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ABSTRACT

REASSESSING THE TIMAR SYSTEM:
THE CASE STUDY OF VIDIN (1455-1693)
Soyudogan, Mubhsin.

Ph.D., Department of History.

Supervisor: Asst. Prof. Oktay Ozel.

June 2012

This dissertation is based on a long durée approach and utilizes micro
historical analyses to reconsider the nature and transformation of the timar system
through a case study of the sancak of Vidin. It presents a method that I call timar
tracking which allows a systematic analysis of various primary sources such as;
mufassal, icmal, ruznamge, cebe, tahvil and yoklama registers, which facilitates a
better evaluation of the reliability of sources and a wider picture of the issue.

One of the main concerns of the study is to question the conventional
understanding of the timar system that has been mainly built upon the terminology of
the sixteenth century. The argument offered here is that the timar system evolved
into its orthodox form after 1530. This transition is simply described as the change

from two-layered to tripartite form of the timar system.
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Moreover, the transformation of the timar system, so its degeneration, is
handled as a matter of systemic paradoxes. The argument is that the development of
the system also made it vulnerable. In this sense the process of the hassification,
meaning the expansion and development of state/sultan’s lands, both contributed to
the further development of the timar system and made it dissolve. Similarly,
centralization policies of the state resulted in the timar system being highly
controlled by the government; but those same policies actually led to the central state
losing control over the system. This occurred through what | term the abstraction of
the timar is a conceptualization of the paradoxical transformation of the system.

Lastly, the timar system is approached as one of several components of a
general Ottoman complex/system. What | call military sphere is the area on which
the timar system was built. The three stages of the transformation of the organization
of this sphere, as well as, the inter-relations between the other spheres are discussed
in detail. Finally, it is concluded that the military sphere was occupied by other

spheres, which occurred in Vidin through hassification and privatization.

Keywords: The timar system, timar tracking, systemic paradoxes, military sphere,

administrative transformation, the Ottoman army, Vidin.
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OZET

TIMAR SISTEMININ YENIDEN DEGERLENDIRILMEST:
VIDIN ORNEGI (1455-1693)
Soyudogan, Mubhsin.
Doktora, Tarih BolUmu

Tez Yoneticisi: Yrd. Dog. Dr. Oktay Ozel

Haziran 2012

Timar sisteminin dogasi ve degisimini Vidin 6rneginde tekrar ele alan bu
calisgma mikro tarih analizlerinden de yararlanmakla birlikte uzun dénemli (long
durée) bir yaklasimi temel almaktadir. ‘Timar takibi’ olarak adlandirilan, mufassal,
icmal, ruznamce, cebe, tahvil ve yoklama defterlerinin sistematik bir analizini 6neren
ve bu kaynaklarin glivenilirliklerinin daha 1yi bir sekilde degerlendirilmesini ve
konuya daha genis bir ger¢eveden bakmay1 saglayan, bir yontem sunmaktadir.

Bu caligmanin belli bash hedeflerinden birisi on altinci ylizyil terminolojisi
tizerine kurulmus timar sistemine dair geleneksel alginin sorgulanmasidir. Burada
Onerilen diisiince timar sistemin kliselesmis formuna ancak 1530’lardan sonra
evrimlestigidir. Bu degisim esas olarak timar sisteminin iki katmanli yapisinin

klasiklesmis U¢ katmanli yapisina evrilmesi olarak betimlenmistir.



Bunun yaninda, timar sisteminin doniisiimii, ayn1 zamanda ¢oziiliisii, sistemin
kendi paradokslarmin birer meselesi olarak ele alimmistir. Buradaki argliman
sistemin gelisiminin ayni zamanda sistemin kendi ¢oziilmesine yol agtigidir. Bu
baglamda, devletin/sultanin arazilerinin genislemesi anlaminda haslasmanin timar
sisteminin gelismesinde rol oynamasinin yaninda onun ¢oziilmesinde de rol oynadigi
vurgulanmakladir. Benzer bir sekilde, merkezilesme politikalar1 sonucunda timar
sistemi biiylik bir oranda merkezi devletin kontroliine girerken; ayn1 zamanda bu
politikalar devletin bu kontrolii yitirmesine de neden olmustur. Bu ¢eliskili
doniisiimiinin  bir kavramsallastirmast olan timarin soyutlasmasi bu siireci
anlatmaktadir.

Son olarak, bu ¢alismada timar sistemi genel bir Osmanli sisteminin ya da
kompleksinin bir parcasi olarak ele alinmaktadir. Askeri alan olarak adlandirilan yap1
timar sisteminin iizerinde yiikseldigi alam1 ifade etmektedir. Bu alanin
organizasyonun {li¢ agamasi detayli bir sekilde irdelenmekte, bu alanin Osmanlidaki
diger alanlarla olan iliskisi tartisilmaktadir. Bu tartismadan hareketle varilan sonug
bu askeri alanin haslagsma ve Ozellesme siireglerinin sonunda diger alanlara dahil

oldugudur.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Timar sistemi, timar takibi, sistem paradokslari, askeri alan,

idari doniistim, Osmanli ordusu, Vidin.
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CHAPTER I

INTRODUCTION

1.1. Scope

Once upon a time there was a donkey that was weak and thin. One day, his
owner allowed him to graze in the abundant meadow. There he saw some full bodied
and powerful oxen whose horns were like crescents and precious crowns. He had
thought that all animals were born equal, so why then did oxen become fat and
powerful while donkeys were always poor and weak? He decided to consult the wise
donkey that was even respected by the donkey that had carried Jesus. The wise
donkey replied that god gave oxen the duty of producing holy bread so they were
rewarded with a pair of crown-like horns. However, a donkey’s duty was just to
carry wood and other heavy loads, so, let alone expecting to have horns, he should be
thankful to God for having ears and a tail.

But the donkey was not satisfied with this reply and decided that he wanted to
be respected like the ox. As he was thinking he saw a field covered with green wheat
he could not resist trespassing into the field and began to eat the delicious ears of
wheat. He ate and trampled so much, the green land turned into a brown barren one.
He was so happy, and began to sing a song; the owner of the land heard him, ran to
field and saw what the donkey had done. He was so angry that he not only beat the

donkey but also cut off his ears and tail. The poor donkey ran away in great pain. On



his way he saw the wise donkey who asked the poor donkey what had happened, he
replied “I lost my ears and tail when | was hoping for a pair of horns.”

According to some historians, this fable by Seyhi in fact narrated the story of
his life. Seyhi was a physician living in the fourteenth century. When the Ottoman
sultan Mehmed Celebi (1413-1421) suffered from health problems Seyhi was called
to treat him. In return for his success he was bestowed a village as timar. When he
went to settle in his timar the owners of the village and peasants did not allow him to
pass and beat him.2

Almost all Ottomanists agree that the timar system was one of the two most
important pillars (the other being the devsirme system) of the Ottoman State in the
first three centuries. Thus, any attempt to comprehend the Ottoman history of the
first three centuries can hardly deny the timar system. Therefore, it should not be
surprising to see that the timar system always constituted an important problematic
of the modern Ottoman historiography since its very beginning. While the
preliminary studies analyzed the timar system using law codes (kanunname) and
chronicles that were relatively easier to access, after the 1940s historians began to
use defters (land survey books and registers of timar allocations) as the main sources
for timar studies. Though Omer Liitfi Barkan was one of the first scholars who made
use of the Ottoman land survey books as early as the 1930s, his initial works did not
go beyond analyzing the law codes contained in these defters. His article “Bir Iskan
ve Kolonizayon Metodu olarak Siirgiinler” published in 1950 was kind of a turning

point for utilizing these defters as statistical sources.® Lajos Fekete for the first time

1 Seyhi, Harname, ed. Mehmet Ozdemir (Istanbul: Kap1 Yayinlari, 2011).
2 Ibid. p. 4.

% Omer Liitfi Barkan, "Bir Iskin ve Kolonizayon Metodu olarak Siirgiinler," in Osmanli Devleti'nin
Sosyal ve Ekonomik Tarihi, Tetkikler-Makaleler, ed. Hiiseyin Ozdeger (istanbul: Istanbul Universitesi,
2000).



published and translated one of the defters in 1943.* Secondly, a defter relating to
Georgia was published in 1947.° A commission founded by scholars decided in 1947
to publish these defters in series.® Using these sources in the Ottoman historiography
developed other research fields such as; demography, historical geography, economic
and social history.” However, it can be hardly said that such studies led to a serious
change in perception of timar which matured in works done by Jean Deny, Mehmet
Fuat Koprilt and Omer Litfi Barkan in the first half of the twentieth century.

First, the timar system in its form in the sixteenth century became a model for
the common perception of the timar system which dominated Ottoman
historiography, which led to a stagnant definition of the timar. Thus, the possibility
that there might be a substantial difference between the timar system in the sixteenth
century and that in the preceding period was simply overlooked. That is, the timar
system was depicted as highly centralist organization that was fully controlled by a
highly centralized state via highly developed laws/traditions and bureaucracy. As a
result two questions were seriously discussed: “what was the timar rooted in?” and
“why did it degenerate?” It appears that these questions have not really been
answered therefore this thesis reevaluates these two questions and discusses this
perception of the timar system which was an essential part of the Ottoman Empire.

In Chapter 1l the basic concept and components of the timar system mainly in

the sixteenth century are introduced. Some of the concepts are reinterpreted and new

* Lajos Fekete, Az Esztergomi Szandzsdk 1570 Evi Addésszeirdsa  (Budapest: Magyar
Torténettudomanyi Intézet, 1943).

> S. Djikiya, Defter-i Mufassal-i Vilayet-i Giircistan (Tiflis: G.S.S.C. Ulum Akademisi, 1947).

6 Halil Inalcik, Hicri 835 Tarihli Saret-i Defter-i Sancak-i Arvanid (Ankara: Tirk Tarih Kurumu,
1954). p. VII;

7 Mehmet Oz, "Tahrir Defterlerinin Osmanli Tarihi Arastirmalarinda Kullanilmas: Hakkinda Bazi
Diisiinceler," Vakiflar Dergisi, no. XXII (1991); Fatma Acun, "Osmanli Tarihi Arastirmalarinin
Genisleyen Sinirlari: Defteroloji," Tiirk Kiiltiirii Incelemeleri Dergisi 1, no. 1 (1999); Oktay Ozel,
"Osmanli Tarih Yaziminda 'Klasik Dénem',” Tarih ve Toplum 4(2006).



conceptualizations are employed. Thus a new, but may be not be so original,
terminology is created to explain the historical transformation of timar institution.

Chapter 111 shows how the intellectual discussion was shaped by differing
political atmospheres and how eventually this discussion became based on the
perception that only reflects the situation of the timar system in the sixteenth century.
In this sense making a comparison between western feudalism with the perceived
Ottoman timar system is simply a fallacy. Many historians tried to explain the
Ottoman advancement through the superiority of the timar system. That was one of
the serious anachronistic fallacies in Ottoman history writing. Thus, Chapter I11 goes
over the discussion on the origin of the timar system.

Such a perception of this history led to a dichotomous explanatory model.
The main actors of the Ottoman progress were mutually conflicting “the Ottomans”
or “we”, and the “others” or “non-Muslims”. The state is depicted as an almost
omnipotent power that shaped the timar system with a teleological purpose. In
Seyhi’s terms the conflicts, between oxen and donkeys are just seen as sporadic
events. In Chapter IV | attempt to explain what the oxen and donkeys represented
and what their differing roles were in the timar system. Thus, | try to show how the
political body that was depicted as omnipotent state could be constrained and shaped
by such competitions.

The last two chapters focus on the timar system in Vidin. While Chapter V
tries to determine the earliest form of the timar system and its transformation into its
classicized form. The last chapter describes the change that the system underwent
after that period. Here, | offer a self-explanatory model. That is, | do not emphasize
the external factors that led to the degeneration of the timar system, technological

changes, need for new types of armies and stagnation in territorial expansion usually



described by historians. Rather | will focus on the components of the timar system
that paradoxically made it both a robust and vulnerable institution. Finally, in the last

chapter some ideas are proposed concerning the replacement for the timar system.

1.2. Sources

Studying the timar system has both advantages and disadvantages in terms of
sources. An advantage is that a researcher does not suffer from the shortage of
sources. However, having so many sources can lead the researchers to lose their way.
The best way to keep on track is to set a spatial and temporal limit for the research.
In this study the scope of the study limited to Vidin however, the time period is more
flexible. Thus, | examined every phase from the beginning of the timar system to its
abolishment in order to achieve a holistic comprehension of the subject.

When discussing the timar system the first type of sources that come to mind
are the survey registers (mufassal defter or tahrir defteri) and registers of the revenue
allocation (icmal, micmel or tevzi defteri) which were based on the survey registers.
These two types of sources, which are the basic sources of research on the timar
system, are well known and extensively used by historians. This thesis analyzes
many full and fragmented defters of these kinds showing the results of eight surveys
of Vidin. Although these registers are valuable sources, many historians have not
paid sufficient attention to the registers of the day-to-day timar transactions (timar-
ruznamge defteri), the timar transfer books (tahvil defteri) and the roll-calls (yoklama
defteri and cebe defteri); which were all prepared based on the icmal defters. Here |

will not list all the defters analyzed in this research. However, all the defters of Vidin



that | could find during my research in Ottoman archives in Istanbul and Ankara
were examined in the process of this research.®

Here is important to mention that the survey registers usually contain a law
code (kanunname) that determines the sources of revenues, rates of taxes and other
regulations. The earliest kanunname of Vidin that exists today was issued during the
reign of Bayezid Il (1481-1512). In addition, in one general law book there was an
article about sheep tax in Vidin.” Another issued in 1488 consists of 8 articles,
published by Ahmet Akgiindiiz.'° Barkan mentions two other kanunnames, one dated
937 (1530-1531) and the other dated 960 (1553). Unfortunately, Barkan does not
give their catalogue information. Barkan translated one text from each of them in his
article.™* As far as | can see, they are not very different from the last kanunname
from Vidin. In the Ottoman Archive there is a fragment of the survey book of 1530
from Vidin. Therefore, if Barkan found these kanunnames in the survey books then
another fragment of the mufassal defter of 1530 should still be somewhere in a
library or an archive.

Another kanunname published by Cvetkova is dated 1542.*2 The last
kanunname, which is the most comprehensive and complete, is dated 1586 and now

housed in National Library of Austria. These two copies have been translated and

® This research does not cover around 15 ruznamge and yoklama defters housed in National Library of
Bulgaria and several inaccessible defters housed in the Ottoman Archives in Istanbul.

% Accordingly the tax in Vidin would be one akge for every three sheep. Ahmet Akgiindiiz, Osmanli
Kanunnameleri ve Hukuki Tahlilleri, vol. 2 (Istanbul: Fey Vakfi, 1990). P. 55.

19 1hid. pp. 528-30.

" Omer Liitfi Barkan, "Osmanli imparatorlugu'nda Cift¢i Simiflarm Hukuki Statiisii " in Turkiye'de
Toprak Meselesi: Toplu Eserler 1 (Isatnbul: Gézlem Yayinlari, 1980). pp. 745, 754.

12 Bistra Cvetkova, "Otkas Ot Podroben Registar Na Eodalnite Vladeniya V Liva Vidin Ot 1542 G.,"
Izvori za Bilgarskata Istoriia 16(1971). pp. 33-4.

BTKA-TT 57, pp. 1b-11.



published into many languages.™* These kanunnames are useful for interpreting the
data in survey registers. For example, some taxes were only demanded from
households thus, where there is lack of information about population the amount of
such taxes can help find the numbers of households.

This study tries to make a systematic analysis of all of these types of archival
material. To begin with, it will take a closer look at the land surveys of Vidin and the

two types of sources that were initially prepared based on these surveys.

1.3. Surveys of Vidin

It is already known by Ottoman historians that in the Ottoman realm some
regions were subjected to land surveys at certain time intervals.' These surveys were
conducted on the lands where it was decided that the timar system was initiated to
record revenues and revenue sources. These land surveys were repeated after

important events that led to change in production level in certain locations or on

14 Joseph von Hammer - Purgstall, Des Osmanischen Reichs Staatsverfassung und Staatsverwaltung
vol. 1 (Wien: Camesinaschen Buchhandlung, 1815). pp. 311-321. Hadiye Tunger, Osmani:
Imaparatorlugunda Toprak Hukuku, Arazi Kanunlari ve Kanun Agiklamalar:, Tarim Bakanligi
Mesleki Mevzuat Serisi (Ankara: Girsoy Basimevi, 1962). pp. 374-377. Dushanka Bojanich, Turski
Zakoni i Zakonski Propisi iz XV i XVI veka za Smederevsku, Krusevacku i Vidinsku Oblast (Beograd:
Istorijski Institut, 1974). pp. 58-82. Bistra Cvetkova, Fontes Turcici Historiae luris Bulgarici (Sofia:
Academia Litterarum Bulgarica, 1961-1971). pp. 45-55. Dushanka Bojanich, Vidin i Vidinskiyat
Sandzhak Prez 15-16 Vek: Dokumenti ot Archivite na Tsarigrad i Ankara (Sofia: Nauka i Izkustvo,
1975). pp. 163-185.Ahmet Akguindiz, Osmanl Kanunndmeleri ve Hukuki Tahlilleri, vol. 8 (Istanbul:
Osmanl Arastirmalart Vakfi, 1994). 555-581. For a partial translation of it see, Mihnea Berinedi,
Mariele Kalus-Martin, and Gilles Veinstein, "Actes de Murad I11 sur la Région de Vidin et Remarques
sur les Qandn Ottomans," Sudost-Forschungen 35(1976).

> Liitfi Pasa, an Ottoman intellectual of early sixteenth century, suggested that the surveys should be
conducted every 30 years. Litfi Pasa, Asafndme, ed. Ahmet Ugur (Ankara: Kiiltiir ve Turizm
Bakanhigi Yaymlari, 1982). p. 27. Barkan alleges that surveys conducted for every 30 or 40 years
intervals. Omer Liitfi Barkan, "Tiirkiyede Imparatorluk Devirlerinin Biiyiik Niifus ve Arazi Tahrirleri
ve Hakana Mahsus Istatistik Defterleri I, 1I," in Osmanl Devleti'nin Sosyal ve Ekonomik Tarihi:
Tetkikler-Makaleler, ed. Hiiseyin Ozdeger (Istanbul: Isnatbul Universitesi Yaynlari, 2000). p. 175.
Mehmet Oz says that there are examples that support the idea that Ottomans conducted surveys every
30 years but that local conditions could affect the length of time between surveys. Oz, "Tahrir
Defterlerinin Osmanli Tarihi Aragtirmalarinda Kullanilmasi1 Hakkinda Bazi Diistinceler." p. 430.



occasion after the enthronement of a new sultan.*® After the completion of recording
the resources into mufassal defters (detailed registers) they were distributed and
redistributed (tevzi) to certain people or institutions and such distributions were
recorded in defters called icmal or micmel defteris (summary registers) and
sometimes tevzi defteris (registers of allocation). For this purpose, in Vidin many
surveys were conducted throughout the fifteenth and sixteenth centuries. The records
of some survesy did not survived, so their existence can be revealed only inderctly;
however, there are others for which there is information in the defters, which have
survived. Descriptions of each of the surveys of Vidin revealed through this research
are given below:

Survey 1: In the early defters beneath the total values of a timar written
sometimes another value that showed by a term “fi l-as:l”’, meaning “by origin”. This
term referred to the value of the same timar in the preceding defter, i.e. the results of
the previous survey. In defter of 1455 there were several such records. Also in the
same defter we know that a quite important number of timars were granted by Murad
I1 (1421-1451). Therefore, it can be estimated that Vidin was surveyed in the 1440s.
However, unfortunately there is no direct remnant of the registers drawn on this
survey.

Survey 2: Nicoara Beldiceanu alleges that during the reign of Mehmed 1I
(1451-14581) three general surveys conducted in: 1454-1455; 1464-1465 and the last

one after 1476.* The survey in 1454 was conducted after the destruction of Vidin in

16 Barkan, "Tiirkiyede imparatorluk Devirlerinin Biiyiik Niifus ve Arazi Tahrirleri ve Hikana Mahsus
Istatistik Defterleri 1, 11." pp. 190-193; Omer Liitfi Barkan and Enver Merigli, Hiidavendigdr Livast
Tahrir Defterleri | (Ankara: Turk Tarih Kurumu, 1988). pp. 14-18; Oz, "Tahrir Defterlerinin Osmanl
Tarihi Arastirmalarinda Kullanilmas1 Hakkinda Bazi Diisiinceler."” p. 430.

17 Nicoara Beldiceanu, X7V. Yiizyildan XVI. Yiizyila Osmanli Devieti'nde Tumar, trans. Mehmet Ali
Kiligbay (Ankara: Teori, 1985 ). p. 79.



a counter-attack by Serbo-Hungarian forces.*® Today there is not even a fragment
remaining of the survey (mufassal) register however, there is a full revenue
allocation (icmal) book dated 1455 housed in the Atatiirk Library of the istanbul
Municipality (Istanbul Biiyiiksehir Belediyesi Atatiirk Kitapligi).*

Survey 3: The next survey was probably carried out in 1465. There are two
fragments of the icmal defter but they do not contain the date of the survey. One
fragment consists of a couple of pages housed in the National Library of Bulgaria
(NLB)® and another part of the same defter is in the Ottoman Archives in Istanbul
(BOA).? This defter contains notes about transfers of timars in the following period.
Since the earliest timar transfers were dated 1466, it can be confidently said that the
preparation of this defter was completed in 1466.

Survey 4: The last survey mentioned by Beldiceanu was completed in 1479 in
Vidin. There are four fragments of the mufassal and icmal of this survey, neither of
which contains the date of the survey. The first fragment, which is in BOA, is a part
of the icmal defter.” The second part of the same defter is in NLB.?® Another piece
of the defter is part of the mufassal defteri, which is in the BOA collections.** As far

as | can see, in this last fragment the page numbered 39 is not the exact page

18 Ismail Hakk1 Uzungarsili, Osmanii Tarihi, vol. 2 (Ankara: Tirk Tarih Kurumu, 2011). 14.

9 IBBAK-MC.YZ.0 90. This defter was previously translated into Bulgarian by Bojanich, Vidin i
Vidinskiyat Sandzhak Prez 15-16 Vek: Dokumenti ot Archivite na Tsarigrad i Ankara.

2 NLB-OAK 265/27. This fragment was previously translated into Bulgraian by Petko Gruevski.
Petko Gruevski, "Timari Vav Vidinsko, Berkovsko, Belogradchishko I Porechieto Na R. Timok,"
Izvori za Bilgarskata Istoriia 13(1966). pp. 151-59.

! BOA-MAD.d 18. This fragment was translated into Bulgarian by Dushanka Bojanich. Dushanka
Bojanich, "Fragmenti Zbirnog Popisa Vidinskog Sancaka 1z 1466," Meshovita Gradja (Miscellanea)
2(1973). pp. 17-77.

22 A DFE.d 3.

VD 110/10. This piece of defter actually consists of two separate fragments the same defter that are
translated into Bulgarian. Nikolas Popov and Asparuh Traianov, "Timari Vav Vidinsko, Berkovsko,
Belogradchishko | Porechieto Na R. Timok," Izvori za Bilgarskata Istoriia 13(1966). pp. 104-151.

2 BOA-TT.d 814. This part also translated into Bulgarian. Dushanka Bojanich, "Fragmenti Opshirnog
Popisa Vidinskog Sancaka 1z 1478-81," Meshovita Gradja (Miscellanea) 2(1973). pp. 117-177.



following page 38. It is obvious that there are some pages missing and of them four
pages were catalogued separately in BOA® but there are still a few other pages
missing. Lastly, another fragment catalogued BOA-MAD.d 16157 that is not
available to readers due to the decay in the pages is most probably another fragment
of this survey.

There is a question of how we know that these fragments contain the results
of the same survey. First, although to the previous defter of 1466 there were notes
added about transfers of timars in the period after the survey, these fragments contain
notes about timar transaction before the survey. Since the last notes were dated 1479
we can estimate that the icmal defter finished in 1479. Moreover, there are many
notes in the icmal defter of following survey of 1482-3 saying that in November
1479 many timar holders renewed their licenses. Therefore, we can be sure that the
icmal defter of the survey was prepared in November 1479. Secondly, almost all of
these records contain the value of the timar in the previous defter shown by the fi’l-
asil. If these values are compared with the results of the survey of 1466 they are seen
to be exactly the same. Similarly the fi’l-asil records of the following defter refer
exactly to the result of the survey recorded in these fragments. Therefore, there is
quite a good quantity of the data referring to the survey of 1479.

Survey 5: The next survey was conducted in 1482, and probably finished in
1483. There is a complete icmal defter dated 1483 housed in BOA.% This survey was
conducted not because of the enthronement of Bayezid Il in 1481 but was conducted
after a Hungarian attack on Vidin in 1482 which accounts for the short time having

elapsed between this survey and the previous one.

% ADFE.d 1.
% BOA-MAD.d 1.
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Survey 6: Unfortunately none of mufassal or icmal defters that were based on
this survey exist today. The only proof of a survey having been carried out after 1483
is a ruznamce containing the timar transactions between 1512 and 1515.%” The last
timars were prepared on the basis of a new survey. On the other hand, the records of
previous years in the same defters do not agree with those of 1483. So there should
be another survey. | believe that Vidin was surveyed after another attack in 1502
when Vidin was set on fire.”® Anyway, due to the ruznamce around 20 timars and
some 10 zi 'amets are revealed in this survey.

Survey 7: There is one complete icmal defter which exists from this survey.”
This defter is dated April-May 1515. Some of records of the timar transactions in the
ruznamge of 1512-1515 were prepared according to this new survey. The new
(icmal) defter is mentioned in the records as early as March of 1515. So it can be
accepted that the survey began in 1514 and ended in early 1515.

Survey 8: A new survey was conducted as a part of a general survey of 1530.
From the mufassal of the survey 16 pages exist today.*® Yet, as mentioned before,
Barkan somehow found a kanunname of Vidin dated 1530 so there must be another
part of this defter. However, fortunately there it the complete icmal defter of the
survey dated January 19, 1531.%

Based on this survey another defter® was prepared that was published as a

facsimile by BOA.* This defter contains not only Vidin but many other sancaks.

2 BOA-MAD.d 7.

%8 Johann Wilhelm Zinkeisen, Osmanli Imparatorlugu Tarihi, ed. Erhan Afyoncu, trans. Niliifer
Epgeli, vol. 2 (Istanbul: Yeditepe Yaymevi, 2011). p. 371.

# BOA-MAD.d 70.
%0 A.DFE.d 740.

S BOA-TT.d 160.
2 BOA-TT.d 370.
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Since the defter does not contain a date the editor of the publication cogently
estimated that it was prepared based on the general survey of 1530. This defter is not
an ordinary icmal defter since it does not contain the names of the owners of the
timars. The villages and other production units were recorded together with total
revenue that each unit yielded and the tax-paying population under headings such as;
imperial revenues, timar and zi’amet and guards’ timars. This defter complements
the icmal defter of 1531 in terms of containing data about population. However, there
is an important detail in this defter in that villages were updated in terms of their
owner. For example, a village that had been a part of a timar in 1530 could be
recorded as a part of imperial hasses in this defter. This is important because many
villages that previously had been in timars were converted into imperial hasses.
However, unfortunately the exact date of this conversion is not known since the date
of the defter is unknown. However, it is certain this defter was prepared sometime
between 1531 and 1540. In the icmal of 1531 there are many notes added later
showing timars changing hands between 1531 and 1533. Since the latest date about a
timar bestowal was dated December 1532 (9 Cemaziyyelevvel 939)* it can be
estimated that the defter was prepared after that time. From now in this work the date
of the defter will be shown as 1533-1539.

Survey 9: Another survey was conducted in 1540. A fragmented mufassal
defter of several pages dated 1542 was certainly part of a copy of the mufassal defter
of the survey of 1540.% This part only covers some neighborhoods of the town of

Vidin. It does not mention timars. | found two ruznamcges which had been prepared

% Muhasebe-i Vilayet-i ROm-Ili Defteri (937 / 1530), ed. Yusuf Sarmnay, vol. 2 (Ankara: BDAGM,
2002).

% BOA-TT.d 160. p. 71.

% NLB-OAK 3/36. It was published in Bulgarian. Cvetkova, "Otkas Ot Podroben Registar Na
Eodalnite Vladeniya V Liva Vidin Ot 1542 G.."
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based on this survey. The first ruznamge covers a period between 1540 and 1543.%
In many records in this defter there is mention of the new defter i.e. the new survey.
The earliest one dated November 1540. Then, surely the survey had been already
finalized by that date. The distributions of timars based on this new survey continued
until November 1541. That is, it can be estimated that the icmal of the survey ended
in November 1541. Finalizing the icmal over such a long time was probably due to
popular discontent with the survey. As will be shown later, since peasants reacted
against the Ottoman administration policy of abolishing some of their privileges by
converting their lands or their timars into imperial hasses in the previous period, the
government was forced to conduct this survey.

The second ruznamgce that was prepared based on this survey covers the
period between 1552 and 1554.%” Due to these two ruznamges it is possible to have
an idea about 5 zi‘amets and 34 timars in the lost icmal defter of 1541.

Survey 10: From this survey there are two remaining fragments of the
mufassal defter. One is housed in NLB®® and the other is in BOA.* These two say
little about the timars but there is a complete icmal defter relating to this survey.*
This defter previously published by Dushanka Bojanich translated into Bulgarian.*

Although this defter does not contain a date, she has discovered that it was prepared

% BOA-MAD.d 34.
3" BOA-DFE.RZ.d 5.

%% NLB-OAK 265/62. This part was translated into Bulgarian. Asparuh Velkov, "Otkas Ot Podroben
Registar Na Timari VV Sandzhak Vidin Ot Vtorata Polovina Na XV v.," Turski Izvori za Bilgarskata
Istoriia 16(1971). pp. 496-523.

% A.DFE.d 14.
O BOA-TT.d 514.

*! Bojanich, Vidin i Vidinskiyat Sandzhak Prez 15-16 Vek: Dokumenti ot Archivite na Tsarigrad i
Ankara.
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in 1560 and in the same records that she used it can be seen that the survey
completed in December 1559.%

Survey 11: The last survey of Vidin began in 1579 and continued until
1580.* Since the official who conducted the survey made some mistakes it was
repeated in the Cerna Reka region of Vidin in January 1580.** In July 1580 the
official conducting the survey was sent to Temesvar since there the survey had been
completed and he was to help with revenue allocation.*® Thus, it can be accepted that
icmal defter of the survey had already been prepared by July 1580.

The first mufassal record of the survey has not been survived but there is a
copy of the mufassal defter prepared in 1586, which is the only complete mufassal
defter of Vidin.*® Dushanka Bojanich who examined this defter stated that the last
few pages of the defter were missing.*” In fact, no pages are missing there were just a
few pages misplaced at the end during the binding of the defter. Another copy of this
mufassal defter was prepared during the reign of Osman 11 (1618-1622).* It is not
clear why it was copied once more since there were no extra notes added. This defter
does not contain the nahiye of Krivina and records about the falconers. | found

another copy of the same defter containing records of the falconers with few missing

2 BOA-ADVN.MHM 3, r. 530.

* BOA-A.DVN.MHM 40, r. 97, 126, 538.
“ BOA-A.DVN.MHM 39, 1. 252.

** BOA-A.DVN.MHM 43 . 172

*© TKA-TT 57.

*" Bojanich, Vidin i Vidinskiyat Sandzhak Prez 15-16 Vek: Dokumenti ot Archivite na Tsarigrad i
Ankara. p. 8.

* TSA-D 547-1. This defter does not contains a date but it had the fugra (sultan’s seal) of Osman 1I.
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pages at the beginning.*® A further copy of the same mufassal contains only imperial
revenues and revenues of viziers in Vidin.*®

The icmal defter of this survey is also in a complete form.>* This defter does
not contain the date of its preparation but as already stated the icmal defter of this
survey was completed in 1580. However, this survey to some extent is unreliable. In
particular, the data revenue sums of each village in imperial hasses were copied from
the survey of 1559-1560. However, the production was not so stagnant between 1560
and 1580. Some defters shows the annual yields of villages in imperial hasses. If one
examines them s/he can see that the revenue of each village fluctuates.*?
Nevertheless, this survey is one of the most important since it was the last survey of
Vidin and all other defters such as; ruznamce, tahvil, cebe, and yoklama of the
following period prepared based on the results of this last survey, in fact, more

specifically based on this last icmal defteri.

1.4. Case Tracking

The Ottoman historian Mehmet Geng¢ during his research for his dissertation
realized that all the data he collected for the period after 1700 gave almost no
information about the change in industrial production. Initially, he felt that all his
research over several years was “a waste of time”. However, later he decided that the

lack of information was due to a change in the operation of the Ottoman

* TSA-D 902-1.
%0 BOA-TT.d 664 pp. 58-64, 148-155.
SLTKA-TT 219.

*2 TSA-D.BSM.VDH.d 17085; BOA-KK.d 3062; BOA-MAD.d . 99. These three defters show the
muktaas in different ndhiyes of Vidin more or less in the same period. They can be thought as parts of
one defter.
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bureaucracy.®® This situation can be experienced by those who undertake research
using defters therefore, a researcher should question the logic behind record keeping
in the Ottoman bureaucracy and it is essential to understand the relations between the
defters.

The point here is that the Ottomans conducted surveys and, on this basis,
prepared various defters. What was the purpose of this? Before entering into an
explanation, it is necessary to state that here I will not question the results of surveys,
for now | propose that they supplied reliable information for the time period of the
survey. After a survey the resulting revenue sources were written into mufassal
defters. These revenues then were distributed among various imperial dignitaries and
recorded in icmals. These icmals both drew the physical limits of the timars, i.e.
determined which village would be in which timar, and fixed the value of a timar. If
a timar, had, for example, a value of 3,000 akces this means that this value would
remain unchanged until the next survey. That is to say, a change in population or
production was not updated in the records kept between two surveys. When one
timar holder got promotion it would be shown as his timar plus the share he got.
Here, the numbers did not refer to actual values but they had practical values through
which state built a control mechanism.

The important point that historians should keep in mind in studying defters is
that they can refer to more than one time period. Knowing the date on a defter in
itself does not mean anything. What is important is to know which parts of the defter
referred to which time span. For example, the values recorded between two surveys
no matter when they were recorded refer to the values of the previous survey, while

other information might reveal the situation during the time when the analyzed

53 Mehmet Geng, Osmanli Imparatorlugunda Devlet ve Ekonomi (Istanbul: Otiiken, 2000). pp. 27-31.
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record was prepared. For example, there is a record of a timar with a value of 3,000
akces bestowed on a certain Ali in Vidin in 1700. It can be confidently concluded
that the value of the timar was 3,000 akce in 1580, when the last survey was

conducted, and Ali, if there is not a trick in the record, was the person enjoyed that

timar in 1700.
m i y r/iclt y rm i r
[ L g . g L g . g L g L g . g o—p
Survey Survey

m: Mufassal  i: lcmal y: Yoklama c:Cebe t: Tahvil r: Ruznamge

Figure 1: The Temporal Dimension of the Relations of Defters

Here two important points should be underlined. Firstly, a survey was the
point of systemic optimization that allowed the refreshing of the data, not only
because it updated the changes in revenue sources, economy and population, but it
also defragmented timars that had become fragmented after the previous survey.
Especially with development of fiscal timars that defragmentation became essential.
So the health of the system was directly depended on conducting surveys. Secondly,
it seems that the Ottoman state instead of administering strict control over revenue
sources developed a control mechanism for tracking and controlling the possessors of
revenue sources.

If the state bureaucracy used these defters for tracking then a historian should
also be able to do the same. In this dissertation | attempt to do that. What I call case

tracking means to track a person or a village or a timar over time between two
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surveys or after the last survey. With this method the historian in a sense becomes an
inspector or detective and there are several benefits of this method.

First, the reliability of data can be better comprehended. For example; after
tracking Alaybegi of Vidin I found that somehow he possessed two different timars
at the same time from 1609 to 1622, which was strictly forbidden but somehow he
was able to bequeath them to his children.>* He might have cheated officials;
however it is possible to reveal such tricks.

The fundamental benefit of timar tracking is to better estimate the numbers of
timars and timar holders in any given year when there was no survey conducted. In
the initial stage the historian should number every timar in the survey.> Then track
every timar in ruznamces and other defters. In a ruznamge register, one timar could
be recorded more than once so every case should be recorded by the date of
transaction, which is recorded at the end of each tezkire (explanatory part of
transaction). A defter might contain the transactions of more than one year. So the
date of defter might easily mislead the researcher.

On the other hand, one available timar might not appear in some ruznamces.
The basic assumption for timar tracking is that if a timar bestowed and re-bestowed
at two different times the timar was used by someone in any time between these two
points. Let us say, | give number 5 to a certain timar that | found in the defter of
1580. Then | saw that this timar was bestowed on someone else in 1600 then | can
assume that this timar was possessed by someone in the period between 1580 and
1600 regardless of the availability of records prepared in the period between these

two points. By tracking all timars then it is easy to count the numbers of timars for

* BOA-DFE.RZ.d 214, p. 260; BOA-DFE.RZ.d 318, p. 136; BOA-DFE.RZ.d 301, p. 240; BOA-
DFE.RZ.d 391, p. 626. BOA-DFE.RZ.d 411, p. 495-496.

% This step is esential for timar tracking. It is quite intesrting that Ottoman bureucrats tried everthing
to track timars but they did not think of numbering timars.
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any year between 1580 and 1600. However, short term tracking does not provide
reliable results and this is why in my research | tracked the timars from 1455, more
effectively from the 1580s, until the abolition of the system in Vidin.

Another benefit of this method is that the researcher can better evaluate or
reconstruct a source if it is fragmented or parts are missing, with the help of other
sources. Let us say, there are no mufassal or icmal defters for 1580 for Vidin. If there
are enough ruznamgce records it is possible to reconstruct the icmal defter. Let me
share one of my experiences. Since the researchers are not allowed to make the
copies of the defter housed in archives of the General Directorate of Land Registry
and Cadaster in Ankara | spent several weeks to analyze the defters of Vidin in the
archive. After | finished my research there | began to analyze ruznamce records and
found several new timars that were not recorded in the icmal defteri. Initially, 1
thought that the number of timars in Vidin had increased after 1580s but decided to
return to the same archive to recheck the defters | had already read. Then | realized
that | had skipped one page of icmal defter. The new timars that | had discovered
were the timars on that page. Thus, | discovered that even if a page were missing it is
still possible to recover the information by analyzing ruznamce defters.

In fact there are no ruznamces for Vidin for the second half of the fifteenth
century but the icmal defters of that period are also suitable for timar tracking. The
transfers of timars from one person to another can be tracked through marginal notes
added to defters whenever the timars changed hands. Moreover, as mentioned earlier
the term “fi ’[-asil” provides us with the value of a timar in the previous survey book.
After solving the relations between defters | reconstructed an important missing part
of the defter of 1479. Let me give an example, since some initial pages of the defter

BOA-A.DFE.d 3 were missing the first timar record of the defter is not complete.
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After finding the same timar during the previous and later surveys I discovered that
there two villages (Belborofce, Mahninge) were missing and the name of the timar
owner was Yusuf bin Karaca. | also found out the total amount of taxes each village
yielded and estimated the size of population. Therefore, the researcher should work
on defter series rather of sporadic defters. That can facilitate the researcher to better
comprehend the value of the data.

However, there are problems with this method as shown in this example. If
the timar in question was, let us say, possessed by a certain Mustafa in 1580 and in
the record of 1600 it is said that “Mehmed took the timar of Mustafa after Mustafa
died” then it can be concluded that there was a non-ceased continuity of the timar.
However, if we see in the record of 1600 such a note that “Ali’s license for this timar
was renewed” then the period between 1580 and 1600 for this timar becomes
uncertain. As in the Schrodinger’s paradox we can never be sure whether in the
period in question that timar was possessed by someone or not. Of course, as
historians, always deal with insufficient data we do not have the luxury of being that
precise. However, it is certain that this method yield a better picture. For years
historians used the data supplied by Ayn Ali who was an Ottoman bureaucrat who
somehow counted the number of timars in all provinces. Today, | can see that Ayn
Ali used the results of the last surveys of each region to construct his data. Even if
we accept that he did not make mistakes, each region was surveyed in different
years; therefore, it becomes difficult to estimate the total numbers of timars for a
specific year. Using the timar tracking method the yearly changes in timars in a
specific region can more or less be seen. A proliferation of such studies can provide
better results for Empire-wide estimations. On the other hand sometimes historians

used the results in roll-calls to find the numbers of timars in a certain year. However,
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roll-calls are very unreliable sources for that information since those who are familiar
with these defters already know that not everyone needed to be present during the
roll-calls. For example, in many battles the owners of timars valued at less than
3,000 akces were not called for active military duty and those who had special
permission might not appear for roll-calls. However, with timar tracking it is
possible to see all of them, if not in one record then, in the next.

Lastly, it is necessary to comment on the limits of sources. A researcher
should know which types of sources are suitable for timar tracking. There are many
types of sources that can be used for timar tracking. The best sources are ruznamcges
that contain a range of information. Therefore, it is possible to learn why the timar
become vacant, i.e. what had happened to its possessor and why the new possessor
merited a timar. The place of production (village, mezraa, monastery etc.) was
recorded with the revenue yielded in detail. This is very important for timar tracking.

On the other hand tahvil defteris, cebe defteris and roll-calls (yoklama)®® are
almost the same and provide limited information. A tahvil record is the record of the
transfer of timar from one person to another. It contains the date of transfer and the
reason why the timar became vacant and brief information about the timar consisting
of the name of the first village and the total revenue of the timar. Based on this
information it is not possible to carry out full tracking since it would not be possible
to see the timars that were given as promotion. The results of this tracking should be
compared with the information in the ruznamges. Likewise, the first cebe records are

almost the same as the tahvil records. In the second half of the seventeenth century

%6 We can add this group derdest deftris that were appeared in the seveneteenth century to track timars
and their possessors. For a detailed description of these defters see, Erhan Afyoncu, "Osmanli Devlet
Teskilatinda Defterhane-i Amire" (Unpublished PhD Dissertation, Marmara Universitesi, 1997). pp.
30-33; Emine Erdogan Oziinlii, "Derdest Defterlerinin Kaynak Degeri Uzerine Bir Deneme: 493
Numaral 1 Ayntab Derdest Defteri’nin Analizi," Bilig, no. 56 (2011).
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they were slightly changed no longer containing the full date of the transfers of
timars only indicating the year of the transfer. Also the roll-calls are different in
these defters in that they do not provide any information about the date of transfer. it
can only be seen which timar was possessed by whom during the date of roll-call.
Only after comparison with ruznamges or/and icmals do these defters provide further
information that can be used to complement the ruznamges since they were in fact
the summary of the ruzunamces.

This study initially aimed to reveal what happened to the timar system after
“its shining era.” The problem was that it is impossible to evaluate the second state
of something without knowing its previous state. That is to say | needed first to
understand what the timar system was then to construct a reasonable discussion
about what it would become later. Thus, this problem expanded the scope of the
research, which eventually led to a better understanding of how to use the sources.
Finally, it is possible to offer a new, yet time consuming, method to analyze the
timar system. This method does not only facilitate a better comprehension of the

timar system but it also makes easier to interpret local changes.
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CHAPTER I

THE ANATOMY OF A SYSTEM

11.1. What is Timar

From the fifteenth to the twentieth century, many scholars, especially
Europeans, briefly or length discussed the timar [system] as a part research about the
Ottoman army. Contrary to today’s historians, who see the timar system as one of the
most important pillars of the Ottoman Empire, these earlier historians were not as
concerned with the timar army as they were with the central army.* Thus, often their
interest did not go beyond a simple definition.

These early scholars usually defined the timar as one of the two kinds of
salaries along with the uldfe paid by the Ottoman Sultans to their soldiers.> Or
sometimes they emphasized the point in a reverse way. That is, there were two types

of Ottoman soldiers some receiving their salaries from lands and farms (timar) and

! Juius (Giovio) says: “All the puissatice and strength of the Turkes wars csystethe in those méne
which they call the warryours of the Porte. ...Of these, they wiche be called Spachi Oglani, are most
worthily estemed.” Paulos Jouius, A Shorte Treatise upon the Turkes Chronicles, trans. Peter Ashton
(London: Edward Whitechurch, 1546). Fol. cxix. ‘Spachi oglani’ or ‘spahis’ refer to a troop that was
one of the six cavalry units of the Porte. After introducing sipéhis, Giovio gives information about
janissaries and then other central cavalries.

2 Antoine Geuffroy, The Order of the Greate Turckes, trans. Ricardus Graston (1524). p. viii.
Johannes Leunclavius Nobilis, "Pandectes Historiae Turcicae, Liber Singularis, ad Illustrandos
Annales,” in Annales Sultanorum Othmanidarum (Francofurdi: 1588). p. 390. Lazaro Soranzo, The
Ottoman, trans. Abraham Hartvvell (London: John Windet, 1603). p.10b. Michel Baudier, The History
of the Serrail, and of the Covrt of the Grand Seigneur, emperour of the Turkes, trans. Edward
Grimeston, The History of the Imperial Estate of the Grand Seigneurs (London: William Stansby,
1635). p. 169.
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the others paid in cash (ultfe).® Now, the question to be discussed is whether the

timar was a type of salary and if it was different from ulUfe.

11.1.1. Fiscal Timar

Today most historians particularly underline that a timar was a sort of
revenue (or revenue source), therefore, it was more a value rather than a land unit, *
which is contrary to those who see the timar as a fief or land ownership.> Halil
Inalcik, for example insists that what the state bestowed on timar owners was not
property of land (dominium eminens) but right to collect the revenue of land (usus).®
So most Ottomanists accept that timar was a sort of revenue appropriated from the
lands, or other resources, allocated to certain people in return for certain duties and
obligations.

Some cases show that in 1555 some timar holders received timars in cash
from the provincial treasury of Egypt as a reward for fulfillments of duties on behalf
of the Porte.” One soldier who had received a cash timar from the treasury of Egypt
was later granted a timar in Vidin.® This example is important in the rethinking of
both the limits of the timar system and the nature of timar. If timar could also be a
cash emolument then the attributed character of exclusiveness of ullfe and timar

should be questioned. Yet it is necessary to answer the question of why some

® paul Rycaut, The Present State of the Ottoman Empire (London: Mitre, 1668). p. 172.
* Barkan underlined that timar was a revenue. Barkan, "Timar." p. 805.
> Jean Deny, "Timar," in El (Leiden: Brill, 1936). p. 767.

® Halil inalcik, An Economic and Social History of the Ottoman Empire, ed. Inalcik Halil and Donald
Quataert, vol. 1 (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1997). p. 106.

" BOA-A.DVN.MHM 1 (1555), p. 290: 1640, 1641, 1642, 1643.

8 “Akray Begi iken vefat iden Hiisam beg oglu Mahmud Miswr hazinesinden ber vech-i nakd 13,500
akgelik timar tasarruf idib Rumilinde bedel-i timar emr olunub hilkm-i hiimayun irad itmegin virildi.
Eser. Fi 16 Zilkade 949.” BOA-MAD.d 34 (1543), p. 244b.
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revenues were called ullfe and others, timar. More than the method of payment, the
method of calculation makes timar different from ul(fe. The former was calculated
on an annual basis whereas the latter was calculated on a daily basis. Though, ulGfe
was a fixed per diem payment; it used to be paid every three months or four times a
year.? On the other hand, the timar of a person consisted of a group of fixed and non-
fixed taxes calculated on fixed-rates of estimated yields per annum. Depending on
the nature of the economic resource, the timar holder could receive this yield from
one to many times in a year. For example, the people of the Balkans celebrated St.
Elijah’s Day, llindan, on the second of August. On that day people collected their
honey and timar owners collected their shares. However, the tax called Ispence’® was
collected in March™ and the tithe (dsiir) after harvest.

Another difference is usually constructed by historians between iltizam (tax-
farming) and the timar. However, it is possible to see that sometimes tax-farms
(iltizam) were given to a person as timars'? and some timar holders farmed out their
timars to miltezims during long periods of war. What does this mean? Again, we
should underline the method of calculation of revenue. Though timar was yearly
revenue, iltizam was calculated on three-year term that we see in the documents with
the formulation “fi selase sinin”. To clarify this, here is an example of iltizam as
timars were bestowed on two people. In the first case the value of iltizam was 78,054
akges, and 26,018 akces were bestowed as timar. In the second case the iltizam value

of the revenue was 150,000 akces. However, the value that bestowed as timar was

% Each salary was known by the abbreviation of months forming each period of the salary. Masar
(muharrem, safer, rebitlevvel), recec (rebillahire, cemazilyelevvel, cemazziyelahire), resen (receb,
saban, ramazan), lezez (sevval, zilkade, zilhicce).

10 A poll-tax collected from non-muslim population.
1 «“Kanunname-i Liva-i Vidin”, in TK.TD 57, pp. 1b-11.
2 MAD 141, p, 7.
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50,000 akcges. That is to say 1/3 of the iltizam was bestowed in each case, which is
equal to the annual revenue.

The cash timar mentioned above was in fact what was called salyane which
was another type of payment in cash calculated on an annual basis. The main
difference between the two was though the timar was calculated based on estimation;
the salyane was a fixed cash payment. But why then did Ottomans, in this example,
call such a cash payment timar but not salyane? The reason behind that was, most
probably, the difference in the contracts that define the responsibilities to the state of
the person receiving the remuneration.

These points give some important clues about the nature of the Ottoman
fiscal system in general and about that of the timar system in particular. First, it can
be said that all systems of revenue redistribution in the Ottoman Empire were based
on contracts and all those who enjoyed those revenues were bound by contracts
unless they were violating the law.*® Secondly, as a way of punishment/promotion or
as a result of a demand one contract could be replaced by another. That is to say a
person’s timar could be turned into ulQfe or vice versa; as it could be turned into
iltizam or salyane. For, example some timar holders in Vidin were taking a part of
their revenues as uldfe.* It is already known that many ultife owners later became

timar holders. The problem is how they converted one type of revenue to another.

13 In the earliest known Ruznamge records many timars was taken from their owner “without reason”
(bila sebeb). For some cases see, BOA-MAD.D 17893, (1487-1489), pp. 4, 6, 10, 19, 20, 25. And also
see, BOA-MAD.D .7, (1513-1515), dpp. 91, 95, 96, 97. Using this phrase does not actually mean that
state would remove or give their timar to someone else without any reason. See, Beldiceanu, XIV.
Yiizyildan XVI. Yiizyila Osmanli Devleti’nde Timar. p. 67. It happened due to rearrangement of timars.
Those who lost their timars were given other timars. This was normal procedure during the
distribution of timars to people after conducting a new land survey.

1 |BBAK-MC.YZ.0. 90 (1554-1555), pp. p. 57, 59, 64. BOA-MAD.D 18, p. 12b.
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In hijra calendar a year is 354 days; however, sometimes the Ottomans
accepted a 360 day year.’® Accordingly, a person who received a 10 akge uldfe
means that s/he received 3,540 or 3,600 akce a year. Therefore, a historian can say
that this soldier received a timar worth 3,540 or 3,600 akces in exchange for his
ultfe. However, the Ottomans used two different methods of conversion. The first
method was based on fixed rates defined by laws.!® Janissaries received a timar
according to these laws. For example, an infantry low-rank Janissary according to
law would receive 5,000 akges'’ and a Sekban Janissary would receive 10,000
akces™ timar in exchange for his ultfe. Since there is not enough data about such
cases it is not possible to comment on the logic behind this conversion method. Yet it
was obvious that the amount of timar raised parallel to a person’s status/rank and
thus, his ulfe.

However, it has been possible to decipher the logic behind the conversion of
ulGfes of horsemen to timar. However, the calculation for the cavalry of the Porte
(altr boliik halk: or ebna-i sipahiyan) was not that complex. Their uldfe would be
multiplied by 1,000 in order to calculate its equivalence in timar.'® That is to say, one
that had 10 akges ullfe (per diem) based on a formula (ulufe x 1,000) would

receive 10,000 akges timar. | will call this one-to-one calculation.?® As exceptions, or

5 IBBAK-MC.YZ.0. 90 (1554-1555). In this defter a year was calculated as 360 days.

6 A law on such rates for Janissaries can be seen in, ismail Hakki Uzungarsil, Osmanli Devleti
Teskilatindan Kapikulu Ocaklar, 2 vols., vol. 1 (Ankara: Turk Tarih Kurumu, 1988). p. 350.

7 A janissary from Cyprus who had a 4.5 akges uldfe received 5,000 akges. BOA-DFE.RZ.D. 92, (26
zilakde 994), p. 561. In another case a janissary of the Porte again recieved the same amount but his
ullfe is not clear. BOA-DFE.RZ.D. 100, (24 Safer 998), p. 938.

¥ BOA-MAD.D . 15428, (17 Zilhicce 991), p. 469.

9 According to Barkan this calculation used for the conversion of ultifes of members of the elite army
(hassa ordusu) of the sultan, such as cebeci (armorer), topcu (gunner), sarac (saddler) and nalbant
(farrier). Barkan, ""Feodal" Diizen ve Osmanli Timar1." p. 887.

%0 See, Appendix |. Douglas Howard called it bedel. Douglas A. Howard, "The Ottoman Timar
System and its Transformation, 1563-1656" (Unpublished PhD Dissertation, Indiana University,
1987). p. 165. However bedel was used in the Ottoman records in its generic meaning that denotes
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calculated in a different method, in two cases they received 20,000 akce timar for

their 12 akce ulifes.”* Most probably they received extra promotions or it should be
concluded that their revenues were calculated based on a formula as gx ulufe X

1,000.

On the other hand, the calculation for the conversion of ullfes of provincial
cadres was different. Their timars were calculated based on what the Ottomans called
stiliisan hesabi (the calculation of two-thirds).”? According to this calculation a
soldier would receive two-thirds of 1,000 (= 666.6666667) per akce of his uldfe or

1,000 akges timar per two-third of his ullfe. So a person’s salary of 10 akce ul(fe
(per diem) according to the formula (% %X 1,000 % ulufe) would be calculated as

= 6,666.666667 ~ 6,666 akces timar.?® So it should not be surprising to see timar
values in such fractions.

On the other hand, multiplying the value of timar by three would be enough
to convert it into iltizam. For example, a zi'amet valued 46,650 akce was put to
iltizam as 139,950 akges®* or, as mentioned before, an iltizam of 78,054 akges was
put to timar as 26,018 akges.

Lastly, it seems that salyane was fixed at 20 to 30 percent of the value of
timar. According to a law issued in the reign of Mehmed I, viziers would enjoy
1,200,000 akges hass or 240,000 - 350,000 akce salyane. Governors (beglerbegi) and

the chief treasurers (defterdar) would receive from 600,000 akges to 1,200,000 akces

‘equivalent’ or ‘compensation.” For example, a timar holder could get another timar in another
province as bedel (compensation) for his timar.

2! They might be captains or they might receive that amount for their extra services. BOA-DFE.RZ.D.
5, (16 Safer 960), p. 779; BOA-DFE.RZ.D. 203, (12 Cemaziyyelahire 1006), p. 395.

%2 Howard, "The Ottoman Timar System and its Transformation, 1563-1656." p. 165.
2 See, Appendix I1.
? MAD 654, p. 179. For the details of this zi’amer see BOA-TT.D 514, pp. 26-27.
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hass or they would be given 150,000 akges to 240,000 akges salyane.? Since the
articles are not so clear it is not possible to be sure but most probably the salyane was
fixed to 20 percent of timars. Similarly the salaries of those who would be retir