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Halil INALCIK

THE EMERGENCE OF BIG FARMS, CIFTLIKS:
STATE, LANDLORDS AND TENANTS

The legal framework for landholding of agricultural lands in the
Ottoman Empire was provided by the Shari'a, Islamic Law, and the “urfi
kdnun’s, state laws issued by the Sultan. While the Islamic Law protected
free-hold rights of the individual on land in general, the Adnin system
was concerned with the maintenance of state control on agricultural
lands. The history of landholding in the Ottoman Empire, or in Islamic
countries in general, can be summarized as a constant struggle between
the state and the individual for control of agricultural lands, which
constituted the principal source of wealth for capital formation or state
finances. The state’s concern to maintain its control of agricultural lands
was primarily determined by the state’s absolute dependance on agrarian
production for its finances and the maintenance of its sipdhi, mounted
forces. The state was also concerned with the ¢ifi-hdne system as the basis
of the traditional system in agrarian production peculiar to the Middle
East.

The Cifi-Hdne System: Small Family Farm Units

The law guaranteed a tenant, normally a married man, and his heirs of
male descendence the right to enjoy, permanently and freely, possession
and use of miri or state-owned land when this land was duly acquired and
used under the specified conditions'. Permanent tenancy under a

' For a comprehensive description of land tenure in the Ottoman miri regime see O.L.
Barkan, «Osmanl Imparatorlugunda Ciftgi Sintflarinin Hukuki Statiisii», {/kdi, Ankara,
IX-X1, 1937-1938; Idem, «Toprak Hukuku Tarihinde Tanzimat ve 1247 (1858) Araz
Kanunnamesi», Tunzimat, Istanbul 1940, pp. 321-421; «Ciftlik », (Inalcik), Encyclopacdia
of Islam, 2nd ed. (hereafter EI?), 11, pp. 32-3.
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perpetual lease amounted to an actual possession of land by the farmer-
re’dyd. Incaddition, the state saw to it through its agents on the land,
sipahis and cadis, that third persons did not alter the original status of
the fand?. The lund and labor of the farmer-redyd were scrupulously
protected by the state against third parties who might attempt to convert
these lands into privately owned farms and reduce the peasants to
luborers, sharecroppers, or serfs on these lands.

The ¢ifi-hane system consisted of organization of agricultural produc-
tion on the basis of peasant households, hdnes, each of which was given a
¢ift or ¢iftlik, i.c., a plot of land of sufficient size to sustain one peasant
houschold and pay the «rent» 10 the landholder (the state). The size of
the ¢iftlik varied with the fertility of the soil from 60 déniim to 150+, This
was the basic agricultural unit. If a ¢ifilik was found to be divided among
several possessors, it was, as a rule, restored to its original form. Also, if
the head of the household in possession of a ¢ifilik died leaving several
sons, they were to possess it collectively. The size of household varied
according to the region.

The ¢ifi-hdne system was an integral part of the rimdr system, the basic
military institution in the classical period. In the rimdr system* control of
agricultural production, and thence of the land, is shared actually by the
state, the farmer, and the sipdhi, mounted soldier of the imperial army
living in the villages. The sipdhi was assigned a rimdr which consisted of
collecting the fixed amount of state revenue from the peasants in a
defined area of land as his salary. The assignment of rimdr gave him some
rights of control over the land; he implemented the state reguilations on

* Usually a formal contract between peasant and sipdhi acting in the name of the state
wis concluded, for an example see, Belgeler, Ankara: Tirk Tarih Kurumu, vol. X, no. 14
(1980-81), pp. 52-3, document no. 157.

* A qifilik is defined in the Kdninndmes as follows:

(Arable Land in doniims; | déniim equals 920 sq. meters)

Fertile Medium Poor Source

Aydin (1528) 60 80 130 Barkan, Kanunlar, {,
Istanbul, 1943, §-13

Erzurum (1540) 80 100 130 Ibid., pp. 66-16

Musul (Murad I11) 80 100 150 Ibid., p. 308

Sirem (Murad I11) 70-80 100-110, 120-130  Ibid., p. 308-7

80-90
Morea (1711) 80 100-120 150 Ihid., p. 326-2

* On the timdr system in general, see my, The Onoman Empire : The Classical Age, 1300-
1600, London, New Yaork 1973, pp. 104-118; O. L. Barkan, « Timar», Istam Ansiklopedisi,
Chiz 123-24, pp. 286-333.
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the transference and use of land by the peasants®. Since the timars were
indivisible and unalterable units as recorded in the survey books, the ¢ifi-
hane units too were held indivisible and unalterable in order to protect
the fixed rimdr income. The timdr system and the rigid state controlled
system of the ¢ifi-hdne was undoubtedly one of the main reasons why the
organization of agricultural production in the Ottoman Empirc re-
mained static and resistant to changes entailing other forms of landhold-
ing and production.

This system was prevalent in Anatolia and the Balkans and was closely
monitored by the state. It was considered an ideal system best suited to
the socio-political conditions of what we may call the Middle East
Empire tradition®. It was scrupulously maintained by a traditional bu-
reaucracy as the basis of a unique imperial system of the state and society.
However, despite the efforts of the central bureaucracy to safeguard state
control on state-owned lands, such lands came partly under control of
private individuals, especially during the period of decline and decen-
tralization beginning at the end of the sixteenth century’. The principal
form of alteration of the miri lands came about as a result of the Sultan’s
granting certain rights of control to the individuals on such lands. While
such rights were rarely granted during the period when centralization
and the rimdr system prevailed, they became widespread through ad-
ministrative abuses during the sixteenth century. Influential figures from
the palace or those close to palace circles obtained state lands in the form
of apanges, or property grants, and subsequently turned them into
awkdf, or trusts for pious endowments. The change in the legal status of
the land and labor on it did not in most cases involve a change in

5 The Ottoman kdaninndmes put at the beginning of cach survey book is designed to
regulate and secure the smooth functioning of the tax and land tenure system within the
framework of the simdr, for kdninnames, see EI*, 1V, pp. 562-66.

¢ No study exists examining lIslamic ik td’, Byzantine pronoiu, and Ottoman rimdr as
part of one traditional system in the Middle Eastern history; the tradition can be traced
back to the ancient Persian Empire in which the basic features of the system appear to have
their definite form and continue through the successive empires in the region.

7 The Ottoman writers on the causes of the decline at the end of the sixteenth and
seventeenth centuries focus on the widespread practice of granting the miri lands as private
property; see ‘Ayn-i "Ali, .Kuvcinin-i}il-i ‘Osmdn, Istanbul, 1289/1872; Kitih-i Miistetib,
ed. Y. Yiicel, Ankara 1974; K. Réhrborn, Untersuchungen zur osmanischen Verwaltungs-
geschichre, Berlin and New York, 1973, pp. 29-34; the author gives a partial list of sources
on the Ottoman decline, pp. 163-64; R. Murphey, «The Veliyyuddin Telhis: Notes on the
Sources and Interrelations Between Kogi Bey and Contemporary Writers of Advice 1o
Kings», Belleren, XLI, July 1979, pp. 547-72.
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the organization of production. The ¢ifi-hdne system continued and
the relationship between the farmer-re'dyd and private individuals or
awkdf was the same as under the timdr system. As before, the new-
comers were simply collectors of the «rent» in the form of dues, and
as a rule, did not attempt to reorganize the labor and production on
these lands. In brief, plantation-like farms rarely emerged on the wakf or
mulk lands from miri origin. It should be added that the state reverted,
though not so extensively and energetically as in previous centuries, some
of these lands to their original mirif status.

Big Farms on the Mawdr Lands

In the Ottoman Empire, plantation-like farms, that is, large agricul-
tural lands organized as a production unit under a single ownership and
management and usually producing for market came into being mostly
on mawdt, i.e., waste or abandoned lands outside the areas under the ¢ift-
hdne system. Prior to the eighteenth century, such big farms were usually
developed by members of the ruling class on mawdr lands, and labor on
them was mostly supplied by slaves or sharecroppers?®.

Reclamation, senlendirme or ihyd’, was accomplished under special
provisions of the Islamic Law, and encouraged by the state. The first
prerequisite to it was the introduction of some substantial improvements
in the waste land, such as the construction of water canals and
preparation for cultivation. The second requirement was thel /mdam’s
(Sultan’s) pernmussion through a special document which recognized pro-
prietary rights on the reclaimed land. The Shari'a provided mulk,
freehold status for the land reclaimed by the individuals, including non-
Muslim subjects, and the /mdm (Sultan) readily authorized reclamation
and ratified mulk character of duly reclaimed land. The state encouraged
such reclamation projects for obvious reasons: for extension of arable
land, most of which eventually became converted into a pious endow-
ment for a charitable purpose or public use. The formal procedure for
issuing a temfikndme, document of ownership, was that the promoter of
the project submitted to the Porte his project, defining the land and
specific reclamation method and objective, and asked the Sultan’s
permission. In the early period of Ottoman history we find examples of
entrepreneurs first restoring the land and later obtaining the Sultan’s

* See my «Rice Cultivation and the Celuik ci-Re“dvd System in the Ottoman Empire»,
Turcica, X1V, 1982, pp. 69-141, and «Ma"», E1?, (forthcoming).
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temlikndme. The Finance Department issued an imperial firman with the
permission. The final remlikndme was a diploma granting frechold
ownership and specified boundaries of the land. Usually a sunrndme or a
detailed document describing the land in detail after an on-the-spot
inspection was drawn up”. At the same time the new status of the land
was recorded in the mufussal defter, imperial land survey book which
served as a basis and reference in all future decisions to be made by the
central government. In the Sultan’s renilikndme, it is noted that the land
in question was originally of the mawdr category, and that when
reclaimed, it would be cultivated by the re’dyd only if they agreed to
work as paid hands and not as forced laborers. Also, their share of the
produce was to be surrendercd to them according to a proportion
predetermined in the document. Since the state did not allow the change
of status of the miri lands, most of the typical big tarms owed their
origin to the reclaimed lands.

Reclamation usually meant investment of considerable amounts of
capital and thus «entrepreneurs» were almost always members of the
higher echelons of the ruling elite, including the military and clerical.
Cases of merchants or urban guild masters owning such lands were rarely
found in the survey books before the eighteenth century. In the period
when the central bureaucracy was powerful, it was a deliberate policy
on the part of the state to favor the ruling elite while social and economic
developments with decentralization would bring about considerable
changes in the composition of the class of the «entrepreneurs» in the
eighteenth and nineteenth centuries'®.

Even in the early period, labor was sometimes supplied by re’dya
agreeing to extra work outside rimdr lands or by runaway peasants or
free re’dyd unregistered in the imperial survey books. Sharecropping was
a common mode of labor of re’dyd origin. However, it became necessary
for the «entrepreneurs» to look for labor on reclaimed lands outside the
re’dyd since the state strictly adhered to the ¢ifi-hdine system to protect its
regular source of income. On farms of mawdr origin, use of servile labor

® For an example of snurndame, sce H. inalaik, Farih Devei Uzerinde Tetkikler ve
Vesikalar, Ankara, 1954, pp. 219-223.

' See H. Inalcik, «Military and Fiscal Transformation in the Otoman Empire, 1600-
1700», Archivum Ottomanicum, V1, Leuven: Peeters, 1980, pp. 283-337: H. Inalck,
«Centralization and Decentralization in Ottoman Administrationn, Srudies in Eighteenth
Century Istamic History, ed. T. Naff and R. Owen, London and Amsterdam, 1977, pp. 27-
52
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was a general practice from the earliest times, though under various
conditions this kind of labor did not prove to be as effective as
sharecroppers!'!.

In summary, through the mulk lands from mawdr, Islamic Law
provided a legal framework to bring about large farms owned by
individuals, and the Ottoman state, as a rule, encouraged the application
of this legal device to expand the area of such lands.

A typical example of a project of this type in the mid-sixteenth century
is a project for rice cultivation near the village of Yenice, submitted by
Feridin Ahmed Beg and the Grand Vizier Sokollu Mehmed!2. They
proposed jointly to spend their own money to build a dam and canals to
secure water from the Sakarya river. The total length of the canals is
estimated at 17,000 zird “ or 12,876 meters. They proposed to grow rice by
irrigating the land fallen into disuse near the village of Galti and others,
and predicted to be able to sow 75 mud of seed in the area (one rice nud
= 256.4 Kgr.). The maintenance of the dam and the canals was to be
performed by the lounders.

They therefore applied for a firman through the department of finance
granting the Sultan’s permission for the project. The total amount to be
sown was fixed at 50 mud for Mehmed Pasha and 25 mud for Ahmed
Beg. The produce was to be shared equally between them and the re'dya
and others who chose to work for them. The tithe due to the timdr-
holders was to be paid by the peasants out of their share. From their
share, Mehmed Pasha and Ahmed Beg vowed to meet the expenses for
burning three candles or candalabra at the mausoleum of Ak-Semseddin,
as well as to construct a caravanserai and five fountains in the town of
Goyniik. Mehmed Pasha promised to expend funds for the repair of the
caravan highway ruined by the flooding of the Sakarya river as well as
for repairing a damaged dam in a nearby village (Nerdivanlu). Those

"1 See H. inaleik, «Servile Labor in the Otlomun Empire», The Mutual Effects of the
Istamic aund Judeo-Christian Worlds - The Eust European Pattern, eds. A. Ascher, T. Halasi-
Kun and B.K. Kirdly, New York, 1979, pp. 25-52; and «Rice Cultivation». The
rescarchers who focused on the Ottoman agrarian system have not given a due altention on
reclamation activities and its relevance to the formation of big ¢iftlik’s. A murxist
interpretation of the formation of big ¢ifiliks in the classical period of Ottoman history is
introduced by Vera P. Mulavéieva, Agrarian Relations in the Ottoman Empire, XV-XV1.
Centuries, Sofia, 1962 (in Bulgarian), provides some insightful analyses.

’* The text in O. L. Burkan, « Vakiflar ve Temlikler», Vakflar Dergisi, 1, pp. 364-5.
Here A, Feridin is the famous author of the Miinge'dr al-Salirin and Sokollu Mehmed,
Grand Vizier, 1566-1579.
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farmers who would use the water supplied by them for their own
cultivation of cotton and other staples would be required to surrender
one half of their harvest. In the case that the land leased by Mehmed
Pasha was worked by workers paid by him, the whole produce belonged
to him. The Sultan gave his approval by a decree through the department
of finance on the condition that the timdr-holders and the re’dyd of the
area consented, and that when reclaimed, the land would be cultivated by
the re’dyd only when they agreed to work there as paid hands and not as
forced labor. Also, the peasants’ share of the produce was to be
surrendered to them according to a proportion predetermined in a
document.

The Spread of Big Farms: Mukdra'a-Malikdne System

Along with the expansion of plantation-like farms of mawdt origin,
there emerged processes leading to conversion of miri lands into big
farms in some areas especially during the Celali disturbances of the end
of the sixteenth century'*. According to a justice decree, dated 1609 '*,
influential people among the military, including kapi-kulu in the pro-
vinces, appropriated for themselves lands abandoned by the villagers as a
result of the Celdli disorders. Settling in them slaves or hired men, they
converted them into their own private estates. Because of the general
shortage of labor, lands of this sort were usually fenced and turned over
to livestock raising, thus becoming veritable ranches. Use and appropri-
ation of peasants’ lands abandoned in the periods of internal disorders
had became normal procedure in converting the re‘dva-miri lands into
estates of big landholders. (Incidentally, livestock raising, for the same
reasons, constituted prevalent economic activity on many big farms of
mawdt origin, t00).

Also, extensive lands of miri origin were converted to wak/s or
privately-owned farms mostly as a result of administrative inefficiency in
the decline period. Many villagers in debt lost their ficlds to the local
notables and military chiefs through a simple decision of the local

'3 Mustafa Akdag, Celdfi Isyanlar, 1550-1603. Ankara 1963, pp. 37-44: Fikret Adanr,
«Die Makedonische Frage», Frankfurter Historische Abhandiungen, no. 20, Wiesbaden
1979, pp. 35-41.

"4 H. Inalak, «Adiletnimeler», Belgeler, Ankara, Tirk Tarih Kurumu, 11-3/4. 1967,
pp. 126-7.
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court'®. Thus, usurers, mostly town-based military or ulema took over
the possession rights of the re ‘dyd on miri lands, and over time, as a result
of administrative inefficiency, such lands turned into privately owned
properties. Also, a special process developed from the leasing of state-
owned lands which led to conversion of miri lands into big farms: from
the earliest times the practice was established that abandoned arable
lands of miri status commonly called mezra'a or hali ¢iftlik in the survey
books were rented by the state to the individuals. These types of lands
became part of the private estates, owing to the inefficiency of govern-
ment book-keeping or abuse of the mwhdra‘a system in the decline
period. In fact, the most important development came with the changes
in the mukdta‘a or leasing-out system. During the decline period after
1600, under financial constraints the treasury leased out a growing
number of miri lands to individuals for a life term, and later, on a
hereditary basis which was called mdlik dne, so that such holdings became
virtually like property, leasers actual landlords, and peasants their
tlenants. In other words, a whole class of lease-holders (eshdb-i mukdra‘a),
now intervened between the state and peasants. Cifi-hdne as a system
continued to exist as the predominant organization of agricultural
production on these lands, but the relationship between landholder and
farmer underwent a profound change. Now leaseholders who substituted
for the state were naturally inclined to maximize their share in produc-
tion and squeeze the re'dyd labor to achieve their goals. Under a short
lease, this resulted in the ruin of the area and degeneration of ¢ifi-hane
units. For a remedy, the state introduced an extension of iltizdm, or
farming-out period, primarily with the expectation that the leasers would
be more concerned with the continuous prosperity of the area and the
re’dyvd under their control.

The leasing-out system became more widespread than ever during the
decline period, practiced not only by the state treasury, but also by
higher members of the ruling group, palace favorites, governors, and
apanageholders, who were all a kind of absentee landlord. Most of the
leascholders in the provinces emerged as a new class of provincial
notables, ayans (a‘ydn) who as on-the-spot operators, controlled a
greater part of miri lands as mukdra’a or malikdne.

'* Examples in the registres of cadi courts: see, S. Faroghi, «Land Transfer, Land
Disputes and Askeri Holdings in Ankara, 1592-1600»,| Mémorial Omer Litfi Barkan, Paris,
1980, pp. 87-99.
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The A'ydns and Ciftliks

Along with their control as lease-holder of the lands under the old ¢ifr-
héne system, the ayans also erﬁerged as a new type of «entreprencur» in
land reclamation and expansion of plantation-like farms. They were
cconomically motivated 1o maximize their revenues under both the
impact of an expanding external market, and under the pressurc of
pecuniary needs in order to sustain their position as tax farmers and
heads of local mercenary forces ',

It is assumed that in the decline period the Ottoman economy and
social structure were transformed from being based on an Asiatic Mode
of Production to being completely dependant on European capitalism
which entailed fundamental changes in the conditions of agricultural
production and peasant-landlord relations'”. This hypothesis cannot be
substantiated with the available documentary evidence. The process of
conversion of the miri or waste lands into plantation-type ¢ifiliks as a
result of commercialization of agriculture and subsequently, growing
alienation of the peasants from the land and more intensive exploitation
of cultivators by landholders were developments which affected only
certain regions which were particularly exposed to external conditions in
the Ottoman Empire !®.

The Ottoman land regime, despite these developments in certain areas
remained unchanged in its basic ¢ift-hdne structure as revealed by
contemporary Ottoman documentary evidence. It appears that we are not
justfied in seeing in the Ottoman land regime a parallelism with what was
happening in other East European countries under the impact of the

e See H. inaleik, «Centralization and Decentralization in Ottoman Empire», Studies in
Eighteenth Century Islamic Hisiory, eds. T. Naff and R. Owen, London and Amsterdam
1977, pp. 27-52.

'7 Caglar Keyder, «The Dissolution of the Asiatic Mode of Production», Econonty and
Society, V-2, pp. 178:96; H. Islamoglu and Caglar Keyder, «Agenda for Ottoman
History», Review, 1-1, 1977. 1. Wallersteins capitalist world economy and peripherilization
theory had a strong impact on interpretations on dynamics of Ottoman social change, see
note 18.

'$ In his recent work, Economic Life in Ottoman Europe, Cambridge, 1981, pp. 1-44,
Bruce McGowaun examined these points in detail on the basis of Ottoman archival
materials. There, he tried o show what particular areas were affected by the «commercial
revolution» of the eighteenth century: cf. I. Wallerstein «The Ottoman Empire and the
Capitalist World Economy: Some Questions for Research», Social and Economic History
of Turkey, 1071-1920, Papers presented 1o the First International Congress on the Social and
Economic History of Turkey, Ankara, 1980, pp. 117-22.



114 HALIL INALCIK

European-capitalist world economy '°. Apanage like land grants with
large income which were usually granted by the Sultan to the members of
the court and of the ruling class from miri lands and even madlik éne leases
should be distinguished from the plantation-like ¢iftliks since the
apanages were simply the fiscal-administrative re-arrangement in the
possession of the lands which did not necessarily bring about a change in
the ¢ifi-hidne system. As far as their economic organization was con-
cerned, they were not different from the lands where production was
based on the ¢ifi-hdne. Thus, the large apanages cannot be included in
the category of big farms under study unless their possessors re-
organized these lands as plantation-like ¢ifil/iks, which was a rare case
since most of these appanage-holders were in a position of absenteeism,
sumply leaving the collection of their incomes to their agents (kethudds
or voyvadus), usually chosen from among the influential local people.
When the system of collection of income or state revenues through such
local agents or tax-farmers became a widespread practice from the
seventeenth century on, these agents emerged over time as ayans, pro-
vincial notables controlling sources of revenue and thence land-holding
and agriculture in the provinces. In the eighteenth century, the period
1760-1808 in particular, witnessed the rise of ayans which coincided with
the growing European demand and higher prices for agricultural pro-
ducts of the Levant as a result of what is called the commercial
revolution in the West. During the new period, the ayans brought under
their control much of the miri lands under the ¢ifi-hine system as
nukdra’a or tax-farming leases?®, but at the same time, under growing
western demand, they began to open much abandoned or waste land to
agriculture, and it was mostly on the latter category of lands that we
find plantation-like farms.

The Plantation-like Ciftliks in the XVI1IIth Century

Our notion of the plantation-like ¢ift/ik in the Ottoman Empire comes
mainly from Cviji¢, Busch-Zantner, and Stoianovich?'. Physical descrip-

' Henri Stahl, Traditional Romanian Villuge Communities, trans. D. Chirot and H. C.
Chirot, Cambridge University Press, 1980.

" See my, «Centralization and Decentralization ...» referred to in note 10.

U Cvigic, La Péninsule batkanique, Paris 1918 R. Busch-Zantner, Agrarverfussung,
Gesellschaft und Siedlung in Stidosteuropa unter besonderer Beriicksichtigung der Tiirkenzeit,
Leipzig 1938 T. Stoianovich, « Land Tenure and Related Sectors of the Balkan Economy,
1600-1800%, The Journal of Economic History, X1, 1953, pp. 398-411; idem., «The
Conguering Balkan Orthodox Merchant», The Journal of Economic History, XX, 1960,
pp. 234-313.
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tions of ¢ifiliks were made by travellers in the nineteenth century: a
¢iftlik was composed of a manor where the landlord or his agent resided,
a number of huts for quértering laborers, a stone tower (a new
indispensable element) for defense against rival ayans, the stalls for the
animals, storehouses, a bakery, and a smithy. The plantation-like ¢ifilik
consisted of a whole village, or one might say that the big farm was, as a
rule, a ¢ifilik-village. As far as socio-economic features of the new ¢ifilik
are concerned, the following definition is given. The ¢ift/ik, Stoianovich
says??, «marks the transition from a social and economic structure
founded upon a system of moderate land rent and few labor services to
one of excessive land rent and exaggerated service». Stoianovich also
adds that sharecropping with field, transportation, and other services
supplement the rent given to the landlord. He labels this development
as an «internal colonialism». He also points out that the new
plantation-like ¢ifilik spread in the regions with special geographical
conditions such as coastal plains and interior basins along the arteries of
communication and involved staple agriculture with irrigation.
Furthermore, he draws attention to the fact that the expansion of the
ciftlik system was interrelated with the growing demand of European
markets for the agricultural products of the Ottoman Empire. For
example, cotton was the main staple for export from the Serez plain in
Macedonia, where some three hundred villages were divided among
several ayans, by the last decades of the eighteenth century. In the
Balkans, Thessaly, Epirus, Macedonia, Thrace, the Maritsa Valley,
Danubian Bulgaria, the Kossovo-Metohija basin, the coastal plains of
Albania and parts of Bosnia are mentioned as areas where the ¢ifilik-
village spread by the end of the eighteenth century. It should be added
that such expansion coincided with the land reclamation and improve-
ment activities in these areas?®. In other parts of the Empire, in Egypt,
Syria, and in the coastal plains of southern and western Anatolia,
parallel developments took place in an earlier or later period**.

22 «Land Tenure ...», pp. 401-2.

23 Now see B. McGowan, op. cit., pp. 121-70.

24 Mustala Soysal, Die Sicdlungs- und Landschafisentwick lung der Cukurova, Erlangen,
Vorstad der Frinkischen Geographischen Gesellschaft, 1976, pp. 38-90; Th. Kotschy,
Reise in den cilicischen Taurus diber Tarsus, Gotha 1958; G. Baer. A4 History of
Landownership in Modern Egypt, 1800-1950, London 1962; A. Abdul Rahman and Y.
Nagata, « The Iltizam System in Egypt and Turkey», Journal of Asian and African Studies,
X1V, Tokyo, 1977, pp. 169-94.



116 HALIL INALCIK

In the last three decades, the use of Ottoman archival materials has
shed new light on the question concerning the emergence of the ¢ifilik
system in the Ottoman Empire. Now the questions of how and why
changes in the social structure in the rural areas and in the internal
reorganization of agricultural production occured have been examined in
more detail and on a more solid basis. For instance, we are now able to
scrutinize the extent to which ownership of land and growing control of
labor by the land-owner were developed in connection with the rise of the
new ¢iftlik system. In addition, we are now more aware that the spread of
market-oriented large farms coincided with a parallel expansion of land
reclamation and improvement activity in the marginal lands, pastoral
and flooded lowlands in particular. We also now know that most of the
new ¢iftliks with their plantation-like structures came into being on such
lands, beyond the old miri lands with their traditional small-sized ¢ifi-
hédne units.

Here we shall take up the region of western Anatolia in order to more
closely examine the ¢ifilik formation in the eighteenth century. Detailed
lists concerning the ¢ifiliks of two great ayans, Hici Mehmed Agha,
miitesellim of Teke in southwest Anatolia and Kara ‘Osman-zide
Hiseyin Agha, miitesellim of Saruhan in western Anatolia shall be ex-
amined here. Drawn upin the years 1815 and 1816 respectively, these lists
from the estate books show the private properties left by the two ayans
upon their deaths?. The ¢iftliks entered in these lists of inheritance
cannot be mukdra‘as or state-owned lands leased out by the treasury
though originally they might have been so.

Both men were miiresellims, or agents acting on behalf of the governor
or treasury in collecting revenues and performing some other financial
and administrative functions in the sancak?®. Miitesellims were usually
selected from among the local notables with influence and wealth, and
they, in turn, used their connections with the government in increasing
their local influence and wealth, especially in terms of land. In both cases,
the total value of their hereditary properties reached approximately a

** Yuzo Nagata, Some Documents on the Big Farms ( ¢iftliks) of the Notables in Western
Anatoliu. Tokyo: Institute for the Study of Languages and Cultures of Asia and Africa,
1976.

“* For miitesellim see my «Centralization», referred to in note 16; also Y. Nagata,
Muhsin-zade Mehmed Paga ve Ayanlik Miissesesi, Tokyo, 1976: Y. Nagata, Marerials on
the Bosnian Notables, Tokyo: Institute for the Study of Languages and Cultures of Asia
and Africa, 1979,
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quater of a million groush (253,000 groush for Hiiseyin Agha and
251,000 groush for Mehmed Agha) which represents a large fortune for
the time. The composition of their fortunes was similar. It consisted of
arable land, livestock, buildings, equipment, and crops (for their relative
importance see Tables I and II).

The annual profit rate in relation to the capital invested was much
higher in Hiiseyin’s ¢iftliks (1/10, 1/6, 1/3) than in Mchmed's (1/50, 1/10,
1/7). The highest rate was realized by cash crops (cotton production in
the ¢iftliks Kara-Agagh', and Ulu-Bara in Hiiseyin’s estate and rice
grown on Mehmed’s ¢ifilik, Celtiikci). The high profit rate must have
been due to the fertility of soil as well as to closeness to the lzmir market
in the case of Hiiseyin’s ¢iftliks.

The value of the land in Huseyin’s ¢iftliks varied between ap-
proximately 11 and 30 groush per domim (1 doniim equalls 920, sq.
meters). In Mehmed’s ¢ifiliks, it was much lower (2-4 groush per doniim).
The value of land suitable for cotton and maize growing was highest (in
the ¢iftlik Kara-Agach 33 groush per doniim).

The size of ¢ifiliks varied between about 600 and 1700 doniim in
Hiiseyin’s and between 700 and 13,000 in Mehmed's estates. In the latter,
the average size was 8000 déniim or 734 hectares while in the former
about 1000 doniim or 90 hectares. According to Christo Gandev?,
¢iftliks in the Vidin region on the Danube varied between 30 and 500
hectares.

Evidently, high productivity and high value of land in Western
Anatolia accounted for the smaller size of ¢iftliks. Hiiseyin's estate was
made up of 8 ¢ifiliks, while Mehmed’s were 12 ¢iftliks of various sizes. It
is to be noted that in some ¢ifiliks, uncultivated fields were quite
numerous (in ¢ift/iks Mihiili and Ulu-Bara, for example). The estate of
Hiiseyin included three types of cifiliks: those with fields in which the
produce belonged entirely to the landlord, those combining fields of the
former with fields rented to the re‘dyd, and those ¢iftliks which were
simply leased to tenants.

It appears that the first type of ¢iftlik was the standard type with all the
features of a plantation-like large farm. Since the share of labor was not
deducted from the yield in the final accounts, we assume that the produce
in these ¢ifiliks belonged entirely to the lanlord, and that labor was
wage-labor. With the second type of ¢iftlik, part of the fields were rented

27 See note 37.
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to the re’dyd who met the rent by surrendering part of the produce at the
rate of one dlgek (i.e. measure or kile equal to 25.656 Kg) of barley and a
‘lmlfr)'/('vk of wheat per diniim. In the ¢ifilik Kayisgilar, the rent was paid
m cash (at a predetermined rate). The first type of ¢ifilik comprised
everything to make it a complete production unit: animal force for
ploughing, threshing, and transport, ploughs, wagons, and other tools
slat?les, storehouse for crops, simple houses and shacks to accommodal(;
agrlcgllural workers (¢iftei odalart) and even grocery shop. Horse
breeding also seemed to have been an important occupation on most of
l.he ¢iftliks of Kara ‘Oyman-zide Hiiseyin. In the capacity of nuitesel-
lim, Hiiseyin had to maintain a small security force, and during the wars,
had to increase their number and join the Sultan’s army.

. After land, pairs of oxen for ploubghing proved to be the most
important and costly component of a ¢ifilik. It can be said that each
(’(:/?/ik in Hiiseyin’s estate employed one pair of oxen for every 140 or 160
doniin ofland (Mihiili and Ulu-Bara were not typical in this respect since
there existed too many uncultivated fields at the time of recording). In
M;hmed Agha’s estate, the ratio shows too great a difference from one
¢iftlik 1o another to give any example. Apparently, in the ¢ifiliks Hacilar
and Celtiikci, cattle breeding was an important occupatidn. Epidemics
appear to have caused great losses of oxen with disruptive consequences
foragriculture. Mehmed Agha lost 26 oxen out of 40 on the ¢ifi/ik imhan
before the listing. »

Becguse of the high costs of maintaining agriculture and the shortage
of agricultural labor in many areas, ¢iftlik owners preferred to convert
their farms into cattle ranches or dairy farms (mandira) supplying oxen
for rzeighboring villages and dairy products to nearby towns. The rate of
profit were much higher in such ¢iftliks and most of these ¢iftliks were
fqund near cities. Examples can be given not'only for the eighteenth and
mineteenth centuries, but as far back as the sixteenth century. At any rate,
cattle and sheep breeding had always been an important occupation in
the large ¢iftliks, unlike the ordinary re'dya ¢iftliks?®. Yegen tehmed
Agha, voyvoda of Tire, had several ¢ifiliks devoted predominant.ly to
cattle breeding?°. In the ¢iftlik Kara-Yunusly, for example, there were
[13 cattle and 28 horses, but little agriculture.

2y Inale it H ; 1

. H. Inaleik. «Capital Formation in the Ottoman Empire», The Journal of Economic
History. 29, 1969, pp. 97-140. A

Y. Nagata, Some Documents, pp. 5-11.
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In the ¢iftliks dircctly exploited, we find a diversified agriculture with
wheat, barley, cotton, and maize being the main crops cultivated. In
Hiiseyin’s two ¢iftliks (Kara-Agagh and Ulu-Bara), cotton, however,
made up the greater part of the income. Even there, though, we cannot
speak of a monoculture. Cotton was one of the principal export items of
the region since the fifteenth century>’. There were also vineyards and
orchards which made up only a small part of the ¢ifiliks.

The greater part of the land on the majority of the cifiliks of Hilseyin
were rented to the re’dyd or free peasants. Usually, the rent was paid in
kind from the produce of the land and sometimes in cash (in Kayiggtlar).
The third type of ¢iftlik leased by Hiiseyin brought an important income
as mu‘accele, i.e., down-payment made at the moment of leasing and as
jcar or yearly rent. This type of ¢ifilik was of relatively small size, 150,
250, or 1200 déniim. In the directly exploited fields (first type), hired
hands seem to have been the standard form;of labor, with the landlord
supplying all means of production: land, seeds, plough, oxen, beasts of
burden, as well as accomodations. The totality of the yicld belonged to the
landlord. Mentioned in the ¢iftliks of Hasan Agha in Central Anatolia,
in the lists published by Yuzo Nagata*!, sharecropping was a traditional
form of agrarian labor, and seems to have been replaced by hired labor
on the more advanced market-oriented ¢iftliks in western Anatolha.

~ Most of the ¢iftliks of the Kara ‘Osman-zide family had the physical

features of a typical ¢ifi/ik as portrayed by western travellers. Our estate
lists include costly konaks, i.e., mansions with kiosks and coffee rooms
with separate watch towers of stone or earth. In addition, there were
¢iftci odalart, or rooms for farmers, stables, and storchouses.

Big Ciftliks in the Vidin Region

In a study published in 19432, I examined the emergence of the big
¢iftlik owners in the Vidin region and concluded that the Bulgarian
peasant insurrection of 1850 broke out primarily as the result of the
socio-economic conflict between peasants and ¢ifilik owners. The key
process which gave rise to the emergence of big ¢iftlik owners in the Vidin

30 H. Tnalotk, «Osmanh Pamuklu Pazan, Hindistan ve ingiltere: Pazar Rekabetinde
Emek Maliyetinin Roliin, Middle East Technical University. Studies in Development,
Special Issue, 11, 1979-1980, pp. 13-6.

31 «Some Documents ...», pp. 18-23.

32 Tunzimat ve Bulgar Meselesi, Ankara, 1943 (with a summary in French). pp. 90-2.
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region of northwest Bulgaria was the leasing out by public auction of
state-owned lands to individuals. This type of lease was applied from the
earliest times in the Ottoman Empire to the state-owned arable lands
which were not actually in the possession of the re'dyd and not under
cultivation. The treasury leased such lands, wherever available, to
increase state revenues. Such lands, referred to as mukdra’a, were given
to individuals on the basis of perpetual lease inherited only by direct male
lineage, as was the case with the re'dyd ¢ifilik possession. The possession
document was called rapu. At the time of the lease, the lessee made a
down-payment to the treasury called icdre-i mu'accele. This correspon-
ded to rapu paid by the re’dyd to get possession of miri land, and it
amounted to only one year’s income of the land in question. Anyone
willing to pay Lhe icdre, or rent, could take possession of such land. This
was a general practice known as far back as the fifteenth century when it
first appeared in Ottoman land surveys. Urban people willing to make
profitable investments acquired mukdra’a lands. For them, profitability
was a decisive factor and so usually when such mukdra’a lands proved to
be profitable producing such marketable crops as rice, cotton, and
sesame, as well as favorably located for transportation, they found lessees
among city dwelling investors. In Vidin, there was nothing new in this
respect. What was new was that in the period 1760-1850, Central
European markets began to offer higher prices for the agricultural
products of this Danubian province with easy transportation possibi-
lities *3. The vast uncultivated arable land belonging to the treasury now
became an attractive investment area. The treasury, however, leased the
land only to the Muslim aghas since the area was a strategically sensitive
one. Such landholdings, each comprising a whole area of a village was
called a ¢ifilik. According to a document?*, the Christian peasants did
not have land in their possession because the Vidin province was located
on the frontier and the Muslim population consisted of only a few
thousand. So, in order to encourage their concern with the safe-keeping
of the fortress of Vidin, each village in the area was given with a rapu to
an agha, notable or commander of a garrison unit. Furthermore, a
special regulation forbade the sale of the miri lands to Christian peasants.

** The expansion of market coincided with the extension of the capitulary privileges to
western nations, see «Imtiyazits (H. inaleik), EI7] 1V see also McGowan, op. cit., pp. 1-
44,

L Inaderk, Tanzimar ve Bulgar Meselesi. p. 95.



THE CIFTLIKS OF HACT MEHMED AGHA, MUTESELLIM OF TEKE

Qutlittings Produce (in yiik)
Cifrhiks Fields (in doniim) Animals Value (in groush)y
cart storehouse seeds cottage wheat barley millet
1. imhan. Ndhive of istanos 8000 40 oxen, 14 left 2 4 millet 243 162 39 20.000
after epidemic 32 kex!
2. Kargin, Ndhive of Istanos 9324 11 oxen 2 millet 40 197 157 51 20.000
(155 plots) 20 kevl
1 orchard
3. Manay, Ndhive of Istanos 9500 8 oxen wheat 3 120 37 3 10.000
2 unfit 16 kel
millet
20 ke
4. Goban, Kuzd of Elmah 950 23 oxen 2 237 79 S3 15.500
5. Kwlagag, Kaza of Kizitkaya 8000 24 oxen, | left 2 2 millet 22 200 141 10 20.000
after epidenic S8 kevl
6. Pinarbagi. Kazd of Tefenni 13.000 S0 oxen | wheat 16 75 1.5 Tt 10.000
[ orchard 47 vk,
barley
10 viik,
millet
5.5 viik
7. Pinarbasi, Kuzd of 8900 7 oxen, 2 cows, 2 19 12,500
Kemer-Hamid 5000 pastureland 13 horses
8. Hacilar, Kazd of Burdur 1800 66 oxen, 5 donkey i 2 15.000
3 buffalo, 1 horse
9. Celtikci, Kazd of Aglasun 12,000 234 oxen 798 584 118 60,000
3 vineyards rice yield
not included
10. Ivazkoy, Kazd of Aglasun ? 142 oxen — 278 263 30.000
11. Zivind, Ndhive of Istanos 10,000 22 oxen. | cow, - 55 624 411 25.000
97 goats
12. Yuva. Ndhiye of istanos 700 10 oxen 2 2 millet — — — 15.000
(7 plots) 26 kevl
Total 253.000
| kevl = 14 okka = 17,959 kg




THE EMERGENCE OF BIG FARMS. (fFTLIKS 121

Another innovation in the system was the growing tendency to
consolidate possession rights of the aghas on the nuikdia’a lands, thereby
making them actual proprictors. This tendency was reinforced by the
liberal views on fand ownership introduced by the reformers of the
nincteenth century under Western influence. When, in 1839, the Rescript
of Tanzimar abolished corvée?? the Bulgarian peasants did not want to
perform corvée services which actually were regarded as corresponding
to the rent. The aghas argued that the rent was to be remitted, since they
said, the Ottoman subjects are «lawful possessors and proprietors (smulik
ve nuitasarrify of their land, no one can occupy and cultivate someone
else’s land without consent and compensation».

It was through renting from the aghas that the Christian peasants were
able 1o get and cultivate the land on these ¢ifiliks. On the other hand, the
lands sull directly under state control were farmed out, first to tax
farmers who, as a kind of middlemen, rented them to the peasants. Thus,
in both cases peasants were simple rent-paying tenants. After the
declaration of the Tunzimdr reforms in 1839, the state tried to stop the
sale by rapu of state lands to aghas. The Sultan’s special order was
required for the validity of such sales, but still the aghas managed to
obtain possession of twenty villages after the date. Also, conversion of
commons, pasture land, and forest areas (the possession of which was
acquired by the rapu system) into’ ¢iftlik land seems to have gamed
momentum during this period.

The dicrer-i arddi or rent on the aghas™ ¢ifrlik lands was not @ simple
rent but involved various payments and services which were actually the
combination of some old feudal customs. The peasant had to pertorm tor
the agha corvée services for two months @ year, and deliver a certain
portion of his produce, namely 25 okka or 31 kg from cach crop he
grew, 30-40 ok ka of maize per cart, one okka cheese for every ten sheep
in addition to one cartload of wood or 12 groush instead, and 3/10
groush per doniim of vineyard.

There were additional dues paid to aghas for bechives, pasture land,
etc. The total sum of all the payments made by the peasant was estimated
to be equal to or even greater than the taxes paid to the state. The obliga-
tions established by custom for the stewards or agents of the aghas were to
be added to all this. In sum, the so-called agalik or gospodarhk regime in

Y5 See H. inalak. «Application of Tanzimdt and its Social Eectss. Archivum
Ouomanicum, V, 1973, pp. 97-128.
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the Vidin region was characterized by a combination of the new (ifrfik
system with the old Ottoman feudal customs. The continuation of the
feudal services and dues made the conditions particularly onerous for the
peasants in this region. The Bulgarian Anezes, notables who coveted the
position of Muslim aghas on the prospering ¢iftliks, provided leadership
for peasants’ rebellions in the region in the 1840°s. The peasant protest
waus primartly against corvée services, and feudal customs and dues in
particular, since the declaration of the Tunzimdr reforms promised to put
an end to the old Ottoman regime throughout the empire.

The reaction of the Tunzimdr administration to the situation is
particularly interesting. The administration first abolished the corvées.
Upon the protest, however, of the aghas who argued that they had the
ownership of the land, and since the corvées corresponded to the rent
(hak k-1 ardddiy, the government asked both sides to reach an agreement
between themselves. The aghas could not give up the labor with the most
favorable conditions for themselves. Without the labor, the ¢ift/iks could
not continue. The ultimate goal of the peasants and even more so of the
knezes was 10 get possession of land which originally belonged to the
state. For these reasons, a real reform could not be worked out. Only the
corvée service for cultivation was abolished in return for an increase in
the proportion ol the produce to be delivered to the agha. The Tanzimdr
administration, under the influence of the western view of land posses-
sion and proprictory rights, eventually espoused the view of the ¢ifilik
owners, while the Christian re'dyd were aware of the original state
ownership of the ¢ifilik lands. In other words, Tunzimdr liberalism,
though against corvée, confirmed and reinforced the rights ol the
landowners on land. Under the Tanzimdr, the old Ottoman rapu system
or leasing state lands on a permanent basis was in the process of turning
these lands into a real proprietorship for the aghas. Later, the hereditary
rights on such lands were further extended and the aghas’ exploitation of
the peasant labor worsened. In 1850, a government report*® confessed
that the aghas «reduced the peasant almost to slavery» on their ¢iftliks.
The inspector sent to investigate the situation proposed as the only
radical reform to prevent the renewal of the insurrection the abolition of
the gospodarlik regime and leasing the land to the peasants. The down-
payment (muaccele) made by them would be used to compensate the
dispossessed aghas. The proposal became law, but the government

M Tanzimat ve Bulgar Meselesi, p. 98.
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confirmed the state’s proprietary rights on all such lands. As under the
tapu system, the peasant was now to acquire permanent tenancy rights by
making a preliminary down-payment (smu’accele). This simply meant the
return to the old ¢ifi-hiine system, and the replacement of the aghus by
the re’dyd on state lands.

The re’dya, however, did not want to recognize the state's rights either,
and claimed a pure and simple transfer of the land without having to pay
any rent or Jease money. These details from the Vidin region can
illustrate how explosive the social implications of the ¢ifilik system were
in the Ottoman Empire.

Christo Gandev, who studies the ¢iftlik regime in the same area
through local sources from the cadi court records of Vidin 7, gives more
details about the internal organization of the ¢iftfiks and the relationship
between the Christian farmers and Muslim landowners. According to the
more typological interpretation of this historian, the new ¢ifilik system
which emerged in this region under the economic incentive of the central
European market by the second half of the eighteenth century had all the
characteristics of «une mode capitaliste d’exploitation». In other words,
the new ¢iftliks were created by urban investors of every social
background with the purpose of producing export crops for the Austrian
market. The uncultivated state fands or waste lands were bought, and
transformed into frechold land properties. The labor force was supplied
by the growing numbers of landless«prolétarisé» peasants who worked
in the ¢ifiliks as paid agricultural workers, or sharecroppers. Seasonal
wage labor was also hired at the harvest time. Profit being the only
concern of these capitalist landlords, the rent was increased and inferior
working conditions were imposed upon the workers, while in the
typically feudal ¢ifliks, regulations and customs put restrictions on
the exploitation of labor. The agricultural workers on the new «capital-
ist» ¢iftliks constituted a mass of serfs cruelly oppressed and exploited. In
the Vidin region, Gandev continues, the average size of a ¢iftlik varied
between 30 and 500 hectares. Besides the landlord’s mansion and a large
courtyard, a typical ¢ift/ik included shacks for workers, storchouses,
stables, mills, slaughterhouses, presses, etc. On these ¢ifiliks, the number
of oxen for ploughing varied from 5-12, while large herds of sheep, cattle,
and horses were bred. Thus, the new «capitalist» type ¢iftlik was a
plantation-like farm in its purpose and organization.

7 Ch. Gandev, «L'apparition des rapports capitalistes dans I"économie rurale de la
Bulgarie du nord-ouest au cours du X VI siéclen, Erudes Historigues. Softa: Académic
des Sciences de Bulgarie, 1960, pp. 207-220.
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Gandev's observations on the organization of the ¢ifilik in terms of
physical arrangement, employment, and the relationship between land-
lord and labor suggest similar features in the ¢iftliks in Rumelia and
Anatolia. But 1 cannot agree with his theory about the origin and
cvolution of the new ¢ifiliks which had to do more with the miri and
nmuikdta’a than reclamation of new lands. .

H. L

POSTSCRIPTUM

[n his important paper based mainly on French consular reports, Gilles
Veinstein, «Ayin de la région d'lzmir et le commerce du Levant
(deuxicme moiti¢ du XVIIE siccle)» (Revue de 'O ccident musulman et de
la Méditerranée, XX, 1975, Aix-en-Provence, 131-147) rightly empha-
sizes that «si les deux fyiin (Karaosmanoglu Mustafa and Araboglu) doi-
vent bien leur fortune au blé et au coton, ce n'est pas, selon le consul
(Charles de Peyssonnel), en tant que producteurs mais en tant que gouver-
neurs, quautorités administratives, liscales, quils en profitent; ici, com-
me dans tout le reste de sa correspondance, il ne montre aucunement en
cux ces proprictaires de vastes ¢ifilik travaillés par une main-d’eeuvre ser-
vile, ou mcme de «réserves» de type [codal, développant sur une grande
¢ehelle, en fonction du commerce curopéen, les cultures dexportation,
donton nous brosse parfois le portrait» (p. 136). Yuzo Nagata's article on
the ¢ifiliks of the Karaosmanoglu (Kara ‘Osmin-oglu) family came only
one year after Veinstein's (see G. Veinstein's review of it Turcica, XX,
296-7).

The list of the ¢ifiliks privately owned by Mustafa’s successor Hiiseyin
Kara-"Osmin-zade did not, of course, include the nurt mukara‘as (state-
owned lands under tax farming) ; but they stillamounted to a large landed
property, obviously organized, at least in part, into certain farms in
several villages the organization of which appears quite different from
the traditional peasant family farm.

I still fully agree with G. Veinstein on the point that Mustafd
Kara-"Osmin-zide, founder of the family fortune, called by Peyssonnel
as «le plus riche et le plus avide de I'Empire ottoman» (Veinstein,
138), owed his fortune mainly not to the production of his ¢iftliks
but to his financial operations as usurer, tax-farmer and controller of
trade between European merchants and Turkish producers.
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While G. Veinstein says that «il faut décidément écarter a propos de
ces aghas I'image de grands propriétaires fonciers» (p. 137 note 28) and
distinguished them from the ayans of Rumili (those of Serez, p. 136-137)
they nevertheless can be compared, in their capacity ol controlling
land and production — and trade — under the system ol nuekdra’u-
iltizam, with the ayans in the other parts of the empire. In the rest of his
paper, G. Veinstein gives ample evidence of this from the reports of the
Peyssonnels.

The second important point G. Veinstein makes on the basis of the
evidence provided by the French consular reports covering the period
1748-1778 is that the increasing importance for the rising cotton
industries in France of the cotton of Western Anatolia in addition to the
traditional wheat exports constituted the basis of the economic-financial
activities and wealth and power of these ayans (for cotton see my article
in note 30).

Itis sale to say thatin the cighteenth century changes were definitely
taking place, under the impact of Europe, in certain coastal arcas of the
Ottoman Empire which ultimately led to the reorganization of agrarian
production. I believe the evidence supplied by the French consular
reports do not contradict but rather confirms the characteristics of these
changes which we tried to demonstrate in our paper.

Also. mention should be made of a typical situation which G,
Veinstem stresses i his paper. It is extremely interesting o observe
through consular reports the peculiar conthiet of mterests between the
ayans who were trying to maintain their control or «monopoly» on the
export trade of principal staples  cotton and wheat  tfrom Western
Anatolia and the French who were trying to break this «monopoly» by
attempting to penetrate into the producing arcas and buy these goods at
lower rates (G. Veinstein, pp. 138-42). At times, the French tried to reach
their goal by approving the Porte’s centralization policies against the
ayans. But in general, foreign trading nations found the ayans more
cooperative and useful for their trade for the very reasons the Porte had
allowed them 1o survive. In other words, the ayans had a long term
interest and concern in protecting agriculture and trade in their re-
spective areas while governors and tax-farmers with shortterim tenure
were, as a rule, trying to realize quick gains without being much con-
cerned with long-term prosperity of the arca under their authority.



