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Abstract. In the middle of the 15th century, the Golden Horde began to disintegrate, and
the Tatar khanates emerged from its remnants. These khanates, which were struggling
among themselves, were also in competition with the Grand Duchy of Moscow. In fact, at
the end of the 15th century, there were three major power centers in Eastern Europe: the
Crimean Khanate, the Grand Duchy of Moscow, and the Kingdom of Lithuania-Poland. In
addition, after the conquest of Istanbul, the political balance north of the Black Sea changed
and the Crimean Khanate became an Ottomans vassal in 1475. Mengli Giray, who stayed in
Istanbul for a while and knew the Ottomans well, followed a balancing policy of his own
and acted cautiously. However, his passionate and energetic successor, Mehmed Giray,
aspired to revive the Golden Horde and did not hesitate to confront both the Ottoman Em-
pire and the Grand Duchy of Moscow. He succeeded in briefly seizing the Kazan and As-
trakhan khanates. However, it became clear that the political conjuncture of the period was
not suitable for reviving the Golden Horde. Mehmed Giray ultimately paid the price of this
great and courageous initiative with his life.
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By the middle of the 15th century, the political stability in the Golden Horde
had came to an end and the signs of disintegration became increasingly apparent.
Independent states known as the Tatar Khanates emerged in the vast territory of the
empire. The Kazan, Crimean, Qasim, Astrakhan and Sibir Khanates were governed
by dynasties descended from Chinggis Khan. The situation of the Nogai Horde,
which continued its activities in the same period, was different. These khanates,
which were the second-generation successors of the Mongol Empire, were strug-
gling with the Russians who were starting to gain strength, while competing with
each other. The Ottoman Empire also intervened in the political events taking place
in the north of the Black Sea from 1475 onwards. The Crimean Khanate, on the
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other hand, was forced to recognize the supreme authority of the rapidly develo-
ping and expanding Ottomans shortly after its establishment.

The first rulers of the Chinggisid lineage who founded the Tatar khanates gen-
erally claimed to revive the Golden Horde and restore its former power. However,
the polarizations between these states became increasingly intense and the Russians
also-got involved in these power struggles. Finally, in 1502, the Crimean Khanate,
which made an alliance with the Grand Duchy of Moscow, dealt the final blow to
the Golden Horde, which was already de facto disintegrating and fragmenting.
Thus, the state in question came to an end legally and officially. However, it was
hardly possible for a great state like the Golden Horde, which ruled Eastern Europe
for approximately two and a half centuries and shaped many political formations
around it, to be forgotten so quickly by its successors. Indeed, the idea of reviving
this empire of the Chinggisid lineage continued definitively until the first quarter of
the 16th century. It was also continued in later periods as a romantic ideal. Was it
really possible to breathe a new life into the corpse of the Golden Horde, which had
ceased to exist both in practice and in law? History has proven that the efforts
made in this direction were futile. However, the determined initiatives undertaken
by the powerful Crimean Khan Mehmed Giray, in his attempt to restore the Golden
Horde, are certainly worthy of remembrance.

Mehmed Giray was the grandson of Haci Giray, the founder of the Crimean
Khanate, and the son of Mengli Giray, the father-in-law of Selim I. When Mengli
Giray died in 1515, his son ascended to the Crimean throne that was vacated by
him. According to Abdullah Ibn Ridvan, the author of the Tevdrih-i Dest-i Kipcak,
he had acquired the title of khan by the honourable order of the sultan (ferman-1
ali-san ile han-1 zisan olmus) [1, p. 26]. However, this statement of the Ottoman
author who wrote his work in the 17th century needs to be questioned because it is
known from historical sources that he was persona non grata in Istanbul. Mehmed
Giray, who was known for his open hostility towards Russia, contrary to his father
Mengli Giray who followed a very balanced policy against the Ottoman Empire,
the Kingdom of Lithuania-Poland and the Grand Duchy of Moscow, was an ex-
tremely energetic, ambitious and passionate person. His open opposition to the
Grand Duchy of Moscow before he even ascended to the throne and his organization
of plundering raids naturally disturbed the Russian authorities. In addition, when
Selim I went from Tiirkiye to Crimea to seize the Ottoman throne while he was a
prince, a personal enmity arose between him and Mehmed Giray [4, p. 108—109].

This enmity was never forgotten within the Ottoman court. So much so that
even in the works written in the 18th century, negative views were written about
the khan. In fact, he was openly insulted and slandered. In fact, Seyyid Mehmed
Riza did not refrain from using the following harsh words about him when he was
writing the famous Crimean history: “At that time, the khan had a son named
Mehmed Giray, who had no successor. His nature was inclined to evil and quarrel-
some. He had gained a reputation for his stupidity and mischief. He was the most
distinguished of the disgraced”' [19, p. 113].

On the other hand, the views of the Crimean history expert and orientalist
Vasili Dmitrievich Smirnov, who lived in the second half of the 19th century and

! “Ol zamanda hanin Mehmed Giray adlu bir ferzend-i na-halefi var idi. Tabi‘ati serr ii
stira ma’il san1 humk u fesad kendii ziibde-i erazil idi” [see 19, p. 113].
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the first quarter of the 20th century, are somewhat different: “It is not possible to
think that Selim I, when he was at odds with his father because of the throne and
was a young adventurer, forgot the behaviour Mehmed Giray had shown him,
changed his feelings towards him and trusted him. But time did not wait for the
results of the showdown between these two who did not like each other. Because
both of them did not live long, but Selim I died before, and thus a new period be-
gan in the history of the Crimean Khanate during the reign of Suleiman the Mag-
nificent” [20, p. 244]. Although the famous historian shares this view, the situation
was not like this at all. Because after Selim I died, the hatred towards Mehmed
Giray within the Ottoman court did not end, but rather grew exponentially during
the reign of Suleiman the Magnificent. Therefore, the distrust felt towards this
Crimean Khan, who was undoubtedly a talented ruler, was obvious. This situation
later became a bad memory from the Ottoman Empire's point of view and took its
place in history.

After the Golden Horde was destroyed, the political balance in Eastern Europe
changed and—former alliances disintegrated. Three important power centers
emerged in the region due to the newly established order. These were the Crimean
Khanate, the Grand Duchy of Moscow and the Kingdom of Lithuania-Poland. In
addition, after the conquest of Istanbul by the Turks, the Ottoman Empire’s influ-
ence in the north of the Black Sea naturally increased. Although the discussions on
the conditions under which the Ottomans intervened in Crimea continue to some
extent, Halil Inalcik’s views on this issue are decisive: “We can definitely say that
Mehmed the Conqueror took advantage of the internal conflicts in Crimea in the
summer of 1475 to conquer Caffa and other ports, that the Giray’s Crimea, who
wanted to see stability in the khanate and were afraid of the attacks of the Golden
Horde at that time, accepted his protection on their own and that the new situation
was regulated by a certain agreement signed between the two parties” [8, p. 489].

Shortly after the final blow was dealt to the Golden Horde as a result of the al-
liance between the Crimean Khanate, which was under Ottoman protection, and the
Grand Duchy of Moscow, Mengli Giray, who evaluated the changing political
situation mentioned above, soon realized that he could no longer trust the Russians.
This is clearly shown in a letter he wrote to the Khan of Kazan, Muhammed Emin,
in the last years of his reign, in 1513[22, p. 362]. In fact, this was one of the rea-
sons why he left the administration of the Crimean Khanate to his son Mehmed
Giray, who was an enemy of Russia. Immediately after ascending to the Crimean
throne, in 1515, as the new ruler of the khanate, the latter sent a large delegation of
envoys to Poland and wanted to confirm and renew the agreements made during
the time of his father [17, p. 287-288]. Known for his opposition to the Russians,
the Poles welcomed his request.

The borders of the Crimean Khanate and the area of sovereignty of the khan
during the time of Mehmed Giray are also a matter of debate. According to Vladi-
mir Yevgenevich Syroechkovsky, the homeland that passed from father to son
included all the properties of the Crimean khans and princes, but the cities that
were former Genoese colonies, namely the port cities in the south of the khanate,
were not under control Mehmed Giray. In fact, this region had come under the rule
of the Ottoman sultan since 1475. Therefore, the khan only had the steppe region of
Crimea and the northern slopes of the Crimean Mountains [21, p. 4]. However, the
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Crimean khan, who wanted to expand towards the west, east and north, would real-
ize this desire, albeit partially, in the last years of his reign [23, p. 26].

According to Ottoman sources, nine cities and castles located on the coast of
Crimea were the property of the Turkish sultan. These were offered to Mengli
Giray as a bribe by the Amasya ruler, Sehzade Ahmed, during the period when
Selim [ was struggling with his brothers to sit on the Ottoman throne. In return, he
was asked to detain or kill his brother Selim I in Crimea. Although Mengli Giray,
who was experienced and insightful and knew the Ottoman Empire well, did not
accept this offer, the proposal seemed reasonable to his young son Mehmed Giray,
who was in the position of kalgay at the time” [5, p. 67]. One of the reasons why
both Selim I and Suleiman the Magnificent, who followed his father's cause, did
not forgive the khan after he sat on the Ottoman throne was this negative attitude
he adopted.

From the end of the 15th century onwards, envoys had begun to exchange be-
tween the Ottoman Empire and the Grand Duchy of Moscow. On March 15, 1515,
Grand Duke Vasili III sent his envoy Vasili Andreevich Koborov to Istanbul. The
Russians, who aimed to find a strong ally against the Crimean Khanate and the
Kingdom of Lithuania-Poland and thus to gain supremacy in Eastern Europe, tried
to draw the Ottoman Empire to their side. On the other hand, the Moscow admin-
istration, which did not sever its relations with the Crimean Khanate, sent an envoy
to Crimea in the second half of the same year to present the khan with a letter of
friendship from the Grand Duke. However, the real purpose of this envoy was to
hold meetings with Tatar statesmen who supported Moscow, especially Appak
Mirza, to gather information and to bring together the opponents of Mehmed Giray
[4, p. 110].

The Kingdom of Lithuania-Poland had repelled the Crimean Tatars’ attacks
with the annual taxes and tributes it paid. If it wanted to prevent plundering raids,
the Grand Duchy of Moscow had to make payments as well. Indeed, the Crimean
authorities openly conveyed these demands to the Russian envoy. The following
words from Appak Mirza’s mouth, recorded by the Russians between July and
September 1515, are significant: “And when the winter comes and the rivers
freeze, they will send those people back beyond the Dnieper, and they will cooper-
ate with the [Lithuanian-Polish] king, and you will be hostile to them; but if you
send a treasure-just as the king has done-through an honest envoy, they will know
that you and them are on good terms™ [18, p. 168]. Appak Mirza also stated that if
they helped the king to capture Moscow, the tax they were paid would be doubled.
From the perspective of the Moscow principality, the only way to break the influ-

? The letter sent by Sehzade Ahmed to Mengli Giray included the following state-
ments: “Karmndasim Selim sizin canibinize ilticd eyledi. Maksld-1 muradi Rumili
taraflarma ublrdur. Hazret-i hanin muaveneti olmayinca iktidar1 yokdur. Iste han
hazretlerine fakirdne tuhfemiz olsun... Umlmen Kefe vilayetinde vaki olan memleketler,
mecmu-1 sehirleri ve kasabati hususa birka¢ pare meshiir ve ndm-dar hisarlariyla ciimle
sizin olsun. Malikéne tasarruf idin. Tek karindasim ol canibe gegirmen” [see 5, p. 67].

? The original text in Russian archive documents is as follows: “A kak 3uma Gyaers, 1
PEKH CTaHyTh, U UMb TeXb JOAeH 3a J[Henpb nepenpoBakuBaT; a ¢b KOPOJIEMb 3a0JHHD
OynyTb, 1 TeOe UMPb HeApykOa CBOSI YMHUTH; a TOJIKO MPHUIIIICITH CBOETO T0OPOTro YeIoBe-
Ka Ch TaKOI0 b Ka3HOI0, C KaKOI KOPOJIb MPUCHUIAETh, MHO MO3HAIOTh, MEXKHU Bach J00pO
Oynetrsn” [see 18, p. 168].
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ence of the Kingdom of Lithuania-Poland was to pay more taxes to the Crimean
Khanate than they did. However, the Russians, who thought that the Golden
Horde's powerful days were over, paid tribute to Mehmed Giray, albeit reluctantly
[11, p. 146].

In order to get rid of the tyranny of the Crimean Khanate, the Grand Duchy of
Moscow tried to establish direct diplomatic relations with the Ottoman Empire
during this period. The intensive exchange of envoys between the parties proves
this. The Russians' strategy of bypassing the khan and reaching out directly to the
Ottoman sultan was largely successful. Although the Crimean khan was aware that
the trade between Istanbul and Moscow was conducted through cities under Otto-
man rule such as Caffa and Azov, he had to tolerate this situation. Because
Mehmed Giray had bad relations with Selim I and he did not want to anger the
sultan further. It is obvious that the Russian administration, which was aware of the
realities of this period and followed a meticulous and balanced policy in interna-
tional relations, took sufficient advantage of the tension between the sultan and the
khan. In the letters he sent, Grand Duke Vasili III wrote to the Crimean khan, alt-
hough he addressed the khan as “The Great Tsar of the Great Horde, my brother
Tsar Mehmed Giray™ [18, p. 169] and mentioned the titles and epithets he wanted
in official documents, he did not actually submit to the khan and did not recognize
the political hierarchy of the Golden Horde period.

Mehmed Giray, who ruled over the Crimean Khanate, which was part of the
Golden Horde, aimed to seize the Qasim, Kazan and Astrakhan Khanates and thus
to collect the heritage of the Jochi Ulus under his own control. However, the Astra-
khan Khanate and the Nogai Horde, which sided with the Grand Duchy of Moscow
during this period, were a serious problem. According to Mehmed Giray, the
Qasim Khanate, which was ruled by nobles belonging to the Crimean Khanate for
twenty-six years between 1486 and 1512, was also the property of the Crimean
khan. However, even during the time of Mengli Giray, Sheikh Avliyar, who was a
descendant of the Saray khans and supported by the Grand Duchy of Moscow,
seized the Qasim Khanate. This person was the grandson of the Golden Horde khan
Kiiciik Muhammed and the son of Bahtiyar Sultan. Following this incident, Mengli
Giray reminded the Russian envoy Mitya Ivanov, who came to Crimea, of the issue
and expressed his complaint with the following words: "It used to be our home-
land. How can you appoint our enemies over our men?" [2, p. 91-92]. Mehmed
Giray understood that this problem, which was inherited from his father's reign,
could not be solved through diplomatic means. Finally, in 1516, he took Hanzade
Bahadir Giray with him and plundered the Qasim Khanate and the city of Ryazan.
As a result of this great expedition, he left the sick and elderly prisoners he cap-
tured to die and returned to Crimea with a large number of captives and sold them
in the slave market in Caffa’ [7, p. 42].

After this expedition, the Crimean Khanate’s expectations from the Grand
Duchy of Moscow can be summarized in four points: the prince’s support in the
expedition to Astrakhan, the dismissal of Qasim Khan Sheikh Avliyar, the release
of Kazan Khan Abdiillatif, who was being held captive, and the increase in the

* “Benmkue Op/sl Beukoro naps 6pary Marmens-Kupea maps” [see 18, p. 169].
> Although Hammer states that the number of prisoners was 108 thousand, it seems
certain that this is an exaggerated figure.
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amount of the annual tribute. The Moscow administration managed to fend off
these demands with patience and tolerance, and gradually increased its influence in
Eastern European politics. Michael Khodarkovsky’s original observations on this
issue are decisive: “Although generous payments from Poland were effective in
obtaining the Crimeans for a short time, in the long run the Kingdom of Lithuania-
Poland could not replace the strategic importance of the Grand Duchy of Moscow
in the region. The Poles were far from being an active player in the rapidly chang-
ing politics of the steppe. However, Moscow controlled the Qasim and Kazan
khanates, could easily influence the Nogais and could both strengthen and break
the power of the Astrakhan Khanate, an enemy of Crimea” [11, p. 151-152].

The exchange of envoys between the Grand Duchy of Moscow and the Otto-
man Empire, which was overwhelmed by Mehmed Giray’s threats, continued una-
bated. In March 1520, a Russian envoy named Boris Golohvastov was sent to Is-
tanbul. The real duty of the Moscow envoy; who complained about the Crimean
khan to the Ottoman sultan, was to ensure that Himmet Giray, the son of Ahmed
Giray, who was executed by Mehmed Giray for being a Russian supporter, was
placed on the Crimean throne. If this plan could be put into practice, it was certain
that the Grand Duchy of Moscow would be freed from the Crimean troubles. The
proposal presented by the Russian envoy was also reasonable for the Ottoman Em-
pire, which wanted to get rid of Mehmed Giray. Although Selim I passed away in
the autumn of the same year and was succeeded by his son Suleiman the Magnifi-
cent, there was no change in the Ottomans’ Crimean policy. Because the new sul-
tan also had negative feelings towards the khan and was a direct witness to many
incidents related to him [2, p. 111].

In fact, not only the Crimean Khan Mehmed Giray but also the Moscow Grand
Prince Vasili III considered himself the heir of the Golden Horde. Indeed, he man-
aged to place the puppet khans he wanted on the thrones of Qasim and Kazan. It is
known that the Moscow princes had no ethnic or religious ties with the Golden
Horde khans, but this issue of successor and predecessor should be taken seriously.
In this context, the political and cultural effects of the Golden Horde on the Rus-
sians should be meticulously examined and the issue of how long-term coexistence
shaped the Moscow administration should not be ignored. However, this issue is
the subject of another study.

Continuing his policy of establishing direct relations with the Ottoman sultan,
Grand Prince Vasili III sent his envoy Tretiak Gubin to Istanbul in 1521. The main
purpose of the Russian envoy was to prevent the plundering raids organized by
Mehmed Giray and his son in Russia. If the Ottomans brought up the pressure ex-
erted by Moscow against the Kazan Khanate, an Islamic land, the Russian envoy
would provide the necessary explanation and say that they had not harmed the
Muslim population living there; a letter was even prepared to this effect. This let-
ter, sent by Grand Prince Vasili III to Suleiman the Magnificent through his envoy
and in which he denied the Crimean khan’s claims regarding the Kazan Tatars, has
survived to the present day and contains important information:

Now, according to what our sovereign heard, Tsar Mehmed Giray claimed in a
letter to the sultan that the land of Kazan was his yurt (homeland) that our sover-
eign had made his enemy Sah Ali the tsar of Kazan, that he had ordered the de-
struction of their masjids (mizgits) and the construction of their own Christian
churches and the hanging of bells in them. The Crimeans, just as in the past, delib-
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erately lied and spoke false words, and now they do not hesitate to lie and speak
such false words, considering Kazan as their yurt, but Kazan was not their yurt in
the past, on the contrary, there were independent tsars in Kazan: Mahmutek and his
son Ibrahim were the tsars of Kazan, and after Ibrahim, his son Muhammed Emin
became the tsar, and by the grace of God, the Sovereign and Grand Prince of All
Rus’ submitted to our father Ivan. And the Sovereign and Grand Prince of All
Rus’, our sovereign father Ivan, by the grace of God, with his own hands made
Muhammed Emin tsar of Kazan, and he remained there, subject to our sovereign
father in every respect. And after that our sovereign father ordered Muhammed
Emin Tsar to remain with him, and he placed his brother Abdullatif as tsar on the
throne of Kazan with his own hands. And after that our sovereign father ordered
Abdullatif Tsar to remain with him, and he placed Muhammed Emin Tsar again on
the throne of Kazan, and Muhammed Emin Tsar remained subject to our sovereign
in every respect until the end of his life. And when God's command was fulfilled
and Muhammed Emin Tsar died, the seyyids, the oglans, the knyazs [begs], the
ickis, the mirzas, and all Kazan land submitted to our sovereign, asking him to
appoint a tsar in Kazan. And our Sovereign Vasili, the Sovereign and Grand Prince
of All Rus’, by the grace of God, granted them Sah Ali Tsar as the tsar of Kazan
and made him the tsar of this yurt, because the old tsars of this yurt were also sub-
ject to our sovereign. And our sovereign did not order them to destroy the masjids
and did not order them to build churches and the bells were not rung there, and
their masjids are still in their place as before, and all these nonsense words are ut-
tered by the Crimeans™® [18, p. 695-696].

% “HpIie crblmeHue y rocyzaaps Hauiero, uro Marmen-I'upeii napp nucai k canrasy B
CBOEil rpaMoTe, 4To OyITO Ka3aHCKasi 3eMJIsl I0pT MX, M Ha Ka3zaHu y4umHHI rocyaapb Harl
napem LIbr-Anest napst Heapyra UX U MU3THTH BX OYJTO rOCyaph HaIll BeJleNl pa30pHTH, a
TaM BeJieJl IEPKBH CBOU KPECTHSIHCKHME MOCTABUTH, Ja U KOJIOKOJIBI OY/ATO BEJEN TOBECHUTH.
WHo Kak Hamepes TOro KPHIMIIBI HENPAaBBIME CBOMMH YMBIIIJIEHNH BCTaBIIMBAJIH HETIPaBhIC
CJIOBA, TaK M HBIHE HE NPECTAHYT OTO JDKHBBIX CJIOB, TAaKHME HEIPABBIE CIIOBA TOBOPST, a
Ha3pBaloT Kaszans cBoero, nHO m3Havana KazaHp opT He ux, a Obuth Ha Kazann onpumixue
napu, nape O0su1 Ha Kazanm Mamytek, na ceiH ero M6penm, a onocie MOpenma chbiH ero
Marmen-AMUHb OHIJT YelloM OTITy TocyZaps Harrero VMBany Boxbero MHIIOCTBIO TOCYAapIo
Bcea Pycu u BenukoMy kH:310. U oren rocynaps Hamero VBan boxbero MUIIOCTHIO rocy-
napb Bcea Pycu u Benukuit kKHA3b yunHWI Ha Kazanu mapem Marmen-AMuHS napst U3 CBO-
UX PYyK, ¥ OH TaM ObUI, a BO BCcel BoJie ObUI OTIIA rOCyaapsl Halero. A ONocie TOro OTell
rocyzaapst Harrero Marmen-AMuHIO 11apro Besien y ceOst ObiTH, a Ha Ka3anp mocaann Opata
ero A6apuuieTnda 1apst U3 CBOMX e PYyK, a onociie Toro A6apuuieTndy napro oTer rocy-
Jlapsi Haliero Beses y ce0st Obith, a Ha Kazanu mocaamn omsite Marmen-AMuHs napsi, 1a u
JIO0 CBOETO *MBOTa Marmen-AMHUHB IIapb OBbUT BO BCEl BOJIE ToCyAaps HAIIero; a Kak boxps
BOJISL ccTaacsi, MarmMea-AMUHS Iapsi B )KUBOTE HE CTaJlo, HHO CEUT B TOJIOBAX M yJIaHBI U
KHS3M M WKW ¥ MBIP3BI ¥ BCSI 3eMJIS1 Ka3aHCKasl TOCyJapio HameMmy OWiM 4esoMm, 9Tod ro-
CyZaph Hall moxxaioBai aan Ha Kaszanes mapst, n rocynaps Ham Bacuneit Boxxuero muino-
CTHIO TocyJapb Bcea Pycu u Benukuii kKH:3b nan uMm Ha Kasanp mapem Leir-Anes naps u
YUHHMII €70 Ha TOM IOpTE LapeM, MIOTOMY k€ Kak ObUIM Ha TOM IOpPTE T€ IPEKHHUE LapH BO
rOCyZapsl Hallero BOJE, a MU3TUTEH MM TOCyAaph Hall HE BEIMBAI PYIIUBATH U IEPKBEH
CTaBUTU HC BCJIMBAJI, U 3BOHY TaMO HEC 6BIBaJ'IO, U MU3I'UTH UX IO CTApOMYy CTOAT, HHO TO
KPBIMIIBI BCE peuu Oe3JIeNUYHbIC BRICTaBINBAOT [see 18, p. 695-696].
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As can be seen, this letter, which was in Russian but also included some Turkish
words, was essentially a defence text’. According to the Russians there was no his-
torical basis for Mehmed Giray’s claim over the Kazan Khanate because no Crimean
nobleman had sat on the Kazan throne until that point. However, as mentioned
above, the Qasim Khanate had been ruled by the Girays for a period. There was real-
ly no question of destroying the masjids and building churches in Kazan at that time.
However, since the Ottoman Empire was the patron of the entire Islamic world, this
issue was specifically stated due to the sensitivity of the issue. The fact that Sah Ali,
a member of the Saray dynasty, which had hostility with the Crimean khans, was
made the Kazan khan was supposedly done in accordance with the request of the
Kazan people. It is clear that the history of the Kazan Khanate was completely dis-
torted in the letter and told from a Russian point of view. It was not right to show that
the region had been under Russian rule since the earliest times. As for the reports
sent by the Crimean Khan Mehmed Giray to Istanbul about Moscow, they were em-
phasized as false reports aimed at inciting the Ottoman Empire against the Russians.

According to Akdes Nimet Kurat, who evaluated the letter in question: “There
was no need for the Russian envoy to explain all these details and convince the
Turks because neither the grand vizier nor any other Turkish statesman asked
Tretiak Gubin anything about the Kazan Khanate. Moscow’s concerns about this
issue were completely unfounded. Suleiman the Magnificent, who succeeded Selim
I, does not seem to have even considered a tiny Islamic state in the north; he had
much more attractive ambitions in other areas, the Balkans, the Aegean Sea and
Central Europe. It is understood that Tretiak Gubin left Istanbul completely satis-
fied and when he returned to Moscow, he explained that the Turkish sultan had no
interest in Kazan, thus alleviating all concerns of Prince Vasili III” [13, p. 72].

Although there is some truth in some of the issues stated by Akdes Nimet
Kurat, it is not entirely possible to agree with all of her views. Because the primary
reason the Ottoman administration did not put pressure on the Russian envoy and
ignored some issues was that they wanted to somehow remove Mehmed Giray
from the throne of the Crimean Khanate. The fact that the Russian envoy was not
humiliated in Istanbul and left the capital satisfied was related to the Crimean khan
being declared persona non grata by both the Ottoman Empire and the Grand
Duchy of Moscow during this period. In addition, the fact that the Ottoman Empire
and the Crimean Khanate were on different sides in the political polarizations in
Eastern Europe was also a plus. Therefore, this attitude taken against the common
enemy caused some of Moscow’s faults to be ignored. Because the sultan’s main
priority was to get rid of the Mehmed Giray problem as soon as possible.

The Ottoman Empire sent an envoy named Sinan Cavus to Crimea at the same
time to inform him of the accession of Sultan Suleiman the Magnificent. The khan
and the Crimean statesmen were ordered to perform a funeral prayer in absentia for
the late Selim I and to undertake charitable works. The Crimean khan also sent Ab-
durrahman Beg, known for his hostility towards Russia, to the Ottoman capital to

7 In this letter, which is among the documents dated between April and August 1521 in
the printed Russian archive documents collection, words such as sultan, yurt, mescid, seyyid,
oglan, icki and mirza are recorded in Turkish, while the words khan and beg are translated
into Russian and are replaced by the words #sar and knyaz. The title of Sovereign and Grand
Prince of All Rus’ used for Vasili I1I in the document and repeated three times, is his official
title. For a correct but nuanced English translation of this document, [see 15, p. 70].
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congratulate the new sultan, and referred to the good relations in the past and asked
for forgiveness for not being able to come and offer his servitude in person [6, p. 502—
503]. Although the tension between the sultan and the khan was well-known to both
parties, these rituals were performed for political reasons. However, the great hatred
felt towards Mehmed Giray in the Ottoman capital did not end. In fact, according to
Halil Inalcik who evaluated the northern policy of this period; “The Ottoman Empire
considered the Grand Duchy of Moscow as an element of political balance in the
north and also considered it a natural ally due to the wars it waged against the King-
dom of Lithuania-Poland. Mehmed Giray Khan expressed his loyalty to the sultan, but
on the other hand, he renewed his alliance with the king of Lithuania-Poland, Sigis-
mund, and launched a decisive attack against the Muscovites” [9, p. 356].

It is known that the Crimean khan wanted to develop political and commercial
relations with the Kingdom of Lithuania-Poland during this period. In contrast,
Suleiman the Magnificent made an official call to Mehmed Giray to conquer Hun-
gary. Since the King of Hungary, Lajos II, was the nephew of Sigismund, the Ot-
toman administration thought that the Kingdom of Lithuania-Poland would support
Hungary and expected help from the Crimean Khanate to prevent this. However,
the Crimean Khan politely rejected the Ottomans' request by making some excuses.
His reasons were as follows: The Polish king had been paying tribute to the Crime-
an Khan for a long time. Evliya Mirza, one of the leading figures of the Shirin clan,
was held captive by the Polish people. The Crimean Khanate's old enemy, the for-
mer Golden Horde Khan Seyh Ahmed, was also held captive by them as a threat.
The Crimean khan sent his soldiers to the Kazan Khanate for help. Finally, if
Mehmed Giray marched on the Kingdom of Lithuania-Poland, the Kazakhs and the
Astrakhan Tatars could unite and occupy Crimea. But, according to the Polish his-
torian Dariusz Kotodziejczyk, all but one of these five excuses put forward by the
khan were lies. However, it was true that he sent troops here because he had sent
his brother Sahib Giray to the throne of the Kazan Khanate. The Crimean khan,
who had reached an agreement with the Kingdom of Lithuania-Poland and ignored
the call of the Ottomans, accelerated his efforts to revive the Golden Horde, which
was his greatest dream, between 1521-1523, taking advantage of the sultan's at-
tempts to conquer Belgrade and Rhodes [12, p. 58-59].

It was not a coincidence that Mehmed Giray was the only one to use the title
of “Great Khan of the Great Horde, Sultan of Desht-i Kipchak and All Mongols™®
[24, p. 2] in the decrees of the Crimean khans, which were actually decrees. We
have also mentioned above that he was addressed as “Great Khan of the Great
Horde” in Russian diplomatic documents.

After all, Mehmed Giray, who succeeded in placing his brother Sahib Giray on
the throne of the Kazan Khanate in 1521, gradually increased his pressure on Rus-
sia. As is known, during this period, there was a relentless struggle between the
Crimean Khanate and the Grand Duchy of Moscow to dominate the Volga basin.
While this struggle, which was mostly fought to dominate Kazan, sometimes ended
in favour of the Russians and sometimes in favour of the Tatars, the Crimean
Khanate gained great superiority in Desht-i Kipchak politics with the accession of
Sahib Giray, who was at least as powerful and capable as his older brother, to Ka-
zan. Indeed, Mehmed Giray, who marched on Moscow with his brother in the same

¥ «Ulu Ordanung Ulu Hani Dest-i Kipgak Barga Mogol Padisahi” [see 24, p. 2].
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year, inflicted great losses on the Russians in the battles. According to the agree-
ment, Vasili III agreed to pay taxes to both the Crimean Khanate and the Kazan
Khanate [3, p. 180].

As a result of this campaign, it was understood that the ghost of the Golden
Horde had not yet fully withdrawn its hand from the Russian lands. In 1523, the
Crimean khan marched on Astrakhan and captured the city after the Kazan Khan-
ate. Apparently, he planned to place his son Bahadir Giray on the Astrakhan throne
[25, p. 90-91]. However, Mehmed Giray's success was not permanent. Because
during the Astrakhan siege, a secret plot was organized in Crimea to depose the
khan. In addition to the Shirin begs, other tribal begs who had a say in the admin-
istration of the khanate also participated in this plot. Evliya Mirza, who was freed
from the Kingdom of Lithuania and Poland, also joined these people. The Shirin
begs sent a letter to Istanbul and openly declared that they had paid homage to
Saadet Giray, who had previously gone to the capital with Selim I [12, p. 60].

In this letter, which angered Suleiman the Magnificent and has survived to this
day, Mehmed Giray was accused of very serious accusations’. As can be seen, the
letter claimed that Mehmed Giray met with Rafidhi Safavids day and night, dis-
played immoral behaviour, constantly drank alcohol, and oppressed statesmen and
the people. It was also written that he sent spies to the Safavids, that he would seize
the Astrakhan Khanate and make it the capital and make an alliance with the Shi-
ites. With this document, in which the names of the Tatar aristocrats who com-
plained about the Crimean khan were mentioned one by one, Saadet Giray, who

® “Hazret-i sultdn-1 azam-1 kimyab. Edamallahu ikbalehti yevmi’l-hisab fahrii’s-selatin
sultan hazrtelerinin hakipay-1 serifine yiizin koyub ubldiyyet ettikden sonra marGiz-1
muhibbane ve ilam-1 muhlisane olunan oldur ki eger bu muhibb-i muhlisleriniz tarafinizdan
istifsar olunursa bihamdiilillah-i ve’l mennihi sag ve salim-i devam-1 devletiniz ve kemaline
bi’l-gudiivvi ve’l-asal miilazim biliiniib mustaribii’l-hal ve miinkesirii’l bal olub yiiriiriiz
zird padisahimizin ker etmez oldugi gice ve giindiiz revafiz Acemleriyledir musahabet-i
fiska baglayub igmekten baskaldirmaz memleketinin musalaha mithimmeleri fevt olur oldi
ve oglanlarmin zulm i cevri redya tizerine vafir oldugu sebebden ekabir ve ayanmn ve
memleket ve redyanin bi’t-tabi menfurt olub ayagimiza diigdiler ve dahi iki kimesneyi
Kizilbas’a casus gonderdi an1 bizden gayr-1 kimesne bilmez ve badehli cem-i memleketi Or
Agzi’ndan ¢ikarmak ister zira Haci Tarhan’i alib taht idiiniib Kizilbas birle ittifak-1 bir
etmekdir muradlar1 biz ana razi degilmiz ab-1 ecdadimizin ol tarafa miiteveccih oldugu
yokdur ve hem hudéavendigar hazretlerinin kullarimiz nan i nemegin basub &na asi olmak
muradimiz degildir imdi siz padisahimizin oglusiz hudavendigar hidmetinde yedi ve sekiz
yildan berii kullugm idersiz ola ki bir giin hudavendigarin eyydm-1 devletinde ber-murad
olmak iimidiyle yiiriirsiiz imdi gayret ve hamiyyet idesiz bana ve pasaya rekin-i emriniz
iizerine olasiz zird bu tarafin mecmuasi sizi talibdir agam Agis Beg ve agam Hudayéar ve
inilerim Evliya Mirza ve Aydiske Mirza ve Tokuzek Mirza ve Ciharyar Mirza kuluniz
Ciban Giray ve Bagirgan ve Cagirgan mirzalar ve bundan gayri ulu ve kigi begler ve
mirzalar oglanlar da Abdullah Oglan ve Mamig Oglan ve begler de Mamis Beg ve
Mangit’da Sah Mehmed Mirza ve Mehmed Sultan Mirza ve Bubey Mirza bu mecmulari
Hak celle ve aladan sizi taleb iderler ve baglarini siziingiin ortaya koyub ittifaklarini bir
idiib ahd 1 yemin etdiler vallahi billahi tillahi Hazret-i Restlallah ruhigiin sdziimiizde
hilafimiz yokdur ve eger bu andlarimiza itimad olunmazsa hudavendigar hazreti sizi bu
tarafa gondersiin siz gelmeden anlarin emrini hudavendigar eyyam-1 tasarrufunda temam
ideliim Allah inayetiyle &ndan sonra baki ferman dergdh-1 muallanizindir”. The original of
this document, probably written in 1523, is in the Topkapi Palace Archives. A facsimile
and French translation have been published [see 14, p. 106—-108].
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was in Istanbul, was invited to the Crimean throne. However, most of the allega-
tions in question were open slander and most likely the Ottoman pashas in Crimea
were also involved in the discrediting of the khan. When both the Russian and Ot-
toman documents are evaluated together, it is possible to say that Mehmed Giray
fell victim to a plot jointly organized by the Grand Duchy of Moscow, the Ottoman
State and the Crimean tribal aristocracy. It is known that the assassination of the
khan was carried out by the Nogais.

The historical verdict given by the Russian historian Nikolai Mikhailovich
Karamzin about Mehmed Giray is also noteworthy: “While the son of Canibek,
who died in Astrakhan, was ruling, the khanate was seeking Russian protection but
could not defend itself against Mehmed Giray’s aggression. The khan laid siege to
Astrakhan and deposed Hiiseyin. He captured this important trade city. However,
he realized his long-standing ambition and became the ruler of the three khanates
that were the successors of the Golden Horde: Crimea, Kazan and Astrakhan. His
goal was to unite them into a single state. Thus, he would expand eastwards and
capture the Nogai Horde, the Shibanids and the Siberian Khanate. He would also
capture Khiva and threaten the West with a new barbarian invasion by extending
from the Caspian Sea to Iran and then to Siberia” [10, p. 572]. But it is well known
that these ambitions were later realized by the Russians.

As a result, the Crimean Khan Mehmed Giray tried hard to revive the Golden
Horde. However, even when the international situation seemed favourable, the
serious problems inherited from the empire could not be overcome. While the
competition between the Crimean Khanate, the Grand Duchy of Moscow and the
Kingdom of Lithuania-Poland continued intensely in Eastern Europe, the Ottoman
Empire, the ruler of the khanate, was struggling with Christians in the Mediterrane-
an World and the Balkans, with the Shiite Safavids in Eastern Anatolia and the
Caucasus, and with the Sunni Mamluks in the Middle East and Egypt. It was not
possible for the Ottomans to leave the Crimean Khanate unattended in such a situa-
tion. However, Mehmed Giray did not hesitate to act independently and, in fact,
achieved some success by capturing both Kazan and Astrakhan. This era represent-
ed the peak of the khanate's political and military power. When Mehmed Giray
died in 1523, the situation changed suddenly, and the expansion of the Crimean
Khanate stopped. The restlessness of the tribal aristocracy and the constant inter-
vention of the Ottomans were also a plus. Over time, the khanate lost all chance of
competing with the Russians [16, p. 428]. Thus, the geopolitics of the steppe was
reshaped and the supremacy passed completely to Moscow. Tsar Ivan IV occupied
Kazan in 1552 and Astrakhan in 1556. The events that followed determined the
fate of Crimea, the Caucasus, Turkestan and Siberia.
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TIOITBITKA KPBIMCKOI'O XAHA MEXMEA-TUPESI
BO3POAUTH 3010TYIO OPAY
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Pe3tome. B cepennre XV Beka 3omoras Oppa pacmanachk 1 Ha €€ MECTe BO3HHUKIIM TaTapCKue
XaHCTBAa. OTH XaHCTBA, BPAXKIOBABIINE MEXIy COO0OH, KOHKYpHpOBAaH Takke ¢ Bemmkum
kHspKecTBoM MockoBckuM. daktuueckn B koHLEe XV Beka B Boctounoil EBpone cymecTBo-
BaJIO TPU KPYIHBIX IIeHTpa BiacTu: KpbiMckoe XxaHCTBO, Bennkoe kHskecTBO MOCKOBCKOE U
JIutoBcko-Ilonsckoe xoponeBcTBo. Kpome Toro, mocne 3aBoeBanuss ocMaHaMu KoHCTaHTH-
HOIIOJIS MTOJIMTHYECKUH O6anaHc Ha ceBepe UepHOro Mopst m3MeHuscs, 1 KpsIMckoe XaHCTBO
1475 roma crano Baccasiom OcMaHCckoW umnepuu. MeHriu-I'upeid, KOTOpbIii HEKOTOpOe
Bpemst octaBajicss B CTaMOyJiie M XOpOIIO 3HaJl OCMaHOB, IIPHUAEPKUBAJICS COOCTBEHHOH MOIH-
THKH OalaHCHPOBAaHMS M JAEHCTBOBaI OCTOPOXHO. OIHAKO €ro CTPAacTHBIM M AHEPrUYHBIH
npeeMHUK Mexmen-I'upeit xoren Bo3poanTs 3omotyio Opay. Paan stoii nenu oH He KoueO-
JSICH TTONIEN Ha KOH(POHTAIHIO Kak ¢ OCMaHCKOH MMIEpueH, Tak U ¢ BeInkuM KHsbKecTBOM
MockoBcknm. EMy ynanocs, X0Tsl 1 Ha KOPOTKOE BpeMsi, B3ATh 101 cBoe BiusiHue KasaHckoe
u ActpaxaHckoe xaHcTBa. OJTHaKO CTalo SICHO, YTO IOJUTHYECKAs KOHBIOHKTYpa TOTO IIe-
prona He cmocoOcTBOBana Bo3pokaeHuro 3omoroi Opxael. B konewnoMm wmrore Mexmen-
T'upeii 3amnatni 3a 3Ty CMENTy0 HHULMATUBY CBOEH KU3HBIO.

KimoueBsbie cioBa: Mexmen-I'upeii, Kpeimckoe xaHcTBo, Bennkoe kHsbkecTBO MOCKOB-
ckoe, Ocmanckas ummnepusi, Koponerctso JlutoBckoe-ITonbckoe
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