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Abstract

This study is a pioneering study of Ottoman avdriz taxation in the province of
Karaman, 1621-1700. It is a case study based primarily on previously little-used
registers and documents from the Ottoman archives, in particular more than fifty
avariz/miizul registers from the Bagbakanlik Arsivi, Istanbul.

The study examines the situation in six related chapters. Chapter 1 comprises a
briet introduction on the historical development of Ottoman taxation practices,
administrative organisation of the province, and the origin of avdriz taxation in
the Ottoman administration. Chapter 2 examines for the first time avdrizhdnes in
48 kazas of 8 livas in the entire province, and the potential of avdrizhdne data for
demographic research. Chapter 3 is also the first of its kind in presenting
firsthand details of the avariz and niizul levies. It also examines the tax burden on
the reaya in the province of Karaman on the basis of avdriz/niizul registers and the
sicils of Kayser1 and Konya. Chapter 4 concentrates exclusively on the collectors
of avdriz and miizul levies and examines for the first time their official status on
the basis of avariz/mniizul registers. Chapter 5 uses evidence from the sicils to
discuss complaints and alleged corruption in the Ottoman avdriz taxation system
and in the centre-periphery relationship in the Ottoman empire. Chapter 6 1s the

conclusion of the study, which discusses the potential for future research of

avariz/niizul data.
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Note on spelling

The technical terms and other Turkish words used in the text and quotations from

the original sources are spelled as they appear in the sources, instead of their
modern versions. The technical terms are explained in the text, as well as in the
glossary at the end of the study. Place names have been spelled as they appear in
the documents. In quotations from various works, as well as published documents,
I have not changed the ways they were transliterated by the authors and editors. In
addition, 1n the transliterations of Ottoman Turkish words, I have not used the

system used in the Encyclopaedia of Islam completely but only employed a few

rules as follows:

For “ayn” (ﬁ, % 5): " (reaya, instead of re'aya)
For “hemze”h( L2): < (memur, instead of me'mur)

For long a, ( b/ l 9)\@ ): ~ (avariz, instead of 'avariz,)

The following letters in modern Turkish alphabet should be pronounced roughly

as follows:

c =] (as in “joke”)

¢ = ch (as in “chance”)

e =¢ (as1n “red”)

g = gh (as in “brougham™) - )
i = ee (as in “keep”)

1 = e (as in “lottery”)

O =u or eu (as 1n “fur”)

s = sh (as in “shan”™)

u = oo (as in “cook™)

i = U (as in German u)
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Chapter 1: Introduction

1.1.1 The seventeenth-century Ottoman socio-economic background

The seventeenth century was a turning point for the Ottoman empire. Although
historians differ in their precise interpretions of this, many now stress the notion
of development rather than decline. From Inalcik’s point of view it was a century
of transformation’ of Ottoman institutions, while Faroghi describes it as an era of
widespread ‘crisis and change’ both politically and in socio-economic terms.
Darling sees a period of consolidation’ and of adaptation of the state structure to

circumstances; Murphey stresses the ’significant administrative experiments and

innovation’ and a re-assessment of government practices. '

Assumptions about 17th—century Ottoman history based on documentary evidence
have successfully challenged the once-dominant historiographical perspective of

the observers of ‘decline’.” The Celali disturbances, the sorry fates of sultans

' Halil Inalcik, “Military and Fiscal Transformation in the Ottoman Empire, 1600-1700”, AO, VI
(1980): 283-337; Sureyya Faroghi, “Crisis and Change, 1590-1699”, in An Economic and Social
History of the Ottoman Empire, (eds.) Halil Inalcik and Donald Quataert, Part 11 (1600-1914),
(Cambridge, 1994): 411-636; Linda Darling, Revenue-Raising and Legitimacy: Tax Collection and
Finance Administration in the Ottoman Empire 1560-1660, (New York 1996); "Ottoman Fiscal
Administration: Decline or Adaptation?" JEEH, 26/1 (Romel997): 157-177; Rhoads Murphey,
"Continuity and Discontinuity in Ottoman Administrative Theory and Practice during the Late

Seventeenth Century." Poetics Today, 14 (1993): 419-443.

“ On the issue of Ottoman decline, see Bernard Lewis, “Some reflections on the Decline of the
Ottoman Empire”, Studia Islamica 9 (1958): 111-27; “Ottoman Observers of Ottoman Decline”,
Islamic Studies 1 (1962): 82-87; Halil Inalcik, “The Ottoman Decline and Its Eftects upon the
Reaya”, in Aspects of the Balkans, Continuity and Change, Contributions to the International
Balkan Conference, UCLA 1969, eds. H. Birnbaum and S. Vryonis, (The Hague: Mouton, 1972):
338-54; “The Heyday and Decline of the Ottoman Empire”, in The Cambridge History of Islam,
eds. P. M. Holt, A. K. Lambton and Bernard Lewis, (Cambridge, 1970): 324-53; Kemal H Karpat,
“The Stages of Ottoman History, A Structural Comparative Approach”, in The Ottoman State and
Its Place in World History, ed. K. H. Karpat, (Leiden, 1974): 79-106; Rhoads Murphey, “The
Veliyyiiddin Telhis: Notes on the Sources and Interrelations Between Kogi Bey and Contemporary
Writers of Advice to Kings”’, T.T.K Belleten, XLIII/171(1979): 547-71; "Continuity and
Discontinuity in Ottoman Administrative Theory and Practice”; Douglas A. Howard, “Ottoman
Historiography and the Literature of ‘Decline’ of the Sixteenth and Seventeenth Centuries,” JAH,
22 (1988): 52-77; ‘Ayn ‘Ali Efendi and the Literature of Ottoman Decline”, TSAB, 11 (1987): 18-

15
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Osman II, Mustafa I, Ibrahim I and the ‘sultanate of women’, through the Kopriilii
era to retreat from Vienna in 1683 and the ultimate acceptance of defeat at

Karlowitz 1n 1699 - such episodes once symbolised the inevitability of decay and
decline in the Ottoman state and were apparently confirmed in the writings of
Ottoman critics such as Koci Bey. Whilst events themselves and historical texts
cannot be changed, interpretations of them can and so, in consequence, can the
significance attached to them. For instance, both traditional and revisionist views
hold tinancial weakness to be a fundamental Ottoman problem in the seventeenth
century. For Koc¢i Bey and others, this was principally a matter of misuse ot timar
revenues for non-military purposes (with clear implications for military strength)
and the unprecedented increase in numbers and therefore in corruption within the
central administration.” The answer appeared to be the restoration of the old
system, as near as possible, to its original working order. Modern interpretations
which rely more on archival data than on 17™-century opinion show the
complexity and adaptability of the Ottoman administrative procedures and
demonstrate how, from the critical period of the financial crisis of the 1580s and
1590s onwards, the state mobilised increasing amounts of cash revenue in the
attempt to meet its needs. While no nicely clear-cut 'model’ can be drawn to

parallel that of the timar system, the Ottoman administration can more easily be

20: Linda Darling, Revenue-Raising and Legitimacy: 1-21; "Ottoman Fiscal Administration:
Decline or Adaptation?” JEEH, 26/1(1997): 157-177; Zek Arslantiirk, Ndima'ya Gore Osmandi
Devleti'nin Cokiis Sebepleri, (Ankara, 1989); Mehmet Oz, Osmanli'da "¢coziilme"” ve Gelenekgi

Yorumcular: (XVI. Yiizyildan XVIIL Yiizyil Baglarina), (Dergah Yaymlar, Ankara. 1997); Cemal
Kafadar, "The Question of Ottoman Decline", Harvard Middle Eastern and Istamic Review, 4

(1997-1998): 30-75; cf. Martin Sicker, The Islamic World in Decline; from the Treaty of Karlowitz
to the Disintegration of the Ottoman Empire, (Praeger, 2000).

3 f. Bernard Lewis, “Ottoman Observers of Ottoman Decline”, Islamic Studies, 1 (1962): 82-87;
for a much more comprehensive evaluation of the Ottoman observers and their ideas, see Mehmet
Oz, Osmanli'da "goziilme"” ve Gelenekgi Yorumculary (XVI. ¥ tizyildan XVIII. Yiizyil Baglarina).

16
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seen for what it was - a flexible organisation motivated by practicality rather than
1deology, and prepared to adapt to circumstances.

The study of avdriz taxation presented in this thesis contributes to this debate by
extending our understanding of 17th—century Ottoman administrative development
Into a previously unresearched area. First, however, it will be useful to briefly
review the principal events and issues which influence the Interpretation of the
Ottoman socio-economic history of this period in order to place the avdriz system
In a better context.

In the last quarter of the sixteenth century, the Ottoman empire engaged 1n long
and costly wars on two frontiers, against Safavid Iran in the east (1578-1590), and
the Austrian Habsburgs in the west (1593-1606). During this time the Ottoman
government faced considerable and unprecedented financial difficulty in meeting
the extra expenses of warfare. This coincided with other major developments
which adversely affected Ottoman government finances. First, population
pressures and large-scale movement among the inhabitants of rural areas disturbed
agricultural production, tax collection and local security. Second, the economy
generally, and that of urban areas in particular, was affected by monetary
fluctuations, notably the devaluations of the akce from the 1580s onwards and
consequent increase in the price of goods and foodstutts. Third was the change in
some trade routes caused by the Portuguese, and later the Dutch, diverting
shipments from the East Indies away from the eastern Mediterranean route to the

Atlantic route, and reducing Ottoman income from customs dues.” Finally, the

bl

4 Recent studies on social history indicate that there was a considerable increase 1n the population,
both urban and rural, of the Ottoman Empire as well as the Mediterranean and Europe during the
sixteenth century, especially between 1520 and 1570. For Anatolia, see O. L Barkan, “Tarihi
Demografi Arastirmalar1 ve Osmanl Tarih1”, Tirkiyat Mecmuasr, X (1953): 1-29; L Erder, “The
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need to combat increasingly well-armed European forces on the Hungarian front
resulted from the 1590s onwards in far-reaching changes 1in Ottoman military

practice, 1.e. the recruitment of more mercenary troops and increased expenditure

on firearms, in place of the timar-holding cavalryman.’

Many of the new mercenary recruits appeared to have been young men of peasant
origin, often landless and partially educated, of a type which had already proved
to be an uncontrolled, destabilising element in rural society throughout the latter
half of the sixteenth century, which were also the principal element in the so-
called celali disturbances. Looking to gain money, status and occupation, they
willingly enrolled in the 1590s as levend or sekban in the armies of the state or in
the service of a provincial governor, and acquired muskets. On losing this

employment at the end of a campaign or on a change of governor, groups ot

Measurement of Pre-industrial Population Changes, The Ottoman Empire from the 15% to 17
Century”, MES, XI (1975): 284-301; R Jennings, "Urban Population in Anatolia in the Sixteenth
Century: A Study of Kayseri, Karaman, Amasya, Trabzon and Erzurum”, I/JMES, 7 (1976): 21-57,
Erder and Faroghi; ‘“Population Rise and Fall in Anatolia, 1550-16207, MES, XV (1979): 322-45;
Oktay Ozel, Changes in Settlement Patterns, Population and Society in Rural Anatolia: A Case
Study of Amasya (1576-1642), (Unpublished Ph.D. Thesis, University of Manchester, Manchester,
UK, 1993); Islamoglu-Inan, State and Peasant in the Ottoman Empire: Agrarian Power
Relations, (Leiden. 1994); Ali Acikel, Changes in settlement patterns, Population and Soctety in
North Central Anatolia: A Case Study of the District of Tokat (1574-1643), (Unpublished PhD
Thesis, the University of Manchester, Manchester, U.K, 1999). For the general situation in
Anatolia in the second half of the sixteenth century, and the period after 1580s 1n particular see M.
Akdag, “Osmanli Imparatorlugu’nun Kurulus ve Inkisafi Devrinde Tiirkiye’nin Iktisadi Vaziyeti”,
T T K. Belleten. XII/51 (1949): 497-569; T.T.K Belleten, XIV/55 (1950): 319-418; Celdli Isyanlar
(1550-1603), (Ankara, 1963); “Celali Isyanlarinin Baslamas1’, AUDTCFD, 4 (1_964): 1-49; “Genel
cizgileri ile XVILyy Tirkiye Tarih1,”, TAD, 4 (1?66):?03-47; H. _Ipalqk, “Osmanlt
Imparatorlugu’nun Kurulug ve Inkisafi Devrinde Tiirkiye’nin Iktisadi Vaziyeti Uzerine Bir Tetkik
Miinasebetiyle”, T.T.K. Belleten, XV/60 (1951): 629-90; M. Cezar, Osmanli Tarihinde Levendler,
(Istanbul, 1965), Karen Barkey, Bandits and Bureaucrats. The Ottoman Route to State

Centralization, (Cornell University Press, Ithaca and LLondon, 1994).

5 See Inalcik, “The Socio-Political Effects of the Diffusion of Fire-Arms in the Middle East”, in
War, Technology and Society in the Middle East, eds. V J . Parry and M. E. Yapp, (London, 1974).
195-217; Ilgiirel, “Osmanli imparatorlugu’nda Atesli Silahlarm Yay-lhgl”, [UEFTD, 32 (1979):
301-18: Jennings, “Firearms, Bandits, and Gun-control: Some Evidence on Ottoman Policy
Towards Firearms in the Possession of Reaya, from Judicial Records of Kayseri, 1600-162?”, A.O,
VI (1980): 339-58; on Ottoman warfare, see Murphey, Ottoman War_fare: 1500-1700, (University
College London (UCL) Press, I.ondon, 1999). On European warfare in general, see Jeremy Black,

European Warfare, 1660-1815, (UCL Press, London, 1994).
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armed sekbans tended to become brigands and to exploit rural areas, adding
further to the general sense of insecurity and celdli lawlessness.® This problem
became particularly acute between the years 1596 and 1607 but the problem of
armed peasant groups continued to threaten provincial stability and governmental
control in Anatolia thereafter. It is apparent from the sicils of Kaysert and Konya,
and from other types of archival documents, that celdli brigandage continued
throughout the first half of the seventeenth century. More dangerously, sekban

companies formed a large part of the forces of Abaza Mehmed Pasa, rebel
governor-general of Erzurum 1623-28, and of other governors’ rebellions later in
the century.’ Paralleling levend/sekban depredations were the unlawful activities
of some provincial officials (known as ehl-i 6rf) = Ottoman officials representing
the municipal level of imperial administration in the provinces who made a
practice of touring rural areas village by village under the pretext of inspection,

imposing 1llegal taxes and exacting money, food and animals from the villages in

il e———

° For a detailed account of the Celdlis, see Akdag, “Celali Isyanlarinin Baslamasi”, and his Tiirk
Halkinin Dirlik ve Diizenlik Kavgasi Celdli Isyanlari, (Bilgi Yayinevi, Ankara, 1975); W.
Griswold, The Great Anatolian Rebellion 1591-1611, (Berlin: Klaus Schwarz, 1983); ct. also
Cezar, Osmanli Tarihinde Levendler, (Istanbul, 1965); Barkey, Bandits and Bureaucrats.

" The existing ser'iyye sicils of Kayseri and Konya contain references to such events. For particular
references to Celdli Abaza Hasan Pasa for the second half of the 17" century, see Korhan Koray;
70/1 Numarali Kayseri Ser'iyye Sicili Metin Transkripsiyonu (1069/1658), (Unpublished BA
dissertation, Erciyes University, Department of History, Kayseri 1998), p.18 and the following
pages (70:20-51) in the original register p.20, entry no.51. Hereafter archival sources are cited in
accordance with the original source as follows, i.e 70:20-51 means Kayser1 sicils number 70, p.20,
entry 51. 70:20-52, 70:21-53, 70:22-57, 70:22-58, 70:23-60, 70:24-61, 70:24-62, 70:26-68, 70:28-
75. 70:29-76, 70:29-78, 70:29-78, 70:30-79, 70:30-80, 70:30-83, 70:31-84, 70:31-84; Rukiye
Ocal, 70/2 Numarali Kayseri Ser’iyye Sicili Metin Transkripsiyonu (1069/1658), (Unpublished BA
dissertation, Erciyes University, Department of History, Kayseri 1998), p.23 and the following
pages (70:32-85), 70:32-86, 70:32-87, 70:33-88, 70:33-89, 70:34-90, 70:34-91, 70:35-94, 70:36-
95. 70:36-96, 70:37-98, 70:38-103, 70:39-104, 70:39-105; 70:40-106; 70:40-107, 70:40-108,
70:41-109, 70:42-112, 70:43-114, 70:43-115, 70:44-116, 70:45-118, 70:45-119, 70:45-120, 70:46-
121. 70:46-123, 70:47-124. For the remaining entries regarding Celdli Abaza Hasan Pasa, see the
relevant entries in either KSS 70 or the unpublished BA dissertations listed at the end of the study.
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order to feed their retinues.® The policy of the central government on this matter
changed over time depending on the current socio-economic., political and military
conditions. On the one hand, it often called the peasants to arms (nefir-i am) and
let them form their local militias (il-eris) under the supervision of their district
kadis to defend themselves against the celalis and even against officials involved
in oppression’; on the other hand, it sometimes ordered general imspections of the

firearms in the possession of tax-paying subjects (reaya) contrary to its previous

policy.

It 1s 1n this context of military necessity, economic disruption and widespread
provincial unrest that the early 17th-century Ottoman government sought to adapt

certain administrative practices, crucially those concemning the assessment and
collection of taxes. One of the most significant of these was the avdriz and the
closely-related niizul taxes. By the mid-seventeenth century these avariz levies
had become one of the most important annual sources of government tax income,

and remained significant well into the nineteenth century.

1.1.2 Aims and methods of this study

This thesis uses records of a specific and major revenue source to test recent
theories about the flexibility and pragmatism of seventeenth-century Ottoman

financial administration, assessing how far the government was prepared to alter

8 Such illegal activities of provincial officials caused continuous complaints by the peasants and
constituted one of the main subjects of the sultanic “justice decrees” (adaletndmes) of the late
sixteenth and early seventeenth centuries. For an analysis of these decrees, see [nalcik,
“Adaletnameler”, Belgeler (1965). Also see Inalcik, “The Ottoman Decline and Its Effects upon
the Reaya"; Akdag, Tiirk Halkinin Dirlik ve Diizenlik Kavgast Celali Isyanlari, pp. 283-337.

9 On the il-eri organisation, see Akdag, Turk Halkinin Dirlik ve Diizenlik Kavgasi Celali Isyanlari,
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tax demands in line both with ability to pay and with its own requirements,
whether of increased cash income or of exemptions for services provided. It
addresses also the relationship between people and government as seen in the
documented level of avdriz-related complaints and the way these were dealth
with. It challenges the related and tenacious assumption that administrative
etficiency was seriously compromised by increasing corruption amongst the
government's own officials. Discussion of all these issues contributes to the debate
on the nature and extent of Ottoman government authority in the seventeenth
century. If the financial administration was able to develop the avariz and niizul
taxation system into a regular annual tax, administered at a level which tax-payers
were relatively happy with, and succeed in bringing the proceeds directly to
Istanbul for the desired use, it must be concluded that in this aspect of

administration at least, the Ottoman state remained efficient and authoritative

throughout the seventeenth century.

Only a very limited amount of research has been done so far on aviriz registers as
well as avariz levies.'” This study is the first to use avériz defters systematically
to examine the working of the avariz system over a significant period of time.
Given the huge number of unstudied avéariz defters which exist, covering large
areas of Anadolu and Rumeli over two hundred years, 1t was decided to confine
the present study to one specific geographic area, the Anatolian province of
Karaman, to cash avdriz (avariz akcesi) and cash niizul (niizul bedeli) levies only,
and to the period 1621-1700. The study is based on tirsthand research on original,

largely unused Ottoman archival registers. Identification and examination of these

S

pp. 210-12; Inalcik, "Military and Fiscal Transformation”, pp. 304-11.
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archival sources was followed by analysis of the data collected, and its integration
with other research findings and with secondary literature to produce interim
conclusions. Once this first study is complete it will form a basis for future case
studies of avariz in other provinces and ultimately for an assessment of the avdriz
system throughout the empire. The avdriz and niizul registers of the seventeenth

century provide a good example in this respect and, as revealed in this study, offer
valuable data on the extent and nature of the changes which took place in the

province of Karaman during the seventeenth century.

The thesis has the following specific aims:

(1) To present evidence on the avarizhdane (tax house unit’) system of tax
assessment and collection as a feature of administrative practice, and to show

the potential for demographic and social research of avarizhdne data (Chapter

2).

(2) To show the amounts yielded by avdriz and niizul levies during the given

period of time, noting the significance of fluctuations (Chapter 3).

(3) To identify and comment on the origins and status of individual collectors of

these taxes (Chapter 4).

(4) To examine the evidence of complaints and corruption 1n the avariz system in

the Ottoman province of Karaman and how efficiently these were dealt with

by the government and its officials (Chapter 5).

22

19 See p. 24.
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(5) To consider how far the details of the avariz system may support or correct

existing assumptions about 17th-century Ottoman taxation in particular and the
socl10-economic history of the period in general, and the relationship between
centre and periphery at a time when a series of drastic changes i1n socio-
economic, political and military structures came together and forced the
empire into a number of drastic changes from the beginning of the seventeenth

century (Chapter 6: Conclusion).
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1.2 Recent research on Ottoman taxation

Despite the extensive research done on Ottoman socio-economic history

generally, over the past forty or fifty years, the avariz defterleri have not yet been
systematically examined. The number of published studies specifically on aviriz
1S smaﬂ. Essential information on the origin and nature of these ‘levies was first
given 1n 1945 by Barkan in his article ‘avdriz’ in Islam Ansiklopedisi. Aktepe
published a summary of the avdriz-icmal defteri for the kaza of Istanbul dated
1044/1634-35 with an introduction on the importance and value of the avdriz

registers for research in socio-economic history and a transliteration of the text
into the Latin alphabet. Sahillioglu's article on ‘avariz’ in Diyanet Vakfi Islam
Ansiklopedisi (DVIA) gives general information on its existence in the empire
generally, while in a series of other articles he studied avariz-related levies in the

liva of Bolu, based upon archival documents. .

M. Cagatay Ulucay's works give some information on the rate of the avariz levies
in different places within the empire according to the entries in Manisa seriyye

sicilleri with some specific references to the disorder at the beginning of the 17"

century and afterwards.

11 mer Liitfi Barkan, “Avariz”, IA, 2 (Istanbul 1945): 13-19; Miinir Aktepe, “XVII. asra ait
Istanbul Kazasi Avariz Defteri”, Istanbul Enstitiisii Dergisi, 3 (1957): 109-139; Halil Sahillioglu;
“Avariz”’. DVIA, vol.4 (Istanbul 1996): 108-109; "Osmanlilarda Vergi Disi Birakilanlar”, Cele, 18
(1964): 4-5; "17. Yiizyil Sonunda Bolu Livasi Siirsat Bedeli”, Cele, 11 (1964): 15-21; "Boludan
Tahsil Edilen Bazi Vergiler ve Bunlarin Nisbetleri", Cele, 29 (1965): 4-8: "Boluda Avariz
Vakiflar", Cele, 30 (1965): 4-7: "Osmanh Devrinde Agirlasan Vergilere Karsi Halkin Tepkiler1”,

Cele, 33 (1966): 9-12; Cele, 35 (1966): 25-31.

12 M. Cagatay Ulugay, XVII. Asirda Saruhan'da Eskiyalik ve Halk Hareketleri, (Istanbul 1945);
18. ve 19. Yiizyillarda Saruhan'da Eskiyalik ve Halk Hareketleri, (Istanbul, 1955): 36-55.
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Gilicer discussed the origin and the basis of avdriz levies in the Ottoman empire in

general, in his pioneering book on grain and grain taxes in the Ottoman empire
during the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries.’> He made extensive use of four
particular avdriz and niizul registers dating from 1590 to 1638, mostly concerning
Anatolia. He also analyses the question of a grain-related crisis.in the empire and
Its possible reasons. At the end of the book a comparison of the amount of avdriz
taxes collected from the various provinces of the Empire within Anatolia in the
years ¢.1590 and ¢.1637/38 is given in table formula.'* A brief but thoughttul
discussion on the origin of avdriz-niizul impositions in the Ottoman empire was

also made by McGowan in a paper read to the 8" International Turkish Historical

Congress held in Ankara in 1981."

On a more detailed level, Emecen has published an avdriz icmal (summary)
register dated 1056/1646 for Kayacik kazasi in the liva of Saruhan in western
Anadolu, with a brief but useful introduction.'® Unal used an avdriz mufassal
(detailed) register for Harput for the year 1056/1646-47 in conjunction with other
sources 1n order to be able to chart the increase and the decrease in the population

of Harput and the relative size and wealth of Muslim and non-Muslim populations

" Liitfi Giicer; XVI-XVII. Aswrlarda Osmanli Imparatorlugunda Hububat Meselesi ve Hububattan
Alinan Vegiler, (Istanbul Universitesi Iktisat Fakiiltesi Yayini, Istanbul, 1964).

14 He used MM457 / ¢.1590, MM4347 / ¢.1637/38, KK2583 / ¢.1637/38 for building up the tables.

15 Bruce McGowan, “Osmanli Avariz-niizul Tesekkiilii, 1600-1830”, VIII. TTK, 3 volumes, Tiirk
Tarih Kurumu Basimevi, Ankara 1981, vol.2; 1327-31. In this regard see also his Economic Life in
Ottoman Europe: Taxation, Trade and Struggle for Land, 1600-1800, (€Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press, 1981); “The Study of Land and Agriculture in the Ottoman provinces within the
Context of an Expanding World Economy”, IJTS, 2/1 (1981): 57-63.

16 meridun Emecen; “Kayacik Kazasi1 Avariz Detter1”’, Tarih Enstitiisii Dergisi 12 (1982): 159-170.
Emecen mistakenly gives its registration number in Maliye Defterleri section as 3378, as it should

be MM 3387.
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In the mid-seventeenth century, and has recently published this avariz register. '’
Ozdemir used avarizhdne data taken from 9 different court registers of Harput
dating from 1632 to 1710, and for Ankara from 14 different registers dated
between 1607 and 1833 in an attempt to comment on the value of the avarizhanes
data for demographic research on the empire as a whole.!® Ozel delivered a paper
on the importance of the detailed avariz registers for 17th—century Ottoman

demographic history to the 12™ International Turkish Historical Congress held in

Ankara in 1994, and his recent studies on avdriz are of great value.'

Inalcik has touched upon avdriz and niizul-related matters in several articles. In
"Military and fiscal transformation in the Ottoman Empire, 1600-1700", he deals
firstly with the transformation of Ottoman military institutions and their inter-
relations, and secondly with the transformation of the fiscal system, particularly
the consequences of new taxation methods implemented during the century,
including various avdariz levies. Lastly, he evaluates the Ottoman methods of tax

collection in the pe:riod.20

' Mehmet Ali Unal: “1646 Tarihli Avariz Defterine Gore 17. Ylizyil ortalarinda Harput”, T.T.K
Belleten, 51 (1987); 119-29; For the publication version of the register itself, see M. Ali Unal:
"1646 (1056) Tarihli Harput Kazas1 Avanz Defteri", Ege Universitesi Tarih Inceleme Dergisi, X1II .
(Izmir 1997): 221-238. [Reprinted in M. Ali Unal, Osmanli Devri Uzerine Makaleler-
Arastirmalar, Kardelen Kitabevi, Isparta, 1999: 119-169.] cf. Mustafa Oztiirk, "Haleb Avarizhane
Defter:1 1616", OTAM, 8 (Ankara 1997): 249-293,

'® Rifat Ozdemir; “Avariz ve gercek hine sayilarinin Demografik tahminlerde kullanilmasi iizerine
bazi bilgiler”, X. TTK (1986), vol.4, (Ankara, 1993): 1581-1613.

' Oktay Ozel, "17. Yiizyil Osmanh demografi ve iskan tarihi i¢in 6nemli bir kaynak: 'mufassal’
avariz defterleri" Paper presented at XII Turkish Historical Congress, 12-17 September 1994,
Ankara; "Niifus Baskisindan Krize: 16-17. Yizyillarda Anadotu'mun Demograft Tarthine Bir
Bakis," Paper read at VIII. Tiirkiye'nin Ekonomik ve Sosyal Tarihi Uluslararasi Kongresi (Bursa,
18-21 Haziran 1998); 'Avariz ve cizye Defterleri’ in Sevket Pamuk ed. Osmanli'da Bilgi ve
Istatistik, Ankara: Devlet Istatistik Enstitusu Yay, torthcoming (2000). I would like to thank Dr
Oktay Ozel of Bilkent University, Ankara, for providing with me a copy of his manuscripts.

20 Article in Archivicum Ottomanicum, 6 (1980): 283-337.
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T'he most extensive assessment so far of avariz levies is that by Linda Darling in

her study Revenue-raising and legitimacy: tax collection and finance

administration in the Ottoman empire 1560-1660.% Basing her comments largely

on an ahkam defteri dated 1043-49/1633-40 (MM?2576), she examined the
admunistration of these taxes and stressed their potential for population estimates,
although she herself did not utilise them for that purpose. Her study concentrates
on 1nstitutional and monetary history, showing how the detailed working system
of record-keeping, procedural continuity, provision of justice for financial matters
made the Ottoman financial administration a bulwark of stability in a period of
disturbance. Although her examination of the process of tax assessment by survey
1S 1mpressive, her attempt to evaluate the figures found in these registers is too
general. Her approach is not that of the detailed case study offered here and her
conclusions must be tested against such specific research.* Through her work one
can obtain a sense of the purposes of Ottoman administration and its approach to
the people under its rule, but primarily from a centrally-determined, empire-wide
perspective. This raises many new questions. This present thesis, focusing
exclusively on the avdriz and niizul system in the provincial area of Karaman,
tests her more general assumptions, investigates a local situation and
complements her more general approach with a specific area study. It uses finance

department records in conjunction with the ser'iyye sicilleri and other sources to

examine specific problems and centre-periphery relations in the Ottoman empire,

2l New York, 1996. This work originated as a doctoral dissertation with the more specitic title
"The Ottoman finance departmant and the assessment and collection of the cizye and avariz taxes,
1560-1660’, PhD University of Chicago, 1990. She also described avdriz defters brietly in “Avariz
Tahriri: Seventeenth and Eighteenth century Ottoman survey registers”, TSAB, 10 (1986); 23-26.

22 BEor a critical evaluation of Darling's study, see Rifa'at Ali Abou-el-Haj, review in JNES, 59/2
(April 2000), p. 156-157.
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a method which will eventually make possible detailed comparisons between

pertods and between provinces of the empire.

1.3 Sources for the present study

I'he materials used in preparing this thesis fall into two categories: first, archival
sources, both published and unpublished; second, modern scholarship, particularly
addressing avariz levies and avdriz-related taxes in the Ottoman empire. The latter
has already been discussed in section 1.2 above. Section 1.3.1 below covers
Ottoman tax surveys generally and the origins and nature of avdriz levies. There

then follows in 1.3.2 a detailed description of the avdriz and other registers used

for this study.

1.3.1 Ottoman tax surveys

This section, begins by reviewing the traditional Ottoman tax assessment method,
the tahrir, which was carried out at varying intervals to determine the vast
majority of revenues from land for tax collection and distribution purposes. The
tapu tahrir was the standard assessment record until the end of the sixteenth

century. From the beginning of the seventeenth century this traditional tahrir

record was gradually replaced by the avdriz survey(s).

1.3.1.1 Tahrir surveys, 1400-1600

Tahrir is the technical term for the written record of Ottoman tax surveys; the
term is derived from an Arabic verb, which denotes ‘writing’. Tahrir was used as
the basis of the Ottoman financial administration from the fifteenth to the turn of
seventeenth century for the assessment of a number of types of state revenue.

Tahrir defters are, in nature, and often referred to, as tax survey registers. The
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tahrirs were both recorded and kept in the defter-i hakani (imperial registers) in
Istanbul. They were also used as a guide to establishing legal claims to the land or
levels of tax in case of dispute, or to determine the amount of taxes due from the
Individual peasants and their collectors from the military class.

Lahrir registers have been widely studied and have yielded much information
about the procedure of tax assesment and collection. The first fact that emerges 1S
that the Ottoman administration was expert at keeping detailed financial records
and had a well-established tradition of assesment which must have contributed
significantly to the successful replacement of tapu tahrir by the avdriz tahriri in
the seventeenth century. There were three types of tapu tahrir which were mostly
compiled during the 15" and 16" centuries; mufassal (detailed registers), icmal
(summary registers) and evkaf defterleri (the accounts of pious endowments).
Each type existed in two copies, one of which remained in the Ottoman central

administration, while the other was lodged with the relevant local area. The
mufassal (detailed) tahrir lists all tax-payers and their status area by area,
specifying the taxes to which they were liable, such as ogzr (tithes), resm-i cift,
resm-i bennak, ispence (farm taxes) and the cizye (Islamic poll-tax) where

appropriate. These defters were organized according to the admunistrative districts

> For a full description of tahrirs, see Omer L. Barkan. "Tiirkiye'de Imparatorluk Devirlerinin
Niifus ve Arazi Tahrirleri ve Hakana Mahsus Istatistik Defterler1”, IFM, vol.1, no.1 (1940):.20-39;
vol.2, no.2 (1941):214-247; "Research on the Ottoman Fiscal Surveys, " in Studies in the
Economic History of the Middle East, ed. Michael A. Cook (London:Oxford University Press,
1970):163-171; "Tahrir Defterlerinin Istatistik Verimleri Hakkinda bir Aragtuma”, in IV. Turk
Tarih Kongresi, (Ankara, 10-14 Kasim 1940): 290-294; "Tarihi Demograti Aragtirmalan ve
Osmanli Tarihi", Tarih Kongresi, X (1953):1-26; Halil Inalcik,; Hicri 835 Tarihli Suret-i Defter-1
Sancak-i Arnavid, 2™ ed. (Ankara 1987); "Ottoman Methods of Conquest.”, ST, It (1954): 104-129;
"Ottoman State: Economy and Society, 1300-1600" in An Economic and Social History of the
Ottoman Empire, Part I, (Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1994): 132-142; Layos Fekete,
“Tirk Vergi Tahrirleri”, T.T.K Belleten, 11 (1947): 299-328; Feridun Emecen, “Sosyal Tarih
Kaynagi Olarak Osmanli Tahrir Defterleri” in Istanbul Universitesi Edebiyat Fakiiltesi Tarih
Arstirma Merkezi, Tarih ve Sosyoloji Seminer 28-29 Mayis 1990, Ayr1 Basim, (Istanbul, 1991); cf.
Surayya Faroghi, "Tahrir", EFF, X (1998): 112-113.
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of the area concerned. Given that each area newly incorporated into the Ottoman
state often retained many tax peculiarities from the pre-conquest period, tahrirs
were usually prefaced by a copy of the kanunname (code of local taxation
practices, known as sancak or liva kanunnamesi) for the liva in question. Mufassal
tahrirs also list what revenues are to be assigned to a military or administrative
grant (the fimar, or larger units) or whether they were assigned as evkaf

(endowments) to the upkeep of a pious foundation. Thus they provide information

on both the sources and destinations of revenue %

The second type of tahrir is the icmal, or summary version of the data contained
in the mufassal defterleri. As this was mainly for the purpose of revenue
distribution, it records only the amounts assessed without the detailed individual
liabilities, but it is precise about the assignment of #imar revenues by identifying
the names of the holders of revenues. Only the total number of the tax-paying
population of the area is recorded in the icmal defters for each settlement. The
icmal may also record groups exempt trom specitic taxation in return for special
services to the Ottoman administration, such as menzilci (those who maintained

post stations and post horses), fuzcu (salt makers), derbendci (guardians of

- 25
mountain passes) etc.

The third type of tahrir is the evkaf defterleri (registers of pious endowments)

: : : : : : : .. 26
which lists revenues set aside for pious foundations in particular districts.

e——

* Faroghi, "Tahrir", p. 113; Inalcik, "Ottoman Methods of Conquest”, p. 111; Giinday, "Tahrir
Defterleri": 277-279; Afyoncu, "Defterhane"”, (DVIA), pp. 100-104.

2 Darling, Revenue-Raising, p. 33; for a published version, see 487 Numarali Muhasebe-i Vilayet-
i Anadolu Defteri, 937-1530, 1-11, (Ankara 1993-94).

26 For pious foundations 1n Istanbul, see e.g O. L Barkan and Ekrem Hakki Ayverdi, 953/1546
Tarihli Istanbul Vakiflari Tahrir Defteri, (Istanbul 1970).
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T'he questions of when and how, and how often the tahrirs were carried out were
addressed by Barkan and Inalcik in their numerous works. The Ottoman use of the
tahrir system dates certainly from the reign of Bayezid 1 (1389-1402) and
possibly from the time of Orhan Bey (1326-1361).”” A new tahrir was usually
carried out for a given region immediately after its incorporation into the Ottoman

state, and again on the accession of a new sultan. Thereafter, in principle, a new

3

tahrir would be made every thirty years®®, or at least once a generation, according

to Lith Pasa's Asafname of 1543. They renewed the defter that became out of

date. Some tahrirs were made in response to petitions from the tax-paying
population requesting such a survey from the central government. Some were
made 1n order to implement new types of regulations in a given area, or because
of changes over time in a given province.29 In practice, intervals between tahrirs
for a given region varied considerably.”

Tahrir defters were no longer compiled systematically after the reign ot Murad 111
(1574-1595), under whom the last general tahrir was made covering most of the

empire. Individual tapu tahrirs were occasionally made for specific purposes in

the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries, mainly where the fimar system remained

" Barkan, "Niifus Tahrirleri", p.33 ; Inalcik, "Ottoman Methods of Conquest”, p. 109.

28 Benim devletlu hiinkarim, tahrir-i memleket gayet lazimdir. Otuz yilda bir kere tahrir-i

31

memleket kanundur. Bu hususa takayyud lazimdir. Benim devletlu hiinkarim, gayet dindar
miisliiman adamlar tayin olunub ciimle memalik-i mahrusa bir ugurdan tahrir lazimdir. ... sen ki
vezir-i azamsin hat-i hiimayun -i se'adet makrunim vusulinde memalik-t mahrusam: mitceddeden -

hakk-u adl iizere tahrir itturesin.” quoted in Barkan, "Nifus Tahrirleri”, p.31.

29 Barkan, "Niifus Tahrirleri", p.31, pp. 35-36; Inalcik, "Ottoman Methods of Conquest”, p. 110;

Faroghi, "Tahrir", p.112; Glinday, "Tahrir Defterler1 ile Mukataa Defterler1”, p. 277.

30 Faroghi, "Tahrir", p.113; Darling, Revenue-Raising, pp. 29-34.
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significant and revenues needed to be allocated to fimar holders.>! In general,

however, tapu tahrirs were no longer the main form of provincial tax assessment.

1.3.1.2 Avariz tahriri, 1600-1700

I'he growing importance of tahrir surveys to assess liability for avariz and related
levies is a feature of the first decades of the seventeenth century and 1s a
significant part of the fiscal transformation’, as is the increasing 1mportance ot
cizye assessment registers.”” The strains of the Safavid and particularly the
Hunganan wars, coinciding with inflationary pressures from the 1580s and the
provincial disorder in the celali period, had shown the need for a more reliable
system of cash collection directly into the central treasury. Non-timar (i.e. non-
cavalry) troops for siege warfare needed to be recruited and paid from central
resources. One obvious means of raising increased revenue was to accelerate the
process of converting extraordinary levies in kind or services, collectively termed
avdriz-i divaniye ve tekalif-i orfiye, to regular levies in cash, and to systematise
those already paid in cash.”® By ¢.1660 such avdriz levies comprised ¢.20% of the
34

annual treasury revenue, ‘the largest single source of central treasury income

and a regular, reliable collection system was in force. As with the previous tapu

31 Barkan, "Niifus Tahrirleri", p. 36; Faroghi, "Tahrir", p.113. Despite the lack of the new rahrir

surveys, the Imperial Registry (Defterhdne-i Amire) continued maintaining carefully-kept daily
records (rliznamces) of timars and new timar assessments throughout the next three centuries. See

Howard, “The Historical Development of the Ottoman Imperial Registry (Defter-1 Hakani): Mid-
Fifteenth to Mid-Seventeenth Centuries”, AO, 11 (1986): 213-30; ct. Erhan Afyoncu, Osma;:zh
Devlet Teskildtinda Defterhdne-i Amire (XVI-XVIII. Yiizyillar), (Unpublished Ph.D. Thesis,

Marmara Universitesi, Istanbul, 1997): 27-38.

% On cizye assessment registers as well as the system itself, see Darling, Revenue-Raising, pp. 81-
118.

33 gee Inalcik, "Military and Fiscal Transformation”, pp. 311-317; Darling, Revenue-Raising, pp.
7-16. 22-48, 81-118; "Ottoman Fiscal Administration: Decline or Adaptation?” JEEH, 26/1

(1997): 157-177.
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tahrir system, there were two forms of avariz registers, the detailed mufassal

assessment and the summary icmal, both of which are described in section 1.3.2

below.

1.3.1.3 Avadriz levies, origin and types

T'he term avdriz as used by the Ottoman administration originally denoted various
types of levy set by the central government in the sultan’s name, and are therefore
referred to, in full, as avdriz-i divaniye. Avariz-i divaniye and the closely related
tekalif-i orfiye were blanket terms for a large number of dues which began as
extraordinary levies originally paid in cash, kind or services according to the
needs of the government and the circumstances of the community upon which
they were levied.”” They originated as emergency levies during the time of war,
and were payable by all Ottoman tax-payers, urban and rural, Muslim and non-
Muslim. Built into the system were exemptions for particular services rendered,

and some flexibility to take into account the individual’s ability to pay.
Origin
Although we do not know precise dates for the archival documents used by

Osman Turan concerning the Anadolu Selguks state,,36 the written evidence trom a

** Darling, Revenue-Raising, p. 27; cf. also Darling, "Ottoman Fiscal Administration”, p. 162.

35 Barkan, "avariz", p. 13; Geng, "XVIII. Yiizyil'da Osmanli Ekonomisi ve Savas”, Yapit, 4 (1984),
p. 58; Tabakoglu, Gerileme Donemine Girerken Osmanli Maliyesi, p. 118; Darling, Revenue-

Raising, p- 87.

36 n  vergilerin artirilmasinda gayret etmesl, mersumati, mutad' avariz, yemi tekaht ve
miisaderelerde kuvvetli ve zayif arasinda fark gozetmemesi ve reayanin kudreti nisbetinde tahsilat
talebinde bulunmasi,...." Cited in Osman Turan, Tirkiye Selcuklular1 Hakkinda Resmi Vesikalar:
Metin, Terciime ve Arastirmalar, (Turk Tarih Kurumu Yaymi VII. Seri-No.32, Ankara, 1958), p.
21: "...bundan dolayi onlar biitiin divan tekalif, avariz ve hadisatindan muaf ve miisellemdirler..."
p. 59; "... avanz vergisinin taksimi sirasinda herkese kudreti nisbetinde bir vergl (vucuh) tarhedip
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number of documents he used suggest that the avdriz taxes were certainly levied
by the Selguks. Turan's evaluation of these documents suggest that they date from

7117/1316. From his account it appears that the Ottoman avariz levies took their

origin from the Anadolu Selcuk state.

There is evidence for the existence of avdriz levies in the Ottoman empire as early
as the reign of Murad I (1361-1389). Paradoxically, this comes from details of
exemptions from such levies. A vakfiye (foundation document for a p1ous
endowment) dated Receb 767/March 1366 mentions the exemption from the
avariz-i divaniye levies.”’ Similar exemptions appear in documents from 1383/4,
1402, 1404, 1415, 1415, and 1425.%° The earliest mention of rules and regulations
for the avdrizhdne system occurs in the Karaman kanunnamesi of 924/1518,”
although Barkan and Akgunduz believe that this kanunname really dates from the
time of Bayezid II (1481-1512), or even Mehmed II (1451-1481).*° Specific
evidence for the operation of the avdrizhane system for non-military purposes in

the reign of Bayezid II 1s given by the historian Solakzade, who states that one

zengin-fakir arasinda fark gozetmemesi...", p. 178. On the nature ot the documents, see, 1bid. pp.
13, 16-18.

37 Mustafa Akdag, Tiirkiye 'nin Iktisadi ve Ictimdi Tarihi, vol 1, (Istanbul, 1979), p. 517.

® Pal Fodor, "The Way of a Seljuq Institution to Hungary: The Cerehor", Acta Orientalia
Academiae Hungariae, 38 (1984), p. 374-75; ct. Tayyib Gokbilgin, XV-XVI. Aswrlarda Edirne ve

Pasa Livasi: Vakiflar-miilkler-mukataalar, (Istanbul, 1952), p. 276; Siiheyl Unver, "Yildirim-
Bayezid oglu Isa'min bir emri", T.T.K. Belleten, X1/42 (1947), p. 337; ct. Iréne Beldiceanu-
Steinherr, Recherches sur les actes des regnes des sultans Osman, Orkhan, et Murad I, (Monachii,

1967), pp. 137, 175, 195.

3 Omer Liitfi Barkan, XV ve XVI. Aswrlarda Osmanli Imparatorlugunda Zirai Ekonominin Hukuki
ve Mali Esaslari, Kanunlar, (Istanbul: Burhaneddin Matbaasi, 1943), p. 41; Ahmet Akgiindiiz,
Osmanli Kanunndmeleri ve Hukuki Tahlilleri: Yavuz Sultan Selim Devri Karmmnameleri, vol 3,
(Istanbul, 1991), pp.305-351. Particular information on avdriz, see 'Kanun-i Avariz der Memalik-i
Karaman', p. 325-26; Mehmet Akif Erdogru, "Karaman Vilayeti Kanunnamelert”, OTAM, 1993,
pp. 467-516. Especially see p. 490; cf. Bruce McGowan, Economic Life in Ottoman Europe, p.

107.

40 Barkan, Kanunlar, p. 41; Akgiindiz, Osmanli Kanunnameleri, p. 306-307.
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man from every 20 avdrizhdne, together with 25 akce from each tax house were

collected in order to help repair damage caused to Istanbul by the devastating

earthquake of 1500.*

A clear statement on the regularity of avdriz levies is found in Liitfi Pasa's

Asafname of 1543. It was not to be an annual collection, but levied only every 4-5

years.

. ve reayadan 4-5 yilda bir 20'er ak¢e alina Sultan Selim Han Aleyhi Rahmetii ve'l
gufran zamaninda donanmaya giden asker-i islam'a beksimed baha deyii almislar amma

her yil olmaya; eyii nesne degildir. Taki onlara gii¢ olmaya ve re'ayaya giic gelmeye.
Avariz dedikler1 mal-i hays oldur ... 2

It 1s also clear that exemptions from avdriz levies were granted from an early

stage. An ahkam defteri (register of outgoing orders) of 906/1501 refers to
exemptions tor derbendci duties.

"Samakov kadisina hiikiim yazila ki; simdiki halde kapulu derbend kafirlerinden darende-
1 ferman-1 hiimayln Istoya ve Milo ndm zimmiler Dergah-1 mu'allama geliip sOyle arz
itdiler ki, bunlara teklif-1 avariz olunup dahl i ta'arruz olunur 1imis. Eyle olsa bundan
evvel bunlara hiikm-1 serif virilmisdiir ki; "Ol derbend: goriip ve gozediip madam ki
hizmetlerinde kusirlar1 olmaya, avariz-1 divaniyyeden emin, mu'daf ve miisellem olalar”
diyii/emr itmisdiim/. Imdi gerekdiir ki, sen dahi bunlar1 avariz’a katmayasiz ve
katturmayasiz, eger nesnelerin almislar ise, hiikkm 1diip girii alviresiz, soyle bilesiz.

N e e e . : . .y 43
Tahriren fi evahir-1 Zilka'de sene sitte ve tis'a-mie.

o rstanbul hisarinin ve sair yikilmis olan mevzilerin tamir ve termimi i¢in miisavere olundu.
Bunun iizerine 20 evden bir adam ve ev basina 25'er akge takdir ile mutemed bir adam tayin
edilerek, sehir tamir ve terminine karar verildi." Cited in Solak-zdde Mehmed Hemdem (elebi,
Solak-zdde Tarihi, Dr. Vahid Cabuk (ed.), (Kiiltiir Bakanlig1 Yayn, vol. 1, Ankara, 1989), p. 437;
cf. P4l Fodor, "The Way of a Seljuq Institution to Hungary: The Cerehor", Acta Orientalia
Academiae Hungariae, 38 (1984), p. 383; Mustafa Nuri Paga, Netayicu'l-Vukuat (Kurumlari ve

Orgiitleriyle Osmanii Tarihi), vols I-11, Neget Cagatay (eds), (Ankara, 1992), p. 72.

2 Liitfi Pasa Asafndmesi (Yeni Bir Metin Tesisi Denemesi), Miibahat Kiitiikkoglu ed., (Istanbul
Universitesi Edebiyat Fakiiltesi Tarih Arastirmalar1 Merkezi, Edebiyat Fakiiltes1 Basimy, I[stanbul,

1991), p. 34; cf Liitfi Pasa, Asafname, (Istanbul, 1326/1908), p. 24.

43 (Cited in Ilhan Sahin-Emecen Feridun, Osmanlilarda Divdn-Biirokrasi-Ahkam: Il Bayezid
Dénemine Ait 906/1501 Tarihli Ahkdm Defteri, (Turk Diinyas1 Arastirmalart Vakfi, Istanbul,

1994), p.30, entry 105. For some other entries regarding avdriz levies in general see 40-139, 41-
144. 43-154, 60-212, 63-222, 65-231, 68-242, 71-254, 80-284, 84-300, 104-375, 105-379, 110-

396, 116-423, 120-438, 126-455, 130-470, 130-471.
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From this it can be said that avariz were levied once in the reign of Selim I, and

thereafter every four or five years at a rate of 20 akce per head from the reign of
Selim I (1512-1520) onwards according to the existing avdrizhdnes system of tax
assesment umts. Taking Solak-zade's account into consideration. together with
Abdurrahman Vefik* and an entry in Ahkam Defteri dated 906/1501, it becomes

clear that the avadriz levies and the avarizhane system were certainly in existence

at least as early as the reign of Bayezid II.

Types

In the sixteenth century the avariz appears intermittently as a cash tax. Apparently

the niizul levies throughout their existence were associated with the avdriz, as
another wartime tax mostly levied in kind- usually as barley or meat needed for a
military campaign either being planned or one that was already in progress. At an
early stage, avariz and niizul seemingly constituted alternatives, that is, in a given
year one location might be contronted with either a demand for cash (avariz
akcesi), or else a demand for deliveries in kind (niizul). In McGowan'’s definition,
the avdriz was the surrogate for the niizul, and vice versa, and therefore until the
late sixteenth century these taxes were levied alternatively, rather than
simultaneously, on the same avdarizhanes. Archival documents as well as the
existing studies show that the niizul was, in general, a levy.in kind but not always .
and not always collected everywhere. When the Ottoman central administration

proposed the niizul collection for a given year, it was collected in some locations

4 v Devletin devr-i istilasinda hazine-i amire ve ihtiyatiyesinde mevcud nukud ve hasilati
masarif-i seferiyeyi daima tekvine kafi idi. Binaenaleyh muharebat iciin bu siiretle tarh-i tekalife
liiziim goriilmez idi. Fakat sonralari muharebeler tevali itmis, is pek biiyiimis, nukud-i mevcude
kafi gelememis oldugundan esfar ve muharebati icra edebilmek igiin bu yolda tekalif tarhina
ihtiyac mes etmigdir ki bu ihtiyac onbirinci asir hicriden itibaren baglar... " cited in Abdurrahman

Vefik, Tekalif Kavaidi, (Istanbul 1328-30), p. 70.

36
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as a levy in kind and in others that were more distant from the centre of action, as
the equivalent in cash, as the aviriz.*> However, the wars, budgetary deficits and
inflationary pressures of the seventeenth century resulted in the more frequent

conversion of the niizul into a money payment that was to be collected in the same

year as the avdriz. *°

Barkan has suggested that the original collections of the avdriz were probably in kind.
The conversion of the avdriz to a cash tax would have accompanied the rise of the
alternative irregular tax to be collected largely in kind - the niizul. However, no
example of the conversion of avdriz into a niizul has yet been uncovered, because the
ntizul was 1tself, at certain times and locations, a cash tax. Therefore, the rare
appearance 1n the sixteenth century of the term bedel-i avdariz in place of avariz ought
to be interpreted differently. There is no indication in the earliest evidence on the
Ottoman avdriz that its collection was in any other form than cash.”’

However, having said that, the term avariz is itselt seen by Barkan as synonymous
with avariz-i divaniye, and the obligation of supplying such provisions was only

one of a number of ways in which the tax-paying subjects were asked to assist 1n

the war effort. It was varied according to the government needs which resulted in
certain demands to which the term avdariz applied and was, theretore, regarded as

accidental”.*® Relying on Suceska, Finkel points out that the term avariz-i

divaniye extended to the performance of specific duties such as the transport of

—

 McGowan, Economic Life in Ottoman Europe, p. 106-7; Cf. Giiger, Hububat Meselesi, pp. 67-
92.

% McGowan, Economic Life in Ottoman Europe, p. 106-7; Faroghi, "Crisis and Change, 1590-
1699", p. 532;

47 McGowan, Economic Life in Ottoman Europe, p. 107.
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equipment or the building of a bridge. However, Suceska was of the
understanding that the term avdriz could only be used for one type ot the avariz-i

divaniye levy, but is not synonymous with it.*” The ‘qvdriz’ was defined in a 15% -

century imperial order as a tax paid in time of war. Additionally, a number of
other types of avariz levies were also in place.”” For example, niizul and siirsat
levies or their equivalent in cash, which were called bedel, or kiirekci etc. were
part of this system. By the period in which we first find mention of the avdriz in
the Karaman kanunnamesi (1518) and Aydin (1528-9), the Ottoman niizul also
already exists. Therefore the sixteenth-century term bedel-i avdriz signalled a
substitution of cash for kind, i.e. a change from the way in which it was originally
collected before the appearance of the niizul. Once the niizul also began to be
collected, largely as a cash tax, at the end of the sixteenth century, the need was
felt for a new term to designate occasional levies of grain hence the appearance of

the siirsat which 1s so frequently mentioned in the Ottoman records of the

I
seventeenth centl,lry.5

McGowan highlights the following stages in the development of the avariz and
niizul levies in the Ottoman empire;
1) The avdriz was an occasional tax 1n kind, and the niizul was non-existent.

2) The avariz was an occasional cash tax, and the niizul an occasional tax in kind,
and both were collected as alternatives.

I ke

‘8 Barkan, "avariz", p.13; Finkel, The Administration of Warfare, p. 131-132; Bowen, 'awarid', EI*
p. 760.

Y Finkel, The Administration of Warfare, p. 132; cf. Sugeska, “Die Entwicklung der Besteuerung
durch die avariz-1 divaniye und die tekalif-1 6rfiye im Osmanischen Reich wéhrend des 17. und 18.
Jahrunderts”, Siidost Forschungen, XXVII (1968): 89-130.

0 Aryeh Shmuelevitz, The Jews of the Ottoman Empire in the Late 15" and 16™ Centuries:
Administrative, Economic, Legal, and Social Relations as Reflected in the Reponsa, (Leiden: E.J.

Brill, 1984), p. 94 and n.41.

1 McGowan, Economic Life in Ottoman Europe, p. 107-8.
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3) The monetization of the ntizul, and the 1ntroduction of simultaneous
collections.

4) The annualization of both taxes at established rates and their collection 1n
tandem.”?

In the light of existing information it is necessary to define the major avariz-i
divaniye levies here in order to be able to get a better understanding of the subject.
Avariz. In this thesis the term avdriz is used to refer to the assessment in cash i.e
avariz akgesi which can be used as a general term for all the avdriz levies.>”

Niizul. Niizul was a levy of provisions, such as barley and flour. The niizul defters
list only the amounts of flour and barley to be paid per avdrizhdne in each kaza.
Niizul registers list the amounts of provisions or their equivalents in cash to be
paid on the basis of avarizhanes in each kaza in the livas within the province. The

registers of this kind were compiled for either one part or both parts, i.e. Rumeli

and Anadolu, of the Empire. From these records, it is possible to find the amounts

39

of niizul and siirsat taxes, or their equivalents, in cash that the tax-paying subject,

the reaya, in the province of Karaman paid.54
Siirsat. Siirsat (compulsory sale to meet the needs of the army)-was also an
obligation which required the tax-paying subjects to bring and sell their
provisions, such as barley, tlour, sheep, tat and honey, at specitic locations.””

Kiirekci (oarsmen) for the navy. Kiirek¢i was also a levy under the heading of

avdariz-i divaniye and such services and duties could also be asked to be provided

as cash in the name of kiirekci bedeli under the name of avariz akcesi.®

°2 McGowan, Economic Life in Ottoman Europe, p. 109.

>3 Darling, Revenue-Raising, p. 87.

** On niizul, see Giicer, Hububat Meselesi, pp. 67-92.

3 On siirsat, see Giicer, Hububat Meselesi, pp. 93-114.
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Additional information on kiirek¢i comes from an entry in the Anonymous
History of Ottoman Dynasty/Anonim Tevarih-i Al-i Osman, dated between 1481
and 1512 which shows exactly when the kiirek¢i levy was collected for the first
time 1n the empire. The entry is as follows;

"Andan sonra Sultan-i seldtini'l-Islam 'azze nasruhu hazretleri sene-i
mezbure Rebi'ul-evvelinin zikr olan Kal'a-i Muton'dan Koron kal'as1 fethine
miteveccih olub, vusul buldugi gibi ita'at idiib, miftahin génderdi. Ol dahi
zabt olunub memalik-1 Islam'a rabt olunduktan sonra Hiiddvendigir mensur
u muzatfer Istanbul'a geliib hos-giivar-i saltanatile 'ale'd-devam olub turdi.
Ol esnada 6te canibden Venedik kafirleri Krange'den [sic] yardim gemilerin
alub, geliib Midillii tizerine asub toplar ile d6gmeye basladilar. Ol zamana
degin Azeb ve Kiirek¢i avariz olmus degildi. Acele ile sefer vaki' olmagin

Azeb ve Kiirek¢i yazilub fi'l-hal donanma gemilerine koyulub
gonderildi.[September 1500]™

This information enables us to state that the avdriz levy of Azab and Kiirek¢i was

implemented tor the first time during the campaign on the island of Midilli in the

reign of Bayezid 11, in the year 1500.

1.3.2 Avériz and Niizul Registers’®

The most useful source of information concerning the avarrz levies in the
province of Karaman is the series of unpublished avariz and niizul defterleri in the
collections of Maliyeden Mudevver and Kamil Kepeci ot the Basbakanlik Arsivi in

Istanbul, cited here as MM and KK. The Maliyeden Mudevver and Kamil Kepeci

classifications are contained in over 200 volumes, dating trom the early -1600s to

el . el

*® Inalcik, "Military and Fiscal Transformation”, p. 314.

°" Faruk Soylemez, Anonim Tevdrih-i Al-i Osman (1481-1512), (Unpublished Ph.D Thesis, Erciyes
Universitesi, Sosyal Bilimler Enstitiisii, Kayseri, 1995), p.65. I would like to thank Prof. Ali Aktan
of Erciyes University for bringing my attention to this study during my research programme 1n

Kayseri, in 1999.

’8 Selected excerpts from some of these sources are included in the appendices, 1n transliteration.
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the 1830s. Several volumes are used in this study, dating particularly from 1620 to
I'700. They form the principal sources for data in Chapters 2, 3 and 4.

Most of the avdriz defterleri in the Basbakanlik Arsivi are icmal (summary)
registers showing only the total number of avdrizhdnes, and the amount of money
collected. As far as the province of Karaman is concerned, we possess 49 extant
avariz icmal registers for the period 1620 to 1699; one extant mufassal (detailed)
avdriz defter each for the livas of Kayseri and Konya, both of which are dated

1052/1642; and one niizul / bedel-i niizul defteri which cover both Rumeli and

Anadolu, dated as 1628.>°

Avariz and niizul registers were kept by the Mevkufat kalemi,’’ which organized
its records by the principal administrative divisions of vilayet, liva and kaza.
Those avariz icmal defters which cover both Rumeli and Anadolu, as well as
mufassal registers for smaller areas (including the Kayseri and Konya mufassal
defters MM'7063 and MM3074 for 1642) are now listed in the Maliyeden
miidevver classification. All other avdriz defters are listed in the Kamil Kepeci -

classification.

Untortunately, very ftew mufassal defters have survived. For the Karaman
province, the only two available tor the seventeenth century are the Kayseni and
61

Konya registers, as mentioned above. The Kayseri register 1s 1n a poor condition.

These detailed registers list the tollowing categories of information; mahalle by

> Registers used in this study are listed in the bibliography.

O Finance bureau that recorded income from properties temporarily in the possession of the
treasury; in charge of the avariz levies.

°l See Appendix 3.
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mahalle, karye by karye or kaza by kaza: number of avarizhanes, Muslim and
non-Muslim hdnes in a mahalle, the socio-economic level of the people and their
name, their tax status and whether, for any reason, they were exempt from paying
avariz levies.”” Had such registers survived for regular intervals, they would have
been some particularly rich source of data. Therefore,.with the two exceptions
above, the defters 1 have consulted in the Maliyeden Miidevver and Kamil Kepeci

classifications are summary registers, showing the total number of avdrizhdnes by

kaza tor the whole province.

Content of the registers: The avdiriz icmal defters give the name and the date of
the register 1n a fairly standard formula, such as: "Defter-i hanehd-i avariz-i
mahallat ve kura-i mezburin tabi-1 Kayseriye-1 merkumin der elviye-1 mesfurin an

vilayet-i karaman ber muceb-i tahrir-i cedid Mevlana Serci el-vaki fi sene

1051".%°

The text of the register 1s usually preceded with the above given formula for the
registers covering both the Anadolu and Rumeli provinces. At the beginning of
the text, the title of the defter and the dates are repeated, after which tollows the

enumeration of the vildyets one by one, with the names of the livas (or sancaks )

and kazas 1n each.

42

The level of detail or comment may vary from register to register, but as a

standard feature at the end of every kaza in any given liva, the total number of

0 People of low income call 1n avariz term edna paid half as much as those of middling income
(evsat), who paid half as much as the richest (ala).

63 MM2780.
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avarizhdanes is written in siyakat script and then in divan rakamlar: and also in
many cases, in ordinary numbers.** There is no indication of whether avarizhdnes
were Muslim or Christian. It is known that each avdrizhdne consisted of a number
of individual real” households or nefer (individuals). However, the number of real
households or nefer in an avarizhdne was not fixed. It varied from place to place
and from time to time depending on the amount of the levy and on the socio-

economic level of the district. In many cases, notes in the avdriz registers state

how many real households, or nefers, constituted one avdrizhdne in a given

particular region at any given time.®

Summary registers do sometimes include individuals exempt from avdariz and
niizul taxes, but such exemptions are usually found in detail only in mufassal
registers. Although 1t 1s not yet clear how valuable the summary avdriz registers
are for demographic studies, the documents do give us some information trom
which we can make some estimate of population at the time (see chapter 2.2

below).

In most cases the avdriz icmal defters give the names of the tax collectors, and
their occupations, with the date and month of their assignment, placed 1n the
[slamic calendar. From the information given we are able to see whether the

collectors were kadt, sipahi, or members of the Yeniceri troops etc. ldentities of

avdriz collectors and their status are discussed below, in chapter 4.

* For example see appendix 3.

 E.g. MM3074 Konya Livasi Mufassal Avariz Defteri 1052/1642. See discussion pp. 136-141
below.
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The avariz icmal defterleri also give the total amounts of money actually
collected from each kaza, liva and the province of Karaman.®® The rate of avariz
akgesi per avdrizhdne is also given in these defters i.e. 300 akce, 400 akce, 600
akce, 5 kamil gurug etc. In most cases the defters list avarizhanes kaza by kaza
within the livas in the provinces, and then give the total of avdrizhdnes with the
amount of money in akge for the selected liva. The defters then give the results in
a table form, in order to make sure that the total of avdrizhdnes and money is

accurate.

In some cases the defters give information about the number of kiirekci collected
for the navy, 1.e. how many avdrizhdanes were supposed to send a kiirekci, and the

total number tor the province of Karaman at a given date.’’

In most cases the avariz icmal defters dating trom 16350 to 1700 also give the
amount of money collected in bedel-i niiziil and list this in accord with livas and
kazas, usually on the same page, but in some cases on ditferent pages where the

total avdariz akcesi were written either for a liva, kaza or the entire province.

The avdriz defters may also give the rate of avariz and its total yield tor the year

in question in the different types of money 1n use during the century: gurus-i tam,

gurus-i kamil, gurus-i esedi, and nakdiye. For instance, in KK2653, Rumeli ve

Anadolu eyaletleri avdrizhdneleri defteri, dated as 1073/1670, the amount of

°E.g. MM 1980-1061/1651"Cem'an: Héaneha-i eyalet-i karaman: hine: 3412,25 akca: 1.364.900".

57 MM?2808 (1055/1645) "Der Vildyet-i Karaman: ancak bu sene eydlet-i mezburda vaki avdriz
virur hdnenin her 7 hdnesinden 1 nefer kiirekci olmak iizere avdrizlari bedel-i ihrac ve tersane-i
amireye i'sal oluna deyu kapucubagi yaya Siileyman Aga me'mur olunub ve her haneden 15 er
akce kapucubasiya dani maas tayin olunib emr ve defteri verilmisdir fi 8 Zilhicce sene 1054 ba

hatti sahib-i devlet ".
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money collected from the liva of Kayseri is given in three different ways: 2609.5
gurus-1 tam, 485 gurus-i esedi, and 1602 nakdiye. In MM3845, Rumeli ve
Anadolu eyaletleri hdne-i avariz defteri, dated as 1051/1641-42. the total
avarizhanes for the liva of Igil is given as 201.25 and the rate as 'fi 5 gurus-i

kamil’ then the defter gives the total amount of money in gurugs-i kamil as 1006.5,

and 1n akce as 80,530.

It 1s also clear from the phrase used in some defters “ber vech-i pesin” that the -

method of payment of the avariz akcesi was cash. Some defters contain
information about where the collected money is going to be spent. It is clear that
some of the avariz money collected was used in order to pay the Janissaries’
salaries, mevacibat; ° be cihet-i mevacibat’ or ’be cihet-i mevacib-i yeniceriyan ve
cebeciyan ve gayruhu der muhafaza-i Azak havale suden fermude fi 4 sevval sene
1080 300,000 akca'®® This is listed either at the end of each separate liva or kaza

entry, or collectively in tabular torm tor all livas and kazas, at the end of the larger

unit section.

The defters may also give information on menzilcis and menzilhdnes 1.e. those
responsible for post stations and post horses, and their total 1n different livas or
kazas; on how many households were menczilci, and on how many ot these were

exempt from the avariz taxes 1n a certain area.

8 KK2653, p. 51.



Siileyman Demirci PhD Thesis 23/11/01 12:06

After ¢.1050/1640 the defters also contain some notes relating to iltizam (tax-

farming) arrangements. These notes occur either at the beginning of each liva or at

the head of a kaza entry. The iltizam notes are discussed below, in chapter 4.

The separate niizul defterleri only register the amount of flour and barley, or their
equivalents in cash, to be paid on the basis of the avdrizhdnes in each kaza in the
liva within the province. From these records, it is possible to find the amounts of
niizul, or their equivalents in cash that the tax-paying population, the reaya, paid

1n the province of Karaman, as well as the total for avdrizhdnes for each kaza and

liva.

1.3.3. Muhimme defterleri

Another vital source of information concerning the avariz levies in the Ottoman
Empire 1s the unpublished general registers of important affairs, Miihimme
defterleri, in the Basbakanlik Arsivi.®” The Miihimme defterleri are contained in

263 volumes, dating from 1353 to 1905. Several volumes were used in this study,

particularly volumes 3, 3, 6, 12, and 90 for the 1550s and 1646/47.

The Miihimme defterleri contain the file copies ot tirmans (imperial orders and
decrees), and replies to reports from all over the empire, including a summary of
the incoming report or complaint with the text of the outgoing response. These

specific orders, as well as the general imperial decrees, were dispatched to

% On the Miihimme Defterleri see Uriel Heyd; "The Miihimme Defterr (Register of Decrees) a
major source for the Study of Ottoman administration”, in Akten des vier und zwanzigsten
Orientalisten-Kongress-Munchen” (Herausgegeben Von H. Franke, Wiesbaden 1959), pp. 389-98:
Ottoman Documents on Palestine, 1552-1615: A Study of the Firman according to the Miihimme
Defteri, (Oxford, 1960): Miibahat Kiitiikkoglu, "Miihimme Defterlerindeki Muamele Kayitlari
tizerine", in Tarih Boyunca Diplomatika ve Paleografya Semineri: 30 Nisan- 2 Mayis 1986,
Bildiriler, (Istanbul 1988), pp.95-112.
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provincial officials and judges, addresing many aspects of detail. Thus, Miikimme
defterleri concemn specific problems in the provinces of the empire and their

intended solution. For this study, I searched for specific entries in the Miihimme

defterleri regarding disputes over avdriz levies, the problems and potential
solutions in a given time for the province of Karaman. Unfortunately, due to the
number of volumes and the difficulty in locating isolated avdriz cases, it was not

possible within the time limit available, to make a thorough systematic search of

the miihimme defterleri.

1.3.4 Ser'iyye sicilleri

The detailed records of Ottoman ser’ia (Muslim law) courts contain information
on 1mperial administration, on affairs in towns and villages, and on taxes and
taxation procedures, as well as on various other matters including loans, sales and
price regulations, the fimar system, theft, murder and other crimes, and
agreements between guilds. The kadi, whose office maintained- these sicils, was
the major link connecting the central government with the mass of its citizens. All
major imperial orders on any matter sent out to the provincial districts were:

addressed to the kadi, including those intended for local military-administrative

authorities. All were copied into these registers.

Any matter requiring official resolution, registration, verification, or adjudication
was thus potentially the domain of the kadi. In the case of any dispute between the
tax-paying population and government officials, or between groups of local
people, it was the kadi’s duty to sort out the problem, and then to record it in the

sicils. The ser’iyye sicilleri therefore give first-hand information on various
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problems including disputes over avdriz payments and complaints by tax-

collectors or by tax-payers. "’

1.4 The Ottoman province of Karaman

T'he Karaman Tiirkmen and the Karaman region played a very significant role in
both Selguk and Ottoman history, presenting each state with a major challenge to
its claim to be the paramount Turkish military and political authority in the west
and the centre of Anatolia. The Karamanid claim to independent sovereignty
resulted in the establishment of the Karaman Beyligi after the disintegration of the
Selguk state, and was centred upon the latter's capital city, Konya. In this section
some basic information will be given on the political history of the province of
Karaman, the foundation of the Karaman Beyligi and the political relations
between the two rival dynasties, the Karamanid and the Ottoman. Following that,
the admunistrative divisions of the province of Karaman, under the Ottomans, will -

also be discussed.

1.4.1 Establishment of Ottoman administration in the region

The Karaman region was incorporated into the Ottoman state by conquest in the

period of 1468 to 1474.”" It was an area with a strong identity, having been-the

® On complaints within the avdriz system according to ser'iyye sicilleri of Kayseri and Konya see
Chapter 5. On the role of the kad: and the seriyye sicilleri generally, see Ilber Ortayli, “On the role
of Ottoman Kadi in provincial administration,” Turkish Public Administration Annual, 3 (1976): 1-
21; Amy Singer, “Tapu Tahrir Defterler1 and kadi sicilleri: a happy marriage ot sources”, Tarih,
1(1990): 95-125; Y. J. Seng, “The ser’1yye siciller1 of the Istanbul Miiftiiliigii as a source for the
study of everday life,” TSAB, 15(1991): 307-25; Seriyye Sicillert, (Ttrk Dtinyasr Vakfr
publication vol 2, Istanbul 1988); Suraiya Faroqhi, Approaching Ottoman History: An introduction
to the sources, (Cambridge Umversity Press, Cambridge, 1999): 55-57.

! Inalcik, The Ottoman Empire, p. 106; M. Akif Erdogru, "Kanuni'nin Ilk Yillarin'da Karaman
Vilayeti", TID, VII (1zmir 1993), p. 37, "Karaman Vilayeti'nin Idari Taksimati", OA, 12 (1992),

p. 425.
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nucleus of the 13"™-century "Yunan vildyeti' of the Anatolian Selcuk state,
containing their capital city Konya and the areas of Alaiye, Larende (Karaman),
Ermenak, Aksaray, Nigde and Kayseri. It is probable that the Karamanid Tiirkmen
were first settled in the area by the Sel¢uks in the wake of the Mongol invasions
of the 1220s.”* From around 1300 the region formed the basis for the independent
Turkmen beylik of Karaman which in terms of size and the ability of its rulers
dominated south-central Anatolia for well over a century. The Karamanids
provided the strongest Tiirkmen challenge to the re-imposition of Ottoman rule in
Anatolia after 1402 and particularly during the reign of Murad II (1421-51). In the
1430s and 1440s the constant threat posed by Ibrahim Bey of Karaman, at times
acting 1n concert with the anti-Ottoman alliance in the Balkans led by the king of
Hungary and the Byzantine emperor, obliged Murad II to wage continuous war on
two fronts.”> On Ibrahim's death, in 1464, a succession dispute among his sons
provided an opportunity for Mehmed II to intervene. The Ottoman campaign of
1468 resulted 1n most Karamanid territory coming under Ottoman rule as the
beylerbeylik of Karaman,’® administered initially by Mehmed II's son Mustafa.”
Subsequent attempts by Pir Ahmed and other sons of Ibrahim to recover Karaman
with the aid of the Akkoyunlu sultan Uzun Hasan necessitated Ottoman

campaigns in 1470 and 1471 to pacity the area. This was partly prompted by

— -

> On the origins of the Karaman Tiirkmen, see Faruk Siimer, "Karaman-Ogullari", EI°, vol.4
(1975), p. 619; Sihabeddin Tekindag, "Karamanlilar”, IA, (Istanbul 1952-54), pp.316-330; Mustafa

Akdag, Tiirkiye'nin lktisadi ve I¢timai Tarihi, vol. 1, (Ankara, 1979), pp. 94-97.

73 Colin Imber, The Ottoman Empire 1300-1481, pp. 116-18.

’* The date of establishment of Karaman beylerbeyligi is not clear. The most common ones are
1468, 1470, 1476, 1483 and 1512. See M. Akit Erdogru, "Karaman Vilayeti'nin Idari Taksimati",
OA, 12 (1992), p. 426; ct. Inalcik, The Ottoman Empire, p. 106; cf. D. Edgar Pitcher, An Historical
Geography of the Ottoman Empire, (Leiden, 1972), pp. 54, 62, 63.
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Mehmed II's campaign against Uzun Hasan in 1473 and his decisive victory at
Otlukbeli, and it resulted in the definitive incorporation of Karaman in 1474 by
the combined forces of Gedik Ahmed Pasa and sehzade (prince) Mustafa.”®
Karaman nevertheless remained for several years a particular trouble spot for the
Ottoman government in Istanbul. After the death. of sehzade Mustafa in 1474,
Mehmed II's youngest son Cem Sultan was appointed governor in Konya and on
the death of Mehmed II in 1481 he used the strength of his position there, and his
contacts with the remaining sons of Ibrahim Bey who had taken refuge with Uzun

Hasan, 1n his challenge to the succession of Bayezid II. Bayezid was forced to buy

the support of one of these sons, the Karamanid Ishak Bey, by offering him to rule

over the I¢il region of Karaman.”’

Karaman thus came into the Ottoman state as a sizeable geographical entity, with

a large Tirkmen population and a strong tradition of independent rule. Among the

immediate steps taken to establish Ottoman authority was the forced exile to
Istanbul of leading citizens and artisans of Konya in 1468 and of Aksaray in 1471.
The documents of later periods confirm this policy of deportation as a tool of
reorganisation of newly conquered areas’ settlement pattern. For example, in 1572
one family out of every ten in the provinces of Karaman, Anatolia, Rum (Sivas)

and Zulkadriye were to be sent to Kibris (Cyprus) upon its conquest by the

liukie
il

> Imber, The Ottoman Empire, pp. 192-194, 198-9.

6 Imber, The Ottoman Empire, pp. 204-21; Selahattin Tansel, Fatih Sultan Mehmed, pp. 294-96.

" Reincorporated in 1483 on the death of Ishak Bey.
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Ottoman Turks.”® Tax concessions were granted to urban areas and to several
Tirkmen tribes who had provided manpower for anti-Ottoman forces, in an
attempt to secure their loyalty to the new regime. That, at least, some part of this
policy succeeded is indicated by a statement in the tahrir defteri of Konya, dated
as 1493 and Kayseri 1500, that these cities were exempted from taxes 'on account
of the faithfulness' which they had shown during the wars with Uzun Hasan.”

Initially, Karaman was governed successively by the Ottoman sehzades Mustafa
and Cem, 1n recognition of the province's past history and its strategic location in
relation to the Akkoyunlu and Memluk states. However, it is significant that,
probably due to fear of its potential as a major power base in future succession
dispute, its capital Konya did not continue in the sixteenth century as one of the

usual provincial residences of an Ottoman sehzade.

1.4.2 Administrative organisation c. 1468-1700

The 'classical’ Ottoman admunistrative system was firmly established in the
province of Karaman by the 1580s in the reign of Murad III (1574-1595), when
the last detailed tahrir defter for the province of Karaman was compiled on the
sancak-kaza basis. This had been a gradual process, starting trom the Ottoman
take-over of the region in 1468. It 1s therefore necessary here to give some

information on the 'classical' Ottoman administration, in order to get a better

understanding of the subject.

78 H. Inalcik, "Ottoman methods of conquest”, SI, II (1954), pp. 108, 118-19, 122-23; M. Akif
Erdogru, "Beysehir ve Seydisehir kazalarindan Kibris Adasina siiriilmiis Aileler”, TID, 11 (1996):
9-56.

2 Inalcik, ‘Ottoman methods of conquest’, p. 108; ct. the extant mufassal defteri of Konya Livasi
dated 899/1493 (TT40); the extant mufassal defteri of Kayseri Livasi dated 906/1500 (TT33).
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A province (eydlet or vildyet) in Ottoman administrative practice was made up of

sancaks (sub-provinces or main administrative units) under sancakbeyis (sub-

province governors). Each province was governed by a beylerbeyi (governor-
general). The beylerbeyi was resident at the centre of one of the sancaks forming
the province, which was called a pasa sancagi’. In the case of the province of
Karaman, the pasa sancag: was Konya. The beylerbeyi of Karaman represented
the executive power of the sultan on all matters in the administration of his eydlet.
As a governor-general, he was responsible for public security in his own sancak.
He was also entitled to give decisions at the provincial divan (council), modelled
on that of the capital, on matters conceming sipahis (cavalrymen) and the

complaints of the people. In addition, the beylerbeyi was the commander of the

provincial forces (timarli sipahis) on c::urnp.f:lign.80

The administrative province of Karaman, under Ottoman rule, was in two parts:
one comprised the [iva of Igil in the eastern part of the area, adjacent to the coast,
and included Mud and its surroundings; and the other comprised ot all the intenor,
and other regions, that together were called haric/taseli/digel. The boundaries of
the province of Karaman varied significantly over time. In particular, after the
conquest of Kibris in 1570 the liva of Igil was separated from the rest of the

province and joined to Kibris, as stated in the 992/1584 I¢il livasr kanunu,”’

8 For the provincial administration and the role of the beylerbeyi on it, see Inalcik, “Eyalet”, El,
vol. II (1963): 721-24; "The Provincial Administration and the 7Timar System" in The Ottoman
Empire. The Classical Age, 1300-1600: 104-118; "Ottoman Methods of Conquest”, p. 108; Metin
Kunt, "Provincial Administration”, in his The Sultan’s Servants. The Transformation of Ottoman
Provincial Government, 1550-1650, (New York 1983): 9-29.

81 002/1584 Icil livast kanunu in TT128: "I¢il sancagi kadimden Vildyet-i Karaman'a tabi olup
badehu Cezire-i Kibris fetholunmagla ana ilhak olunup yine mabeynlerinde cari olan kanun
Vildyet-i Karaman kanunu olup halkiun itiyad ve ihtiyaglari olan mevaddin lazim olani Vildyet-i

Karaman'in atik defterinde mukayyed olan kanunnameden ihrac olunup liva-i mezburun defterine
kayd olunmugtur ki zikr olunur.” Cited in Barkan, Kanunlar, p. 48.
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although for practical survey purposes it was still listed in the Karaman registers,
as ‘tabi-i Kibris'®* The distinct status of I¢il is clearly reflected in the 17"-

century avariz and niizul registers that are used here, in this research.®’
Selected registers from 1468, 1491, 1518, 1530 and 1590, when compared with

evidence from 17"-century registers, provide a picture of the changing
administrative division of Karaman. The first survey, of 1468, was carried out on
the order of Mehmed II by the emin Muslihuddin and katip Kasim, immediately
after the establishment of Ottoman administration over the Karamanid territory in
1468.** From the Karaman Eyaleti Kanunnamesi included 1n the register come

details about the regulations in force at the time. In this first Ottoman survey, the

province of Karaman consists of 11 vildyets and 2 nahiyes.>

Table 1.1: Administrative division of Karaman in 1468.%

Vilayet Nahiye
Konya Karahisar

Larende Develu

Seydisehr1 ve Bozkir

Beysehri

Aksehir

Ilgin

Nigde

Sticaeddin ve Andugu

Urgiib

Eregh

Aksaray ve Kochisar

52 Tayyib Gokbilgin, "XVI. Asirda Karaman Eyéleti ve Larende (Karaman) Vakif ve
Muesseseleri.”", VD, VII (Istanbul 1968), p.30-31.

5> See below, Chapter 2 on avdrizhdnes.

°* Konyali, gives 1466 as the date of this register. For further information on the Ottoman Survey
tradition, see the section above 1.3.1 on tapu tahrir surveys, 1400-1600:

85 Ahmet Akgiinduz, "Yavuz Sultan Selim Devrinde Karaman Eyaleti ve Sancaklari.”, in Osmanli
Kanunnameleri ve Hukuki Tahlilleri, vol 3 (Istanbul, 1991<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>