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THE QUESTION OF THE CLOSING OF THE BLACK SEA
UNDER THE OTTOMANS

A. THE BLACK SEA REGION
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should form a closely knit economic unit. T'he Northern Black Sea,
with its immediate hinterland in Moldavia, the Crimea, the Dasht
(the steppe area between Kuban and Akkerman) and Circassia,
sparsely inhabited and producing in surplus great quantities of
grains, meat, fish and other animal products, on the onec hand, and
the Southern Black Sea, extending into Asia Minor and the Aegean,
with exports of Mediterranean products suclh as wine, olive oil,
fruits, cotton and rice as well as certain manufactured goods, on
the other, constituted two integral parts of a regional cconomy.
This regional trade was of basic importance, keeping the whole
area economically healthy even at times when the International
trade between Central Asig and the Mediterranean countries or the
Arab lands and those of the North might slacken. "I'he analysis of
the customs registers of the 1480°s will, I lope, sufficiently illustrate
this point.

It should be stressed that Istanbul played a key role in the for-
mation of this highly developed regional economy; while the city

depended heavily for its provisions in wheat, meat and salt on the
Northern Black Sea, this area in turn was dependent not only on
the stimulus of the Istanbul market to maintain its export produc-
tion level but also on the import from that great transit center of
many of its basic commoditjes : silk and cotton cloths of Asia Minor,
fine woolens of Kurope, arms, minerals, paper, spices, drugs, sugar
and all kinds of manufactured goods. Istanbul imported by sea from
the North itg bulky necessities at the lowest prices possible, while
the North realized high profits for its foodstuffs in the crowded
capital of the Empire. Istanbul’s spectacular growth under the
Ottomans from a population of 30 to 50 thousand in the 1450°s to
over 300.000 in the first half of the sixteenth century! was made
possible, obviously, by an increase in the supply of essential com-
modities, most of which came f{rom the Northern Black Sca area.
The growing demand of the imperial capital for foodstuffs and raw
materials brought about an extension of animal husbandry and
wheat cultivation in the steppes of the Crimean peninsula and even
in the Dashe among the Nogays. It is interesting to note that in
response to the growing wheat demand from Istanbul, the Crimeans
exploited slave labor on a large scale to put the steppe area in the

F. For Istanbul’s population see H. Inalcik, Istanbul, Encyclopae-
dia of Islam, second cdition, vol. [y, 238 - 24y,
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Crimea under cultivation. It is reported that the slave population
of Cossack origin in the Crimea thus employed numbered four
hundred thousand and that there were six thousand agricultural
estates as against one thousand six hundred villages!. Slave raids
into Russia, Poland aund Circassia, were, for the Crimeans, a regular
business venture, through which they supplied the Crimea and the
slave markets of Istanbul, Bursa and other Anatolian cities. Novo-
selskij has calculated from Russian archival sources that in the
period 1607 - 1645 alone, the Crimeans took 126.840 slaves® In brief,
already in the fifteenth century, the Black Sea area was totally
integrated into the Ottoman imperial economy, of which Istanbul
had been made the center. It was the policy of focusing on Istanbul
which entailed the prohibition of the export of certain goods from
the Black Sea area on foreign merchant ships. Mehmed the Con-
queror, in building up his empire around the city of the Caesars,
concerned himself above everything else with its repopulation and
with the promotion of its trade and industries®: just as he trans-
ferred urban populations, artisans and merchants in particular, from
conquered cities, among them Amastris (1460), T'rebizond (1461) and
Caffa (1475), so also from the very beginning he took mecasures to
ensure the provisioning of the city with foodstuffs and raw mate-
rials. l.ogically he was led to control the export of these goods
beyond the Straits by the Italians. Whenever a shortage or a famine
occurred the export of necessities was prohibited, and then, later
on, allowed again only reluctantly. Awmong the things the export
of which would be prohibited were included grains, cotton, leather,
beeswax, lard and slaves, as well as other items considered stra-
tepic?. ‘I'o enforce the prohibition, inspection of foreign vessels

—; Evliya GCelebi, Seydhatndme, vol. VII {Istanbul 1928) p. 6or1.

li\'liyé/'s figures are usually grossly exaggerated.
3. On the slave trade in the Ottoman empire see H. Inalcik, Slevery
in the Ottoman Empire, ‘The Mutual Effects of the Islamic and the Judeo -
Christian Worlds : The East European Pattern, New York 1978. A. A. No-
voselskij, Struggle of the Muscovite State Against Tatars in the Seventeenth
Century, Moscow 1948, pp. 416 - 136 (in Russian).

. See M. Inmalcik, fstanbul, pp. 225-238; also H. Inalcik, The
Policy of Mehmed 1I Toward the Greek Population of Istanbul and the Byzantine Buil-
dings of the City, Dumbarton Oaks Papers 23-24 (1960 - 1970) 231 - 249.

7. Here is an example of such an export prohibition from 1560’s
(A collection of documents, Veliyyiddin Library, Istanbul no. 1970, p. Ib):
«The following are the goods the export of which are prohibited : prain,
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was made mandatory at the castles on the Bosphorus and sometimes
at the Dardanelles!. As will be discussed later on this did not mean
a total prohibition of trade and closing of the Black Sea, although
the unusual growth of Istanbul in the second half of the sixteenzh
century and frequent shortages and famines did compell the govern-

ment to take increasingly stringent measures against foreign trade
on the Black Sea.

'It should be emphasized that as a result of the restrictions on
navigation Istanbul became the principal market for goods of the
Black Sea area. ‘I'he Ottoman Sultans as the Byzantine FEmperors
before them consciously pursued the policy of making their capital
the main market for foreign traders.

B. THE OTTOMAN EXPANSION AND THE CLOSING OF THE BLACK SEA

It was the declared policy of the Ottomans from the start not
to allow any Latin sovereignty to survive in the Balkans or in
Anatolia. Appropriating for themselves the heritag of Byzantium,
they considered all the territories and fortresses in lLatin hands to
be under a form of usurpation. KEven if they agreed later to a Latin
presence in the form of foreign trading communities, the territorial
rights of the Latins were never respected ® In 1387, Venice f{ailed
tot(?lly in negotiations with Murad I to vet a pic:ce of land at Scu-
tnrl., facing Pera, on which to set up a commercial center with
capitulary guarantees®. I'here is no single case of the Ottomans
granting such a territorial concession to any foreign nation.

ﬁlll)[)m}\\'del’, liorses, cotton, cotton thread, lead, beeswax, leather, tallow
Fhe following are added later on: raw leather, morocco leather a'heepskin.
s‘quhur and pitch.s For goods prohibited under Mehmed |1 seeykdmlnnamej‘
Sultani ... ed. R, Anhegger and H, Inale: k, Ankara 1950, p. s59.

t 1. See note 1, p. 83 below. \ ‘

9 2. See H. Inalcik, Imtiyazar, El*, IV, pp. 1180 -84, The so-called
streaty» of 1353 with the Genoese of Pera was simply an amnesty document
(unzﬁu-mime) granted by the Sultan within the framework of the Islamic Law
which did not recognize any territorial rights, '
|,A L S’ee W. Heyd, Histire du commerce du Levant, 1, ed. F. Ra ynaud,
Paris 1'930, P- 259-60; cf. N. Torga, La politique vénitienne dans les eaux de lu
J{er Noire, p. 309-18; F. Thiriet, Régestes des déliberations du senat de Ve-
nise concernant la Romanie, 1, Paris and The Mague, 1958, p. 165, no. o78.
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choice, since the navies of Umur Ghazi, and Sarukhan-oghlu were
effectively neutralized by the Holy League, and all the ghdzis of
Western Anatolia were now turning their eyes toward the Ottomans
for leadership in the ghazd, '

Immediately after the incorporation of the northern part of the
Karesi principality the area was organized for ghazd as an Ottoman
frontier sandjak, with Biga (Pegai) as its center, under the leader-
ship of Siillevman Pasha. The new sandjak had important sea bases
at Lapseki (I.ampsacus), Aydindjik (near Cyzicus) and Kemer (Kera-
mides), which in Byzantine times had sheltered corsairs preying on
the merchant ships travelling between the Bosporus and the Dar-
danelles. It was from Kemer in 1352 that the main Ottoman forces
were to embark for their decisive conquest of the isthmus of the
Gallipoli peninsula.

The struggle for the control of the Kastern Aegean and the
Straits, which broke out between Genoa on the one hand and
Venice, Aragon and Byzantium on the other in 1348 (especially the
Genoese reconquest of Scios from the Byzantines and their con-
struction of new fortifications at Pera), was principally responsible
for creating the circumstances which made the Ottoman settlement
on Kuropean soil possible.

The details of the first Ottoman - Genoese cooperation on the
Straits, which was to maintain its strategic importance for a cen-
tury, are worth recapitulating here. The negotiations with the
Genoese ambassadors, two Peran citizens, Filippo Delomede and
Bonifazio Sauli, sent by the admiral of the Genoese fleet, ended
with a formal treaty of alliance between Sultan Orkhan and the
Genoese. The Genoese promised to pay tribute, which, in the eyes
of the Ottomans, put Pera under Ottoman protection. During the
war, in fact, the Ottomans supplied the Genoese with one thousand
archers, who were stationed at Pera and on the Genoese ships.
Thesc forces defended Pera in the summer of 1351, when the city
was besieged by joint Venetiap - Byzantine forces. Orkhan, himself,
with his army, met Doria on the southern shores of the Bosporus
at Chalcedon. Fellowing the crucial battle of the Bosporus (Febru-
ary 1352) between the Genoese armada and the allied fleet of Ve-
nice and Aragon, the Genoese cited with praise the ajd given them
by Orkhan. John VI Cantacuzenus, surrounded in his capital by
Ottoman and Genoese forces after the battle, had to submit to a
treaty of peace with the Genoese on May 6, 1352. The treaty for-
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Jenetians
bade that Greek territories or seamen be \fs?d by thhe t\erritorial
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under constant threat!. During Murad I’s reign Gallipoli was turned
into a naval base, but even then it continued to be threatened by
the Venetians until full Ottoman control was established over the
Dardanelles in 1452. The Venetian fleet first appeared before the
Ottoman Gallipoli in 13882

Beyazid I (1389 - 1402), in his determination to secure mastery
of the Straits, constructed an inner harbor at Gallipoli to accomo-
date his fleet, and a castle on the Bosporus, Anadolu - Hisar1.
Nevertheless Ottoman naval forces were not strong enough to pre-
vent Marshall Boucicaut from sailing past Gallipoli on his way to
bring relief to Constautinople in 1399. At any rate the Venetian
Senate passed decisions to sejze Gallipoli at various dates: in 1402,
during the war of 1423-1430, and in T444. In 1416 the Venetians
under Pietro I,oredano destroyed the Ottoman fleet in front of
Gallipoli, and in 1429 Silvestro Mocenigo launched an attack on
the inner harbor in an attempt once again to destroy the Ottoman
fleet. To protect its merchant ships in the Dardanelles, Venice was
forced, from the 1400’ on, to mount arbalestriers on them, and to
send warships to the Dardanelles, and sometimes as far as Istanbul.
Tenedos was used by the Venetians during this period as base from
which to monitor navigation through the Straits3,

The years 1431-1451 are considered the best years of the
Venetian trade in Constantinople, with the Venectians obtaining
there alum, copper, beeswax, hides and lumber from the Black Sea
area. The Ottomans followed a peaceful policy towards Venice
during this time except in the period 1444- 1446 In those years
Venice joined the Crusaders’ navy in attempting to cut off Ottoman
communications on the Straits, and hoped to occupy Gallipoli and
Salonica, and even Scutari on the Asiatic side of the Bosporus?.
In the fall of 1444, when the collapse of the Ottoman power was
thought imminent, an event of historic significance took place on
the Bosporus: Murad II crossed the Strait under the protection of

"1, see I Beldiceanu - Steinherr, La conquéte d’Adrianople par
les Tures, Travaux et Mdémoires d’histoire et civilisation byzantines [ (1965)
439-61; cf. my chapter in The Crusades, V.
2. H o Inalcik, Gelibolu, EI* p. ¢83-84; lorga,
tienne, p. 14-15.
?)3. Ibid.

La politique véni-

4. F. Thiriet, La Romanie vénitienne au moyen uge, Paris 1959, p. 427
5.

. Thiriet, Les régestes, nos. 2651, 2068.

i
8
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artillery placed on the spot where later Mehmed 11 would build his
Boghaz - Kesen castle. One of the Byzantine ships trying to hinder
the Sultan’s passage was sunk by gunfire®

».
an victory at Varna Constantinople was doom-

After the Ottom
ed. Mehmed II realized that now lie had the weapon not only to
t also to cut off the Straits

demolish the walls of Constantinople bu

Under the protection of his navy he built on the
a - Hisar (Anadolu- Hisari) a castle «so that» as
Kritovoulos put it® «he might control as much of the shore as pos-
sible for the sake of the stone hurling machines ... They were not
all in a straight line, but pointed in various directions at the deep
water and guarded both approaches ... and in this way he united
tinents and placed the crossing under his own control.»
astles were built on both sides of the

Dardanelles and huge guns were placed to cut off the passage of
ships coming from the Mediterranean?® After the conquest of Con-
stantinople when in 1462 war seemed imminent against Venice, the
Conqueror extended and reinforced these two castles to make his
capital city invulnerable.
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ed his absolute sovereignty
astles
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opposite side of Ake
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At the same time two ¢
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Venetian Antonio Erizzo, carrying a cargo of grains
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way.
the ship of the
for Constantinople, was sunk by
25, 1452) upon his refusal to obey®.

n1. See H. Inalctk, Fitih Devri {zerinde Tethkikler ve Vesikalar, Ankara
1954, pPp. 7L -2
History of Mehmed the Conqueror, trans. CharlesT. Riggs, Prince-
also see A. Gabriel, Chateaux turcs de Bosphore,

Boghaz-i¢i, E1*, 1, pp. 1251 - 523 E. H. Ayverdi,
) 626-62, 617-24.

Ji2
ton 1954, pPp- 20- 21,
Paris 1943; V. Parry,
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23
nelles’ Gun at the Tower,
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Efoulkes, The “Durda-
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Wficlo di S ,g()g-f:ﬁ- (‘1403'- 1475), 3 vols. Atti della Societa Ii‘ru[izo:ilfl 961

sa Pt s 5795 W. Heyd, Ihid, 11, pp. 360-j07; 4Fb B« 1 L'm.
, the Conqueror and his Time, ed. W. C. Hick ’ ’ .

. . C. >k man,

M o .
Manheim, Princeton, 1978. trans., R.
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C. CHARACTERISTICS OF THE BLACK SEA TRADE BEF
THE OTTOMANS

G. 1. Bratianu® put great emphasis on the fact tlll)at th:nt::;
Sea entered into the orbit of the internatlfmal trade fetxﬁz n Tast
and West, and became one of the commercial cent?rs loen s
val world during that period in t.he 13.'111 cer:itu;) :ver]n o rent
Mongol Kmpire established itsellf in Asia an éasn o
was also asserted firstly that this trade was based o p

i g ing class with
satisfying the conspicuous consumption needs of a ruling

i sic contribution
immense accumulated wealth, and that it was a ba

to the expansion of comme.rcial cz}pltalxsm ;egts;e;]helrtn:it::tlzi
Secondly it was argued * that 1ts~ su1:v1val dcpen.e AR
nance of the caravan routes termm_atmg at the p;;nfkpsea e
of Azov, Caffa, Soldaja and Trebizond on the tal : u.s Lo new
enlargement of the Black Sea trade should nf) f;:s s to wnane
regional trade, based on the e.xchange of food sttll ,d W marere
and slaves from the North, with the locr\tlly pro(]uce  rextiles and
other Mediterranean products of the South, Flet iii’ness e e
which had not diminished in the least from ancnsns S giéniﬁcant
time the Ottomans came onto the scene, the. BlAacf tle )as.t :

role in international trade was already a thing ol the | .

Golden Horde, Tatars and the Black Sea Trade

51 blaced
In discussing the Black Sea trade, emphasis Shouldldbe IHorde
f=]
on the changing conditions of the vast market o.f tltlle Gloﬂther;hrough
i e "Tat: 1d in Eastern Kurope 1n the 13 i
Iimpire and the Tatar wor . ot ame. at the height
15th centuries. Saray, its capital on the Volga bec , g

“ ¥ y. La Mer Noire, p. 230. ‘ ) N
ir S R. H. Bautier, Les relations économiques des occidentaux avec dee
2. See R. H. ) o Comtant e
d’Orient au moyen age, points de vue et documents, Socx(_teslelt Ltomll)u;-sig .
, l , - i : aris 70,
P(:)}nsnnerce en Orient et dans I’Occan Indien, ed. M. Mo 1 L,
c
P08 53 ; i Vi Vein-
. ‘R)H Bautier, Iid. and, M. Berindei and (11118.5 S
i ' ‘ : i il i cica V 2
t ¥ La Tuna-Azak, de lu présence italienne a Uemprise ottomane, Tur
stein, - s '

1976) 110 - 201. N oo
e R. Lopez, Market Expansion: The Cuse of Genoa, ]omn‘xt]} oftrdde o
. . L ., Mark ; of o ' on

i 141' tory 24 (1¢64) 451-53, showes a dramatic decline in
mic His / 3

Pera in the fifteenth century.
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of the Golden [Horde Empire, not only a great consumption market
for luxury goods?!, but also an emporium of «the great commerce»
between Kurope and the Orient, the Crimea (Caffa and Azak) and
Khwarezm (Urgendj) being the transit centers of thijs lively trans-
continental traffic2 Also it is now a commonplace that the North -
South international trade between Egypt and the Golden Horde
passing through Anatolia became livelier than ever during this
period, due in particular to the exchange of the luxury goods of the
Middle East for the slaves and furs of the North”.

One cannot ignore or simply dismiss as myth the observations
on the cities and economic conditions of the Golden Horde Empire
made by travellers, which archaeological findings corroborate. In
this connection one also commonlv finds mention of the collapse of
central power in the Golden Horde and the outbreak of the long
struggle among the various branches of Djodji’s descendants. What
I should like to emphasize is the resurgence of tribal warfare on
the steppes, resulting in the weakening of the population and eco-
nomic well-being of the core area around Saray. Many tribes
migrated, some to the steppes east of Astrakhan and others to the
Crimea. T'he latter area, one of the most economically developed
areas of the Golden Horde lands, became a center of attraction for
many tribes under princes descending from T'okhtamish, thus

7

500 The Travels of Ibn Battuta, trans. IH. AR Gibbh, vol. II, Cambridge
1962, p. 479, 515 - 17 B. Spuler, Die Goldene Horde, 1223 - 1502, Leipzig
1943, p. d424-52; A. J. Yakubovski y and B. D. Grekov, Le Horde
d’0Or, trans. F. Thure t, Paris 1939, chapter VII. For the Crimea in parti-
cular see A. L. Jacobson, 7The Crimea in the Middle Ages, Moscow - Le-
lingrad 1964 (in Russian).

22, Yakubovski y, 1bid., emphasizes the importance of the trade
between Khwarezm and the Crimea. W. Hin %, Ein orientalisches andelsunter-
nehmen im 15. Jahrhundert, Die Welt des Orients IV (1949) 313 - 40, describes
in detail, according to shamso’s-siydg, how a certain Khwadje Shams al-Din
of Shiraz made a business trip between his native town and Saray via
Herat, Urgendj, in 1438 - 1440. He had a capital of 30,000 dindr or 19,500
Goldmark, and trading in luxury goods, he realized a profit of 430 percent.

“3. See Mas ILatri e, Des relations politiques et commerciales de I Asie
Mineure avec I ile de Chypre, Bibl. Ecole des Chartes, 2 series, vol. I1-11,
P. 302-30, 483-521; Oswmwan Tu ran, Tirkiye Seljuklulare Hakkinda Resmi
Vesikalar, Ankara 1958; Osman Tur an, Selcuklular Tarihi ve Tiirk - Islm
Medeniyeti, Ankara 1965, p. 246-85.
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giving rise to a new political formation in the Northern Black Sea
(). 1. .
rebl(ZII‘)imur’s intervention in the internal struggles of the (zolde'n
Horde in the last decades of the fourteenth century not only. contri-
buted to the fall of Azak (Azov), Saray and Astrakhan as mterfm-.
tional trade centers, but, perhaps more importantly, by clestroymgf
the rising power of Tokhtamish, further accelerated tlle‘ process 0
the dissolution and polarization of the tribal confederathns in the
Furasian steppes. The “I'atars of the Crimea 'and of 'the Dasht now
under the Gireys, a branch of the Tokhtamish \famlly, were nov(\l'
to separate themselves from the rest of the Go¥den Horde,' :'ml
become increasingly integrated into the fzconomlc and pf)lltlca
system of the Black Sea, which was.to entail eventually their com-
plete fusion with the Ottoman Empire. L .
T'he analysis in this paper of the Caffa cu.stonils reglste,r‘O 1‘4 H
shows clearly, I think, how the whole area, with its large )1 url:;lgh-
T'atar population, was integrated into th? economy of the I;‘lacLl» ea
region, an economic system encompassing not only th§ ?ou\tl?em
coasts of the Black Sea, Istanbul and Bursa, but also Asia Minor

and the Aegean. N ' .

[slamization and the growing cultural and political ties with
the South, which go back to the early thirteenth centur.y, greatly
contributed to the consolidation of the Black Sea economl.c sys.ter}l.
Due to the common cultural background and ways of llfe.w1t111r3
Islam, the Crimean T'atars and the Dasht Nog:ays mxport.ed innumn
berable «articles of culture» manufactured in Anatolian towilst
including such luxury articles as swords, caftans of costly broca‘t esf,
and mohair, and even fine Furopean woolens for the upper class o

the steppe aristocracy. ‘ ‘

Apparently, in the second half of the fifteenth century: the
caravan route from the Middle Volga basin to Azak anfl the Crimea
had not yet been cut off. The Ottoman customs reglsterAs of'tch(;
period mention goods of Tatar origin, among them bulgarf, a kinc

i laz \ 5 1 '['atar bows. In the
of fine morocco of lher\azan area,,fu‘rs, and ‘['ate

A
ARl i

2{ 1. For the disintegration of the Golden Horde see Yaku 1)0 \\*rs le v,
sec\‘ond book in the enlarged third edition (Moscow, 1950), :m(.! A.' £ “od
‘ i 0 - npac
g an, Bugiinkii Tirkistan, Cairo 1929-1939, p. 40 120.. On Timur’'s 1; [7iet
eec A. P. Novosel’tsev, On the Historical Evaluation of Tamerlane, Sov
see AL P s

Studies in History XI11/3 (1973 - 1974) 37 - 70.
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first half of the sixteenth century, the Crimean Gireys, supported
by the Ottomans, were able temporarily to extend their rule to the
Kazan and Astrakhan areas, and tried to protect the caravan route
between the Volga and the Crimea from the Nogays ! The Great
Nogays seem to have been alienated from the Black Sea trade
region from the 1520°s on, when Muscovy began to supply their
needs in arms, textiles, precious northern furs, minerals and, in
times of famine, grains, in exchange for Nogay lorses. ‘I'he caravan
routes from Kazan and Astrakhan then became the targets of the
Nogays and the Muscovites,

When Ivan 1V invaded Kazan and Astrakhan in 1552 and 1556
respectively, the Khans of Khwarezm and Turkestan complained
of the cut-off of the trade and pilgrimage route between their lands
and the Crimea, and urged the Ottoman Sultan to take action
against the I'sar 2,

Regional Trade and International Trade

F. Thiriet * concluded that the Venetian Black Sea trade was
in decline long before the Ottoman conquest of Constantinople.
He suggested that because of growing local insecurity Venetians
migrated from Azak (I,a Tana) and other Black Sea ports including
Trebizond, to Constantinople, in the first half of the fifteenth
century, and that the movement grew in momentum in the period
1431 - 1451, leading to an expansion of commercial activities in the
Byzantine capital in this period *. In other words, Constantinople

2 1. See A. Benni gsen and C. Lemercier-Que lquejay,
La Grande Horde Nogay et le probléme des communications entre Uempire Ottoman et
UAsie centrale en 15521556, Turcica VIII/2 (1976) 203-36; A. Benn i gsenand
G. Veinstein, Le commerce de Uempire ottoman avec la Grande Horde Noguy,
1475 - 1552, paper submitted to the I. Intern. Congress on the Social and
Economic History of Turkey, Ankara 1977; Remmal Khod ja,
Vikicgt-i Sahib Giray Khan, MS, Bibl. Nationale, Paris, suppl. turc no. 61.
¢7 2. See H. Inalcik, The Origins of the Ottoman - Russian Rivalry and the
Don-Volga Cunal, Annales de I'Universit¢ d’Ankara 1 (r947) 47-110; W. E. D.
Allen, Problems of Turkish Power in the Sixteenth Century, I,ondon 1463.

2% 3. La Romanie, p. 427 - 28,

24 4. Thiriet, 1bid., estimated the annual volume of trade in Constanti-
noi)\le in this period at 100 - 150,000 gold ducats. As a result of the Ottoman
conquest and pillage of the city Venetian losses were estimated 200,000
ducats, see S. Ruuncima n, The Fall of Constantinople, Cambridge 1465,
p. 162.
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became the center of the Venetian Black Sea trade, rivaling Pera
on the other side of the Golden Horn. From our standpoint what
is notable is that during this period the bulk of the Venetian trade
consisted of grains, honey, fish, hides and slaves imported from La
'ana and silk from Trebizond. T'he establishment of a Venetian
factory at Akkerman (Maurocastro) in 1435 and the creation of a
Venctian consulate in Caffa in June 1444, seem mnot to have pro-
moted appreciably, ‘T'hiriet observed !, Venetian trade in the
Black Sea.

On Azak we now have M. Beriudei and G. Veinstein’s study
based mainly on Ottoman documents. Agreeing with R. H. Bautier’s
they have argued that the trade

suggestions for earlier periods,
in the Crimea relied

of the Italian maritime states at Azak or
essentially from the beginning not on the «great trade» of spices
and silk coming over the Asiatic transcontinental route— the so-
called «Mongol Route» —but on regional trade. HKven if in the
fifteenth century the Italians found spices, pearls, gold and «Rus-
sian» furs at Azak, the profits realized, Berindei and Veinstein
have argucd, were quite modest and they have questionned if Azak

was ever a major emporiumm of «the great commerce» in luxury

goods.
While the spice trade was of quite a modest size in Azak, the
oreater part of Venetian silk imports from the Levant came from
the Black Sea ports of Azak and Trebizond, the first being an
outlet for Chinese silk, the second for Iranian3. Before DBursa

.- 1. Lu Romante, p. 425 For the appointment of 1. Duodo as the first
vice-consul at Akkerman in March 1436 see N. Torga, Notes et extraits pour
Paris 18¢9, p. 581; cf. N. Be 1di-

servir « Uhistoire des croisades, vol. I,
s de Kilia et de Cetatea Alba par Bayezid 11,

ceanu. Luconquite des cités marchande
Sidost - Forschungen XXIIT (1604) 36- 115

(' 2. Lu Tana- Azak, de la présence italienne & Pemprise ottomane (fin Xllle siécle
—— milieu Nle siccle), Turcica VIIl/2 (1976) 110 - 201.

. 3. For the export of chinese silks to the Golden Horde via Khwarezm
around 1438 see Hingz, [bid., p. 33!, 333, 338; according to Bautier,
p. 201 -92, Chinese silk had ceased to arrive in the Levant ports already
before the middle of the thirteenth century, and then Northern lran alone
supplied the growing import needs of the Italian silk industries. In Tana-
Azak was to be found Iranian silk, also, which arrived there via Caspian
Sen-Astrakhan, see Bautier, p. 287. We know that Genoese adventurers
used this route in the fifteenth century. The Silk bought by the Venetiaus
at Vosporo and Azak in 1399 was apparently from Iran, unot from Georgia

43 sucwested by Berin dei-Veinstein, La lana-Azak, p. 120.
2K ) 1

CLOSING  OF THE BLACK SEA UNDER  OTTOMANS hate

b‘ecal{)c the emporium of Iranian silk for the Italian silk industries
'1‘ rebizond seems to have been the most important outlet of I;'mi'{n'
silk in the Levant!, brought by caravan from Tabriz the‘»rct'xt
o'center of raw silk and silk cloths, as well as of spices ’ ’»cmu}:c :»f
1Fs high quality, large production for export, and c_\'iste'uce <‘)f ‘reln—
tively convenient transport facilities, Iranian silk from the Cauca-
sus and .tlle Caspian provinces appear to have dominated the siik
ma.rket in the Black Sea area at all times but definitely after 1336
Prices {lt Azak scem to be subject to f{luctuations : I.n 13061 1 ‘()llL;
fourth increase in silk prices is noted in there, but toward\s the end
of the century the price at Azak went down to its previm.ls level ®

D. THE RISE OF BURSA AND CHANGE OF TRADE ROUTE IN THE REGION

= e S . .
1 llhc system ol trade routes through Astia Minor which had
(lcve oped under the Ilkhanids collapsed in the 1340°s. As the main
i}]oroughf:\rc of Fast-West trade, this system had linked T'abriz,
Clcffgre{tt emporium of Asian trade, with Constantinople-Pera or
ta a via T'rebizonde, on the one hand, and with the great Medi-
r 2 e . e . < N
e rarlie'm port of Ayas via Sivas in Central Anatolia, on the
other *.
Tt is . , . .
o t 1b.the collapse of Mongol power first in inuer Asia and then
n irs
t ran in thc. first half of the fourteenth century, that must be
.slresscd as having permanent repercussions for the Levant trade in
> 2 el NP Pt T e 3 3 v
the Black Sea area and Asia Minor. However, for Asia Minor as a
\\lxole: the ensuing chauges seem not to have been as radical as
EonlleF1111es a§511111ed, since the valuable silk production of the
tasdpm.n provinces of Iran, that area’s main object of international
N N . . .
ade in medieval times, continued to be brought into Turkey by
y 1.? Foi ﬂlxe route Tabriz - Trebizond see Bautier, p. 282-80. Vene
ians obtained the right to scttle at Trebi i oo Beri ‘
ans ‘ at Trebizond in 131y, see S o
Veinstein, p. 118. o e Berinden
Ll o vt e e
L ‘2. For Byzantine times sce R. Lo pez, Silk Industry in the lyzantine
Empire, Speculum XX [ i o o fon
. X3 (1945) 1 -42; for the periods of competition for Chi-
nese silk Bautier, p. 2gi.
Wy 3. See Thiriet, Les Rigestes, nos. 375 and 955
u‘ N '4' Y. - ) v A ) N -~ PR A
U l.: ;k Z. N\ . I (){; ﬂ.n.. Mogollar Devrinde Anadolu’ nun Ikiisadi Vaziveti, Uiirk
”u uk ve [ktisat Tarihi Mecmuast I (rg43). 1- ; Bautier 1; 280 - 86 ;
T .[ na I.c vk, Bursa and the Commerce of the Lerant, Journal of Economic ll}ti
Social History of the Orient III 2 (1goo) 133, ‘
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caravan. ‘he difference was that in the course of the second half
of the fourteenth century, the Iranian silk caravans began mostly
to make their destination the capital of the Ottoman state, Bursa.
Following this new route Iran’s silk Cara\:ans .canje ovcrlnn‘d’t.hc
entire way to Bursa, travelling from Tabriz \:13 hrzerunl]-,l‘:r/,n?-
can - Tokat - Amasya - Ankara - Bolu or Eskisehxr‘to I'ﬂursa. . T'rebi-
sond, Caffa and Constantinople suffered from this dwersno'n of the
silk trade, but Pera, by sending its agents to Bursa, continued to
sceive [ranian silk there® ‘

r““’l\‘;uliitc of Bursa as an international silk market and important
center of silk industries, which has generally been over-looked b}i
economic historians, must be considered as one of the majo\r factors
in the decline of the silk trade and industry in the Black Sea area.
Caffa silk cloths, mentioned as famous towards the end of the four-
teenth century?, must have been a thing of the Past at the end of
the 15th century as witnessed in our customs register. '

'l:he switch-over in trade routes, which had apparently taken
place already under Bevazid I (r389-1402), was an outcomfc 1of
Ottoman ijmperial policy, which sought to sccure control of the
main centers on the route to Tabriz, such as Ankara (r354),
Osmancik and Amasya (1392).

Strict state control meant that silk loads could be sent safely
along this route without danger of div'ersion to f)ther areas l;)r (‘)[
being opened and subjected to dues until they arrived at the Bursa
market?. I'he sea route from Trebizond to Istalfbul, on the othe.r
hand, involved various hazards: in particular ship wrecks and set-
cure by corsairs were not infrequent occurences. Ap]‘mrently .,th(;
Ligher costs of land transportation were offse.t by the high Vt.llllt 0
the loads and the large profit margins. During these ceu.turxes‘thc
majority of the silk merchants in the caravans were.Azerl-Iramans
who must have felt themselves more comfortable in the ()ttom‘an
capital than in a Christian city. At any rate, Sil'l(‘,e L:hc local s1(lk
industry consumed a large part of the imports (five Jfardello a day

~

Yo L ITnalcerk, Bursa, Belleten XXIV (1960) 45- 54
L) -
A:) ?f“[é chiltberger, Travels and Bonduge, ed.. J. B,. T ¢ l'I v’r,
L'(‘md‘on ‘1879, p. 34. Caffa brocade (Kefe Kemhasi) is still mentioned in ’t 1(;
Ottoman documents of 1475 see Kaniinndme, ¢d. R. Amn hegger anc
H. Inalcik, p. 4y for the date Der Islum 43 (1g67) 152 - 54.
‘);;4. 11. Inalcik, Bursa, p. 52.
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in 1501) and since Italian and Jewish purchasers, mostly {rom Pera,
were waiting eagerly to buy the rest!, Bursa became an attractive
and busy market for silk, a second T'abriz in many ways, 1in the
fifteenth century. It appears that Pera greatly benefited from the
expansion of so close a market in silk, thereby offsetting its decli-
ning trade in the Black Sea.

Ottoman documents prove? that Istanbul received silk via Tre-
bizond as late as the second half of the f{ifteenth century. ‘I'his
must, however, have been guite a limited amount. In the customs
register of 1486 silk is mentioned as arriving in Caffa not from
Trebizond but from Bursa.

L. BLACK SEA TRADE DURING THE OT1OMAN PERIOD

‘T'his essay on Ottoman trade and navigation on the Black Sca
during the period 1486 - 1505 is based on the following customs
registers and regulations

1) The customs register of Kefe (Caffa) 1486 -90, from the
Bagvekilet Archives, Istanbul, Kimil Kepeci tasnifi, Kefe - Avionya
Mukataaler:, no. 5280 Miikerrer. It contains only the arrears of
the customs dues apparently drawn up upon an order given by the
Ottoman Imperial I'reasury in 1490. We are preparing the edition
of this register.

2) A volume from the Basvekilet Archives, Istanbul, Maliyveden
Miidevver Defterler, no. 6, containing the following fiscal re-
gisters :

I. A rizndmge, day-book, for the produce of the saltworks of
Ahyuli for the years 1491 - g3.

I A rdzndmge, day-book, for the fisheries of Kilia for the
year 1504.

ITI. A register of the customs dues for Aklierman for the veurs
1505 - 15006,

[V A register of the customs dues and other dues for Kilia
for the years 1486 - go and 1504 - 1506.

{
4

to GO RO B Richards, Florentine Merchants in the dge of Medici,
Cambridge, Mass. 1932, p. 110,

2. See Kananndme, ed. R. Anhegger and I Tnalel k,

‘ l P
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3) The survey book of the population and revenues of the
sandjak and city of Kefe for the year 1542, from the Bagvekilet
Archives, Istanbul, Tapu Defterleri, no. 214. Regulations on
customs dues and tolls are to be found in the introductory part.
'hese have been translated into French by M. Berindei and
G. Veinstein (Réglement de Sitleyman ler concernant le Liv@ de Kefe,
in Cahiers du Monde Russe ct Soviétique XVI-1 (1975) 57 - 104).
Linportant descriptions of the Black Sea countries in the se-
venteenth and eighteenth ceunturies are to be found in Evliya
Celebi’s travel book (Evliyd (elebi Seydhatnimesi 7 (Istanbul 1928)
186 - 601) and Claude C. Peyssonel’s accounts based on personal
experience {7raité sur la Commerce de la Mer Noire, Paris, 1787, and
Observations Historiques et Géographiques sur les Peuples Barbares qui ont

Habité les Bords du Danube et du Pont - Euxin, Paris 1765).

A list of Shipowners in the register of customs dues arrears,
1486 - 1490

Ship Ouwener

Haracct-oghlu
Veled-1 Salman, Merchant
Hasan of Inebolu
Mahmtd Atcr
Cici-oghlu, Merchant
Yusuf of Tzmir
Bali Rayis, Captain
Restl of Samsun
Mihal
Hoca Seyyidi
Kara Tavyib
Zorzi
Cepni All Rayis, Captain
Kuoto
Glindiiz Rayis, Captain
Turak Rayis of Izmit. Captain

and Merchant
[Lorence, Italian
Kara-"Tulum
Yusuf Fakih
Burt Satir

Itinerary

apparently Trabzon - Sinop - Kefe
Istanbul - Inebolu - Kefe

[stanbul - [nebolu - Kefe

Kerpe - Kefe

Istanbul - Inebolu - Sinop - Kele
[stanbul - Inebolu - Kefe

Samsun - Kele

Azak - Kefe

Istanbul - Inebolu - Kefe

Samsun - Kefe

[stanbul - Inebolu - Kefe
apparently Samsun - Sinop - Kefe
Samsun or Sinop- Kefe
apparently Istanbul - [nebolu - Si-

nop - Kefe

Azak - Kefe

[stanbul - Kefe

Istanbul - Kefe

Istanbul - Inebolu - Sinop - Kele

CLOSING OF THE BLACK SEA UNDER OTTOMANS 93

Ship Owner
Sinin Bey
Nikiroz
Yani of Inebolu
FEyne Hoca
Bostan Rayis
Karaca-Oghlu
Kara-Oghlan
Pandazi
Hasan of Inebolu
Mesih Pasa
Salman of Taskdprii, Merchant
Mubarek, Mcerehant
Hact Rayis of Gerze, Captain

Ahmed Gelebi, Merchant
Veled-i Karak
Kiireles-oghlu

\'asil

Praskova

Ali Rayis of Samsun
Paskal Rayis, Captain
Afendul

[strepan

Sava

Todoros

Manul

Kapucu Sinin

Yani Altunci

Yorgi Kileei
Kaliyoros

Sava Manul
Todoros Afendike
Bastiya Drad

Halil

Kilaguz

Gerge, Italian
T(.)(l()l‘

Fmirze

Murid

Ltinerary
Kerpe- Inebolu - Kefe
Samsun - Kefe
Istanbul - Inebolu - Kefe
Inebolu - Kefe

Istanbul - Kefe

apparently Istanbul-Inebolu-Kefe

Istanbul - Inebolu - Kefe

Istanbul - Sinop - Kefe

Inebolu - Kefe

Trabzon - Kefc

Sinop - Kefe and other Crimean
ports of Baliklagu and aman

Istanbul - Sinop - Kefe

apparently Istanbul-Inebolu-Kefe

Sinop - Kefe

Samsun - Kefe

Inebolu - Kefe

Sugdak - Kefe

Ozan - Kefe ; Hurzuf - Kefe
Istanbul - Kefe

Uskuf - Kefe

Crimean ports - Kefe
Hurzuf - Kefe

Crimean ports - Kefe
Crimean ports - Kelfe
Crimean ports - Kefe
Crimean ports - Kefe
Kopa - Kefe

apparently Galata- Kefe
Sugdak - Kefe
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Ship owners, as far as we can identify, can be classified as
sea-captains, state officials and merchants. Nine Muslim rayis are
specified in the register as ship owners: Bali, Cepni Ali, Giindiiz,
Turak, Haci of Gerze, Ali of Samsun, Resfil of Samsun, Bostan
and David. Hamid Rayis, Hayreddin Rayis and Salib Rayis are
mentioned only in their capacities as guarantors.

The title rayis (from Arabic ra’ls) designates a sea captain,
private or official. Apparently many sea captains were engaged in
trade since they are registered as owing customs dues for wares for
which no other owner is shown. In times of war private captains
were ordered by the Sultan to join the navy with their ships, or to
engage in corsary activities or ghaz@ against the ships of unfriendly
nations. Of course, following the establishment of Ottoman control
over the Straits in 1452, the Turkish sea captains of the Black Sea
coasts no longer had occasion for such naval activities in this area.
On our list Cepni Ali Rayis, obviously of the Cepni Tiirkmens
(T'urcoman) of the Kastern Black Sea coast, must have been one of
these local captains, now engaged in transportation and trade. Hac1
of Gerze, Hasan of Inebolu, Resil of Samsun, Salman of Taskopru,
and Salman of Sinop must all have been shipowners of the same
region. Seamanship would seem to have been a hereditary profes-
sion, for obvious reasons (for ex.: Ali Rayis was the son of Resil
of Samsun and Veled-i Salman was evidently the son of Salman
of Taskdpri).

Turak Rayis of Izmit and Hamid Rayis, on the other hand,
seem to have been captains in active service in the Ottoman navy
at the time. It was Ottoman practice at all times to permit, some-
times even encourage, members of the Ottoman military class to
engage in long distance caravan and overseas trade and transport.
Ou our list Mesih Pasha and Sinan Pasha, both grand-admiral
under Biyezid 11 appear to have employed their privately owned
ships in the profitable Black Sea trade.

I'he majority of the Muslim ship owners, two thirds of the
total, were evidently not professional seamen or officials but rather
merchants or businessmen «resident» in the big commercial centers
of the IKmpire. From this group we can cite Hoca Seyyidi, Yusuf
Fakih and Mubarek, Ahmet Celebi. In Ottoman society, moreover,
not only resident merchants but also ordinary citizens possessed of
some wealth were engaged in what was called mudaraba (commenda)
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trade i
ventures a-nd transport '. There is no way to distinguish the
persons on our list belonging to this group

‘The non-Muslim shipowners, 25 in number, make up 1 pereent
of thf total shipowners on our list. I'iree of lThcm Z()r;i II orvcxn‘
and Gerge are designated as e rene, which in ;.;cntr)ul mL:'l’n»; ‘I“n-“.
pean, but in this case Italian. Bastiya Drad aud possibly Iso Kot

o d .
hes also Knoto

Karak can be included in this group. Zorzi was active on the
Istanbul-Kefe line, and Lorenc between Azak and Kef Tl]‘:'
rest o'f the non-Muslim shipowners are Greeks and cvidenet.l' s]'(l
capt'ams, although this is specified only 1in the case of l’}ﬁsi:ll
Rayis, who was active between Samsun and Caflfa. The majori(t.' df
t}le Greek shipowners (Afandul, Istrepan, Manul son of l’r'wki)vi)
Sava, Yar?i, Kaliyoros, Sava Manul and Todoros Afeudike‘)’ y
engag"ed in the regional traffic in fish, {ish oil, caviar, salt. and
especially wine, between Kefe on the one hund, and tl;e Iéfil’ﬂ‘ o
p\orts of.Sugdak, Hurzuf, Ozan (Ozen) and r\';ak on the othe:ru
L))ther shxps: belonging to Greeks (Mihal, Pandazi, Vasil Pask'lll
Praskova, Sava, Todoros) were active between Kefe ’ "
or Kefe, Samsun and "I'rabzon. 7

were

and Inebolu,

Shipowners

Mustims Non->Muslims
Sea tr
. e Others Greceks Ffrenc
Captains | (Italians)
9 32 21 -4
Total 4T 0‘7"_%‘ -
=D

As to 1t'11{craries, they can Dbe re-established even when thev
are not specified in the registers, according to the orivin of t] )
merchant and his goods. T'he most active lines across thehlﬁlack 92(1
were apparently  Istanbul-Inebolu-Kefe, Sinop-Kefe and Snms"lml

-1 Dee tlerk Cuaplitul Forr Ltur 0]} oman f_”lpllc 3 H
B 14
. 32‘ 11 In 1 rmation in the fomar ’ ' . »
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on lleblLO]l(l) ﬂll(l [\eie seens
I\C[e, \Vhlle traff‘c bht\ve(n lrabl (

less significant in this period. from Western Anatolia and Bursa
ot nerchants frot . o1 bet-
It appears that - in transit center
*h was the mai

isembarked at Istanbul, whic s as before
isembarke » Ottomans a )
s Lef 1d Mediterranean ports. Under tht, 0 Inebolu and

ween Rele au on their way to Kefe, at Ine {

ships from Istanbul called, he hinterland as

5 way int
Sinop, taking on merchants from as far away
. |t . s
ih1 'S onya.
Ankara, Sivrihisar, Begsehri, anbd tl\ z  Crimea and the Kasta-
A wee
The grent volume of de' t lines between Kefe and the
1-5i 'a avea kept direc . e
ni-Sinop-Amasya ! : ey ot
mot of Inebolu, Sinop and Samsun qutte ?ctlve e e e
‘ X 7
e e The Samsun-Kefe line seems

in pre-Ottoman times. cconomically well developed

particularly active as an Outl‘et. for ttiiz e, Amaeya
i taining s -
area of the hinterland con \ o
L“quk(')qrahi@ar. Sinop appears to have been a rallsylu'xgg{;mm potweer
;l‘llstean and Western portions of the Bgacdeea.erCll)tqpr;tS om Hrabuon
‘4& het ) m ‘
3 Sinop to take aboar ! !

Ly e S‘é , communication between the C1rc:‘lsstan
K have been active as it had

appar

e .
Merzifon, and Amasya. :
: o
port of Kopa (Copa) and Kefe seems have been A outh of
been under the Genoese. Kerpe, a sxrrla 17 ear the et for
é'l;’ll‘y’l had a direct sea link with .I\efe. I\erpqre’l N
td 111’(1 lumber from the surrounding forest\t t(;l,h QL

y () ‘ g s (2 . <
]\j:rt for the slave traffic between Kefeta.ndf il?l:ﬂ‘f o ((_!)Zc“)’
. “ri 5 0 aaf, Ow
Lefe t . other Crimean ports ‘ vk

ween Kefe and the o ort B
l’;‘d“ Suedak and Uskuof as well as with Azak apj

aman, Sugde C :

sen (quite busy. o e
e l1 1 assert is that certain individual cl'\]; A

. 140 we cal ass * ) : l,a . Rayis.

.\T 1‘ 1y active along certain trade routes ).1 Celehi i
e Vs f‘ Fakil, YVani, Hasan of Inebolu, Ahme(P " ,u e
Vusuf Fakth, Yani, - : . B e

1 hh: Todoros, Pandazi (and the ship of Mcsxglfno e
. 1-~_ o ’ R s ’ . o “1
;“t:;};);\ Inebolu-Kefe route; Hact Raylsfbet\\’;enyﬂ) ;ikiroy <
iy — lefe: Kara Tayyib, 2
) stween I[nebolu and Kete ox anc
“yue Hoca between . T
t yu Rayvis between Samsun and Kefe; and. Haracc ;{\[eSih b
b The ships of Bali Rayis, Hasan, Pasit
' journey during th
i le more than one ) :
{ {ac1 Rayis apparently mac i
e (t:le year starting 28 Jan. 1486), and tl]m't b
] “been i 1 ing this pe .

s to have been particularly active during p

appears

ants ¢ H(l thel( merc ll(l“(ll e were Cﬁllled on
>

ar el n t Of ‘IC‘" h

; \ a ]d / ¢} thﬂ :\ 1

oghlu,

Trabzon and Kefe.

year 892 A. .
Rayis 1
At least 13 merch X -
Bali Rayis’ ship, 1o on that of Pandazi,

Pasha that year.
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Since the register includes only those merchants in debt to the
treasury, it is not possible to get an exact idea of the number of
the merchants on hoard and the size of the ships. However, judging
from the number of merchants and the amount of goods
register, the ships belonging to Sinin
Rayis and Praskova

in our
Beg, Yani, Pandazi, Balj
would appear to have been perticularly large.

Special shipments known as irsiliye were made {rom Kefe
to Istanbul under the responsibility of an agent known as the

irsaldt amili, The shipments included slaves, flour, wheat and clari-
fied butter, sent by members of the military class, and customs
dues had to be paid on them. The irsdldt amili was an agent in
charge of forwarding goods belonging to the Sultan

and the
members of the military class.

As to the merchants the register shows a total of 212 people

engaged in some way in trade. Of these, the professional merchants,

as far as can be identified, numbered 182; the rest include
owners, military persons engaged in mercantile
sons such as tax-farmers (¢
slaves (ghuldm)or freed slave
their masters.

ship-
activity, and per-
amil) or their employees, brokers, and
s (‘atik), acting as traders on behalf of

Fourteen shipowners acted at the same time as traders, brin-
ging goods on their own account: Veled-i Salman, Yusuf of [zmir,
Cici-Oghlu, Bostan Rayis, Karaca-oghlu, Ahmed (elebr, Rayis Hay-
reddin, Sava, Yani Altuner, Yorgi Kileci, Istrepan, Sava Manut,
Todoros Afendike and Yorgi.

As for the military persons, these were mostly simple azebs,

fortress guardians, or their commanders (agha, kethudd, dizddir, ser-
oda), stationed in the fortresses of the Crimea (Kefe, T'aman, Man-
gup, Sugdak and Azak). Among the military group can also bhe
included a chief-waiter (¢asnigir-basht) and tl
(ser-bevvdbinj of Masih Pasha, both of whom were engaged in trade.
Most of them are entered in the register as paying a slave tax on
slaves to be sent to [stanbul, obviously for sale. However, some of
them were engaged professionally in trade activities, such as the
kethudd of the garrison of Azak who exported caviar, and that of
Taman who shipped out wheat, and Alj,
of Caffa, and Sinin, commander of the garrison at Sugdak, who
imported various kinds of textiles and foodstuffs. Some of this trade
was apparently in goods needed by local garrisons.

te chief gate-keeper

guard at the fortress

APXEION [IONTOY



In some cases the port of departure of the merchant or ship is spe.cifled bydthe scribe.
T'he following is a list of such ships with the merchandise aboar

Port of Departure

Ship Owner

Merchants Aboard

Merchandise Aboard

Azak
Azak

Hurzuf

Hurzuf
Hurzut

Inebolu

Istanbul
Istanbul
Istanbul
Istanbul

Mihal
Lorenc Efrenc
Yorgi

Yorgi
Sava

Eyne Hoca

Veled-1 Salman

Hasan

Bali Rayis

Yani

Todoros, Anton FEfrenc
Owner, Nikola, Murid of
Sinop

Hoca Dravdik, Hudaverdi,
Danismend

Owner

Owner

Haci1 Safa of Amasya, Ibra-
him of Kastamoni, Haca
Ali of Tire, Hoca Ali of

Merzifon

Owner )

Murad of Istanbul
Mustafa of Kastamoni

Mehmed of Istanbul, Sey-
y1di of Konya, Yakub of
Amasya, Hasan of Istanbul

Caviar

Fish, vessels, textiles

Wine, Hardware,
Mats, Raisins

Wine

Fish oil

Mohair, Cotton goods,
l.eather

Kirbas (sea below), Rice
Kidney Beans

Mohair

I.eather, Silk and Cotton
textiles, Spices, Hardware

(continued)

Port of Departure

Ship Owner

Merchants Aboard

Merchandise Aboard

Istanbul

Istanbul

Istanbul

Istanbul

Kerpe

Samsun
Sugdak
Sugdak

Trabzon

Kara-Oghlan

Mesih Pasha

Bali Rayis

Ahmed Celebi

Mabhmad Ater
Nikiroz
Afendul
Todor

Mubiarek

Seyyidi of Istanbul

Hamza of Istanbul, Mah-
mud of Sinop, Hiiseyin of
Sinop, Hiiseyin of Kiire

Ahmed of Karahisar, Sey-
vid Ali of Denizli, Haci
Mehmed of Ankara, Hac,
Veli of Usak, Haci Baba
of Karaman, Yusuf of Sj-
nop, Cuki of Istanbul

Owner, Gayib Tatar, Meh-
med of Tire, Mehmed of
Kefe, Haci Ali of Bursa,
Arslan and Tuta, Jews

his agent Halil
Abmed of Amasya
Nikola

Owner, Ayas

Owner

Silk and cotton goods,
Cotton

Silk and cotton goods, Cot-

ton, Rice, Copper Hard-
ware

Cotton goods, Leather,
Furs, Shoes, Copper, Rice

Rice, Leather, Mohair,
Nails, Soap, Hardware,
Silkens, Iron, FEuropean
woolen cloth

Wood and lumber

Silk, Silken textiles
Wine

Wine

Alum, Hazel-nuts, Hemp,
Furs, Pots

8O

TITVH

MIDTVYNI
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The following table breaks down the professional merchants

by religion and origin:

Non-Muslitms

B w
.5 Muslims
2=l
- O o
S = Ott. . Orth.  Arme- Efrenc
B . Foreigners . ew . Others
£  [subjects 5 Greek' nian J (Italian)
182 130 5 23 2 8 It Baba -
. ‘esare
(Hact Al the (Isfador, - (1')
. .~ apo
Persian, Hoca I"oros) p
Petrac

Cemal from She-
miak?, Mehmed
of Maghreb, Mu-
rid and Tevek-
kiil of Georgia)

The striking fact about this table is the overwhelming majority
of the Ottoman-subject Muslim "I'urks, about two thirds of the total
number. Ottomaun-subject non-Muslims make up about 18 per cent
of the total. Among these must be included some efrenc of Galata.
Since the efrenc from Scios and Moldavia came from tribute-paying
lands, one can justifiably wonder whether there were really any
foreign traders (i.e. directly from the Dar al-Harb, Abode of War)
in the Black Sea at this time. The customs registers of Kilta and
Akkerman do not provide any more of a clear cut answer to this

question.

a. Muslims

Though few in number, foreign Muslim merchants were to be
found in Caffa. Caucasians were in a majority in this group. Only
one Iranian is recorded, though we know that Iranian merchants,
mostly from Azerbeidjan, and travelling with the silk caravans,

were to be found in great numbers in Bursa and Istanbul during

the fifteenth and sixteenth centuries. Another Muslim foreigner,

Mehmed of Maghreb, traded in goods originating in the Ottoman

lands.
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e : -

| Those .I\Iuslml merchants from Ottoman territories whose birth-

;1 acﬁe‘or o(ngm were specified in our register (such as Istanbuli or
. , ‘~ . . o ~ M : M

nasi or “an Amasya) can be classified according to their origing as

follows : o

Birthplace or Origin Number of
Merchants
Sinop . .. ... . 9
Istanbat . . . . . S 8
Konya and Karaman . . . | | Lo O
Bursa . S
Trabzon . . . . . . . . !
Ankara o )
Merzifon . . . . . . . |
Amasya L )
Kastamoni )
Kefe . )
Kire ’?
Jolu . :
Kayseri ’
Zile :
Nigde . i
Goirdos (Gordes) ~’
Tire . :
Taskoprii . ;
Bayburd . . . ., :
Begsehri 1
Stvrihisar . . . . . L. 1
Glimis . . . . . . o I
Camik . . . . . . o I
Karabhisar . . . . . . 1
Tokat . . . . . Co 1
Tonuzlu (Denizli) . . . . . . 1
Usak . . ... . .. o I
Bor . . . . . ... .. L i
Milan . . 0 0 0 0 . .. . !
Tosya . . . . . . . oo !
Samsun . . .. . o 1
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The above list covers about half the merchants, showig ‘thelr
place of origin, which was apparently in most cases also the celn’te'r
of their commercial activities. In some cases they seem to have
chosen to settle in such important commercial Ce'nters as .Istz}nbtxl;
Sinop, Amasya, Inebolu and I(astanlor?i.‘ According to this list, 4(~i
per cent of the Muslim merchants originated from the townl an1
cities of the Anatolian Black Sea coast. Those fr'om Ist'anbu anc
from Bursa, Ankara and Kayseri, commercial and m'dustrla.l centers
in the south, on the other hand, also made up quite a blgh per-
centage (29 per cent). Bursa and Istanbul were the transit lganttegz
for goods brought by the merchants of Westerxj ./3matoA1:1,t e
Aegecan area and Europe. Some merchants from Wf.:stem nato ;
as far as Denizli (20 per cent) and from Central Arnatohzf. ('10 per cen E,
appear, however, to have travelled as far as Kefe. This plCttlfl’]C (i.
the Turkish mnierchants trading in Caffa ’presumat.)ly rL“ec :s
the general pattern in this period. I'he native l\l.uslml Ca énb,
interestingly cnough, occupy a very modest place 1.n th,e‘ overseas
trade of the city, numbering only four. The Muslim latar. mer-
chants, on the other hand, acting mostly on behalf of the Cr.lmear;
Khan or the military, appear to have been among the wealthiest o

the merchants.

. Greeks
E;‘hg lé:recek merchants, who make up the :.second largest g'x.'ou;)
in our register, were mostly from the South Crn.nean ports,fl—luxzt; ,
Ozan, Uskuf, Sugdak, from Azak (Todoros, Nikola), or rc?nl.F1.e
Southiern Black Sea coast ports, ‘I'rabzon (Konstandin, I)nm}::x,
Manul), Samsun (Kiryakoz), Kerpe (Karli), anq BartTn | (Alteksln).
Those from the Crimean ports were mostly captains e:ngaged in Ele
wine trade and those from Azak in the fish and caviar trade.»’lhi
Greek merchants from ‘I'rabzon imported into Caffa wine, arak ar;c
hazel-nuts, while other Greek captains or mer.chants r}lso brought
lucts: Kiryakoz of Samsun ropes, Kﬁl’}l from I'\e.rpe coarse
textiles of flax, Alcksi from Bartin whea't, mllleF and rlce.' Lukai
who imported silk and silk cloth, and Vasil, who lmporltedgrwihi:;
large amounts of alum, must also h:.we been from the »oub I)l ’
Black Sea coast, while Yorgi, who imported soap, was probably

local proc

from Galata.

¢. Jews and Armenians
se or
The Jews make up two groups: those who exported horse

i i 4 amarin, Ilyado and
cow hides from the Crimea (Yusuf, Avram, Ta ,
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Ilyadon; perhaps these last two are the same?), and those who
imported costly silk or European woolen cloth (Arslan Yahudi, Hoca
Bikes, Tuta, and Netil), obviously via Istanbul. T'hose of the latter
group appear to be rich merchants. Arslan Yahudi, or Khodja
Arslan, was a former tax-farmer (“dmil), and his title, Khodja,
denotes the status of a large scale merchant usually with a place of
business in the bezzdizistin (bedesten).

Of the two Armenians in our register, Isfador of Kefe was a
wealthy merchant engaged in the trade in silk cloths, while Toros
imported large amount of henna. Apparently, after the conquest of
Caffa, Ottoman-Turkish merchants replaced partly the Jews and
especially the Armenians in the important and growing commerce
in imported fine textiles. (Khodja Dravdik was probably also an
Armenian))

d. Efrenc, Italians

The Franks, or Efrenc, which for the Black Sea area means
the Italians, were active as captains and ship-owners, as well as
merchants, in the period after 1475 when the Ottomans established
complete control over the Black Sea. In the register we count four
merchant ships belonging to the Italians (Zorzi, l.orenc, Bastiya
Drad, Gerge) and eleven Italian merchants. The Italian merchants
were involved either in regional trade, such as bringing to Caffa
caviar and fish from Azak (Anton, Lorenc, Cakomi), or in importing
costly Kuropean clothes (Cakomo son of I'ilip, Markete and Bortema
Balestrin) or soap (Zani Belickseri), or in exporting regional pro-
ducts such as fox skins (Zani) or lcather (Zorzi) or beeswax
(Karagéz Efrenc). This last mentioned, bearing a Turkish name,
was a guard at the fortress of Caffa, who was probably taken into
Ottoman service as a mercenary after the conquest. Yet another
Italian merchant, Zorzi, traded in goods typical of the South-Fastern
Black Sea coasts such as hemp of Fasha, arak and vinegar.

Among the non-Muslims is to be found a certain Aksina or
Eksina, a merchant from Kara-Bogdan (Moldavia), who engaged in
the silk trade. Petra¢, who brought logs and lemon juice in contai-
ners to Caffa, might also have been from the Balkans. (i‘)ﬁ-\’arun,
who came from Taman withe a cargo of hemp and caviar, must
have been a Circassian. 1'he nationalities of Papo, son of Aylo, and
Baba (or Papa) Qesara, who brought lumber from Hurzuf, we have
been unable to identify.
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Merchant Cargoes Classified According to Value (in akcha)

2,000 - 5,000 5,000 - 10,000 above 10,000

23% 21 % 36%

below 2,000

20Y%

I'hus those merchants with merchandise which valued above 5,000
constituted about half the total number.

akcha (111 gold ducats)
) were

Those with merchandise valued below 2,000 (44 gold ducats
T'his shows that the merchants engaged in the Caffa
The highest

- 106):

merchants

only one fifth.
trade were mostly business men of some importance.

figures helong to the following merchants (see p. 105
It becomes clear that a great majority of the big
were engaged in textile importing, especially in bringing in kirbas

(a kind of coarse textile made of cotton, flax, or hemp) for common

use. Luxury textiles, such as silk cloths, fine woolen cloths, of

Kuropean origin, and mohair (sof) from Asia Minor, are of next
most importance. On the other hand, the export of sheep skins,
bides and especially Crimean salt, was also a big business. The
wealthiest merchants appear to be those doing business with or for
the Crimean ruling class {(Saban, Cat Cat Hact Ahmed, Hact Tanri-
These merchants imported for the ruling class luxury
woolens or cottons) and for the army arms and
iron and tents. I'hus Haban imported iron
shicep skins for the Crimean Khan; Emir
dues to be paid on cereals imported
imported by Ali of

vermis).
textiles (silk, fine
other materials—swords,
and exported, apparently,
Hasan was guarantor for the
from Bartin by Aleksi and on Airbas and caftans

7ile. Cat Cat Haci Ahmed, a noteworthy figure in our register,
of the Crimean Khanate.

exported salt, which was a monopoly
he hands of Greek captains,

The local wine trade, mostly in't
also appears to have been an important business.
Professional merchants specialized mainly in textiles, foodstuffs
t was considered good in medieval trade practice
we sometimes find textile
sugar, hashish,

and slaves. Since 1
to invest in various types ol wares,

merchants trading also in spices, henna, dyes,
leather and hardware. Likewise we find that

Veys was engaged at the same time in
the textile trade. Provincial merchants specialized mostly in the
export of local products. Merchants from Bursa and Amasya
impored into Caffa mostly silk stuffs, those from Ankara mohair
and rice, those from the Kastamoni area copper and rice, those from

soap, swords, combs,
the slave merchant Haci

Akcha

19,000

Above

Valued

Cargoes
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Total
value of
merchandise

Principal Goods

taxed

name

Merchant’s

for Mengli Giray
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kirbas

19,500

Mustafa of Istanbul

S

kirbas

29,600

All of Denizli

A

evvi

hemp textiles, hides

19,200

Kutlu Beyg .

kirbas

32,950

Ahmed, slave of Bursavi.

Omer of Usak

kirbas (its vulue 13,000)

18,900

kirbas (its value 36,000)

OO0

43

s .
Haci Tanrivermis of Merzifon .

Cat (

one sapo=1410.56 kgr.

189 sapo of salt

at Haci Ahmed

N
b

all kirbas

20,000

Veled-i Salman of Sinop.

all kirbas

0,000

ﬁ
N

Ishak of Kayseri
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Total
value of
merchandise

Goods

name

NMerchant’s

taxed

Jirbas (its value 18,600)

20,150

Sadullah of Nigde

all kirbas

22,000

Haci Hamza

mohair and silken cloth

kirbas (30,000)

60,900

inop

~

son of Sarrif of S

\n,

A~
’
<

Sin

kirbas (11,000)

30,800

Alimed of Istanbul .

felt (7000), fox skin (6000)

indigo and halva

19,000

Musa

(He left for Copa

)

ircassia

in C

coarse wollens

20,000

(GGaybi

indigo and fine woolen cloth

20,000

Yahya of Konya.

silk cloth and silk

19,100

=]
<

-

Hoca Nim

wine

about 20,000

Istrepan

paid 2500 akcha
customs dues

225 sapo of salt

Agent of Mengli Giray Kban .
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western Anatolia carpets and cotton goods, and those from North-
East Anatolia alum, hemp, hazel-nuts and wine, while those from
Istanbul carried wares of varius origins, including Kuropean cloth,
readymade clothes, hardware and tin. Merchants of the Crimean
viviera traded in wine; those of Azak in [ish, caviar and slaves.
Cotton and leather goods were brought in by the textile dealers from
all over Asia Minor, some dealers specializing exclusively in lea-
ther goods. The Italians, and some Jewish and Muslim merchants
from Istanbul, specialized in imported woolen cloths.

Since our register gives data only on those merchants who owed
arrears to the customs no estimate can be made of the total number

of merchants or volume of freight at the port of Caffa for the
period in question.

CONCLUSIONS

t. I'he Ottomans attempted to establish their control on the
Dardanelles from the moment they settled on both sides of the Strait
in 1352. The capture and fortification of Gallipoli (1354), with the
construction of a naval arsenal and base there, was the [irst step
in this direction. I'he Ottomans became particularly threatening on
the Straits between 1393 and 1j30. But since they did not have a
navy powerful enough to control the sea, the Straits remained free
unti] with the guns placed at the castles they built on the Bosporus
and the Dardanelles in the period 1432- 1455 they were able to
cut off passage.

2. T'he Ottoman motives in controlling navigation on the Straits
and Black Sea were: (a) to establish a complete safeguard on the
passage between Anatolia and Rumelia and to protect their capital
against a surprise attack, (b) to secure the provisioning of [staubul,
(¢) to put an end, in favor of the indigenous populations, to the
cconomic and political dominance of the [talian maritime states,
which exploited and diverted the wealth of the region as alien
colonial powers.

3. ‘I'he Ottoman state was concerned with maintaining the
commercial and fiscal benefits of the Black Sca international trade
so long as the above objectives were not impatred. However, in the
arca of the international trade too, native or tribute-paying nations
were given preferential treatment.
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4. 'I'o protect and expand the economic resources of the coun-
tries surrounding the Black Sea the Ottoman Emplr.e estabhsl?ed
its control over them by steps first as suzerain state in t'he perlo.d
1453 - 1475, and then through direct rule OVCF the main transit
Ce;liers such as Amastris (1.460), Trebizond and Sinope (1461) on the
southern ‘coasts of the Sea, Caffa, Sugdak, Baliklava, (}\)zlev?,
Kersh zm.d Azak (r475) in the Crimea, Copa and An.apa' ‘(1,;7?) in
Circassia, and Akkerman and Kilia (1484) in Mo]davm: ['he I;la.ck
Sea became an Ottoman lake when Southern Bessarabia or Budjak
was annexed to the Ottoman Empire in 1538'. Thus, the Black
Sea countries were integrated into a regional ecomomy much
more completely by the Ottoman limpire than .thcy had be.en by
the Italian maritime states. This development in turn entailed a
more stringent and jealous control of the area by t}le Ottoman go-
vernment. While the Black Sea’s place in international tr‘?de Shru'nk
in the new period, the growing demand of an expanding elmlfne
and the giant city of Istanbul for foodstu.ffs and raw materlals.as
well as for slaves resulted in the economic Fx;)afl‘51on and s!)ema;
lization of the individual Black Sea countries. ll.1e extension o
estate agriculture and animal huskandry in the Cnmea,. the Dasht,
AMoldavia and Dobrudia, and the increase in slave raids by the
Crimeans should be recalled. IFrom the end of the sixtechth C(jntllry
Western industrialized economies, especially the }.*‘,ng'llsh, Iwenclrl
and Duteh, tried to get access to the Black Sea’s abundant and
low-priced foodstuffs and raw matcrial resources. But apparc:ntlly
the pressure and rising prices in the Ottoman market madt.‘ltlle(
Ottoman gorvernment ore than ever reluctant to open the Blac
Sea to international trade.

5. The closing of the Black Sea to international trade was‘u
grndu\ul process. Restrictions were imposed only \V.hm? 1.10w condi-
tions demanded it. Prohibition of the export of an 1nd1\'r1dual c'om-
modity by a particular nation was initiated at .a.partlcular tmle,
and ni:lintuinml or extended according to conditions. 'As a strict
state policy «the closing of the Black Sea to any f(?re:1g11 vcssoel»
must be considered as something of a later date. While I\Iallrlfelr
Aymard 2, on the cvidence of an Ottoman document, suggestec

o Inalerk. Budjak, EI*, T, po1280-87. A
/‘> Maurice Avmard, Ienise, Ruguse et le commerce du blé, Taris 1¢oo,

CLOSING OF THE BLACK SEA UNDER OTTOMANS 10OY

1551 as the final date for the wheat exports from the Black Sea,
English merchants still had permission to trade at Caffa and Azak
in their capitulations of 16751, Venice had capitulary guarantces
to trade with Caffa and ‘Trebizond until 1540, when the special
reference to these Black Sea ports in the capitulations was omitted ¥
However, the Ottoman rcgulations dated 1542 contained stipula-
tions about grain export by Furopean ships from Caffa, and in 1519
the Sultan warned the Cadi of Istanbul not to interfere with
the Venetian merchants who were buying caviar, fish and other
provisions in the Black Sea® The Venetian wine trade with the
northern countries via the Black Sea continued until about 15924
although Joseph Nasi tried to make a monopoly of it under a spe-
cial charter from Sultan Sclim II (1506 - 1574). A fiscal record
made in 1560° reads: «Most of the fish caught at the [isherics of
Kilia had been sold to the Christian foreigners who brought wine
from Europe (Frengistan) in their ships. This wine was not sold
here at Kilia, but after the customs dues were taken, 1t was
exported to Poland and Muscovy where it was exchanged with na-
tive products. These in turn were subject to customs dues here at
Kilia in transit, and thus the Otttoman treasury obtained substantial
revenue from it. Since the wine ships have ceased to come to this
port the fish cannot be sold, and consequently the Sultan’s treasury
is to loose annually three hundred thousand akcha (5000 gold du-
cats)». However, the Venctian documentation tells us that by 1592
Venetians imported into Poland alone seven or cight gallcon loads
of wine from Crete via the Black Sea b,

1. Go Noradounghian, Recueil dactes internationanr de Uempire otto-
man, Istanbul T, 1878, p. 167 - 68,
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products. For example, it was not possible after the introduction of
modern printing in the Ottoman empire in the 18th century to produce
for the general public the exquisite leather bindings which had earlier
been the norm. This further relates to an important topic, i.e., the
preservation of the techniques and tools of those traditional arts
collectively called the folk arts, or handicrafts. One of the most critical
and urgent tasks facing Turkey at the present time is the collection of
these cultural artifacts and the techniques employed in a major Museum
of the Handicrafts. It is in such a museum that the creativity of
Ottoman-Turkish civilization could best be represented. Instead of
imitating European designs and products, our modern industries could
seek there the source of inspiration for new techniques and styles, and
thereby enhance the competitiveness of their products. In this way,
many original techniques with high market potential could be saved
from extinction.
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