirig
news of his death rcached Prince Orhan in Bursa, willr much cryirrg and sighing he
nept, and wailcd, yct since there was no other way but to acccpt this grave misfortune,
he ordered that an edilicc for public wclfarc ('in6ret) slroulcl bc built in l3olayrr ar
the place where the late Siileyman Pasha lay buried". We are preparing for publication
an annotated cdition of a copy of tlris inrportant wafrf documcnt rvlricS was redrarvn
follorving an olllcial rcview during the rcign of Mehnrcd ll, and rvhich is at prcsurt
kcpt in Istanbul in tlre Museum of Turkish and lslamic Works.
3s Tltere is a natural saltpan before the village of Kavak at the Bay of Sargs. In
Oltoman tinrcs it rvas farmed out.
2? Anonymous, p. I A: In the winter of 1357-1358 the cmperor remained with his
small fleet in Bozca-ada (Tenedos). We may assume that the Byzanrines, in ordcr to
profit from the agreemcnt made with Orhan, wanted to put up a shorv in tlie hope
of taking possession of the places occupied by the Ottomans on tire Callipoli peninsul:r.
How'cver, as can be seen from the Ottoman account, they n:ust have given trp their
pluns when thcy realized that the gazis therc, faithful to Siilcynran I,aslra's decision,
were preparing for a fight.
2't Ostrogorsky $. a7$ gives 1357 as the date of this evcnt. According ro Gregoras
(iii, p. 564), this event took place at the time the emperor set out by ship for Phocaea,
in the spring of 1358.
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Ottoman sovereign then made known to the emperor that, should the

iatter not return to Phocaea for continued efforts to rescue Orhan's son,

he (Orhan) would void the agreement and undertake new assaults

against Byzantine territories. The emperor immediately embarked for

Priconisum with two ships. He met with Orhan, placated him and within

the same year set out for Phocaea. Nevertheless he again returned

rvithout a solution. Orhan came to Chalcedon (Kadrkoy) in the spring

of 1359, and through representatives he conferred with the emperor,

who remained offshore on his ship. Orhan accepted the new conditions

of the emperor. These conditions stipulated that, as soon as he was

rescued, Prince Halil would be engaged to his daughter and there would

be a permanent peace, between the two states. The Ottoman sovereign

also handed over a sum of nearly one hundred thousand gold pieces

for llalil's ransorn. In the summer of that year the emperor again set

out for Phocaea, and the governor of that city surrendered Halil to
him. Halil was brought to Istanbul and remained there for a time'

He was ceremoniously engaged to the ten-year-old Irette. Subsequently

rhe prince was brought to Nicomedia (izmit) and returned to his father.

The emperor also wanted Halil to be declared heir to the throne' ac-

cording to Gregoras. Orhan was also so inclined. Since Halil's very

person represenled peace between the Ottomans and Byzanliutn, the

gazis, who wantecl the conquest o[ Rumelia, probably would have

preferred Murad to Halil. Halil's return to Ottoman lands can be

placed lround the e1d of September 1359. Orhan once again assigned

to him his former governorship of iznik.
According to Gregoras (iii, p. 558), the Ottoman threat which had

bcen felt all the way to the gates of Byzantium in the time of Su'tley-

man had receded in the two-year period of Halil's captivity, and a

pcriod of true peace and quiet had held sway in Thrace.

The period between 1357 and 1359 was for the Ottomans a period of

plluse in the conquest of Rumelia. One notices, however, that during

this two-year period, the bridgehead established in Rumelia was

strengthened by emigrants from Anatolia, and new forces were assembled

for an even greater onslaught there.?s With SLileyman Pasha's conquest

'r5 The colonization policy initiated in Siileyman Pasha's time must have been

corrtirrued also after his death (c/ Atrk Pagazide, ed. Atstz, OsDnnh Tarihleri I

(istunbul, 19.19), p. l2a). We know that of the villages rvhich had been assigned by

OrSan as rvn/<fi to the convent of dervishes in Bolayrr many carried Turkish names'
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of Rumelia was born a new overseas Ottoman governorship, Ottoman
Rumelia.zo lts geographic and military conditions won for this region
a status entirely different from that of Anatolia. Of primary importance
was the fact that a sea controlled by Christians separated this new
realm from the Turkish homeland in Anatolia. Already in 1362, thc
Crusaders in the West thought that the Turks could bc annihilated
if the Crusader fleet cut off the Straits and left them helpless in Rumelia.2?

During the administration of Si.ileyman Pasha, the leader of the gazis
who formed the backbone of the state at that time, Ottoman Runtelia
assumed the slatus of o quasi-indepenclent stale vru-ri-yls Anatolia3s In
Gregoras' words (iii, pp. 560-561),2e Siileyman was "Orhan's designate
for the sultanate and entrusted with the general administration of the
state". A Serbian source says that "even during his father's lifetime
he assumed power and turned toward the west".3o When Orhan's eldcst
son Si.ileyman died, in accordance with Turkic-Mongolian tradition,
the oldest brother Murad was sent with his tutor (Lala) $ahin to this
most important distant frontier sector of the state in Runrelia.3t It is

more than improbable that in the five year period between S[ileyman's

Among the villages in Malkara we should mention Bulgurlu, Esendiik, $eyh Halil,
Yegen, Pazarlu-Beg, Kara-Alri, Ulamrg and Sasanlar.
26 According to wal.tf documents, at the tinre of Siileyman Pasha's death thc bordcr
line went through thc Yayla-Da! between Ke;an and ipsala and the mountainous
region that scparates Malkara and Hayraboiu. On the shores of tlre Marmara Sea,

Hora and Bakacrk-Tcpesi to the south of the town Tekfur-Dalr (Rodosto) fornrcd
thc boundary. The claim that Siileyman captured Tckfur-DaSr, ipsala and Vize
(Ruhi) does not seem to be correct. We only know that during his various campaigns
he came to these regions and even as far as Edirne.
27 O. Halecki, "Un empereur de Byzance a Rome", Travaux ltistori.,ues de Ia Socidtd
des Sciences et des Letlres de Yarsovie 8 (1930), pp.76, and ll7. This plan sccms

to have been tlre basis of all Crusade projccts in the lburteen-fifteenth ceulLlrics.
See my Fatih Devri I (Ankara, 1954), pp.47-53.
28 As the nucleus of the Rumeli BeylerbeyliSi, Paga Sanca$r can be considered as

having been established in S0leyman Pasha's time. Most likely the name Paga Sancag,r

also originated from that time. In Murad's time and especially after the big campaign
under Lala $ahin Pasha's command, Rumclia was to be given to a Beylerbeyi with
the title of Pasha.
?g Iskender Hacr translation, TOEM l, p.212.
80 Lebensbeschreibung des Despoten Stefan Lszarevii t,on Konstantin dent Philosophen,
transl. M. Braun (Wiesbaden, 1956), p.5. For Siileynran's important position within
the state see Ahmedi, lskenderninte, ed. Atsrz, Osnunlt Tarihleri l, pp. l2-13.
3r The signature $ahin b. Abdullah that can be seen on the wokf document issued

by Orhan in $aban 761 (June 1360) is most likely that of Lala $ahin himselt, and
if so he must have been in Anatolia at that time.
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death in 1357 and Orhan's death in March of 1362 the Rumelian sector

would have been ignored. The Dilstfirndme tells us quite clearly that
after Siileyman's death, Orhan sent his eldest son Murad to the "holy
war" area, and that he made conquests in Rumelia while his father
was still alive.3g At the head of gazis temporarily halted in their
drive for conquest, the young prince was to prove himself deserving

of the sultanate. The tutor $ahin, a capable commander, and the

seasoned march commanders Hact itUegi and Evrenuz (Evrenos), after
the rescue of Prince Halil in 1359, undertook the conquest with renerved

vigor. The peace and amity agreement forced on the aging Orhan by

John V Palaeologus for the sake of Halil was signed under abnormal
circumstances; a cessation of the advance in Rumelia would have meant

for the gazis there certain annihilation. The only way to hold on and

survive in this new country was to spread and strengthen themselves,

to open up new territories continually for the nomads, akhis and dervishes

pouring in every day from Anatolia.s3 On the other hand, as we have

seen, John V Palaeologus had driven Matthew, the ally of the gczis,

from the Edirne sector and had brought that area under his direct control
and rule.3a Therclore it was only natural that the aim of the new push

in Rumc'lia should be this area long considered by the Ottomaus as

being under their protection. The Ottomans, even before the conquest,

seem to have considered the Edirne region their sphere of influence.

The unusual intensity of the renewed assaults by Runrelian gazis in
1359 stirred an echo even in the Western sources. It was then that the

sl,stematic occupation of Thrace really began.rs The Florentine M. Vil-

s'.: Mir Orlrutlrtr ulu o[tu AIurid-OI zq,nan olubdu kerrdr-i cihdd (Dilstrtrndnre'i

l)uvcri, crl. Yrrtunq, tcxt (lstanbul, 1928), p. 84. Furthcr, Chalcocondyles (i, pp. 29-

30, tr., p. l7) writcs tlrat, as soon as his brother dicd, Murad hurried to Rumelia.

I f c too, sinrilur to tltc l)tisturnLtttc, notcs that Edirnc had bccn takcn by Siilcyman

Paslra. It is likcly that both rrsed the sanle sourcc of information. P. Luccari (Copioso

Ristretto degli Annali di Ruusa, Libri quattro, Venetia, 1605, p.64) notes thc following
regarding Siileyntan Pasha: "fu portato sepelire ne'Giarditri di Calipoli, lasciando

il Rcgrro a NIurat suo fratclto".
33 Concerning thc first Turkish colonization in Thrace see O. L. Barkan, "lstil6
devirlerinin kolonizatcir Tijrk dervigleri", Vakrfor Dergisi 2 (1942), pp. 279-386;

arrd nry "Ottoman Methods of Conquesl", Sludia lslamica 2 (1954).

3'r Concerning the continued support lent to Matthew by the Ottomans sce Canta-

cuzcnus, iii, pp. 324rt., lr., p. 437, and Gregoras, iii, p. 564, tr., p.246.
35 J. Drisckc, "Dcr Ubergang der Osmanen nach Europa im l4. Jh.", Jahrbiicher

fiir das klussisclrc Altertunt 3l (1913), pp. 476-5O1.
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laniso writes that Didymoteichum temporarily fell for the first time to
the Turks in 1359 in the course of this assault,az and Turkish raiders
appeared at the walls of Byzantium in that same year.38

Indeed, some ottoman sources also date to 761 (1359 A.D.) a great
attack under Murad's command which resulted in the conquest of
Edirne. These sources, however, err in showing this campaign of onc
and a half years as having taken place in one and the same year. The
Ottomans whom Villani mentions as having appeared in front of Istanbul
in 1359 must have been the gazis of the Ottoman sources u,ho in 761
(1359) under Murad's command had come to surround a fortress
"near Istanbul"3s as rvell as the Qorlu stronghold. It is very likely that
the panic which developed in Byzantium when Murad rnarched on
Qorlu in the direction of Istanbul aroused such a reaction in Itaty.
Murad had carried out this attack with the aim of protecting his rcar
guard from an assault from the direction of Byzantium during his
expedition against Edirne. After he took Qorlu, he retumed to the West
and strove to take the other fortresses on the Byzantium-Adrianople
road.

Let us analyze more closely the narratives in the Ottoman chronicles
concerning this expedition. These narratives rest basically on two
principle narratives, one from A;rk pagazide, and another one used
by Ahmedi and many after him, the most detailed version of which
is found in Pseudo-Ruhi and Negri.ao

Both groups of the ottoman narratives give 761 A.H. (beginning
23 November 1359) as the date when Murad began his grcat conquesr
in Rumelia.4r Yet those sources generally assunte that Murad ascencled
the throne in the same year. They may have been lecl into error by thc
fact that in 1359 Murad, as his brother Siileyman and his firther Orharr
in Osman Ghazi's time, assumed responsibitity for the nurjor affilirs

36 F. Babingcr, Beitriige zur Friihgeschic'hte dcr Tiirltenherrsclutft in Rtttnelien (14-15.
Jalrhundert) (Briinn*Miinchen-wien, t94.t), p. a6 (M. Villani diecl in 1363).
3? According to orug (p. 20), Dimcroka uas conquercd jn 760 A.H. (Dcccnrber 3,
1358 - Octobcr 24,1359).
88 Ostrogorsky, p.478 (he mentions Villani).
3e Cl Anonymous, Tev1rih-i ALi Osntfin, ect. Glese, p. 20.
{0 Concerning lhese two groups of narratives rce my "The Rise of Ottoman Historiog-
raphy", pp.152-167.
4r Agrk Pagazade, ed. Arsrz, pp. 126-r?7; Anonymous Teviribi Al-i osntdn,cd.
Giesc, p. 2l; Oruq, Tevirih-i Al-i Osndn, ed. Babingcr (ilannover, 1925), p. 20;
Negri, Gihanntima I, ed. Taeschner (Leipzig, l95l), pp. 52-53.



196 H. iNALcrK

of state still in his father's lifetime. In the case of the Pseudo-Ruhi
account, one may assume that this expedition was confused with the
Rumelia:r campaign undertaken against the Serbs by Murad I after
his enthronement.4z These points will be discussed further below. First
rve shall look more closely at the two basic accounts.

Agrk Pagazide's tradition (Chapter 43) reads in short: When Orhan
died, Murad "came [straight] to Bursa". He gathered troops from Karesi
and from his own governorship. Accompanied by his tutor $ahin, he

crossed Gallipoli. He marched straight on the "Banatoz"43 stronghold
and took it without a fight. From there he went on to Qorlu, and seized

it after heavy fighting. He levelled the stronghold walls.aa Then he came

before the stronghold of "Misini". The commander (tekvur) of this
fortress surrendered it.rs Then the gazis took "Burgus" (Liile-Burgaz).
Its occupants fled. The.fortress was burned down.46

42 For the text of Ruhi see p. 169.
43 Agrk Pagaz0de has )-h (ed. Atsrz, pp. 126-28; ed. Ciese, pp. 48-51); and

Negri has )9tr. (ed. Taeschner I, p.52; ed. Unat-Kdymen, I, p. 192); Orug has

)SLl (cd. Bubingcr, Oxford MS. p. 20, and Manisa MS). We may assume that
this fortress was Banatoz (today Barbaros, a dlstrict in the Tekirda! sub-county)
on thc seashore south of the town of Tekirda! (Rodosto).
44 Concerning Corlu (classical: ZipaMov; Byzantine: T(oupovMds, TupoAdq), the

Ottoman source is supported by the following observation of B. de La BroquiCre in
1433: "je vins a une ville que I'on nomme Chourleu qui a estd ass6s bonne par
sernblant, car les Turcz I'ont abatue et est repeupl€e de Grecz et de Turcz" (Le Voyage

d'Outrenter, ed. Ch. Schefer (Paris, 1892), p. 169). For the pertinent note in Evliy0

Qcfebi see H. J. Kissling, Beitrrige zur Kenntnis Thrakiens ittt 17. JahrhuuCerr (Wies-

baden, l9-56), p. 12.

45 In Agrk Pagazide and Negri .,-*" (lvtisini); in Orug and Anonynti ,j:lt dry.*
(Misin); in thc Byzantine period it was Messene (Meoo{n) (see Babinger, pp.43-44;
Kisslirtg, p. 15, n.62). Conccrning the fortress Misini wc find the follorving note in
a Callipoli stutistical rcgistcr rvrittcn around 938 A.ll. (Prinre Mirristry Arcltivcs,

Tirpu No. 167):... Jt,..- .,^..-*" clY-ll ,{s, U+*. i*J.t W)l) q}i-
Today it is Misinli in Qorlu sub-county. 'I-he information given by de La Broquidre
about this fortress which he called Misterio corroborates that of the Ottoman account;
and lte says: "de lir je alay i unc villc que I'on nomme Misterio qui est une petite
place fermie ct n'y denreurent que Crecz except€ ung Turc A qui Crant Turc I'a donnde"
(p. 169). Misinli, which r.rntil the exchange of population after World War I u'as inhabited
by G reeks, is today a village of 300 drvellings populated by in'rmigrants from Rumelia.
Tlrc rvaffs of the fortress are still standing. See A. M. Mansel, Trak),a'nm kiiltiir
ve tqrihi (istanbul, 1938), plate XXtll.
'rd Burgaz, later Qatal-Burgaz and Liilc-Burgaz (for the nanre and historical back-
ground of the city see Kissling, p. 16).de La Broquidre (p. 170) corroboratcs the
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On the other side, Hacr ilbegi had settled in "Burgus"ez on the banks
of the Maritsa River, and was putting pressure on Didymoteichum
(Dimetoka). At last he ambushed the fortress's commander (telivur)
and took him prisoner; he released him when the fortress was surrendercd.
Still in the Maritsa valley, Ghazi Evrenuz had seized the Kegan strongholcl
and was putting pressure on ipsala (Chapter 44).

Murad came to Eski (Baba-Eskisi)rs from Burgus (Liile-Burgaz). FIe
found the stronghold empty. The population had fled to seek refuge in
Edirne. The fortress was burned (in Ne;ri's version). They seized several
other strongholds in the environs. Murad sent Lala Sahin with the
troops against Edirne. The enemy met them outside Edirne with a

large force, and a great battle ensued.rs The defeated enemy retreated
to the stronghold. At this point Hacr itbegi andGhaziEvrenuzrejoined
Sultan Murad. Tlren Murad sent them to Edirne as the advance guarJ of
his arrny. At that time the Maritsa was overfiowirlg. The commander of
Edirne 50 boarded a boat and fled by night to Ainos (Enez).sr When

Ottoman narrative and says: "Et de lir, je vins ir une ville que I'on nomme Pirgasi
qui est aussi tous les murs abbltus et n'y denelre que Turcz". de La Broqr-ricre
metttions the settlements he has seen up to this point, i.e. Qorlu, Mi;terio (Misini)
and Pirgasi (Burgaz) in the sanre sequence as does the Ottoman narrative. Tlius it
seems clear that the route between Istanbul and Edirne followed the same route in
the 1430's also.
4? Kulelii-Burgaz, to the immediate east of Dinetoka on the Edirne rout3, is ca!lcd
Phytion today, and may be idcntical rvith Elri Kaleli Burgaz or llte3i Kalcsi nrcrrrioncd
by Evliya Qelebi (V, p. 328: cf. also Orug, pp. 20, and 93). Thc great ro,*er on rhe
hill dominating the road is still standing today.
48 ldentical rvith Boulgarophygunr of the Byzantirres (see Babinger, pp.5t-52 arrcl
Kissling, pp.40-41). Also Zambry, the settlement mentioned by de La Broquicrc
after Burgaz, is very likely Baba-Eskisi (Babaeski). He too found the walls of rhis
town destroyed.
{0 ldris 1Hc,tr Bchi;t, Topkapr Sarayl Kiitiiplrarrcsi, Hazinc No. 1655, f. l4l') givc:;
Sazlu-Derc its lltc placc of tlris buttle (cl'., Tic'ii't-T'cvarih l, p.72). ln tlris part, idris
follows Negri and gives both narratives. Likc Negri, he too mentions the Akhis of
Ankara.
5o In Onrg (Manisa MS) gi.;J(r' cr_fl:l (Adranos? Tekvuru); in Hoca Sa'deddin

(1, p.72): "lldirnc Televuru ki 4jJ,tJl laOrine?J demckte nrcghur idi".
rr Enez, today a district of Kegan. It was also written Enoz, Aynoz or Inoz (j_r+ l).
In Byzantine times it was Atvos and in ancient times ';lry'uldos or lfoMvoBpio (see
Babingcr, p. 49). The rent-incorne of this important harbor, an outlet of the Edirne
and Maritsa Vallcy on lhe Aegean Sea, and that of the salt-pans there was assigned
to the despot Demetrius Palacologus rvhen Morea was annexed in Mehmcd ll's tinre
(see, TV nerv series I i (1955), p. 134). Concerning tlre conquest of Enez see my
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news of this was heard the follorving morning, the inhabitants opened
the city gate (orug, Manisa version: Kumkale Kaprsr) and surrendered.
This conquest took place in 761 (45th Chapter).

The Anonymous Chronicles and Orug give a shorter version of this
story. Some of the Anonymi combined this account with the section in
Ahmedi dealing rvith Murad I, thus giving both versions. The Manisa
copy of Orug, however, gives the date of the conquest of Edirne following
the above-mentioned narrative as 761 A.H., and based on the Calendars
as 762 A.H.

Aqrk Pa;azAde's narrative relates the strategic moves for conquest
undertaken by Murad after he took command of the frontier forces in
Rumelia in place of his brother Slileyman in 761 A.H. (1359); and here
the events are set forth in a completely logical order. Thus, while Murad
was scizing the vital fortresses along the historic Constantinople-
Adrianople road which were, starting from Constantinople: Qorlu,
Misini and Burgus (Liile-Burgaz), commanders of the marches were
holding down the fortresses, and especially Didymoteichum which
protected Edirne from the south, i.e. fronr the Maritsa valley. In the
second and final phase of the expedition, Murad set up his headquartcrs
in Baba-Eskisi, at a distance of fifty-five kilometers from Edirne; from
there he sent Lala $ahin against Edirne. The Byzantine forces which
gathered in Edirne attempted to scatter the Ottomans by engaging in
a battle outside the walls, at Sazlu-dere, but when they were defeated
they retreated to the fortress. (The reason why Murad systematically
destroyed fortresses abandoned by their population-such as Qorlu and
Baba-Eskisi-is easily understood. It was because of the systematic
application of this method in the Ottoman conquests that fortresse's
were prevented from becoming renewed ceirters of resistance after the
Ottomans withdrew.) After his successful attempt at Sazlu-dere, Murad
decided to gather all his forces for a last, concentrated attack on Edirne.
Ilc sumrnoned the march forces conrmanded by Hacrllbegiand Evrenuz
([vrcnos) u,hich had been active in the l(e;an mountain rcgion and the
Maritsa valley. They united with Murad's army and formed the advance
guard. Then the entire army rnoved on Edirne. The tradition that Edirne
was taken rvithout a siege seems to conform to the truth. After the
defeat at Sazlu-dere, the populace of Edirne had little hope of success

against the full complement of Murad's army. lt rvas known of the

"ltf chrircd thc Conqueror and lris Time", Speculutn 30
tintcs, conrmunications betlveen Encz and Edirne rvere

lr{ a ri tsa.

iii (1960), p. 42. Until recent
acconrplished by ship on the
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Thracian fortresses (like Banatoz, Misini) which surrendered of their
own will, that Murad had protected them from pillage and had allowed
the local population to remain; but those fortresses which were subdued
after attack were pillaged, destroyed and the local people enslaved.sz
Once Murad had complete control of the Constuntirrople-Adrinnoplc
road there was no hope of aid from Byzantium. According to the nar-
rative, the Byzantine commander fled dorvn the Maritsa to the port
of Ainos. Actually, at that time this was the only route of escape from
Adrianople to Byzantium. All in all, as we have sholn above, the
toponymic and topographic data which it contains, and their conformity
rvith the observations of de La Broquidre on the situation of the fortresses
after the conquest, clearly indicate this account to be a reliahle source.

Pseudo-Ruhi, who gives the most complete and detailed version of
the second group of accounts,s3 explains events after the ascendancc

of Murad in this way:

THIRD CHAPTER

ON THE ACTMTIES OF' IVIURAD, SON OF ORHAN, SON OF OSMAN

When Orhan Bey died the leading men of the state and viziers enthroned
his son Murad Han. In the night of the same day Bayezid, the son of
Murad was born. People and beys from all over the world congratulated
him on his accession to the throne and the birth of his son. Murad I
acted in complete justice toward his subjects so that even those rebellious
people came to submit to his rule and all subjects enjoyed prosperity
and peace. He convened the 'ulemd in Bursa and at a felicitous moment

63 It can bc said that, in Ottoman timcs, towns in Thrace rvlrich had a largc pcrcentage

of Crcck inhabitunts had most likely bcen taken by pcaceful mcans. For cxurnplc,
according to a statistical rcgister datcd 925 A.I{. (Prime Ministry Archivcs, Tapu
No.75, p.388) in Miircfte thcre rvcrc 107 Christian I',ouscholds cornparcd to four
Muslim houscholds. Also from thc point ol'vierv of taxation, lr"l iircftc and a ntrnrber
of Christian to\\ns likc it rcccivcd spccial trcatnrcnt. On tlrc otlrcr lraucl, in pluccs

taken'anvaten, by lbrce, "the infidels" lverc taken into captivity and their lartds
and goods given to lvluslims, according to the Islamic holy law. Such places thus
rapidly bccanre Mrrslim lo\\'ns (sce abovc, n.46, for dc La Brocluidrc's irttcrc-sting
observation concerning Rurgaz irr | 433). Naturally thcrc arc also to'.vns rvhiclr

obtaincd a lr{trslim or Greck majority latcr on, prompted by differcnt conditions.
tsut this situation evolved over a long period of time.
t3 Here we use the copy of tlre Bodleian Library in Oxford (Ntarsh MS No. 313).

For studies on early Ottoman history, it is necessary to establish the original text
by comparing this copy, u'hich J. H. Mordtnrann attributcs to Rr.rhi (MOG 2,

pp. 129-136), to other related manuscripts.
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laid the foundation of a complex of charitable institutions at (aplfica
[in Bursa]. The architects and masons did their best for its completion
and so, in a short time, a ntedrese and an 'imdret were built of an in-
describable beauty. To meet the expenses the sultan granted walfs
which were to be givento the'ulemd,recitersof the Qur'an, descendants

of the Prophet and Muslim poor. Afterwards he intended to pass over
to Rumelia irr order to make an expedition into Hungary. But before
his departure news came to the effect that the beys in various parts of
upper R[m had intentions against Bursa. That is to say, as soon as

the sultan crossed the Straits and went to make war against the infidels
they would come with their armies over against Bursa to plunder it
and make injuries on the Muslims there. Thereupon Sultan Murad
asked the leading 'ulentd of the time whether he should make war
against the infidels or repulse the aggressors. Their answer was that the
latter was to be done first. So delaying the Holy War and sending orders
around, the sultan assembled an army from all over his realm and marched
against R[m. When he reached the border he defeated the enemy who
appeared there, and made conquests including Ankara. From there he

came to Sultan-Oyiifii and conquered it also. He came to Bursa safely,
and, assembling his army again, he crossed over to Rumelia, defeated

the Serbian army and conquered Edirne. It occurred in the year 761.
This is how Sultan Murad set out to make Holy War against Serbia.

When Sultan Murad had tlie intention to make Hoty War against Serbia
he placed his son Bayezid on the throne under the tutorship of Timurtag
Bey, and then he himself assembled a large army and crossed the Strait
over to Rumelia in order to march against Serbia...
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Ne;ri expertly combined the two traditions by transmitting the Ahmedi
- Pseudo-Ruhi tradition about events immediately following Murad's
accession, then grafting on events from the Aqrk Pa;azAde narrative
of the conquest of Edirne, as if, from a chronological point of view,
they had taken place afterwards.s4 However, Negri wanted to correct
the date of Siileyman Pasha's death to 760, and repeated Agrk Pa;azlde's
remark saying Esahh oldur ki odlu Silleyman Pa;a iki ay 6nden vefat
etmi.ctirss "The truth is that his son Srileyman died two months
before him" and transmitted again in the Agrk Pagazdde version the
conquest of Edirne. Here, however, he corrected the date to 762. No
doubt if Negri had given 758 as the date of Stileyman Pasha's death as

it is in Agrk Pagaz6.de, he would have had to accept that Orhan, who
he says died two months afterwards, also died in that same year, and
that Murad's accession took place in 758. He shows, however, again
based on a copy of Agrk Pagazide, 758 as the year of the conquest of
Bolayrr. He allowed one year for the following conquests with the
remark "all of the aforementioned conquests took place rvithin one
year", and set Stileyman's death subsequently for the year 760 A.H.
He allowed another year for Murad's enthronement and the Ankara
campaign 

-which he had taken frcm Pseudo-Ruhi-and set the date
of his subsequent return to Rumelia and the conquest of Edirne at 762.
We know that Negri attempted to resolve such inconsistencies in the
sources in otlier places as well. Thus, although the tlvo ancient traditions-
Agrk Paqazide and Ahmedi-Pseudo-Ruhi- set the conquest of Edirne
at761,56 Negri differed from these traditions by setting the date at762.5?

5r Common u,ith Ruhl (p. 5l): Ittifak bir gtTn ... kavuStu; and p. 52: LeSker cenledip
diledl ki ... Suhan-tiyillii'ne gellp etrafim fcthedip. It seems that in the latter Negri
used a more detailed variant of the same source as Ruhi. Thc remaining parts are
all from Agrk Pagazide (Negri, dihdnniimd I, ed. Taeschner, pp. 5l-53). This in'rportant
copy from the year 898 was discovered by Th. Menzel; it was not used by F. R. Unat
and M. A. K61'rnen irt their critical edition of Negri (Kitdbt Cihdnniinfi, Ankara,
1949). Here u,e shall reler alu'ays to the Menzel copy.
55 Agrk Pagazide, ecl. Ciese (Leipzig, 1929), p. 46.
56 The Anonymous leyririh-i Al-i Osnfin (cd. Ciese, p.3l), and Orug(ed.Babinger,
p.21, and 93) give tlre date as 761. Kcmal PagazAde, however, who represents a
sonrewhat ntore recent conrpilation period, follows Negri (see MS No. 3078 in the
Nuriosmaniyc Library) for his report that Siileynran died while on a goose huntand
giving, like Negri, the date of his death as 760 A.H. This historian also used the
Anon.vttti (the last will of Si.ileyman Pasha and the narration of the landing of the
inlidcls at Karak-Tuzlasr). For the conquest of Edirne, ldris adhered to Ncari and
gave the date as 762, whereas Ali (Kilnhii'l-ahbdrY, pp.45-49) and Cennibi (a good
copy of this is in the Selinriye Library of Edirne, No. 1569, f. 700) follow Ruhi.
5? As u'c have seen prcviously, Orug also gave the date as 762 in the Manisa copy.

rHE coNeuEsr oF EDIRNE (r:ol) 203

After taking notice of this point, let us now attempt to analyze the
Ahmedi-Pseudo-Ruhi tradition group. In the Pseudo-Ruhi rradition,
the important events are giyen in the following order:

l. when orhan died, the influential men of state put his son Murad on
the throne.
2. The rebellious elements who caused trouble in the early days of his
reign were brought under control and the situation stabilized.
3. Murad had an 'imdret and ntedre.se built at Kapluca.
4. He then wanted to cross to Rumelia and .,make Holy war against
Hungary" ("Laz ve ungurus" in $iikrull0h's Behcetii,t-Tevaril). But
it was then that he learned that "the various Begs of upper R[nr,, (in
Behcetii't-Tevdr[h, Mehmed b. Hacr Halil, and NeSri .,the kings of the
area") were to attack Bursa during his advance into Rumelia.
5. At this point he went with his army "as far as the border in R[m,
and subduing the enemies who appeared" he made conquests and lre
took Ankara. From there he passed to Sultan-oyi.igii (Sultan-onii,
Eskigehir), conquered it also and returned to Bursa.
6. Again mobilizing an army he crossed to Rumeria. ..Defeatine 

the
Serbian army he captured Edirne in the year 761."
7. subsequently, stationing his son yrldrnm Bayezid in Bursa rvith
his tutor Timurtag Bey, he again undertook a campaign to Rumelia
and "he turned to the Serbian region".

Negri transmits this tradition in shorter form but adds to it another
account of how the Ankara Akhis received them (Mcnzel's text, p. 52:
"derler ki . . . krilryurs;rz"). Ahmedi, $tikrullih and Mehmet b. Hacr
Halil note that at his ascession, Murad brought in as his viz.ier Hrilil-i
Qenderi, but Pseudo-Ruhi has no mention of this.ss on the other hand,
the events in Pseudo-Ruhi, cited above in numbers 6 and 7, do not
appear in Ahmedi, gtikrullah and Mehmet b. Hacr Halil. In other rvords,
after the conquest of Ankara and sultan-Oyi.igii, they pass immediately
to the Karaman campaign, and do not mention the campaign against
the serbs and the conquest of Edirne. The points in common in all of
these sources, including pseudo-Ruhi, are:

R"th"t i;" *surning a direct conncction bctwcen Negri and orug, wc slrould corrsiclcr
lhe Caleildqr as tlte common source used by both.
5E Ne5ri, adlrering to Agrk Pagazide on this point, stalcs that l-layrc-ddin, thc kadi
of Bursa, was made kadtasker, \r'hercas Ahmedi and Mchmcd b. Hacr Halil mainrain
thut he \vas elevated to the vizicrate. on this contradiction r(,c p.20Ebelorv. l\tclrrrrcd
b' Hacr Ilalil states thal in this appointrnent N{cvldna $eyh Fahreddin, a discipic of
Abdiilkadir Gilini, played a role.
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l. that Murad at his accession punished those whose loyalty to him

had wavered, and

2. that later, moving east to the serhadd'i Rfim "border in R0m", he

conquered Ankara and Sultan-Oyiifti. It can be assumed that the common

source contained mainly these principal events.

As for those who rose against Murad when he took the throne, Ahmedi

expressed it thus:
Oldulqr yafi ana karda;larr
Kamunun bitti elinde i;lerias

"His brothers had become enemies

Their fate was sealed bY his hand"

According to Uzunqar;tlt, the meaning of "kardaSlarr" here is Murad's

brothers.60 He suggests that, at the time of Murad's accession, Prince

Halil and ibrahim were alive and had mounted opposition to him in

Anatolia. The sources give no date for Halil's death.ot lf he were alive

then, at the age of sixteen, he would have to have been in iznik'u2 The

Ottomans shared the ancient Turkic belief that God appoints the

sovereign.6s Thus it would only be natural that at Orhan's death (March,

1362) the faction which held Halit felt free to proclaim him sultan in

his father's place. Indeed, as we mentioned above, the Byzantine emperor

naturally was among those who wanted to see Halil on the Ottoman

throne. On the other hand, the then thirty-six year old Muradoa was in

Rumelia in full charge of the main forces of the state. He had won

great fame with his conquest of Thrace and, as representative of the

war and conquest policy against Byzantium' was doubtlessly supported

by the gazi groups. On the whole, the conditions in those times may

5e ed. Atstz, Osnnnlt Tarihlerl I, p. 15.
oo Ostttanlt Tarihi I (Ankara, 1960r) p. 160. According to P. Wittek ("Zur Geschichte

Angoras im Mittelalrer", Feslschrift G. Jacob (Leipzig, 1932), pp. 352-353) instead

of "brorhers",tlre wordkard4rhereisusedratherirtthesenseof"Muslimneighbors"'
61 N. Jorga (GOR I, p. 202) writes that Halil died before his father Orhan, but it

is not clear how he arrived at this conclusion.
62 .See Gregoras (ibid.). A Calendar written in 7'13 A.H. (ed' Turan, p' 72)

notcs lhat Orhan and someone rvith the name Halil died in the same year, i'e' 763'

Hoscver, Turan reads dJ.r Ul "El J"Li as "Atabeg Halil A!a"' We could not

check this in the original.
63 .See my '.Osmanlrlarda Saltanat Verdset Us0lii ve Tiirk Hakimiyet Telakkisiyle

llgisi", Sis'asal Bitgiler Fakiiltesi Dergisi l4 i (1959)'
6{ Thc recently discovered, Calendtrrs (see, Tarihi Takvintler' ed' Turan (Ankara'

1954), pp. 16, and 52) corroborate the year 1326 as the year of his birth.
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substantiate the thought that there could have been a struggle among
the brothers for the ottoman throne. However, a struggle between
Murad and Halil for the throne can only be guessed at. The only in-
fornration clearly emanating from the sources is that quarrels broke
out in Anatolia in the course of Murad's accession. That the rebels,
in a short rhymed version (by Ahmedi) of the tradition, are referred to
as brothers is open to interpretation and can not be considered as
conclusive evidence.

Orhan's death, on the other hand, must have been considered an
opportunity by Eretna-ollu who counted Ankara within the sphere ol'
his control. We have more definite information concerning the actions
of Eretna-oglu in Srvas. Ankara was considered under the authority
of the Eretna state until the Ottoman occupation; and a certain Melik
Nisireddin BahtiyAr Be[ was in power there.Gs Aller Erctna's death
(in 1352)oa a struggle broke out among his sons,o? and the Ottomans,
taking advantage of the situation, undertook a campaign under the
command of Si.ileyman Pasha to Ankara for the first tirne in 135.4{rE

and gained control of the city. An inscriptionse placed on the Sultan

65 H. Edhem, Diit'el-i lstdmiye (lstanbul, lg27), p. 384; H. Hiisameddin, Antusl,a
Tarihi III (istanbul, lg27), pp. 40, 63, and 65.
66 A. Tevhid, "Beni Ertena", TOEM 4, p. 16; Hi,isameddin, p. 42.
6? HUsameddin, p. 44; Tevhid, p. 18.
68 See Wittck, "Zur Geschiclrte Angoras...", p. 347. Although it rvas Nisirc-cldin
Mchmed Bey, tlre younger son of Eretna, wlro becan'le sultan in placc of his fathcr
eitlrcr tow:rrd the end of 754 A.Fl. or at the beginning of 755 A.ll. (1354), his brorher
Ciifcr dcclurcd hinrsclf rulcr in Kayscri. Karaman-oflu Siilcynran sul)portcd Mchnrcd
Bcy (Iltisanreddin, pp. 48-49). Concerning the capture of Ankara in Orhan's tinre
we (luote hcre the followirrg ofllcial rccord (Ankara statistical regi:;tcr writtcn in 867
A.l-1., Primc Ministry Archivs's, Tapu No.9): "Ayag'ta Alri Birycz.id giftligi, kadinrii'l-
cyyirndan vakl'olrgclnrig, elinde merh0m Orhan Bey ve Gizi l-liidavendigir vc Sultan
Mehenrmed bitileri vardrr. Elhiletii hizihi Ahi Biyezid otlu Ahi Elvan vakl-iyyer
tizerc mutasarnlirr".
6e See M. Akda!, "Ankara Sultan Alaeddin Camii kaprsrnda bulunan Hicri 763
tarilrfi bir kitabenin tarihi6nemi", ff NS I iii (t96t), p.372, plare II. Cf, M. Celib,
Ankara I (istanbul, l34l), p.47. The text ot'this three line inscription is as follorvs:

Utr ,, J.'!Jl r-t+J ha -f
l. \ll

r*r I dtt!-Jl ,J:Jl Jtl ;\; c,J-rr tl,
t|.t- _l i^^*J g)\t i:." .,J 4(L Jl 'lli !Li-1el

Therc is a record in one of the statistical registers from Mehmed II's time (Primc
Mirristry Archives, Tapu No. 12, f. 196) that in the village of Egreflii in Gallipoli
Lu'lu' [Lulu] Pasha donated a meadow as a walcJ for his caravanseray. T. Cokbilgin
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'Alieddin Mosque in Ankara by Lu'lu' (or Lulu) Pasha in the time
of Orhan, and datcd 763, clearly shows that previous to March 1362,
the date of Orirau's death, Ankara was still subject to the Ottomans,
whereas, according to the Ottoman tradition, Murad had to conquer
Arrkara anew with another campaign. In that case, Ankara was no
forrger under Ottoman domination after March of 1362. Evidently this
too must have been connected with the crisis of indecision which
developcd in the Ottoman realm after Orhan's death.

The inforrnation given by Hi.rseyin Hiisameddin as pertinent to Central
Anatolia and Ankara at this date is rather illuminating.

In 759 A.H.?0 the Karaman-oglu 'AlAeddin brought Eretna-o[lu
Mehmed back to his throne. In this way the Karaman-ollu and Eretna-
oglu lvlehmed once n-lore assumed a superior position in Central Anatolia.
It rvas at this time that the former ruling prince of Ankara, BahtiyAr
B.y, once more got hold of Ankara and began raiding Ottoman
territory.?t Bahtiyirr Bey received encouragement from the Karamanids.
Htiseyin Hi.isameddin accepts these events as coinciding with the date
of Orhan's death and Murad's accession.?z

The eastern campaign of the new Ottoman sultan, Murad, was

conducted, according to Pseudo-Ruhi's version, against yukoru Rfint'da
olan ntiitefcrrik befler "the various begs of upper R[m".?s As is known,
the Ottomans had named the area belonging to the Eretna state ,I|fru,
and in the fifteenth ccntury the name Rtint Beylerbeylifi or Rfim VilAyeti
was given to the Beylerbeylik of this region.?4 According to Hiiseyin

(Edirne ve PaSa Livcrst (istanbul, 1952), p.291) shows Lulu Pasha in Murad ll's time,
which cannot be correct.
?o Altlrough Fliisameddin gives the date as 762, a contemporary Calendar ttont
Srlirs (ed. 1'uran, p. 72) slrows the date as 759.
?r Fliisarncddin, pp. 6.1-65. On this point he uses Miineccimbagr's C1nti'ii'd-diivel
arrd othcr sourccs rvlrich rve could not identify.
?2 But ltc gives the date of Orhan's death as Reccb 761, whereas Orhan's death
occurred in March 1362 (see above, n. I l).
?x Wc knorv not only of Bahtiyir Bcy in the Ankara region, but many otlrer local
bcys' natucs are givur in tlre awlidf cntries of the fiftecnth ccntury Ottonran statistical
registers. According to a statistical register from Ankara from the year 867 A.H.
(Prime lvlinistry Archives, Tapu No.9) even before the Ottomans took over, in lhe
r\ttkara rcgion there s'ere a number of rvell known families such as the Yefen Bey
olullan, Diindar Bey ofullarr, Emir Yakub ogullarr, Kozan Bey o$ullarr, Ulu Bey
olullarr, Bikari Bcy, Abdullah Bey, Stleynran Bey and Mahmud Bey o$ullarr.
71 Sc'c' Nc';ri, c'd. Taeschner I, pp.87, and 144. According to I{iisameddin (pp. 142, and
l'15) Prince Yrlchrrnr Bayczid was the first vdli in 788 A.H., and Dcvatdir Ahmed
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Hlisameddin, Sunkur Pasha, one of Murad's commanders, surrounded
Ankara; the people of the city, displeased with Bahtiy0r Dey, surrendered
the fortress to Sunkur and recognized the sovereignty o[ the Ottoman
sultan. Bahtiylr Bey fled to Amasya. Ne;ri relates how Murad I rvas
greeted by the akhis when he ceremoniously entered the city after the
conquest.

On the othcr hand, a relieble contemporary source has it that Eretna-
oglu Mehmed marched on Ankara the year following I\4urad's accession,
i.e. in 765 A.H. (beginning l0 October 13631.2" (lt is noteworthy th:rt
this source, written in Srvas, the capital of Eretna-ollu, makes special
mention of Orhan Ghazi's death.)

Evideiitly, this Eretna-oflu campaign must have been made to counter
Murad's "border in R[m" campaign. Its goal was to take Ankara back
from the Ottomans.?6

Essentially, the Ahmedi-$i.ikrutlah-Mehmet b. Hacr llalil versions
explain events subsequent to Murad's actual enthroncment, i.e. after
March 1362. Since Edirne had been conquered previous to that, thesc
sources which transmit the original tradition naturally make no mcntiorr
of the conquest of Edirne among tlrc events aftcr Murad's acct,ssion.
However, in the Bodleian manuscript attributed to Ruhi (Pseudo-Ruhi),
we find the conquest of Edirne simply combined with a campaign a-sainst

the Serbs. On the other hand, as we have seen above, in tlie Ayk Pa.razAde

tradition there are substantial details given concerning the Thracian
conquests which culminated in the capture of Edirne. In the A;rk
Pa;azirde tradition (chapter 47), Murad's giving the Rumelia governor-
ship to Lala $ahin and the Beylik of Marches to Evrenuz must be

Pasha bccame the first beylerbeyi in 789. Fort he naming of tlre region Rfim vildl,eti, sec

P. \\/ittck, "[-e Sultan de R0m", Annuaire de I'lnstitut Oricntal 6 (l]russcls, l9l8).
75 Tlic Turan cdition of the Calendar prepared in Srvas in Muharrcrn of 773 by

Zcyrrii'f-Miincccim b. Si.ilcynran, p. ?2; fliel S \-l:(tq ta.< J.- f)e
Jir. eI+ r JlJ, ,il3l ;r .-lJ-" jl f) vI Jlr s: ,CJ r4+
;J oJ^iJl .Si f:-:", S r.-*^r Ja*.{ ,y .:J3: LIL^:l_l "*t," JJr .;)
fs< i-T 4:o*. Jr*r, uf ! g-lLti ,-1.-- L3Gil e" J i-,e-;-.:l r..=.i,r

For tiie irtscription on the tomb of Erctna-oglu lvleirmed (clatcd 767 A.l'1.) sc,c ll. Lct-
bem, Kayseril,s,e $ehri(lstanbul, 1334), p. I13.
?tt \t'e knou'from a note in Buztrt u Razm (p. 186) that rclations betrvecntheEretna-
olulltn and the Ottomans were still hostile around 782/1380. \\'hen Kadi Burhaneddin
got control of the tcrritory of the Eretna house he continued tlris policy of enntity.
From the sarne source (pp. 390, and 408) we know that, for a rvhile at lcast, Kadi
Burirancddin pushed his attacks as far as Ankara.
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events connected vrith his accession. The same source states that, with
these appointments, Murad secured his hold over Rumelia and, passing

through Callipoli, returned to Bursa where he spent the winter. Also
mentioned in the course of thcse events is the appointment to the
"ve:irlik" of Kara Halil, then the Kadrasker in Bursa. Indeed, the

Ahmedi-$iil<rullirh account (which is unrelated to Alrk Pa;azirde) also

tells us that Murad's first act after his accession rvas the appointment
of Kara Halil to the "vizierate". The new sultan had to vrin over Kara
Halil who as kadi was the most important individual administrator
in the Bursa capital. There is a strong possibility that the subsequent

political influence of Kara Halil and the Qandarhs may have been a

result of the support he rendered Murad in the securing of his throne.
It is noteworthy tliat iznik, which belonged to Prince Halil, later became

the center of the Qandarlls.
After his arrival at Bursa, Murad did not return to Rumelia until

166 A.H. (28 September 1364 to 19 August 1365), this again according to
the A;rk PagazAde tradition. Lala $ahin was compelled to handle all
alone the defense actions against the Serbs who were attacking Edirne.

It is from the Ahmedi-Pseudo-Ruhi tradition that we learn what sort of
dililculties Murad had had to deal with following his acccssion (the 1362

Ankrtra c:.rmpaign; the Eretna-ollu attack on Ankara in 1363 or 13641.22

Thus, after this anllysis of the Ottoman accounts as tlrey relate to
<-rur subject, we can say that once put into chronological order, the sound

historical information contained in these accounts gains its rcal value.

Let us now take up once more the question of the date of the conqLtest

of Edirne.

In the above discussion we attempted to show that the conquest of Edirne

does not have to be tied to the I 362 accession of M urad I. The Ottoman
tnrdition gives 761 A.H. (23 November 1359 to l3 October 1360) as the

clate of thc conquest of Edirne. This date, as we pointed out above,

marked tlie beginning of the new mobilization for conquest in Rumelia

which was undertaken under Prince Murad's direction after the release

of Flalil in 1359. The goal of this mobilization was, indeed, Edirne,

?; A third, unrelated narrative occurs in DiistfirnAme-i Enveri (p. 84). As wc have

alrc'ady nrcntioned above, this source speaks about the activities undertaken by

l)rincc Mur:rcl in Rumelia after Siilcyn'tan's death but still in Orhan's lifetime. For
the iulbrntation givcn i1 this source conccrning the capturc of Edirne by Si.ileyman

Puslra sct n. 6. 'l'lrc DiistirnArttc also mcntions a dcfcat of the Scrbs at Sazlu-Dcre

w'hich rvas brought about after Orhan's death, in 765 A.H.
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but the Ottoman source errs when assuming that the fall of Eclirne
took place within the same year. Indeed, accolding to another Ottoman
tradition, the Manisa copy of orug (Muradiye Library, MS 1373, f 41.),
Edirne fell in 762 A.l-1.; on this we find the fc-rllorving notarion: Kutn-
kalesi kaptstttr agtp kalel,i [Edirne) r,erdilcri ctl 1:11 isintla gtiney tutultrp

)'tlclrzlar tQntQm gdrilndil, Hicrctiitt .lcttc 762 fitiirtra /i'tlnlurulu. Mt'rt'tiitt
sene 761 vaki' oldu. ("Opening the gate of Kunl-kalcsi they surrcndercd
the fortress; in that year the sun eclipsed and the stars were completely
visible, in the year 762 A.H. Edirne was taken. It took place in ttre
year 761 A.H.";za The esserrtial point here is the notation that Eciirne
was conquered in the year of the eclipse. Babingcr was rhe first to
call attention to this point and calculations have shown thlt this
eclipse had taken place on 5 May 1361.?e Orug took this note from the
Calendars and added it to the Agrk Pa;azfide account, and thus rnentions
the years 761 and 762 side by side as the date of the conqucst of Edirnc-.'0
The information contained in tlrc Ottoman Culcntlursst :lbout thc
eclipse is in conformity with the Calendar wriu.en in 773 A.H. by
Zeyn ii'l- M iineccim :sg

?E In the Oxford copy of Oruq (cd. IJabingcr, p.23): "irr tlris 1,cur thc srrn h:rtl u [ull
cclipsc, all tlre stilrs $'crr; lllly sccn, Ldirnc w.ls cuptrl-cd, in tlrc ycar 761 n.ll.".
ln thc Carttbridge copy (cd. Babirtger, p. 9-l): "opL-ning tlrc B,iltc:i ol'thc lirrrlcss its
populace surrendered the fort, Edirne w'ils captured irr 761 A.l{. ... Also Ilvrcnos
beg capturcd ipsala in tlre year of '763 of thc llegiru. lrr that ycar tlrc surr hacl a full
cclipsc and tlrc rvorld beclntc durk".
7e Babinger first studied tiris question in ivlOG 2 (1926), pp. 3ll ctc.; irr l9-l-l lrr.-

once again revicrved the que-stion irr his Bcitri:g<,, Jr1'r. .16--17; hstly hc rtrudc irclcar
in the Revtte ilrc Etucles By:uttrittes | (1950) p.205 that tlrc sprirrg ol l-'t6l c;tn bc
accepted alnrost certainly as the date of thc capture of Edirnc.
t0 lt seenrs that his mistake in giving thc ycar ol'tlre full eclipsc of tlrc sun orrec as

762 and then as 763 nrust be attributcd to the dating syste m follorvecl by tlre Cqlcttdurs.
Tlte Calendurs give tlte datc of an evcnt retroilctivc frorn thc tlatc of thcir rrritirrg
(see nty Fatih Devri I, p. 23, and Plate l). Orug, rvlro sccmingly had rcpeatedly rc-
written his w'ork (this can be seen especially in stu<Jying the Manisa copy) nrust havc
made his mistake when trying to coordinate the dating of the Cslendur rritlr the
Hijri date.

Er |:l JU.L J d-ttlel ;ol.l" /-l.rl* -l-ll _)'lr; -l d-r$,-l: ..-rK.;.rl
;Jr; dtit Jj ... d-u*-ri.-rr:l gil- i.rltl*3 g.r*a.,.!'l_9 r,.olJ e[.
See ed. Turan, p. 44.Actually the Egyptiirn Mamluk sultan An-Nasrr Nisrrii'd-Din
Hasan u'as taken prisoner by Yal-Boglra in Marclr oI 1361. The Mclik Nusrrincidsnt
in the Culendar must refer to this event.
82 ed. Turan, p. 72.
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The year 762 A.H. given here for the total eclipse falls within I I
November 1360to2 October 136l A.D. Thus the date of 5 May 1361

which Babinger arrived at for this eclipsc falls within the year 762 A.H.
On the other hand, Zeynti'l-Miineccim notes that Orhan died in 763,

one year after the eclipse; we have already noted above the accurlrcy of
this date.

Our analysis of the Ottoman traditions also confirms the date 762 4.H.,
i.e. l36l A.D., which Oruq gives for the conquest of Edirne.8s Further,
Haleckis4 notes that, according to Venetian sources, ncws of the conquest

reachcd Venice on 14 March 1361. Unless this was a false report,85

shortly before this date, in the year 136l "at the time tlie Maritsa was

overflowing", Edirne surrendered to Murad.

ri3 We. attcnrptccl to shorv above tlrat Ncari nrust havc arrivcd at thc sanlc datc of
762by dillercrrt nleans. HeSt BehiSt also adheres to tltc vicw that the capture of Burgus

on rhc Maritsa by Hacr llbegi, the battle at Sazlu-Dere and the capture of Edirne all

took place in 762 A.H.
8{ Trat'aux historiques de Ia Sociiti des Sciences et des Lettres de Varsovie 8 (1930),

p. 75. l-lalccki (pp.76-77) points out that in March 1362, upon the fall of Edirne,
Vcnjce scnt a gallcy rvith an ambassador to propose to tlrc en)pcror an alliatrce against

the Turks. For the joint fleet, Byzantium was lo contribute four galleys, attd Venice

and Ce-noa two each.
8s In those tirncs in favorable weather a courier could travel fiom Istanbul to Vcnicc

in thirtcen days. We know that from tirne to tirne erroneous ne\vs concerning the fall
of Istrnbul reached Italy. According to Matteo Villani (Halecki, p.'15; Babinger,

Beitrt)ge, p.46) Dinreroka de{initely fell to the Turks in Novenrber of 1361. The same

sourcc, liorvevcr, erroneously givcs l36l as the date of Orhan's death.
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