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THE COUNTERMARK ‘BAHA’
SEEN ON THE BEYLIK PERIOD COINS and
KARAMANID MUSA BEG

When the history of Karamanids- known to belong to Afsar tribe of the Oghuz
Turks- is examined, we notice that several events are obscure. Karamanids
were settled in Ermenek and its vicinity, taken from Armenians in the time of
‘Ala al-Din Kayqubad | (625AH/1228). The first historical personality is Nure
Sofi, who is known to have acted against Seljugs in the Babai revolt. Following
him, during the time of his son Karim al-Din Karaman their lands had been
given to them as tenure by Seljugs. They also took sides in th fight for political
power between QiIlij Arslan IV and ‘Izz al-Din Keyka’'us Il. When Karaman Beg
died in 660AH/1261 or right after, his eldest son Shams al-Din Mehmed Beg
took over. When Mehmed Beg died during the event called Cimri
(676AH/1277) Guneri Beg took over and then Badr al-Din Mahmud Beg.
During his period the most prominent event was that Alaiye, which had been
taken by Franks, was taken back (692AH/1293). Mahmud Beg had khutbah
delivered there on behalf of Mamluks. The relationships of Karamanids with
Seljugs had always been strained.

In Sikari, which is the only historical account of Karamanids, there is some
detailed information on the events of the period of ‘Ala al-Din Beg (762-
800AH/1361-1398) and also of the period just before that;, however, we do not
encounter any concrete information when we examine the further past.
According to Sikari, Mehmed Beg had three brothers whose names were
Mahmud, Qasim and Khalil; and Mahmud Beg had four sons whose names
were Badr al-Din (lbrahim), ‘Isa, Musa and Khalil'. Following the death of
Mehmed Beg, Mahmud Beg took over and then Badr al-Din Ibrahim Beg
ascended the throne. However, the names Guneri, Yahgi, and Sulayman Beg
encountered in the other sources, are not seen in Sikari’ and Ilkhanid
beglerbeg Amir Choban -whose activities in Anatolia should not be
undervalued- and also his son Timurtash are not mentioned. There is different
information on the durations and order of Karamanid rulers.

' Sikari 1946, p.44-45 and p.53-54.

* See Nesri 1987, p.49. When Mehmed Beg died in 677AH, his son Mahmud Beg was in cradle
and Karaman State was declining; when Mahmud Beg died in 707AH, he had two sons -Yahgi
Beg and Sulayman Beg. Yahsi Beg ascended throne and when he died in 717AH in Ermanak,
his brother Sulayman took over. Besides, see Turan 1984, p.33. There is the same listing for
Yahsi and Sulayman.
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BEYLIKLER DONEMI SiIKKELERINDE GORULEN
“BAHA” DAMGASI ve
KARAMANOGLU MUSA BEY

Oguzlarin Afsar boyuna mensup olduklari bilinen Karamanogullar’nin tarihi
incelendiginde birgok olayin karanlikta kaldigi gorulecektir. Karamanoguillari |.
Alaeddin Keykubad zamaninda Ermenilerden alinan Ermenek ve havalisine
yerlestirilmislerdir (h.625/1228). Ik tarihi sahsiyetleri Nure Sofi olup, Babai
ayaklanmasinda Selcguklularin kargisinda yeraldigi bilinmektedir. Olumuyle
birlikte yerine gecen oglu Kerimiuddin Karaman zamaninda ellerinde
bulundurduklan yerler dirlik olarak kendilerine verilmistir. IV. Kili¢ Arslan ile Il.
izzeddin Keykavus arasindaki iktidar miicadelesinde de taraf olmuslardir.
Karaman Bey'in h.660/1261 veya hemen sonrasinda gergeklesen olumuyle
yerine buyik oglu oldugu anlasilan Semseddin Mehmed Bey gecmistir.
Mehmed Bey'in 6lumilyle (h.676/1277) sonuglanan Cimri hadisesiyle birlikte
yerine Giineri Bey daha sonra da Bedreddin Mahmud Bey gecmistir. Mahmud
Bey zamaninda gergeklesen en 6nemli olay Frenkler tarafindan Selcuklulardan
alinan Alaiye’nin geri alinmasidir (h.692/1293). Alaiye'yi geri alan Mahmud Bey
burada Memlukler namina hutbe okutmustur. Karamanogullar’nin yikiimakta
olan Selcuklu Devletiyle iligkileri stirekli bir gerginlik icinde olmustur.

Bu doneme ait bilgiler bir araya getirildiginde tarihi aydinlatmak bir yana, iyice
karisikhga neden olmaktadirlar. Karamanogullari’'na ait bilinen tek tarihce olan
Sikari’de Alaeddin Bey dénemi (h.762-800 / 1361-1398) ve hemen oncesinde
yer alan olaylarla ilgili ayrintili bilgiler varsa da biraz geriye gidildiginde hemen
hemen elle tutulur hicbir bilgi yoktur. Sikari'ye gére Mehmed Bey’in Mahmud,
Kasim ve Halil isimlerinde ti¢ kardesi ve Bedreddin lakapli Mahmud Bey'in de
Bedreddin (ibrahim), isa, Musa, Halil isimlerinde dért oglu vardi’. Mehmed Bey
dldukten sonra yerine Mahmud Bey ondan sonra da Bedreddin ibrahim Bey
tahta gecmislerdir. Ancak, diger kaynaklarda goérulen Guneri, Yahsi ve
Suleyman Bey'lerin isimleri Sikaride gorulemedigi gibi’>, Anadolu’'daki
faaliyetleri goz ardi edilemeyecek olan ilhanh Emir Coban ve oglu Timurtag’tan
da hic bahsedilmemektedir. Karaman Beylerinin saltanat sureleri ve siralari
konusunda da tarihi kaynaklarda farkli bilgiler yer almaktadir.

' Sikari 1946, 5.44-45 ve 5.53-54.

2 Bkz. Nesri 1987, s.49. Mehmed Bey h.677 tarihinde 6ldiigiinde oglu olan Mahmud Bey’in
besikte oldugunu ve Karaman Devleti’nin inkiraza yiiz tuttugunu, Mahmud Bey h.707 tarihinde
oldiigiinde Yahsi Bey, Siileyman Bey isimlerinde iki oglu kaldigim ve yerine Yahsi Bey’in
ciillus ettigini, h.717°de Ermenak’da oldiigiinde kardesi Silleyman’in basa gectigini
soylemektedir. Ayrica bkz. Turan 1984, s.33. Yine Yahsi ve Siilleyman i¢in aym siralama
mevcuttur.
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According to the earliest record in which Musa Beg’s name is mentioned®, the
city Larende® had been restored by him in 711AH. It is probable that Emir
Musa Madrasah® in Karaman- not exists presently- there are some tombstones
of Karamanid family in its turbeh, had been built at that time.

Considering some events that took place between Mawlawi Shaykh Arif
Chelebi and Badr al-Din Ibrahim Beg, we acknowledge that Badr al-Din
Ibrahim Beg was dominant in Konya and Larende in 719AH/1319 or earlier -
that is when Arif Chelebi died®. We comprehend that he had a regent in Konya
while he was living in Larende. Thus, Musa Beg who was dominant in Larende
in 711AH, had to hand over the place to Ibrahim Beg in 719AH -at latest, and it
is possible to observe his activities until 730AH.

Musa Beg was taken prisoner together with Hamid-oghlu Dundar Beg b;/
Timurtash in 723AH. In this incident, Dundar Beg died but Musa Beg got free’.
We encounter Musa Bey in Mecca in h.728% When he returned Anatolia, he
captured the fortress Gevele -in the west of Konya- in 729AH and then, in the
same year Karamanids entered Beysehir’. The coins struck in the name of
Malik al-Nasir Nasir al-Din Muhammad in 729 and 730 at Beysehir support this.

When the two contemporary sources about the history and geography of
Anatolia -written almost in the same periods- are examined, the existence of
Badr al-Din Ibrahim Beg in Larende in 733AH/1333 is certain. Of these
sources, in lbn-i Batuta, we learn that Badr al-Din Ibrahim Beg was also
dominant in Konya. Again, as al-‘Umari quoted from Haydar Uryan, Amir Baha
al-Din Musa -Badr al-Din’s brother- went to Egypt, after performing his duty of
pilgrimage he returned his country. He asked for the ferman (a kind of decree)
to be given some cities of Tekfur's country (Cilician Armenia) to him; though it
was commanded, it is pointed out that he could not take over these cities yet'®.
In Ibn-i Batuta, while mentioning about Badr al-Din, it is described that Larende
was ruled by his brother Musa earlier, but he was dethroned by Malik al-Nasir
and a new ruler was sent together with soldiers. Later on, Sultan Badr al-Din
captured the city, had a palace built there and made it the capital’’.

? Selguk-name 1952, p.67.

* Today s Karaman.

> Diez, Aslanapa and Koman 1950, p.50-54: Konyali 1967, p.455-460.

® Eflaki 1987, p.207. Ulu Arif Chelebi, who was the grandson of Mawlana, acted as shaykh in
712-719AH.

7 Selguk-name 1952, p.67-68.

® ibn-i Batuta 1993, p.165.

? Selguk-name 1952, p.68.

"“Yiicel 1991/1, p.183-203, Anatolian principalities according to Mesaliku ' lI-Ebsar, a
translation from al-‘Umari.

"! ibn-i Batuta 1993, p.200-201.
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Musa Bey’in isminin gec;tlgl en erken tarihli kayda goére®, o tarihlerde harap
oldugu anlasilan Larende® sehri h.711 yilinda Musa Bey tarafindan
onarilmistir. Bugin mevcut olmayan ve turbesinde Karamanoglu ailesine alt
bazi mezar taslarinin da bulundugu Karaman’daki Emir Musa Medresesi’ nin®
bu dénemde yapilmis olmasi mumkundar.

Mevlevi Seyhi Arif Celebi ile Bedreddin Ibrahim Bey arasinda gegen bir
olaydan yola ¢ikarak Bedreddin ibrahim Bey’in Arif Celebi’nin 6lum tarihi olan
h.719 / 1319 yill veya oOncesinde Konya ve Larende’de hakim oldugunu
bilmekteyiz®. Kendisi Larende’de otururken Konya'da naip bulundurdugu
anlasilmaktadir. Yukaridaki bilgileri birlestirdigimizde h.711 yilinda Larende’de
hakim olan Musa Bey'’in en gec h.719 yilinda burasini ibrahim Bey’e birakmak
zorunda kaldigi gorulur. Bu tarihten sonra Musa Bey’in nerede hakim oldugunu
bilmemekle birlikte en azindan h.730 yilina kadar faaliyetlerini takip edebilmek
mumkundur.

Musa Bey h.723 yilinda Hamidoglu Dundar Bey ile birlikte Timurtag’a esir
dasmustir. Dundar Beym olumuyle sonuclanan bu olayda Musa Bey'i In
kurtuldugu anlasiimaktadir.” Musa Bey’i h.728 yilinda Mekke’de gbérmekteyiz®.
Buradan tekrar Anadolu’'ya dbénen Musa Bey h.729 yilinda Konya'nin
batisindaki Gevele kalesini almis, ardindan da yine ayni tarihte
Karamanogullari Beysehir'e girmislerdir.® Asagida gérilecegi gibi h.729 ve 730
yilinda Beysehirde Melik el-Nasir Nasreddin Muhammed adina darp edilmis
olan sikkeler bu gelismeyi teyit eder niteliktedir.

Anadolu tarih ve cografyasi hakkinda bilgiler iceren yaklasik ayni tarihlerde
yazilmis olan ¢agdas iki kaynaga bakilirsa h.733 / 1333 yilinda Larende’de
Bedreddin Ibrahim Bey'in varhgindan kusku duymamak gerekir. Bu
kaynaklardan ibn-i Batuta’dan Bedreddin ibrahim Bey’in Konya’da da hakim
oldugunu égreniyoruz. Yine el-Omeri'nin Haydar Uryan’dan aktardigina gore;
Karamanogullar’'nin emiri Bedreddin’in kardesi olan Emir Bahaeddin Musa
birkag yil 6nceleri Misir'a gitmis, hac vazifesini ifa ettikten sonra Sultandan izin
alarak memleketine doénmuastur. Sultandan Tekfur memleketinden bazi
sehirlerin kendisine verilmesi igin ferman dilemis, bu hususta ferman verildiyse
de, kendisinin daha bu sehirleri alamadigi belirtiimektedir'®. ibn-i Batuta’da ise
Bedreddin’den bahsederken, Larende igin; burasinin daha 6nce kardesi
Musa’'nin hikminde oldugunu, ancak Melik Nasir'in onu bir taviz karsiliginda
tahtindan indirerek, yerine askerle birlikte yeni bir Emir goénderdigi
anlatiimaktadir. Daha sonra Sultan Bedreddin sehri ele gecirerek, burada bir
saray yaptirip devletinin payitahti haline getirmistir'".

3 Selguk-name 1952, s5.67.

* Bugiinkii Karaman sehri.

’ Diez, Aslanapa ve Koman 1950, s.50-54: Konyali 1967, 5.455-460.

® Eflaki 1987, s.207. Mevlana’nin torunu olan Ulu Arif Celebi H.712-719 yillar1 arasinda
seyhlik yapmustir.

” Selguk-name 1952, s. 67-68.

¥ {bn-i Batuta 1993, s.165.

? Selguk-name 1952, s.68.

' Yiicel 1991/1, s.183-203, Mesalikii’l-Ebsar’a gére Anadolu Beylikleri, el-Omeri’den terciime.
" {bn-i Batuta 1993, 5.200-201.
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According to Haydar Uryan, Musa Beg’s laqab -also called Amir Musa or Musa
Pasha- was Baha al-Din; he was known to be very religious. The Tol Madrasah
(or Musa Bey Madrasah), built in Ermenek in 740AH/1339 exist at present’?.
Thus,we understand that Musa Bey was in Ermenek in those dates.

On the basis of Sikari, Badr al-Din Ibrahim Beg dethroned in favor of his
brother ‘Ala al-Din Khalil Beg in 733AH/1333"%. However, considering the
chronological faults in Sikari, we had better be suspicious about this date, too.
Ibrahim Beg continued to stay in Larende, and Khalil Beg went to Konya, had
the Kayqubad Palace restored and ascended the throne’. It will not be
incorrect to think that Musa Beg was in Ermenek at that time. Following the
death of Khalil Beg, first Ibrahim Beg (for the second time), then his sons Fakhr
al-Din Ahmad'® and Shams al-Din'® ascended the throne. When Shams al-Din
Beg was poisoned by his brother Karaman, Musa Beg -must be very old at that
time- was announced by ulama (Muslim scholars) as the ruler, he made his
health an excuse and did not want to ascend the throne and draw back to
Mut'” and spent rest of his life there. Sikari tells that Musa Bey lived for four
years more. Though his date of death is determined to be 757AH/1356'%, there
is no inscription to prove this. When the following incidents are examined, he
must have died in 755AH or earlier. His funeral was brought from Mut to
Ermenek and was buried there'®.

When the Seljugs came to an end, the political situation in the central and west
Anatolia -as it was in Karamanid principality in the beginning of 14th century-
was quite jumpled. Principalities in the borderlands, fighting for their
independence did not dare to have coins struck in their names. They struck
coins sometimes in the name of llkhans and sometimes in the regions close to
Mamluk lands, in the name of Mamluks. There are also exceptions. On a coin,

Mamluk style -with no date- struck at Ermenexk, there is the name of Badr al-
Din Ibrahim Beg under the title amir al-umara®. In a later period, Ashraf-
oghullari had coins struck in the name of themselves?®’

'* For detailed information on Tol Madrasah see Diez, Aslanapa and Koman 1950, p.22-24:
Konyali 1967, p.715-719: Bardake¢1 1976, p.151-162.

'3 Uzuncgarsih 1998, p.10.

'* Sikari 1946, p.56.

'> Baskan 1996, p.18-19: Konyali 1967, p.459-460. When Fakhr al-Din Ahmad Beg died, he
was buried in Emir Musa Madrasah in Karaman. According to his tombstone he died in
750AH.

' Konyali 1967. According to the tombstone, Shams al-Din Beg died in 753AH.

'" Sikari 1946, p.58.

18 Tekindag. Besides, see Konyah 1967 for the date of death. According to the charter of a Tol
Medresseh foundation, prepared in h. 745, Musa bey died Ramadan in the same year. However,
we consider this date to be too early.

' Sikari 1946, p.63.

20 Hinrichs 1999, p.9-10. On the coin no.5, struck in Ermenek in the name of Melik el-Nasir-
Sultan of Mamluk,the name Bedreddin is clearly read.

*! See izmirlier 2003, p. 61-65.
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Oldukca dindar biri oldugu bilinen Emir Musa ve Musa Pasa isimleri de verilen
Musa Bey'’in lakabinin, Haydar Uryan’a gére Bahaeddin oldugu gérilmektedir.
Musa Bey'in Ermenek’te h.740 / 1339 yilinda yaptirdigi Tol Medrese veya
Musa Bey Medresesi adi verilen yapi giinimiize ulasmigtir’®>. Dolayisiyla, bu
tarinlerde Musa Bey’in Ermenek’te oldugu anlasiimaktadir.

Sikari'ye dayanilarak, h.733 / 1333 yilinda Bedreddin Ibrahim Bey'in kardesi
Alaeddin Halil Bey lehine tahtan cekildigi kabul edilmistir’®. Ancak, Sikari'deki
kronolojik hatalari g6z ©6nine alirsak bu tarihe de sipheyle bakmak
gerekmektedir. Ibrahim Bey Larende’de kalmaya devam etmig, Halil Bey
Konya'ya gecerek Keykubad sarayini tamir ettirip Karaman tahtina
oturmustur. Bu esnada Musa Bey’in Ermenek’te oldugunu distinmek pek
yanls olmaz. Halil Bey'in 6limiyle birlikte 6nce ibrahim Bey ikinci kez olarak,
daha sonra da ogullari Fahreddin Ahmed' ve Semseddin'® sirayla tahta
gecmiglerdir. Semseddin Bey'in kardesi Karaman tarafindan zehirlenerek
oldurilmesi Uzerine, o tarihlerde yasinin oldukca ilerlemis olmasi gereken
Musa Bey ulema tarafindan hikiimdar ilan edilmigse de, rahatsizligini bahane
ederek tahta cikmayi istememis ve Mut'a cekilmistir'”. Fiilen hukimdariik
yapmamis ve émrinin geri kalan kismint Mut'ta gecirmistir. Sikari Musa Bey'in
dort yil daha yasadigini séylemektedir ki, bu sire meydana gelen olaylarla
celiskilidir. Buradan yola gikarak 6lum tarihi olarak h.757 / 1356 yili tespit
ediimesine ragmen'® bunu ispat edebilecek herhangi bir kitabe mevcut degildir.
Bundan sonraki olaylara bakilirsa Musa Bey'in o6liminin, h.755 veya
oncesinde gerceklesmis olmasi gerekir. Oldugunde, cenazesi Mut'tan
Ermenek’e getirilerek defnedilmistir'®.

Anadolu Selguklu Devletinin sona ermesiyle birlikte 14.ylzyilin baslarinda
Karamanogullari Beyligi'nde oldugu gibi batun Orta ve Bati Anadolu’da siyasi
durumun oldukga karisik oldugu bilinmektedir. Uclarda bagimsizlik micadelesi
veren Beylikler bu dénemde kendi isimlerine para bastirmaya pek cesaret
edememisler ve sikkelerini genellikle ilhanli Sultanlari adina, Memluk
topraklarina yakin olan bélgelerde ise bazen de Memluk Sultanlari adina darp
etmiglerdir. istisnai durumlar da vardir. Ermenek’te darp edilmig Memluk tarz

12 Tol Medrese hakkinda detayh bilgi i¢in bkz. Diez, Aslanapa ve Koman 1950, s.22-24:
Konyali 1967, s.715-719: Bardake¢1 1976, s.151-162.

13 Uzungarsih 1998, s.10.

' Sikari 1946, s.56.

'S Baskan 1996, s.18-19: Konyali 1967, s.459-460. Fahreddin Ahmed Bey o&ldiigiinde
Karaman’da Emir Musa Medresesi’ne defnedilmistir. Mezartas: kitabesine gore h.750 yilinda
Olmiistiir.

' Konyali 1967. Yine ayn1 medresede bulunan Semseddin Bey’e ait mezartasina gore h.753
yilinda dlmiistiir.

'7 Sikari 1946, s.58.

"®Tekindag, s.47: Oliim tarihi igin ayrica bkz. Konyali 1967, s.719-721. h.745 yilinda tanzim
edilmis olan Tol Medrese vakfiyesine gére Musa Bey ayni yi1lin Ramazan ayinda vefat etmistir.
Ancak biz bu tarihin ¢ok erken oldugu diisiincesindeyiz.

' Sikari 1946, 5.63.
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The countermarks were used intensively on the coins of this period. These
countermarks can be classified under three headings: with inscriptions, with
motifs and with figures. It is not known what the countermaks with motifs and
figures symbolize, but the countermarks with inscriptions have 4 groups: with
the ruler's name, with the city names, with religious phrase and the ones
clarifying that the coins are valid®’. The purpose of use of these countermarks
are as follows?:

1- To put the coin in effect again which is old or withdrawn from circulation,

2- To assure the validity of the coin, apart from the place where it was struck.,
3- To show any alteration when the value was changed,

4- To show that metal quality was controlled if a precious metal was used.

The pecularities purposes of use differ according to the countermarks conditions
of the time when they were struck. Especially, during the first three decades of the
14th century, the 2nd and 4th reasons (above) were effective. The weights of the
coins had different standards, the dies and techniques of minting were generally
done carelessly. The inscriptions are mostly illegible. It is not possible to
determine in which city and for whom they were struck. The weights of the coins
struck by principalities are changeable; also llkhanid coins were going down in
value and their weights were decreasing. Considering the various coins struck by
different rulers, with different standarts in circulation, it is obvious that this
situation would cause serious problems while shopping. Thus, in order to put a
stop to this situation, the coins were countermarked to prove that their weights
and karats were effective in the bazaar or market of the city.

Although there are countermarks on the coins struck in the cities under the
llkhanid dominance, they are quite few. The use of countermarks -as far as we
have determined- was prevalent in the cities of Karaman-oghlu, Ashraf-oghlu
and Hamid-oghlu principalities. We sometimes notice several countermarks on
the coins struck by principalities, and sometimes -for instance- on a coin struck
at Ermenak, we encounter Ermenak.

2 Perk and Oztiirk 2006. In the symposium of VII the Middle Age and Turkish Period
Excavation and Research, held in 7-9 April 2003, by Mimar Sinan Univ., regarding this subject
matter, a report “XIV.Yiizyithin ilk yarisinda Anadolu’daki paralar iizerinde goriilen bir kisim
damgalar (Some countermarks seen on the coins in Anatolia in the first half of XIV Century)”
was read by authors of this article.

> Tekin 1992, p.30-33.
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tarinsiz bir sikkede emir el-imara tinvani altinda Bedreddin ibrahim Bey'in ismi
goérulmektedir’®. Biraz daha gec¢ bir dénemde Esrefogullari kendi isimlerine
para bastirmislardir?’.

Bu dénem sikkeleri Gizerinde yogun olarak damga kullaniimistir. Cok cesitli
olan bu damgalar icerik olarak yazih, motifli ve figirli olmak tzere i¢ ana
baghk altinda toparlanabilirler. Motifli ve figurli damgalarin tam olarak neyi
sembolize ettigi bilinmese de yazili damgalar hikimdar ismi yazanlar, sehir
ismi yazanlar, dini ibareli olanlar ve sikkenin gecgerli oldugunu belirtenler oimak
izere dort ana grupturlar®®. Sikkeler tizerinde damganin kullanilis maksatlari
ise sunlardir®:

1- Eskiyen veya tedavilden kalkan bir sikkeyi yeniden gecerli kilmak,
2- Sikkenin ait oldugu ya da basildigi yerin disinda gecerliligini saglamak,
3- Degerinde bir degisiklik yapiimak istendiginde, bu degisikligi belirtmek,

4- Degerli metalden basiimis sikkenin, metalinin kalitesinin kontrol edilmis
oldugunu godstermek.

Suphesiz damgalarin kullanihs maksatlar basildiklari ginin kosullarina goére
degismektedir. 14. yuzyihn 6zellikle ilk 30 yilinda yukaridakilerden ikinci ve
dordincu sebepler etkendir. Beyliklerin bastiklari sikkelerin agirhiklari farkh
standartlarda olup, sikke kaliplari ve darp teknikleri genellikle 6zensizdir. Cogu
zaman uzerindeki yazilar okunaksizdir. Birgok sikkenin hangi sehirde kimin
adina basildigini tespit etmek pek mumkin olmamaktadir. Beyliklerin bastiklari
sikkelerin agirliklarn ¢ok degisken oldugu gibi, Anadolu’da genel kabul géren
llhanli sikkeleri de bu dénemde hizla deder kaybetmekte ve agirliklar
dusmektedir. Farkli hikuimdarlar adina darp edilmis, farkh standartlarda gok
sayida sikkenin piyasada gezindigi dusiunulurse bu durumun aligveriste ciddi
sikintilar doguracagi ortadadir. Dolayisiyla bu belirsiz durumun éniine gegmek
maksadiyla sikkeler kullanilacag: sehrin c¢arsi ve pazarinda agirliginin ve
ayarinin gecerli oldugunu géstermek amaciyla damgalanmislardir.

llhanli egemenlidi altindaki sehirlerde darp edilen sikkeler iizerinde damga
varsa da sayica azdir. Damga kullanimi tespit edebildigimiz kadariyla
Karamanoglu, Esrefodlu ve Hamidoglu Beylikleri egemenlik sahasindaki
sehirlerde yaygindir. Beylikler tarafindan darp edilen sikkelerde bazen bir sikke

* Hinrichs 1999, 5.9-10. Memluk sultan1 Melik el-Nasir adina Ermenek’te darp edilmis olan 5
no’lu sikkede Bedreddin ismi agik bir sekilde okunmaktadir.

*! Bkz. Izmirlier 2003, s. 61-65.

2 Perk ve Oztiirk 2006. Bu konuyla ilgili olarak makalenin yazarlar1 7-9 Nisan 2003 tarihleri
arasinda Mimar Sinan Universitesi tarafindan diizenlenen VII.Ortagag ve Tiirk Donemi Kazi ve
Arastirma Sempozyumu’na “XIV.Yiizyilin ilk yarisinda Anadolu’daki paralar iizerinde goriilen
bir kisim damgalar” bashikh bir bildiri sunmuslardir.

* Tekin 1992, 5.30-33.
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Following the death of Karamanid Mahmud Beg, a period of disorder started.
His sons and perhaps his brothers started fighting for the power. We notice
that each one was acting semi independently in their cities. During that period,
all had countermarks applied in their names but could not struck coins, except
Badr al-Din Ibrahim Beg. The two of these countermarks are Baha and Bahai,
applied by Baha al-Din Musa Beg.

Although the lagab of Musa Beg is seen as Baha al-Din in the historical
records, on the basis of inscription of Tol Madrasah?®® (pic.1), the lagab Burhan
al-Din was accepted. There are samples of inscriptions, waqf deeds or coins
on which different laqgabs of the same person were used. However, when the
inscription is examined carefully, we notice that Halil Edhem read the
inscription wrongly and this mistake continued®. In the beginning of the second
line of the inscription, the words Baha al-Dawla wa al-Din Musa can easily be
read. We agree that the countermark Baha and Bahai- not published eatrlier-
belong to Musa Beg?®.

Drawing: Inscription of Tol Madrasah

** Halil Edhem 1328, p.704-705. On the inscription located the portal of Tol Madrasah,
published by Halil Edhem first, the lagab of Musa Beg was read as Burhan al-Din. Although
Konyali read Musa Beg's lagab as Baha al-Din, however, in the subject aforesaid lagab
Burhan al-Din was used. In Bardak¢i, considering the same incription, the same lagab was
published as Baha al-Din.

* See Uzungarsili 1998, p.9: Tekindag, p.45, footnote 278. Both writers accepted Musa Beg'’s
lagab as Burhan al-Din, as published by Halil Edhem.

2 Diler and Kiirkman 1981, there is a countermark ‘Baha’ on the coins no.30,31,33,34 and
Olger 1982, Krmnl8, 19, 20, 32, 39, 40, 42, 43. The last 4 coins published by Olger are the
same as the coins published by Diler and Kiirkman.
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tizerinde cok sayida damga gorulebilmekte, bazen de 6rnedin Ermenak darpli
bir sikke Gizerinde yine Ermenak damgasina rastlanilabilmektedir.

Karamanoglu Mahmud Bey’in 6lumuyle birlikte ogullari ve belki de kardesleri
arasinda iktidar micadelesi yapildigi karisik bir dénem baglamistir. Olaylar g6z
énune alindiginda her birinin kendi bulunduklari sehirlerde yarn bagimsiz olarak
hareket ettikleri gorulir. Bu sirecte Bedreddin ibrahim Bey harig, sikkeler
Gizerinde isimleri gérilmese de hepsi kendi isimlerine damga bastirmiglardir.
Bu damgalardan ikisi de Bahaeddin Musa Bey tarafindan sikkeler Gzerine
vurdurulan Baha ve Bahai damgalarnidir.

Tarihi kaynaklarda Musa Bey'in lakabl Bahaeddin olarak gérilmesine ragmen
Halii Edhem’in yayinladigi Tol medrese kitabesine®® (resim.1) dayanilarak
Burhaneddin lakabi kabul gérmustur. S6z konusu donemde kitabe, vakfiye ve
sikkelerde ayni kisi igin farkl lakaplarin kullaniimis oldugu ornekler vardir.
Ancak, kitabe iyi incelendiginde Halil Edhem’in kitabeyi yanlis okudugu ve bu
yanlisin daha sonra konuyla ilgilenenler tarafindan surdurtldugu goéralir®.
Kitabenin ikinci satirinin basinda Baha el-Devile ve el-Din Musa kelimeleri
rahatca okunabilmektedir. Kitabenin de yardimiyla, Baha damgasinin®® daha
énce yayinlanmamis olan Bahai damgasi ile birlikte Musa Bey’e ait oldugunu
kabul etmekteyiz.

Cizim: Tol Medrese Kitabesi

% Halil Edhem 1328, 5.704-705. ilk olarak Halil Edhem tarafindan yayinlanan Tol Medrese
portali iizerindeki kitabede Musa Bey’in lakabi Burhaneddin olarak okunmustur. Konyali aym
kitabede Musa Bey’in lakabinmi Bahaeddin olarak okuduysa da, devam eden bahiste Musa Bey
icin Burhaneddin lakabimi kullanmaya devam etmektedir. Bardak¢i’da da yine aym kitabeden
Xola ¢ikilarak lakap Bahaeddin olarak yaymlanmistir.

* Bkz. Uzuncarsili 1998, s.9: Tekindag, s.45, dipnot.278. Her iki miiellif de Musa Bey’in
lakabimi Halil Edhem tarafindan yaymlandig: sekilde, Burhaneddin olarak kabul etmiglerdir.

26 Diler ve Kiirkman 1981 de 30, 31, 33, 34 no’lu sikkeler iizerinde ve Olger 1982 de, Krmn 18,
19, 20, 32, 39, 40, 42, 43 no’lu sikkeler lizerinde ‘Baha’ damgasi yer almaktadir. Olger’in
yayinladigi son dort sikke Diler ve Kiirkman’in yaymladiklarinin aynisidir.
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The countermark Badr bin
Karaman®” -published before- had
been used by both Mahmud Beg
and his son Ibrahim Beg. Again, the
countermark al-Badri*®, used by
Ibrahim Beg, and also the
countermark °‘Alai which might be
used by Khalii Beg  -this
countermark is questionable® -as a
result the countermarks Baha and
Bahai were prepared for the same
logic. Approximately during the
same period, the countermarks of
Mubarizi and al-Mubarizi, used by
Ashraf-oghlu Mubariz al-Din
Mehmed Beg, and also in a later
period, the inscriptions on the coins
el-Husami, used by Hamid-oghlu
Husam al-Din llyas Beg and al-
Burhani, used by Qadi Burhan al-
Din in the east, are the other
samples of it. Diler and Kirkman thought that the contermark Baha meant
beha=value®, later on Olger read the same countermark

as Besni and pointed out that it must belong to Dulgadirs®’. It is quite difficult to
mention the existence of Dulgadirs at that time, and the coins with
countermarks were uncovered in the regions of Karaman-oghullari and Ashraf-
oghullari in south-west of Anatolia. We think that this countermark -variations
seen below- had been used by Baha al-Din Musa Beg for a long time. Although
it is difficult to tell when it was first struck, encountering on a dirham struck at
Beysehir in 730AH*?, shows that it was used in that date and afterwards.

= Olger 1982, on the coins no Krmn 26,27,28,29,30,31 there is a countermark ‘Badr bin
Karaman’; lzmirlier 1999, p.5-22. lzmirlier points out that this countermark seen on the
dirhams of Abu Sa’id Type A, that can be dated as 7164AH, might have been used by

Badr al-Din Ibrahim Beg.

** The countermark ‘al-Badri’ that we have determined 3 different dies of it, was read by
Hinrichs.

* Diler and Kiirkman 1981, there is a countermark ‘Alai’ on the coins no.30,31,32,33.34. The
same coins were published as Krmn no.39,40,41,42,43 by Olcer. Diler and Kiirkman mentioned
that this countermark belongs to the city Alaiye, but Olger says that it belongs to ‘Ala al-Din
Beg (762-800A4H). Yet, the coins (Abu Sa’id, type C) -with no date- were struck until 723AH
(the latest). At that time, ‘Ala al-Din Beg was probably not born.

*° Diler and Kiirkman, p.55.

' Olger 1987, p.19-22.

32 A specimen of the coin -without countermark- was published by Olger, with no. Krmn 23.
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Daha 6nce yaymlanmﬁ olan Bedr
bin Karaman damgasi*’ hem
Mahmud Bey tarafindan, hem de
ayni lakabi tasiyan oglu ibrahim
Bey tarafindan kullaniimistir. Yine
Ibrahim Bey tarafindan kullaniimis
oldugunu tesbit ettigimiz e/-Bedri
damgasi®® ve Halil Bey tarafindan
kullaniimis olmasiI muhtemel olan
Alai damgasi ki - bu damga
tartismalidir®® - nihayetinde de
Baha ve Bahai damgalari tamamen
ayni mantikla hazirlanmiglardir.
Yaklasik ayni dénemde Esrefoglu
Mibarizeddin Mehmed Bey’in
kullanmis oldugu Mdbarizi ve el-
Mibarizi damgalari ile daha geg¢
tarihlerde Hamidoglu Hiisameddin
ilyas Bey tarafindan sikkelerin

- SR 2P tzerinde kullanilan el-Hiisami ve
doguda Kadi Burhaneddin tarafindan kullanilan e/-Burhani, lakaplarin bu
sekilde kullanimi ile ilgili diger 6rneklerdir. Diler ve Kirkman Baha damgasinin
beha=deger>® anlamina gelebilecegi dustinmusler, daha sonra Olcer ayni
damgayi Besni olarak okumus ve Dulkadirogullari’'na ait olmasi gerektigini
vurgulamistir’’. O tarihlerde Dulkadir Beyligi'nin varligindan séz etmek oldukca
gugctlr ve damgalarin tGzerinde bulundugu sikkeler giiney-bati Anadolu’da
Karamanogullar ve Esrefogullar’'nin egemenlik bélgesinde cikmaktadirlar.
Ulasabildigimiz varyasyonlari agagida gérilen bu damganin Bahaeddin Musa
Bey tarafindan uzun sire kullanildigi dustuncesindeyiz. Baha damgasinin ne
zaman vurulmaya baslandiini séylemek zorsa da, tespit edebildigimiz en gec
tarihli sikke olmasi dolayisiyla h.730 yilinda Beysehir'de darp edilmis bir
dirhemde® gériilmesi en azindan bu tarihte ve sonrasinda da kullanildigini
gOstermektedir.

= Olger 1982. Krmn 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31 no’lu sikkeler iizerinde ‘Bedr bin Karaman® damgasi
bulunmaktadir. izmirlier 1999, s.5-22. izmirlier h.716 yilina tarihlenebilecek Ebu Said’in A tipi
dirhemlerinde rastlanan bu damganin, Bedreddin Ibrahim Bey tarafindan da kullanilmis
olabilecegini belirtmektedir.

> Ug ayr1 kalibim tespit ettigimiz ‘e/-Bedri’ damgasi Hinrichs tarafindan okunmustur.

** Diler ve Kiirkman 1981. 30, 31, 32, 33, 34 no’lu sikkeler iizerinde “A/ai” damgas: vardir.
Olger 1982, aym sikkeler Krmn 39, 40, 41, 42, 43 no’lartyla yaymlanmistir. Diler ve Kiirkman
bu damganin Alaiye sehrine ait oldugunu, Olger ise Alaeddin Bey’e (h.762 - 800) ait oldugunu
sOylemektedirler. Oysa damgalarin iizerinde oldugu tarihsiz sikkeler (Ebu Said, Tip C) en ge¢
h.723 yilina kadar darp edilmislerdir. O tarihlerde Alaeddin Bey muhtemelen daha dogmamisti.

*° Diler ve Kiirkman 1981, 5.55.

1 Olger 1987, 5.19-22.

32 S6z konusu sikkenin damgasiz bir 6rnegi Ciineyt Olger tarafindan Krmn 23 sira numarasiyla
yayilanmistir.
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Damgalarin 6zellikleri ve tUizerinde goruldiigu sikkeler;
The attributes of the countermarks and the coins;

Baha |

4

g
£

Eliptik kaliph, 7x5.5 mm | - With an elliptic die, 7x5.5 mm
a) Ebu Said,Tip C,darp yeri ve tarih ? | -Abu Sa’id, Type C, mint and date?,
Gumus (AR), 1.50 gr, 21/25 mm Silver (AR), 1.50g, 21/25mm
| (J.-C. Hinrichs Kol.) | (J.-C.Hinrichs Coll.)

Ellptlk kaliph, 7x5.5 mm | - With an elliptic die, 7x5.5 mm
Ebu Said,Tip C,darp yeri ve tarih ? | -Abu Sa’id, Type C, mint and date?,
Gumus (AR), 1.50 gr, 21/25 mm | Silver (AR), 1.50g, 21/25mm
(J.-C. Hinrichs Kol.) (J.-C.Hinrichs Coll.)

b)
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d)

| sikke silik oldugundan okunamadi. | be read.

\;ﬁn N
e ¥

% o

Eliptik kahipli, 9x6.5 mm | With an elliptic die, 9x6.5 mm
Nasir Nasreddin Muhammed | In the name of al-Nasir Nasir al-Din
adina, darp yeri ve tarih ?, | Muhammad, mint and date?,
Gumius (AR), @ Silver (AR)
1.51 gr, 21,222 mm | 1.51 g, 21.2/22 mm
__(Tubingen Unv. Kol.) | (Tabingen Unv. Coll.)

With an elliptic die, 7x5 mm
- (inscription is retrograde)
adina? darp yeri ve tarih 2, | In the name of gl—Nas."r Nasir al-Din
Gumds (AR) 145 gr, 20/21,8 mm | uhamimad, mi! and dats?
(Tubingen Unv. Kol.) | SEver (AR), 1458, 2421.57mm
(Tabingen Unv. Coll.)

Eliptik kalipli,7x5 mm (yazi ters)
Nasir Nasreddin Muhammed

Eliptik kaliph (yazi ters) = With an elliptic die (inscription is
Ebu Said, Tip C?, | retrograde) Abu Sa’id, Type C,
darp yeri ve tarih?, = mint and date ?, -
Gumus (AR), 1.97 gr, 23 mm; | Silver (AR), 1.97g, 23 mm; the other
diger damgalar 1-Alai, 2-stilize ' countermarks 1-‘Alai 2-stylized
kartal (C.O. Krmn 43)  eagle (CO.Krmn 43)
Damgalarin Gzerinde yer aldigi | Since the coin is blurred, it could not



Eliptik kalipli 8x6 mm Ebu Said, |
- Tip C, darp yeri ve tarih?, Gimus
L f) | (AR), 1.58 gr, 21.2/22.2 mm; |
| diger damga Ebu Said |
“(HPM Ars.)

ap

Eliptik kalipli Nasir Nasreddin |
Muhammed adina,
darp yeri ve tarih? |

Gumus (AR), 1.60 gr, 20/23 mm
' g) diger damga Ermenak
(C.O. Krmn 18)

Sikkenin 6n yluzinde sadece
el-Nasir yazisi net olarak

okunabilmektedir. |

With an elliptic die, 8x6 mm

Abu Sa’id, Type C, mint and date?,
Silver (AR), 1.58g, 21.2/22.2 mm;
the other countermark Ebu Said
(HPM Ars.)

With an elliptic die -In the name of

- al-Nasir Nasir al-Din Muhammad,

the mint and date?, Silver (AR),
1.60qg, 20/23 mm; the other
countermark Ermenak

(C.O. Krmn 18)

Only al-Nasir is clearly read on the
obverse.

Eliptik kalipli Nasir Nasreddin |

Muhammed adina,

darp yeri ve tarih?

Gumus (AR), 1.625 gr, 23 mm;
Diger damga Ermenak

" h)

(C.O0.Krmn 19) |
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With an elliptic die In the name of
al-Nasir Nasir al-Din Muhammad,
the mint and date?,

Silver (AR), 1.625 g, 23 mm;

the other countermark Ermenak
(C.0. Krmn 19)



Eliptik kaliph 7x5 mm Ebu Said |

Tip C, darp yeri ve tarih?,

i) Gumus (AR), 1.39 gr, 20.5/26.6 |
- mm; diger damga Ermenak? |
~_(HPM Ars.) |

With an elliptic die, 7x5 mm -Abu
Sa’id, Type C,the mint and date?,
Silver (AR), 1.39 gr, 20.5/26.6 mm;
the other countermark Ermenak ?
(HPM Ars.)

~ Eliptik kalipl 7.5x6.5 mm Ebu |

. Said, Tip C, darp yeri ve tarin?, |
j) Gumus (AR), 1.38 gr, 21.3/22.7 mm
' - diger damga sahinle avlanan avci

_(HPM Ars.) |

With an elliptic die, 7.5x 6.5 mm Abu

Sa’id Type C, mint and date?,
Silver (AR), 1.38 g, 21.3/22.7 mm;
the other countermark Hunter with a

falcon (HPM Ars.)

| Eliptik kalipl, 7x5.5 mm |
'Nasir Nasreddin Muhammed adina
' K) Beysehri, 729,

- Gumus (AR), 1,52 gr 20,7/24,5 mm

I
|
|
diger damga sahinle avlianan avci |

~_ (HPMArs.) |

With an elliptic die, 7x5.5 mm
-In the name of al-Nasir Nasir al-Din
Muhammad, Beysehri, 729, '
Silver (AR), 1.52 g, 20.7/24.5 mm;

the other countermark hunter with a

falcon (HPM Arg.)



)
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Eliptik kalpli 8x5.5 mm |

-Nasir Nasreddin Muhammed

adina, Beysehri, 729, Gumus |

(AR), 1.57 gr, 20.5/26.6 mm

diger damga sdvari |

(HPM Ars.)

-Ebu Said, Tip C, darp yeri ve

tarih?, Gumus (AR), 1.30 gr,

23 mm; diger damgalar 1-Alaj,
2-anlasilamadi

(C.0. Krmn 39)

Damgalarin tGzerinde yer aldigi
sikke silik oldugundan
okunamadi.

-Ebu Said, Tip C, darp yeri ve
tarih?, Gumus (AR), 1.70 gr,
21 mm; diger damgalar 1-Alai,
2-anlagilamadi (C.O. Krmn 40)
Damgalarin tzerinde yer aldigi
sikke silik oldugundan
okunamadi.

-Ebu Said, Tip C, darp yeri ve
tarin? Gumus (AR), 2.01 gr,
23 mm,; diger damga Alai
(C.0. Krmn 42)

BAHA

With an elliptic die, 8x5.5 mm

-In the name of al-Nasir Nasir al-Din
Muhammad, Beysehri, 729, Silver

(AR), 1.57g, 20.5/26.6 mm; the
other countermark hunter with a
falcon (HPM Ars.)

Abu Sa’id, Type C, the mint and
date?, Silver (AR), 1.30 g, 23 mm, |
the other countermarks 1-‘Alai, 2- |

not understood
(C.0. Krmn 39)

Since the coin is blurred, it could |

not be read.

-Abu Sa’id, Type C, the mint and

date?, Silver (AR), 1.70g, 21 mm, |
the other countermarks 1- ‘Alai, 2- |

not understood (C.O Krmn 40)

Since the coin is blurred, it could |

not be read.

-Abu Sa’id, Type C, the mint and |
date?, Silver (AR), 2.01 g, 23 mm, |

the pther countermark ‘Alai
(C.O Krmn 42)



| E|Iptlk kalipli, 7,5x6 mm -Nasir | With an elhptfc die, 7.5x6 mm

| Nasreddin Muhammed adina, | -In the name of Nasir Nasir al-Din

i Beysehri, 730, Gumus (AR), 1 47 Muhammad, Beysehri, 730, Silver

| gr, 20.5/22,4 mm; diger damga | (AR), 1.47 g, 20.5 /22.4 mm); the

sahinle avlanan avci | other countermark hunter with a
_(HPM Ars.) | falcon (HPM Ars.)

Baha II*

Eliptik kalipli, 5x7 mm = With an elliptic die, 5x7 mm
Goruldugi sikke;  On the coin;
| -Ebu Said, Tip C, darp yeri ve | -Abu Sa’id, Type C, the mint and
| tarih ?, Gimus (AR), 1.53 gr, | date?, Silver (AR), 1.563 g,
i 22.1/23.7 mm; diger damga 22,1/23,7 mm ; the other
el-minnete lillah | countermark el-minnete lillah
(J.-C. Hinrichs Kol.) (J.C. Hinrichs Coll.)

3 {kinci tip “Baha” damgas: daha 6nce yaymlanmamis olup, gérdiigiimiiz tek 6rnek Hinrichs’in
koleksiyonundadir. / Second type ‘'Baha’’ was not published before, the only sample is found
in the collection of Hinrichs.
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Bahai s\

Dairesel kaliph, 6,5 mm
Goruldugu sikkeler;

-Hudabende Muhammed, Tip
A, darp yeri ve tarih ?, Gumus
(AR),1,68 gr, 22/25 mm; diger

damga silik (HPM Ars.)

-Hidabende Muhammed, Tip
A, Felekabad?, 7xx, Gumus
(AR), 1,19 gr, 20,4/24,2 mm;

diger damga stilize kartal
(HPM Ars.)

-Nasir Nasreddin Muhammed
adina, darp yeri ve tarih yok,
Gumus (AR), 1,70 gr, 23,2/25
mm (HPM Ars.)

" With a circular die, 6.5 mm
On the coins;

-Khudabanda Muhammad, Type
A, the mint and date?, Silver (AR),
1.68g, 22/25 mm; the other |
countermark is blurred
(HPM Ars.)

-Khudabanda Muhammad, Type
A, Felekabad?, 7xx, Silver (AR),
1.19 g, 20.4/24.2 mm; the other
countermark stylized eagle
(HPM Ars.)

-In the name of al-Nasir Nasir al-
Din Muhammad, no mint and date,
Silver (AR), 1.70 g, 23.2/25 mm
(HPM Ars.)
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Ars.
bkz_. / see
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dy/nm
gr
HPM
mm
s./ p.
ty/nd
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: arsivi / archive
: bakiniz / see
: “Cuneyt Olger Karamanoglu Beyligi madeni

paralari” sikke numaralari / coin numbers

: darp yeri yok / no mint
- gram

: HalGk Perk Miizesi

- milimetre

: sayfa / page

: tarih yok / no date
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