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Anadolu’'nun Tiirklesmesi genel itibariyla dogu-bati eksenli bir ilerleme
gizgisine sahip olsa da Karadeniz'in Tiirklesmesi s6z konusu oldugunda bu
ilerleme cizgisi gecerli degildir. Karadeniz’in Tiirklesmesi Orta Anadolu’ya
ulasan Oguz-Turkmen kitlelerinin Karadeniz kiyi hattina ilerlemesi sonucunda
vadi boylarinda mistahkem mevkilere kaleler ve savunma hatlari insa
etmeleriyle Trabzon Rum imparatorlugu’na karsi mevziler kazanmasiyla
baslamistir. Trabzon Rum imparatorlugu’na karsi gaza alani haline gelen Orta
ve Dogu Karadeniz’'de gazanin bayraktarhigini Oguz/Tirkmen gruplari arasinda
on plana c¢ikan Cepniler yapmistir. Daha XIIl. ylzyilin ortasindan itibaren Orta
Karadeniz’in 6nemli liman kentlerinden biri olan Sinop’a dogru hareket eden
Cepniler, burayi Karadeniz savunma hattinin merkezi miistahkemi ve ana askeri
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Uslerinden birine donustiirmislerdir. Bdylece Trabzon Rum Devleti’'ne karsi
tazyiki arttirarak onlarla uzun soluklu bir micadeleye girismislerdir. Zamanla
bir kismi Sari Saltuk’la birlikte Kirnm’a bir kismi ise Trabzon Rum Devleti’nin
sinirlarinin doguya c¢ekilmesiyle Ordu-Giresun hattina goc¢ti. Buna ragmen
Sinop ve havalisindeki Cepni varliginin glici XV-XVI. ylizyilda da devam etmistir.
Bolgeye ait Osmanl tahrir kayitlari bolgedeki Cepni varligini gliclii bir sekilde
ortaya koymaktadir. Bu g¢alismada Cepnilerin Sinop merkezli gaza faaliyeti
kisaca ele alinacak olup temelde Osmanl tahrir defterlerindeki bilgilerden
hareketle Sinop ve havalisinin Tirklesme sirecinde Cepnilerin roli ele
alinacaktir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Cepniler, Sinop, Dogu Karadeniz, Tirkmenler, Trabzon
Rum Devleti

A Chepni Center in Anatolia: Chepnis in Sinop and its Environs in the 13-
16 Centuries

Abstract

The Turkification of Anatolia generally had an east-west axis of progress,
but this line of progress was not valid in the Turkification of the Black Sea. The
Turkification of the Black Sea began with the Oghuz-Turkmen masses reaching
Central Anatolia, advancing to the Black Sea coastline, and gaining positions
against the Greek Empire of Trabzon by building castles and defense lines in
fortified positions along the valleys. In the Central and Eastern Black Sea
Region, which became a field of war against the Trabzon Greek Empire, the flag
bearer of the gaza was the Chepni, who came to the forefront among the
Oghuz/Turkmen groups. Moving towards Sinop, one of the important port
cities of the Central Black Sea, from the middle of the thirteenth century, the
Chepnis transformed this place into one of the central fortified and main
military bases of the Black Sea defense line. In this way, they increased the
pressure against the Greek State of Trabzon and engaged in a long-term
struggle with them. Over time, some migrated to the Crimea with Sari Saltuk,
and some migrated to the Ordu-Giresun line after the borders of the Trabzon
Greek State were withdrawn to the east. Despite this, the power of the Chepni
presence in Sinop and its surroundings continued in the fifteenth and sixteenth
centuries. Ottoman tahrir records strongly reveal the existence of Chepniin the
region. In this study, the Sinop-centered gaza activity of the Chepni will be
briefly discussed, and the role of the Chepni in the Turkification process of
Sinop and its environs will be evaluated based on the information in the
Ottoman cadastral registers.

Keywords: Chepni, Sinop, Eastern Black Sea Region, Turkman, Empire of
Trebizond
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Giris

Anadolu’ya Tiurkmen akinlari 1018 tarihinde Cagri Bey’in
onderliginde gerceklesen kesif seferleriyle baslatilabilir. Bu seferler
kuzey ve gliney hatti olmak tzere iki koldan gerceklesti. Oguzlar kesif
seferi sirasinda sinir hattindaki Bizans kuvvetlerini bir hayli yipratirken
Anadolu hakkinda da ilk defa detayh bilgiler elde ettiler!. Bu akinlar
1071’deki Malazgirt Savasi’'yla kesin sonuca ulasarak, Anadolu topraklari
Turkmen kitlelerinin yerlesimine acildi>. Bunun Gzerine Selguklu Devleti
iran-Irak cografyasindaki Tirkmenleri Anadolu’ya dogru sevk etmeye
basladi®. Anadolu’ya ydnelen Oguzlar gruplarn icerisinde Oguz boy
teskilatina dahil ve iran sinir hattina yakin bélgelerde yasayan Cepni
kitleleri de vardi. Uzun siireli ve miitemadi ¢atismalar nedeniyle biyik
Olclide tenhalasan Anadolu’nun dogu bolgesindeki yaylaklar ve kislaklar,
kisa sirede Oguz boylarinin yurtlari haline geldi. 1080 yilina kadar
Tirkmen kitleleri Rum ntfusun yogun oldugu sehir merkezlerini ele
gecirerek sadece kirsal bolgelerin degil sehirlerin de Tlirklesme slirecini
baslatti®. Biiylik Selcuklu Devleti’nin uyguladigi ikta sistemine dayanan
fetih ve iskan siyaseti Oguz kitlelerinin Malazgirt Zaferi’nden 10 yil sonra
Marmara kiyilarina ulasmasini ve Bati Anadolu’nun gaza bdlgesine
dénismesini sagladi®.

Tirkmenlerin buyidk kitleler halinde ikinci kez Anadolu’ya gelisi
1220’'lerde  baslayan Mogol istilasi sirasinda oldu. 1223'te
Maverainnehir-Horasan  cografyasini  idaresi  altinda  tutan
Harzemsahlarin Mogol ordusu karsisinda dirayet gosteremeyerek
tamamen dagilmasi, bu cografyadaki konar-gdger unsurlar kadar sehirli
Tirk kitlelerini de tehlikeye diistirmiistii. Mogol ordusu ve yerlesik niifus

L Faruk Stmer, Oguzlar (Tiirkmenler) Tarihleri- Boy Teskilati- Destanlari, Ankara 1972, s.
XIll, 102.

2Salim Koca, “Diyar-1Rim”un (Roma Ulkesi=Anadolu) “Tiirkiye” Haline Gelmesinde Tiirk
Kiltiriinin Roli”, Selcuk Universitesi Tiirkiyat Arastirmalari Dergisi, 23, (2008), s. 7-8.
3 Carter Vaughn Findley, The Turks in World History, Oxford 2005, s. 14-15.

4 Jean Paul Roux, Tirklerin Tarihi Pasifik’ten Akdeniz’e 2000 Yili, gev. Aykut Kazancigil-
Lale Arslan Ozcan, istanbul 2008, s. 241.

5 Claude Cahen, Tiirklerin Anadolu’ya ilk Girisleri (XI. Yiizyiin ikinci Yarisi), cev. Yasar
Yiicel-Bahaddin Yediyildiz, Ankara 1988, s. 56-68.
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arasinda herhangi bir giivenlik énlemi kalmadigi icin,® Mogollarin ilk
saldiri merkezinde yer alan kalabalik Oguz/Turkmen kitleleri gtvenlik
arayisi ile nispeten istikrarli bir devlet yapisina ve cografi bakimdan da
konar-gécer hayata miusait olan Anadolu’ya dogru harekete gecti.
Mogollarin tetikledigi bu ikinci go¢ dalgasi sonucunda kalabalik Oguz
kitlelerinin Anadolu’ya yerlesmesi XllIl. yizyildan itibaren burasinin
Tirkiye ismini almasini sagladi”. ilk Mogol akinlari déneminde Dogu ve
Kuzey Anadolu cografyasinda toparlanan Tirkmen gruplari, Mogol
tehlikesinin 1240’larda bu bdlgeye ulasmasi lzerine Mogol etkisinin
daha az hissedildigi Anadolu’nun bati ve kuzey kesimlerine yigildi.
Boylece Bati Anadolu ve Karadeniz bélgesinde Tirkmen niifusu artti®.
Ote yandan Uclar dogasi itibariyla her tirli merkezi otoritenin
tesirinden uzak olup savasgl ve ganimet pesinde hareketli gruplarin
hayat tarzina oldukca uygundu. Uclara vyigilan Tirkmenler Bati
Anadolu’da Bizans’a, Orta ve Dogu Karadeniz’de ise Trabzon Rum
imparatorlugu’na karsi gaza siyasetini takip ederek niifuz ve
etkinliklerini genisletti. Nitekim Trabzon Rum imparatorlugu’na karsi
gaza siyasetinin 6ncileri olan Cepniler Rize’den Bolu’ya kadar Dogu ve
Bati Karadeniz’de bir yay lizerinde kalabalik olarak gérilmeye basladi.

Xll. yuzyihn baslarinda Trabzon merkezli kurulan Trabzon Rum
imparatorlugu bu cografyaya dogudan gelen akinlara karsi bir set
olusturmustur. Bu nedenle bdlgenin Tirklesmesi Anadolu’daki diger
yerlere nazaran hem daha geg tarihte gergeklesmis hem de Tirklesme
batidan doguya dogru bir seyir izlemistir. Tirkmenler Dogu Karadeniz
Bolgesi’nin iskani sirasinda genel hatlariyla Kura Irmagi’ndan, Coruh,
Kelkit ve Yukari Kiziirmak vadilerine dogru bir glizergah izlemislerdir.
Bununla birlikte Coruh Nehri ile Bolaman Cayi’nin aktigi vadileri takip
ederek sahillere ulasmislardir®. Dogu Karadeniz Bélgesi’'nde alisiimisin
disinda bir fetih politikasi izlendiginden, Trabzon Rum imparatorlugu

6 Salim Koca, “Turkiye Selguklu Tarihinin Akisini Degistiren ve Anadolu’nun Kaderini
Belirleyen Savas: Késedag Bozgunu”, Tiirkiyat Arastirmalari Dergisi, 35, (2015), s. 40.

7 Sakir Turan, XIll. Yiizyilda Orta ve Dogu Anadolu’dan Bati Anadolu’ya Gégler,
Basilmamis Doktora Tezi, Konya 2009, s. 30.

8 fbrahim Tellioglu, “Mogol Hakimiyet Dé&neminde Dogu Karadeniz”, Uluslararasi
Karadeniz incelemeleri Dergisi, 19, (2006), s. 23.

9 Mukrimin Halil Yinang, Tirkiye Tarihi Selcuklular Devri, C. |, haz. Refet Yinang, Ankara
2009, s. 143.
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sinirinda  bulunan Cepnilerin bolgede tesekkil ettirdigi siyasi
birimlerden  Haciemirogullari/Bayram  Beyligi, Osmanli  Devleti
tarafindan egemenliklerine son verilene kadar bir ug¢ beyligi olma
hlviyetini sirdirmdstir. Haciemirogullar Beyligi etrafinda kiimelenen
ve yerlesim sahasi Sinop’tan Giresun’un i¢ kesimlerine kadar uzanan
Tirkmen kitleleri arasinda da ¢ogunluk Oguzlarin Cepni boyundaydi.
Hem beyligin kurucularinin Cepni mensubiyeti hem de biitiin bolgenin
Osmanli Devleti hakimiyetine girdigi XV. yizyilda hazirlanan tahrir
defterindeki Cepnilerle ilintili boy isimli yer adlarinin fazlaligi bu iddiayi
desteklemektedir. Bu climleden olarak daha XIV. yizyilda bélgede
kalabalik ve gliglii bir Tlirkmen kitlesinin varligi ve Cepnilerin bunlar
arasinda one ¢ikan baskin unsur oldugu iddia edilebilir'®.

Bir Askeri Cepni Ussii: Sinop

Malazgirt Zaferi’'nden sonra kurulan ilk Anadolu Beyliklerinden
Danismendlilerin icerisinde etkin bir sekilde faaliyet gosteren Cepniler,
ilk olarak Orta Anadolu’'nun Tirk iskanina agilma sirecini
etkilemislerdir. Danismend Beyliginin II. Kilicaslan tarafindan ortadan
kaldirilmasi sonrasinda Anadolu’da tabi olduklari ilk merkezi siyasal
otoritelerini kaybeden Cepniler Selguklu idaresi altindaki Orta Anadolu
ve Selcuklu emirlerinin kontroll altindaki Bati Anadolu ug¢ bolgesinin
disinda kalarak yonlerini Anadolu’nun kuzeyine ¢evirmislerdir. Boylece
1204’te Sinop’tan Trabzon’a kadar egemenlik kuran Trabzon Rum
imparatorlugu’nun yénetim sahasini yeni gaza ve iskan bélgesi olarak
belirlemislerdir. Xlll. yGzyilin ilk ¢ceyreginde Sinop’a yerlesen Cepniler,
burayl Karadeniz ucunun askeri merkezi haline getirdiler. Karadeniz
sahil kesiminin Turklesme tarihinde de Sinop’un ele gegirilmesi merkezi
ve kritik bir rol oynamistir':. Bu dénemde Tiirkmenlerin Sinop sehrini de
ele gecirmesiyle birlikte Trabzon Rum imparatorlugu’nun batiyla olan
baglantisinin zorlastigl soylenebilir. Nitekim bu siralarda kalabalik bir
Tirkmen kitlesi Giresun’'un bati kisimlari ile Chalybia arasinda

10 Detayh bilgi igin bolgenin Osmanlh hakimiyetine girisinden sonra hazirlanan tahrir
defterlerine bakilabilir. Bkz. Ordu Yéresi Tarihinin Kaynaklari | (1455 Tarihli Tahrir
Defteri), haz. Bahaeddin Yediyildiz-Unal Ustiin, Ankara 1992.

11 George Finlay, History of the Byzantine and Greek Empires I, London 1854, s. 26.
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gérinmektedir'?. Cepnilerin Sinop ve cevresine yogun yerlesiminde bir
diger on plana ¢ikan husus da 1240 yilinda Selguklu otoritesine karsi
meydana gelen Babai isyan’dir.®* isyanin Selcuklular tarafindan
bastiriimasindan sonra Babai isyani iginde yer alan ve Selcuklu ordusuyla
carpisan  Cepniler, Selcuklu takibatindan kurtulmak amaciyla
Karadeniz’'in Sinop ve Giresun arasinda bulunan daglik boélgelere
cekilmislerdir. Dogrudan Tirkiye Selcuklu idaresi altinda olmayan bu
cografya bir yandan merkezi otoritenin ve Mogollarin kontroliinin
disinda kalirken bir taraftan da Trabzon Rum imparatorlugu ile gaza
alani haline gelmistir’®. Bu baglamda bdlgedeki Cepni niifusunun
zamanla artma sebeplerinden biri de Anadolu’da yogun bir sekilde
hissedilen Mogol baskisidir. Mogollardan uzaklasmak isteyen
Turkmenler kuzeyde ve glineyde Karadeniz ve Akdeniz’in daglik ve kiyi
kesimleriyle Memluk ve Bizans gibi devletlerin sinirlarina yigilmislardir?®.
Faruk Stimer’e gore de Mogol ve Turkiye Selguklu merkezi idaresinin
baskisi neticesinde kalabalik bir sayida Cepni Sinop ve civarina gog
ederek burada yerlesmistir'®. Cografyaci ibn Said’in 13. yiizyilin ikinci
yarisinda Kastamonu ve civarinda 100.000 cadir gécebe halkin
yasadigini belirtmesi,!” bdlgedeki niifus yogunluguna isaret eder.®

Bolge Mogol tehlikesinden bir middet uzak kalmis olsa da
Mogollarin baskisi Karadeniz Bolgesi’ne de ulasmistir. Sinop ve cevresini
kisa bir slrede isgal eden Mogollar sehrin idaresini 1254’te Trabzon
Rum imparatorlugu’na devretmistir. Bunun iizerine Cepnilerin de dahil
oldugu Turkmen koalisyonu®® Muiniddin Stleyman Pervane etrafinda
toplanarak 1266 yilinda Sinop’u geri almistir. Sehrin tekrar Tirk
hakimiyetine girisiyle bolgede Pervaneogullari dénemini baglamistir®.

12 Anthony Bryer, “Greeks and Tirkmens: The Pontic Exception”, Dumbarton Oaks
Papers, 29, (1975), s. 126.

13 Detayli bilgi icin bkz. Ahmet Yasar Ocak, Babailer isyani, istanbul 2000.

1414 Detayh bilgi icin bkz. Mahmut Gologlu, Trabzon Tarihi, Trabzon 2000, s. 17-18.

15 jbrahim Tellioglu, Osmanli Hakimiyetine Kadar Dodu Karadeniz'de Tiirkler, Ankara
2020, s. 100-102.

16 Faruk Stimer, “Anadolu’da Mogollar”, Selcuklu Arastirma Dergisi, 1/1, (1969), s. 46.
17 Osman Turan, Selcuklular Tarihi ve Tiirk-islam Medeniyeti, istanbul 1997, s. 303-304.
18 7eki Velidi Togan, Umumi Tiirk Tarihine Giris, C. |, Istanbul 1981, s. 257.

19 Sergey Pavlovi¢ Karpov, Trabzon imparatorlugu Tarihi, cev. Enver Uzun, Trabzon 2019,
s. 602.

20 Feridun M. Emecen, Karadeniz Kiyi Kent Tarihi, istanbul 2020, s. 83-84.
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Pervane’nin Sinop’u fethine destek olan Cepniler kendi beylerinin
idaresi altinda Trabzon Rum imparatorlugu sahasinda askeri faaliyetini
siklagtirmistir?. Nitekim dénemin kaynaklari bu tarihlerde Cepnilerin
Orta ve Dogu Karadeniz limanlarina baskinlari hakkinda bilgiler verir??,
Muinltddin Sileyman Pervane’nin hem Karadeniz’'deki hakimiyetini
tahkim etmek hem de Anadolu’daki Mogol baskisini izale etmek igin
Memluk Sultani Baybars’a ittifak teklif etmesi lzerine Kayseri iclerine
kadar ilerleyen Memluk ordusu Muinliddin Sileyman’dan destek
goremeyince Ulkesine donmustir. Bu durumu firsat bilen Trabzon Rum
imparatorlugu kuvvetleri ise sehri tekrar ele gecirmek ve bolgedeki
Tirkmen nifusunu i¢ bolgelere siirmek igin Sinop lizerine kara ve
denizden taarruza ge¢mistir. Ancak sehirdeki Cepnilerin direnisi tizerine
kusatma basarisizlikla sonuclanmis, donanma Trabzon limanina
cekilmek zorunda kalmstir?3,

Trabzon Rum imparatorlugu, bati sinirinda siirekli catisma ortami
yaratan Cepni gruplarin baskisindan kurtulmak icin bunlarin askeri ve
siyasi merkezi Sinop’u ilk hedef olarak belirlemistir. Bu amag
dogrultusunda Anadolu’daki herhangi bir karisikhgi, savasi ve otorite
boslugunu firsat gorerek Sinop lGzerine agirlikh olarak denizden kusatma
stratejisi izlemislerdir. imparatorluk, Sinop’un diisiisiinden sonra iase ve
harekat merkezi elinden alinan Cepnilerin ve Tidrkmenlerin bolgede
tutunamayacaklarini 6n goérmekteydi. Bu cercevede Cepnilerin ve
Karadeniz’'deki diger Oguz/Tirkmen boylarinin Osmanl Devleti’'nin
nihai fethine kadar siirekli gaza ve micadele igerisinde olduklar
soylenebilir. 1276-1277 yilinda yeniden tehlike altina diisen Sinop’ta
Cepnilerin etkin oldugu goérilmektedir. 1276’da Karamanli Mehmed
Bey, Konya {izerine yiriudiginde savas ortamini degerlendirmek
isteyen Trabzon Rum imparatorlugu, askeri giiclerin yardima gelme
ihtimalinin dislk oldugu bu ortamda Sinop’u denizden kusatmistir.
Trabzon Rum imparatorlugu’nun 1277 saldirisi bir kez daha Cepnilerin
mukavemetiyle piskiirtilmustir?®. ibn Bibi Cepnilerin bu basarisindan

21 Sergey Pavlovig Karpov, a.g.e, s. 602

22 Kerimiiddin Mahmud-i Aksarayi, Miisameretii’l-Ahbdr, ¢ev. Mirsel Oztiirk, Ankara
2000, s. 63.

23 Faruk Stimer, Cepniler, istanbul 1992, s. 12-13; Sergey Pavlovig Karpov, a.g.e, s. 602.
24 fpn Bibi, Selcukndme, gev. Miikrimin Halil Yinang, haz. Rafet Yinang- Omer Ozkan,
istanbul 2010, s. 252.
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su sekilde bahseder: Canik hiikiimdari asker ve cephane dolu
kadirgalarla Sinop’a saldirmak icin geldi. Cepni Tiirkleri ile o diyari
korumak icin gérevlendirilmis olan komutanlar onlara karsi koyarak,
onlari ates ve su arasinda sikistirip canlarina ve evlerine darbe indirdiler.
Her tarafi yerle bir ettiler®®. Cepnilerin de yogun olarak destek verdigi
Tirkmen ittifakinin Trabzon-Rum imparatorlugu donanmasini maglup
etmesi onlarin bolgede kalabalik ve teskilath bir halde Sinop ¢evresinde
yasadiklarini gosterdigi gibi ayrica deniz savaslarina girecek kadar da
mahir denizciler olduklarini gdsterir.?® Ote yandan cografi hakimiyetleri,
denizcilikteki maharetleri onlarin bolgeye gelisini XIl. ylizyilin sonlarina
kadar gotirilebilecegi iddialarini kuvvetlendirir?’. Buna karsilik ibn
Bibi’"de gecen “dermiyan-i ab u ates” ifadesinin hatali tercime
edilmesinden dolay! bu yorumun abartili oldugu iddialari varsa daZ XIII.
ylzyilin ilk ¢eyreginde Sinop’a yerlesen Cepnilerin kisa stirede burasini
Karadeniz ucunun askeri merkezi haline getirdikleri gercegini
degistirmez®.

1277’den sonra Trabzon Rum imparatorlugu’nun Sinop’a kapsamli
bir saldirisinin olmamasi, bdlgedeki Cepnilere dair bilgilerin de
kesilmesine sebep olmustur. Buna karsilik Orta ve Dogu Karadeniz’'de
Cepnilere dair bilgilerin artmasi Cepnilerin dnemli bir kisminin bélgeden
ayrilarak doguya dogru hareket ettikleri izlenimini vermektedir. ibrahim
Tellioglu da bu siralarda kalabalik bir Cepni grubunun Sinop’tan doguya
dogru hareket ettiginden bahseder. Cepnilerin bdlgeden ayrilma
sebepleri arasinda gaza alaninin Canik, Ordu, Giresun hattina genel bir
ifade ile Dogu KaradenizZe dogru kaymasi sayilabilir®. Zira bu
micadeleler sonucunda Trabzon Rum Devleti'nin hakimiyetindeki
topraklardan bir kismi Cepnilerin eline gegerken Ordu ve Giresun gibi
Dogu Karadeniz bdlgesi Cepni yurdu haline gelmistir®. Osmanli

25 |bn Bibi, Anadolu Selcuki Devleti Tarihi, cev. M. Nuri Gengosman, Ankara 1941, s. 300.
26 Andrew Peacock, “Sinop: A Frontier City in Seljug and Mongol Anatolia”, Ancient
Civilizations from Scythia to Siberia, 16, (2010), s. 114.

27 Faruk Sumer, Cepniler, s. 13.

28 Bahaddin Yediyildiz, Haciemirogullari Beyligi’nden Tiirkive Cumhuriyeti’ne Ordu
Tarihinden izler, Ordu 2019, s, 49.

29 George Finlay, a.g.e, s. 26.

30 {prahim Tellioglu, “Mogol Hakimiyeti Déneminde Dogu Karadeniz Bélgesi”, s. 24.

31 Melek Oksiiz, “Kurulusundan 19. Yiizylla Kadar Trabzon Tarihine Kisa Bir Bakis”,
Karadeniz Arastirmalari, 5, (2005), s. 22.
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déneminde diizenlenen tahrir defterlerinde rastlanan Cepni yurdu®

ifadeleri de bu ginlerin hatirasi olmalidir. Cepniler bolgede yogun bir
faaliyet gostererek Trabzon Rum imparatorlugu’nun Giresun’a kadar
cekilmesini saglamistir. Nitekim XIII. ylzyilin sonunda Harsit Vadisi bir
nevi Cepni yurdu haline gelmistir®. Tarihsel veriler sinirli olmakla birlikte
doguya dogru kitlesel Cepni hareketinden yola cikarak, bunlarin Trabzon
Rum imparatorlugu (zerindeki baskilarini siklastirdiklarina yénelik
bilgiler mevcuttur. 1319’da Trabzon’da Tiirkmenlerin saldirisi sonucu
biyik bir yangin ciktigini kaydeden Trabzon Rum Iimparatorlugu
tarihgisi Panaret, Tlirkmenlerin Sinop’tan hareket ettigini ve Trabzon’a
kadar ilerledigini belirtir®*. Genel baglami icinde degerlendirildiginde
Sinop’tan gelip Trabzon’da yangin gikaranlarin Cepniler olmasi kuvvetle
muhtemeldir. Ote yandan Cepnilerin 13. yiizyilin sonunda Dogu
Karadeniz’'e dogru Sinop lizerinden yayildiklari ve Ordu-Sinop arasinda
kurduklari siyasi tesekkillerle de sahil kesiminin Tirklesmesini
hizlandirdiklari séylenebilir®.

ibn Bibi ve diger kaynaklarin Cepnilerin bélgede yogun olduguna dair
verdigi bilgiler Osmanli donemi tahrir defterlerinden de desteklenir.
Bolgenin Osmanli hakimiyetine gecmesiyle birlikte tesekkil eden idari
yapilanmasinda goriilen Vilayet-i Cepni ve Divan-1 Cepni gibi idari
isimlendirmeler bolgedeki Cepni varhgini gicli bir sekilde ortaya
koymaktadir. Nitekim Vilayet-i Cepni genel hatlariyla Kiirtiin nahiyesi ile
Giresun kazasina icine alan bir idari bolge olup3® Cepni vilayetinin
merkezi “Nefs-i Kal'a-i Giresun” olarak kaydedilen Giresun kalesi ve
etrafidir¥”. Bunun disinda Corum ve Bolu sancaklarin Divan-1 Cepni adini
taslyan idari birimler karsimiza ¢ikar. Genellikle Ordu, Sinop, Corum,
Bolu ve Kocaeli gibi sancaklarda rastlanan “divan” tabiri hususunda

32BOATD, nr. 13, 5. 261-262

33 jbrahim Tellioglu, “Selguklulardan Osmanlilara Trabzon”, The Journal of Academic
Social Science Studies, 72, (2018), s. 375-376.

34 A, Hahanov, Panaret’in Trabzon Tarihi, gev. Enver Uzun, Trabzon 2004, s. 67.

35 Michael E. Meeker, imparatorluktan Gelen Bir Ulus Tiirk Modernitesi ve Dodu
Karadeniz’de Osmanli Mirasi, cev. Tutku Vardagl, istanbul 2002, s. 100.

36 Hanefi Bostan, XV-XVI. Asirlarda Trabzon Sancaginda Sosyal ve iktisadi Hayat, Tiirk
Tarih Kurumu, Ankara 2002, a. 42-46.

37 Hanefi Bostan, a.g.e., s. 237.
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tarihgiler ve cografyacilar arasinda bazi tartismalar mevcuttur®,
Bahaddin Yediyildiz’a gore divan, koy ile kaza arasinda bir idari birim
olup mezra veya koy gibi kiiclik yerlesim vyerlerinin biraz daha
blylmesiyle divan adi altinda toplanarak nahiyeleri meydana
getirdiklerini iddia eder. Buradan da anlasilacagl gibi divan, kiiglk
yerlesim yerleri ile nahiyeler arasinda bir konumu ifade eder.?* Bu tanim
Isig&inda  Corum sancagindaki Cepni divanina da 11 koy, Bolu
sancagindaki Cepni divaninda ise 8 ciftlige rastlanmaktadir. Ote yandan
XVI. Yuzyll Anadolu cografyasi incelendiginde dogrudan Cepni divani
veya nahiyesinin bulundugu 3 idari sistemle karsilasiriz. Bunlar Bolu*°-
Corum* ve Giresun/Cepni vilayetleridir®.

Ayrica ayni bolgede mahalle, koy ve mezra gibi Cepni boy adli
yerlesim yerleriyle konar-gocer Cepni cemaatleri fazlaca tespit
edilmektedir. Buna gore Kastamonu sancaginin Aydos kazasinda 5%,
Devrekani kazasinda 4%, Duragan ve Tosya kazalarinda 2’ser®, Boyabat
ve Kire kazalarinda 1’er®® olmak uzere 15 yer adi vardir. Corum
sancaginin Osmancik kazasinda 1 kéyden baska ve 1 de Cepni cemaati
mevcuttur.*’”  Bolu sancaginin merkez kazasi Bolu’da 1,** Mudurnu
kazasinda 5%, Gerede kazasinda 1 adet olmak lzere toplam 7 yer adi
bulunmaktadir.®® Amasya sancaginin Ladik kazasinda 3 yer adindan
baska®® Gumis kazasinda 1 mahalle tespit edilmektedir.®® Tokat

38 Osman Glumisci- ilker Yigit, “XVI. Yiizyilda Bati Karadeniz Béliimiinde Divanlar”,
Kuzey Anadolu’da Beylikler Dénemi Sempozyumu, 2011, s. 389

39 Bahaddin Yediyildiz, Ordu Tarihinden izler, s. 65-66; Cengiz Orhonlu, “Divan: A
Historical Term in The Settlement Geography of Turkey”, Disputationes Ad:Montium
Vocabula, VIlI/4, (1969), s. 89-93.

40BOATD, nr. 584, s. 34-35, 54, 67-68, 76, 80, 81, 82, 84.

41 KKATD, nr. 38, s. 95b-96b.

42BOATD, nr. 52, s. 596-694.

43 KKA TD, nr. 200, s. 234b-235a, 255b, 262a-262b, 239b.

44 BOATD, nr. 23M, s. 159-160, 181, 158, 233, 266.

45 BOATD, nr. 23M, s. 618, 632; KKATD, nr. 81, s. 91b-92a, 98a.

46 BOATD, nr. 327, s.213; BOATD, nr, 438, s. 633.

47BOATD, nr. 444, s.73,93; KKATD, nr. 38, s. 95b-96b, 108a-110b.

48 BOATD, nr. 88, s. 16-17.

49 BOATD, nr.5,s.217, 236-237, 251.

S0 KKATD, nr. 123, s.. 147a.

51 BOATD, nr. 387, s. 368; BOATD, nr. 776, s. 75.

52KKATD, nr. 34, s. 23.
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sancaginin  Zile kazasinda 1°3, Kilmigad, Tozanlu ve Gelmugad
nahiyelerinde 1’er®* ve Karakus nahiyesinde 1°° tane olmak lizere
Amasya ve Tokat sancaklarinda toplam 9 Cepni boy adli yerlere rastlanir.
Bu sekilde bir idari yapilanmanin ortasinda Sinop sehrinin olmasi
bolgedeki Cepni varliginin dnemini gligli bir sekilde ortaya koyar.

SONUC

Cepniler, diger Oguz boylari gibi Anadolu’ya geldikten sonra
Anadolu’da kurulan beyliklerin tesekkiiliinde rol oynamistir. ilk Tiirk
beylikleri arasinda genis bir sahayi kontrol eden Danismendli Beyligi’'nin
ana govdesini olusturan esas unsurlardan biri de Cepnilerdir. Orta ve
Dogu Karadeniz’'in Tiirk yerlesimine agilmasinda Danismenlilerin bliyik
etkisi oldugu siiphesizdir. Samsun hattini takiben Unye ve devaminda
Bayburt cografyasina kadar Danismendli yonetimi genislemistir. Ancak
Danismendli Beyligi'nin 1175’te Sultan II. Kilgarslan tarafindan
dogrudan Selcuklu yonetimi altina alinmasindan sonra dahi boélgedeki
Tirkmen vyerlesimi tamamen dagilmamis Orta Karadeniz hattinda
Tirkmenler bir baska ifadeyle bunlarin icinde kalabalik sayilariyla dikkat
ceken Cepniler tutunmayi basarmistir. Orta Anadolu ve Karadeniz
bolgesinin bircok yoresine dagilip yurt tutan Cepniler, mistakil hareket
ederek bolgedeki Tirk varhigini kalici hale getirmis ve gaza faaliyetini
kendi beylerinin oOnderliginde slrdlirmustir. Cepni miustakil fetih
harekatinin ilk ve en miihim basarisi Orta Karadeniz'in dnemli liman
kenti ve kalesi Sinop’un fethi ve akabinde burasini Trabzon Rum
imparatorlugu’na karsi basariyla miidafaalaridir. 1266’da Tokat, Niksar
ve Samsun’dan asker toplayarak Sinop’u fetheden Sileyman
Pervane’nin askerlerinin ¢ogunlugu s6z konusu bolgelerin ana askeri
glglerinden olan Cepnilerdir. Bundan baska Anadolu’daki otorite
boslugundan istifade ile 1277’de Sinop’u ele gecirmek isteyen Trabzon
Rum Imparatorlugu’na karsi sehrin ana miidafileri yine Cepniler
olmustur. Hem karadan hem de denizden saldiran imparatorluk
kuvvetlerine karsi Cepniler Ustiinlik saglayarak kuvvetli bir mukavemet
gostermistir. Cepnilerin Sinop ve havalisindeki varliginin bir diger giiclii
delili XVI. ylizyilda Osmanlilar tarafindan hazirlanan tahrir defterlerinde

53 KKATD, nr. 12, s. 107b.
54BOATD, nr. 387, s. 445; BOATD, nr. 387, s. 447; BOATD, nr. 19, s. 104.
55 KKATD, nr. 10, s. 79b.
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tespit edilen Cepni boy adh yerlesim yerleriyle konar-gocer Cepni
cemaatleridir. Sinop kazasinin bagh oldugu Kastamonu sancagi basta
olmak lizere Bolu, Corum, Amasya, Tokat ve Canik sancaklarinda toplam
31 tane Cepni adini taslyan yer adina rastlanir. Ayrica 2 tane de Cepni
cemaatine tesadif edilir. Bitiin bunlar Sinop ve havalisinin Cepnilerin
yogunlukla yerlestigi yerler oldugunu gosterir.
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Extended Abstract

The history of Turkification of Anatolia can be started with the
expeditions led by Cagri Bey in 1018. These preliminary expeditions took
place in two branches, the northern and southern lines. By gaining
detailed information about Anatolia, the Oghuzes greatly eroded the
Byzantine forces on the border line. These raids reached a definitive
conclusion with the Battle of Manzikert in 1071, and Anatolian lands
were opened to the settlement of Turkmen masses. The Seljuk State
started to send the Turkmens in the Iran-lrag geography towards
Anatolia. Among the Oghuzes who turned to Anatolia, Chepni masses,
who were included in the Oghuz clan organization and settled in areas
close to the Iranian border line, also took place on a large scale.

Firstly, the highlands and winter quarters, which were largely
detached due to the long-term and continuous conflicts in the eastern
region of Anatolia and where there was a vacuum of authority, soon
became the homeland of the Oghuz tribes. Until 1080, the Turkmen
masses seized the city centers where the Greek population was
concentrated and started the process of Turkification not only of the
rural areas but also of the cities. The conquest and settlement policy
based on the igta system implemented by the Great Seljuk State
enabled the Oghuz masses to reach the shores of Marmara 10 years
after the Manzikert Victory and transform Western Anatolia into a gaza
region.

The second arrival of the Turkmen in large numbers to Anatolia was
during the Mongol invasion that started in the 1220s. The complete
disintegration of the Harzemshahs, who controlled Transoxiana-
Khorasan geography in 1223, by failing to show their acumen against
the Mongol army, endangered the urban Turkish masses as well as the
nomadic elements in this geography. As there were no security
measures between the Mongolian army and the settled population, the
crowded Oghuz/Turkmen masses, who were in the first attack center of
the Mongols, moved towards Anatolia, which was suitable for a
relatively stable state structure and geographically nomadic life, in
search of security. As a result of this second wave triggered by the
Mongols, the settlement of crowded Oghuz masses in Anatolia enabled
this place to take the name of Turkey from the 13th century. During the
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first Mongol invasions, Turkmen groups gathered in the Eastern and
Northern Anatolian geography, and after the Mongol threat reached
this region in the 1240s, the Mongolian influence was less felt in the
western and northern parts of Anatolia. Thus, the Turkmen population
increased in Western Anatolia and the Black Sea region. By their nature,
the extremes were far from the influence of any central authority and
were quite suitable for the lifestyle of warriors and groups active in
pursuit of booty. The Turkmens, who were stacked to the extremes,
expanded their influence and activities by following the policy of gaza
against Byzantium in Western and North Western Anatolia and against
the Greek Empire of Trabzon in the Central and Eastern Black Sea
Region. As a matter of fact, Chepnis are seen as a crowd on a parallel
arc from Rize, the extreme point of the Eastern Black Sea, to Bolu, from
the extreme points of the Western Black Sea.

Chepnis, like other Oghuz tribes, played a role in the formation of
the first Turkish principalities after they came to Anatolia. One of the
main elements that formed the body of the Danishmend Principality,
which controlled a wide area among the first Turkish principalities, was
the Chepni. There is no doubt that Danishmen had a great influence on
the opening of the Middle and Eastern Black Sea Region to Turkish
settlement. Following the Samsun line, the Danishmend administration
expanded to Unye and then to Bayburt. However, in 1175, Sultan Il of
the Danishmend Principality. Even after it was taken under direct Seljuk
rule by Kiligarslan, the Turkmen settlement in the region did not
completely disintegrate, and the Turkmens, in other words, the Chepni,
managed to hold on to the Central Black Sea line. The Chepnis, who
dispersed and settled in many parts of the Central Anatolia and Black
Sea region, acted independently and made the Turkish presence in the
region permanent and continued the gaza activity under the command
of their own chiefs. The first and most important success of the Chepni
independent conquest operation was the conquest of Sinop, the
important port city and castle of the Central Black Sea, and their
successful defense against the Greek Empire of Trabzon. The majority
of the soldiers of Siileyman Pervane, who conquered Sinop by gathering
soldiers from Tokat, Niksar and Samsun in 1266, were Chepni, who were
one of the main military forces of the regions in question. Moreover,
the Chepni were the main defenders of the city against the Trabzon
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Greek Empire, which wanted to seize Sinop in 1277 by taking advantage
of the authority vacuum in Anatolia. Against the imperial forces
attacking from both land and sea, the Chepni were superior and showed
a strong resistance.

It is possible that the Turkification of the Central and Eastern Black
Sea Region took place in three branches with the participation of
Turkmen groups, as seen under the leadership of the Chepni. The first
of these is with the incursions of Danishmend Turkmen from the valleys
of the Bolaman Stream over Aybasti Persembe Plateau, the second with
the expeditions to Trabzon on the coastline after the Sinop city came
under Turkmen control, and the third with continuous raids and attacks
towards the north-directed coasts over the Harsid and Kelkit valleys.
There is a strong possibility that it will happen as a result. In this regard,
Emecen states that the Turkmens in the region used the routes they
followed in the fight against the Greek Empire of Trabzon, the high
plateau areas and the valley roads leading down to the coast. In
addition, this situation is one of the factors affecting the formation of
today's Eastern Black Sea dispersed settlement. Another strong
evidence of the existence of Chepni in Sinop and its surroundings is the
XVI. It can also be identified in the Ottoman cadastral registers of the
19th century.

Since an unusual policy of conquest was followed in the Eastern
Black Sea Region, Haciemirogullari/Bayram Principality, one of the
political units formed in the region by the Chepni located on the border
of the Trabzon Greek Empire, continued to be a border principality until
its sovereignty was ended by the Ottoman Empire. Among the
Turkoman masses clustered around the Haciemirogullari Principality
and whose settlement area stretched from Sinop to the inner parts of
Giresun, the majority of the Oghuz tribes were Chepni. Both the Chepni
affiliation of the founders of the principality and the XV. The abundance
of place and clan names related to Chepni in the cadastral register
prepared in the 19th century supports this judgment. As from this
sentence, more XIV. It can be argued that there was a large and
powerful Turkmen mass in the region in the 19th century and the
Chepni were the dominant factor among them.
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In the settlement pattern (model) of the Oghuz-Turkmen mass in
Anatolia, there is no regional dominance of the tribes, or in other words,
the settlement of a tribe completely in a single region. Although it is
possible to come across prominent tribes in some regions, the tribes
spread dispersedly over the whole Anatolian geography. Smaller
masses that broke away from the main body were present all over
Anatolia. The settlement history and settlement order of the Chepni in
Anatolia do not constitute an exception in this respect. They mostly
settled in the Eastern Black Sea and Central Anatolia, but it is possible
to come across the Chepni population and place names in every region
from Aleppo to the Deliorman-Dobruca line.

Due to the fact that the resettlement of the Eastern Black Sea Region
and the Turkization route was a natural obstacle to the Greek Empire of
Trabzon, it took place in the west-east direction. Sinop played a central
and critical role in the beginning of this process, more precisely, in the
history of the Turkification of the Black Sea coastline. XIIl. The Chepnis,
who settled in Sinop in the first quarter of the century, made it the
military center of the Black Sea tip. It should be said that the western
connection of the Trabzon Greek Empire became more difficult with the
Turkmens taking over the city of Sinop in this period. The Chepni
population in and around Sinop increased considerably after the Babai
rebellion, which took place in 1240 and destroyed Central Anatolia, was
suppressed by the Seljuks. As a matter of fact, the Chepni, who took
part in the Babai Revolt and fought with the Seljuk army, withdrew to
both the coastal and high regions of the Black Sea between Sinop and
Giresun in order to escape from the Seljuk pursuit after the suppression
of the rebellion. In this geography, which was not directly under the
Turkish Seljuk administration, the Chepnis continued to clash with the
Trabzon Greek Empire on the one hand, and on the other hand, they
were able to continue to practice their heterodoxy belief system by
staying out of the pressure of the central authority and the Mongols.

It is determined by Cepni tribe settlements such as local
neighborhoods, villages and hamlets and by nomadic Cepni
communities. According to this, Kastamonu sanjak has 15 place names,
5 in Aydos, 4 in Devrekani, 2 in Duragan and Tosya, and 1 in Boyabat
and Kure districts. In the Osmancik district of Corum sanjak, there is one
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more than one village and one Cepni community. There are 7 place
names in total, 1 in Bolu, the central district of the Bolu sanjak, 5 in the
Mudurnu district and 1 in the Gerede district. There are 3 places in Ladik
district in Amasya sanjak and 1 neighborhood in Giimus district. A total
of 9 Chepni tribes are found in the sanjaks of Amasya and Tokat, 1 each
in the Zile district of the Tokat sanjak, 1 each in the Kilmigad, Tozanlu
and Gelmugad sub-districts, and one each in the Karakus sub-district. It
will be well thought if it will be made in such a way that it has the Sinop
appearance. On the other hand, there are Cepni divans in Bolu and
Corum sanjaks. XVI. When the Anatolian geography of the 19th century
is examined, we directly encounter 3 administrative systems in which
the Cepni divan or township is located. These are the provinces of Bolu-
Kastamonu, Corum and Giresun/Cepni. The fact that the city of Sinop is
in the middle of such an administrative structure strongly reveals the
importance of the Chepni presence in the region.

We come across two settlements called Cepni in the Duragan district
of Kastamonu sanjak. In this accident, 3 soldiers were registered in the
village, which we first identified in 1486-87, and 36 soldiers in another
village. While the first mentioned Cepni village was not found in the
following registers, 89 soldiers were recorded in the other Cepni village
in 1560-61.

The information given by Ibn Bibi and other sources that Chepnis
were intense in the region is also supported by the Ottoman period
cadastral registers. The places named Cepni are scattered in many
districts of Bolu, Kastamonu, Corum, Amasya and Tokat sanjak in the
Sinop hinterland. According to this, 5 villages in Aydos district of
Kastamonu, 4 villages in Devrekani district, 2 each in Duragan and Tosya
districts, 1 each in Boyabat and Kiire districts, 1 village and 1 community
in Osmancik district of Corum sanjak, 1 village in central district of Bolu
sanjak, 4 villages in Mudurnu district. and 1 hamlet, 1 village in Gerede
township, 2 villages and 1 hamlet in Amasya's Ladik township and 1
neighborhood in Merzifon township, 4 villages and 1 hamlet in Tokat's
Niksar township under Cepni Bey, 1 in Zile township, Kilmigad, Tozanlu
and There are 1 hamlets in Gelmugad sub-districts and 1 Cepni boy in
Karakus sub-districts. On the other hand, there are Cepni divans in Bolu
and Corum sanjaks. XVI. When the Anatolian geography of the 19th
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century is examined, we directly encounter 3 administrative systems in
which the Cepni divan or township is located. These are the provinces
of Bolu-Kastamonu, Corum and Giresun/Cepni. The fact that the city of
Sinop is in the middle of such an administrative structure strongly
reveals the importance of the Chepni presence in the region.

We come across two settlements called Cepni in the Duragan district
of Kastamonu sanjak. In this accident, 3 soldiers were registered in the
village, which we first identified in 1486-87, and 36 soldiers in another
village. While the first mentioned Cepni village was not found in the
following registers, 89 soldiers were recorded in the other Cepni village
in 1560-61.
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