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t the beginning of the fourteenth century, the Ottomans had established

a small principality on the Byzantine border. In less than two hundred

years, this principality developed into a world empire absorbing vast
areas in the Balkans, Anatolia, the Middle East and North Africa, with diverse
ethnic, religious, economic and political structures. Recent research shows that
in the process of empire building, the Ottomans adopted a flexible approach
in administering these widely different areas: they not only observed the local
practices, but also created new structures in all sectors by drawing on the rich
traditions of these regions. One area in which the Ottomans created new
structures was in the building of cities. Conscious of their importance for their
administration, the Ottomans sought to develop the cities in the areas under
their rule. They not only rebuilt existing cities but also created new ones from
scratch. What methods did the Quomans use in city building? What were their
tools in this endeavor? What were the main characteristics of the Ottoman city?
How did the Ottoman cities evolve over time?

The answers to these questions are crucial for a full understanding of
Ottoman history. Although cities have been frequently mentioned in historical
studies about the socio-economic formation of the Ottoman Empire, the city
itself has rarely been the primary target of concern. Despite an increase
recently in the number of monographs and articles concerning the cities in
Arab provinces of the empire, there are relatively few studies relating to the
cities in Anatolian or Balkan provinces. The studies concerning the cities
in Arab provinces, on the other hand, usually center on the notion of the
“Islamic city,” ignoring for various reasons and even completely denying the
Ottoman element.'

We are, therefore, as yet far from being able to construct a full portrait of
the Ottoman cities. Nonetheless, based on the current research, constructing a
portrait of the Ottoman cities with holes and blank areas will still be valuable
in that it will help identify areas for further research.

255

L —————



Tue MusLim WoRrLD * VOLUME 92 . FaLL 2002

This article aims to do this. It draws an outline of the main characteristics
of the Ottoman cities in the Balkans, Anatolia and North Africa, with special
emphasis on their evolution under Ottoman rule and the interconnection
between them. As with some recent studies, this article uses the concept of
the ‘Ottoman city’ to refer to the cities developed under the Ottoman
rule.? This city had its roots either in Islamic and Turkish or Byzantine
traditions.

The Roots of the Ottoman City :
In the territories covered by the empire, the Ottomans found societies at
various stages of development. Due to widely different historical backgrounds
and geographic conditions, they had adopted different lifestyles leading to the
development of diverse cultures and administrative forms. The Ottoman ideal
of creating a harmonious society out of these diversities led to the formation
of several types of provincial administration and urban life within the empire.
In order to understand the roots of the Ottoman city, therefore, one needs to
study the pre-Ottoman traditions and conditions as well as the Ottoman
philosophy of government.? The development of urban centers in these areas
was closely linked with their particular historical backgrounds and
geographical conditions. But, the inadequacy of city monographies
prevents us fro.m portraying a full picture of pre- and early Ottoman urban life
in these areas.” Instead, we have to be satisfied with some fairly general
conclusions.

The Balkans: The Polis, Administrative and

Autonomous Cities

Before Ottomans arrived in the Balkans, three types of cities were present:
the polis established by the Greeks in the areas of Greece and Thrace
(Ottoman Rumelia), in which no distinction was made between city and
country; the dependent or administrative city of the Romans, which appear
mainly in the Danube area, and, finally, the autonomous communes, i.e., the
maritime cities of the Adriatic, Aegean and Black Sea coasts and the cities with
special municipal privileges in the interior. g

The earliest cities in the region date back to the Bronze Age, i.e., the
middle of the second millennium B.C. These were comﬁwrcially based but
bureaucratic cities developed by the Greeks. These cities were 1o be replaced
by the tribal and feudal strongholds of the Iron Age culture around 1100 B.C.
Within the following several centuries, the new citadels and sites for defense
were transformed into permanent settlements, each with an agora and a citadel
surrounded by defensive walls. These cities were called polis. By the eighth
and seventh centuries B.C., the inhabitants from these Greek cities started to
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establish new polis-type settlements along the shores of the Aegean, Adriatic
and Black Seas. Such cities appeared in Thrace much later, in the fourth
century B.C.

Greek and Thracian cities possessed certain characteristics. They were
either cult centers or dwelling places of great landowners. Ordinary freemen
and religious and ethnic groups were drawn to such sites to find protection or
to render services. Merchants and artisans do not appear to have been
welcomed in these settlements. There were even attempts to impede their
establishment in the citics. However, many Greek cities were transformed
into commercial centers because of their location near or on the
Mediterranean.

Administrative cities with fortified hilltops were a consequence of Roman
occupation and administration in the Danubean area during the first century
A.D. They sprang up around the military organizations and were mainly
dwelling places for the garrisons. Their inhabitants mostly consisted of
soldiers, administrators and traders who carried on commerce with the
surrounding places. In these cities, manufacturing was under the strict control
of state regulation. These cities were of two types: municipia or towns with
special but limited privileges, such as Belgrade (Ottoman Belgrade), Nish
(Ottoman Nis) and Dubravica. Coloniae were the places where Roman citizens
were settled or the rights of citizenships were conferred on the local
inhabitants. The latter were built on the Roman model with a forum to serve
as a religious, administrative and economic center, a theater, baths and other
public buildings and were subject to Roman law. The Roman-Danubean
cities were administrative units that included the urban nucleus and the
surrounding agricultural hinterland. They enjoyed special rights but
were not autonomous urban centers. The Roman cities tended to have a
common law and a common plan while Greek cities possessed a diversity
of models.

The decline of the Danubean cities due to the Avar and Slavic invasions
resulted in the development of autonomous towns along the Adriatic littoral.
The Balkan states were often forced to acknowledge the authority of these
Adriatic communities. One of them, Ragusa, kept its autonomy until the
eighteenth century. At the beginning of the thirteenth century, there was a
trend toward acknowledging the municipal privileges of some cities under
Byzantine rule. For example, the city of Yannina (Ottoman Yanya) was
exempted from taxes, its inhabitants were free from military obligations
outside the city and its merchants were relieved from the burden of paying
duties when exporting their goods to other parts of the Byzantine Empire.
These municipal privileges were extended to such cities as Salonika (Ottoman
Selanik) and Adrianople (Ottoman Edirne). The Serbian king Stephan Dugan
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confirmed the privileges of the Byzantine towns that he occupied. The
Ott?mam also extended privileges to a few cities that surrendered without
resx.stanc:e‘ Thus, in 1430, the inhabitants of Yanina had the right to practice
their religion and were released from the levy of children (devsirme). Thes
privileges continued until the revolt of 1611. : et

The Qrift toward urban autonomy was intensified after the Latin conquest’
o‘f Byz.annum. However, this did not produce an upsurge of the late Byzu(rl‘ltir;c
Cll‘:y, since the power in the city was almost entirely in the hands of the feudal
aristocracy. The question of the decline of the city where feudal elements toJk
the Up.)per hand has been unanimously accepted. However, in a number of
cities in the Balkan Peninsula, artisan production reached r;erfection in man
branches, particularly those that manufactured goods for export. This upsur; {
of production was reflected in the life of the urban stratum thm.; wzl:; P
differentiating itself from the rest of the population: the middle C}'-l‘i‘; emerged
as a differentiated category. In the two leading cities of ByZﬂﬂtiLl:‘l:i\ e
Constantinople (Ottoman Istanbul) and Salonika (Ottoman S{:laniki the
role of the guilds was weakened and a number of Byzantine institu’lions‘
retreated inthe face of the ever-increasing competition from the Italiz :
merchant guilds.® o

The regularities mentioned above hold generally true for the Byzantine
and Slav city in the Balkans. The studies on the medieval Bulgarian, Serbiar
and Croatian cities do not provide an exhaustive picture of the intelinal ]
st‘ructure and economic life of these cities. However, different territorial
distribution of the cities located in the interior, along big rivers or on the coasts
of the three seas surrounding the Balkan peninsula give them a number c;lfbtb
features and, as a whole, represent a group of Balkan cities differing f;
those in Western Europe. i

Anatolia: The Turkish City
The settlement of Turkish tribes in large numbers in Anatolia started
t(;wa:ld the end of the eleventh century, a time when Byzantine rule was
a ma“ ); 12uch wcak(::ned. The decline of the Byzantine rule in Anatolia was
paralleled by a decline in the population in urban and rural areas. The cities
\gg’re a?mo.s[ reduced to villages confined to the castle walls. Despite this
yzantine urban culture strongly influenced early Turkish settlement
;;‘utemb and the physical features of the early Turkish cites However.
the period before the Ottom h ‘
an rule was long enough for these fi
ese features
3 st g ¢ features to
: Tl1e Mongol invasion of the thirteenth century brought a second wave
zf mn;{z,mnta from Central Asia, resulting in the settlement of large numbers
sedentary and non-sedentary groups, particularly in the Western part of
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ablishment of towns and cities
grew up.” These newcomers
lting in the Turkification of
inly under Selcukid

Anatolia. This settlement led initially to the est
around which a number of petty principalities
brought to Anatolia their own urban culture resu
the Anatolian cities in the course of two hundred years, ma
rule (1074-1243). The Turkification of cities occurred in three ways:
repopulation and development of old Byzantine cities, establishment of new
cities and sedentarization of nomads in the cities.”
The initial Turkish settlement took place in the Byzantine cast

a newly conquered city, a commander or a bey was appointed as governor.
This was followed by the appointment of other officials such as a judge (kad,
a scribe (katib) and a prayer-leader (imam). The newly arriving Turks must
have settled in the abandoned quarters and the important central sections of
the city. The newly-appointed Turkish governor replaced the Christian
governor in the citadel. A mosque was also built or one of the churches was
converted into a mosque. Some of the buildings continued their usual
functions, such as was the case with the Roman baths in the city of Bursa.
s were included in the Selcukid ikta system, a
revenue allocation.'® Some of these cities
al centers of the Selcukids.

le-cities.” To

Administratively, these citie
system of administration based on
became the administrative and commerci

The establishment of new cities was usually supported by the
establishment of dervish hospices. The roles of dervishes in the settlement and
urbanization process will be explained in the next section in the context of the
formation of the Ottoman cities. Suffice it to say here that their hospices (tekke
and zaviye) were usually nuclei of a village, which in time developed into an
urban center. Some cities were also established because of the need to fight
against the Byzantine Empire. When a prince took over a place, he developed
a town there. Some of these towns did not exist longer than this prince and
his immediate successors and then became a small village, while others
developed into administrative centers.

Finally, new suburbs and quarters were created around the cities by the
settlement of nomads. In the formation of such settlements, no distinction was
made between urban and rural elements and cities often had agricultural
components. Suburbs were often used for agriculture, gardening and animal
husbandry. Many cities in Anatolia were surrounded by gardens and fields
owned and worked by the people living in the cities. This constituted one of
the main features of the Anatolian Turkish city.

The spontaneous growth of cities resulted in unplanned structures.
Courtyard houses, blind alleys and labyrinthine streets were the basic
characteristics of Anatolian Turkish cities. There hardly existed an agora or
place of common assembly (meydan) at the city center. A mosque, medrese
(school of learning) and markets were situated at the center of the city.
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However, the idea of planned construction of kiilliyes (complexes of
institutions) was not-developed until the Ottoman period.

The Middle East and North Africa: the Concept of
the “Islamic City” }

The Middle East and North Africa constituted the core area of the Muslim
world where Islam had originated and spread. The spread of Islam occurred

necessarily in conjunction with the building of the cities. Being essentially an

urban religion conforming to urban life, Islam regulated urban society and
determined the basic elements of the urban culture. Therefore, the concept of
the Islamic city is used to describe the cities in the ancient core area of the
Muslim world. The cities in this area differed from one another and changed

internally in numerous ways, However, they kept certain features in common.

The concept of the Islamic city has served as a model by which the differences
as well as common features could be studied.

The elements of the Islamic city were the congregational mosque, the siig
(permanent market) and the public bath situated at the center of the city. Other
elements were the narrow, winding, maze-like streets, blind alleys and the
inner courtyards of buildings said to have been the product of the unplanned
nature of the cities. The quarters were enclosed spaces in the residential area
of the city, composed of ethnically homogenous groups. Quarters based on
the clientele of famous political or religious leaders, religious sects, Muslim or
non-Muslim ethnic minorities and specialized crafts were also found in Islamic
cities throughout the Muslim world. Even such small minorities as foreign
merchants usually had their own quarters.! They did not, however, achieve
overall integration and the city remained a collection of separate quarters. For
example, the population of Baghdad lived in separate sections of the city in
the ninth and tenth centuries. Each ethic group was assigned a district of its
own. Immigrants had their own quarters and markets as well. Religious groups
such as Hanbalis, Shi‘ites and Christians identified also with distinct parts of
the city. Quarters were headed by seybs appointed by the city governor to
assist in taxation, maintain peace and order, and represent the quarter on
city-wide administrative or ceremonial occasions,

Relatively few institutions cut across the boundaries of quarters and bound
the city population together. Guilds and other merchant and artisan
organizations were quite weak. Various fraternal associations such as Sufi
brotherhoods and criminal gangs were more effective in bridging the quarter
division. Though socially and politically important in the cities, such
organizations and associations failed to provide a basis for integration of the
city population into a single community. The larger communities were created
by the learned religious elite belonging to different schools of law. However,
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these communities, though more inclusive than quarters and fraternities, \Ze
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not governing bodies. They had no power to tax, held no jurisdiction a

ossessed no military force. . : C
: Islamic cities were not the autonomous communes of the European type
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in the Middle Ages. However, they possessed some kind of mtltonomy F :
example, heads of the quarters and of guilds were intermediaries between the

?

-townspeople and the state. In that sense, they fulfilled a definite autonomous

function. It is misleading not to regard the Islamic Ci[i(.:‘.‘i_ﬂ:‘i communilie; l))ut as
collections of isolated groups settled in quarters in different partﬁ of the city,
unable to cooperate in any endeavour of the whole. In t.’act, sn?c‘:ul el
relationships made order and community posaible., m. thlS‘S(-;‘nf(., thm‘e‘ qb:d ;
city dwellers had a highly developed sense of solidarity a.b t .c}'/. po;-’btz itk
civic consciousness through the fact that they were born in a mf’ nfe e
for a certain period of time and had family ties, and throu\.ngh th(‘,.um.‘t;l?h e1

of religion, language and quarter. Given the fact that Flleffe_ cr:)r?:stlmftic =
basis of autonomy, it may be wrong to say that Islamic cities lacked tota
‘lmoggf::i the arrival of the Ottomans, the territories in th.c Middle_: East a’n.d
North Africa were under the Mamluke rule (1 260-—1517), with the aty o.f Qurfo
(Ottoman Kahire) the capital. The Mamlukes recognized th.e parncgia:lon 001
many local dynasties in the governing of th(’t cities. I?ue mm‘nly to t el oii
invasions, the cities of the Middle East, particularly in the Iraq r.egnor_l', w;, :
devastated and unable to recover for centuries. Thc. Mamluk&_a r(-n‘gnf\t»ab a 5,;0 3
period of gradual decline for the cities, particularly in the 1‘eg10‘n.~, (: h{';,y;tjli (;.ln
Syria. When Selim I (1512-1520) took over Ih)amascu_s (Ottoman ~‘,am ,, il
provincial capital of Syria, the city was in ruins. }?am_cularlzy c]lfvastdtn?i_[

the outbreak of plague which struck the population in 1348. It won [(, .
therefore, not be wrong to say that the Ottom@s took over z: 1,clgjoi1 anlj ¢
society which had been in decline for the previous two hundred years.

The Formation of the Ottoman Cities e
The integration of the newly conquered territories in thL 1.5¢11‘kanf,, : 1:14 :
the Middle East and North Africa into the Ottoman administrative 5ystf.‘mb o
presented the Ottomans with enormous challenges. However, fhey‘ ZlI‘.l IY}L(UI
these areas with a well-articulated vision of state and were equipped with the
s necessary to achieve such a reality.
IOOITF}I:;LI‘T;:I;Yc[onqucrcd territories were incorpomted. into .[hf: F)[K,),IHTT
administrative system in one of two ways: they‘ vlvere either 1r1r,f01poiaticl 5
directly into the provincial administration, or left in the hun(?‘s'o .[}.16,[0:: e
who pre-dated the conquest. The first mcth(')d, callec.i the rmf.:u ‘:.ybleg ;ia e
applied in the Balkans and Anatolia, excluding the Eastern part and Syria.
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The tinter:fr was a system of revenue allocation in which revenue sources
were divided into units called timar, zeamet and bass."> The tz'm;zrs te
“{as also a system of administration in which the settlement units we):‘j: g
hierarchically divided into provinces (eyalet/the largest adminisn:ative unit
governed by a beylerbeyi), sub prov'inces (sancak/the chief administrative unit
governed by a sancak beyi), judicial districts (kaza) and villages. Within 1:hLf
timar s?fstem, the cities were incorporated into the Ottoman :uln;inia;tmtive
system in one of several ways: all the settlements that could be called cities o
towns were either included in the imperial domains of the Sultan as hasv\ "-r
allocated to state officials as hass, zeamets and timars, or attached to th‘c h'0]f '
devoted to religious and charitable purposes. The pre-Ottoman urban C;i?b
Eece;'n:le.the provincial centers of the Ottomans within the timar system T(l.‘;:
Op;ﬁ);itrllotn;;)i the timar system led to the formation of a dependent city of
T'he second method was applied in North Africa and part of the Middle
East Llljld(:‘[‘ the name of the salyane system and in some parts of the Easter
Anat.olmfl provinces under the name of biikiimet." The sa:’yc;ne system ‘w": fi
:‘lpp]led in the provinces of Egypt, Yemen, Lahsa, Habes, Basra Bz;gdud Lb
I rabll?isgarb, Tunus and Cezayir-i Garb. In these provincés the lievenues }w ere
not (llsll‘i.bl.llted among the state officials as timars. After pa;ying all the milit:m
and adrfnnis[rative expenses, the governors of these provinces had to rt:mi; :y
the capital a fixed annual sum known as salyane.” A governor (vali/ ’
beylerbeyi), a judge (kadi) and a treasurer (deflerdar) were appointed by the
center and a Janissary garrison was stationed in the salyane provinces "‘yl;lm
many CaSC'S, pre-Ottoman local groups and individuals became inﬂuen‘t‘ial and
took‘part in the governing of the small to medium size cities of the salyane
provmcc_z& In the larger cities, however, pre-Ottoman local notables didynotc
play a significant role in the urban administration. In the long run ‘lhis led t
the total autonomy of medium size cities such as Algiers and T Lll‘lL’lS and th =0
belcaljne provincial centers. As long as loyalty was preserved and the main e
principles of Ottoman policy were observed, the state did not intervene in the
governing of these provinces. In the hiikiimet sancaks, all revenue belong ;
to the tribal bey who was required to contribute a ﬁxcii number of troo f (1;0
the army during the campaign. In the important cities of Eastern Anatoli}:
where the biikiimet system was applied, a judge was appointed by the cer;t al
government and a janissary garrison was stationed. N
Maintaining peace and security in the provinces necessitated the formation
of towns and cities of various sizes.'” To that end, various reorganizations -
made in the newly acquired lands. In the process, pre-Ottoman cities i
de\'feloped further while many cities were also established from scratch. The
activities of the Sufi orders, forced migration and the waqf system were ;ﬁo:g
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the basic tools utilized by the Ottomans in the formation and development
of the cities.

Dervish convents belonging to various Sufi orders and supported by the
wagqfs usually became the nuclei around which villages and even cities were
formed. The dervish convents werc usually established on the passageways
and in uninhabited areas providing safety and security, therefore facilitating
urbanization. The heads of the convents, dervishes, also played important
roles, particularly in the settlement of the Turkish population in the Balkans
and Anatolia. In the earlier periods, these dervishes took part in the conquest
of the Balkans and initiated the Turkification of Rumelia. They were granted
revenues channelled to the wagqfs through which urbanization was
supported.”’

The policy of forced migration (stirgtin) was followed by the state mainly
as 2 means of sedentarization and urbanization. Sedentarization of the nomads
contributed to the Turkification and [slamization of the frontier and the
formation of villages on the caravan routes or in the unpopulated areas.”
aftsmen and merchants as well as

Various professionals such as artisans, Cr
ferred from Anatolia to the Balkans

ordinary peasants were systematically trans
and from the Balkans to Anatolia in order to develop urbanization in the newly
acquired territories. T he policy of forced migration followed by Mehmed 1T
(1451-1481) is a well-known example of this. He imported individuals with
experience and professional skills to Istanbul to bring about an economic
revival. Re-population of istanbul through forced migration was in no way an
isolated phenomenon designed only to build the newly conquered capital. It
was an overall policy followed by Mehmed II throughout his reign of thirty
years. He utilized the practice of forced migration of the civilian population for
the purpose of revitalizing economies and creating an ethnic religious blend
among the inhabitants of big cities such as Salonika and Trebizond (Ottoman
Trabzon).”

The policy of forced migration was also followed as a measure for the
security of the cities. For exam ple, in the aftermath of the conquest of Belgrade
in 1521, the inhabitants of the surrounding areas were deported to Gallipoli
(Ottoman Gelibolu) near istanbul. When Belgrade became a hinterland and
safer after the victory of Mohacs (1526), the area was repopulated by various
groups who were granted immunities and privileges.”

Wagf basically meant the endowment of a property for the public good. It
supported the urban life in various ways. The most important of these was the
planned construction of kiilliyes carried out within the framework of the waqf

system. The kiilliye was a complex of institutions consisting of kitchens
distributing food to the poor (imarel), a mosque, schools of learning
(medrese), a hospital, a library and a traveler’s hostel. Through wagfs, such
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buildings as bedestens, shops, caravanserais, mills, bathhouses and dye-houses
were also built for their maintenance.* These buildings were frequentl i
es.tablished with the desire to renovate the old cities. The construction }(;f
kiilliye represented the measures taken by the Ottoman state to protect and
promote the development of cities. Indeed, the economic and C()mmerc;al
growth of such cities as Istanbul, Edirne, Bursa and Konya was planned
around the kiilliyes. The establishment of Fatih Kiilliyesi by Mehmed II and
other kiilliyes by the Ottoman sultans in Istanbul indicates their significa r:cc in
the development of cities.”” Urban expansion was continued in a centrali?ed
fashion through the building of kiilliyes by later Ottoman Sultans and &
statesmen. For example, the town of Ergene (modern Uzunkoprii) was
established around such institutions as a bridge, a hostel, a 11103Quc a medrese
and various shops built by Murad II (1421-1451). Similarly, the city (,)t‘Sar'l evo
grfew up around the kiilliye endowed by Isa Bey. The kiillive founded I‘3§
Minnet Bey was the nucleus of Tatarpazarcik, which then b{-:;:ame an important
cot.nmercial center in Bulgaria. Karapinar, a deserted settlement in Konya ‘
thrived thanks to a killiye built by Selim II (1512-1520) and became theytc‘)wn
of ?ultani?e.m Following the conquest of the Balkans, mosques and other
buildings in the kzilliye complex were built in each city to give them an
Ottoman character. For example, as a part of the construction program, a
mosque was built in Crete together with a library and a dervish convent ‘which
gave the city a typical Ottoman character.” ,

’Besides the above-mentioned practices, the road network, trade
maintenance of safety and security and finally the mines were z;mong, the tools
used to develop urban life. The centralized state system of the Ottomans was
another important determinant in the development of urbanism in th:e .
Ottoman lands.

It was no coincidence that big cities were established on the caravan
réutes providing transport and communication all over the empire. Lon
r_lnstarlcej trade was also carried out over the caravan network of thé emiire
The main caravan route passing through Anatolia linked Bursa to Tebriz. T his
route extended to Kastamonu-Bolu in the north and Ankara-Corum in t].w
south and, by way of Amasya, Tokat, Erzincan and Erzurum feached Tebriz
There were also small caravans running between the cities. The caravan route.‘;
also extended to the Balkans and the Middle East. There also existed re ula;
caravans running between Istanbul and Belgrad; Bagdad é.nd Aleppo ¢
(Ottoman Halep); Egypt and North Africa.® Mention should also be made of
th'c c‘amvans for pilgrims to Mecca (Ottoman Mekke). The role played ‘b the
Pﬂgnmage in the development of the cities of the Middle East and North :frica
is undeniable. Every year thousands of Muslims gathered in Cairo and
Damascus and set out for Mecca in caravans. This contributed to trade in that

264

A PorrrAIT OF THE OTTOMAN CITIES

various goods from different parts of the Islamic world were brought to Egypt
and Syria and marketed there. On the way back home, these caravans were
loaded with goods destined for various parts of the Empire. Moreover, the
purchase of food and other necessities by the pilgrims during the three months
long journey contributed to the economy of the cities on the route. Cities such
as Cairo, Damascus, Aleppo and Mecca made great profits from the
pilgrimzlge.""’ The caravan network supported the long distance trade, while
the establishment of regional markets aided the regional trade. Around these
regional markets, cities of various sizes were developed and hierarchical urban
networks were formed.”

Safety and security on the routes were provided by the derbend
organization, which was also responsible for the general repair and
maintenance of the roads. The derbend organization facilitated the
development of villages and cities established along the routes as well as
the settlement of uninhabited places.? Besides, such organizations as
bridge building (koprictiliik), street paving (kaldirimeilik) and
navigation (gemicilik) assisted communication and transport of goods
between cities as well as contributing to the development of the network
of cities.* For security reasons, military centers were established around
the fortresses in the newly conquered arcas, particularly on the frontiers.
With the conquest of new territories, these centers became hinterland and
developed into ordinary settlements. Some of these centers continued to
keep their military character. The cities on the frontier areas, ¢.8., the Iraqi
cities that lived under the pressure of Iran until the eighteenth century, are
examples of these. Naturally, in these cities defense always had priority.
The question of the defense of Algeria, which was exposed to the dangers
from the sea, also occupied the minds of the Ottomans for centuries.
Similarly, military centers were established for the protection of the
European borders. The city of Belgrade, taken over by the Ottomans in

1521, was the most important of these centers used as military bases for the
expeditions to Europe. It was also the administrative center of the Province

of Sirem.”

The possession and control of the sources of mineral wealth was of critical
importance to the state.” The Ottomans were particularly interested in places
in various parts of the empire where precious metals and minerals were found,
such as silver in Serbia, Macedonia, Gilimiishane and Ergani near Diyarbakur,
copper in Kiire, iron in Samakov and alum in Sebinkarahisar.” They made
necessary investments and arrangements for the exploitations of these mines
which in turn facilitated the development of the settlements around them.
For example, in the aftermath of its conquest (1475), Sebinkarahisar was a
small town (kaza) with a fortress and a small population. The state was much
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Iinterested in the alum mine in the vicinity of the town and therefore initiated
1tst -developmf:nt. By the middle of the sixteenth century, it was transfornfcz
;121(; :.1 i:z:,i“;ﬁi jtjc;wn and became the administrative center of the province of
Finally, the powerful, centralized sy;tem greatly influenced the

establis‘hl.nem and development of cities. Most of the cities were made centers
f}f administration to rule the surrounding countryside. These cities particularl‘
in the Balkans, were originally seats of military chiefs on the f'ror;[ier areas 53/
With} tk}l@ further expansion of the territories, they developed into o
administrative and commercial centers with such typical Ottoman institutions
as bedestans, caravanserais and ktilliyes in a relatively short period of time
Representatives of the state, i.e., military and administrative elites such as .
bu.rea.ucrats, military garrisons, kadis and timar holders who were the
p‘rllnmp?.l consumers of manufacturing and other industries settled in these
cities. Economic and military demands by the state also contributed to tl;e
prosperity of many cities.*

Spatial Organization of the Cities

. Historical evolutions and geographical conditions of Ottoman cities gave
rise to the differences in their spatial organization. However, because (‘)ﬁh"’:‘
lack of adequate studies on spatial organization and archite(;tune‘ we are f'(.-
from defining the individual features of the Balkan, Anatolian ti‘:c Middle ¢
Efu-;tf:rﬂ and North African cities. The only exception to this is tl,'le fifteenth and
smteeqtll centuries. Thanks to the availability of studies for these two v
Ezzzz:;es, we are able to outline the main features of the Ottoman urban

. "Ijhe most prominent characteristic identifying the Ottoman city is the
dl\-f:ls.l()l'l of the urban space into two parts: A center, where economic
religious, cultural, etc. activities were carried out, and a residential '1rt;a This
type of spatial organization brought about the existcncé of two ty )(;s ot; “"i
ne.twork: wide and well organized roads at the center and narrowl' road ‘rOdccl
blind alleys in the residential area. The planned construction of the cenu:r?: 5
carf"(iled ()Li[ by the Sultans and statesmen through waqgf endowments. The "
residential area was divided i arters i i A
s as divided into quarters where the protection of privacy was

'The government buildings were generally situated in the &tadel (kale)

Wh‘1cl.1 occupied a dominant position on a hilltop or a riverbank. These
buildings were never at the city’s geographic center. Beside the citadel was the
meydan, a place of assembly for parades, consultations and contests. It was
the early-modern equivalent of the classical agora or forum. In the Ci}:ldei "md
around the meydan were to be found religiouS shrines as well as a fcv‘v pri::tc
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houses. In the Middle East and North Africa, governmental buildings usually
occupied places outside the cities. In Anatolia, they were in the city, but never
occupied a central place.

The core area of the center was the commercial zone consisting of
bedesten, caravanserais and shops where all kinds of trade and transactions
were carried out.” These buildings belonged to waqfs and provided the larger
part of the urban commercial facilities. And, because such buildings were
rented by merchants and artisans, the wagf system was directly related to
urban economic activity." The center was organized according to the main
business center of the city, i.c., a bedesten in the big cities, and a bazaar in the
medium to small size cities. The shops and buildings allowed for each craft or
business to occupy a street opening on to the high street (uzun cargt) where
the bedesten was situated at the start. The industries concerning international
wrest place to the bedesten. Then came the

or national trade occupied the ne:
hich had specific needs, such

industries contributing to it and the ones W

as running water. The other buildings in the city center were organized
around the high street. For example, the buildings at the center of Ankara
were divided into two sections, the upper section and the lower

section (yukart yiiz ve asagi yiiz), with a high street (uzun ¢arst)
connecting them."

Cultural, religious and health services were provided by the kuilliyes which
were also situated at the center of the city. The great mosque, the most
prominent symbol of the Ottoman city, was part of the kiilliye complex
together with their annexes of higher schools, public baths and fountains.

As already mentioned above, the residential area of the city was divided
into quarters called mahalle. Those who were wealthy enough occupied the
Further from the center were the quarters of the

quarters near the city center.
d structure of the Ottoman

ordinary city dwellers. T he so-called unorganize
city, i.e., narrow and labyrinthine streets, blind alleys and unpla nned quarters,
acteristics of Islamic cities as well, is closely related

which were the main char
ers.*? Quarters were the basic units

to the concerns for privacy of the city dwell
of urban society, headed by a local prayer leader (imdm). Each quarter was
also the unit for administration and tax collection. The quarters were usually
formed around a mosque. Small groups of people who were bound together
by family ties, a common village origin, ethnic or religious identity or
occupation usually inhabited the same quarter.”® Members of a quarter knew
cach other and were responsible for the behavior of each other.™
Segregation was the most pronounced characteristic of Ottoman cities.
Like most city dwellers, minority groups usually lived in their separate
quarters. The city of Jerusalem (Ottoman Kudiis) is the best example of this,
as it was divided into four large quarters, namely Muslim, Christia n, Jewish and
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Armenian. ivisi i
Occue;?n. Ehe dwmo;: of quarters according to ethnic-religious identity or
ation, however, should not necessarily i
; y imply a lack of communicati
among these groups. . it s
Beyond the residential area were the industries that caused inconvenience

to urban.dwellers and the crafts that required more contact with the
foukntrxalde: tanners, dyers, slaughterhouses, butchers, blacksmiths

}oc sm11th:~., coppersmiths, potters, saddlers and dealers in food-stuffs.* The
\EW.T; C a;.ses of }n’ban dwellers, i.e., newcomers to the city or the laborers

,01 ing for the. industries nearby, also lived in this part of the city. Finally ;
came the outskirts where the city met the countryside. ‘

Demographic and Social Structure of the Cities ,
As with other aspects of Ottoman cities, there is a lack of studies on
d.e.mographic and social structure that allow meaningful comp;irison; of tl
cities in different parts of the empire. This is due partly to the unavailabilit v f
sources that lend themselves to such studies. In the Balkans, Anatolia an(li lSy (')'
where the. timar system was applied, land survey registers ,(rabrx‘r c}fgﬂe?s) 5‘/“‘:
used for population estimates. These sources are, however, restricted to t;f‘-
fifteenth, sixteenth and for some regions seventeenth centu;'ies. For the rest (;)f
the empire, where no such records exist, population estimates have been
made using hints contained in narrative sources like chronicles, travelers’
accounts and consular reports. Urban biographies and Ch]‘OI‘liCl;“i extan:
f?r: the Ottoman Arab cities, are not available for the Anatolian :;r;cl Balkan
cities, which would have refined our understanding of the urban elite in these
z:;zzf. Ifnt ivcl:ompe‘:r‘lsation, Shar‘iab court registers (kadt sicils) are available for
Commc; ni[iv.:.; ;mpll’e, providing us with an insight into the non-elite urban
The most important finding of the studies concerning demography is the
overa.ll p.opulation increase in the Ottoman Empire in the sixteenth Ceyntu i
The rise in urban population was much faster than that of the rural po ulzlrf‘Y b
and all categories of towns shared in this trend. Most Anatolian citlijespwerlon
srrl.all in size at the beginning of the sixteenth century. There were c;nl 7t .
cities in the category of big size in Anatolia: Bursa and Ankara, each »\?i[h“;lo
popu?ation of 3,000 taxpayers. By the end of the same century, this number
had risen to eight. Similarly, the numbers of the middle-sized c,ities were
twenty avt the beginning of the period of Suleyman the Magniﬁcen\t (1520-
1?66); .:;{xty years later, this number had nearly doubled. Small and medium
sized cities were established on the trade routes and along the river valleys
and a network of cities developed. Parallel with the population increase, u ‘{\"
growth was mostly concentrated in the Western and central parts 0; Ar‘latgifn
The spectacular growth of cities, coupled with the population ir;c1-ease ld.
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induced the development of cities at higher levels and all Anatolian cities and
towns took part in this process,"” Kayseri, Karaman, Amasya, Trabzon and
Erzurum were among the cities that grew up in this pt:riod.”"s The insignificant
Eastern Anatolian town of Mardin developed into a city in this period as well
(2,196 households in 1530).* Diyarbakir in Eastern Anatolia was among the
big size cities in Anatolia with a population of 3,433 households in 1540.%
In the sixteenth century, istanbul was two or three times bigger than
contemporary European cities and was the largest city in Europe with a
population reaching half a million.”" According to the population figures from
the first half of the sixteenth century (1520-1530), the main urban centers of
the empire were istanbul (16,326 households), Edirne (4,061 households),
Ankara (2,704 households), Tokat (1,519 houscholds), Konya (1,114
households) and Sivas (1,011 households) in Anatolia.”

The cities in the Balkans also experienced a sustained population growth
throughout the sixteenth century and followed a pattern of development
similar to that of the other parts of the Empire. In the sixteenth century, the
largest city in the Balkans was Selanik.? It was followed by Athens, Nicopolis
(Ottoman Nigbolu), Serres (Ottoman Serez), Sarayevo, Monastir (Ottoman
Manastir), Trikkala (Ottoman Tirhala), Larissa and Sofia (Ottoman Sofya).” In
the Middle East and North Africa, Damascus was the largest with a population
of 57,326; Aleppo came second with nearly the same population, 56,881.”
Cairo and the port city of Alexandria, about which no population figures are
available, were among the Jargest urban centers in the whole area.

However, the impressive growth rates of the sixteenth century Ottoman
towns were to be followed by a decline by the end of that century. In Anatolia,
urban growth was arrested by the celali rebellions of the late sixteenth and
early seventeenth centuries. Accompanying social conflict brought about a
significant decline in the populations of the urban centers.*® Due also to the
high rate of inflation, the waqfs providing various services in the towns were
to limit the extent of their services, which further arrested the development of
the cities. Nevertheless, it is still difficult to establish the true extent of the
deterioration and its effects on the development of cities on the basis of
available studies. The consensus among the researchers, however, is that the
events of the late sixteenth and carly seventeenth centuries were not as
destructive on Anatolian society, or on the Anatolian cities, as had been

previously thought. It might be enough to cite the example of Bursa which,
despite population losses, experienced no structural changes during the
seventeenth century and continued to function in this century.” The same is
true for the cities of Ankara and Kayseri, which were.the second and third
biggest cities in Anatolia after Bursa, and which recorded marked increases in
population in the second half the seventeenth century.”
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Similar phenomena are observed in the Balkans, starting as early as the
final de?ade of the sixteenth century, when the cities started to loseyt};eir
pctpula‘uon. A century-long decline of cities had already set in, showing itself
p.rllmamly in the administrative and military centers.” The (leclir;c of the ;alk'
Cltle‘s, which started at different timés in different regions, had already I)v&:ccn:Ij
a widespread phenomenon in the early part of the seventeenth centu 'l”het
changes in trade and politics of this century were the main factors res Zﬁs‘l 1
for the decline of the Balkan cities. Nevertheless, this was not g ‘lp : s
decline affecting all of the Balkans. ’ 3 L Ong{'d-:

Regarding the cities in the Middle East and North Africa, new methods
have been developed to measure the extent of the growth c,)f cities, e g
population figures were estimated on the basis of the numbers anr_{ mi; of
mosques and public baths. The expansion of a city was assessed on the basis
of the movement of tanneries away from the city. The application of nc,w :
methods and approaches has led to a substantial revision of the common belief
th.at the Arab cities experienced an overall decline from the sixteenth to th:.
nlnet{?enth century. It is now believed that there was a significant growth Lt
least in the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries both in terms of piplllali(:‘l
and economy.® More studies are needed for a better understanding of the

demography of the Arab cities of the Ottoman Empire covering all periods
The. urban population of the empire was theoretically divided into tw;).
catcgorlcs of Muslim and non-Muslim. Imposed by the Shar‘iah, this
classification did not correspond to the real social divisions in L'lrban societ
However, this classification found its expression in the settlement '1ttern(? y.f
the urban dwellers, where members of different faiths usually livcgcin th;i:)
separate quarters headed by their own religious leaders. This did not hinde
good relations among people belonging to different faiths.® e
Tht? social structure of urban society was determined by two categories:
the ruling elite and the ordinary city dwellers. The hierarchical divisioz of .
urblan society, most pronounced in the Balkans, the Middle East and Nortl
Afnca,l was closely related to the Ottoman administrative philoso‘ hy whi l]
also divided the whole of society into two broad categories: thc.; rtrl)lefs a ;C ;1 E
ruled. The ruling elite included the administrative and miiiéary :Juthorit'n“ £
together with the officials responsible for the maintenance of law and b::li i
the city and in the countryside. The eyalets were governed by the Iovernrom
;g:(:ncral (?f the provinces (beylerbeyi) appointed by the central admiéi,’li‘-;tratior
They resided in one of the sancaks in the eyalet called pasa sancag ‘i e t]n*l
central province. Other sub-provinces in the eyalet were éovcrncdéb? th:e E
goxfcmors (sancakbeyi). Beylerbeyis and sancakbeyis resided in the cifics with
their entourages composed of bureaucratic and millitary professionals sent
from the capital.** In the Middle East and North Africa, provincial ‘go\;cmoor:“[
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usually occupied places outside the cities.”” In Anatolia, they resided in the
fortresses or buildings in the city, which functioned both as their residence and
office.®" A janissary garrison was stationed in the city. A judge Ceadd), the
commanding officer (subayt) and a market inspector ( muhtesib) also lived in
the city.”

The closest to the ruling elite were the notables who were one of the social
groups in the urban population. Wealthy merchants, famous leaders of
religious orders and representatives of craftsmen made up this group, whose
primary function was to regulate the relationships between the state and urban
dwellers.® There were also groups of peoples providing religious services
through wagqfs, such as religious functionaries (imdm, miiezzin), religious
leaders (seybler, dervisler) and descendants of the Prophet Muhammed
(Sadat). These groups constituted the transitional category between the ruling
elite and ordinary city dwellers. The ruling elite, together with the notables and
the religious functionarics, made up only a small portion of the urban
population.

The ordinary city dwellers who constituted the urban masses were
mostly craftsmen (zanaatkar) and tradesmen.”” The craftsmen were members
of their own guild organizations, such as shoe-makers (haffaf), iron smiths
(demirciler), bread-makers (ekmekgiler), sesame ring-makers (simitgiler),
dessert-makers Ctathcilar), etc. The tradesmen were of two classes: those who
handled the local and guild produce and those who engaged in the long-
distance caravan trade. The first category consisted mainly of shopkeepers and
artisans known as esnaf, whereas the second category included merchants,
known as ticcar or bazirgadn. The shopkeepers and artisans were organized
according to the traditional guild system. The merchants were outside this
structure. The class of tradesmen constituted the richest layer of the urban
population.”

Among the urban population, there existed a group enjoying a low profile.
This group consisted mainly of water-carriers, salesmen, porters, servants,
peddlers, caretakers and daily workers. Such marginal groups as beggars,
thieves and jobless individuals were also included among the lower classes of

the cities.

Economic Activities in the Cities

The most distinguishing feature of the city from the country wds that
the city was a place where secondary activities, the processing of raw material
and tertiary activities, provisioning of various services such as health,
education and justice, were carried out (the primary activitics being the
production of raw material, i.e., agriculture and animal husbandry). However,
just as in the European cities of the pre-industrial period, the primary activities
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v\‘;cre npt left out of Ottoman cities altogether, particularly in small and medi

sized cities.”” Within the scope of this study, activities concerning manuf:ctltll:':
and trade are the points of concern, while agricultural activities and animal
husbandry, mostly confined to home consumption, are left out of ‘
consideration. : ,

Al‘l tl.le production and manufacturing activities in the cities were carried
out within the framework of the guild organization, which set well—deflned
rules and regulations. The sale of manufactured goods was also arranged b
the giuilcls.?0 Most of urban guilds worked primarily for the local ‘mai'kg:{t' 5
consisting of the town and the surrounding villages. Some spc‘cializedtancl
valuable goods were also produced for the internal and exfernal market. F
examplej, the textile production from Egypt was sold in European n‘mrke‘[s‘ Z)f
well as in internal markets of the empire.” Similarly, Ankara speci'll'i?ed i ;
manufacturing mohair textiles exported to Europe.” e

The commercial centers of the cities grew up around the bedestens, whicl
were places of international trade and transaction. Jewellery shops wejre 1::;:
to the bedesten, as were the places for money exchange. Other ‘51‘10 S ;
producing and selling such products as shoes, soap, quilts mat:; ct(I:) ‘ ere
also located at the city center in order of importance. Bedes’tens v\;cr ] .f' WU’{E
%ll the big Ottoman cities such as Istanbul, Bursa, Sarayevo, Sofia ;/JOOLTD‘C 'm
Serres, and Salonika.” In the cities where there was no bec}e;ten ‘inn‘;n(‘:[u,
fulfilled similar functions. Those inns located at the center ot: [he‘ cit \w; ﬂ:z)
trade centers, while the ones located outside the city were places og s
accommodation for merchants. The number of inns in a city givés an idea of
the \jfolume of the commercial activity in that city. For example timere w(:l y
360 inns in Cairo, 56 in Aleppo, 57 in Damascus, 44 in Baghdaé 35i u(?
and 18 in Algiers.™ ’ Al

The Ottoman Empire, covering the three fourths of the Mediterranean
vtfo.rld, was the largest political formation in the area since the Roman Empire
iIIns ftormation facilitated the circulation of various goods as well as c_;ﬂ 1)ln:c‘.
in a single unit where the same laws and regulations were obscrvt:d]?m:)[;&‘
same currency was in use. The giant markets of the empire provided a )
necessary means for the development of internal trade until the nineteenth
cer‘nur}/, For example, textiles from Syria and Egypt, coffee from Ale and
CzTu'o, a‘;pices and textiles from the East, leather works, woollen Clothl?ep? ‘12(
olive oil from the Maghrib, tobacco from Selanik and ,timber from An;t(;llri]:-l
:::ietﬁztr?j;:gz(i r\;vz:hm the (:jmpirc. The p?rovisioning of Istanbul was a huge

: normous market for internal trade.” The military needs
of the state also created substantial demand in the internal markets. It shoul
be noted that up to the nineteenth century, trade with Europe o
secondary importance.” , Sianr
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The geographical position of the empire allowed control of the
international trade routes between the east and the west, which facilitated
trade at every level. However, with the discovery and use of new routes
in the sixteenth century, the Ottoman controlled routes lost their importance
and the cities on the route, p;lrticularly in Anatolia, were left without a
motivation for further development. Nevertheless, the routes were actively
used for internal trade, compensating partially for the losses in international
: trade. For example, the road starting from Tebriz reaching Bursa through
: 4 few different routes was important for long distance, 4s well as regional
trade. Erzurum, Sivas, Tokat, Bursa, Kayseri, Diyarbakir and Trabzon were
77 among these cities,
the goods of

cities on this route owing their development to it.
Bursa was an important point of the transit trade where
the east were exchanged with the goods of the west and exported to
Europe. The second capital city of Edirne in Rumelia was another
significant trading point connecting Istanbul to the cities of the Balkans

.

and Europe.”™

With Ottoman suzerainty projected over sea-lanes and caravan routes to
the east, the empire became the sole power in the Eastern Mediterranean. The
transit trade created a lively commercial environment in the Middle East and
North Africa where the cities could develop further. Consequently, many cities,
such as Tunus and Cairo in North Africa, developed in size as well as in
economy.” The Arab cities also became important trade centers. Among
these, Aleppo became a transit point for goods coming from India and
the Persian Gulf to all over the empire, which brought about a great increase
in the volume of international trade. ™ The city occupied an exceptional
place in trade and was visited by Iranian, Venetian, French and British
merchants.

The Balkan cities recorded significant economic growth, contributing
«de. Some cities were marked off due

to both regional and inter-regional tre
to specific activitics such as the presence of ports by the sea and along the

Danube, certain highly profitable production facilities, as was the case
with the rice fields near Plovdiv and Serez, and trade and crafts as in
Bitola and Skopje (Ottoman Skopge).™ These activities contributed to the
development of cities and city life in the Balkan territories of the Ottoman
Empire.

The self-sufficient economy of the empire was challenged by the
increasing amount of European goods marketed in the empire towards the
eighteenth century. This resulted in a slow decline in local industry. But still,
local production was large enough to meet local demand. In the nineteenth
century, faced with European competition, domestic industry collapsed

entirely, together with the cities that supported b
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Transition to Modernization in the Nineteenth
Century
Otto’f‘::nn;;c;t;eenfl‘l ccntu?r was a perioq When the modernizing efforts of the
h State were at their peak. The cities were no exception to this
Izaodcrm.zatlon of the Ottoman state and society under the strong influ ;n e of
huro?e inevitably brought changes in the administrative u1:1d quu'u Ais
Orgarnzalition of the cities as well as in the lifestyles of urban ;iw’ellcers The
Flcclarahon of the Tanzimat (the Regulations) in 1839 signified a turn;r; z )("‘
in the organization of the cities, transforming the urban layout in line \\fjit{ or;nf
IEOd(‘fI’_I'l }u‘ban planning. The immediate results of the Tanzimat were .sc.(jn :r(;
;C:t S;zeb, ‘ab t}:e,s‘tate %wcameh cl?scly interf:sted in changing their physical
. s flb well as their functioning by various laws and regulations. In this
dc:)sgz\c:;n‘;c:}c:curflent p.r(-_tpfql-ed in 1839 concerning the widening of roads zlﬁni
ey : € reorganization of the narrow streets and blind alleys in Istanbul
is alblo particularly well worth mentioning. However, this document Wl' 8 -
utopian tl'l.at at a time when the widest street in Istanbjul Divanyolu W'-ls‘l; é“'Dl '
6 meters, it specified the minimum street width as 7.6 I,l‘l(jt(:‘l"i It '11:90 “e 3‘_‘3 >
be foretelling with its suggestion of the opening of the bani{b—wacy‘onbtl(le:m %
Gollc?en.Home. This was only realized in 1985-87. The first Code of Buildings
(i'?ul-mcz Ebniye Nizamnamesi) of 1848 and the Code of Exproprialionl me-"
Eﬁsﬂm[alel Nz’zam:immesz) of 1856 signalled the beginning of the undertaking to
ac:giﬁ n[ 1et pl'iy&;al appearance 05 the capital istanbul and the other cities
o gto tle‘ uropean model:* there was reorganization of the streets in
straight forms, widening of the streets, expropriation of lands for public us :
reorganization of city administration and the provisioning of :,:itic‘s :Iand K: F‘]be ;
new services. : o
: T hf: program of reorganizing the cities by the central administration was
pnmarlly applied in Istanbul. Under the modernizing program, the cente d?
Istanbul was successfully managed by the use of new technoioéy ie czu:r' 5 I
tljamcars, The center then became an integrated whole. Howcver} f‘lorl 'the Iin(:'ln’(
City transportation, the new technology was inadequate. In the ;‘CSidentiaI B
areas, transform;[ion from wooden to brick houses, and the building of houses
and apartments in an orderly way were all part of the new urban planning i
pr(.)gram‘ the result was that the city developed towards ious :
uninhabited areas.® o
mod,leliﬁi:d:hquakc of 1855 was [ak(?n as an opportunity to implement the
o zation program for the first time outside Istanbul. Bursa was declared
i :)p;nel:)t' 3[?@2[ and was 'reorganized and restor{:(} according to the new
#e5 5 of urbanism and the ideals of the Tanzimat® The transformation of
howc::: Vc::](:;l(ii :l; z ;:;)?ratefi and segregated city into an integrated whole was,
: ssful in the long term.™ i

274

A Portrart oF THE OrroMan CITIES

The cities of Anatolia and the Balkans were transformed through various
modernization programs undertaken by their governors. Reorganization of the
urban space, such as the widening of the streets, the opening of new streets,
the construction of roads connecting the city center o the residential areas,
highways between cities and tramcar roads were among the primary concerns
of every Ottoman governor, though it was not an casy task to change the old
urban structure. Clock towers (saat kulelerd), military barracks (Riglalar) and
government houses (bitkiimet konaklar) were built in every city and even in
small towns without exception as a part of the modernization program.”’

The empire-wide organization of the administration as well as the
architecture of the cities in the nineteenth century brought about substantial
changes in the Middle East and North Africa. One of the most significant of
these changes was the increasing involvement of local groups and persons or
those who became governors in a certain area where they established strong
ties with the local elite in the governing of the provinces, particularly the
distant ones. The well-known governor Mehmed Ali Paga was the most
prominent of these who actively took part in the administration of the province
of Egypt. The rise of similar persons or groups of local origin in other parts of
a range of cities attached to the empire to various degrees

the region created
and loyalties, and facilitated the development of the

in terms of administration
region towards autonomy by the end of the nineteenth century.
| changes in the Anatolian cities coincided with the

The major structura
apitalism into the empire in the eighteenth century.

penetration of European ¢
Certainly, developments in Europe after the sixteenth century affected the
empire by limiting its expansion. 50 much so that the history of the Ottoman
Empire from then on is seen by many rescarchers as its peripheralization by
the European capitalist economy.® Due also to the reform plans of this
century, the empire became more and more exposed to European influences.”
In the nineteenth century, Europe was already industrialized and searching for
new markets. After the 1740 capitulations and especially after the 1838 Anglo-
Ottoman Trade Agreement, the Ottoman Empire was forced to become an
open market where European goods were bought and sold freely with low
customs tariffs. For example, low-quality textiles from France, England,
Netherlands and Venice were sold in Bursa.”

In many Anatolian cities, the production structurc was increasingly coming
under the influence of Western goods. The Anatolian cities became centers
providing European markets with raw materials. The immediate consequence
of this was a rapid decline of production in the cities of Anatolia. The number
of silk-weaving looms in Bursa was as hi gh as 2,000 in the eighteenth century
and fell to barely 45 in 1845 in Bursa.” Similarly, while the number of weaving
looms in Ankara was 621 in 1590, it fell to 546 in 1827. Towards the end of
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this cent ai
5 ury, th‘ere remained only a very few weaving looms in the city and a
small number in the villages around.” ‘
ded’i]:e ofp.enmg of the resources of the empire to Western markets and the
e l1();5.: o :.n‘duatry transformed the cities to the extent that most of the
S Ean.c‘];ues lost' their specialized production activities and became trading
: ;5 with collective and distributive functions. Trade with Europe led to the
rise o iz ’ fzmi :
ki I?SITICIH‘L:-: 12 Anatolia. The city of Izmir was one of these port cities that
rise in the seventeenth centu 5 l
ry as a result of trade with E
s ) . : r: 1 urope
. :;;g: a large group of foreign merchants settled there.” Trabzon on]ihc
ac ast i i :
S [heztl goasF ;n;l Mersin on the Mediterranean coast were among the port
at flourished in the nineteenth el [
century.” The port cities bec: i
of collection of goods trans i T
ransported by railway system fi i
rom the hinterland. The
goods were then sent from sm: e
all ports to large harbors <
ors and from ther
exported is 5 i :
= pm ; to {Egrope. This transportation structure necessitated the formation of
i g har If[c)r.cmes, such as Istanbul, Selanik, Iskenderun and Beirut.”” The new
Anspo: ation network, seaways as i ‘ . )
; ys as well as railways, prevente i
tati work 2 ed regional
economic integration in Anatolia, as i ¥
, as a result of which most of th
; 1 egr ‘ e urban
EI'I‘[Cl'b in the hinterland, such as Ankara, Sivas and Tokat, experienced
rapid decline. s
The intrusi : italism i
s trpsi)n oflEuropean capitalism into the Balkans had more positive
s than in Anatolia. The Balkan lands were i i
: ; ere increasingly being transf
into a kind of appendix to E i i i
luropean capitalism whose prims: i
- ; e ¢ se primary function was
pr 5{;0v1§e ra(;v material. This, however, did not mean a decline in local
uction, i
B teXtileni ln tthe contrary, the upsurge of artisan production, particularly in
ndustry, responded to the growin, , ;
; needs of the regional as 5
the inter-regional markets.” i . e
ets.”” Textile products wer i
re marketed internally in tl
remote parts of the Ottoman Empir Sl
pire. For example, Bulgariz
. Fith : : : garian producers
= me the principal suppliers of textiles and ready-made clothes to the
oman : E B i
e t,a.n ‘:irm.y and the population of Anatolia. The Bulgarian merchants
i tWnl .nlr{lc.f qircct commercial ties with Wallachia, Russia and Austria.”” A
or i g .
A “(:Jh.c.l}r;'les basejd on trade was also developed in the Balkans during this
- g e 1; gave rise to the formation of new urban centers of various
- ; these developments eventually led to the formation of a new layer
rosperous merchants in the cities. Thi isi :
. This newly rising bourgeoise, whi
i i ‘ ia @ g bourgeoise, which
per stratum in nineteenth century Balkan citi
i S ‘ ry Balkan cities, was responsible
vival of their respective nations
‘ s nations that eventually led ir
i Ho ; y led to their
Whel.::enli.lcncul from the Ottoman Empire.”” The cities were the main places
(1;1. the various stages of these developments took place L
1a 5 i : i n M
gl Arflgt‘es in world Frade patterns induced a decrease in Middle Eastern and
e tr1(.‘fnl trade w1Fh Europe. European merchants were also finding it
o sell the textile product that had been the staple of their side of the
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he decrease in the silk production of Iran,
hange. The loss of trade with Europe was
compensated by the increasing volume of interregional and regional trade.
This arrested the decline of the cities to a great extent. The colonization of the
region by the European powers in the late nineteenth and early twentieth
centuries brought the region under stron
influence of Europe, more sO than in other parts of the empire. The colonial
rulers, France in North Africa and England in the Middle East, controlled the
dinating them to their own economies. In this
as social structures of the urban centers

trade. This was mainly due to t
which meant fewer goods to exc

g economic as well as political

economies of these areas, subor

period, the physical features as well

came under the influence of the colonial powers.
The nineteenth and early twentieth centuries

Ottoman Empire and the emergence of a series of

the Balkans, the Middle East and North

f the population movements in the

and population losses in that century

of the subjectivity and

been due to envisaging a

list movements out of

witnessed the gradual

disintegration of the
autonomous and independent states in
Africa. This was a direct consequence o
nineteenth century. Migrations, mobility
changed the composition of the cities."™ Much
controversy involved in population issues has
homogenous nation by the leaders of the nationa
linguistic entities. Academic studies on the

multi-ethnic, religious and
freed from these biases.

population of this period are not yet

Conclusion: Problems and Perspectives
Despite their widely different historical, cultural and geographical

conditions, the Ottoman cities acquired some common characteristics
the Ottomans, such as state

through the application of certain policies by
the Sufi orders, forced migration, the wagf system
and secure road networks for trade. As a consequence,
omy revived and the

supported activities of
and the building of safe
a stable environment was created in which the econ
ased. This contributed the development of cities. As a result,
a new type of city was born, which can be identified as the “Ottoman city.”
The most distinguishing feature of the Ottoman cities was the planned

construction of kiilliyes by the sultans and statesman throu gh the waqgf system.
They consisted of a harmonious unity of buildings such as mosque, hospital,
and other similar buildings. Commercial
and mills were constructed

population incre

library, imaret, public bath, medrese
buildings such as bedesten, shops, caravansaries
in order to support the killiyes. These buildings dynamically reshaped both

and economic life of the cities. But, we are as

the architecture and the social
yet far from describing the effects of these institutions and buildings on various
d for more study from a

aspects of the Ottoman cities. There is a ne¢
comparative perspective.
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Studies about the spatial organization of Ottoman cities are often restricted
only to the centers of prominent cities. More studies are needed on the
planned construction of city centers around krilliyes. The continuation of space
from the city to the countryside and their mutual and close social and
economic relationship have to a large extent been i gnored. Research into
Ottoman social and economic history using land survey registers (tabrir
defters) and Shar‘iab court registers (kads sicilleri) reveals economic links
between regional cities and surrounding villages in Anatolia. However,
whether or not they constituted a network extending to all parts of the empire
or were local isolated groupings remains unanswered. Such research which
involves geographical conditions are rare for the Balkans, the Middle East and
North Africa. :

Studies concerning the demographic structure of Ottoman cities usually
adopt a piecemeal approach which considers only one aspect of the problem,
such as settlement patterns, communities, elite, etc. This is partly because tl
nature of the problem is that the sources are rich and diverse and
comparable for all parts of the empire. A model building approacl
by computer techniques can provide a solution. Population movements and
migration between cities and between the city and its surroundings constitute
important themes for future study. Construction of a model of population
distribution and movement in the Balkans, Anatolia and a large part of
the Middle East, where data is available for statistical analysis, will be
equally crucial.

1e
usually not
1 supported

As to trade and commerce, many studies have been undertaken for the
Ottoman period all over the empire, thanks to the wealth of documentary
sources such as land survey registers, Shariah court registers and wagqf
documents. The problem of international, interregional and regional trade has
drawn the attention of the scholars of Ottoman economic history. However,
usually, only one aspect of a trade in an area is studied. For example, Anatolia
was studied in terms of regional trade whereas in the Middle East and North
Africa, more emphasis was put on interregional and international trade. This
has led researchers to evaluate the nature of the contribution of trade in the
development of cities differently. More studies are therefore needed to close
the gap between differing views.

Finally, research on the transformation of Ottoman cities has usually
emphasized the similarities among the cities, which derived largely from
nineteenth century nationalism, modernization and peripheralization by the
European capitalist economy. Even though these notions contain elements of
truth, much is lost by organizing the research around such models, particularly
the variety that characterized the early modern Ottoman citiés. An alternative
approach for the study of the cities through the entire Ottoman period and
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emphasizing their apogee rather than formative or transitional p_f,uoda cou :
; ' isioned i - erms, no

be more helpful. The cities could then be envisioned in their own terms,

as predecessors to twentieth century nation states.

Endnotes i e

1 The concept of the “Islamic/Muslim city” was consu ucted by French b:—hfi:;:, I]H
the C(;Lll'ﬁc of their studies on Maghribi cities during 1920s. Despite the dcb\il(i ‘lmc 1L[,UIC‘1 s

' g I : H - I >, - » H
since 1960s, it gained credibility in the academic world and p]m_lcl-fd Lu}:; L-i-[g s ?de
tmcﬁtional 1\‘-11.1~s]im societies. On the application of the concept of lbhmiﬁ )\ ttla ”lim C},“;/‘ ;
; sesd] { -own, “The Uses of a Concept: “The Mus Y
X iscussions see, Kenneth Brown, “The Uses of a
the related discussions see, Ken ! e
7 Tastern Cities in €o wlive Perspective, Franco-British Symipo: i A :
iddle Eastern Cities in Comperd : e ks e
ﬂ;ay 10—14, 1984, ed: by Kenneth Brown, Michéle Jole, Peter Suluglett, bmfnl ?I])-mcl-[ .
I . 19 81 T srpretati f the Concept of Islamic City.
3—81; Haneda Masashi, “An Interpretation o
London: 1986), 73—81; Hanec ; . taian compenta ieamies
E’si‘amic Urban Cities, Historical Review and Perspectives, cd. 1._.1}* 1\1‘:.‘,‘15;1'1 H 111_:;(1;{15'“]”
Miura, Kegan Paul International (London and New York: 1994), 1-9; M ..1“3‘1110].:}/ . H‘Hm :
: ) | ; it storic Ui 1 Perspectives, ed. aAsas
T ib.” ic Url Cities, Historical Review and Perspe '
“The Magrib.” Islamic Urban Cities, pnsule Xiigon
X iur: soan Paul International (London and New : , 33-45;
Hameda-Toru Miura, Kegan Pau I8 b i
jes 2 s ehri, translated by Elif Topeugil (Istanbul: 51,
R. B. Serjeant (ed.), Islam Sehri, il N
The “Turkis an city” is a concept recently develope )

23 The “Turkish Ottoman city” is a conce| B ppec i 2
characteristics and interrelationships of the cities in the P):i“nllﬂ\\_. ;\r‘mrolm___ th{,r 1“111:: el
i ‘1 North Africa during the Ottoman period. For the :&uggextm.n_ of thc Uh.L :; - m;d
2;: nan city see K‘i}'()l{() Hayashi, “Turkey.” Islamic Urban Cities, Historica Ru.l-zu 7

oman city ay : i . i
Perspectives, ed. by Masashi Hameda-Toru Miura, Kegan Paul lm}ln.m(m.‘ll-(lio?f f:aljn
New York: I199-’1) 185. The famous Turkish art historian Dogan Kuban uses the LS o

g I h city i atolian cities ¢ s most Byzantine, i.e., Selcuk

ian Turkish city” sseribe the Anatolian cities of the post By ukid

“Anatolian Turkish city” to describe t S O e B S
:d Ottoman periods. Dogan Kuban “Anadolu-Tirk $ehri Taribi G&,h;.mgéﬂ Sosyal ve
: : I = "V - Deroisi V C 58—66.
Ozellikleri Uzerinde Bazi Gelismeler.” Vakiflar Dergisi, VIL (1968), 58

3 Fatma Acun, “Ottoman Administrative Priorities: Two Cd\s(. bmch; ;(;999) 1
K:,ll"li]li‘i'l.l‘—l Sarki (Sebinkarahisar) and Giresun.” Arc,{u'w:.xm. Oflfomm:auu.:f, § ‘{i; [i;c
‘ 4 = lH:or a c;‘iliquu of the studies on the Ottoman cities in the Balkans, Anatolia,

i -ative poi riew, see “Was There an
Middle East and North Africa from the comparative point (J;\;L\\}h:;;l! g i . Y
 City 7 s Fest, Alepo, Izmir, , eds.
lity.” The e City Between East and West, , '
Ottoman City.” The Ottoman Cit; O o Mo
Edhem I-‘ldc;l—l)zmicl Goffman-Bruce Masters (Cambridge University Press: Cambridge 19
troduction), 1-16. N N
& 5 Traian Stoianovich, Befween East and West, The Bellkan !Im: 15 “T“’; _—
M dff(llmur, an World (New York: 1992), Volume 2, 79-82. On the history of the Ba ;0 :
Tediter 3 : %), e - e o
\lso, Georges Castellan, History of the Ballans, from Molcmmed the Congite
see also, s, Gastellan, Jxssion) o 4uc Dakans, J16
Stalin, translated by Nicholas Bradley (New Yorlk: ‘JQI)..). F
d eview of the current literature on the pre- : an tr s
[ For a review of the curren  the o e o
Nikolai Todorov, The Balkan City 1400— 1900 (University of Washington | ress: )
> S ; i i e v ate ropr s re-
London, 1983), 3-12, The author compires various vicws on tI:.L. late .!3) /...1.1111;:1;11. e
Oltmm:"t 'mc-l carly Ottoman period and draws attention 1o the inadequacy o ! 3 .l - 1“”;“
3 i ; ' HT - e r . » Wil il
wnd studies for these periods saying that “the state of historiography on the med ieval L
and s - § 5 5ayIng o i Ak et .
city fails to provide the researcher with a firm point of departure 1(:5 inv Lbl,lrb tt11‘]15_.,_ e
- ) ; - B TSIt e o H > 1 i e ks
3(:}1'1'(:‘.1 preceding the Turkish invasion, the processes thut were to L(}I?.llﬂlltl,. 1 [Ll):nm s
]"L ttlement in the Balkans™ (18). On his book on Bulgaria, Machiel Kiel a :\(:]p( !. oihe
L.f ‘ I i e £ - r e P r hecs e
esence of few scattered Bulgarian sources and Ottoman historiography really only
presenc scil :

279




Tue MusLiM WorLD = VOLUME 92 . FALL 2002

productive towards the end of the 15"

. century. Arts and Societ it | j
B e it < ety in Bulgaria in the Turkis
= sou(me:e:[/ll\f:;stélc}?t. Th? ‘Netherlands 1985, 44-45). In the face 0? the iluadc;u;iz:{ez?
i Comrove);;lrj:;av.;nfi early Ottoman periods, the study of these periods was

Sy rious contradicting views were 1
wib g s s contradicting views were expressed and sweeping
7 Feridun Emecen, “Osmanllard: i
B A anhlarda Yerlesik Hayat, Sehirler ve Koyliler.” Osmanti,
8. Dogan Kuban, “Anadolu-Tt i
i 5 lu-Tiirk $ehri Tarihi Gelismesi, Sosyal ve Fiziki Ozelli
Uzer19r1dc Bazi Gelismeler.” Vakiflar Dergisi, VIl(196213) ;15?]2(;]‘ N SRR

! Tuncer Baykara, “Osm: vleti Sehidi bi e

2 ykara, manh Devleti Sehirli bir Devlet midir?” Osmanii, volume 5,

10.  On the system of ikta
see, Cl: g B Wt * - i
s aude Chaen, “Iqta.” Encyclopedia of Islam,
11.  Ira M. Lapidus, “Muslim Citi
. ; m Cities and Islamic Societies.” Middle Eas. iti
by Ir';zM. Lapidus (Berkeley and Los Angeles: 1969), 51 it CEL
. Andre Raymond, Grandes vill 2 épe
: es arabes a l'g e 2 (Paris:

E; il e Bl bt ) pogue ottomane (Paris: 19835), 40-41.
Howev,er [ll:d:nirzt%ldlles on the c:itics in the Ottoman Balkans have been published
[ec}miqués an}; zl ;‘mgu_ages inaccessible to wider audiences and employ unfam‘ili'ir
i Scem[())’ e‘li, Th!s makes the discussion of the Balkan cities particularly ‘
e I-‘md ‘Po;l_glc} Chirot (ed.?, The Origins of Backwardness in Eastern Europe-
oo tB cs lzfrlom the Middle Ages Until the Early Twentieth Century(Universit
el sl m,) _ exl' e gy-Los Angeles-London 1989); Nikolai Todorov, “The City in ‘th
e Ba!rkna l;: il;t;::n;; (;.{:mury to the Nineteenth Century.” Society, the City and

3 —19th Centuries, Varior “ollected Studies Seri ‘
el atrn b attoygbodindal ariorum Collected Studies Series, ed. by

15. A uni ith an : al vahue of ‘

2 annu::lirlf’lﬁef wfuh an annual value of up to 19.999 ak¢es was called a timar. A fief
sy w‘i:::l :d l};ctwecn Zf0.0UO and 199.999 akges was called zeamet whilé one

] a5 2 ass. For further informati > 1 ys 9 )
4 g g <L rmation on the timar system see Omer Lutfi

16.  Beside huikiimet s he 1
S Anmo[ila .eobr:t:;lim:..r::y;;ell‘n..l‘hc nmuw:'systcm was also applied in some provinces of
e s ,{ {(‘3:. Me 1{_1| I!hz‘ln, I'lapu Tahrir Defterlerine Gore Amid Sanca@inda
Ui 35_100,‘}33),1-;,1“1;( dmverszreg Edebiyat Fakiiltesi Tarib Enstitiisii Dergisi, 12 ('1 08 1‘

, 5. 4 odaman, “Osmanl Devrinde Doj 7 " i .
RO ‘_ ogu Anadolu'nun [dar g "
Yz fclflclrfe; ,f‘ L];rk Fanb‘t Dergisi, 25 (1987), s. 31-37; 86; Mehmet Ali Unal "X\f}]“jz*mxl\lﬂ:}m‘
K(m; ! ear ‘; . ly}ubckllr Elyz_iletine Tabi Sancaklarin Stattileri.” X. Tiirk Ta;‘z‘b Koln yresi )
i p_}:) vm:u_mf: Bildiriler, V. ?ﬂt,' Ankara 1994, s. 2211-2210. A similar case :{: u});ew =d
s 1::::1 :d ng| wht.src buku'.me.r‘ and timar systems were applied alternately Mcl;'di
revcn,ue e p g ; 10!;“1 lllj Mid-Sixteenth Century: A Study of the distril)uliol:] of

ing According to 1548 ¢ 5 adastral S 2
iy ol s g to 1548 and 1560 Cadastral Surveys.” Revue Des Etudes
17.  Halil inalcik, The Ottoma j .
. . n Empire, The Classical ; v
Norm:;.sn Itzkowitz and Colin Imber (London: 1973) 10; ik
18, Salih Ozbaran, “Some Notes on $ ‘Syste "
Pt o 12bl.1ran, 501'1'1'(. Notes on Salyane System in the Ottoman Empire as
S moiats th C_cmury. Osmanl Aragtirmalari, 6(1986), 41-42.
e Em.pire SeetHZ Iﬁrﬂ:j:;cl: agd principles of reorganization of the lands newly joined to
alaik, “Ottoms = 5 B *st.” S i
vy oman Methods of Conquest.” Studia Islamica, 2(1954),

20. Fi r i ati

o) im{); rf;r:):.il(.r lrzformalnc‘m on the roles of the dervishes see Omer Liitfi Barkan
p ugu'nda Bir Iskan ve Kolonizasyon Metodu olarak Vakiflar ve 'l‘emlikrlu:-'

280

A Porrrart oF THE OTTOMAN Crries

1, Istila Devrinin Kolonizatr Tiirk Dervigleri ve Zaviyeler.” Vakiflar Dergisi, 2(1974),
279-386.

21.  Cengiz Orhonlu, Osmanlt Imparatorlugu nda Derbend Teskilati (istanbul: 1967),
101-117.

22, The methods employed to repopulate the cities of istanbul, Selanik and
Trabzon are studied in detail by Lowry, “From Lesser Wars 10 Mightiest War: the Ottoman
Conquest and ‘Transformation of Byzantine Urban Centers in the Fifteenth Century.”
Continuity and Change in Late Byzantine and Early Ottoman Society, ed. by Anthony
Bryer and Heath Lowry (Birmingham-Washington: 1986), 325-338; Heath W. Lowry,
“Portrait of A City: the Population and Topography of Owoman Thessaloniki (Selanik) in the
Year 1478." Diptcyba, 2(1981), 254-293. Halil Inalcik, wistanbul: an Islamic City.” Essays i
Ottoman History, Eren Yaymncilik (Istanbul: 1998), 247-271. On the forced transfers of
populations in various areas of the Ottoman Empire, sce Omer Lith Barkan, “Osmanh
imparatorlugu’nda Bir iskan ve Kolonizasyon Metodu Olarak Stirgiinler.” Astanbul
{niversitesi [ktisat Fakiiltesi Mecnudst, X1(1949-50), 524-561; X11(1951-52), 56-79;
XV(1953-54), 209-237.

23.  Feridun Emecen, “XVI Asnin Ba
Stirgtinleri.” Osmanh Arastrmalar, X(1990), 173.

24, For a detailed information on imarets see Omer Liitfi Barkan, “Sehirlerin
tarihi Bakumindan Osmanh imparatorlugunda fmaret Sitelerinin
Liversitesi iktisat Fakiiltesi Mecmuast,

slarinda Bir Gogtin Tarihcesi, Gelibolu’da Sirem

Kurulugu ve Inkisaf
Kurulus ve Isleyis Tarzina ait Aragtirmalar.” Istanbul U
X111, 1-2(1962-63), 239-296; Osman Nuri Ergin, Ttirk Sebirlerinde Imaret Sistemi
(istanbul: 1939); Osman Nuri Ergin, Fatih Imareti Vakfiyesi (Istanbul: 1945); Ziya Kazici,
sOsmanlt Devletinde imaret.” Osmanl, volume 5, 44—48.

25, Halil inalcik, “istanbul: An Islamic City.” Essays i1 Ottomean History (Eren
Yaymlar: istanbul 1998), 258-260.

26.  Halil Inalaik, The Ottoman Empire, 147. On the role of wagfs in the formation
and development of cities see flhan Sahin, “Urbanisation and the Social Structure of the
Ottoman Empire in the 16" Century.” The Ottoman Empire in the Reign of Stileyman the
Magnificent, | (Ankara: 1985), 184; ilhan Sahin, wyakif ve Sehirlesme.” Tiirk Dinyast Tarib
Dergisi, 101987), 23-24; Muhamed M. Arnaud, “The Role of the Wagf in the Emergence and
Development of the Cities in the Ottoman Period. A parallel between two examples from
Sympositm International d Ettdes Ottomanes st Les

tha Balkans and Syria.” L Acfes du Ve
(Cermodi-

Villes Arabes, La demographie Historique et la Mer Rouge d I'Epoque Ottomane
Zaghouan Tunisic: 1994), 45-66; On the Anatolian waqfs in general see The Foundations
of Turkey, ed. by Zekai Baloglu and et. al (istanbul: 1996).

27,  Irene A, Bierman, “The Ottomanisation of Crete.” The Ottomen City and its
Parts, Urban Strucliure and Social Order, ed. by Irene A. Bierman-Rifat A. Abou El-Hac-
Donald Preziosi (New York: 1991), 53-75.

28.  Cengiz Orhonlu, Osmanlt Imparatorlugu’'nda Sebircilik ve Ulagim Uzerine
Am‘,s‘f:mmfa.a'(l)crleycn Salih Ozbaran, [zmir: 1 984), 140-140. See also inalak, The Ottomait
Empire, 146-147.

29.  Raymond, Grandes villes arabes, 46—48. See also Sur
Sultans, The Hajj under the Oltomdns 1517—1683 (London-New York: 1990).

30.  Suraiyya Faroghi, sgixteenth Century Periodic Markets in the Various Anatolian
Sancaks: i¢el, Hamid, Karahisar-1 Sahib, Aydin and Mentese.” Journal of Economic and
Social History of the Orient, 22/ 1(1979), 32-80. Leila Erder-Suraiyya Faroghi, “Development
of Anatolian Urban Network during the Sixteenth Century.” Journal of Economic and Social
History of the Orient, 23/ 3(1980), pp. 265-303. Sce also. Muhiddin Tug, “Osmanl
Sehirlerinin Ticari Potansiyelleri.” Osmetitd, volume 3, 481-489.

riyya Faroghi, Pilgrims and

281

e




THE MusLiM WoRrLD » VoLuME 92 . FALL 200
2002

A Porrrarr oF THE Otroman CITIES

productive towards the end of the 15" ¢
: century. Aris and Society i il i ki
e e Ly in Bulgaria in the Turkis
- Sou(rlzsze:f\gataaglcht. The Netherlands 1985, 44-45). In the face of the inadcquvf::?fj;?
otk r(;ve{z.antu:ic and early Ottoman periods, the study of these periods was
sy and various ¢ icti i 3 y
e ontradicting views were expressed and sweeping

7. Feridun Emecen, “O. Iila ’ 3l sehi
M , "Osmanhlarda Yerlesik Hayat, Schirler ve Koyliler.” Osmanli,
8. Dogan Kuban, “Anadolu-Tiirk Sehri
2 9 Kuban, u-Tiirk Sehri Tarihi Gelismesi, Sosyal ve Fiziki Ozellikles
Uzerinde Bazi Gelismeler.” Vakiflar Dergisi, VII(1968) 59:2—16;“, i
. 9, Tuncer Baykara, “Osmanli Devleti Sehirli bir Devlet midir?”

Osmanli, volume 3,

10.  On the system of ikta s :
S ee, Claude Ch: “Iqta.” Encyc
s e ¢, Claude Chaen, “Iqa.” Encyclopedia of Islam,
11. Ira M. Lapidus, “Muslim Cities i
_ ; ities and Islamic Societies.” Middle Eastern Citi
by Isz. Lapidus (Berkeley and Los Angeles: 1969), 51 SRS eS Cc‘[.
12. Andre Raymond, Grandes vi , 2 Vépe .
4 s villes arabes d 'épogue ofl > (Paris; 5
;2 Raymond, Grandes villes arabes, 41-2. s Rl
Howcv,cr [ian;rrsn?ldfs on the -?ities in the Ouoman Balkans have been published
techniqués an)é € :ln .Angu‘ages inaccessible to wider audiences and employ unf:m{i!i'lr
s mlg e_l:,. Th!s makes the discussion of the Balkan cities particularly :
o ,_a (.;, ;n_lc‘l Chirot (ed.), The Origins of Backwardness in Eastern Fri“o -
iy J_;rcP? t];zcskfrom the Middle Ages Until the Early Twentieth Century iiJn:iﬁirsit '
5 i ?:o : cll:l :e]c.:y-Los Angeles-London 1989); Nikolai Todorov, “The City in. L[lz
i o ;;; l,, e 1;12;&:11;!91 gegtury to the Nineteenth Century.” Society, the Cit yand
: 5, =19th Centuries, Variorum Collected Studies “; e b
Ivan T. Berend (Great Britain-USA: 1989), IV, 15 SR b
15. A unit/fief with an annual value of up
‘ nual value of up to 19.999 abees w
with an annual value of between 20.000 and 199 Socngl
over 100.000 was called hass. For further inform
Barkan, “Timar”, [slam Ansiklopedisi.
16.  Besi ik ]
e z;zlcobaizfm?r syslem,lt!w timar system was also applied in some provinces of
e 5 Hr; lbls}as?c .Mehfll I%h;‘m, “Tapu Tahrir Defterlerine Gore Amid Szlllczlgllll(_la
gl 85—100'.813'];; 112 {(j‘i'zwewﬂ;es: Edebiyat Fakiiltesi Tarib Enstitristi Dergisi, 12 (1981-
e Tﬂ'r,k ;{a y o Deo aman, Osmanli Devrinde Dogu Anadolu'nun idari Durumu,”
il g [r;x _:_ rg:slx, 25 F198?). 5. 31-37; 86; Mehmet Ali Unal, “XVI. ve XVII h
Ko;; sreye Su lyarbe kl.l E_Y‘dlctme Tabi Sancaklann Statiileri.” X, Tiirk Tarib 1\"0;'3 sresi I
9 hg,) 2ye ‘mmfan Bildiriler, V. cilt, Ankara 1994, s. 2211-2210. A similar case é .l -
in the provinces of Iraq where bikiimet and timar syste B

- : ‘ : imet ms were applied alternately. i
erkuk and Dahok in the Mid-Sixteenth Century: A Study of the disrrilmtic?n ]:;II? il

revenue and Fief Holding According t
(0} 1548 = aclae ] ayre "
o g and 1560 Cadastral Surveys.” Revue Des Etudes
17.  Halil Inalcik, The Ottoma ire, | .
: 3 n Empire, The Classical Ape 1° 5
Norn;;n ltizkowitz and Colin Imber (London: 1973}, 105 Bl s
. Salih Ozbaran, “Some Notes on § Syste "
oo g : s on Salyane System in the Ottoman Empire as
Olbﬂi‘;‘;&(l 18 th;: 16th LFntury." Osmanit Aragtirmalari, 6(1986), 41-42 e
s Em,pire ° :C t I_ll:lﬁ?nc.i;sc; chlit principles of reorganization of the lands newly joined to
- alak, « : ot " i
il oman Methods of Conquest.” Studia Islamica, 2(1954),
20, F 2T i ati :
i Y imo; ,-t:tﬂhlu“ 1r?formdf:1qn on the roles of the dervishes see Omer Liith Barkan
paratorlugu’nda Bir Iskan ve Kolonizasyon Metodu olarak Vakiflar ve *l‘cmlik‘lcr'--

ries, ed. by
as called a timar. A fief

QoG e NG
).)) akges was called zeamet while one
ation on the timar system see Omer Liith

280

I, istila Devrinin Kolonizator Tlirk Dervisleri ve Zaviyeler.” Vakiflar Dergisi, 2(1974),
279-386. :

21.  Cengiz Orhonlu, Osmanlt fmparatorlugu nda Derbend Tegkilat (istanbul: 1967),
101-117.

22, The methods employed to repopulate the cities of Istanbul, Selanik and
Trabzon are studied in detail by Lowry, “From Lesser Wars to Mightiest War: the Ottoman
Conquest and Transformation of Byzantine Urban Centers in the Fifteenth Century.”
Continuity and Change in Late Byzanline ane Early Ottoman Society, ed. by Anthony
Bryer and Heath Lowry (Birmingham-Washington: 1986), 325-338; Heath W. Lowry,
“Portrait of A City: the Population and Topography of Ottoman Thessaloniki (Selanik) in the
Year 1478." Diptcyba, 2(1981), 254-293. Halil inalcik, “Istanbul: an Islamic City.” Essays in
Ottoman History, Eren Yayncilik (Istanbul: 1998), 247-271. On the forced transfers of
populations in various arcas of the Ottoman Empire, see Omer Liitfi Barkan, “Osmanlt
imparatorlugu’nda Bir fskan ve Kolonizasyon Metodu Olarak Stirgiinler.” Istanbul
Oniversitesi fetisal Fakiiltesi Mecmuasi, X1(1949-50), 524-561; XI11(1951-52), 56-79;
KV(1953-54), 209-237.

23, Feridun Emecen, “XVI Asrin Baslarda Bir Goclin Tarihgesi, Gelibolu’da Sirem
Siirgtinleri.” Osmanli Aragtrmelar, X(1990), 173,

24, For a detailed information on imarets see Omer Liith Barkan, “Sehirlerin
ve Inkisafi tarihi Bakimindan Osmanl imparatorlugu'nda Imaret Sitelerinin

Kurulusu
esi Iktisat Fakiiltesi Mecmuasi,

Kurulus ve Isleyis Tarzina ait Aragtirmalar.” Istanbul Universit
XXIII, 1-2(1962-63), 239-296; Osman Nuri Ergin, Tiirk Sehirlerinde Imaret Sistemi
(istanbul: 1939); Osman Nuri Ergin, Fatib Imareti Valkfiyesi (stanbul: 1943); Ziya Kazic,
“Osmanlt Devletinde Imaret.” Osmanii, volume 3, 44—48.

25.  Halil inalcik, “Istanbul: An Islamic City.” Essays in Oftomedn History (Eren
Yaymlar: stanbul 1998), 258-260.

26, Halil Inalcik, The Ottoman Empire, 147. On the role of wagq|fs in the formation
and development of cities see flhan Sahin, “Urbanisation and the Social Structure of the
Ottoman Empire in the 16" Century.” The Ottoman Empire in the Reign of Siileyman the
Magnificent, 1 (Ankara: 1985), 184; flhan Sahin, “Vakaf ve Sehirlesme.” Tiirk Diinyast Tarib

Dergisi, 101987), 23—24; Muhamed M. Arnaud, “The Role of the Wagf in the Emergence and
Development of the Cities in the Ottoman Period. A parallel between two examples from
tha Balkans and Syria.” L Actes du Ve Symposium International d Eludes Ottomanes sur: Les
Villes Arabes, La demographie Historique et la Mer Rouge a PEpogue Ottomane (Cermodi-
Zaghouan Tunisie: 1994), 45-66; On the Anatolian waqfs in general see The Foundations
of Turkey, ed. by Zekai Baloglu and et. al (Istanbul: 1996).

27, Irene A. Bierman, “The Ottomanisation of Crete.” The Ottoman City and its
Parts, Urban Structure and Social Order, ed. by Irene A. Bierman-Rifat A. Abou El-Hac-
Donald Preziosi (New York: 1991), 53-75.

28, Cengiz Orhonlu, Osmanl Imparatorlugu nda Sebircilik ve Ulagim Uzerine
Am,\'rzm'aaim‘(Dcrlcycn Salil Ozbaran, zmir: 1984), 140—146. See also Inalcik, The Ottoman
Empire, 146-147.

29, Raymond, Grandes villes arabes, 46-48. See also Suraiyya Faroghi, Pilgrims and
Sultans, The Heajj under the Otlomans 151 7-1683 (London-New York: 1990).

30.  Suraiyya Faroghi, “Sixteenth Century Periodic Markets in the Various Anatolian
Sancaks: Icel, Hamid, Karahisar-1 Sahib, Aydin and Mentese.” Journal of Economic and
Social History of the Orient, 22/1(1979), 32-80. Leila Erder-Suraiyya Faroghi, “Development
of Anatolian Urban Network during the Sixteenth Century.” Journal of Economic and Social
History of the Orient, 23/3(1980), pp. 265-303. Sce also, Muhiddin Tug, “Osmanls
Sehirlerinin Ticari Potansiyelleri.” Osmanh, volume 3, 481-489.

281




THE MusLiM WorLp » VoLuME 92 . FaLL 2002

productive towards the end of the 15" century. Arts and Society in Bulgaria in the Turkish
Period (Assen/Maastricht: The Netherlands 1985, 44-45), In the face of the inadequacy of
the sources on late Byzantine and early Ottoman periods, the study of these periods was
left much in controversy and various contradicting views were expressed and sweeping
theories put forward.

i Feridun Emecen, “Osm:mlrland; Yerlesik Hayat, Schirler
volume 4, 91,

8. Dogan Kuban, “Anadolu-Ttirk Sehri Tarihi Gelisme
Uzerinde Baz Gelismeler.” Vakiflar Dergisi, VII(1968), 59—62.
9. Tuncer Baykara, “Osmanl; Devleti $ehirli bir Deviet midi

ve Koyliler.” Osmant,
si, Sosyal ve Fiziki Ozellikleri

Osmanli, volume 5,
530.

10.  On the system of ikta see, Claude

Chaen, “Iqta.” Encyclopedia of Islam,
second edition.

11.  Ira M. Lapidus, “Muslim Cities and Islamic Societies." Middle
by Ira M. Lapidus (Berkeley and Los Angeles: 1969), 51.

12, Andre Raymond, Grandes villes arabes a | époque ottomane (Paris: 1985), 40-41.

13. Raymond, Grandes villes arabes, 41-2.

14.  Many studies on the cities in the Ottoman Balkans have been published,
However, they are in languages inaccessible 1o wider audiences and employ unfamiliar
techniques and models. This makes the discussion of the Balkan cities particularly
speculative. See, Daniel Chirot (ed.), The Origins of Backwardness in Eastern Europe-
Economics and Politics Srom the Middie Ages Until the Early Twentieth Century (University
of California Press: Berkeley-Los Angeles-London 1989); Nikolai Todorov, “The City in the
Bulgarian Lands from the Fifteenth Century to the Nineteenth Century.” Society, the City and
Industry in the Balkans, 15th-19th Centuries, Variorum Collected Studies Series, ed. by
Ivan T. Berend (Great Britain-USA: 1989), IV, 15.

15. A unit/fief with an annual value of up to 19.999 4
with an annual value of between 20.000 and 199,999 akges
over 100.000 was called hass. For further
Barkan, “Timar”, fslam Ansiklopedisi

16.  Beside huikiimer system, the timar system was also applied in some provinces of
Eastern Anatolia. On this, see Mehdi flhan, “Tapu Tahrir Defterlerine Gére Amid Sancaginda
Timar Dagihmu." Jstanbul Universitesi Edebiyat Fakiiltesi Tarih Enstitisi Dergisi, 12 (1981—
82), 5. 85-100; Bayram Kodaman, “Osmanli Devrinde Dogu Anadolu’nun idari Durumu.”
Belgelerle Tiirk Taribi Dergisi, 25 (1987), s. 31-37; 86; Mehmet Alj Unal, “XVI. ve XVII.
Yiizyillarda Diyarbekir Eyaletine Tabi Sancaklarin Statlleri.” X. Tiirk Tarih Kongresi,
Kongreye Sunulan Bildiriler, V. cilt, Ankara 1994, s. 2211-2210. A similar case is observed
in the provinces of Iraq where biikiimet and timar systems were applied alternately. Mehdli
ilhan, “Kerkuk and Dahok in the Mid-Sixteenth Century: A Study of the distribution of
revenue and Fief Holding According to 1548 and 1560 Cadastral Surveys.” Revue Des Etudes
Islamiques, 1X/2( 1992), 529-558. .

17. Halil inalcik, The Ottoman Empire, The Classical Age 1300-1600, translated by
Norman Itzkowitz and Colin Imber (London: 1973), 105,

18, Salih Ozbaran, “Some Notes on Salyane System in the Ottoman Empire as
Organised in the 16th Century.” Osmani Aragtirmalary, 6(1986), 41—42.

19.  On the practices and principles of reorganization of the
the Empire see Halil Inalcik, “Ottoman Methods of Conquest.”
103 -129,

20. For further information on the roles of
“Osmanli imparatorlugu'nda Bir Iskan ve Kolonizas

Eastern Cities, c(‘J.

kees was called a timar A fief
was called zeamet while one
information on the timar system see Omer Liith

lands newly joined to
Studia Islamica, 2( 1954),

the dervishes see Omer Liitfi Barkan,
yon Metodu olarak Vakiflar ve Temlikler

280

A Porrrart ofF THE OrroMAN CITIES

isleri ve Zaviyeler.” - Dergisi, 74),
I, Istila Devrinin Kolonizatér Tiirk Dervisleri ve Zaviyeler.” Vakiflai @Jgnt, 2(19
2?9_1??6 Cengiz Orhonlu, Osmanl imparatorfugu nda Derbend Tegkilat: (Istanbul: 1967),
IOl—é ;?' The methods employed to repopulate the cities of i:\;t.;ml).ul, Sel:l_ni11< arglunm_'m
Tl“ab'/();l are studied in detail by Lowry, “From Lesser W’:m&_to M!g!?t‘lcst \3;(-"‘1;;: )t 1:'1 G
Coml-ﬁcst and Transformation of Byzantine Urban Centers in the Fllsu.mlld ]t;n mr_ly;.hony
Continuity and Change in Late Byzantine and Early Oa‘!on-:.::m Society, IL w {nw]
Bryer and Heath Lowry (Birmingham-Washington: 1986), 32)_338;.}:]TM .11 ' (.gdamz; Wil
..Igrtr-lit of A City: the Population and Topography of Ottoman T]'l(-:b:s..lli)l'll_(.] CL-l s
) ™ Di ] =293, Halil Inalcik, “Istanbul: an Islamic City.
Year 1478." Diptcyba, 2(1981), 254. 5 S A S
O(;x‘ommt Hisrfrv, Eren Yaymcihik (Istanbul: 1998), 24?—273:_), On i_h-(;fk; (;‘;,Idl:lrmé ;mnh
i in various areas of the an Empire, see Omer Lith Be can, “Osmd
ulations in various arcas of the Outoman ot e B :
E:[j'lr'll()rlugu‘nd;l Bir Iskan ve Kolonizasyon Metodu Olarak f‘)llhf‘i,Ll.l.’Jl:,f‘ ;;;msbgt i
ﬁr:lf‘;t';:\'iresi Thtisat Fakiiltesi Mecmuasi, X1(1949-50), 524-561; XI11(1951-52), ;
1953-54), 209-237. sl e i,
bk 129.3S : 5Ft:ridun Emecen, “XVI Asrin Baslarinda Bir Goglin Tarihgesi, Gelibolu'da Sirem
a et ‘ = o el - O) 1?3 :
Strgtinleri.” Osmanit Aragtrmalary, X(1990), . 1 G o
5“13‘-21: %4 For a detailed information on imarets see Omn.-ir Liith jf‘“{' kan, ;b;ill;i;r;l:n
: i iihi Bak : smanli Imparatorlugu'nda Imare
su ve Inkisafi tarihi Bakimindan C)am_ inli aral e ‘ :
K"m{“il:f: ?\;Iey: Tarzina ait Aragtirmalar.” Istanbul Universitesi Heﬂ.\zﬂl Fakiiltest Melwmcm,
15 ve 5 Tarzina @ A% ¢ : Rt Lo
)K{;I(;IIL i-—Z(lz)(aZ-.()%) 239-296; Osman Nuri Ergin, T;.n'k‘ §eb_u_k rinde Ima;fr_ 5;;:1; e
(1ﬁl'mrhu1- 1939}, CSsmun Nuri Ergin, Fatib Imareti Vakfiyesi (Istanbul: 1945); Ziya Kazici,
38  Devlet fmaret.” Os olume 5, 44-48.
“Osmanh Devletinde Imaret.” Osmanli, vo - 2 i i
Om;i Halil Inalcik, “Istanbul: An Islamic City.” Essays in Ottoman History (Eren
aymnlar: Istanbul 1998), 258-260. N g
Y‘tw?i](;”' 1‘:[:““ Inalcik, The Ottoman Empire, 147. On the role of w‘l-qu In the -fOFI;l‘lIIl:'l:n
: Atlesseellban Sahl “Urbanisation and the Social Structure o
F svelopment of cities see [lhan Sahin, tion and ol i :
gi?o?: lvn(’ F1?1[pirc in the 16" Century.” The Ottoman Empire in the Reign (i{ f):{_!cyz:w; ;&:;J
ol I i Fve Sehirlesme.” Tii inyast
4; Ilhan S “Vakaf ve Sehirlesme.” Tiirk Diiny
ificent, | (Ankara: 1985), 184; Ilhan Sahin, ; S o]
gﬂi: E?{’1¢(19,87() 23-24; Muhamed M. Arnaud, “The Role of the Wagf in the Lnnrg,fl,:‘l{.?r(:ﬁt
o f the Cit i arallel betwee examples
ities i : : criod. A parallel between two e
Ve t of the Cities in the Ottoman Perioc : b : -
Ifw;[(l)lin::)ir‘lmd Syria.” L Actes du Ve Sympositemn International d'Etides Ormman(cé .sm:(if;
a Balkans and Syria.” L ) 3 ; st
t]/]j;!m Arabes, La demographie Historigue et la Mer Roug }‘a I'Epoquie ‘ O,”;r);”,a;j:m, ;L”-m.”
Z |;()ll‘\ﬂ lemiw'ic" 199‘4) 45-0606; On the Anatolian waqfs in general see The Fo (
ik i { Baloglu : ot, al (Istanbul: 1996).
Turkey, ed. by Zekai Baloglu and et. al (Istanbul: . ma
o ﬂ;_'fﬁ}- ‘ld:cncyA Bierman, “The Ottomanisation of Crete.” The Ongman C‘]H_} ﬂ;:.l‘.‘{ ]_T;
Perts, é;’rban Structure and Social Order, ed. by Irene A. Bierman-Rifat A. Abou El-Hz:
ald Preziosi (New York: 1991), 53-75. ‘ I _ e
— ;1: I mé::n}.,i? Orhonlu, Osmanii Imparatorlugu 'nda Sebircilik ve Ulagim T{;zc g;:cmam
: : - ; . i ] s ] 9 - . ¥ -3 U
Arastirmalar(Derleyen Salih Ozbaran, lzmir: 1984), 140-146. See also Inalcik, The
.>_,1z_147. ot N )
b”w;.;l Q6R'1ynmnd Grandes villes arabes, 46—48. See also Suraiyya ‘1103._,!1(1),)1 florims and
Sh'lmml‘ The Hajj under the Ottomans 1517-1683 (L(:ndc\:ﬁ—fclw ::t)tlll]\f: 1\2,;10;'5 oo
), i 7, i, “Sixtee: 42 ¢ Periodic Markets ] H 4
30.  Suraiyya Faroghi, “Sixteenth Century : é Jaiom nand
Se ncfﬁq- icel }—]:}us;id Karahisar-1 Sahib, Aydin and Mcmc;&g. ﬂlmuu‘.'i’ of ;’.?o:g)i:a::(:: 1:1 o
‘S'll 'c:r;’ }'}J'SIIOU‘,’ of the Orient, 22/1(1979), 32-80. Leila Erder-Suraiyya Faroghi, ‘ng d;; e
54 i ) duri 3i J i ! of Economic an
i lel { 1 the Sixteenth Century.” fourna
Anatolian Urban Network during the : : 1 sl
2;\'.'2.-‘}' of the Orient, 23/3(1980), pp. 265-303. See also, Muhiddin Tus, *Osmanls
ﬂciljr]él'iﬁin Ticari Potansiyelleri,” Osmeandi, volume 3, 481-489.

281




