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INTRODUCTION

FROM RECORDS TO REALITIES

OFFICIAL AND UNOFFICIAL DIMENSIONS
OF JANISSARY IDENTITY

Yannis SPYROPOULOS"

The enrolled Janissaries are indeed so numerous that if one could make a census
of them, one might count several millions.
Claude-Charles de Peyssonnel®

The inhabitants of Istanbul and, especially, of provincial cities, towns, boroughs,
and villages, ordinary people or noble, qualified or not, and tax-paying subjects
made themselves Janissaries in order to be liberated from tax farmers, governors,
and other officials, and everyone became Janissaries at once.

Moravi Siileyman Penah Efendi*

[1]t should be noted that there are three classes of Janissaries: 1. soldiers on active
service, Eschkindjis; 2. individuals registered on the rolls of this militia, as super-
numeraries, without doing service, nor receiving pay, exercising some trade, until
they can fill the vacant places in the Ortas; they are believed to number more than
one hundred and fifty thousand; 3. a large number of Ottomans of all conditions,
who, taking pride in belonging to this first militia corps, adopted the name and
turban of Janissary; they are called Tasslacdjis, aspirants.

Ignatius Mouradgea d’Ohsson®

THIS VOLUME COMPRISES THE PROCEEDINGS of the 12th Halcyon Days in Crete Sympo-
sium, convened at the Institute for Mediterranean Studies in Rethymno from 12-14

3

Foundation for Research and Technology-Hellas, Institute for Mediterranean Studies.

F. Baron de Tott, Mémoires du Baron de Tott, sur les Turcs et les Tartares, contenant les obser-
vations critiques de M. de Peyssonnel et la réponse de M. le Baron de Tott, Vol. V (Maastricht
1786), 102.

A. Berker, ‘Mora Ihtilali Tarihgesi veya Penah Efendi Mecmuasi, 1769°, Tarih Vesikalari, 2/8
(1942-1943), 158.

I. M. d’Ohsson, Tableau général de I’Empire othoman, Vol. VII (Paris 1824), 332.

[xiii]
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January 2024, under the theme: “The Janissaries: Socio-Political and Economic Ac-
tors in the Ottoman Empire (17th-Early 19th Centuries)”. Both the symposium and
the subsequent volume have received funding as part of ‘JANET: Janissaries in
Ottoman Port-Cities: Muslim Financial and Political Networks in the Early Modern
Mediterranean’, an ERC project dedicated to exploring the operations of Janissary
networks within and beyond the Ottoman Empire, viewing them as deeply inter-
twined with broader Muslim political and economic activity in the above region.

Although this volume was originally conceived and compiled as an indepen-
dent publication, its contents to some extent continue, complement, and expand on
those of the two other collective works already published within the framework of
JANET.# In line with the project’s objectives, the 16 papers presented in this col-
lection delve into a wide spectrum of topics within economic and political history,
exploring various cases of financial and commercial enterprises, credit transactions,
and networks forged by Janissaries, both within the provinces and across inter-pro-
vincial and international boundaries. Furthermore, the articles examine aspects of
the political mobilisations of the corps, its socio-religious composition, and the web
of relationships cultivated among its members and people of various ethnic and reli-
gious backgrounds. These contributions present us with new case studies and inter-
pretations which challenge long-held perceptions of the Janissaries in the scholarly
literature, advancing the discourse beyond the constraints imposed by conventional
historiographical approaches. At the same time, the dialectic generated within this
book raises a multitude of questions, potentially paving the way for new research
endeavours that could redefine the field of Janissary studies in the years to come.

While it would be beyond the scope of this introduction to analyse each of the
numerous intriguing issues raised by the authors, there is one overarching academic
question that deserves special attention, as it resonates throughout all Janissary-
related scholarship, especially as we move beyond the so-called ‘classical age’ of
the Ottoman Empire: who should we include in our research when examining the
Janissary Corps? 1 believe that this point of inquiry is crucial for reflecting on the
contents of this volume, and thus merits discussion here.

As will become obvious to readers of these pages, this seemingly straightfor-
ward question poses a significant challenge for historians examining the Janissaries
from the late sixteenth century onward. Indeed, despite the corps’ distinct status
among Ottoman institutions, to date there is no standard definition of who consti-
tuted a Janissary, apart from convenient generalisations that leave ample room for

4 Y. Spyropoulos (ed.), Insights into Janissary Networks, 1700-1826 [special issue of Cihanniima:
Journal of History and Geography Studies, 8/1 (2022)]; A. Yildiz, Y. Spyropoulos and M. M.
Sunar (eds), Payitaht Yenigerileri: Padisahin “Asi” Kullari, 1700-1826 (Istanbul 2022).
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interpretation. While sometimes necessary, any generalisations inevitably influence
methodology and must be critically analysed. Particularly in a volume such as this,
which draws the perspectives of 18 historians together in a collective work, it is
imperative to address this complex issue from the outset, in spite of its difficulty.

The approach proposed here invites historians to conceptualise membership in
the Janissary Corps as a dynamic process of inclusion and negotiation that tran-
scended official definitions of who was a Janissary. This perspective emphasises the
pivotal role that unofficial participation played in bolstering the corps’ socio-eco-
nomic and political influence, highlighting the importance of informal networks and
affiliations in the broader context of Ottoman history. I argue that by understanding
the Janissary Corps through this lens, we can better appreciate the multifaceted
nature of its power and the extensive reach of its influence across various strata of
society.

Counting the Janissaries

Despite being primarily viewed as a military corps, the Janissaries were much more
than that, both officially and unofficially. They were not only charged by the Otto-
man government with numerous wartime functions but were also expected to un-
dertake a variety of non-military tasks crucial for the empire’s administrative and
financial operations at both provincial and central levels. Recent scholarship has
recognised that this multifunctional remit was an indispensable component of the
Janissary institutional framework. Furthermore, the literature increasingly acknowl-
edges the importance of multifunctionality for understanding the various manifesta-
tions of the unofficial political and economic activities that came to define the corps’
character between 1600 and 1826, which is the central focus of this volume.3
Indeed, as is also evident from the contributions here, historians have now con-
curred that to fully appraise the Janissaries’ role in Ottoman history from the late
sixteenth century onward, their corps should be evaluated primarily as an entity de-
fined by its socio-political and economic activities rather than solely in terms of its
performance on the battlefield. However, despite this growing realisation, the iden-
tification of the Janissaries in historical research remains predominantly defined in

5 Y. Spyropoulos, ‘Kowvmviky, S101KNTIKY, OIKOVOUIKT KOl TOMTIKY O106TAGT TOV 00maVIKoD
oTpaTov: ot yevitcapot g Kprg, 1750-1826° [Social, Administrative, Economic and Politi-
cal Dimensions of the Ottoman Army: The Janissaries of Crete, 1750-1826], unpublished Ph.D.
dissertation, University of Crete, 2014; Idem, ‘Janissaries: A Key Institution for Writing the
Economic and Political History of Ottoman Muslims in the Early Modern Period’, Historical
Reporter / Hemopuueckuii éecmuux, 29 (2019), 104-133.
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military and titular terms. As [ will explain, this approach treads a path determined
by outdated perceptions of who the Janissaries ought to be, rather than looking at
who they truly were.

Judging from the extensive literature on the corps, reaching down from Ottoman
times to the present, there appear to be many different approaches to the problem
of Janissary identification depending on the topic discussed. Different standards are
often applied, for instance, when investigating questions that necessitate the quanti-
fication of the Janissary presence rather than others where numerical analysis is less
crucial. Historians are more likely to develop methodologies for distinguishing who
was a Janissary when dealing with demography, the economy, or military mobilisa-
tions than when analysing political events.

Indeed, most analyses of Janissary numbers come from historians studying the
population composition of a city or region, economic groups such as guilds or tax-
payers, and the Ottoman manpower mobilised in campaigns. Conversely, when ex-
amining incidents such as rebellions, the answers to questions about Janissary par-
ticipation tend to be vaguer, primarily because sources often provide more details on
the leadership of these mobilisations than on the participants. As a result, it is quite
common for various violent shows of force to be labelled as “Janissary rebellions”,
even when the extent of Janissary involvement remains unclear.

One might think that this is an unfortunate compromise, and that perhaps we
should reserve quantitative analysis for cases where official numerical data and
other clear determinants such as soldier titles are available. However, counting the
Janissaries can be equally problematic even where such elements seem to be present.

In the case of military history, for example, the types of sources used by re-
searchers often lead them to adopt an official perspective on who was a member of
the corps. This approach may account for those whom official documents identified
as Janissaries, excluding any elements only loosely affiliated with the institution and
its military culture. In other words, historians often tend to include only seemingly
‘certified’ Janissaries who were recorded in the corps’ payrolls and could potentially
be mobilised — at least at some point in their lives — during campaigns.

However, when setting out to determine the actual number of Janissary recruits
based on the official figures recorded in payrolls, one is almost immediately con-
fronted with the question of the extent to which Janissary pay certificates (esame)
can be utilised as a measure of soldier manpower. This issue arises primarily for
two reasons.

First, the existence of a vibrant esame market expanded significantly during the
period of interest to us, resulting in an undetermined number of individuals who
were not trained Janissaries and did not participate in campaigns but held pay cer-
tificates nonetheless. For the Ottoman administration, anyone holding a Janissary
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esame was considered an active soldier, unless retired or disabled. However, the
circulation of esames in the market allowed individuals to acquire multiple pay
certificates, and gave rise to the practice of concealing the death of soldiers and
selling their salaries to outsiders. Consequently, the number of esames recorded in
payrolls did not accurately reflect either the actual military capacity of the corps or
the number of people receiving salaries.

The second reason is that from the mid-seventeenth century onward, the Ot-
toman government increasingly began to employ ‘fixed-term contract’ Janissaries
(¢alik yenigeriler) on a flexible basis during wars, without offering them permanent
pay certificates.® These active soldiers enjoyed Janissary membership while they
fought at the front, reverting to reaya status following the conclusion of each cam-
paign. Consequently, calik Janissaries are unaccounted for in most of the long lists
of pay certificates that survive to this day. Yet the numbers of these Janissary-reaya
hybrids who engaged in battle as active soldiers could far surpass the numbers of
esame holders, numbering in the hundreds of thousands.”

To complicate matters further for historians, although the names of these in-
dividuals were recorded in catalogues held by provincial Janissary commanders
(serdars),! to my knowledge, none of these lists appear to have survived in the
archives. This absence renders their exact numbers and composition extremely dif-
ficult to discern through isolated quantitative and qualitative analysis.

Furthermore, up until 1703 the Ottoman government considered the aforemen-
tioned ¢alik Janissaries as fundamentally belonging to the reaya category, whereas
from that year onward it essentially recognised them as ‘real’, ‘permanent’ Janis-
saries, despite still refraining from issuing them esames.? In other words, not only
did the recorded Janissary certificates fail to account for the actual number of Janis-
saries in service, but even the Ottoman administration’s perception of who was a
‘real’ Janissary could undergo significant changes over time. This variability makes
even seemingly simple questions, such as the size of the corps’ military strength,
extremely difficult to answer.

6 Y. Spyropoulos and A. Yildiz, ‘Pseudo-Janissarism (Yenicerilik Iddiast) in the Ottoman Prov-
inces (with Special Reference to Adana): Its Emergence and Its Geographic and Socio-Economic
Aspects’, in' Y. Spyropoulos (ed.), Insights into Janissary Networks, 1700-1826 [special issue of
Cihanniima: Journal of History and Geography Studies, 8/1 (2022)], 16-17.

7 Ibid., 18.

8 1. H. Uzuncarsili, Osmanli Devleti Teskilatindan Kapukulu Ocaklart, Vol. I (Ankara 1988), 330;
A. Giil, *18. Yiizyilda Yeniceri Teskilat:’, unpublished Ph.D. dissertation, Atatiirk Universitesi,
2020, 112.

9 Spyropoulos and Yildiz, ‘Pseudo-Janissarism’, 17.
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To grasp the complexity of calculating the Janissary Corps’ manpower through
official sources, consider the following example: according to Ottoman payrolls,
the corps comprised approximately 132,000 soldiers in around 1779.1° However,
just five years later a starkly different account is provided in the memoirs of Baron
de Tott, a well-informed diplomat and seasoned military officer who was close to
the Ottoman government and had participated in the Ottoman-Russian war of 1768-
1774. As he states:

the abandonment of the rule, by destroying the spirit of this corps, has brought the
number of those paid to 400,000 (the number of the enlisted is innumerable), and
barely 20,000 are gathered.!!

Despite his considerable knowledge of Ottoman military affairs, de Tott’s es-
timates were most probably educated guesses, which, however, align closely with
estimates by Ottoman officials in the late eighteenth century.!? From his accounts,
we can reasonably infer that the 400,000 soldiers he mentions included both esame
holders and ¢alik Janissaries. Accepting these numbers as accurate suggests that
the figures provided by Ottoman payrolls represented only one-third of the total
manpower constituting the Janissary army. Those who actually marched to the front
lines comprised an even smaller fraction, merely five percent of the total.

At this point it is important to underline that the above calculations exclude
the “innumerable” Janissary affiliates mentioned by de Tott, who were unofficially
enlisted in the corps’ 196 regiments and were not expected to go to war. Yet these
affiliates are crucial for understanding the substantial influence the Janissary Corps
wielded over Ottoman society. Their inclusion highlights the pervasive reach of
the Janissary identity beyond the battlefield and underscores their significant role
in the empire’s socio-political and economic structures. However, at the same time
such an inclusion poses one of the greatest challenges for historians attempting to
document the presence of Janissaries in these structures, a challenge which was also
faced by the corps’ contemporaries. In his work published in 1799, for instance,
British diplomat, traveller and writer William Eton summarises the problem in the
following words:

Strangers (and I include most foreign ministers, who are grossly imposed on by the
ignorance of their drogomans or interpreters) are misled by the accounts they receive
of the number of janizaries, of bostangees, of boatmen, of artisans, of shopkeepers,

10 Giil, ‘18. Yiizyilda’, 165.
11 F. Baron de Tott, Mémoires du Baron de Tott, Vol. 11l (Amsterdam 1784), 168.

12 Mahmoud Rayf Efendi, Tableau des nouveaux réglements de I’ Empire ottoman (Istanbul 1798),
17; Idem, Mahmud Raif Efendi ve Nizam-1 Cedid’e Dair Eseri, eds K. Beydilli and 1. Sahin (An-
kara 2001), 66-67.
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etc. without knowing that one and the same person is commonly in two or three of
these capacities; for instance, almost every boatman is a bostangee or a janizary, and
the greatest part of the shopkeepers and artisans are janizaries.!

Identifying Janissaries among non-military groups with heterogeneous composi-
tions is particularly challenging. When historians attempt to determine how many
Janissaries appear in tax records, guild registers, probate inventories, and other lists
compiled by the Ottoman administration for financial or other purposes, the meth-
odology often proves inadequate. For example, when explicit affiliation is not men-
tioned, one common approach to detecting Janissaries used by historians is to count
only those who held specific titles closely associated with Janissary presence in
relevant literature, such as ‘begse’ and ‘agha’.

The title ‘bese’, used extensively by low-ranking Janissaries, is often interpreted
as a strong indicator of Janissary presence. However, as also thoroughly explained
by various authors in this volume, it was also bestowed upon soldiers of other impe-
rial and local military corps, rendering it a largely unreliable statistical tool. Simi-
larly, the title ‘agha’, used by high-ranking Janissary officers, was also employed by
officers of other military corps and could refer to various non-military groups, serv-
ing as a marker of nobility, among other things. Similar objections can also be raised
regarding a number of other titles traditionally treated as Janissary identifiers.'*

Furthermore, it is questionable whether surveyors and scribes systematically
identified Janissary titles and characteristics. Accepting different Ottoman records
as credible in these terms assumes an intent to accurately document such details.
Given the non-standardised recording methods of the early modern period, this as-
sumption is precarious at best and requires a case by case evaluation.!

That said, I am not suggesting that we should disregard attempts to track Janis-
sary numbers and titles in official sources. While these traditional methods usually
capture only fragments of the full picture, they can still help us outline certain gen-
eral trends. For example, although a declining number of garrison troops in a par-
ticular region should not necessarily be interpreted as a reduction in the number of
Janissary affiliates there,'¢ an increase in soldiers stationed in provincial fortresses
often signals a rise in unofficial affiliations in the surrounding areas. Similarly, as

13 W. Eton, 4 Survey of the Turkish Empire (London 1799), 281-282. Also, see Cengiz Kirl1’s article
in the present volume.

14 For different discussions of this methodological issue, see the articles of Hiilya Canbakal with
Aysel Yildiz, Cengiz Kirli, and Dimitris Papastamatiou in this volume.

15 On this problem, see Cengiz Kirli’s article in the present volume.

16 See, for instance, A. Anastasopoulos and Y. Spyropoulos, ‘Soldiers on an Ottoman Island: The
Janissaries of Crete, Eighteenth—Early Nineteenth Centuries’, THR, 8/11 (2017), 12-14, 17-19.
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can be seen in a number of articles in the volume at hand, identifying Janissary title-
holders in specific contexts — especially when combined with other evidence — can
offer valuable insights into the economic and social influence Janissaries wielded
within a particular group or region.!” However, we must at all times remain con-
scious of the profound limitations inherent in such endeavours and approach the
results with caution. Lastly, it is important to remember that from at least the sev-
enteenth century onward, the Janissary Corps’ political and economic power was
rooted not simply in the number of active combatants, garrisoned troops, or title-
bearers, but mainly in the extensive networks it established within Ottoman society.

Moving past stereotypical perceptions of Janissary identity

The problem of Janissary identification extends well beyond such technicalities and
term-related issues, delving directly into the realm of ideology. This is because the
definition of who should be considered a Janissary is often closely related to one’s
ideal image of who a Janissary ought to be. For instance, if one focuses on the Janis-
saries’ battlefield achievements, the ideal image is that of a loyal, self-sacrificing
soldier dedicated to the expansion of the empire. Conversely, if one romanticises
their role as rebels, they may be seen as champions of the common people’s partici-
pation in imperial or local politics. Similarly, if one emphasises their economic role,
they may be perceived as representatives of entrepreneurial forces promoting the
empire’s commercial life or defending the interests of small businessmen against
state agents and Western capitalists. Additionally, all these idealised perspectives
have their negative counterparts: Janissaries have often been viewed as responsible
for the military downfall of the empire, as a reactionary force hindering progres-
sive political reform, or as a financial drain on imperial economic resources. These
perspectives inherently shape depictions of Janissary identity, allowing for the in-
clusion or exclusion of groups more or less closely associated with the corps and
leading to more flexible or rigid definitions of Janissary membership. As a result,
the interpretation of non-military outsiders’ affiliation with the corps also varies
significantly. Depending on which of these viewpoints modern historians adopt,
such affiliations can be seen as genuine or false, as a symptom of decline or as an
advantage.

17 For an innovative methodology developed by Canbakal and Yildiz for detecting active Janissary
soldiers through probate inventories, by combining military titles with multiple other identifiers,
see their common article in the present volume.
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The same holds true for the views presented by Ottoman and Western observers
who were contemporary to the corps. In the Ottoman literature of the early seven-
teenth century, for instance, it is common to find authors who see the expansion of
the Janissary Corps as a process of ‘intrusion’ by people who were not ‘real’ Janis-
saries, and praise the old days, when the army comprised “few (az) but genuine
(0z) soldiers”, prompting the government to decrease the number of Janissaries and
keep only those who were true soldiers in their ranks.!® On the other hand, several
Western observers of the late eighteenth and early nineteenth century viewed the
Janissaries as the people’s instrument of opposition against the government, and as
such treated them as an extension of the will of the Muslim ‘nation’. These views
do not only point to the different ideological standpoints of contemporary observers,
but also reveal their diverse understandings of who should be recognised as part of
the Janissary complex. Should, for instance, the ordinary people that participated in
Janissary rebellions be counted among the corps’ affiliates? It is quite possible that
Kogi Bey and Alfio Grassi would have had different opinions on the matter, and
the same applies to modern historiography: there are works which treat rebellious
crowds as parts of factions which were dependent on the guidance of the Janissary
Corps for their political actions, and others that see them as largely independent
actors having their own agendas.!® Such distinctions, subtle as they may seem, can
make a huge difference for historians when trying to understand the role and size
of Janissary participation in popular uprisings, ultimately also giving rise to the
question of whether these seemingly opposing views should be considered mutually
exclusive.

Then comes the Janissaries” own perception of affiliation to their corps, which
is in my opinion even more crucial for addressing the question of Janissary identity.
Interestingly, when examining instances where sources recount the stories of vari-
ous actors who engaged with members of the corps, the picture that emerges often
transcends simplistic narratives. These accounts reveal systems of dependencies
that often extended far beyond any official Ottoman notion or modern interpretation
of who could be considered a Janissary affiliate. For instance, consider the follow-
ing indicative cases found in the sources:

Ottoman historian Cabi informs us that in early-nineteenth-century Uskiidar,
most of the members of the Bostanci Corps were also members of the 75th ce-
maat regiment of the Janissaries (Bostanciyan dahi Yetmisbes'ler ile s6z ve ekseri

18 M. Sariyannis, A History of Ottoman Political Thought up to the Early Nineteenth Century (Le-
iden and Boston 2019), 202.

19 M. Sariyannis, ‘Unseen Rebels: The “Mob” of Istanbul as a Constituent of Ottoman Revolt, Se-
venteenth to Early Nineteenth Centuries’, THR, 10 (2019), 155-188.
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Yetmisbes’e yoldas olmalariyle...). According to him, not only did the bostancis
boast a parallel affiliation in two different Ottoman military corps, but they were
also treated as full members of the 75th cemaat by the latter’s soldiers, actively
participating on their side in Janissary regimental infighting.?

In an imperial edict from 1709, we read that the fortress commander and the
¢orbact (colonel) of the 18th Janissary cemaat based in Damascus illegally recruit-
ed two local peasants (Fellah) into the Janissary Corps. Subsequently, fifteen of their
relatives refused to pay taxes, asserting, “now we are relatives of Janissaries” (biz
yenigeri akrabasindan olduk).*!

In his Memoirs, Baron de Tott refers to the following incident during his visit to
the Ottoman fortress of Or (mod. Perekop) north of Crimea, in the mid-eighteenth
century:

I received also a Deputation from the Janissaries of the Fort, who invited me to enrol
my name in their Company; which offer | was as eager to accept as they were to take
the customary Present of my welcome.??

Claude-Charles de Peyssonnel, French consul in Crimea, shares a similar experience:

Baron de Tott and I have contributed to increasing their [the Janissaries’] number. I
was, like him, admitted to this militia in Perekop in 1758.23

Manouel Gedeon, a late-nineteenth- and early-twentieth-century historian of the
Greek Orthodox Patriarchate reports the following:

We probably had many clerics as Janissaries, not just one. The patriarchal synkellos
Metrophanes, who shrouded the metropolitan of Heraclea, Panaretos, who died in
May 1878 at the age of ninety-three, confirmed to us that he observed the tattoo on
his left arm, which the Janissaries carried, engraved in green ink.2*

20 Cabi Omer Efendi, Cabi Tdrihi, Vol. 1, ed. M. A. Beyhan (Ankara 2003), 469.
21 Spyropoulos and Yildiz, ‘Pseudo-Janissarism’, 35; BOA, A DVNSMHM.d.116: 175.

22 F. Baron de Tott and C.-C. de Peyssonnel, Memoirs of Baron de Tott containing the State of the
Turkish Empire and the Crimea during the Late War with Russia with Numerous Anecdotes,
Facts, and Observations, on the Manners and Customs of the Turks and Tartars, to which are
Subjoined the Strictures of M. de Peyssonnel, Translated from the French, Vol. I (London 1786),
70.

23 F. Baron de Tott and C.-C. de Peyssonnel, Mémoires du Baron de Tott, Vol. V (Maastricht 1786),
102.

24 M. Gedeon, Mveio twv mpo guot 1800-1863-1913 [Remembrance of Those before Me, 1800-
1863-1913], Vol. I (Athens 1934), 403.
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Cabi mentions the following incident involving an Armenian Janissary affiliate,
which took place in 1811:

A miller, an Armenian infidel in Islamic attire, forcibly demanded and seized five
okes of tobacco from an infidel tobacco seller. When the tobacco seller cried out in
complaint, some people said, “It is shameful, comrade (yoldas)”, and, while dealing
with the miller infidel as per Islamic law, one of the coffeehouse workers said, “Hey,
infidel, why are you talking nonsense?”” and used force. The miller infidel cried out,
“I belong to the 31st regiment, isn’t there anyone from the 31st [to defend me]?”
When those present realised, ““Hey, this man is an infidel”, they beat and oppressed
him and took him to the Agha’s Porte, swearing at him. From there, the Segbanbasi
Agha reported this incident to the Sublime Porte, and the Cavusbasi Agha put him
in prison. Even in prison, he cried out, “Isn’t there anyone from the 31st?” and was
beaten and slapped there. When he was sent to the Divan-1 Hiimayun, our esteemed
lord, disguised, honoured the Sublime Porte with his presence. When His Majesty
was informed of the mentioned incident, he immediately ordered his execution in
front of the Imperial Gate.?

As the British ambassador Everard Fawkener informs us — reporting on clothing
regulations imposed on non-Muslims in 1742 — other non-Muslims affiliated with
the Janissary Corps could be luckier when arrested:

[T]he Servants of the Vizir who walk about the city to observe how these regulations
are observed took up a Servant or dependent of a Jew, who is Agent or as they call
it here BazarganBoshi [Bazirgan Basi], of the Agau [agha] & body of the Janisaries,
on account of some part of his dress, on the way to the Vizir’s Palace they passt by
the Station of one of the bodys of the ordinary Guard of the City, who are Janisaries,
& the commanding Officer in each of those bodys of Guard is a Colonel or Chior-
bagee [¢orbact]. The Servant as he passt told the Guard to whom he belonged, &
they immediately took him from the Vizir’s People & sent him to some of their own
Chambers; the Vizir displeas’d at this insult offerd to his Servants & authority, sent
immediately to require this Person of the Janisar Agau; but he was told that the Body
claimed him as one belonging to them, & woud be offended if he was taken out of
their hands, & so the matter dropt.?

In yet another case mentioned by Cabi, Hact Ahmed Efendi, an ulema who was ar-
rested in 1809 for daring to complain about the unfair promotion patterns utilised by
his colleagues was saved by the Janissaries in a similar fashion:

The sergeant, together with [Janissary]| patrol soldiers, raided the house of Kapu

Kethiidas1 Haci Ahmed Efendi and arrested him. However, the patrol officers said
to the sergeant, “We will take him to the Janissary Agha’s Porte according to our

25 Cabi Omer Efendi, Cabi Tarihi, 11: 730.

26 R. W. Olson, ‘Jews, Janissaries, Esnaf and the Revolt of 1740 in Istanbul: Social Upheaval and
Political Realignment in the Ottoman Empire’, JESHO, 20/2 (1977), 207.
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procedure. You can take him from there and do whatever you want”... Since [Haci
Ahmed Efendi] had an esame worth fifty akces from one of the Janissary regiments,
the sergeant reported the matter to the Cavusbast Agha. The Cavusbasit Agha sent a
written note and a small delegation to the Janissary Agha, inquiring about the situa-
tion and asking for Hact Ahmed Efendi’s banishment.

The Janissary Agha replied to the Cavusbasi Agha, “According to the note and the
abovementioned Hact Ahmed Efendi’s offence, his banishment is indeed necessary.
However, the said person belongs to one of the Janissary regiments and has a Janis-
sary pay certificate. Several people have requested that he be released considering the
current situation. It would be best if he is punished by us following the customs of the
corps, ensuring that it does not lead to further unrest”.?”

As is evident from these and several other cases, relying on a rigid official view
of who a Janissary was can lead to misleading interpretations of how different Janis-
sary affiliates saw themselves, and how they were perceived by the members of the
corps and broader Ottoman society. Therefore, a number of questions inevitably
arise: why should these ‘unconventional’ Janissary affiliates — for whom we would
most probably find no Janissary identifiers in official sources — be excluded from
a study of the corps’ composition, and how would historical analysis benefit from
such an exclusion? Similarly, to what extent were such people important to the
corps, and how did they participate in or influence its stance on the Ottoman Em-
pire’s socioeconomic and political life? Should an individual’s multiple identities
— as a non-Muslim, a member of another military corps, a guild member, a farmer, a
merchant, or a representative of the empire’s religious and administrative establish-
ment — prevent us from counting them among the Janissaries, especially when they
could benefit from virtually the same privileges as any officially registered soldier?

While accounting for the unofficial dimension of Janissary membership un-
doubtedly makes it even more difficult for historians to determine the exact size of
the institution, accepting this broader view is crucial for understanding the corps’
transformation from the seventeenth century onward. Limiting ourselves to the pur-
suit of the elusive numbers of ‘real’ Janissary soldiers — unknown to us, the Ottoman
administration, and even the Janissaries themselves —?® adds little to our under-
standing of how the corps functioned as a socio-political entity. On the other hand,
evaluating the Janissaries’ contribution to Ottoman history in broader terms, by ex-
amining them as an inclusive social category or, more precisely, as an institutional

27 Cabi Omer Efendi, Cabi Tarihi, I: 382.

28 D’Ohsson, Tableau général, VII: 331; “Il est impossible d’indiquer exactement le nombre effec-
tif des Janissaires. L’Agha lui-méme l’ignore, a cause de I'infidélité des réles présentés par les
chefs de cohorte, aux trois époques annuelles du paiement des troupes”.
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platform for various socioeconomic, financial, and political networks, provides end-
less opportunities for historical analysis.

If anyone can be a Janissary, then who really is?

One might reasonably claim that the approach proposed here leaves too much room
for generalisation. However, adopting an inclusive view of Janissary identity does
not mean unconditionally assuming that everyone was a member of the corps. In-
stead, it involves understanding how Janissary networks functioned and considering
who benefited from Janissary protection and under what conditions.

Unfortunately, we cannot ask the historical subjects we encounter in the sources
for evidence of their Janissary affiliation or determine how loose or tight their ties
with the Janissaries were. As historians, we can, however, examine whether there
were interests, motives, and protection-based relations that linked their actions to
the corps.

For example, numerous cases recorded in Ottoman sources show that large
segments of the population in certain towns and regions claimed to be Janissaries.
While this claim might seem rather vague or insubstantial to us, as Ottoman official
sources demonstrate, it had significant real-life consequences for those individuals.
Consider the following:

An imperial order from 1707 notes that having managed to affiliate themselves
with Janissary officers based either in Istanbul or their own region, most of the
reaya in the province of Cildir obtained false certificates and refused to pay taxes to
the local authorities.?” Similarly, a centrally produced document from 1714 reveals
that the majority of the Muslim reaya in Zagra-1 Atik (mod. Stara Zagora) claimed
tax exemptions due to their Janissary and sipahi affiliations.>® A 1720 document
states that most inhabitants of Ruscuk, Yergogii, Nigbolu, Kule (mod. Ruse, Giur-
giu, Nikopol, and Kula respectively), and other frontier kazas claimed to be Janis-
saries, and so refused to pay their sheep tax.?! In 1783, the kad:i of Larende (Kara-
man) reported that some years earlier the town’s reaya had become Janissaries and,
consequently, were refusing to pay taxes.** In 1789, an imperial order regarding the
recruitment of soldiers in Bolu declared that the entire population of the area were

29 BOA, A DVNSMHM.d.115: 292-293/1261.
30 BOA, [E.SKRT.3/256.

31 BOA, C.ML.212/8704.

32 BOA, AE.SABH.1.35/2657.
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Janissaries, making the enrolment of new infantrymen impossible.?* Furthermore,
in 1790, another imperial order indicated that when required to provide cavalry sol-
diers the majority of people in Corum and Osmancik refused, declaring themselves
to be Janissaries.>*

In agreement with the passage by Penah Efendi quoted in the epigraph to this in-
troduction, the motives for collectively claiming Janissary identity in these cases are
evident, and primarily though not exclusively revolved around tax avoidance. Fur-
thermore, it is obvious that such claims made to agents of the Ottoman administra-
tion were not acknowledged by the latter and would not have been made without the
support of at least some factions within the Janissary Corps. This synergy is clearly
illustrated, for instance, in Siikrii Ilicak’s article in this volume, which highlights the
direct connections between the people of Prishtina and the Janissary establishment
in Istanbul. These connections bolstered the Prishtiniots’ claims against a governor
(mutasarrif) appointed by the Ottoman central government in their region. Accord-
ing to Ottoman official sources, the Prishtiniots claimed, “[W]e are Janissaries, we
do not pay duties”, and thus refused to pay taxes and recruit local soldiers for the
Ottoman army fighting the Greek revolutionaries. However, the Ottoman adminis-
tration never openly recognised their Janissary status.

Regardless of the view taken by Istanbul on the matter, from a historian’s perspec-
tive this en masse identification of local populations with the Janissaries needs to be
accounted for, as it could have immense consequences for these people’s everyday
life, directly influencing their socioeconomic activities and their relations with the
central Ottoman government at both financial and political levels. The same applies
to the Janissaries’ increasing association with specific groups, such as certain guilds,
parts of the imperial merchant class, immigrants arriving in the cities of the empire,
and many others. Whenever such associations are attested in the sources, excluding
any of these categories from our analysis for not being ‘real’ Janissaries would not
only be arbitrary but also unhelpful, since it would make it virtually impossible to
evaluate the Janissary Corps’ economic and political leverage over Ottoman society.

One might argue that such alliances were primarily driven by opportunistic be-
haviour, thereby questioning their validity as indicators of Janissary identity. This
perspective suggests that a ‘real’ Janissary should have enrolled in the corps with
intentions beyond immediate, short-term benefits. However, historical sources are
replete with instances of long-time Janissary members, active soldiers, and esame-
holders who had invested significant sums of money to join the ranks, only to go

33 BOA, HAT.182/8301.
34 BOA, C.AS.537/22465.
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against the corps’ political choices or even renounce their affiliation altogether when
their personal interests no longer aligned with those of their comrades.

A notable instance of this occurred, for example, when thousands of Janissary
affiliates willingly surrendered their illegally acquired esames in response to Grand
Vizier Alemdar Mustafa Pasha’s anti-Janissary policies: in 1808, a decree was is-
sued requiring those who held esames unlawfully to present them to the empire’s
customs offices within 40 days, so they could be returned to the treasury. In return,
those who complied with the order would not only be exempt from punishment
but were also offered the choice of receiving either half the esame’s market value
in cash or a salary worth half the value of the pay-ticket. This incentive apparently
enticed a huge number of esame holders to exchange their tickets, resulting in the
state collecting pay-tickets worth 100,000 akges within just 10 days.?> Additional
examples include the Janissary soldiers who aligned themselves with the Mahmu-
dian regime during the corps’ dissolution in 1826, those who enlisted in Selim III’s
Nizam-1 Cedid, Alemdar Mustafa Pasha’s Sekban-1 Cedid, and Mahmud I1I’s Egkinci
Corps, and, notably, those who integrated into the Asakir-i Mansure-i Muhammedi-
ye Corps following the abolition of the Janissary Corps.

Janissary officers were well aware that the esame holders’ allegiance could not
always be taken for granted. When, for instance, they tried to rally bystanders to
join the fight against the soldiers of Alemdar Mustafa Pasha, they intimidated the
people they encountered on the road by reminding them that they had their names
registered in their ortas. As the Ottoman chronicles inform us “some of these people
were holders of Janissary esames worth one hundred, two hundred, or even six
hundred akges”.3¢ Later on during the ensuing battle, Janissary officers would start
calling out those who did not engage in combat, angrily protesting that “While you
take most of the Janissary Corps’ pay, you just stand by and watch!”.3” These in-
stances, among many others, illustrate the adaptability and varying loyalties within
the Janissary ranks. Furthermore, they show that Janissary identity could be subject
to negotiation, no matter what type of affiliation one had with the corps.

35 Sani-zade Mehmed ‘Ata’ullah Efendi, Sani-zdde Tdrihi [Osmanlt Tarihi (1223-1237/1808-
1821)], Vol. 1, ed. Z. Y1ilmazer (Istanbul 2008), 88.

36 Cabi Omer Efendi, Cabi Tarihi, I: 274; “kimin yiiz, ikiyiiz, altiyiiz ak¢aya kadar yeniceri esdmi-
sine malik imam ve yedek¢i ve ¢ukadar ve bostani makiileleri”.

37 lbid., 284; “sizler Yenigeri Ocagi'min ‘ulufesinin ¢ogunu ahz eder iken béyle durub seyirci olur-
sunuz”. For this incident, also, see M. Sunar’s article in the present volume and A. Yildiz, ‘A City
under Fire: Urban Violence in Istanbul during the Alemdar Incident (1808)’, in U. Freitag and

N. Lafi (eds), Urban Governance under the Ottomans: Between Cosmopolitanism and Conflict
(Oxon and New York 2014), 48-49.
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This is a particularly important point to make. Embracing an inclusive approach
to the question of Janissary identity entails a nuanced understanding of the dynam-
ics fostered through negotiation and the flexibility this process afforded to those
associated with the corps. Such a perspective illuminates how individuals within the
Janissary context could assert their claims not only toward the Ottoman government
and its representatives but also toward the Janissary Corps itself. What this reveals
is the individual agency that ordinary people could exercise within the Janissary mi-
lieu, challenging the simplistic view of them as a docile mob at the beck and call of
Janissary leaders. Instead, they emerge as autonomous agents capable of leveraging
their association with the corps to their advantage whenever circumstances permit-
ted. Consider, for instance, the following comments by Ali Bey el-Abbassi (Do-
mingo Francisco Jorge Badia y Leblich) compiled in the early nineteenth century:

Every individual when the whim seizes him arms himself with one or two large pis-
tols, a khandjear or large knife, or with what weapons he chooses, and says, / am a
soldier; he then attaches himself to a division of janissaries, or to a pacha, an aga, or
any other officer who consents to admit him into his service; the moment the thing
ceases to please him, he throws down his arms, saying, / am no longer a soldier; and
thenceforward lives undisturbed without being upbraided by any one with his deser-
tion... The janissaries have indeed a degree of what is called esprit de corps, an esti-
mable feeling when it is not too exclusive; but this does not suffice to prevent them
from consulting occasionally their own interest, which is always their first concern;
hence, if the motive of the summons suit them, they take up arms immediately, and
attend muster: in any other case, they remain immoveable.?

Loyalty, while potentially fragile and negotiable, was present, balancing between
pragmatism, individual and collective interests within the Janissary framework.
This flexibility should be viewed not as indicative of a lack of Janissary identity, but
as evidence that Janissary identity was more vibrant and fluid than traditionally per-
ceived. Furthermore, it highlights the capacity for transformation within the corps
during its final two centuries. This richer, more colourful understanding of Janis-
sary identity acknowledges its adaptability and the varied ways individuals could
navigate and benefit from their association with this important military institution.

The inclusive approach proposed here might not be convenient for anyone seek-
ing precise calculations — which, as explained, would in any case be precarious at
best, no matter what one’s definition of Janissary identity is — but it does yield a
much more intricate and nuanced understanding of the factors that made the Janis-
sary Corps a formidable socio-economic and political force. For years, the corps was
mainly examined through the oversimplifying lens of its contribution to Ottoman

38 Ali Bey, Travels of Ali Bey in Morocco, Tripoli, Cyprus, Egypt, Arabia, Syria, and Turkey, be-
tween the Year 1803 and 1807, Vol. 11 (London 1816), 412-414.
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‘decline’ by means of its own institutional and military ‘downfall’. However, it is
now time to appraise the Janissary complex in all its complexity and sheer size.
The concept of Janissaries encompassed a diverse array of identities, affiliations,
and lifestyles, far beyond the conventional image of active soldiers. This broad un-
derstanding included barracked permanent soldiers living on their Janissary salary,
active Janissary soldiers engaged in market activities, contracted soldiers mobilised
only during wartime, Janissary family members, impostors who posed as Janis-
saries, investors in pay-certificates who enjoyed Janissary privileges without being
recognised as corps members by outsiders, various non-Janissary askeris affiliated
with and protected by Janissary regiments, artisans and entrepreneurs with ties to
the corps, and many more. All these groups perceived themselves as part of the same
protection system and felt entitled to certain benefits resulting from their connec-
tion with the Janissary institution. This shared perception of inclusion formed the
foundation of Janissary identity during the period covered by this collective volume.

While not central to every paper published in the present book, the question of
Janissary identification in the sources emerges as a recurrent theme that intersects
with all topics discussed herein. Through presenting their unique perspectives, the
authors enable readers to deepen their understanding and develop their own insights
into the complexities of Janissary and Ottoman history. This collaborative explora-
tion not only enriches the existing body of knowledge but also opens up new av-
enues for scholarly inquiry and interpretation.

The 16 essays in this volume are organised into five main thematic sections based
on their primary focus, though most papers address a variety of topics that often
intersect with those discussed in other parts of the book. Part I focuses on Janissary
wagqfs and money-lending, with the first two articles, by irfan Kokdas-Yahya Araz
and Eunjeong Yi, primarily drawing on judicial court records. Eunjeong Yi’s paper
deals with the functioning of Janissary regimental funds in seventeenth-century Is-
tanbul, focusing on two main areas: the role of regimental waqfs in money lending,
and their trade in commodities such as coffee and slaves. Additionally, the author
discusses the possible connections between the economic activities of regiments
and the prestige and networks of their senior officers. In her article, Yi challenges
the conventional view that those Janissaries who engaged in business did so as in-
dividual soldiers rather than as members of entire regiments, and that those soldiers
officially affiliated with their regiments were less involved in business activities
than their artisan counterparts.
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Kokdas and Araz’s joint paper examines the operation of Janissary regimental
waqfs during the eighteenth and early nineteenth centuries, with a particular focus
on the functioning of loan markets in Ottoman Istanbul and Vidin. According to
the authors, the regiments in those regions employed a range of legal mechanisms,
such as surety, advance payment contracts, conditional leasing, and collateral ar-
rangements, to develop sophisticated loan structures and maintain control over the
real estate market. Furthermore, due to their local presence, Janissary regimental
funds became central to transprovincial credit transactions, with fund administra-
tors closely monitoring loan obligations, bolstered by their political influence in
Istanbul.

Mehmet Mert Sunar’s paper focuses on yet another type of Ottoman source, the
probate inventory registers prepared during the confiscation of Janissary assets in
the aftermath of the corps’ abolition. The paper offers insights into the profile of
Istanbul residents who had credit and business dealings with the Janissary Corps,
while shedding light on the functioning of Janissary regimental funds. Last but not
least, it examines the types of properties and businesses controlled by Janissary
regimental funds and individual Janissaries, providing us with a panoramic view of
Janissary credit transactions in early nineteenth-century Istanbul.

Kayhan Orbay and Ramazan Pantik’s co-authored article is based on a different
type of source, vakfiyes or endowment deeds, focusing on the case of early Otto-
man Crete (seventeenth-early eighteenth centuries). Their paper demonstrates that
when examined from the perspective of waqf establishment in the island’s early
Ottoman period, the Janissaries’ influence, albeit substantial, was overshadowed by
that of the central elites in Istanbul. It also provides an evolutionary perspective on
the influence of askeri waqfs in a frontier setting, reminding us that the economic
activities of Janissaries in the provinces are best understood when studied in con-
junction with other prevailing institutional trends. These findings are in line with
other academic works which suggest the gradual expansion of Janissary economic
influence in the province in later periods. Indeed, it is in the second half of the 18th
century that Cretan Janissary waqfs become more heavily involved in commerce,
agriculture, and credit markets, with future research expected to explore the evolv-
ing networks and the role of Janissary waqfs in the island’s transformation.

The essays in Part 2 of the volume deal primarily but not exclusively with the
question of Janissary professional and commercial practices in a variety of Ottoman
regions. Starting with Istanbul, Cengiz Kirl1’s paper makes use of a series of surety
registers (kefalet defterleri) compiled in the 1790s to provide us with an in-depth
look at Istanbul’s guilds and their relations with the city’s Janissary workforce. The
paper highlights the significant presence of Janissaries, not only as shopkeepers
and itinerant workers, but also as guild administrators who acted as intermediaries
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between the state and esnaf corporations in late eighteenth-century Istanbul. While
discussing all of the above, Kirli also raises a number of important methodological
questions related to Ottoman recording practices and the use of Ottoman registers
for detecting Janissary affiliations.

Dimitris Papastamatiou’s essay examines the probate inventories of the Janis-
saries of Thessaloniki from 1750 to 1800. It starts by analysing social hierarchies
within the local military as shaped by their property status, and proceeds to focus
on the size and composition of Janissary properties, their investment strategies, en-
trepreneurial risks, and economic connections with local power brokers and entre-
preneurs from other regions in the empire. The paper presents several notable cases
of Janissaries who exemplify the characteristics of contemporary Ottoman proto-
capitalists. As Papastamatiou explains, the community of Janissary businessmen
was marked by social stratification and economic inequality which influenced their
economic activities and entrepreneurial practices, with credit playing a crucial role
in the development and expansion of the Janissary presence at the local level.

Moving further to the north, Aysel Y1ldiz’s essay focuses on the economic role
of Janissary merchants in the eighteenth-century Danubian trading zone. This
study highlights how Balkan Muslim merchants, most of whom had military back-
grounds, capitalised on new trading opportunities presented in the region during
the early eighteenth century. It then proceeds to explore the significant tensions this
expansion created between Janissaries and the local landed gentry, and the latter’s
response. As the author explains, these developments would force the Ottoman gov-
ernment to intervene and implement strict, state-controlled commercial policies. In
turn, imperial intervention was to lead to the rise of licensed local merchants and an
oligopolistic trade structure tied to Janissary networks that connected the Principali-
ties with other surrounding Ottoman provinces and the imperial capital.

Anna Sydorenko’s paper focuses on the northern extremities of the empire dur-
ing the eighteenth century. It analyses the complex dynamics of Janissary networks
operating at the crossroads between the Ottoman and Russian states, the Crimean
Khanate, the Zaporozhian Cossacks, and the Ukrainians of the Left Bank Hetm-
anate. By utilising primary sources from Ukrainian archives, the author explores
the nature and scope of commercial and political interactions among these diverse
groups, and how they were influenced and altered by the ongoing Ottoman-Russian
conflict and Russia’s gradual southward expansion.

Part 3 of the volume is largely dedicated to Janissary political connections and
[trans]provincial networking. In my own article, I investigate a case centred on the
murder of a French diplomat’s son by a low-ranking Janissary in Candia in 1811,
an act which sparked a year-long confrontation between the French and Janissary
protection systems. Of particular interest to this paper are the broader French and
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Janissary networks mobilised across imperial space. By examining these develop-
ments, the paper explores the complex dynamics of power struggles, protection net-
works, and the interaction between diplomacy and violence within the Ottoman
Empire. Furthermore, it offers insights into the negotiation tactics employed by
Janissary networks to manoeuvre through the Ottoman Empire’s complex political
structures.

Siikrii Ilicak’s paper focuses on yet another instance of Janissary transprovincial
political mobilisation which took place in the aftermath of the eruption of the Greek
War of Independence. Ilicak utilises a large corpus of Ottoman documents to offer
insights into a historical event which he tags “The Prishtina Affair”, during which
the population of Prishtina allied with the Janissaries of Istanbul to fight against
the appointment of a local governor (mutasarrif). By delving into the details of this
incident the author masterfully reveals a tangled web of clientelism and patronage
networks that existed between the population of Prishtina and the ‘Janissary party’
at Istanbul, as represented by a number of influential junior officers known as the
‘ustas’.

Giilay Tulasoglu’s article turns our attention to Izmir, by addressing the question
of the political and economic collaboration between the Katibzades, a local ayan
family, and the city’s Janissaries. In order to deduce the relationship between the
Janissaries and the family, Tulasoglu primarily focuses on the examination of their
overlapping economic and commercial activities. Furthermore, she argues that dur-
ing the late eighteenth and early nineteenth century, the Katibzade family created
a mutually advantageous alliance with the Janissaries, which not only strengthened
their position in Izmir but also served as a buffer against central political interfer-
ence in their region.

Part 4 of the volume explores different angles of the familial, patronage, and
sexual relations characterising the Janissary social and military milieus. In their
shared article, Hiillya Canbakal and Aysel Y1ldiz explore the integration of Janissary
families and other Ottoman military members within the regional societies where
they lived. Utilising an impressive dataset of over 2,000 inheritance inventories
from six cities across three regions, the two authors discuss various aspects of Janis-
sary family demographics over two centuries. The study reveals that while regis-
tered and active Janissaries exhibited some unique demographic patterns compared
to other groups, there was a notable trend towards convergence among all groups
during the eighteenth century, with the family structures of soldiers showing align-
ment with those of the local populations in their respective regions. Overall, as the
authors point out, the demographic characteristics observed in the study suggest a
movement towards more ‘traditional family’ structures from the Central Balkans to
Southeastern Anatolia.
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Linda T. Darling’s paper also offers a longue durée analysis, covering a period
from the late fifteenth to the late seventeenth century and focusing on Janissary pat-
ronymics found in salary registers. The article sheds light on key issues related to
Janissary religious origins, identity, and recruitment that became prominent in the
later Ottoman Empire. By analysing changes in Janissary backgrounds as reflected
in their fathers’ names and other identifiers, Darling’s work shows that early stereo-
types of Janissaries only partially fit the historical reality and that significant excep-
tions to these stereotypes foreshadowed trends observed in the later Janissary Corps.

Baki Tezcan’s essay delves into the topic of Janissary folk poetry and the homo-
erotic relationships featured in it. By doing so, the author attempts to contextualise
how these relations became socially acceptable in certain segments of Ottoman so-
ciety at specific times, how the Janissaries were part of this cultural milieu in the
seventeenth century, and how these relationships fell out of favour in the nineteenth
century. He argues that two key factors likely contributed to the phenomenon’s de-
velopment: first, Ottoman upper-class urban society was characterised by slavery;
and second, the process of socialising young boys into adulthood and their eventual
professional roles occurred within a framework of gendered and often informal pa-
tronage relationships, where younger males were personally dependent on older
males.

The fifth and final part of the book addresses topics also covered in other sec-
tions, such as Janissary patronage, economic, and political relations. However, the
cases discussed here are placed in a separate section due to their relevance to a dif-
ferent organisational structure, namely the Egyptian Janissaries. By assigning these
cases their own section, we aim to highlight the institutional differences between the
Imperial Janissary army (dergdh-i1 ali yenicerileri) and the autonomous Janissary
organisation in Egypt (Musur yenicerileri/mustahfizan), without excluding the latter.
Including the Egyptian Janissaries in this volume allows us to create an initial com-
parative framework and identify commonalities in the socio-economic and political
roles of this military institution and its members in comparison to its Imperial coun-
terpart. We hope this approach will not only encourage further study of the Egyptian
Janissaries from a comparative perspective but also pave the way for the inclusion
of other North African Regencies in this discussion, namely Tripoli, Tunis, and Al-
giers, which had autonomous Janissary structures, as well.

In her article, Jane Hathaway explores a 1708 letter from the Cairo Geniza con-
cerning a dispute over port customs in Damietta, which highlights the financial and
administrative conflicts the Janissaries became involved in. The paper examines the
significance of customs revenue for the Janissaries, the influence of Jewish mer-
chants, and the growing power of the Kazdagli household within the Egyptian Janis-
sary structures at the time of the letter’s composition. Hathaway also discusses the
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temporary reform efforts led by Yusuf Bey al-Musulmani, a Jewish convert to Islam
appointed to oversee customs and curb Janissary control in the region.

Finally, in his paper Abdulmennan M. Altintas discusses the case of Fellah Salih,
a prominent political figure in Egypt who had amassed a substantial fortune before
his death in 1754. Following Salih’s death, the central Ottoman government sought
to confiscate his property by sending agents to Egypt, only to face considerable
resistance by local actors. Among them, the Egyptian Janissaries argued that due
to Salih’s connections with the local Janissary establishment, the fortune rightfully
belonged to them. This claim led to a protracted conflict between the two parties.
The study examines Salih’s rise from an orphan to a key political figure and his ties
with Egyptian households and Janissaries. It also explores the inheritance dispute
that emerged after his death, highlighting the legal practices in Egypt and the central
authority that prolonged the debate.

In bringing together these diverse and thought-provoking contributions, this vol-
ume offers a multifaceted examination of the Janissaries’ economic and political
activities. By challenging entrenched historiographical narratives and presenting
fresh interpretations, the collected essays encourage readers to reconsider the Janis-
saries not merely as a military institution but as a dynamic and influential force in
the broader socio-economic and political fabric of the Ottoman world. As such, this
volume serves both as a significant contribution to the field and as a foundation for
future studies, inspiring scholars to continue exploring the far-reaching impact of
the Janissaries in early modern history.
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WAQFS AND MONEY LENDING






JANISSARY REGIMENTS AND OFFICERS
IN BUSINESS (1660-1700)

REGIMENTAL WAQFS AND TRADE
IN COFFEE AND SLAVES

Eunjeong YT'

Introduction

DESPITE THE FAME OF JANISSARIES as the military and social force in the Ottoman
world, historical knowledge about them is still very scant, especially regarding the
ways in which they were involved in economic activities.! Janissaries have long
been noted for encroaching on crafts and commerce, as recorded in Ottoman sourc-
es, and scholars have studied their interpenetration with guildsmen and infiltration
into the civilian domain for several decades; we now know that some Janissaries en-
gaged in large-scale business, long-distance trade, and moneylending, which made
some of them quite rich according to documentary evidence from the seventeenth
century.

Still, perhaps unconsciously, we tend to consider that the Janissaries were (or
should have been) part of the state sector, and that their involvement in the market-
place was a corrupt anomaly to be condemned,? so that it has attracted less attention
than it should have. Had we insisted on mainly regarding the Janissaries as villains
who distorted normal, sound economic processes and regularly committed hideous
crimes, we would never have felt the inclination to study their activities in detail.
Especially those social historians of Istanbul who have conducted research on court
records may have tended to overlook Janissaries and/or Janissary regiments when

*  Seoul National University.

1 This work was supported by the Ministry of Education of the Republic of Korea and the National
Research Foundation of Korea (No. NRF-2019S1A5A2A01042710).

2 For a critique of the state-centered view, see C. Kafadar, ‘Janissaries and Other Riffraff of Otto-
man Istanbul: Rebels without a Cause?’, IJTS, 13/1-2 (2007), 114-116; D. Quataert, The Ottoman
Empire, 1700-1922 (Cambridge 2000), 44-46.

[3]
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they appeared in their documents, regarding them as soldiers external to society.?
That is, scholars understood them primarily as members of the military, and con-
sidered their economic activities illicit or deviant rather than necessary; this would
have made such activities involving Janissary regiments even less interesting. But
just for a moment, let us step into the shoes of post-classical Janissaries: would it
have been possible for them not to engage in economic activities in the midst of a
worsening budget deficit and mounting salary arrears, when even basic munitions
were in short supply?

This paper aims to examine what the regiments — the centre of Janissary sol-
diers’ military and political activities — were up against and how they had to adapt
to new circumstances. This may yield a fuller answer to the question of how and
why the phenomenon of Janissary involvement in often illicit economic activities
spread so quickly and widely. I believe such an approach is becoming more fea-
sible as increasing numbers of court records from Istanbul are published, given
that mentions of Janissary regiments abound in them.# Now too, with the advent of
some significant empirical studies that have used Janissary mevacib registers,> we
are fortunately gaining basic background knowledge of the corps’ overall numeri-
cal strength, the number of soldiers in each regiment, and how many soldiers in a
given regiment were stationed where. With that in mind, let us explore what kind
of economic activities Janissaries were involved in and why. We will mainly be us-
ing Istanbul court records®, with the addition of miihimme and atik sikayet registers
from the second half of the seventeenth century.

3 Janissaries of the late seventeenth century can be roughly categorised into two types, namely
the soldier type and the artisan type. See G. Yilmaz, ‘Blurred Boundaries between Soldiers and
Civilians: Artisan Janissaries in Seventeenth-Century Istanbul’, in S. Faroqghi (ed.) Bread from
the Lion's Mouth: Artisans Struggling for a Livelihood in Ottoman Cities (New York 2015), 187.

4 Janissaries’ crimes were initially adjudicated and punished within the barracks, and serious
crimes such as killings of civilians were handled by the grand vizier or Janissary officers. 1. H.
Uzungarsili, Osmanli Devleti Teskilatindan Kapikulu Ocaklari. Vol. 1: Acemi Ocagi ve Yeniceri
Ocag1 (Ankara 1988 [3' ed.], first published in 1943), 353-362. When they were mostly living in
barracks, they would only have had limited chances to interact with civilians, and, naturally, did
not show up in the sicils often. For example, during the 1610s Janissaries featured in the court
records far less frequently than in the 1660s, when the serial keeping of registers at the central
court of Istanbul recommenced after a hiatus of half a century.

5 G. Yilmaz, ‘The Economic and Social Roles of Janissaries in a Seventeenth-Century Ottoman
City: The Case of Istanbul’, unpublished Ph.D. dissertation, McGill University, 2011; A. Giil,
*18. Yiizyilda Yenigeri Teskilat1’, unpublished Ph.D. dissertation, Atatiirk Universitesi, 2020.

6 Court records from Istanbul have been continuously published by Islam Arastirmalar1 Merkezi
(ISAM) for the past decade or so, and have become so much more accessible in the form of pdf
files (https://kadisicilleri.istanbul, accessed 22 January 2024). See also T. Kuran (ed.), Mahkeme
Kayit Isiginda 17. Yiizyil Istanbul’da Sosyo Ekonomik Yasam. Vols V-VIII: Vakiflar (Istanbul
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Economic activities on the regimental level — why were they needed?

As is well known, what we call Janissary regiments, occasionally all referred to as
‘odas’ without distinction, also went by different names depending on when and in
what context they were organised. There were 196 regiments in the mid-seventeenth
century, 101 of which were cemaats, 34 sekbans, and 61 béliiks, as they were es-
tablished at different times for checks and balances within the Janissary corps. A
regiment originally had 70 to 80 soldiers in it, but by the mid-seventeenth century
the salary register would more often than not include many more people, with some
regiments easily going beyond a couple of hundred.”

According to Kavanin-i Yenigeriyan, all activities involving Janissary soldiers in
both peacetime and wartime had the regiment as their core.® Once trainees (acemi
oglanlart) had been promoted as Janissaries and placed in their regiments, their
lives revolved around the regiment: they ate, slept, were trained, and received their
salaries in the regimental barracks; on the battlefield, soldiers in a regiment biv-
ouacked together in tents pitched around that of the odabasi, the junior officer in ac-
tual command of them. Although the official head of regiments was either a ¢corbaci
or a boliikbas, it was the odabasi who seems to have been in true control of the
members and made crucial decisions in both war and peace.’

The government’s control over the Janissaries grew weaker and weaker as the
post-classical age set in, and the importance of their regiments increased. A rather
simple indication of this is seen in the changing contents of orders to move troops
from one place to another, as recorded in the miihimme registers. In the mid-six-
teenth century, when the Ottoman Empire was centrally controlled in military and
financial terms, orders plainly directed the Janissary Agha to dispatch such and such
a number of soldiers from one place to another and pay their salary from such and

2010). The documents I cite come from the central court of Istanbul (ISS), Istanbul Bab (IBSS),
Galata (GSS), Eyiip (EYP), Rumeli Sadaret (RSM), and Ahi Celebi (AHI). I have included RSM
defter no. 161 (1115-1116/1704), although it comes from the very early eighteenth century.

7 Yilmaz, ‘The Economic and Social Roles’, 251-267. Her database summarising the mevacib
defteri BOA, KK.6599 from 1663-1664 shows that most regiments had more than 100 soldiers,
sometimes reaching several hundreds. However, some exceptionally unsuccessful regiments had
fewer than 100.

8  Kavanin-i Yeniceriyan: Yeni¢eri Kanunlari, ed. T. Toroser (Istanbul 2008), 55-68.

9 C. Wilkins and E. Yi, ‘Between Soldier and Civilian: Janissaries in Seventeenth-Century Istan-
bul and Aleppo’, in R. Goshgarian, 1. Khuri-Makdisi and A. Yaycioglu (eds), Crafting History:
Essays on the Ottoman World and Beyond in Honor of Cemal Kafadar (Brookline, MA 2023),
573-575.
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such resources.!? Later, mobilising soldiers to the battlefield became more difficult,
as we can see in orders from the 1630s explicitly stating that no attention should
be paid to the excuses of those reluctant to join the campaign.!! In the second half
of the seventeenth century, the problem of soldiers refusing to go to war seems to
have become an everyday occurrence, so much so that government orders would
often say how many soldiers out of how many regiments should be mobilised, and
that so-and-so of such-and-such regiment should head up this group of men;'? we
also see orders addressed to the ¢orbacis to move their troops to a particular place
from where a new campaign was to be launched.!® It may have been that the regi-
ments’ negotiating power had so increased that the government had to deal with
them individually.

In parallel, court records from the mid-seventeenth century onwards do not just
include multiple mentions of Janissaries but also of Janissary regiments, in stark
contrast to the beginning of the century. This phenomenon is evidence of the men
and their regiments’ increased involvement in the civilian life of Istanbul. In this
paper, my concern is those who were specifically mentioned as “racil” or part of
“dergdh-1 ali yenicerileri”, especially those whose regimental affiliation is also
given. !4

The multi-faceted seventeenth-century crisis severely affected Janissaries. They
staged many rebellions in response, some of which even ended in regicides and
deepened the crisis still further. In the middle of the crisis, the significance of the
regiments increased militarily, politically, and socio-economically. Regimental
cohesion would generally intensify through battles and discipline, and may have
grown even stronger in this period due to an increase in recruitment through existing

10 For example, see H. O. Yildirim et al. (ed. and translit.), 7 Numarali Miihimme Defteri (975-
976/1567-1569) (Ankara 1998), # 685, 791, 895, 901.

11 BOA, A DVNSMHM.d.85: #230, 382, 564.

12 Defterdar Sar1t Mehmed Pasa, Ziibde-i Vekayiat: Tahlil ve Metin (1066-1116/ 1656-1704) ed.
A. Ozcan (Ankara 1995), 498-499, 760-761; BOA, A DVNSMHM.d.99 (1100-1101/1688-89):
# 36, 109, 112, 228; 100 (1101-1102/1689-90): # 377; 103 (1102-1103/1690-1691): # 34, 48,
49, 110, 221, 226, 231-232, 241, 445; 105 (1105-1106/1693-94): # 382; 111 (1110-1113/1698-
1701): # 651, 1945- 1947, 2267, 2271, 2286, 2287, 2291, 2303; AS.10 (1097-1098/1686-87): #
208,221, 283, 307, 309, 320, 323, 325, 400, 486, 487, 542, 553, 567, 651, 657, 721, 764; AS.30
(1110/1698): # 88-89, 91, 170.

13 BOA, A.DVNSMHM.d.99: #112 (An order given to the ¢corbacis of the 25th cemaat in Erzurum,
the 54th cemaat in Kiitayis, and the 79th cemaat in Ahiska, etc., evail-i R 1101/11-20 January
1690).

14 One tends to surmise that those who had the title of ‘bese’ were all Janissaries, but one cannot be

sure, as some other types of soldiers also used the title. T. Acik, ‘Bese Unvani1 Hakkinda’, Tarik
Dergisi, 62/2 (2015), 46-54. See also the articles by Kirli and Canbakal-Y1ldiz in this volume.
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connections.!> We can identify cases in which people who were related by kin-
ship or from the same hometown were affiliated with a particular regiment.!¢ In
the sixteenth century the sons of deceased colleagues were increasingly admitted
to regiments,!” which exercised ever more control over whom to let in; perhaps the
fact that individual regiments had widely varying numbers of soldiers!® points to
their autonomy regarding whom to take in and on what scale. Those regiments that
included members with blood or regional ties would probably have had a sense of
internal bonding that was pseudo-familial and intense; needless to say, for individu-
al soldiers, the survival of their regiments and colleagues in military and economic
terms was paramount.

It was thus only natural for regiments to take action in their economic and politi-
cal interests whenever they deemed it necessary. That cohesion on the regimental
level came to make up the core of soldiers’ lives even in the marketplace and in
peacetime is evidenced by the recurrent use in court records of phrases such as “bar-
racks people” (oda ahalisi) or “barracks wayfarers” (oda yoldaslart), which sud-
denly increase in frequency in the second half of the seventeenth century.'® Not only
that, in all kinds of sources this is paralleled by an upsurge in references to Janissary
regiments and their odabasis, who constituted the most crucial decision makers in
all affairs related to the regiments, from moneylending to leading revolts.?°

That the Janissary regiments started appearing in court records, which were
mainly the domain of civilians, is an indication that they came to have more trans-
actions within the civilian economy; and indeed, there were compelling reasons for
this increase. In the late seventeenth century delayed salary payment was the norm,
though how long the wait lasted may have differed each time.?! Even the supply of

15 Meanwhile, the idealised type of Janissary in the classical period, i.e. an exclusively non-Mus-
lim-born soldier, should also be revised in the light of Linda Darling’s article based on mevacib
registers in this volume.

16 C. Wilkins and E. Yi, ‘Between Soldier and Civilian’, 571. ISS.9: 77a/1 (18 Ramazan 1071/17
May 1661); 18: # 310 (25 Safer 1087/14 July 1670).

17 Uzungarsil, Kapikulu Ocaklari, 1: 31 ff., mentions that Janissaries were first allowed to marry
during the reign of Selim I (r. 1512-1520), and that their orphans were admitted to the regiments
gradually. Linda Darling’s article in this volume would seem to suggest that this phenomenon
unofficially appeared even earlier.

18 Yilmaz, ‘The Economic and Social Roles’, 251-267.

19 Wilkins and Yi, ‘Between Soldier and Civilian’, 568-569.

20 Even as early as the 1622 rebellion in which Osman I1 was killed, the role of odabasis was crucial
in making decisions. M. Sertoglu, ‘Ibretniima’, Belleten, 11 (1947), 500 ff.

21 H. Sahillioglu, ‘1683-1740’da Osmanli Imparatorlugunun Hazine Gelir ve Gideri’, in M. Geng
and E. Ozvar (eds), Osmanli Maliyesi: Kurumlar ve Biitceler (Istanbul 2006), 160-161, n. 31.
See also E. Ozvar, ‘Osmanh Devletinin Biitce Harcamalar1 (1509-1788)’, ibid., 218 fF.
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weapons and other munitions did not always run smoothly during major wars, such
as the Cretan War (1645-1669) and the War against the Holy League (1683-1699).2
Janissaries who had to risk their lives in battle preferred expensive, well-functioning
weapons produced by master artisans, as is made plain in the early seventeenth-
century Kavanin-i Yeniceriyan: “Janissaries should buy guns; one cannot be brave
with the guns provided by the state treasury” (Yenigeriye tiifek satin almak sartti,
hazine mali tiifekle o kadar erlik olmaz).?® In addition, it is noted that munitions
procurement was largely handled by individual regiments, at least in the eighteenth
century.?* This is already very likely to have been the case in the late seventeenth
century, given the budget deficit of the time. If so, not only those Janissaries who
squarely engaged in business, but also those who thought of themselves primarily as
soldiers had to make money as regiments as well as individuals.

In such a situation, a regiment that came to have closeknit blood, regional, and
probably even emotional ties would have jumped on any opportunities to make
money for its collective survival. The regiments’ economic activities, by definition,
would have been unwanted by the government and civilians alike, and oftentimes
went against the existing order in the civilian economy. Therefore, it is natural they
do not appear as often as they ought to in comparison to their actual volume and
frequency; what is shown in the court records must just be the tip of the iceberg.
The relatively small number of documents that give us clues point to something
much bigger nonetheless, with regimental waqfs as the central nexus of Janissary
economic activities.

Moneylending through regimental wagfs

The most legitimate and central of all the economic activities engaged in on the
group level was moneylending through regimental waqfs. As is well-known, the
Ottoman government allowed cash waqfs to make money from moneylending, with
publicly fixed interest rate ceilings set in the iAtisab kanunnames (market inspection
regulations). As early as the sixteenth century, many Muslims used lending as a way

22 Katib Celebi, Fezleke, Vol. 11, ed. Z. Aybicin (Istanbul 2016), 964, 971; Defterdar Sar1t Mehmed
Pasa, Ziibde, 192, 199-200, 524, 527-528.

23 Kavanin-i Yenigeriyan, 64; Serhat Kuzucu, Osmanli Ordusu ve Sefer Lojistigi (1453-1789) (Is-
tanbul 2017), 77. While the subsidy per soldier for the purchase of weapons (keman bahast)
was 30 akges a year, the prices of guns made by master artisans was 240, and those made by ap-
prentices were 140, according to M. Kiitiikoglu, Osmanlilarda Narh Miiessessesi ve 1640 Tarihli
Narh Defteri (Istanbul 1983), 225-226.

24 @Gil, ‘18. Yiizyilda Yeniceri Teskilati’, 721 ff.
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of making money in the central lands of the empire.? Janissaries also became accus-
tomed to the idea of having a common fund from early on; they were soldiers who
risked their lives on a daily basis, and so naturally had to take care of the orphans of
their deceased brothers-in-arms and impoverished Janissaries within the regiment.?

Meanwhile, there has not been much hard inquiry into the detailed modus ope-
randi of these regimental waqfs, especially in a way that would document changes
over time. Not much is known about them, and what we do know is concentrated
towards the end of the Janissaries’ institutional existence. One might surmise that
these waqfs would motivate outsiders to join particular regiments, so as to be able
to borrow money on advantageous terms,?” but it is rather difficult to know the real
dynamics there yet. With further research into the workings of such waqfs, we will
be better able to understand the characteristics of Janissary regiments in this period.

As described in court records, the purposes for which regimental waqfs were
founded almost invariably had to do with serving the organisation’s needs (oda
miihimmat i¢tin), presumably for the provision of munitions.?® These are just men-
tioned in passing in a rather informal way, and one may want to double-check with
vakfiyes, if available. Sometimes multiple documents on one wagqf give the purpose
of its establishment differently, for example, for military supplies for the regiment
in one and for members of the regiment in another.?® The waqf may have served
multiple purposes;* since the most frequently mentioned was securing the neces-
sities for war, soldiers would have perceived that to be its principal objective. This
suggests that regiments themselves were shouldering the expenditures for war and
that their waqfs functioned as the means to secure the money needed.

25 J. E. Mandaville, ‘Usurious Piety: The Cash Waqf Controversy in the Ottoman Empire’, LJMES,
10/3 (1979), 289-308; M. Cizakea, A History of Philanthropic Foundations: The Islamic World
from the Seventh Century to the Present (Istanbul 2000), 45-56.

26 Uzungarsili, Kapikulu Ocaklar, 1: 311-320. He further mentions that the early seventeenth-cen-
tury Grand Vizier Kuyucu Murad Pasha also borrowed money from Janissaries on interest. See
also Naima Mustafa Efendi, Tarih-i Na ‘Tma, ed. M. Ipsirli, Vol. II (Ankara 2007), 374.

27 B. Tezcan, The Second Ottoman Empire: Political and Social Transformation in the Early Mod-
ern World (Cambridge 2010), 205-207.

28 J. W. Redhouse, A4 Turkish and English Lexicon (Istanbul 1890[2™ ed.]), 2047.
29 The purpose of the 71st cemaat’s waqf is described differently in 1SS.9: 41b/2 and 46b/3.

30 Some regimental waqfs are mentioned as being founded for the poor of the regiment or for com-
munal meals (fa ‘amiye i¢iin). At any rate, such varying descriptions of founding purposes remind
us of Bursa guild waqfs, whose purposes are described by such terms as “necessities” (miih-
immat), “communal meals” (fa ‘amiye), and “taxes” (tekalif). See S. Faroghi, ‘Ottoman Guilds
in the Late Eighteenth Century: The Bursa Case’, in Eadem, Making a Living in the Ottoman
Lands: 1480 to 1820 (Istanbul 1995), 105.
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The Janissary regimental waqfs I have managed to identify in selected court
registers from the second half of the seventeenth century numbered 67 in all. Their
regiment numbers are as follows: 1, 2, 4, 7, 11, 12, 14, 20, 23, 25, 28, 30, 31, 34,
35, 36, 37, 39, 40, 42, 43, 46, 47, 49, 50, 54, 56, 57, 59, 63, 68, 69, 71, 73, 83, 87,
88, 89, 91, 93, 96 (among the cemaats), 1, 4, 10, 11, 13, 16, 18, 20, 21, 28, 30, 31,
37, 38,42,43, 46, 48, 52, 57, 58, 60, 61, 67 (among the béliiks), 12, 15 (among the
sekbans).

Of the 196 regiments, 67 had their waqfs mentioned in the incompletely surviv-
ing series of Istanbul court records from the seventeenth century. Probably almost
all regiments had waqfs — court records even show that beyond the Janissaries,
bostanci, topgu, and cebeci units also had them.3! The fact that cash waqfs were so
widespread among the military units subject to central government control shows
that they were under pressure to procure some funds of their own and that they
learned from one another’s example.

Needless to say, these military waqfs generated profits by lending money at in-
terest. If they had only lent money to their members it would not have had much
impact on urban society, nor would they have made a lot of money. Examining court
records from the 1610s, one does not see regimental waqfs often, and even when
they do come up, it is mostly as lenders to their own members.3? In stark contrast,
records from the late seventeenth century show Janissary regimental waqfs lending
sums to a very broad spectrum of society.>* We tend to hypothesise that they would
have done so mostly to members of the regiments and those artisans or merchants
who had connections with them, on the basis of the close ties they had developed
with one another over a long period of time by the early nineteenth century. On the
other hand, however, we may not want to focus only on Janissary-esnaf relations in
examining Janissaries’ running of regimental cash waqfs. One can surmise that the
scale and clientele of money lending activities varied from regiment to regiment,
though my sample of 82 loans is too small to make any conclusive remarks. On the

31 Bostanci of Hasbahge (AHI.1: #164, 24 Z 1063/14 November 1653), top¢u (GSS.145: 117a/4, 8
Ra 1101/18 January 1690), and cebeci units (ISS.19: 141b 1, 21 S 1093/28 February 1682).

32 Although I may have overlooked some, there are very few mentions of Janissary regimental
wagfs in the court records of the 1610s. See 1SS.3: 10a/3 (31st cemaat, unknown date), 19a/2
(83rd cemaat, 3 R 1027/29 March 1618); 4: 29a/2 (1st béliik, gurre-i Ca 1028/15 April 1619).
Among these, only the first two were cases of loans for regiment members.

33 In the second half of the seventeenth century, I found only six cases of loans for members of the
same regiment, accounting for less than 10 percent. ISS.12: # 56 (39th cemaat, 22 N 1073/29
April 1663), #222 (60th boliik, 26 L 1073/2 June 1663); 16: 43a/2 (42nd cemaat, 10 M 1076/22
July 1665), 54a/1 (68th cemaat, 16 M 1076/28 July 1665); IBSS.11: #521 (52nd béliik, 3 N
1081/13 January 1671); 1SS.20: #148 (11th cemaat, 22 M 1100/15 Nov 1688).
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whole, waqfs catered to a wide variety of borrowers, such as non-Muslim laymen3
and clergymen,? Muslim women,3¢ former kadis,”” seyyids,>® sons of high-ranking
bureaucrats,? a tax farmer,* etc. The scale of loans also varied greatly, running
from less than one hundred to thousands of gurus, with less than 10 percent of all
loans exceeding 1,000 gurus.*' The interest rate applied was most often 15 percent
per year, though there were some exceptions involving both lower#? and higher*?
rates; apparently, anything over 15 percent a year was prohibited, and the borrower
could refuse in court to pay more, even if he had agreed to do so.* What is interest-
ing is that even members of the same regiment were not necessarily given a more
favourable rate; they too often paid a yearly rate of 15 percent.®

34 IBSS.11:#122 (an Armenian spinner, 23 C 1081/7 November 1670), ISS.9: 41b/2 (a Greek, 3 Za
1071/ 30 June 1661); 16: 125b/2 (a Jew, 24 Ra 1076/3 November 1665).

35 [BSS.46: #75 (10 L 1097/ 30 August 1686); 1SS.20: 67a/2, # 316 (3 Ra 1100/ 25 January 1689).

36 1SS.9: 152a/6 (14 S 1072/9 October 1661); IBSS.46: #196 (17 B 1097/9 June 1686); IBSS.46:
#408 (6 'S 1097/28 June 1686).

37 The wagf of the 57th cemaat lent money to a former kad: of Konya (ISS 9: 160b/2, Safer 1072/
September to October, 1661) and the 68th (turnact) regiment waqf to a former kad: of Kiitahya
(IBSS 3: #1141, 20 L 1077/15 April 1667).

38 1BSS.46: #746 (47th cemaat, 10 L 1097/29 August 1686); 1SS.10: #729 (68th cemaat, 21 L
1072/8 June 1662).

39 An Ahmed Bey ibn Mustafa Pasha borrowed money from the 71st cemaat (1SS.18: 143b/1, 8 R
1087/20 Junel676) and a Bayezid Bey ibn Kenan Pasha from the 20th cemaat (RSM.161: #307,
21 Ra 1116/23 July 1704).

40 The wagqf of the 4th cemaat loaned 16 kise (here one kise equals 40,000 akges) to Ahmed Agha,
who collected taxes from Armenians (RSM.106: #254, 255, 18 L 1067/30 July 1657).

41 To give a couple of examples in which exceptionally large amounts were loaned out, the 71st
cemaat loaned 4,600 gurus to Ebubekir Agha of Tyre (ISS 9: 227a/1, 7 Ca 1072/29 December
1661), and the 38th béliik lent 6,550 gurus to a certain Ayse Hatun (IBSS 46: #196, 17 B 1097/9
June 1686). Other sizeable loans were mostly just over 1,000 gurusg.

42 Some regiments charged only 10 percent a year. See 1SS.10: #100 (48th béliik, 29 B 1072/19
March 1662); GSS.130: 46a 2 (47th cemaat, 7 Ca 1094, 4 May 1683); IBSS.46: #746 (47th
cemaat, 10 L 1097/29 August1686); 1SS 20: #243 (25th cemaat, 13 S 1100/6 December 1688);
RSM.161: #304 (87th cemaat, 20 R 1116/21 August 1704). The first case was about the money a
former waqf miitevelli had to repay to the regimental waqf.

43 The 59th cemaat charged 20 percent for 6 months (1SS.9: 4a/3, 15 S 1071/14 April 1661) and the
57th cemaat charged 10 percent for 80 days (ISS.9: 160b/2, 20 S 1072/14 October 1661). It is not
clear if these were their normal rates.

44 AHI1: # 164 (24 Z 1063/16 October 1653) “fi’l hakika onu onbir bu¢ukdan ziyade murabaha
caiz olmamagla...”.

45 See for example 1SS 12: #56 (39th cemaat, 22 N 1073/30 April 1663), #222 (60th béliik, 26 L
1073/3 June 1663); 16: 54a/1 (68th cemaat, 16 M_1076/28 July 1665).
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Loan agreements usually came in the form of a sale and lease contract, in which
the interest payment was disguised in the form of rent. The Hanafi School of Law
is well-known for justifying moneylending by endorsing such legal fictions (%ile/
hiyal).* In fact, most cash waqfs frequently used a legal fiction, i.e., the lender ‘buy-
ing’ the real estate of the borrower and receiving rent from the latter, rather than ex-
plicitly lending money on interest.#” At the time, this was the most widely used form
of mortgage loan, known as bey * bi 'l-istiglal. Much less frequently bey* bi’l-vefa
was used, whereby the lender bought real estate from the borrower and then after a
specified amount of time sold it back at a higher price (including the principal and
interest); during the time under contract, the lender had the right to use the premises.
In both types of loan, the real estate functioned as collateral. Especially in the case
of bey * bi’l-istiglal, the borrower often got a loan against the house he or she owned
and lived in, and continued living there while paying rent in place of interest; this
made it a rather convenient form of mortgage loan, provided the borrower could
pay the money back on time.*® However, one rarely finds court record entries show-
ing borrowers who had repaid their loan in full,* even if we assume that not many
people wanted to have it recorded; there would have been many defaulters.

Anyone in arrears would have been in considerable trouble. The regimental waqf
could do either of the following: 1) draw up a new contract, giving the borrower
more time; or 2) sell the real estate in question at a lower price than its market val-
ue (a similar amount for which it was borrowed [semen-i misilleriyle ahara bey ‘],
probably in order to sell it quickly and get cash) and give the borrower a small dif-
ference, minus the repayment — there were some contracts stipulating this would
happen in case of default.>® If this happened, the borrower would have incurred
a substantial financial loss. In such cases borrowers apparently accepted the measure

46 M. T. Mansoori, ‘Use of Hiyal in Islamic Finance and its Shariah Legitimacy’, Journal of Islamic
Business and Management, 1/1 (2011), 74-75; TDVIA, s.v. ‘Hiyel’ (S. Kose), 170-178.

47 Janissaries sometimes called the interest “cuha bahasi”. RSM.80: #276 (4 Ca 1059/15 May
1649); 106: #254 (18 L 1067/29 July 1657); 1$S.16: 79b/1 (3 S 1076/14 August 1665); IBSS.46:
#751 (10 L 1097/29 August 1686).

48 The real estate pledged was usually a house. 85.67% of all the bey* bi’l-istiglal cases in the
seventeenth-century sicils of Istanbul and suburbs studied in an M.A. thesis involved houses as
collateral. C. Mesci, ‘Istanbul Kadi Sicilleri Isiginda Bey* bi’l-Istiglal Akidleri’, unpublished
M.A. thesis, Marmara University, 2017, 91.

49 Mesci, ‘Istanbul Kad: Sicilleri’, 33-34.

50 1SS.9: 40a/2 (68th cemaat, Za 1071/June to July 1661); 12: #56 (39th cemaat, 22 N 1073/30
April 1663); 1BSS.46: #196 (38th béliik, 16 B 1079/19 December 1668); 1SS.20: 4b/1 (58th
boliik, 20 Z 1099/16 October 1688); 20: 51b/1 (25th cemaat, 13 S 1100/7 December 1688).
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without resistance,>! probably because they were dealing with the waqf of a menac-
ing Janissary regiment.

Indeed, regimental waqfs were more than capable of getting their money back.
When borrowers or their heirs refused to acknowledge their debt, the waqf adminis-
trator (who almost invariably doubled as the regimental odabasi)>* and his Janissary
colleagues first went to court and established the fact that there was a debt to be paid
by the accused, having some witnesses testify for their case, and then within a mat-
ter of days returned to register that they had received all the money due.>® The very
fact that they extracted repayment within such a short time seems to indicate that
they blackmailed debtors with physical force. They must have been far more adroit
at getting the money back than other cash waqf administrators. Murat Cizak¢a once
mentioned that only about 20 percent of cash waqfs survived more than 100 years,>*
but Janissary regimental cash waqfs would have had a much better chance of stay-
ing afloat than those with limited means of protecting their funds against defaulters.
With such competence in not losing money, it is not surprising to see regimental
waqfs growing fast in a short period; for instance, the administrator of the waqf of
the 46th cemaat increased the cash asset from 6,747 gurus to 8,244, i.e. 22 percent,
during the four years he held the position.>> When managed carefully, such regimen-
tal waqfs would grow quickly and steadily.

If the moneylending business of regimental waqfs had promising growth pros-
pects, it was all the more important to scrutinise management by their administra-
tors. The biggest threat to the waqf’s survival must have been lax management,
such as lending money without demanding collateral or using waqf money for pri-
vate purposes. In such events, the waqf might become unable to function and the

51 1SS.18: 143b/1 (71st cemaat, 8 R 1087/18 August 1676).

52 The waqf administrators of Janissary regiments were often designated as odabasis, but almost
as often they appear with no particular title in the court records. Possibly in many cases it was
superfluous to mention that they were also the regimental odabasi. However, in some rare cases
the waqf administrators clearly had other positions than odabagt, such as 1SS.4: 29a/2 (korict,
Ist boliik, gurre-i Ca 1028/15 April 1619); RSM.106: # 660 (diizenbasi, 63rd solak oda, 12 C
1068/16 March 1658), #718 (vekilharg, 56th kayik¢t oda, 10 N 1068/10 June 1658).

53 For example, the court admonished a Greek Todori for not repaying a loan of 32,000 akges bor-
rowed 5 years earlier from the wagqf of the 71st cemaat (1$S.9: 41b/2, 3 Za 1071/30 June 1661),
and in two days the waqf side came to court and registered that it had received all the money
(ISS.9: 46b/3, 5 Za 1071/2 July 1661). The 28th cemaat’s waqf miitevelli brought witnesses to
court to prove that the sister of a former miitevelli had to repay what her late brother owed to the
wagf, and eventually received all the money in question. I$S.9: 189a/4 (9 Ra 1072/1 November
1661), 192b/5 (22 Ra 1072/14 Nov 1661), 245a/5 (6 Ca 1072/27 December 1661).

54 Cizakga, 4 History of Philanthropic Foundations, 33-34.
55 RSM.127: #69 (27 Za 1070/4 August 1660).
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regiment would be incapable of securing funds to purchase military necessities.
Uzungarsili says, “everyone in the regiment kept an eye on the waqf money and pro-
tected it so that the odabas: who was called oda miitevelli could not have a chance
to misuse it”.5¢

The few court documents that contain an internal inspection of regimental waqfs
are thus worth perusal. It seems the regimental waqf’s administration was reviewed
every year by seven to ten internally selected auditors (nazir), and although minute
details are missing, records were made of the total sum of loans granted, interest
earned, and how much revenue came in from other specified sources.’” When the
regimental waqf’s sum total of cash assets was given, it was usually in the thousands
of gurug. A rather extreme case of embezzlement is found in the waqf of the 48th
boliik, where the administrator misused 160,000 ak¢es — almost all the money held
—to build himself a new house. Having failed to return the amount, he was required
to repay it at the surprisingly low interest rate of ten percent.>® What is amazing is
that the regiment in question reacted so mildly; it merely demanded the principal
and the interest.

In parallel with the yearly internal inspection, there often was a very tense mo-
ment before and after a new administrator was appointed. The incomer paid all
his attention to establishing whether any hidden, unexplained earnings had been
removed by his predecessor, who was on the defensive along with family and heirs,
and usually had to return anything owed. Such battles of nerves are often found in
court records.>

We do not know exactly how the regimental waqfs were involved in the war
preparations of regiments in the seventeenth century. We may conjecture what hap-
pened from the ocak bezirgan, who was responsible for the central coordination of
munitions procurement in the eighteenth century, in close cooperation with regi-
mental waqfs.®® The basyazici, who had supposedly played the same role before

56 Uzungarsili, Kaptkulu Ocaklari, 1: 311.

57 1SS.10: # 100 (48th boliik, 29 B 1072/19 March 1662), #124 (48th béliik, 5 S 1072/25 March
1662), IBSS.46: #231-232 (28th boliik, 15 B 1097/6 June 1686), #406 (16th biliik, 3 S 1097/25
June 1686);54: #376 (57th cemaat, 12 C 1102/12 March 1691); 1SS.22: #258 (43rd béliik, 13 L
1107/15 March 1696).

58 1SS.10: # 100 (29 B 1072/19 March 1662), 124(5 S 1072/15 March 1662).

59 RSM.127: # 69 (46th cemaat, 27 Za 1070/4 August 1660); 1SS.9: 189a/4 (28th cemaat, 9 Ra
1072/1 November 1661), 245a/5 (28th cemaat, 6 Ca 1072/27 December 1661); 20: # 194 (18th
béliik, 11 M 1100/4 November 1688); 21: 3b/1 (61st boliik, 14 Ra 1100/5 January 1689), 8a/l
(12th sekban, 29 Ra 1100/20 January 1689), 82a/1 (61st boliik, 10 B 1100/29 April 1689);
IBSS.54: #64 (50th basyazict cemaat, 24 Ca 1102/22 February 1691).

60 S. Kaya, ‘Yeniceri Ocag Bezirganhigin Hukuki Statiisii’, Birinci Iktisat Tarih Kongresi
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then, would have had similar relations with the waqfs. We cannot be certain, how-
ever; the only clear point is that a document drawn up for the handover of the 43rd
cemaat’s waqf administration mentions how part of the revenue generated from
interest was used for war expenditure (masarif-i seferiye).’!

As mentioned above, Janissary regimental waqfs had become a means of effec-
tive moneymaking, already far exceeding the needs of mutual aid among the men of
the regiment; their function must have been important for the soldiers’ performance
in war and for the organising of yearly rituals. Consequently, Janissary units adapted
to prevailing conditions, i.e. they dealt with the insufficiency of munitions via the
efficient management of regimental waqfs.®> Up to that point, waqf lending was a
legitimate economic activity within the scope of law and order; in addition, there
are indications that Janissaries in the regiments became commercially active in the
twilight area between licit and illicit, while keeping their identity as soldiers to one
side.

Illicit (?) commerce on the regimental level

The Janissaries’ livelihood could not rest solely on waqf money-lending; given the
chronic delays in salary payment, many other commercial activities on the indi-
vidual (and presumably collective) level(s) were also needed. Although many Janis-
saries suffered from these delays and resultant poverty, they still had the physical
force and military clout with which to make other people give way and grant what
they wanted in commercial transactions and everyday life.

The Ottoman government could not just simply ban Janissaries’ involvement in
commercial activities for their livelihood, since it was not able to pay salaries on
time, and even when payments did arrive, they were often made in debased silver
coins. A high proportion of Janissaries were barely making a living.®® In fact, their
presence in the marketplace had been an irreversible, constant phenomenon ever

Tebligleri, 2 (2010), 81-82; TDVIA, s.v. ‘Bezirgin’ (M. Ipsirli), 103-104. See also BOA,
A.DVNSMHM.d.227: 107/338 (evahir-i Receb 1223/11-21 September 1808), which mentions
that some Jews called bezirgan replaced bagyazici seventy to eighty years before. I thank Yannis
Spyropoulos for drawing my attention to this document.

61 1BSS.46: #608 (2 N 1097/22 July 1686) on the 43rd cemaat waqf records, “meblag-1 mezburun
nemasindan ba ‘z1 mesarif-i seferiyeye otuz ii¢ bin sekiz yiiz altmis akge harc ve sarf...”.

62 Giil, ‘18. Yiizyilda Yenigeri Teskilati’, 722, 762. In the eighteenth century, regiments that did not
have enough funds would borrow from other regimental waqfs.

63 N. Nazlar, ‘Some Aspects of the Organizational and Socio-Economic Role of the Janissaries (late
15th-early 17th c.)’, unpublished Ph.D. dissertation, Bilkent University, 2017, 116-122.
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since the late sixteenth century. It became a problem, however, when their com-
merce reached such an extent that it hindered their military functions. By the mid to
late seventeenth century Janissary engagement in business had grown substantially,
and the divan documents of this period often deplored the fact that soldiers were not
in the forts where they were stationed and claimed to be unavailable for campaigns,
saying they were out of town conducting long-distance transactions.®* For instance,
in the spring of 1680, when the government planned to muster campaign troops at
Isakg1 (a fortress on the southern bank of the Danube in the Silistre region of Bulgar-
ia), it sent out orders to kads in seventeen towns by the Danube and the Black Sea
in Romania and Bulgaria, to the effect that they should hunt for scattered Janissaries
on business trips and have them join the expedition.®> This demonstrates that Janis-
saries left their fortresses and travelled into all corners of their region for commerce.
Such men often took their family and friends with them, and when they suffered
accidents or met danger, their cases were mentioned in court documents.®® Trade
was not usually specified in terms of the commodities they dealt in, and even when
mentioned, it is difficult to understand the context.’” Janissaries sometimes became
involved in the transportation business, profiteered in commodities such as grains
and firewood, and illicitly resold woolen broadcloth (¢uha) originally intended for
Janissary uniforms.®® Since they also had to remain soldiers, their trades needed to
be something that did not require too much time or skill, could be carried out easily
using force and organisation, and was not too far removed from their original duties
in terms of space or the nature of activities.

64 Giil, ‘18. Yiizyilda Yenigeri Teskilati’, 770; BOA, A.DVNSMHM.d.92: 55/3 (evasit-1 Safer,
1068/18-27 November 1657), on those Janissaries who deserted Platomone and moved to Lar-
issa for commerce; BOA, A DVNSMHM.d.97: #145-146 (evail-i Rebiiilevvel, 1091/30 April to
9 May 1680), on the need to return Janissaries scattered over many places for commerce.

65 BOA, A. DVNSMHM.d.97: #145, 146 (evail-i R, 1091/30 April 1680). The Romanian and Bul-
garian towns to whose kadis an order to find Janissaries and send them to the front was given
are as follows: Ibrail, Magcin, Hirsova, Ruscuk, Yergogii, Zistovi, Nigbolu, Mangalya, Balcik,
Hacioglubazari, Varna, Prevadi, Sumnu, Eski Cum‘a, Hezargrad, Tirnova, and Lofca.

66 BOA, ADVNSMHM.d.97: #93 (evail-i Za 1090/3 December 1679, the murder of a Janissary
and a civilian who had gone to Moldavia on business), #154 (evail-i Ca 1091/29 May-early June
1680, a brother of a Janissary traveling in Wallachia on business was killed), # 208 (undated,
probably Za 1091/December 1680, a group of soldiers including Janissaries and more than 100
Laz with them who had been engaging in commerce in Moldavia attacked the palace of the
voyvoda of Moldavia).

67 BOA, A DVNSMHM.d.95: 76/504 (evail-i Za 1075/15-24 May 1665, a Janissary of the 56th
béliik sold a ship and received the money but did not hand it over); 96: 34/181 (evasit-1 R 1089/1-
10 June 1678, a retired Janissary bought iron rods in bulk with other people, but the boat carrying
the cargo sank in front of the port and the iron was stolen).

68 BOA, A DVNSMHM.d.111: # 1840, 1844-1845, 1848 (L 1112/late March to early April 1701).



E. Y1: JANISSARY REGIMENTS AND OFFICERS IN BUSINESS 17

Here, we may want to question whether such widespread commercial activ-
ity by Janissaries would have been possible without their regiment’s connivance.
Most documents deploring (illicit) commercial activities do not mention that the
regiments were themselves involved. Probably, those who got caught or otherwise
found out did not want to embroil their unit, and this would have made any involve-
ment much less visible than it actually was. However, given the practice of “balta
asma” mentioned by Resat Ekrem Kogu® and the fierce struggle between Janissary
regiments over economic privileges in the eighteenth century,”® we may conjecture
that regiments often got directly involved in business relatively early on, despite the
scarcity of documents pointing toward it.

Let us now look at some documented cases of Janissary regiments going into
business; though only a few, they are fairly revealing. Among others, let us focus on
the conspicuous trades in coffee and slaves.

First of all, it should be noted that coffee was an extremely popular consumer
commodity, and one that would sell at very high prices.”! Trade in Yemeni cof-
fee was mostly conducted by Egyptian Janissaries, with the revenue from it pro-
viding the financial base for Egyptian Janissary factions.”” Although the trade’s
profitability must have been known to their colleagues in other regions, we only
rarely find documents recording Janissaries purchasing coffee’? or coffeehouses’ in
seventeenth-century Istanbul sicills. Coffechouses were considered disreputable”
hotbeds of rumours and rebellions, and may have been something one would not
have wanted to purchase out in the open. What is interesting is that a certain Bektas
Agha ibn Hasan bought a coffeechouse in Yeni Bahge, a sparsely occupied area in

69 R. E. Kogu, Yenigeriler (Istanbul 2004, first published in 1964), 388-391.

70 M. M. Sunar, ‘Istanbul’da Yenigeri Ortalarin Karistig1 Sokak Catigmalar1’, in A. Yildiz, Y. Spy-
ropoulos and M. M. Sunar (eds), Payitaht Yenigerileri: Padisahin “Asi” Kullari, 1700-1826
(Istanbul 2022), 261-285.

71 Defterdar Sar1 Mehmed Pasa, Ziibde, 632-633.

72 J. Hathaway, ‘The Ottomans and the Yemeni Coffee Trade’, Oriente Moderno, Nuova Serie,
25/86/1 (2006), 161-171; A. T. Quickel, ‘Cairo and Coffee in the Transottoman Trade Network’,
in A. Blaszczyk, R. Born and F. Riedler (eds), Transottoman Matters: Objects Moving through
Time, Space, and Meaning (Gottingen 2022), 87-88.

73 A certain Janissary named Ismail bought 30 vukiye (=okka) of coffee from the estate of someone
who had gone missing (BOA, A DVNSMHM.d.92: 9/3, evail-i N 1067/13-22 June 1657).

74 A coffeehouse was bought and sold between Janissaries in Eskisehir at 13,000 akges (1SS.10: #
585, 17 L 1072/4 June 1662).

75 1SS.18: #78, 20 Z 1087/22 February 1677. When the miiezzin of a mahalle mosque opened a
coffeehouse, the people of the mahalle complained in court, and he was dismissed. Running a
coffeehouse was considered beneath the dignity of a miiezzin, and the existence of coffeehouses
supposedly distracted people from prayer.
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the northwestern part of Istanbul.”¢ Curiously, this was just about a month before
Murad IV banned coffeehouses, immediately after an immense conflagration in Is-
tanbul (27 Safer 1043/September 1, 1633).”7 It is unclear whether this particular
business could continue to operate after the ban, but the Janissaries’ engagement in
the wholesale and retail coffee trade had the potential to become a very lucrative
activity, encompassing more than one regiment.

In light of the above, the following case culled from the court records is highly
interesting. When it became known that their colleagues on the northern front were
suffering as a result of pay arrears, the heads (¢orbacilar) of two Janissary regi-
ments (the 13th boliik and the 8th cemaat) stationed in Syria had their deputy (kap:
kethiidast) in Istanbul purchase 6,281 okkas (1 okka was approximatly 1.2 kg) of
coffee to resell for more than 6,000 gurus. They were planning to give their col-
leagues on the front six months’ worth of salary out of this revenue (... zikr olunan
odalarin hald sefer-i hiimayunda olan neferatin isbu doksan yedi senesi recec ve
resen mevacibleri i¢in...). The only reason why this transaction seems to have been
recorded was that the ¢orbacis wanted to reassure their deputy, who had already
spent money to buy the coffee, that they would definitely pay him back.”® Such deals
would clearly have transpired more often than shown in court records.

In any event, what is clear from this case is that Janissary regiments did care
about the well-being of their colleagues on the front, and that coffee was a con-
venient commodity with which to make a large amount of money fast. Dealing in
wholesale or retail coffee did not require any professional skill. It is not surprising at
the turn of the nineteenth century that coffeehouses were more often than not run by
Janissaries, and were used by them for diverse purposes, serving as a place in which
to drink coffee and smoke tobacco, but at the same time as “a cultural salon, a rebel
headquarters, a police precinct, a Sufi lodge, a business office and a mafia club”.”®

As for the slave trade, although documents specifically showing regimental in-
volvement are rare, clues pointing in that direction are rather compelling. Enslav-
ing of freeborn people had been identified as a problem early on® and Janissaries

76 RSM.56: #100, evail-i Safer 1043/early August 1633.
77 Naima Mustafa Efendi, Tarih-i Na ‘ima, 11: 754-755.
78 [BSS.46: # 142, 2 B 1097/2 May, 1686.

79 A. Caksu, ‘Janissary Coffee Houses in Late Eighteenth-Century Istanbul’, in D. Sajdi (ed.), Otto-
man Tulips, Ottoman Colffee. Leisure and Lifestyle in the Eighteenth Century (London and New
York 2014), 131.

80 BOA, A.DVNSMHM.d.88: #296, 29 L 1047/15 March 1638.



E. Y1: JANISSARY REGIMENTS AND OFFICERS IN BUSINESS 19

were often suspected of being involved.®! This is hardly surprising, given that some
Janissaries are known to have broken into a bathhouse and kidnapped women as
early as the 1630s.%2

What is more, Janissaries most often appeared in court on slave-related issues,
be it manumitting®? or disputes over ownership.3* Slave ownership was normally an
elite phenomenon mainly restricted to the richest 20 percent of the population,®> but
slave-owning seems to have been relatively common among Janissaries, even by
those who did not have titles or much money.

It cannot be a coincidence that Janissaries frequently appeared in court on slave-
related issues; there seems to have been a deep-rooted reason why this intensified
at one particular juncture. Janissaries often fought on the front line and were in an
environment conducive to slave-capturing. In the border areas there were many who
could legally be enslaved, and particularly during the war with the Holy League
(1683-1699), the Ottoman government’s position was to protect obedient Christians
in the frontier regions but to enslave those who resisted or changed sides; edicts were
issued to that effect.’¢ Although the government tried in vain to prevent disorderly
slave-hunting, the situation easily deteriorated into a soldier-run slave trade seeking
high profits but not paying any pencik tax. Slaves were expensive commodities,?”
almost as highly priced as average houses,®® and trading in them could be extremely

81 [BSS.46: #92 (gurre-i B 1097, 23 May 1686), #300 (23 B 1097/14 June 1686); IBSS.54: #106
(selh-i Ca 1102/28 February 1691).

82 Mehmed Halife, Tarih-i Gilmani, ed. K. Su (Ankara 1999), 12.

83 There are many such cases, even just in ISS.12 (1073-1074/1663-1664): #103, 168, 268, 524,
847, 1105, 1116, 1117, 1235. Among these, #1105, 1116, and 1117 are all manumissions by
Ibrahim Bese of the 44th cemaat.

84 1BSS.46: #92 (gurre-i B 1097, 23 May 1686), #300 (23 B 1097/14 June 1686); 54: #106 (selh-i
Ca 1102/28 February 1691).

85 H. Canbakal and A. Filiztekin, ‘Slavery and Decline of Slave Ownership in Ottoman Bursa,
1460-1880°, International Labor and Working-Class History, 97 (2020), 63-65.

86 BOA, A.DVNSMHM.d.100: #147 (evail-i L 1101/7-16 July 1690), 206 (undated, probably eva-
hir-i Za 1101/15 August to 4 September 1690).

87 Probably because slaves were such profitable commodities, voluntary soldiers (géniilliiyan)
fighting against the Venetians when Chania was besieged (1692) were allowed to keep slaves
for future sale; Y. Spyropoulos, ‘Slaves and Freedmen in 17th-and Early 18th-Century Ottoman
Crete’, Turcica, 46 (2015), 184-185.

88 Canbakal and Filiztekin, ‘Slavery and Decline’, 68, Table 6 shows that the price of a West Eur-
asian female slave was more than 20,000 akg¢es in the second half of the seventeenth century.
Meanwhile, the median house price in Galata in 1725 was about 200 gurus (about 24,000 ak¢es);
Y. Ciftci, ‘An Analysis of the Ottoman Real Estate Market in 1725 through Galata and Bursa
Judicial Records’, I¢timaiyat Sosyal Bilimleri Dergisi, 5/2 (2021), 197.
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lucrative whether one sold them right away or kept them for future sale. Regardless
of their status, Janissaries had every reason to engage in slaving.

Here again, the question is whether the regiment got involved. Let us listen to
the court statement of a man who had lived as a slave in Tokat and escaped, but got
caught in Istanbul. A freeborn Christian from the town of Ustolni Belgrad (mod.
Székesfehérvar), he had befriended the 6th sekban regiment, whose ¢orbaci con-
verted him to Islam; he was later illegally enslaved by a certain Karnad Reis and
sold away. He maintained that he was a Muslim and should never have been en-
slaved in the first place. Two Janissaries, one of whom had once been a member of
the 6th sekban regiment, bore witness for him.% Though this may have been true,
there is something strange about the story: somehow the man’s Janissary connection
failed to protect him against enslavement in the first place. He may later have made
friends with Janissaries on the streets of Istanbul, where he would have been one of
those lower-class men of every sect and ethnicity who informally joined Janissary
regiments. He is more likely to have been enslaved by Janissaries on the northern
frontier, who were professional slave traders, and might simply have induced Janis-
saries he later befriended to testify in his favour.

On top of this, one of the regimental waqfs adds interesting evidence on regi-
mental involvement in the slave trade on the organisational level. The 28th boliik’s
record of its annual internal audit in 1686, in which ten internally appointed in-
spectors (nazirlar) participated, shows that the regimental “slave house” (kdle
muhafazast) sent in 500 gurug to be added to the waqf’s revenue.”® This is the only
such document to mention slave-related revenue; most regiments would have done
an internal audit among themselves, and even if in court they would not have men-
tioned all the details. At any rate, the very fact that the regiment had a slave house
seems to indicate that it was engaged in slaving on the collective level. One cannot
know how many regiments took part in the trade, but those scholars working on
related topics tend to regard the Janissaries’ involvement as quite common after the
seventeenth century.’!

89 I1BSS.54: #7 (23 Ca 1102/21 February 1691).
90 1BSS.46: #231, 232 (15 B 1097/6 June 1686).

91 S. Conermann and G. Sen, ‘Slavery is Not Slavery: On Slaves and Slave Agency in the Ottoman
Empire, Introduction’, in S. Conermann and G. Sen (eds), Slaves and Slave Agency in the Otto-
man Empire (Bonn 2020), 22.
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Officers and their regiments

If, as suggested above, the regiments were actually conducting business or abetting
their members in doing so, one can surmise that their officers were important forces
behind such activities. Things may well have varied from one officer to another, but
given that soldiers generally rose through the ranks they must have had strong bonds
with the regiments they served in.

The odabasi’s involvement was natural due to his central role in the organisation
of everyday life in the regiment in war and peace; in the seventeenth century, he
often played the central role of running the wagqf as the miitevelli. The official heads
of regiments — whether ¢orbacis or boliikbagis — seem to have been less directly in-
volved, considering that references to them are far thinner on the ground, but as we
can see from the abovementioned ¢orbacis who went into the coffee trade for their
suffering soldiers on the front, they would not always have been merely passively
involved.

More specifically, one may want to look into the high-ranking Janissary offi-
cers (katar agalarr). Except for the seniormost officers, such as yeniceri agasi and
sekbanbasi, who had to concern themselves with managing the affairs of the whole
Janissary Corps,?? these high-ranking officers would have been able to take special
care of their regiments. The kul kethiidas: was the head of the 1st béliik, by far the
biggest regiment in terms of manpower, the zagarcibasi the head of the 64th cemaat,
the samsoncubas: the head of the 71st cemaat, and the turnacibasi the head of the
68th cemaat, and so on. These were the highest rankers in the Janissary Corps in
order of superiority,”® but influence and/or promotion was not always in that order.
They were placed in prominent positions in military marches,?* were given impor-
tant duties, and certainly had influence beyond the boundary of their own regiment.

Abdulkasim Giil, who has written an encyclopaedic dissertation based on many
archival documents, says that officers from ¢orbac: and above were not as deeply
involved in economic activities as rank-and-file Janissaries.”> He suggests that se-
nior men were constantly preoccupied with military activities and did not need to

92 Although they too would often have had some special ties to regiments they had been with,
they seem to have had no particularly connected cohesive unit under them. The yenigeri agas:
was supposed to be directly in charge of all the aga boliikleri and sekbanbasg: the head of all the
sekban units. E. Kiigtikyalein, Turnanin Kalbi: Yeniceri Yoldashg: ve Bektasilik (Istanbul 2010),
77-79.

93 Uzungarsily, Kapikulu Ocaklar, 1: 176; Giil, “18. Yiizyilda Yenigeri Teskilati’, 17.

94 Giil, ‘18. Yiizyilda Yenigeri Teskilat1’, 456-457.

95 Ibid., 773.
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engage in business, as they could gain enough perquisites and bribes on account of
their office.”® Would they have been at some remove from the economic activities
under them? Occasionally we come across Janissary officers owning a lot of money
or other assets,”” and we may suspect that such wealth, at least partly, could have
come from facilitating and endorsing their regiments’ businesses, if not downright
involvement. Officers would have been justifiably interested in helping businesses
if they were aimed at procuring military supplies and helping the soldiers make a
living, although we cannot afford to assume that their involvement was always so
innocent.

One high-profile case of major officers involved in commercial activities oc-
curred in the “Sultanate of Officers” period (Agalar Saltanati) in the mid-seven-
teenth century.”® As is well known, the unfair and coercive commercial transac-
tions they imposed on the merchants and artisans of Istanbul — hard selling copper,
hazelnuts, salt, soap, cotton, mastic etc. at greatly inflated prices and compulsorily
exchanging debased coins for gold — precipitated their downfall in the aftermath
of a rebellion by market traders in 1651.% This was the period when Janissaries
wielded great power, meddling in many types of businesses, including grain and
meat provisioning. They also amassed real estate, and shops connected to them
could violate official price ceilings (narh) with impunity, saying that they were con-
nected to Bektag Agha, a former Janissary agha who was the most audacious of the
officers in power.'® The same men were criticised for distorting the salary payment
procedure and profiting from it.!* When the abovementioned civilian revolt against
their stranglehold broke out, ordinary soldiers did not side with them, contrary to
their expectations. Interestingly enough, the last time they tried to impose unfair

96 1$S.22:#274 (10 L 1107/12 May 1696), 312 (13 Za 1107/13 June 1696). The ¢orbaci of the 6th
sekban regiment complained that the lieutenants of the Janissary agha and kul kethiidas: extorted
money from him.

97 Quite apart from Janissary aghas who left valuable estates, we can see that a former samsoncubasi
left his family a ¢ift/ik in Babadagi in Rumeli, worth 1,500 gurus. IBSS 54: #408 (23 C 1102/23
March 1691).

98 This period was dubbed “Yenigeri Agalar Saltanat1”. Kogu, Yeniceriler, 313-330.
99 Naima Mustafa Efendi, Tarih-i Na ‘tma, 111: 1319-1320.

100 No biography of him is available other than Istanbul Ansiklopedisi, s.v. ‘Bektas Aga’ (R. E.
Kogu), 2438-2442. He had been a samsoncubast and then a zagarcibas in the early 1630s. Top-
cular Katibi Abdiilkadir Efendi, Topgular Kdtibi Abdiilkadir (Kadri) Efendi Tarihi, Vol. 11, ed. Z.
Yilmazer (Ankara 2003), 977; Naima Mustafa Efendi, Tarih-i Na Tma, 11: 813.

101 Katib Celebi, Fezleke, 374.
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taxes on the artisans and merchants, it was to secure money for salary payment for
the soldiers.1%2

This case is especially highlighted by chronicle writers such as Katib Celebi
and Na‘ima, who wanted to criticise the officers’ abuse of power, though one may
wonder whether the men in question were the exception in meddling in the civilian
economy. While the budget deficit was snowballing and military expenditure could
not be met easily, it would have been to some extent natural for officers to dabble
in fundraising and moneymaking, although admittedly, their involvement was often
illicit and criminal. At the same time, the market inspection (ihtisab) register for
1682 reveals that a substantial portion of the shops were listed in the names of men
bearing military titles.!%3

Generally speaking, it may have been easier for the regiments under katar agalar
to secure advantageous conditions for commerce and other economic activities, as
they had the most clout, and membership of them was highly prized. Some regi-
ments under high officers, such as the 68th cemaat under its turnacibagi and 71st
cemaat under its samsoncubagi, appear in court records more often. Meanwhile, the
64th cemaat led by a zagarcibasi does not come up in court records at all. It is un-
clear whether this means their economic activities were negligible; the zagarcibasi
as an individual is rather frequently found in court documents, buying real estate
such as shops and land.!®* The fact that activities are not visible in court records
may simply indicate that the regiment intentionally avoided the kad:i court. Some
regiments without a clear connection to high-ranking officers were commercially
active, with their waqfs operating in a rather sophisticated way.!%> Meanwhile, in

102 Naima Mustafa Efendi, Tarih-i Na ‘tma, 111: 1319.

103 Ihtisab Defteri, Atatiirk Kitaphigi, Muallim Cevdet, B 2, lists 3,200 shops where a daily tax
(yevmiye) was to be collected, 843 of which (roughly one quarter) were registered under indi-
viduals with military titles. Eunjeong Yi, ‘Artisans’ Networks and Revolt in Late Seventeenth-
Century Istanbul’, in E. Gara, M. E. Kabaday1 and C. K. Neumann (eds), Popular Protest and
Political Participation in the Ottoman Empire: Studies in Honor of Suraiya Faroghi (Istanbul
2011), 109-111.

104 For example, in 1662 a zagarcibagi named El-Hac Hiiseyin Agha ibn Ali purchased three shops
(a butcher’s, a greengrocer’s, and an unspecified business) for 132,000 ak¢es (ISS.10: # 164, 12
S 1072/1 April 1662), a grocery shop for 100,000 ak¢es (1SS.10: #500, 12 L 1072/30 May 1662),
and a ¢orek shop at 90,000 akges (ISS.10: #972, 15 Z 1072/31 July 1662). Considering that he
purchased all the above properties within four months, he must have had a huge amount of ready
cash. Zagarcibagsis seem to have been rather close to the men of the 49th béliik, given some
private economic and legal actions where a member of the 49th was marginally involved. See
ISS.10: #1054 (23 Z 1072/8 August 1662) and IBSS.3: #181 (22 Ca 1077/19 November 1666).

105 One noteworthy example in this period is the 57th cemaat; it comes up in the sicils rather fre-
quently, administering its waqf in a sophisticated way, meticulously specifying the amount of
silver content in a gurus, lending money out for a short period (80 days), and earning 1,070 ak¢es
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comparison, the sheer numbers of soldiers in katar agalari’s regiments would have
put them at an advantage.!° The fact that they had more soldiers probably means
such regiments attracted more applicants,'” which may have been an indication that
they offered greater economic gains in addition to pride and prestige.

In the normal course of promotion, a furnacibasi would be promoted to
samsoncubagt and then to zagarcibasi, although there were frequently excep-
tions.!® Among these officers and their regiments, it would have been natural for
some unofficial kind of cooperation relationship to develop. Although there is not
much evidence pointing in that direction, the fact that the waqf of the 71st cemaat
handed over its land to the then zagarcibasi'® seems to imply the existence of such
cooperative relations among those who were related through promotional and regi-
mental networks.

With all of the above in mind, I have traced the 68th cemaat and 71st cemaat in
the court documents. Of course there were regiments that were headed by higher
officers, such as the 1st boliik under the kul kethiidast, which uniquely boasted more
than 700 soldiers, and the 64th cemaat under the zagarcibagsi, with more than 400;
somehow, however, they did not come to court as often, and the zagarcilar in partic-
ular never did. That the waqfs of the 68th and 71st cemaats appear more frequently
in court records, along with the volume of money they were loaning out, leads one
to suppose that they were probably the most prominent and active of all regimental
wagqfs.

each month from the real estate owned by its wagqf. See ISS.9: 160b/2 (20 Safer 1072/14 Octo-
ber 1661), BOA, A.DVNSMHM.d.96: 124/622 (evahir-i B 1089/early to mid-September 1678);
IBSS.54: #376 (evail-i C 1102/early March 1691).

106 While regular regiments had 100 to 200 people, the 71st cemaat had 531, the 68th 468, the 64th
423, and the 1st boliik had 747 soldiers in the year 1663-1664, according to Yilmaz, ‘The Eco-
nomic and Social Roles’, 251-267. There were regiments that had between 300 and 400 men,
without any visible connection to high-ranking officers, such as the 24th, 37th, 51st, and 54th
boliiks. The 57th cemaat mentioned in the previous footnote had 255.

107 Sunar, ‘Istanbul’da Yenigeri Ortalarin Karistigt Sokak Catismalari’, 265 mentions that in the
nineteenth century there was even competition among applicants who wanted to get into presti-
gious regiments.

108 These all originated from the guards who helped the sultan hunt, and also played important roles
in battles. For those exceptions see A. Yildiz, ‘Commanders of the Janissary Army: The Janissary
Agas, Their Careers and Promotion Patterns’, in G. Theotokis_and A. Yildiz (eds), 4 Military
History of the Mediterranean Sea (Leiden 2018), 440, n. 48.

109 1$8.22: 23b/1 (selh-i B 1107/4 March 1696). The waqf of the 71st cemaat handed a former
zagarcibasi a piece of land on which there had been 9 shop units (9 bab diikkan) lost in the fire.
He had previously rented the place, but there is no mention of why the ownership was trans-
ferred.
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The 68th regiment was headed by a turnacibasi, who was rather low among the
katar agalari,'° and its soldiers were given duties such as the raising of game birds
like cranes, herons, and storks, and hunting dogs, overseeing devsirme child levy,
collecting soldiers and taking them to battlefields, supervising the transfer of volun-
teers (goniilliiyan), guarding fortresses, and transporting materials through water-
ways.!!! This regiment only had a small number of soldiers who stayed in Istanbul,
but its waqf comes up in local court records surprisingly often: of its soldiers, 423
were outside the city (403 of whom were in Crete, where a major war was ongoing)
and 45 in Istanbul. This is in great contrast with the samsoncular, 99 of whose sol-
diers were outside the city and 432 within, and the zagarcilar, of whom 40 were out
and 383 were in.!'? One may suspect that as the furnacilar were ordered to perform
many duties in the provinces, they had opportunities to engage in long-distance
trade along with their official assignments, though I have yet to find evidence to that
effect. Some say that turnacibasi was a rather devaluated position, since there was
more than one at a time, dispatched to multiple provinces. Still, given some inci-
dents of bribery involving officers at that rank, probably even ex-turnacibasis could
(or believed they could) influence appointment to official positions or distribution
of privileges.!!?

The regimental waqf of the turnacis lent varying amounts of money to many
different kinds of people. Among the borrowers were the ex-kad: of Kiitahya, Arme-
nian and Greek men, a dead seyyid (and his heirs), a Muslim woman, and a member
of the same regiment.''* Although I am not aware of the scale of the waqf’s total
cash assets or evidence of other commercial activities from the court documents,
this does seem to be a rather active and robust waqf, with varied strategies for its
assorted clientele: it lent 250 gurug (in this case 20,000 akg¢es) to a zimmi called Ya-
mandi veled-i Atanas in the form of istiglal, receiving 2,000 akges in rent for seven

110 TDVIA, s.v. ‘Turnacibast’ (A. Ozcan), 428
111 A. Pul, Yenigeri Ocagin 68. Ortast Turnacibasi (Ankara 2016), 139-184.

112 The 1st boliik under the kul kethiidas: and the S5th boliik under the bas cavus also had most of their
soldiers in Istanbul; see Yilmaz, ‘The Economic and Social Roles’, 251-267.

113 Some people asked ex-turnacibasis to secure them an official position in the military or a tax-
farming contract in return for bribes; when the desired result was not achieved, they sued the
ex-turnactbasis and recovered at least part of their money (IBSS.54: #250, 11 C 1102/11 March
1691, #315, 13 C 1102/13 March 1691). An incumbent turnacibast was successful in having
the bakery shop he and his business partner ran get its privilege to make special high-quality
bread (has ekmek) renewed; BOA, A . DVNSMHM.d.111: # 656 (evasit-1 Ca 1111/4-13 Novem-
ber 1699).

114 EYP49: #173 (12 R 1054/17 June 1644), 177 (13 R 1054/18 June 1644); i$S.9: 40a/2 (Za 1071/
June to July 1661), 152a/6 (14 S 1072/8 October 1661); 10: #729 (21 L 1072/8 June 1662); 16:
54a 1 (16 M 1076/28 July 1665); IBSS.3: #1141 (20 L 1077/14 April 1667).
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months, which came to more than 15 percent interest per year;!!> in dealing with a
family of a dead seyyid who had borrowed 1,000 gurus and failed to pay back (it
is unclear for how long), the waqf took a jewelled belt and a candlestick from the
family, sold them, and subtracted their prices from the money owed (250 gurus from
the principal and 175 gurus interest) and declared the debtors had an outstanding
balance of 750 gurus.!' In yet another case of a loan, this time to a certain Abdullah
Efendi (who seems to have been a kadi, given the way he was designated as “fahr-1
kuzati’l-Islam”), the waqf stipulated when drawing up the contract that upon the
borrower’s failure to repay, the property would be sold for an amount similar to the
loan, and only the difference would be returned.'!”

The 71st cemaat is even more interesting. This regiment was called samsoncular
because of its duty of raising a kind of hunting dog and guarding the sultan when
he was out on a hunt. The head (¢orbaci) of this regiment, the samsoncubagsi, had
a say in making battlefield decisions, and because of his guard duty was probably
very close to the sultan, as can be seen from Osman II’s plan to go on the 4qjj in the
sole accompaniment of his samsoncubasi and five hundred soldiers (most probably
samsoncular) under him."'8 Samsoncular appear in court documents rather often,
and both the scale and scope of their economic activities seem to have been more
extensive than usual. Was this just a coincidence? Let us look into various aspects
of their activities.

The samsoncular must have had considerable clout not just militarily or in terms
of protocol, but were well-regarded and respected among other regiments. One
rather interesting incident occurred as early as 1624, when some habitual thieves
broke into the Janissary Yeni Odalar (literally, New Barracks), were caught and
then hauled before court by the Janissaries. The person who spoke on behalf of all
Janissaries present was the as¢r of the 71st cemaat.''® This seems to indicate that his
regiment was of rather prestigious standing.

The aforementioned Bektag Agha was appointed to a position in Bursa in the af-
termath of the rebellion mentioned earlier, but did not leave Istanbul, as he expected
he would be assassinated on the way; instead, Bektag Agha wanted to hide in the
barracks of the 71st cemaat, but the regiment refused to let him. He had connections
to the unit, as he had served under the samsoncular when he was acemi oglani, and

115 EYP.49: #173 (12 R 1054/17 June 1644).

116 1$S.10: #729 (21 L 1072/8 June 1662).

117 1SS.9: 40a/2 (Za 1071/June to July 1661).

118 Naima Mustafa Efendi, Tarih-i Na ‘tima, 11: 477,
119 RSM.40, #370, evail-i M 1034/13 October 1624.
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had later once been a samsoncubasi. The soldiers in the regiment neither hid him
nor reported him to the authorities, adopting a neutral, independent stance.!?°

The loans from the 71st cemaat’s waqf were noteworthy in that they were much
larger than those from other waqfs. The regiment loaned large amounts to people far
from Istanbul'?!; if borrowers failed to repay their debts, men were dispatched long
distances for debt collection,!*2apparently operating rather efficiently over a wide
geographical area. The 71st cemaat seems to have been internally cohesive and ex-
ternally well-networked. For example, when a member of the regiment sued a ¢avusg
of the 54th boliik over the ownership of a female slave, the cemaat was able to bring
in a witness from outside and some siihudii 'I-hal (procedural witnesses) from other
regiments’ officers, so that their man eventually won the lawsuit.!?? This testifies to
the clout and power of the 71st regiment.

There is only partial evidence for the officers’ intervention in this study, and not
much is clearly established. However, it is more than plausible that high-ranking
officers would have supported their regiments’ businesses: to begin with, it may not
have been an accident that the zagarcilar and samsoncular were able to keep the
majority of their members in Istanbul. In the eighteenth century, the 64th and 71st
cemaats were among the most powerful regiments violently competing for eco-
nomic opportunities.'?* The fact that regiments headed by very senior officers had
more soldiers than other regular regiments seems to indicate that they were more
popular; this may not just have been on account of their prestige, but also due to the
real opportunities for economic gain they offered.

Conclusion

In order to understand soldier-Janissaries and their economic activities, it is of tre-
mendous importance to understand the nature of the regiment they belonged to. Al-
though it may not have been their only important network, the regiment had become
more and more important in every aspect over the course of the seventeenth cen-
tury, in rebellions, recruitment, military mobilisation, and economic activities; the

120 Istanbul Ansiklopedisi, s.v. ‘Bektas Aga’ (R. E. Kogu), 2441.

121 The 71st cemaat waqf lent 1,150 gurus to Ahmed Bey ibn Mustafa Pasha, with a luxurious house
in Kusadast; ISS.18: #523 (8 R 1087/19 June 1676).

122 To collect a debt of 4,600 gurus from a family of borrowers with military titles in Tire (near
Izmir), the miitevelli dispatched a bese; 1SS.9: 227a/1 (7 Ca 1072/28 December 1661).

123 ISS.18: #431 (27 Ra 1087/8 June 1676).
124 Sunar, ‘Istanbul’da Yenigeri Ortalarin Karistigr Sokak Catigmalar1’, 266-278.
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negotiating power of Janissary units must have increased enormously. As more and
more sons of Janissaries entered their fathers’ regiments — which recruited men on
their own initiative, especially during wars — and people from the same hometown
clustered in particular units, it would not be surprising if they developed a pseudo-
familial identity for their regiment.

The Janissary regiments had valid reasons for getting involved in economic ac-
tivities in the seventeenth century; their salary and supplies often arrived late and
were unsatisfactory. Even to properly function as a combat unit in war, they needed
to make money. Having to survive collectively, even in the dire straits during the
war against the Holy League in the 1680s and 90s, they needed to engage in legal
and illegal economic activities. Since the government was unable to provide enough
for them, it could not prohibit the Janissaries and their regiments from engaging in
commercial activities, nor did it have the physical force to do so.

We may suspect that soldier-Janissaries’ economic activities mostly centred
around the regiment, though this is not immediately apparent in the documents that
mention their participation in commerce. With the aid of some clues to regimental
involvement in the coffee and slave trades, and the use of regimental waqfs in par-
ticular, we may speculate that Janissary involvement was actually much more ex-
tensive, in which case the instances mentioned above are just the tip of the iceberg.
Judging from their cash waqf administration, regiments seem to have been resolute
and strict when doing business, and those headed up by high-ranking officers may
have had better chances of prospering.
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THE CASES OF ISTANBUL AND VIDIN, 1720-1826
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THIS STUDY EXAMINES THE STRUCTURES AND WORKINGS of Janissary waqfs and funds
at different localities in the Ottoman Empire during the eighteenth and early nine-
teenth centuries. It attempts to shed light on the legal sphere and multilayered nature
of waqf credit transactions by analysing how internal power relations, geographical
mobility, local dynamics and connections with the Ottoman authorities shaped the
credit policies of Janissary regiments. The study discusses waqf structures and their
operations in a broad geographical setting, but places special emphasis on their
credit networks around Istanbul and Vidin.

Although the Janissary Corps became highly decentralised throughout the eigh-
teenth century, numerous Janissaries continued to be stationed in Istanbul. In the
same period, Vidin also appeared as an important centre from which the regiments
developed credit networks in the hinterland, in Wallachia, Moldovia, and on the
northern shores of the Black Sea. The court records from these two cities thus allow
us to delve deep into the nature of cases reflected in miscellaneous sources. The
Vidin registers constitute a rich repertoire on the interactions of regiments along the
Danube, while those from Bab, Ahi Celebi and Davudpasa courts in Istanbul offer a
valuable glimpse into the economic activities of Janissaries as well as their relations
with provincial actors. The choice of the three courts, especially Ahi Celebi, in the
capital is not coincidental given that throughout the eighteenth century they became
highly specialised in matters related to credit transactions, wills, and the transfer of
Janissary pay tickets (esames).! Court records from Istanbul and Vidin undoubtedly
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offer rich details on the local functioning of regimental waqfs in particular, while
the registers of imperial rescripts addressed to Ochakiv (Ott. Ozi) and Silistra (Ott.
Silistre) constitute a valuable source in understanding the transprovincial regimental
networks that encompassed the capital and the Danube-Wallachia-Northern Black
Sea region. Since the systematic compilation of these registers started in around the
early 1740s, the study mostly covers the period from 1740 to 1826, but also includes
examples from the early eighteenth century.

Embedded in early modern Ottoman financial culture, Janissary regimental
funds (ortanin miihimmatina mevkuf nukud or orta mali) functioned in a manner
similar to other cash wagqfs. There is in fact a relatively extensive literature on their
workings, as the cash waqf controversy — which flared up after the 1540s and per-
sisted throughout the following century in the Ottoman world — contributed to the
proliferation of modern scholarly works on the subject.? From the very beginning
of the debate, the validity of cash waqfs and the status of their revenues from in-
terest-bearing loans were the central questions, with contentious debate on whether
moneylending violated the religious ban on interest. It is therefore unsurprising to
see that even recent studies have placed undue emphasis on aspects of lending pro-
cedures such as the legal treatment of loans and special sale-lease deals (muamele-i
ser ‘iyye, bey * bi’l-vefd or bey * bi’l-istigldl).?

Savan for their insightful comments and suggestions. We are also grateful to Recep Olmez for
his assistance in preparing the graph.

1 See 1. Kokdas, ‘Istanbul Esame Piyasasi Uzerine Notlar (1750-1826)’ in A. Yildiz, Y. Spyropou-
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Specialization of the Davud Pasa Court in Marriage-Related Disputes’, ArchOtt, 33 (2016), 119-
137.
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Islemleri’, Tarih Arastirmalar: Dergisi, 32/36 (2004), 79-102; M. Cizak¢a, ‘Cash Waqfs of
Bursa, 1555-1823°, JESHO, 38/3 (1995), 313-354; J. E. Mandaville, ‘Usurious Piety: The Cash
Wagf Controversy in the Ottoman Empire’, ZJMES, 10/3 (1979), 289-308; E. Gara, ‘Lending
and Borrowing Money in an Ottoman Province Town’ in M. Kohbah, G. Prochazka-eisl and C.
Romer (eds), Acta Viennensia Ottomanica: Akten des 13. CIEPO - Symposiums (Comité Inter-
national des Etudes Pré-Ottomanes et Ottomanes) (Wien 1999), 113-119.

3 C. Giirsoy, ‘Osmanli’da Para Vakiflarmimn Isleyisi ve Muhasebe Uygulamalari: Davudpasa Mah-
kemesi Para Vakiflar’, unpublished Ph.D. dissertation, Istanbul Universitesi, 2015; Idem, ‘Para
Vakiflar1 Kapsaminda Sosyo-Ekonomik Bir Analiz: Davudpasa Mahkemesi Kayitlar1 (1634-
1911)’, Belleten, 81/290 (2017), 159-190; S. Kaya, ‘XVIII. Yiizy1l Osmanli Toplumunda Kredi
Tliskilerinin Hukuki Boyutw’, Tiirk Hukuk Tarihi Arastirmalart, 3 (2007), 13-41; F. M. Emecen,
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The above perspective has largely ignored a wide array of intertwined legal-
administrative practices and personal connections, including the use of courts, pe-
titions to the Imperial Council, appeals to high-ranking bureaucrats, and the re-
course to institutional networks through which these waqfs flourished and enjoyed
longevity. There are two reasons why it is particularly vital to problematise this
shortcoming when investigating the nature of regimental funds. First, as is attested
by cases of Janissary commercial investments, pay ticket transactions and bequests,
the economic and administrative actions involving them appeared within the perme-
able space of personal connections and institutional bodies rather than within the
dichotomies of legality-illegality, certainty-uncertainty, trust-written evidence, and
corps disorder-Ottoman order. This means that each regimental fund had its own le-
gal and financial cosmos through which some general patterns in their workings can
be observed. Second, unlike most cash wagqfs, Janissary funds worked in a transpro-
vincial domain, as the corps increasingly came to acquire a decentralised character
over the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries. Although the number of Janissary
regiments grouped as cemaats, béliiks or sekban boliiks installed in the Ottoman
capital slowly increased after the 1730s and throughout the rest of the eighteenth
century, the bulk of soldiers continued to be stationed in imperial fortresses far from
the Ottoman capital.* As Spyropoulos assiduously argues, Janissary common funds
played a crucial role in the development of their empire-wide networks, while be-
coming ever more willing to find alternative ways to generate additional revenues
through commercial investments and moneylending.> This meant that the waqf of
any given regiment could be operating in different locations at the same time, like
the branches of a corporate fund. Rotation of regiments from one fortress to another
notwithstanding, the funds retained real estate investments at their previous loca-
tions. These two features determined the nature of their legal cosmos and multilay-
ered functions in loan and real estate markets.

‘Karadag Beyi Durad Crnojevic’in Teftis Defteri (1492)°, O4, 57 (2021), 1-33; G. Salakidis,
‘Money Lending in 17th Century Yenisehir-i Fenar. The Case of the Cash Vakifs’, in E. Balta,
G. Salakidis and Th. Stavrides (eds), Festschrift in Honor of loannis P. Theocharides. Vol. 11:
Studies on Ottoman Empire and Turkey (Istanbul 2014), 411-426.

4 A.Yildiz, Y. Spyropoulos and M. M. Sunar, ‘Istanbul, Tasra ve Yeniceriler’, in A. Yildiz, Y.
Spyropoulos and M. M. Sunar (eds), Payitaht Yenicerileri: Padisahin “Asi” Kullari, 1700-1826
(Istanbul 2022), 13-36.

5 Y. Spyropoulos, ‘Janissary Politics on the Ottoman Periphery (18th-Early 19th C.)’, in M. Sari-
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The multiple faces of regiment funds in records

One important dimension of the above reality was that regimental fund men includ-
ing the waqf administrator (miitevelli), the elders (ihtiyars), and various officers
(ustas) used the courts to record their intention to obtain money from borrowers or
their guarantors (kefils), draft loan agreements, and approve accounting books. Reg-
ister entries from the court in Vidin and Davudpasa, Ahi Celebi and Bab courts in
Istanbul attest that not all administrators were eager to appear in court. In the period
from the 1750s to the abolition of the Janissary Corps, not once did any trustee of
any regimental fund appear before the courts of Istanbul on matters concerning the
funds in question. In the payroll survey carried out in the 1760s, there were 196 regi-
ments or regiment contingents stationed in the Ottoman capital, only half of which
we found represented by men in court on cases relating to their waqfs. The admin-
istrators, elders or ustas of populous regiments in Istanbul such as the 1st and 26th
boliiks and the 36th cemaat were either entirely absent or only appeared once before
a judge. Even regiments such as the 41st and 48th béliiks, and the 28th cemaat,
which were very active in the loan market, did not send any fund administrator to
the courts over the same period.

It is all the more noteworthy to observe a similar — and indeed even more marked
—trend in Vidin, which developed into a garrison town in the eighteenth century with
the expanding number of Janissaries and growing military-administrative functions
of small fortresses (palanka). Janissaries were clearly key actors of massive credit
operations in this period, not only across the Vidinese countryside, but also along
the Danube and around Wallachia. Despite their extensive moneylending activities,
however, the court records of Vidin are all but silent on such matters as contracts
of regimental funds, demands by their miitevellis for the servicing of loans and the
approval of fund account books by elders. Our knowledge of the loans extended by
the regimental funds in the region is thus derived almost exclusively from probate
inventories (terekes) and registers of imperial rescripts (ahkam defterleri). From a
legal perspective, the almost total silence in the court ledgers of both Istanbul and
Vidin is not entirely unexpected, since the conclusion of loan contracts was a private
matter, and therefore not something mandatorily registered at court. Undoubtedly,
this loophole made the fund’s administrator a financially competent and powerful
agent within the regiment, with control over a large amount of money. In 1748, for
instance, the then miitevelli of the 49th cemaat’s cash waqf sued his predecessor for
taking — in fact embezzling — 12,000 gurus and goods from the fund. The former
won the case thanks to witness testimony;® but what concerns us here is the size of

6 Istanbul Miiftiiliigii Ser‘iyye Sicilleri Arsivi [Office of the Istanbul Mufti, Islamic Law Court
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the debt owed to the regiment. Considering the very fact that the value of loans en-
tered into court records in the 1740s and 1750s fluctuated over a wide range (from
15 to 2,250 gurus), the former miitevelli’s debt was impressive. This financial clout
also led to the consolidation of the regimental funds’ institutional capacity and at the
same highlighted internal power hierarchies among regimental actors such as ad-
ministrators, masters, Janissary ward officers (odabasis), and elders who exercised
control over fund expenses and revenues.

One impressive facet of this institutional capacity manifested itself in the task
of overseeing waqf accounting books. The appointment of miitevellis seems to have
crystallised the administrative power of the orta’s honourable men. For instance,
after Abdiilkadir Agha was promoted to the post of miitevelli for the 11th béliik’s
wagqf in 1749, the expenditures and revenues of the past 13 years under the author-
ity of former administrator Elhac Ahmed were inspected by the then odabas: and
four of his predecessors, the steward (vekilharg) and the cook.” The appearance of
cook Mustafa Bese was hardly a surprise, as a good chunk of regimental budgets
was reserved for meeting food rations.® Having declared that the former administra-
tor started his job with the fund’s main capital at 800 gurug, all the auditors settled
on clearing the waqf’s credit and debit balance over the period from 1736 to 1749.
The 76th cemaat experienced a very similar legal procedure in 1796, when the new
miitevelli Alemdar Siileyman blamed his predecessor, Ahmed Odabasi, for seizing
money from the provincial pay tickets kept in the fund. This lawsuit is even more in-
triguing, considering that Siileyman’s accusations against Ahmed revolved around
the improper financial actions of the former over the previous five years.” Sources
unfortunately do not tell us whether the men appointed by each regiment examined
expenditures and incomes yearly and why the 11th boliik and the 76th cemaat did
not feel the need to get a court certificate for auditing over periods as long as 13 and
5 years respectively.

Probably any change of miitevelli was a crucial moment for regimental funds;
and as several court records indicate, it easily triggered contradictory claims over

Registers Archive] (IMSSA), Bab Ser‘iyye Sicilleri [Bab Court Registers] (BS), 194: 81a/3 (23
Z 1161/14 December 1748).

7 IMSSA, BS.195: 80a/3 (14 S 1162/3 February 1749).

8 E. Gokge, ‘Bir Yenigeri Ortasmin Giinliik Masraflari: 32. Ortanin Harcamalari Uzerine Bir
Degerlendirme’, Osmanli Medeniyeti Arastirmalart Dergisi, 17 (2023), 77-106; M. Sunar, ‘Dai-
ly Life in a Janissary Barrack in the Late Eighteenth Century Based on an Income and Expendi-
ture Account of the 61st Aga Boliik’, paper presented at 4th Janet Workshop (10 June 2023) in
Thessaloniki.

9 IMSSA, Ahi Celebi Seriyye Sicilleri [Ahi Celebi Court Registers] (AS), 318: 6b/7 (24 C 1211/25
December 1796).
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the account balance. In the winter of 1784, for instance, Elhac Mehmed Agha, miit-
evelli of the 15th béliik’s cash wagqf, filed charges against the former administrator
Tabancact Ahmed Agha at Ahi Celebi court. The proceeding started when Hafiz
Mustafa Efendi, the boliik’s scribe, took Ahmed Agha to court. According to Mehm-
ed Agha, Ahmed Agha remained indebted to the waqf to the tune of 1,700 gurus,
which was disclosed after the accounting books from his period of tenure were
checked by himself and the béliik’s elders. All the auditing procedures in the trial
were indeed handled outside court, and the validity of accusations was acknowl-
edged by the defendant.!® This litigation process was not unique, since only two
months earlier Ahi Celebi had court implemented a very similar legal procedure for
the fund of the 33rd héliik. On that occasion, former administrator Ibrahim Agha
was invited to court by scribe Mehmed Sadik Efendi. The litigation process seems
to have been a notarial procedure certifying investigation of the fund’s revenues and
expenditures in the former period, made by the current miitevelli Mehmed Agha,
[brahim Agha, and the elders of the regiment fund. In the end ibrahim Agha ac-
knowledged his debt of 400 gurus.!!

The men in each regiment also played a pivotal role in dispute resolution outside
court, exclusively at the Janissary barracks. In a disagreement over the payment of
a relatively small loan of 40 gurus, the administrator of the 19th béliik’s cash waqf
initiated a lawsuit at Ahi Celebi court against Ibrahim Agha, the guarantor for credit
owed by the deceased Kayserili Canbaz Mehmed Agha. A crucial part of the ad-
ministrator’s allegations was that 22 days before the trial, the defendant had in fact
admitted in front of witnesses (mahzar-1 suhiid) his full responsibility for paying the
40-gurugs surety (kefalet) at the regiment’s barracks (neferdt-1 mezkiireye mahsiis
odada)."* 1t is worth noting that this conflict was only referred to court after the
guarantor Ibrahim breached his vow and did not return the money.

Transprovincial transactions by the waqfs further accentuated the administra-
tive roles played by regimental elders. From imperial rescripts addressed to the
authorities in the Danubian Basin and Wallachia, it appears that miitevellis were
not left unaided when soliciting help from the ruling cadres. In numerous cases, the
miitevellis submitted their petition to the imperial council together with their regi-
mental elders and influential men, in order to collect debts from borrowers who had
either been living in Danubian towns since time out of mind or had recently settled
there. However, the elders or honourable men of the regiments did not constitute a
homogenous group, as they would often exercise their institutionalised power over

10 IMSSA, AS.277: 15b/16 (7 R 1198/29 February 1784).
11 IMSSA, AS.277: 3b/15 (3 S 1198/28 December 1783).
12 IMSSA, AS.223: 69a/7 (25 S 1175/21 March 1762).
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both debtors and miitevellis. For instance, because of the lingering Ottoman-Iranian
wars in the 1730s, numerous soldiers from the 8th regiment of sekbans — including
some of their ward officers and elders — set off for the fortress at Baghdad, where
they had to cover expenses from the capital in their waqf. Since they held a signifi-
cant portion of the fund’s resources for their own needs, their comrades in Istanbul
including other elders and honourable men of the regiment were desperately short
of money, and so became intent on diverting as much cash as possible into their
own hands. Under pressure from the ‘needy’ Istanbul group, officials in Baghdad
petitioned the centre, begging for the appointment of a Baghdad resident and re-
tired member of the same regiment named Hasan Odabasi as miitevelli. According
to their proposal, he would then manage the waqf’s capital and send some money
to Istanbul.!> Elsewhere, in the spring of 1777 an imperial decree was sent to the
Janissary commander of Ochakiv, in response to a petition submitted by the elders
of the 28th cemaat on the regimental waqf’s financial capacity and actions by the
miitevelli, Serdengecdi Baseskisi Elhac Ali. As he had been at Ozi fortress and his
accounting books had not, as such, been checked by the elders, they were deeply
concerned over losses in the waqf capital.!* They requested the sultan issue an order
forcing the Janissary commander to send Elhac Ali to the capital with a delegate.
These examples unambiguously reflect the presence of competing powerful
agents within the administrative mechanisms of the regiments, which functioned
across a wide spectrum of relations ranging from consensus to struggle. We can
glean information from court records suggesting that complaints by competing par-
ties within regimental organisations over the use of waqf capital were not entirely
unfounded, since everyone was well aware of the porous spheres of personal and
wagqf credit in Ottoman lending markets. In not a few cases, indebted individuals
and waqf administrators crossed swords over the terms and status of loans. In 1774,
for instance, Janissary [brahim of the 100th cemaat sued the regimental fund’s ad-
ministrator to recover his pay ticket, maintaining that it had been withheld by the
former miitevelli. Although he had to admit the fact that the new miitevelli was not
his predecessor’s legal heir, the claim was based on a tenuous difference between
individual loans and waqf credits, since his pay ticket had been held by the former
miitevelli possibly as a pledge (rehin) or due to Ibrahim’s refusal to repay a loan.'s

13 BOA, Bab-1 Asafi Divan-1 Hiimayun Mithimme Kalemi (A.DVSNMHM), 144: 605 (evahir-i
Ca 1150/5-15 September 1737). See also A. Giil, ‘18. Yiizyilda Yenigeri Teskilat1’, unpublished
Ph.D. dissertation, Atatiirk Universitesi, 2020, 763.

14 BOA, Ozi ve Silistre Ahkam Defterleri (A.DVNSAHK.OZSI.d), 21: 271, order no: NA (evasit-1
R 1191/18-28 May 1777).

15 IMSSA, AS.254: 13a/4 (26 C 1187/14 September 1773).
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Seyyid Mustafa was another individual who went to court to try his luck at recover-
ing money from the fund of the 55th cemaat. In 1786 he had given 120 gurus to the
regiment’s usta and ward officer, and almost 7 years later formulated this loan as a
debt owed by the waqf.'¢

In another case, the scribe of the 8th héliik Ibrahim Efendi requested that his
own regimental fund’s miitevelli return his money from available capital, stressing
that four years earlier Mehmed Odabasi and Osman had taken 60 gurugs from him
to cover expenses at Ozi fortress. Once Mehmed Odabas1 became miitevelli of the
regiment’s waqf, [brahim referred to the amount as a debt owed by the common
fund.'” At around the same time, Kalayci Mustafa Agha from the 1st boliik insisted
on recovering his money from the waqf of the 58th boliik, in wording almost identi-
cal to that of Ibrahim. Mustafa told the court how he had handed over 100 gurus to
the former odabas: of the 58th béliik in Ozi.'8 All of the above claims were soundly
rejected by the court, which decided in favour of the miitevellis and drew a bold line
between personal and institutional loans. Thus, at first glance these lawsuits seem to
have been fictitious trials aimed at strengthening the hand of miitevellis, as through-
out the eighteenth century the boliik’s men formalised loan contracts with witnesses,
deeds and guarantors, thereby cultivating an image of themselves as professionals
who left little manoeuvre room for outsiders or borrowers.

This was not always the case, however. In several instances waqf administrators
were unable to prove their claims, hence opening up room for negotiations, or did
not have the authority to force debtors to make payments, meaning that disputes
often ended in an amicable settlement or instalment agreements.!® In the autumn
of 1798, Ahmed Odabasi, miitevelli of the 44th boliik, had difficulty in collecting
a debt from a certain Ahmed Bese. Before going to court, the miitevelli had prob-
ably made any number of attempts to recover a total debt of 600 gurus, but Ahmed
Bese withheld payment. A striking point in this dispute is the fact that the miitevelli
did not support his own narrative with witness statements or written evidence; so
perhaps outside court, the parties seem to have reached an amicable settlement with
a payment of 400 gurus.?® In this period, regimental waqfs routinely employed a

16 IMSSA, AS.303: 61b/12 (18 S 1207/31 March 1793).
17 IMSSA, AS.218: 41a/2 (28 M 1174/9 September 1760).
18 IMSSA, AS.284: 51b/7 (19 L 1201/4 August 1787).

19 IMSSA, BS.206: 90b/8 (3 S 1168/19 November 1754); IMSSA, BS.209: 13b/10 (3 R 1168/17
January 1755); IMSSA, AS.242: 94b/7 (6 B 1183/5 November 1769); IMSSA, AS.221: 2b/12 (6
B 1174/11 February 1761); IMSSA, AS.227: 53a/2 (22 Z 1176/4 July 1763); IMSSA, AS.246:
4a/2 (26 R 1184/19 August 1770); IMSSA, AS.324: 25a/4 (18 R 1213/29 September 1798).

20 IMSSA, AS.324: 25a/4 (18 R 1213/30 September 1798).
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pledge or/and guarantor (rehin or/and kefil) in devising loan contracts, but it is again
noteworthy that both were missing in this case. Why the 44th boliik’s fund did not
deploy these standardised tools in the debt contract remains unknown, but from the
termination of another loan contract with Zeyneb Hanim at around the same time,
we learn that the waqf was not ignorant of complex credit arrangements conducted
with a pledge.?! Sources do not give information as to whether miitevelli Ahmed
Odabas1 preferred to reach a solution for a loan given by former waqf officials.
Possibly squeezed by the regiment’s men, out of court settlement may have been
a strategy to recover as much money as possible, because the miitevellis not rarely
returned empty-handed from litigation processes.

In the early 1820s, according to claims by miitevelli Seyyid Mehmed of the 60th
boliik, it proved impossible to collect a debt of 390 gurus from the heirs of the late
Omer. In the litigation process, the waqf administrator tried to prove his claim by
presenting some goods allegedly given by Omer as a pledge for his debt. Speaking
on behalf of all heirs, however, a non-Janissary named Ahmed denied the existence
of the debt altogether and won the case, as the miitevelli could not provide any title
deed or witness statement.?* In this instance it is possible that the regimental waqf
did not follow the provisions of the muamele-i seriyye standardised by Muslim ju-
rists and so simply could not prove its claim. The regiment’s soldiers were usually
stationed in the eastern zones of the Empire, in places such as Baghdad, Fas, and
Erzurum; with the rising expenses incurred in the Ottoman-Iran wars of the 1820s,
the miitevelli probably tried his luck at recovering money. It is also equally possible
that this was a personal loan supplied by Seyyid Mehmed, who then exploited his
position as miitevelli to obtain his money from a non-Janissary. That being said, the
miitevellis also got into disputes with their comrades over loan payments. In 1753,
when the 7th cemaat’s miitevelli Ali Odabas1 desperately attempted to recover a debt
of 200 gurus from Mumcu Ibrahim Bese, he had to sue Ibrahim’s son-in-law Elhac
Mehmed Bese as guarantor from the same cemaat. However, Mehmed declared that
his guarantee only covered the principal amount of 170 gurus, excluding the “rate
of return”, i.e. interest.??

All these internal and external dynamics within regiments could explain why
some miitevellis were more willing to appeal to courts in a specific period to register
loan contracts and debts. It could also explain why court appearances by miitevellis
were quite unevenly distributed over time. For instance, the miitevellis of the 9th

21 IMSSA, Galata Ser‘iyye Sicilleri [Galata Court Registers] (GS), 541: 78b/7 (25 R 1213/6 Octo-
ber 1798).

22 IMSSA, AS.385: 78a/2 (27 Ra 1239/29 November 1823).
23 IMSSA, AS.192: 62b/9 (16 B 1166/19 May 1753).
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cemaat appeared seven times at Ahi Celebi and Bab courts, six of them between
1820 and 1824, under administrator Seyyid Ibrahim Agha.?* Elhac Eyiip Agha was
the only miitevelli of the 27th boliik to appeal to the courts. From 1816 to 1821 he
stood in front of a judge on three occasions.?® Likewise, Mustafa Odabas1 spoke for
the interests of the 12th sekban’s waqf three times between 1760 and1769, before
and after which no other miitevelli from the regiment ever appeared in court.2¢

All these examples also show how personal relations, trust and power dynamics
within the regiments and the formalisation of credit transactions shaped how the
wagqfs functioned. On the one hand, they seem to have developed complicated insti-
tutional mechanisms, as the elders and honourable men in the regiments maintained
control over the actions of waqf administrators. But at the same time, the adminis-
trators’ personal connections were closely intertwined with the financial networks
within regiments, while in not a few cases the boundaries between personal and in-
stitutional regimental credit were permeable. These contradicting trends suggest that
each regiment had its own way of functioning in financial and legal domains, as at-
tested by the very uneven distribution of court appearances. Notwithstanding differ-
ences in their operations, the regimental waqfs shared a common feature, which was
their ability to develop their own networks at various locations across a vast area.

The workings of regimental funds in a wide geographical context

Our sources in this study were mostly generated by disputes over the workings of
regimental funds, but despite this limitation, they demonstrate the impressive geo-
graphical extent of regimental networks. Their contours were not only determined
by financial services, but also by their real estate holdings, integration into the esame
markets and the functioning of other waqfs managed by the regiments’ miitevellis.
All these dynamics became visible particularly at times of military mobilisation and
rotation of the Janissaries from one fortress to another. One recent study shows that
even in distant corners of the Empire, esame holders had close relationships with
prestigious men in regiments in the Ottoman capital, who played a decisive role in

24 IMSSA, BS.362: 27b/5 (19 L 1235/29 July 1820); IMSSA, AS.380: 59b/6 (11 S 1236/18 No-
vember 1820); IMSSA, AS.386: 40b/5 (4 Z 1238/12 August1823); IMSSA, AS.386: 80b/3 (4
R 1239/8 December 1823); IMSSA, AS.388: 78b/3 (11 M 1240/5 September, 1824); IMSSA,
AS.390: 27a/2 (8 Ca 1240/20 December 1824).

25 IMSSA, AS.373: 6a/1 (4 Za 1231/26 October 1816); IMSSA, AS.382: 37b/3 (21 S 1237/17 No-
vember 1821); IMSSA, AS.382: 51a/2 (25 Ra 1237/20 December 1821).

26 IMSSA, AS.219: 78a/1 (26 Ra 1174/5 November 1760); IMSSA, AS.229: 24/2 (23 Ca 1177/29
November 1763); IMSSA, AS.242: 94b/7 (6 B 1183/5 November 1769).
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esame sales. With their sophisticated knowledge of the current market values of
esames, these men even organised transactions and provided housing to esame hold-
ers who came to Istanbul from distant corners of the Empire to sell their assets.?”
From the few remaining accounting registers of these funds in the archives, we also
learn that the regimental waqfs were entrusted with safekeeping provincial pay tick-
ets (tasra esameleri).?® 1t is difficult to judge the extent to which this safekeeping
entailed the task of earning interest on the esame money, but from a dispute within
the 76th cemaat in 1796, for instance, one may deduce that provincial esames were
certainly not frozen assets for the funds. From 1791 to 1796 or thereabouts, former
miitevelli Ahmed Odabas1 spent the money from provincial esames accumulated
over the previous five years on the regiment’s expenses. However, the new miitevelli
declared in court that a total of 704 gurug from this money still remained in the
hands of Ahmed Odabasi, bringing witnesses to substantiate his claims.?

In this case, Ahmed Odabas1 was never questioned on the way he had used the
esame money, so it seems that covering expenses from such sources of deposited
money was business as usual for the funds and did not harm their institutional repu-
tation. Quite to the contrary, this flexibility provided the funds with access to cash,
especially in times of war. In the autumn of 1813, when the former miitevelli of the
75th cemaat’s waqf came before court to clear his accounts, the matter at stake was
money given by Mustafa Efendi to the fund almost three years earlier. The fund
had indeed taken 500 gurus from Mustafa, possibly somewhere along the Danube,
where Ottoman-Russian military clashes intensified in the 1810s. The miitevelli then
paid this amount to Mustafa’s son Ibrahim Efendi in Istanbul, as the former pro-
vided proof of the deposit via a letter possibly sealed by the regiment’s men in the
Danubian zone.*® The money was not described as a loan, but as a kind of deposit
kept and spent by the regiment to meet emergency needs.

Especially during military campaigns, it appears to have been common practice
among soldiers to deposit their esames in the hands of the regiments’ men. When
Omer Bese bin Mehmed from the 36th cemaat made an appeal to receive accrued
salaries of 190 gurus from the former administrator and the regiment’s men, he
claimed to have done exactly that. According to his statement, he entrusted his esa-
me to Hasan Odabas1 when offering military service to the army at Hotin and other
fortresses, and later held the fund’s officials responsible for payment.3' Besides

27 Kokdas, ‘Esame’, 157-199.

28 BOA, Bab-1 Defteri Yeniceri Defterleri Kalemi (D.YNC.d.), 34752 (9 M 1210/26 July 1795).
29 IMSSA, AS.318: 6b/7 (24 C 1211/25 December 1796).

30 IMSSA, AS.366:16b/10 (12 Ra 1228/15 March 1813).

31 IMSSA, AS.265: 96a/1 (29 Za 1193/8 December 1779).
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esames, cash money was also entrusted to the regiment. In a very interesting trial
at Ahi Celebi court around the summer of 1755, Colak Elhac Hasan Agha, a retired
solider from the 97th cemaat, insisted on recovering his 770 gurus either from the
regimental waqf or from the former bagseski and cook. According to Hasan Agha’s
statement, both Bageski Ahmed Odabasi and the cook Feyzullah Odabasi witnessed
that he had handed over his money to the common fund almost 25 years earlier in
Hamedan — possibly during the Iranian-Ottoman clashes.?? All these cases clearly
point to the fact that the use of provincial esames, the participation of regimental of-
ficials in the esame market and money entrusted to regimental waqfs contributed to
the smooth running of funds in and outside the Ottoman capital, thus enabling them
to build up their links between the centre and the provinces.

The establishment of sub-waqfs3? within and for the regiments had a similar role
in this regard: by increasing the capital pool and extracting resources for the cultural
cosmos of the Janissaries, they broadened regimental networks. In fact, setting up
a new waqf by nominating the current miitevelli as guardian of the assets was not
unknown among the Janissaries. In 1769, Trabzoni Elhac Osman Alemdar from
the 25th béliik founded a new waqf with a capital of 100 gurug, and appointed the
miitevelli of the regimental fund to administrate his sub-wagqf. The charter stipulated
that soup be prepared every Friday and distributed to the comrades of the same
regiment.>* Ebubekir Bese from the 63rd cemaat did much the same with 170 gurus
added to the capital of the regimental waqf.?

The regiment’s men also managed other endowments, whose revenues were ear-
marked to buy oil, oil lamps or candles for symbolic monuments in the Janissary
barracks. One of them was the tomb of Osman Baba, located in the vicinity of
the 28th boliik’s barracks. There were perhaps several endowments with revenues
reserved for the maintenance of this iconic tomb; the steward of the 61st cemaat
managed the one founded by Sultan Abdiilhamid I.3¢ One court record from the
early days of 1809 refers to the miitevelli of this waqf purchasing an olive orchard
in Mytilene from a certain Manol. He sold his property to the waqf for 350 gurus,
possibly due to debt, since the waqf later paid him back 100 gurus. The transaction
between the waqf and Manol subsequently involved another contract with an an-
nual rent of approximately 50 kg of olive oil, which may have been dispatched to

32 IMSSA, AS.201: 67a/5 (27 S 1168/6 August 1755).

33 For the sub-waqfs see K. Y1ldiz, ‘Osmanlida Vakif Teftisleri ve Vakif Idaresinin Merkezilesmesi’,
Tiirk Kiiltiivii Incelemeleri Dergisi, 42 (2019), 33-72.

34 IMSSA, BS.244: 27a/1 (13 M 1183/19 May 1769).
35 IMSSA, BS.200: 42a/1 (2 M 1164/1 December 1750).
36 Ihtifalci Mehmet Ziya, Istanbul ve Bogazigi, Vol. 11, ed. B. Kabasoy (Kahramanmaras 2021), 43.
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Istanbul for the tomb of Osman Baba.?” In this example, the administrator opted to
hold the rural estate in order to maintain the supply of valuable agricultural produce,
though in other cases miitevellis were interested in holding onto shops or houses
simply for rental revenues.

For example, the miitevelli of the 36th boliik’s waqf collected revenues from
the shops of another waqf founded by Halil Odabasi in Bender. In the endowment
deed, Halil assigned the management of his waqf to the 36th boliik’s miitevelli. And
when a fire damaged waqf shops around 1775, the miitevelli in Istanbul chose to
name Seyyid Abdullah Agha, one of the Serdenge¢di commanders, as his trustwor-
thy agent and dispatched him to Bender in the hope that the waqf’s funds would
be properly spent on repairing the shops.?® One striking aspect of this case is that
Serdengecdi Abdullah was from the same béliik; more importantly, he was a lo-
cal resident of Bender, where the 36th boliik had a limited number of comrades.?
Therefore, the miitevelli did not simply send a letter to regimental officials in Bender
to deal with the repair works. Similarly, in the second half of the eighteenth century,
the 28th boliik and 61st cemaat were not units with any significant presence on the
island of Mytilene either.®® These examples thus highlight how the waqfs attached
to Janissary funds managed their assets outside the capital thanks to regimental or-
ganisation, and assumed a decisive role in expanding their networks. Nevertheless,
nothing could compete with moneylending activities in this role.

Moneylending primarily enabled regimental funds to venture into real estate
markets in different provincial settings. It seems that in more than a few cases, fore-
closure eventually ended with the sale of immovables to the funds, which acquired
numerous properties through debtors defaulting on loans. The sale of Agop’s im-
movable assets to the fund of the 27th béliik in 1816 is quite illustrative in this re-
gard. Agop, the son of (veled-i) Artin, was possibly a merchant originally from Egin
in Eastern Anatolia but living in the Ottoman capital. From the seventeenth century
onwards, Egin was one of the Anatolian townlets that sent substantial numbers of
Armenian migrants to Western-Northwestern Anatolian cities such as Istanbul and
I[zmir;#! Agop was presumably one of those who tried his fortune in the Ottoman

37 IMSSA, AS.353: 66a/2 (23 Za 1223/10 January 1809).

38 IMSSA, BS.260: 48a/3 (29 Ca 1189/28 July 1775).

39 The bulk of the regiment’s soldiers were in Fas, Ozi, and Belgrade. See BOA, Maliyeden Miidev-
ver Defterler (MAD.d), 824. This register contains data from 1183 to 1190 (1769-1777).

40 Compare BOA, MAD.d.3946; 6536; 824.

41 I. Kokdas, ‘17. Yiizyilda izmir’e Ermeni Gégii: Acem Tiiccarlart ve Hemsehrilik Aglarr’,
Hacettepe Universitesi Tiirkiyat Arastirmalart, 34 (2021), 227-253; B. Basaran, Selim I1I: Social
Control and Policing in Istanbul at the End of the Eighteenth Century (Leiden 2014).
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capital. Although sources do not specify when and where he crossed paths with the
27th boliik, at some point he took out a loan of 4,500 gurus secured against a house
and vineyard in Egin. After Agop died, the miitevelli sought to collect the debt from
his heirs, who acknowledged it but were unable to repay it. Immediately thereafter,
the heirs sold the pledged estates (rehin) to the regiment’s miitevelli for 4,500 gurus
to service the loan.#

In a similar manner, the 59th cemaat’s waqf took possession of a barley field
and olive groves in the Salice region of Mytilene due to nonpayment of a debt
amounting to 1,742 gurus. In 1787, the waqf’s miitevelli Siileyman Agha bin Halil
made a claim in court that this loan had been delivered by the former miitevelli
Mustafa Agha to Mehmed Emin Agha, the chief Ottoman artilleryman (fopgubast)
in Mytilene. However, both Mustafa Agha and Mehmed Emin Agha died before
the loan was serviced. As representative of the regiment’s waqf (vekil), the deputy
governor (miitesellim) of Mytilene then reached an agreement with Mehmed Emin
Agha’s heirs requiring that the above-mentioned landed estates be transferred to the
fund. The new miitevelli later sold the olive groves and field to a certain Panayot for
1,742 gurus, in order to convert them into cash.*> Properties subject to transactions
of this type could occasionally be more diverse. In 1758, for instance, Serife Um-
muhani, the wife of Mustafa Agha, one of the former military officers at Van for-
tress (turnacibasgt), relinquished a variety of estates in Bolu including fields, house,
shares in an inn, a vineyard, and a rice field to the 100th cemaat’s waqf, to repay the
regiment a sum of 2,453.5 gurug. In another case around ten years later, Mehmed
Usta also sold his house in intra muros Modon to the 22nd boliik’s waqf for 200
gurus, apparently due to an outstanding debt to the regimental fund.

[lustrated by cases from Van and Egin to the east, and Mytilene and Modon to
the west, such examples attest to the enormous geographical range of the credit net-
works operated by regimental funds. They also provide insight into the functioning
of these funds at the local and transprovincial levels. Serife Ummuhani’s husband
may have borrowed the money when serving as one of the chief military officers
(turnacibagt) at Van fortress. The 100th cemaat’s members stayed in Van, though
in limited numbers, throughout the second half of the eighteenth century; it is plau-
sible that Mustafa received the loan from Baghdad, where the regiment was very
active in the second half of the eighteenth century. Mehmed Usta’s borrowing from
the 22nd béliik had to do with the geographical stationing of the regiments. The
soldiers of the 22nd were scattered in various fortresses across the Morea, including

42 IMSSA, AS.373: 6a/1 (4 Za 1231/26 September 1816); IMSSA, AS.374: 44a/3 (28 R 1232/17
March 1817).

43 IMSSA, AS.283: 70a/1 (10 S 1201/28 May 1787).
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Monemvasia (Ott. Menevse), Pylos (Ott. Avarin), Nafpaktos (Ott. inebahtr), and
Nafplio (Ott. Anaboli), so despite their small numbers in Modon, Mehmed Usta was
always within reach of regimental comrades stationed nearby. As seen in the payroll
registers prepared in the second half of the 1770s, the 59th cemaat was one of the
regiments stationed on Mytilene, so for Mehmed Emin Agha, the chief artilleryman
there, access to the regiment’s cash also seems to have been relatively easy. The
scale of all these intriguing connections is indeed bewildering to modern research-
ers, but at the same time it represented a major headache for regimental administra-
tors, since it necessitated high-level formalisation of these transactions.

All of the above cases from Van to the Morea were recorded at the courts in
Istanbul, which also indicates a high degree of mobility among borrowers. Bearing
in mind that Janissary units periodically rotated to different fortresses, one could
say that tracking credit payments and real estate transactions became colossal issues
for the administrators. Efforts on the part of the elders and officers (zabits) of the
25th sekban regiment to register their real estate at the time of rotation is an illu-
minating example here. Having stayed in large numbers in Vidin for a while, some
members of the regiment were later deployed to inebaht1 fortress in the mid-1760s,
as confirmed by the rising presence of the 25th in the payroll register compiled a
decade later.** On behalf of the regiment, Ahmed Usta came before court in the
spring of 1766 to obtain a certificate proving the regiment’s ownership of a garden
in Vidin. The fascinating nature of this case lies in the fact that the regiment’s fund
had bought the garden almost 42 years earlier, yet decades passed before the elders
and officers felt compelled to obtain a court document.s It seems that the regiment’s
men were attempting to retain their holdings in Vidin before heading to Inebahti, for
as the above-mentioned Baghdad example testifies, this departure perhaps meant a
new miitevelli would be nominated for the Inebaht1 branch, while some members of
the regiment held onto their power in Vidin. In this instance the transfer to another
fortress triggered the formalisation of a real estate transaction, but this could not
solve problems in all cases; the fact that regiments were mobile but conducted finan-
cial activities over a wide geographical space necessitated an extensive network of
prestigious men. It was exactly for this reason that regimental waqfs used a myriad
of agents in both the capital and the provinces, including their honourable repre-
sentatives (vekils), ushers (miibasirs), the head commander of the corps (Yeniceri

44 There were 1,473 registered soldiers in inebahti, 71 of whom belonged to the 25th sekban regi-
ment.

45 Nacionalna Biblioteka ‘Sv. Sv. Kiril i Metodij’ (NBSKM), Vidin Ser‘iyye Sicilleri [Vidin Court
Registers] (VS), 78: 250-251 (7 L 1179/19 March 1766).
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Agasr), judges, provincial governors, voivodes of the Danubian principalities, the
Grand Vizier and the Sultan.

There are repeated references in miscellaneous documents to the capacity of
the elders and administrators in provincial settings to track down borrowers, but in
cases of nonpayment they did not hesitate to turn to their men in Istanbul and other
prominent men in the provinces. From this perspective, the long-lasting conflict
between Haseki Hiiseyin from Selvi and the waqf of the 41st bolik*® shows how
the regimental funds operated credit networks in the provinces and utilised various
agents in their work. Just as in Razgrad, Eskicuma and Lofca, there was no per-
manent Janissary garrison in Selvi, but the region was very closely connected to
Janissary stations along the Danubian basin such as Vidin and Nigbolu.#’ It is thus
hardly surprising to see that when the problems regarding Haseki’s refusal to repay
his loan reached the upper echelons of the Ottoman administration, the orders of the
Imperial Council were usually addressed to the judge at Selvi (Selvi kadist), the su-
preme commander of Vidin (Vidin muhafizi) and the provincial governor of Nigbolu
(Nigbolu Sancagr Mutasarrift).

The problems seem to have started in the early 1740s, when Haseki declared his
unwillingness to make loan repayments. According to the miitevelli and elders of the
regiment’s waqf, he invoked some groundless excuses for his refusal to honour his
debt of 5,733 gurus to the regiment. Although we do not know where Haseki had bor-
rowed this money, it was possibly not Vidin, but Istanbul, because from Elhac Hiise-
yin’s petition in another record we are informed that Haseki was deeply engaged in
Istanbul’s loan markets, having borrowed money from Hiiseyin there.*® In any case,
Haseki’s refusal led the miitevelli and elders to charge an agent/usher from the corps
(ocak tarafindan tayin edilen miibdsir) to collect the debt in 1744. This appointment
was in itself most astonishing; in disputes of this type, the regiments would first send
a representative (vekil) with a letter verifying the debt. But in this case they autho-
rised an agent, possibly from Istanbul, which leads us to believe that even before the
spring of 1744 the regiment’s waqf had made fruitless attempts to recover its money.
In fact, the decree instructed the judge to imprison Haseki unless he settled his debts,
which again corroborates the extraordinarily harsh tone of the dispute.

Around 18 months later, the judge of Selvi received yet another order regarding
Haseki Hiiseyin’s debt, though this time it was also sent to the supreme commander

46 BOA, A.DVNSAHK.OZSI.d.2: 134, order no: 592 (evasit-1 R 1157/23 April-3 May 1744);
BOA, A DVNSAHK.0OZSI.d.3: 232, order no: 854 (evasit-1 Z 1158/3-13 January 1746); BOA,
ADVNSAHK.0ZS1.d.6: 43 (evasit-1 Ca 1163/17-27 April 1750).

47 Compare BOA, MAD.d.3946; 6536; 824.
48 BOA, A.DVNSAHK.0OZSI.d.3: 232, order no: 857 (evasit-1 Z 1158/3-13 January 1746).
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of Vidin.*® The previous order mentions a debt of 5,733 gurus as verified by the
deed (temessiik) and court certificate (hiiccet), whereas the second order refers to a
total debt of 5,328 gurus, consisting of two parts: 3,718 gurus had been extended
via the deed, and the remaining 1,610 gurus had been given to Haseki Hiiseyin with
sureties (kefalet) from his son Hasan Sipahi and others from Selvi. Seemingly due
to pressure from the regiment via administrative channels, Haseki Hiiseyin had paid
a small fraction of his debt before 1746, so the total debt was reduced from 5,733 to
5,328 gurus. More importantly, however, in the meantime the regiment also seems
to have injected guarantors and sureties into what was possibly a renewed contract
to secure the loan, since in the previous order no mention had been made of any such
arrangement. This change echoed growing concerns on the side of the regiment’s
men about debt repudiation, which would explain why in the second petition the
miitevelli reported that Haseki Hiiseyin had artfully made over all his real estate to
his son and others to avoid payment. The implication was that in the meantime the
fund had forced him to sell goods in order to clear his debt.

These interactions between more than three parties may also have been affected
by the status enjoyed by Hiiseyin and his son Hasan. Both were prominent members
of the military establishment in the region, and the regiment’s officials respected
their trustworthiness and titles not only when the loan was issued, but also at the
time of debt collection. Under these conditions, securing the loan with guarantors
and sureties seemed to best meet the regiment’s needs. Open negotiations and tac-
tics bore fruit: from the final decree sent almost four years later, again to the au-
thorities in Selvi and Vidin, we learn that the debt had eventually been reduced to
1,610 gurus, either because the guarantors had made a payment or, on their initia-
tive, Hiiseyin and Hasan had probably paid the greater part of it.>° This nightmare
tormenting the 41st boliik for at least five years provides valuable insights into the
functioning of regimental networks. First, even though the cash waqfs standardised
legal arrangements in lending and borrowing, they were always open to negotiation,
coercion and new tactics. Second, despite such standardisation, the funds could only
operate within the web of administrative, judiciary and military authorities attested
by the sources.

The same pattern is also echoed in attempts made by the 10th boliik in 1745 to
collect a debt from a certain Topal Nikol, a resident of Bucharest. The regiment first
tried to recover the money by sending a representative to its debtor, who, however,
rejected the demand. The narrative in this record does not clarify where he had

49 BOA, A.DVNSAHK.0OZSI.d.3: 232, order no: 854 (evasit-1 Z 1158/3-13 January 1746).
50 BOA, A.DVNSAHK.OZSI.d.6: 43, order no: NA (evasit-1 Ca 1163/17-27 April 1750).
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borrowed the money.>! Throughout the eighteenth century, the Janissary presence
was always very strong in various fortresses along the northern Black Sea shores
and the Danube>?, so Nikol may have taken out the loan from one of these stations.
Alternatively, he may have borrowed from the regiment’s branch in Istanbul. What-
ever the possible scenario, it looks clear that men of the 10th in Istanbul made an
appeal to the Imperial Council to issue an order to the Wallachian voivode to help
the regiment collect the debt.

In some cases, records indicate that men acting as debt collectors were sent not
from local stations, but directly from Istanbul. When the elders and miitevelli of the
10th béliik’s waqf tried to get fund money back from Ahmed Karabelaoglu in Russe,
they dispatched a letter from Istanbul together with a representative to ask Ahmed
and his guarantor Elhac Siileyman to repay the sum. However, the representative
was unable to complete the task due to advanced age; thus, to collect the debt he also
sent out his own men, who were again harassed by Ahmed and his guarantor. This
compelled the elders to apply to the Imperial Council, which in turn issued a decree
addressed to the judge and the commander-in-chief of Russe (Ruscuk serdart) to in-
tervene in the matter. The elders also commissioned a sergeant (¢avus) to collect the
debt and solicited help from the head commander of the corps to dispatch a sealed
letter with him.>3

In some cases, however, the administrator and elders of the regiment chose an
agent who was already outside Istanbul. This was precisely the case when Mustafa
Agha from Lofca died indebted to the waqf of the 19th regiment. It seems that the
regiment’s men in Vidin were concerned that the heirs would seize Mustafa Agha’s
estate, and thus asked their brethren in Istanbul to press the Imperial Council to send
a rescript to the commander-in-chief (serdar) and judge of Lofga. To collect the
debt, they authorised a sergeant named Yusuf Cavus, who was already in the region
and could easily deal with the matter thanks to the imperial order.>*

In such cases, when the elders of regiments and administrators designated a rep-
resentative and sergeant locally in the district (ol taraftan) to collect the debt, the
money was presumably remitted to the Ottoman capital; in other cases, the orders
directed the local authorities to help deliver the cash to the miitevellis and elders at

51 BOA, A.DVNSAHK.0ZSI1.d.3: 241, order no: 901 (evasit-1 M 1158/12-22 February 1745).

52 A. Sydorenko, ‘Using the Ukrainian Archives for the Study of Janissary Networks in the North-
ern Black Sea: Research Perspectives and Challenges’, in Y. Spyropoulos (ed.), /nsights into
Janissary Networks, 1700—1826 [special issue of Cihanniima: Journal of History and Geogra-
phy Studies, 8/1 (2022)], 129-144.

53 BOA, A.DVNSAHK.OZSI.d.3: 304, order no: 1132 (evail-i R 1159/23 April-2 May 1746).

s4 BOA, A.DVNSAHK.OZSI.d.6: 291 (evasit-1 Za 1164/1-10 September 1751).
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the waqf’s local station. For instance, when Kantarci Elhac Usta Mustafa from the
15th boliik died in Vidin indebted to the waqf of the 97th cemaat, the regiment’s
men in the region were unable to control the estate, as his relatives seized it. Prob-
ably in response to the demand by the men in Vidin, one of the Janissary officers at
Vidin fortress (zabit) received an imperial order requesting delivery of the money to
Baseski Mustafa of the same regiment there.>® A similar policy is seen in a dispute
related to the collection of a debt owed to the 48th héliik almost 40 years later. When
Elhac Ali Agha from Tirnova refused to repay his loan, an imperial rescript accom-
panied by a sealed letter from the head commander of the corps again informed the
local authorities of the need to ensure payment was made to the local miitevelli and
elders of the regiment.>

These dynamic patterns of debt collection imply the existence of diversified and
formalised networks, but as the case of Haseki Hiiseyin informs us, these networks
were shaped by personal connections, status, trust, as well as circulating knowledge.
In the instance of Bakirct Hact Mustafa’s loan from the waqf of the 71st cemaat, all
these factors dictated how the fund operated. In the autumn of 1726, the miitevelli
and elders submitted a petition to the Imperial Council reporting that Hact Mustafa
owed the regiment a sum of more than 1,000 gurus. The latter promised to pay 510
gurus of this debt by setting out for Vidin and obtaining money from his nephew
at the fortress. He begged to be provided with a signed letter naming him as a kind
of representative in the region. Having sealed the letter, however, the regiment’s
men were informed that Mustafa already had many outstanding debts, which wor-
ried them because he was considered an untrustworthy person who could harm the
waqf’s finances. In response to a petition from the regiment, an imperial order ad-
dressed to Turnacibasi Musa, one of the commanders at Vidin fortress, warned him
not to trust Hac1 Mustafa and to help collect his debt under the supervision of yamak
comrades (yamak yoldagt) in the region. Delegated as their representative from Vi-
din, Kara Ali was authorised to transport the money to Istanbul.>”

All these cases clearly raise the intriguing questions of why, how, and when
money was circulated among different regimental stations or to what extent the
branches in the Ottoman capital received payments. What makes these questions
more interesting is the lack of any reference to bills of exchange (poli¢e) in our
sources. Although use of them was a common phenomenon in commercial and,
more importantly, fiscal operations across Ottoman lands in the eighteenth century,®
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and Janissary officials developed close connections with moneylenders (sarrafs)
and utilised such bills,> the regiments do not seem to have resorted to this model
of monetary circulation very often. This strategy may perhaps be accounted for in
terms of the regiments’ geographical distribution and the decentralised character of
the Janissary Corps during this period.

In the Ottoman world, most money remittances by bill of exchange were driven
by the needs of Ottoman local authorities to forward revenues to the Ottoman trea-
sury through moneylenders and moneychangers. However, in this period the Janis-
sary Corps became a highly decentralised institution, meaning that regimental waqf
branches in the Ottoman capital did not employ monopolistic power to divert funds
to themselves. In the documents we observe orders in sealed letters instructing rep-
resentatives and ushers to redirect money to various places, rather than exclusively
to their branches in Istanbul. These letters functioned not as letters of credit, but as
typical loan certificates justifying collection of a debt, with representatives more
often than not being assigned the task of physically transferring currency.

What appears from at least one record is the fact that even the miitevellis them-
selves also resorted to the method in question. In the waning days of 1766, Elhac
Receb Odabasi, miitevelli of the 19th cemaat’s waqf, sued his predecessor Elhac
Mehmed Odabasi at Ahi Celebi court and requested that the judge notify Mehmed
of his debt to the waqf. The litigation process made it clear that the debtor physically
shipped the amount of 165 gurus, which was deposited at the fund in Damascus by
Serdengecdi ibrahim Agha, a sekban in the city. The Damascus-Istanbul shipping
service entailed a fee of 30 gurus, together with a daily wage entitlement of 30
paras for the former miitevelli as the money carrier.®® Given that commission and
brokerage fees for large monetary and commercial undertakings by bills ranged
from less than 1 to 2 percent in this period,®! these figures are indicative of how
costly physical money shipments were, especially for small amounts, to say nothing
of high risks that were simply not worth taking. High costs and risks hence played
a role in limiting material transfers between the branches of regiments; and as offi-
cial correspondence informs us, these factors often if not always led debt collection
administrators to employ their own men attached to the fortresses, and channel the
collected amounts to the respective regimental stations nearby.
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Such money transfer methods were quite effective unless things went badly for
the regiments in collecting debts. As indicated above, whenever they faced difficul-
ties, the elders and administrators did not hesitate to solicit help from Ottoman pro-
vincial and central authorities. Recent work by Ellen Nye shows that state-backed
legal practices, personal connections, trust, and systematised written documents
formed an indispensable part of financial operations in the early modern Ottoman
world.®? This observation is corroborated by our findings on the functioning of regi-
mental waqfs in the transprovincial domain. Several of them were able to orchestrate
empire-wide financial operations thanks to their institutional capacity, personal con-
nections, and broad geographical reach, yet this ability entailed the incorporation of
state officials in their financial networks. These operations undoubtedly gave rise to
a high degree of standardisation, especially in drafting loan agreements. However,
it should be noted that the financial operations recorded in court records only show
the official channels used by the Janissaries. Extortionist and illegal activities that
were not always reflected in court records formed a significant part of their market
operations.®

Regimental funds in different locations: strategies, networks
and investments

Debt collection management strategies and money transfers were clearly a byprod-
uct of Janissary Corps decentralisation, which was accompanied by the integration
of regiments into the local economy in different provincial settings.®* This process
reinforced the local functioning of their funds, which manifested itself, first and
foremost, in the documentation of regimental loans in court records. As discussed
earlier, regimental officials in Vidin were not inclined to visit court, whereas the
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registers in Istanbul contain the details of loan arrangements made by many differ-
ent regiments.

In records from the capital, the regimental waqfs were usually recorded under
various terms such as “ordu miihimmatina mevkuf nukud”, “orta nukudu”, “ortanin
miithimmatina mevkuf nukud” and “ortamin nukud-1 mevkufesi”. In those from Vi-
din, however, more specifically in probate inventories, uncollected debts owed to
regiments were registered in a highly standardised legal phrase with little variation:
“deyn-i miisbet-i oda”, “deyn-i miisbet-i orta”, or “deyn-i miisbet-i meyane”. Ad-
ditional terms such as “orta mali”, “oda mali”, “orta ak¢esi’, “meydne akgesi”, and
“meydne malr” were inserted into the records to refer to the money of regimental
funds.

One interesting point in the above records is the almost total lack of reference
to the regiments’ waqfs. In only two instances, the waqf of the 25th sekban regi-
ment was recorded as the creditor: in the first, the probate register for regimental
officer Siileyman Odabasi contains a debt of 70 gurus owed to the waqf (mal-1
vakf-1 oda).®> In a similar vein, the second record is a probate inventory belonging to
tobacco dealer Ibrahim Bese of the 25th sekban, who conducted business between
Vidin and Plovdiv in the 1720s.%¢ Settled in Plovdiv, ibrahim seems to have rented
aroom at the Vidinese Tahmis Han to keep bales of tobacco. After he died heirless,
Janissary officer Hiiseyin Agha sequestered the estate and sold his goods (tobacco);
this prompted the regiment’s men, including Odabag1 Hiiseyin Agha and Vekilharg
Osman Agha, to demand repayment of a loan advanced by the regiment’s waqf
to the deceased. Under these conditions, scribes entered the term “the regimental
waqf” (vakf-1 oda) in the estate record, possibly on the initiative of his disgruntled
brothers in arms, as another Janissary officer named Hiiseyin Agha tried to sequester
the property.

Given that Ibrahim lived in Plovdiv, it is also possible that by highlighting the
waqf’s role as creditor, Hiiseyin Agha and Osman Agha secured their right over the
estate against potential debtors and heirs from the same city. In the first instance,
Siileyman’s title odabagsi suggests that scribes consciously inserted the term waqf
and highlighted the institutional rather than personal character of the loan, perhaps as
some sort of assistance for the regiment’s men, to mitigate the risk of future conflicts
over their operating budget. Still, this is not so surprising for, as discussed earlier, the
personal debts of ward officers were sometimes considered part of funds. It is also
possible that the term waqf was used on the initiative of the regiment’s men, who
anxiously saw the vast bulk of Siileyman’s belongings being handed over to his wife
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in repayment of his outstanding debts to her. Maybe by mentioning the waqf in dis-
crete terms, the certificate secured the regiment’s share in the estate, as the widowed
Hadice had proved her claims with witnesses in order to collect the debt. Be that as it
may, these two records are in fact exceptional among Vidinese court entries.

In the overwhelming majority of cases, scribes did not see any need to differen-
tiate between the regiments and their waqfs from a legal perspective, as the funds
of regiments did not act much differently than other numerous creditors in the loan
market. One factor behind the standardisation of this recordkeeping practice in Vi-
din is the fact that the debts owed to regimental funds were strictly individual rather
than collective loans. No less interesting is the rarity — virtual absence — of records
even in Istanbul’s Bab, Davudpasa, and Ahi Celebi courts regarding collective cred-
it granted by the regiments. This observation is in tune with the findings of several
studies on the activities of cash waqfs in the Ottoman capital and Anatolian towns,
which highlight the fact that debtors to the funds were predominantly small-scale
borrowers who received individual loans in order to meet daily needs. They also
reveal that distributing capital to collectivities and partnerships did not dominate the
operations of waqfs.®” That being said, we have learnt from recent scholarly works
that in some Rumelian centres like Bosnia and Salonika, cash waqfs were less risk-
averse in lending to the collectivities such as villages and business partnerships.

At this point one may quite reasonably wonder why regimental credit predomi-
nantly came in the form of individual loans, both in Vidin and Istanbul, where the
Janissaries built alliances with artisan groups and villages in the seventeenth and
eighteenth centuries. In Istanbul’s Ahi Celebi and Bab court records we were only
able to identify one case when, in around the 1760s, the 19th boliik’s waqf granted
400 gurus in credit to Perasko, a seller of sweet fruit drinks, and his four part-
ners Apostol, Sisman Kosta, Nikola, and Dimitri.®” In a limited number of cases
we observe credit offered to partners, though they were family members and stood
surety for each other. In around 1754 the administrator of the 14th cemaat’s waqf in
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Istanbul pursued Hahok and his wife Fatin, who had taken out a loan of 200 gurus
as partners.”® From a request made by the miitevelli of the 28th sekban’s waqf Sii-
leyman Odabasi in 1766, we also learn that brothers Mustafa Bese and Feyzullah
Bese received a loan of 112 gurus in partnership.”! It should nonetheless be noted
that in these cases cooperation aimed at borrowing money did not represent any
genuine business partnership: family members appear as partners probably because
they possessed shares in real estate put up as a pledge (rehin) in loan contracts. This
means that of the 203 identified loan contracts in Istanbul’s Galata, Davudpasa, Ahi
Celebi, and Bab courts, only one case makes explicit reference to a partnership. One
possible reason for this extremely low figure is that loan contracts may have been
registered in regimental accounting books, and any disputes settled out of court.

Yet it is also possible that the regiments had already successfully carved out
potential niches for channelling their credit, and thus regarded collective credit as
less lucrative and more hazardous. The credit policies of the 53rd and 56th boliiks
and the 9th cemaat are good examples in this regard, capturing the flexible and
varying credit strategies of regiments in the Ottoman capital. From 1753 to 1790
the miitevellis of the 53rd béliik appeared at Ahi Celebi court 24 times, primarily to
register loan contracts, the bulk of which laid down the procedures for real estate
sale-lease deals in the hinterland of Uskiidar.”? In these arrangements, the borrowers
first turned over their real estates to the regiments, which then leased them to the
borrower in exchange for rent that was actually interest.

It can be deduced from these contracts that the regiment used an interest rate of
15 percent for its credit contracts, much like its counterparts in the market. During
the period under study, the regimental waqfs lent money at a rate of between 12 and
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15 percent, so the 53rd béliik was no exception. However, the amounts loaned by
the regiment fluctuated over a wider range, from 50 to 392 gurus, while the prop-
erties used in sale-lease deals consisted of houses, vineyards, gardens, and fields.
With the exception of Hasan, Ahmed and Yunus Beses, all borrowers were non-
Muslims who were supposed to redeem the debt mainly, though not exclusively, in
three years. The regiments often offered loans at a maturity ranging from 6 months
to two years, so the three-year payment period in this case is surprising, making
loans quite attractive to borrowers. Yet it may have been a deliberate strategy by
the regiment’s waqf: along the central arteries of Uskiidar, the 59th béliik was very
active in building commercial and credit networks with artisans, porters, and other
local inhabitants.”® The 53rd’s policy of offering long repayment periods and imple-
menting sale-lease deals mostly from Gebze, Tuzla, and Darica thus seems likely
to have been a viable strategy aimed at bypassing the influence of the 59th béliik. It
appears that this zone was not chosen by the regiment at random, either: at a mark-
edly increased pace over the eighteenth century, migrants heading from Anatolia to
Istanbul probably first tried their chances in the area from Uskiidar to Hereke, which
at the same time became an important nexus for animal husbandry and agricultural
production.” Granting credit thus afforded the regiment an opportunity to gain prof-
itable agricultural estates in this area. The fact that Seyyid Hiiseyin sold the boliik
a vineyard in the village of Darica in the closing months of 1759 shows how credit
networks overlapped with regimental property accumulation strategies.”

Most of these property transactions likely resulted from the nonpayment of
loans, which strengthened a unit’s hold over commercial estates in specific loca-
tions. The 56th boliik was one regiment that exchanged real estate and trade licenses
(gediks), particularly in the very small but commercially vigorous area stretching
from Odunpazari to Zindankapi. Its earliest commercial transactions in Odunpazari
appear in court records in around 1796, although the 56th’s interest in the region
probably dates back much earlier. In October 1796, the waqf sold Mehmed Bese a
bundle of goods and equipment within a greengrocery shop (manav diikkdnr) with
a gedik licence.”® Over subsequent months, the regiment also sold two shops selling
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onions and tobacco.”” In the 1820s, miitevelli Mehmed Sadik Agha appeared before
Ahi Celebi court several times in order to register to sell and buy the gediks of shops
around Odunpazari and Zindankapi at extremely high prices. In 1821 he sold a gedik
for a greengrocery shop for 4,500 gurug, while almost two and half years later he
bought two gediks worth 12,000 gurus.”

The acquisition of gediks by the 56th boliik was hardly a surprise, since from
the 1790s onwards regiments tended to use these licenses and shops more regularly
as a pledge (rehin) in loan agreements, whereas vineyards, houses and gardens had
been used for that purpose earlier on in the eighteenth century. This changing pat-
tern evokes the flexibility of regimental waqfs in adopting different methods in their
loan contracts. When the 9th cemaat’s waqf increased its presence around Tophane-
Galata, it used a standard legal loan contract spelling out the alleged sale of clocks
and books to the borrowers for a given price, which was in reality hidden interest.
In 1820 miitevelli Seyyid ibrahim Agha extended 2,000 gurus from the regiment to
Elhac ibrahim, with a maturity of 18 months; the loan required the sham sale of a
clock and a book by Kuduri at 450 gurus, which again set the annual interest rate
at 15 percent.”” These terms may not have allayed the miitevelli’s apprehensions
about repayment of the loan, so the partners recorded the borrower’s oil shop (yagc:
diikkant) at the Kursunlu Mahzen around Tophane as a pledge. Three years later
the miitevelli did almost the same when he extended another loan of 2,300 gurus to
the same Ibrahim, but this time with the sale of two fetva collections, one volume
of Behcetii’l-Fetava and Fetava-yi Ali Efendi®® Next year, a new loan of 2,000
gurug was offered to the same person, while Siilleyman Usta, a resident in a shop
just outside the Eski Yagcilar Kapisi around Galata, borrowed 4,000 gurus from
the regiment’s wagqf at around the same time, pledging a woollen cloth workshop
(abact diikkdni).3' Both credit arrangements entailed the sham sale of fetva books.
In providing retailers along Uzuncarst with three loans totalling 3,200 gurus, the
40th boliik’s waqf drew up similar loan arrangements, again involving the sale of
fetva books together with the use of shops and a gedik as a pledge.®?
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All these examples confirm that at least some regimental waqfs in Istanbul were
able to channel their resources to specific zones and sectors through standardised
loan contracts, and exploit market opportunities with new flexible tools like gediks,
which may explain why they were risk-averse in freezing large amount of capital in
collective credit. We can infer from the Vidinese court records that although individ-
ual rather than collective loans dominated the waqfs’ activities, this pattern vividly
reflects the multilayered nature of Janissary credit in Vidin rather than simply the
distributary role played by regiments.

In fact, the lack of collective credit in Vidin comes as a surprise, because during
the ¢iftlik crisis of Wallachia in around the mid-eighteenth century, large amounts
owed in debts to the Vidinese Janissaries became the bane of peasants and added
fuel to the fire of rural discontent.®? But even in surveys prepared on the socio-
economic conditions of the region, it seems that rather than regimental funds, indi-
vidual Janissaries and their partnerships emerged as the main creditors of villages.
This pattern repeated itself in a large-scale debt settlement prepared in the summer
of 1780 with the surety of Vidin’s Mukabele Halifesi Seyyid Mustafa Efendi, head
manager of the provincial treasury and tax collection. After defaulting on a total
debt of 37,172.5 gurus, the deputies of soldiers from various military units around
Vidin, particularly those in Adakale and Fethiilislam fortresses, promised to pay
off this loan in annual instalments over 11 years. The lenders in the payment con-
tract were almost all rich Janissary commanders, other prestigious military men,
members of established families, and women, but no regimental fund.®* In fact, the
contract speaks volumes about the role of regiments in the Vidinese market. Firstly,
it documents pervasive indebtedness not only among peasants, but also among sol-
diers in the Danubian basin. Secondly, the contract pinning down the use of soldiers’
salaries (mevacibs) as a reliable financial source for annual instalments indicates the
importance of mevacibs in the Vidinese loan market. In fact, the salaries recorded
in pay tickets were strong financial assets in market operations across the Ottoman
Empire, since such tickets (esames) were easily traded especially in the Ottoman
capital and circulated in other parts of the Empire.% As discussed earlier, safekeep-
ing and trading tickets to cover expenses was also one of the main financial opera-
tions carried out by regiments. Irrespective of how low the salaries might be or how
irregularly they were paid, they constituted a crucial means of access to cash.
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It should be reiterated that the Vidin-Nigbolu line became a permeable border
zone in this period,’® keeping frontier anxieties alive. In this context, the regimen-
tal funds appeared as one of the crucial lending institutions for soldiers to meet
their cash needs. It was therefore no coincidence that the regiments in Vidin mainly
granted credit to their comrades. In the hundred and more years from 1721 to 1826,
court records contain 125 debt entries, 90 of which explicitly identified Janissaries
together with their regiments. More importantly, in more than 80 percent of these
cases the Janissaries took out loans from their own regiment. These figures prove
that unlike the situation in Istanbul, the regiments worked in a more intra-Janissary
and Muslim sphere in Vidin. Not surprisingly, in our data we only have six cases in
which non-Muslims were indebted to regimental funds.%”

At this point one might wonder to what extent these institutions satisfied their
comrades’ hunger for credit. Records on the one hand show that the Janissaries
clearly had many alternatives when looking to borrow money, but on the other also
testify to an unabated appetite for doing so in the region. In terms of strategy, it
might thus be reasonable to expect the regimental funds to have relied on allocating
smaller amounts of credit to as many clients as possible, yet this was not the case.
The size of regimental loans was comparable to the market average in Vidin, and
grew even higher especially after the 1760s, in a manner indicative of their financial
capacity and role in the eyes of ordinary Janissaries (See Graph I). On one level
the regimental waqfs acted as a common aid fund for their comrades, but on oth-
ers they appear to have transferred large funds to moneylending and commercial
activities. Take, for instance, the relationship between the 25th béliik’s fund and
Serdengecdi Fethizade Ahmed Agha, a moneylender around Vidin. In the 1770s
the fund seems to have played a crucial role in financing this moneylender. When
Ahmed died sometime in 1780, he left an inheritance worth 1,682 gurus. Although
this was a modest inheritance by contemporary Vidinese standards, his probate hints
at the extremely wide range of his credit activities.

A portion of Ahmed Agha’s wealth was frozen in a house and coffee shop, but
a large part of his inheritance was tied to credit. For his moneylending activities he
had formed a partnership with a certain David, a Jewish merchant, and advanced

86 R. Gradeva, ‘War and Peace Along the Danube: Vidin at the End of the Seventeenth Century’,
Oriente Moderno, 20/1 (2001), 152-162; Yildiz and Kokdas, ‘Peasantry’, 175-190; V. Aksan,
‘Whose Territory and Whose Peasants? Ottoman Boundaries on the Danube in the 1760s’, in F.
Anscombe (ed.), The Ottoman Balkans, 1750-1830 (Princeton NJ 2006), 61-86.

87 The data are based on the court records of Vidin, NBSKM, VS.52; 8; 50; 49; 37; 35; 34, 53; 5;
11; 9; 25a; 39; 40; 44, 48, 54; 55; 56; 59; 60; 61; 62; 63; 66; 67; 68; 64; 65; 311, 69; 70; 71; 36;
77; 80; 79; 81; 82; 160a; 163; 57; 159a; 160, 84; 6; 18; 19; 38; 41; 346; 310; 169; 305, 46; 47;
167; 168; 161a; 78; 307; 74.
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nearly 14,100 gurus to numerous inhabitants including Janissaries from different
regiments. It seems that although Ahmed Agha was able to borrow money from
some individuals like Hasan Bese of the 25th béliik and Mehmed Agha of the 28th,
the most important financial source for his enterprises was the fund of his own
25th boliik, to which he owed an extraordinarily large debt of 4,025 gurus.3® In
another instance, money from the 39th béliik seems to have been indispensable for
the investments and business operations of Sereski Debbag Usta Hasan from the
same regiment. His inheritance consisted of several animals, a tannery and valuable
goods in the workshop; at the time of his death, he was indebted to his regiment to
the tune of 1,170 gurug, almost a third of his total assets.%’

Probably nothing better illustrates the complex ties between regiments and in-
vestors in the Danubian basin than the business networks of Yamak Osman Bese of
the 5th béliik. Judging from his probate compiled in 1764, it seems that Osman Bese
was a landlord and wholesale merchant of clarified butter in and around Wallachia
and Vidin. He owned a half share in a ¢ifilik, agricultural lands, a watermill together
with numerous animals, and beehives. From the detailed list of agricultural products
listed in his probate, one can hazard a guess that his ¢iftlik was located deep in the
Vidinese hinterland around Azor (Izvor?).%® Unlike his comrades, he does not ap-
pear to have acquired an animal farm in Wallachia, probably because mid-century
imperial policies ordering the demolition of these farms®! dissuaded him from un-
dertaking such an investment. He was nonetheless able to establish a foothold in
Wallachia through large amounts of credit extended to numerous actors, including
peasants in Tirelof¢e, Kapudan Yane, and Manolaki, and local partners from Cernic
and Karayova (mod. Craiova). Credit links between Osman Bese and Wallachian
actors were probably forged through mudarebe or selem contracts, which helped to
secure the flow of commodities to Vidin.

In making these contracts and conducting lucrative business, Yamak Osman Bese
had the financial support of two critical agents in Vidin: Halil Agha and his own
béliik’s fund. Sources unfortunately do not offer us details about Halil Agha himself,
though from another probate inventory we learn that he was also one of the most
prominent financiers of Serdengecdi Mustafa Agha of the 31st boliik, who controlled
rich agricultural and commercial assets together with money operations in both Vi-
din and Wallachia.®? Like Yamak Osman Bese, Mustafa Agha appears as one of the

88 NBSKM, VS.49: 119-23 (28 L 1196/6 October 1782).

89 NBSKM, VS.53: 107 (4 Za 1221/13 January 1807).

90 NBSKM, VS.61: 257-260 (29 Ra 1178/26 September 1764).
91 Yildiz and Kokdas, ‘Peasantry’, 176-188.

92 NBSKM, VS.63: 137-139 (25 $ 1176/11 March 1763).
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wealthy providers of credit to peasants on the opposite bank of the Danube (kars:
yakada), and was able to borrow money from rich entrepreneurs such as Ahmed
Agha of the 31st boliik and Halil Agha, as well as from his own boliik’s fund. Halil
Agha was not identified with any regiment, but was certainly a good investor keenly
interested in business opportunities along the Danube. He handed over 940 gurus to
Yamak Osman Bese for the purchase of clarified butter either from Wallachia or from
his ¢iftlik in Vidin. Yet the scope of the relationship between the two went beyond this
transaction: for instance, at the time of Osman’s death, he owed 4,439 gurus to Halil
Agha, who also lent 5,300 gurug to Mustafa Agha at some point in the 1760s. Simi-
larly, officials of the 5th béliik forged a bond with their comrade Yamak Osman Bese,
who owed a debt of 702 gurus to the fund in 1764.93 One may wonder whether this
loan resulted from an advance payment to Osman Bese for provisioning the regiment
with butter. The recurring appearance in court records of artisans, shopkeepers and
merchants as debtors to the regiments leads us to believe that Osman Bese was also
one of the major suppliers of the Sth béliik’s soldiers. In any case, both Osman Bese
and Mustafa Agha’s networks point to the active role played by the regiment’s funds
in the overlapping commercial and moneylending operations by investors.

All the above examples clearly point to the multilayered financial actions of
regimental waqfs in the loan market, marked by a significant degree of local dif-
ferences and similarities. As seen in Graph I, the average loan size offered by the
regiments in Istanbul was almost parallel to that available in the city’s general mar-
ket in Istanbul, but significantly higher than in Vidin. Yet even there, the average
loan size granted by regiments was comparable to local non-military levels. This
shows that the regiments were well able to act as important agents in the credit
market right up until the abolition of the corps. In conducting these operations, regi-
mental waqf administrators developed varying attitudes toward the use of Ottoman
courts for drafting credit contracts. In Istanbul, they sometimes appeared in court
to register sale-lease deals and solve debt collection problems, whereas in Vidin the
administrators seem to have preferred to record these deals almost entirely in their
own registers outside court. Despite these differences, the regimental waqfs in both
Istanbul and Vidin mostly chose to extend small individual loans to meet borrow-
ers’ daily needs. However, this does not mean that they did not extend large loans,
especially to leading merchants and entrepreneurs; in certain instances the sums
involved were immense, significantly driving up the average loan size granted by
regiments. The study findings also show that regimental waqf credit policies were
quite localised and diverse. In Vidin the largest amounts were extended to entrepre-
neurs who made investments in animal husbandry, agricultural production and trade

93 NBSKM, VS.61: 257-260 (29 Ra 1178/26 September 1764).
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along the Danube. In the Ottoman capital, borrowers were from almost all segments
of society engaged in trade, farming, animal husbandry, crafts, and manufacturing.
Although some of the regiments were very active in certain businesses and places
around Istanbul and Vidin, they did not attempt to monopolise the credit activities
and suppress the financial presence of other regiments in these sectors and areas.

Conclusion

If truth be told, given the absence of accounting registers, the sources utilised in this
study only offer a glimpse into the financial culture of regimental funds in the Otto-
man world. Yet they still provide valuable information, especially on the complex
and multilayered nature of waqf credit operations. They also show that the funds
operated within a dynamic network consisting of bureaucrat-entrepreneurs, mer-
chants, ordinary townsmen, artisans and villagers, as they were extremely flexible
both in changing credit terms and in adapting to new financial means such as gediks
in their transactions. One must however admit the fact that the sources consulted in
this study pose many unresolved problems. For instance, one may wonder how the
funds’ out of court recordkeeping practices evolved over time, reflecting power rela-
tions within the Janissary Corps, or the ways in which funds developed connections
with the big moneychangers in the Ottoman capital and other provincial centres. All
the same, the study does offer us a significant glimpse into Ottoman financial culture
and the activities of various agents in the loan markets, including waqf administra-
tors, merchants, state officials, and moneychangers.

Recent studies show that in finding clients and collecting debts, moneylend-
ers utilised a wide array of means, such as personal connections, official channels,
sealed documents, and market dynamics.”* Regimental funds did almost the same
in their credit operations. In many respects, the workings of army waqfs were quite
similar to their non-military counterparts: financial policies and institutional control
were determined by internal power relations within the regiments, while there was
a very permeable boundary between the individual strategies adopted by their ad-
ministrators and official institutional policies. Again, as in the case of other endow-
ments, there were several sub-waqfs operative within the main regimental waqfs.
Yet one significant difference between regimental funds and other cash waqfs was
the extremely wide array of transprovincial activities conducted by the former.

94 For instance, see Nye, ‘A Bank of Trust’, 502-525; Vlami, Merchants; B. Doumani, Rediscover-
ing Palestine: Merchants and Peasants in Jabal Nablus, 1700-1900 (Berkeley, Los Angeles and
London 1995).
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Throughout the eighteenth century, the regiments increasingly functioned within
transprovincial networks and developed differing strategies for local markets. As a
result of the rising decentralisation of regiments over a wide geographical space, Is-
tanbul branches of the regimental waqfs did not have monopolistic power over those
scattered in different locations. These structural characteristics provided them with
a significant degree of flexibility and financial capacity. Although most regimental
loans were individual rather than collective, the funds also extended large amounts
in credit to entrepreneurs, artisans, agricultural investors or shopkeepers, a policy
which reflected the multilayered nature of their credit policies.

One of the interesting patterns raised by our data is the fact that the funds were
able to increase the average loan size on offer, especially after the 1780s. In the
highly inflationary environment and rising political opposition to corps activities
during the late eighteenth and early nineteenth centuries,”> the regiments were able
to keep their loan size on a par with the market level. It seems that they developed
their financial capacity in this period through lucrative transactions in the gedik
market. Be that as it may, the regimental funds were able to maintain their financial
position in the market in the years preceding the abolition of the Janissary Corps.
In a recent work on class conflicts in Ottoman and Turkish society, Alp Yiicel Kaya
has formulated the late eighteenth and early nineteenth centuries as a period of in-
tensified competition between the old and new bureaucratic bourgeoisie.”® The lat-
ter, in an attempt to channel credit operations to the Istanbul-based bankers and
institutions, deliberately aimed to undermine the commercial and financial power
of local brokers and Janissaries. Therefore, it seems that the strong presence of the
regimental funds in the market manifested itself in the political agenda during the
early decades of the nineteenth century as well. The state policy designed to launch
a cheap credit policy for villagers in Central Anatolia, Crete, and Danubian zone al-
most 15 years after the abolition of the corps, in manner unprecedented in Ottoman
history,”” may thus be no coincidence, as the new Tanzimat elites were still trying
to chase the ghosts of the regimental funds — among others — in the loan market.”®

95 S. Pamuk, ‘Prices in the Ottoman Empire, 1469-1914’, IJMES, 36 (2004), 453-468.
96 A.Y. Kaya, ‘Tiirkiye’de Burjuva Devrimi (1908-1923)’, Devrimci Marksizm, 55 (2023), 9-14.

97 Tiibitak Project, Oliim ve Yasam Arasinda: 1845 Orta Anadolu Kurakligi ve Kithginda Ankara ve
Cevresi, Project Id: 121K385 (TUBITAK 1001; 2021-2024). See also I. Kokdas, ‘1845 Orta An-
adolu Kuraklig1 ve Kithiginda Devlet Kredileri’, paper presented at the I11. Uluslararasi Osmanl
Arastirmalart Kongresi (OSARK) (September 7-9, 2022) in Istanbul.

98 M. M. Sunar, ‘Chasing Janissary Ghosts: Sultan Mahmud II’s Paranoia about a Janissary Upris-
ing after the Abolition of the Janissary Corps’, in Y. Spyropoulos (ed.), Insights into Janissary
Networks, 17001826 [special issue of Cihanniima: Journal of History and Geography Studies,
8/1(2022)], 145-168.






CONFISCATION OF JANISSARY ORTA
FUNDS AND PROPERTY IN ISTANBUL
FOLLOWING THE ABOLITION
OF THE JANISSARY CORPS

Mehmet Mert SUNAR”

Introduction

IN THE DAYS FOLLOWING THE ABOLITION OF THE JANISSARY CORPS, Sultan Mahmud
II’s finance officials found themselves busy running after the properties and funds
belonging to ortas and individual Janissaries outlawed by the state. From a legal
point of view, the properties and financial funds of the Janissary Corps and its mem-
bers were considered beytiilmdl, or state property. Thus, their confiscation by the
state treasury was simply a matter of course. As the financial resources generated
through this process were funnelled to the newly founded Asakir-i Mansure army,
government clerks prepared detailed registers on the collection of debts and the auc-
tioning and transfer of Janissary properties. These registers provide invaluable data
on the credit relations and mechanics of Janissary orta funds! which functioned as
cash wagqfs. They also list a portion of the properties owned by ortas and individual
Janissaries in early nineteenth-century Istanbul. By utilising the data thus provid-
ed, the present study focuses on two subjects; firstly, it examines the mechanics of
Janissary orta funds by looking at the lending process, debtors, types of surety, rate
of returns, and supervision of funds. Secondly, it aims to fathom the social meanings
and implications of these credit relations for the Janissary Corps and the Ottoman
public in early nineteenth-century Istanbul.

*  Istanbul Medeniyet University.

1 The size of a Janissary orta as a military unit varied considerably; some ortas were ‘battalion’
size, while others had enough men for a ‘regiment’. Thus, the words ‘battalion’ or ‘regiment’
do not exactly correspond to it. Throughout this paper, the Ottoman term ‘orta sandigi’ will be
translated as ‘Janissary orta funds’.

[63]
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Even though Ottoman cash waqfs are a popular and hotly debated subject, those
operated by the Janissaries have remained peripheral, as have orta funds.? Likewise,
although the secondary literature has approached cash waqfs and credit relations
from economic, legal, and religious perspectives, the socio-political meanings and
implications of their credit relations have remained on the side-lines. An effort to
understand the mechanisms of Janissary orta funds ideally needs to include all of
the aforementioned perspectives, but for reasons of feasibility the present study is
restricted to bringing the social and political side of Janissary orta funds into con-
sideration. Since it is impossible to penetrate the social and political implications of
Janissary Corps institutional credit relations without understanding how orta funds
worked, the present study first has to examine the mechanics of these cash waqfs as
much as the available data permits. However, I have to admit from the outset that
this investigation will raise more questions than it answers, as the sources used here
are not suited to clarifying certain issues that are key to understanding Janissary orta
funds and their socio-political functions.

An imperfect confiscation: going after Janissary funds and properties

As Sultan Mahmud II’s government was desperately in need of financial resources
for the newly founded Asakir-i Mansure army, a portion of the initial budget allo-
cated for this purpose came from collecting the debts owed to Janissary orta funds
and auctioning off Janissary properties. Assuming all 196 Janissary ortas had cash

2 O. L. Barkan and E. H. Ayverdi, Istanbul Vakiflar: Tahrir Defteri 953 (1546) Tarihli (Istanbul
1970); N. Cagatay, ‘Riba and Interest Concept and Banking in the Ottoman Empire’, S7, 32
(1970), 53-68; J. E. Mandaville, ‘Usurious Piety: The Cash Waqf Controversy in the Ottoman
Empire’, IJMES, 3/10 (1979), 289-308; S. Oztiirk, Askeri Kassama Ait On Yedinci Aswr Istanbul
Tereke Defterleri (Sosyo-Ekonomik Tahlil) (Istanbul 1995); M. Cizakga, ‘Cash Waqfs of Bursa,
1555-1823°, JESHO, 3/38 (1995), 313-354; Idem, ‘Ottoman Cash Waqfs Revisited: The Case
of Bursa 1555- 1823°, FSTC Paper, No: 4062; 1. Kurt, Para Vakiflari: Nazariyat ve Tatbikat
(Istanbul 1996); S. Kaya, ‘Para Vakiflar1 Uzerine’, Tiirkive Arastirmalar: Literatiir Dergisi, 1/1
(2003), 189-203; Idem, ‘X VIIL. Yiizy1l Sonlarinda Uskiidar Vakiflarinin Gelir Kaynaklar1’, Divéin
Disiplinleraras: Calismalar Dergisi, 29/15 (2010), 95-132; S. Kaya, M. E. Durmus, 1. Bektas
and A. Akkaya, ‘Muhasebe Kayitlar Isiginda 18. Yiizy1l Para Vakiflarinin Nakit Isletme Yén-
temleri’, International Journal of Islamic Economics and Finance Studies, 3/3 (2017), 50-62;
T. Ozcan, Osmanli Para Vakiflari: Kanuni Dénemi Uskiidar Ornegi (Ankara 2003); A. Senyurt,
“Yenigeri Ortalar1 Yardimlasma Sandiklari’, Kocaeli Universitesi Sosyal Bilimler Dergisi, 33
(2017), 155-170; N. Y. Kayagaglayan, ‘XVIII. Yiizyilin ilk Yarisinda Yenigerilerin Politik ve
Sosyo-Ekonomik Rolleri: Istanbul Ornegi’, unpublished Ph.D. dissertation, Yildirrm Beyazit
Universitesi, 2018; C. Giirsoy, ‘Osmanli Esnaf ve Avariz Sandiklarmin Giinliik Hayata Katkis’,
Journal of History Studies, 8/10 (2018), 121-142.
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waqfs, the total amount of their capital and real estate would have constituted a
considerable sum. Admittedly, not all ortas were of the same size or power, and
some probably controlled small-size cash waqfs. Yet extrapolating from the avail-
able data, the total capital owned by Janissary orfa funds must have amounted to
millions of gurus, even by conservative estimates, and certainly should have pro-
vided enough money to establish the new army. However, in practical terms there
were several reasons why the whole process of collecting this capital turned out
to be more complicated than it seemed. In the heat of the last Janissary uprising,
Yeni Odalar — the main complex housing the majority of the Janissary barracks —
had been bombarded and burnt to the ground by troops loyal to Sultan Mahmud
11, destroying the majority of the so-called orta chests used for the safekeeping of
funds, along with documents, and pawned valuables belonging to Janissary ortas.
It is clear from the official registers that some of these were hastily salvaged by
government agents searching for orta chests, account books and other valuables in
the flaming Janissary barracks. In the absence of reliable records, information on
the capital, loans, and debtors of orza funds was provided by miitevellis, the senior
Janissary officers who had acted as the trustees of Janissary orta funds, as well as by
orta clerks. They probably considered themselves lucky; while Sultan Mahmud I1’s
administration was hunting down and punishing leading Janissaries, it needed their
knowledge and cooperation to call in the loans owed to orta funds.?

The evidence suggests that Sultan Mahmud II’s government could only collect
a portion of the institutional and personal wealth of Janissaries. According to an
account register listing the initial revenues for the new army, the total sum of the
cash and valuables acquired through collection of the debts owed to Janissary orta
funds and the sale of Janissary properties between the end of June and September
1826 was a mere 692,518 gurus.* Considering all the complications associated with
the confiscation of such funds and properties, it is safe to argue that this was a small
fraction of the total wealth held by the ortas.

Another obstacle in the way of debt collection was the government’s desire
to win over public opinion following the abolition of the Janissary Corps. Sultan
Mahmud II needed to present the Ottoman public with the image of a merciful
monarch, and forgiving some of the debts owed to Janissary orta funds was a good
way of doing so. This meant that after discovering only a portion of the loans owed
to orta cash waqfs, the government waived some of them to bolster positive public
opinion. The haphazard character of the collection and confiscation process is also

3 BOA, Maliyeden Miidevver Defterler (MAD.d.), 9772 (1243/1827-28), 21.
4 BOA,MAD.d.11831 (21 Za 1241-29 Ra 1242/27 June 1826-31 October 1826), 3.
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evident from the extant registers, which would take a separate discussion on the
particularities of the data used in this study.

The registers

So far, I have only managed to locate nine registers in the Ottoman Archives con-
cerning the confiscation process. Two of those nine are labelled as “damaged” and
inaccessible at present;’ five of the remaining seven are probate (muhallefar) reg-
isters belonging to the Treasury. In addition to entries concerning Janissary funds
and property, they also include other topics such as properties and cash belonging
to people who died without heirs, or the confiscation of properties from Greeks
accused of rebelling against the Ottoman Empire.¢ Of the last two registers in the
group, the first is a revenue and expenditure log prepared for the newly founded
Asakir-i Mansure army. It lists the partially collected loans of Janissary orta funds
which were directly transferred to the Asakir-i Mansure army as revenue between
the end of June and September 1826.” The second is a mezad (auction) register list-
ing the real estate held by Janissary orta funds and individual Janissaries that was
transferred to the endowment of Sultan Ahmed 1.8 This records the names of tenants
and monthly rents of the real estate and gediks. It also includes a list of Janissary
real estate and gediks auctioned to the public following the abolition of the Janis-
sary Corps. Most of the entries in these registers deal with funds and properties in
the capital, though there are a few relating to such assets in the provinces. It remains
unknown whether there were separate registers for the provinces, or whether such
matters were mainly dealt with locally.

The entries concerning Janissary funds and properties in the above-mentioned
registers were dated between 1826 and 1827, with some degree of overlapping, since
certain entries were repeated in more than one register. This complicates healthy
data analysis when combined with other factors such as the haphazard recording
style employed by clerks. For example, some entries do not include the value of

5 BOA,MAD.d.12001; 12966. These registers are in physically very poor condition and have been
seriously damaged by humidity and bookworms. Unfortunately, it seems that they will remain
inaccessible in the near future.

6 BOA, MAD.d.8390 (21 Za 1241-27 M 1247/ 27 June 1826-8 July 1831); 9765 (9 R 1239-9 Za
1247/13 December 1823-10 April 1832); 9766 (20 Za 1241-16 M 1253/26 June 1826-22 April
1837); 9772 ( 3 M 1243-18 R 1244/27 July 1828-28 October 1828); 12411 (13 Ra 1242-18 R
1249/15 October 1826-4 September 1833).

7 BOA, MAD.d.11831 (21 Za 1241-29 Ra 1242/27 June 1826-31 October 1826).

8 BOA, MAD.d.9768 (13 L 1242-4 § 1248/10 May 1827-27 December 1832).



M. M. SUNAR: CONFISCATION OF JANISSARY ORT4A FUNDS AND PROPERTY 67

properties and gediks, or only give information on instalment payments rather than
the total value of loans. Taken together with the fact that the government could only
reclaim a portion of Janissary property and funds due to the chaotic situation during
and after the abolition, these factors prevent us from reaching an estimate on the
total number and value of properties, real estate, and gediks belonging to Janissary
ortas and outlawed Janissaries in 1826. Still, these registers provide sufficient data
for an initial analysis and study of Janissary orfa funds.

Further account registers concerning individual Janissary orta funds are to be
found in the Ottoman archives,” with valuable data and important leads on the work-
ings of Janissary orta funds in the eighteenth and early nineteenth centuries. Over-
all, the above registers offer a unique bird’s eye view of Janissary cash waqfs and
properties, which are otherwise only found piecemeal under different classifications
in numerous ledgers and documents, as well as in court records.

The mechanisms of Janissary orta funds

Known by contemporaries as an orta chest (orta sandigi), a Janissary orta fund was
simply a cash wagqf established for the sole purpose of meeting the expenses of a
particular Janissary orta. Although evidence is scanty, it can be assumed that all 196
Janissary ortas had a chest to serve this specific purpose.!?

Since the Ottoman administration did not allocate any budget for the yearly ex-
penses of Janissary ortas, each one had to maintain a profitable cash waqf to finance
its expenses in peacetime. Even during wars and campaigns, the state was only

9 The earliest example of such registers in the Ottoman Archives can be found in the Bas Muhase-
be classification, dating to the first half of the eighteenth century; BOA, Bas Muhasebe Kalemi
Defterleri (D.BSM.d.), 41042. Unfortunately, this is an incomplete register and I have not been
able to identify which Janissary orta it belonged to. The earliest entry in it is dated 25 M 1149/5
June 1736 and the latest 1 C 1171/10 Februrary 1758. For the registers recording the monthly
expenditures and incomes of the 44th and 61st béliik ortas, see BOA, Yenigeri Kalemi Defterleri
(D.YNC.d), 34603; 34811; 34954; MAD.d.5130; D.BSM.d.41151; D.PYM.d.35601. The regis-
ters of the 61st boliik have recently been published; A. Giil (ed.) [rad ve Mesarifat Beyan Olunur:
Yeniceri Ocag 61. Béliigiin Gelir-Gider Defterleri (1163-1241/1750-1826) (Istanbul 2023). For
the parts of an account register of the 32nd bdliik, also see BOA, D.YNC.d.34883. This has also
recently been published, with some serious errors; E. Gokge, ‘Bir Yenigeri Ortasinin Giinliik
Masraflart: 32. Ortanin Harcamalar1 Uzerine Bir Degerlendirme’, Osmanli Medeniveti Arastir-
malart Dergisi, 17 (2023), 77-106.

10 Although Kayagaglayan argues that some Janissary orta funds could not meet their own ex-
penditures, she does not produce any evidence for her argument beyond a seventeenth century
document which basically talks about financial difficulties in the general treasury of the Janissary
Corps. N. Y. Kayagaglayan, ‘XVIII. Yiizyihn ilk Yarisinda’, 98, 114.
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responsible for giving basic provisions to mobilised Janissaries. If called up, or-
tas had to pay any other expenditures incurred while campaigning from their orta
funds, through letters of exchange (polige) which were then sent to their barracks in
Istanbul for payment.!!

The war and peacetime operation of a Janissary orfa included many different
expenses, the greatest being the preparation of daily messes. Everyday operation,
maintenance and minor repairs to barracks also drew significant funds, to cover
items such as candles and oil for illumination, the renewal and repair of furniture
and utensils, cleaning and heating expenses, repairs to water and drain pipes, and
other structural repairs carried out on the barracks. Expenditure on animals, tools,
and other equipment used by mobilised members of the orta during wartime was an-
other major cost the orfa fund needed to deal with.!? To do so, each orta fund had to
make yearly profits by money lending. Like other cash waqfs, Janissary orfa chests
issued loans regularly to gain income from the interest they charged.

A senior officer in the orta called the miitevelli'> was in charge of managing the
orta’s cash waqf as a trustee, while other senior officers acted as a board, auditing
the accounts fairly regularly. From the extant registers it appears that the accounts
were checked yearly in most cases, though audits at irregular intervals varying from
12 to 26 months are also recorded.!* At the closure of each accounting period, the
senior officers of the orta would stamp their seals underneath the summary explana-
tion written in the account book. It can be assumed that the miitevelli was responsi-
ble for how the capital of the orta’s cash waqf was invested and run, how funds were
distributed as credits to borrowers, and how the return on those loans was spent on
the orta’s needs. Even though on paper the accounts of Janissary cash waqfs seem
to have been closely audited by the senior officers (also called as the elders) in each
orta, it remains unclear how thorough such supervision was. However, if a Janissary

11 BOA, D.YNC.d.34603: 25, 66, 70; MAD.d.5130: 50.
12 BOA, MAD.d.5130: 45-46.

13 Kavanin-i Yenigeriyan, an important early seveteenth century source for the Janissary Corps,
calls orta funds as diizen ak¢esi. However, Kavanin does not specify who ran the diizen akgesi.
It only uses the plural when talking about lending money from these funds probably referring
to all the senior officers in the orta as a board. It also gives some hints as to the origin of the
Janissary cash waqfs, saying that this money was used for buying pack horses for Janissaries on
campaigns; 1. E. Petrosyan (ed.), Mebde-i kanun-i Yenicheri Odzhagy tarikhi = Istoriia proisk-
hozhdeniia zakonov lanycharskogo korpusa (Moskow 1987), 173, 178-180.

14 While the accounts of the 44th boliik were audited yearly by its senior officers, the senior officers

of the 61st boliik audited the orta fund accounts at irregular intervals, varying from a year to 26
months. BOA, MAD.d.5130; D.YNC.d.34603.
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cash waqf could not make enough profit to meet its yearly expenses and started los-
ing money, it can be assumed that the miitevelli would be held accountable.

Since Janissary orta funds were dependent on the interest from loans for their
income, miitevellis had to make sure that the majority of the capital was distributed
to borrowers. One important source when tracing the loans granted from Janissary
cash waqfs comes in the form of court records, though it should be borne in mind
that many orta fund loans were not formally registered. We can assume that the
registration of such loans in court records was often incidental, concerning some
other matter such as the death of a debtor, inheritance settlement, or a certain type of
dispute. It can likewise be assumed that the orta miitevellis and elders only resorted
to litigation process and courts on certain occasions, such as when internal disputes
over funds arose, or when they were unable to collect a loan granted to a debtor
with strong connections in the capital or provinces.!> Normally speaking, collect-
ing a debt from an ordinary Ottoman subject would not have posed a challenge to
a Janissary orta, which could always resort to threats or use of violence. In fact,
when we look at the profile of the orta funds’ debtors, we see that they usually came
from the lower and middle strata in Ottoman society. Debtors from the middle strata
with powerful connections were not unknown, however, and recovering a debt from
them could prove challenging. If the litigation process did not force a debtor with
such connections to pay his/her delinquent debt, then the orta fund would try to
secure an imperial order to recover its money.

Court records also document individual cases distributed over long periods and
in different locations. Thus, the use of extant registers in the Ottoman archives can
surely fill some gaps in our understanding of Janissary cash waqfs, by providing
us with a large data set at a specific location and time in history, namely Istanbul
prior to the abolition of the Janissary Corps. However, as with any kind of historical
evidence, these registers provide imperfect pictures of historical reality defined by
the individuals who prepared them. One should not assume that the registers include
every transaction conducted by orta miitevellis, who would have wanted to hide
usurious and illicit practices or under-the-table dealings.

15 For the activities of Janissary orta funds in the provinces, see Y. Spyropoulos, ‘Janissary Politics
on the Ottoman Periphery (18th-Early 19th C.)’, in M. Sariyannis (ed.), Political Thought and
Practice in the Ottoman Empire. Halcyon Days in Crete IX: A Symposium Held in Rethymno,
9-11 January 2015 (Rethymno 2019), 449-481. Also see ‘Regimental Waqfs and Janissary Funds
within Local and Transprovincial Settings: The Cases of Istanbul and Vidin, 1720-1826’ by rfan
Kokdas and Yahya Araz in this volume.

16 For a petition by the miitevelli of the 31st boliik asking for state assistance in collecting a loan

given to a local Janissary in Karahisar-1 Sarki, see BOA, Cevdet Askeri (C.AS), 474/19781 (un-
dated).
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Among the extant orta account registers, the one held by the 44th boliik is the
most regularly and thoroughly kept of all, meticulously showing the orta’s expen-
ditures and income for a period of at least six years, from October 1796 to August
1803.17 The expenditures and income of the cash waqf fluctuated from year to year,
and the yearly profits from the issued loans barely met the orta’s expenses. The cash
wagqf seems to have produced an average annual income of 3,500 gurug, whereas the
average yearly expenses stood at around 3,600 gurus.'® While the orta fund seemed
to close this accounting period at a loss, it received some extra revenues and so
closed its accounts with a profit of 519 gurusg.'® Still, this does not alter the fact that
income and expenditures hung in a very delicate balance and that the orta needed
some extra revenues to cover its losses.

A similar case can be observed in the account book of the 32nd boliik, though
its cash wagqf apparently owned less capital than that of the 44th. Unfortunately, we
only have a portion of the book, covering less than a year. From 2 June 1809 to 4
May 1810 the orta’s expenditures reached 1,733 gurus, while its cash waqf gener-
ated 1,831 gurugs in income from loans.?’ Since we do not have the rest of the ac-
count book, it is difficult to ascertain whether the orta’s cash waqf was also walking
a tightrope, like the one operated by the 44th.

The other extant register belonged to the 61st boliik and is mainly an expenditure
book, though it does contain a few odd pages listing some issued loans in a very
untidy manner. Thus, it is only possible to analyse the orta’s expenses for a given
period. In this case the bookkeeping was far from meticulous, and the accounts were
only audited by senior officers at irregular intervals. For the sake of comparison,
from 27 February 1797 to 16 October 1803 the orta spent 7,472 gurus, at a yearly
average of 1,128 gurug.*! Since it is not possible to deduce the yearly income of the
61st boliik’s cash waqf from the available data, we do not know if the yearly interest
from the loans covered the orta’s expenditures.

In the case of the 32nd and 44th béliiks, it is also possible to roughly estimate
the size of loans made in the market by their orta funds. If we consider the legally
approved rate of return (15%) for cash waqfs, their capital in loans can be calculated

17 BOA, MAD.d.5130. During the editing process of the final draft of this article, I discovered in the
Ottoman archives two more account registers belonging to the same orta, BOA, D.YNC.d.34954
and 34881. However, there was not enough time to finish their analysis and incorporate it into the
article.

18 Ibid., 72.

19 As some of this deficit stemmed from mobilisation for the Egypt campaign in 1799, the orta
received a contribution from the state to meet its campaign expenditures; ibid. 72.

20 BOA, D.YNC.d.34883: 10-11.
21 BOA, D.YNC.d.34603: 38-52.
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for the given periods. The cash waqf of the 32nd had around 14,193 gurus in loans
between 2 June 1809 and 4 May 1810, while that of the 44th lent out an average of
23,333 gurus yearly between October 1796 and August 1803. Compared with the
sums that leading private money lenders (sarrafs) of the time dealt in when doing
business with high-ranking state officials and rich merchants, these numbers do not
appear very significant. For example, the total amount of 8.5 million gurus owed
by six high-ranking Ottoman officials to the Jewish financier Sapci Bahor in the
time of Mahmud II surely dwarfed the capital owned by individual orta funds.??
However, when we consider the fact that all Janissary ortas as well as other units in
the Kapikulu Corps owned cash waqfs, their total value becomes a very significant
amount for the economy.?* Even though they may be labelled micro-credit institu-
tions individually, their collective effect on the economy was much greater. We
should also keep in mind that the official financier (Ocak Bazirgani) of the Janissary
Corps was one of the biggest financiers of the Empire and there is a need for detailed
studies on this subject.

For the time being, our inability to locate the account registers of Janissary ortas
in large numbers — if they do exist — prevents us from answering certain questions
about Janissary cash waqfs. To take one example, we do not know what happened
to their capital in the short and long terms. If a waqf made more than enough yearly
profit to meet its expenses, the remainder was then added to the capital; if the op-
posite was the case, then the capital would shrink rather than expand. Only the
account register of the 44th béliik provides a limited picture of its cash waqf in the
short term. From 1796 to 1803, the income generated by the loans it had granted
remained more or less the same, despite some slight fluctuations. From 1804 to
1809, there was a discernible decrease in incomes, with some fluctuations (Table
I). Yet this came hand in hand with a noticeable decrease in expenditures, so annual
income was enough to cover expenses. We do not know for sure if the yearly income
of the 44th boliik continued to decrease after 1809, but from the probate registries
prepared following abolition we can trace several loans belonging to the same or-
ta.** This shows that the cash waqf continued to function until 1826. Still, we are

22 Y. Cezar, ‘The Role of Sarrafs in Ottoman Finance and Economy in the Eighteenth and Nine-
teenth Centuries’, in C. Imber and K. Kiyotaki (eds), Frontiers of Ottoman Studies: State,
Province, and the West, Vol. I (London 2005), 67, 74. For a similar size credit relation between
the governor of Vidin and Cirmen, Cemal Pasha, and his sarraf Hiildaverdioglu at the beginning
of the nineteenth century, see A. Sahiner, ‘The Sarrafs of Istanbul: Financiers of the Empire’,
unpublished M.A. thesis, Bogazi¢i University, 1995, 40.

23 The units in the Armourer Corps (Cebeci Ocagi) also had cash waqfs to finance their yearly ex-
penditures. See BOA, MAD.d.9766: 182, 183, 187, 213, 233-234, 236, 241-242.

24 BOA, MAD.d.9772: 125, 141, 193-194, 198-199; 9776: 185; 8390: 43.
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Period Income Expenditure
4 October 1796-21 October 1797 109,930 125,247
22 October 1797-10 October 1798 118,620 106,112
11 October 1798-30 September 1799 120,123 78,422
1 October 1799-10 September 1800 120,824 186,561
11 September 1800-8 September 1801 114,630 126,953
9 September 1801-29 August 1802 111,979 85,097
30 August 1802-18 August 1803 123,720 97,280
19 August 1803-7 August 1804 117,300 89,600
8 August 1804-27 July 1805 83,124 100,237
28 July 1805-16 July 1806 92,422 77,143
17 July 1806-6 July 1807 76,940 66,523
7 July 1807-24 June 1808 102,720 76,570
25 June 1808-13 June 1809 55,340 81,256

Table I: The expenditure and income of the 44th béliik orta fund in paras
between 4 October 1796 and 13 June 1809 (source: BOA, MAD.d.5130)

forced to admit that such limited data cannot offer a comprehensive answer to the
above-mentioned question.

Although the capital that the orta funds had for lending would have been mod-
erate, it did suffice to finance most local needs. Credit and loans were granted to a
broad spectrum of people, many of whom resorted to small-scale lending. The large
number of small and medium-sized debts owed to the orta funds shows that people
from every walk of life practiced borrowing in late eighteenth- and early nineteenth-
century Istanbul. Following the abolition of the Janissary Corps, when the state
treasury went after the people who owed sums to the orta funds, many of them pre-
sented petitions asking for regulation or relief of their debts. We can access part of
the contents of their petitions from the imperial decisions recorded in the registers.
In some rare cases, petitioners felt the necessity to legitimise why they had resorted
to borrowing money from the accursed Janissary ortas, so it becomes possible to
learn some of the reasons why people of moderate and limited means sought credit
in early nineteenth-century Istanbul.
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From these rare cases, we learn that Istanbul residents borrowed money from
Janissary orta funds for urgent and basic needs such as paying for health treatment,
repairing/expanding a residential house, or buying necessary equipment or com-
modities to run a business/trade.?> Several debtors argued that they had taken out
loans after falling on hard times, without going into specifics.?® Then there are other
individual reasons, such as an imam who took out a loan to repair a mosque, a son
trying to settle his deceased father’s debts, two business partners seeking a loan to
start a new business venture, or a chimney pipe seller needing money to buy a new
shop.?’

In another entry, we learn about the unlucky case of the 59th béliik’s command-
ing officer (¢orbact), who bought his office with loans from various Janissary orta
funds (including that of his own orta) six months before the abolition of the Janis-
sary Corps. To find the 40,000 gurus required to purchase the post of corbact in the
59th, Seyyid Mehmed Agha borrowed 15,000 gurus from the funds of the Ist and
59th béliiks and the 9th cemaat. He obtained the rest from the specific fund of the
Janissary Corps which handled the money belonging to the orphans of deceased
Janissaries. To put it in Seyyid Mehmed’s own words, even before he had laid his
hands on a single gurus from his post’s revenues, the Janissary Corps was abolished,
and he was left with an enormous debt.?

Debtors

Although the registers are very sparing in citing why Istanbul residents took out
loans from Janissary orta funds, there are obvious reasons why debtors’ identities
are relatively easy to uncover, without necessarily learning everything about them.
In many entries, all we have is a name with a very generic title that does not say
much about the debtor. While “Efendi” and “Bey” could signify non-military status,
this is not an absolute given, since we come across Janissary clerks who carried
these titles. “Agha” is also another problematic issue; though some historians tend
to take it as an exclusively military title, there are many instances that cast doubt on
that assumption.

Still, there are many entries that give away debtors’ occupations and social sta-
tus. The lists of people who borrowed money from the orta funds include both

25 BOA, MAD.d.8390: 5; 9772: 94, 172.
26 BOA, MAD.d.9772: 202.

27 1Ibid., 90, 20, 98, 172.

28 Ibid., 159.
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individuals with military titles and others without them, with the former apparently
constituting the majority. Since our analysis depends on the data provided by the ex-
tant registers, there is always a significant margin of error. It is not possible to know
what kind of status (civilians, Janissary affiliates, ¢alik Janissaries) these debtors
without military titles claimed to hold. There is no need to enter into a lengthy
discussion here on the problems associated with individual titles and their use in
the early modern Ottoman Empire — we should simply note that while the analysis
presented in this study is not free of such problems, it still provides an important
contribution to our understanding of the role played by the Janissary ortas in the
trade and credit networks of Istanbul.

Istanbul residents who sought loans from the orta funds included Muslim and
non-Muslim men and women from different socio-economic backgrounds. In all
likelihood, anyone with sufficient financial surety and necessary personal links
could obtain credit from orta funds. It is not surprising, on the other hand, that the
majority of debtors were merchants and artisans engaged in a wide variety of trades.
Among this group, those engaged in the supply, preparation and consumption of
food constitute the majority. Grain and flour merchants, pastry makers/sellers, bak-
ers, olive oil and animal fat traders, greengrocers, grocers, egg sellers, candy mak-
ers, tahini sellers, cooks, and kebab sellers were listed as customers of orta funds
in the registers. Other visible merchant/artisan groups that borrowed money from
the funds included second-hand goods dealers, barbers, and coffechouse owners.
Artisans who manufactured/sold household utensils and tools, textile merchants,
bathhouse owners, and shoemakers were other groups represented in small numbers
in the registers.

It is noteworthy that the majority of debts were owed by individuals, with part-
ners very rarely taking out joint loans from the funds. There are cases in which
several merchants/artisans from the same occupational group and location obtained
credit from the same orta fund, but their debts were recorded individually in the
registers. This probably points to a situation via which one of the merchants/artisans
had ties and access to a specific orta fund and acted as a link for his colleagues to
enter into a credit relationship with it.?° There are also some visible concentrations,
whereby certain orta funds apparently did business with particular groups of mer-
chants/artisans. However, one should note that these entries hint at the existence
of such relations rather than providing definitive evidence of them. One example

29 For several pastry makers (¢orek¢is) who borrowed money from the 25th béliik, see BOA,
MAD.d.8390: 18. For various merchants and artisans from Galata and Tophane districts who
entered into credit relations with the 9th sekban boliik, see ibid., 20. For similar credit relations
between greengrocers from Bayezid neighbourhood and the 32nd béliik; tahini sellers and the 9th
sekban béliik; second-hand good dealers and the 9th sekban boliik, see also ibid., 24, 26, 38.
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is the 64th cemaat fund, which seems to have been the credit source of choice for
the flour merchants of Unkapani.3® This may be related to the 64th cemaat’s strong
presence in the markets of Galata and the Golden Horn. The 64th was not the only
pretender to dominance in this region, but it had a marked presence among the flour
merchants as a creditor. Another interesting case was the orta fund of the 9th sek-
ban béliik, whose borrowers were mainly though not exclusively non-Muslim mer-
chants and artisans, most of whom were Armenian and Greek second-hand goods
dealers at Parmakkap1.3! It is difficult to reveal the origin of such credit relations in
the absence of any other available information; whether it was due to a deliberate
choice made by miitevellis or simply to a snowball effect among merchants remains
unknown at present.

Even though the data set is very small, the presence of the 9th cemaat as a credi-
tor for merchants and artisans in the district between Galata and Tophane is also an
interesting one, since this was an area hotly contested by the 25th béliik, the 64th
and the 71st cemaats.>* It is probably misleading to think of them as having absolute
control over business life in that region, however, as there is a tendency to dramatise
such trends under the influence of primary and secondary sources that exaggerate
mafia-type activities by Janissary ortas.

We should also mention both senior officers and rank-and-file Janissaries who
borrowed money from orta funds. There is some overlap between this group and
the previous one, since some of these Janissaries carried esnaf titles. Although they
tended to borrow money from their own orta’s fund, this was not valid in every
case,?® as we know some soldiers sought and acquired loans from other orta funds.
There were probably many different factors at play here, from the availability of
credit to intra-orta relations or even personal choices.

Apart from merchants, artisans and Janissaries, those entering into credit re-
lations with orta funds included mid- and low-ranking government functionar-
ies, clerks, imams, and Muslim and non-Muslim women. Compared to the former
groups, these categories are represented in very small numbers. In the case of wom-
en debtors, most inherited a deceased or absentee husband’s debt rather than be-
ing direct recipients of loans. However, there were several instances in which both

30 BOA, MAD.d.8390: 12-13.
31 Ibid., 19, 29, 38.
32 See note 29.

33 Mehmed Usta of the 22nd cemaat borrowing from the 69th cemaat orta tund, BOA, MAD.d.8390:
13; Halil Usta of the 43rd bdliik borrowing from the 95th cemaat orta fund, ibid., 22; Mustafa
Agha of the 15th béliik, steward of the barbers, borrowing from the 64th cemaat orta fund, ibid.,
16.
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Muslim and non-Muslim women sought credit from Janissary orta funds.3* In one
case, a certain Rabia Hanim, owner of a bathhouse in the Grand Bazaar, borrowed
a considerable sum of 7,000 gurus from the 25th cemaat fund and mortgaged her
bathhouse in return.?® In contrast, Ayse Hanim from Samatya took out a small loan
of 50 gurus from the 33rd boliik’s fund, most probably for an urgent need.>® Most
importantly, there were three cases in which Muslim women assumed the role of
creditors by extending loans to a Janissary orta fund and Janissary artisans. In the
first case, a creditor named Fatma Hatun gave a loan of 894 gurus to the fund of
the 39th cemaat. As surety for the loan, the fund pawned valuable silver items to
her.>” A woman creditor is an interesting case in itself, but the idea of an orta fund
seeking a loan and literally pawning the orta’s silver is also highly intriguing in the
context of this study. There are two possible explanations here. The simpler and
more obvious one is that the 39th cemaat orta fund had some cash problems and had
to resort to borrowing by pawning valuable items. The second explanation includes
a bit of over-reading and speculation. Could this be a case of craftiness by the 39th
cemaat fund trustee, who was re-pawning items already pledged to the orta fund by
debtors? Such a move could only be meaningful if the trustee could run the loan at
a higher rate of return. This might not be far-fetched speculation, considering how
some wagqf trustees exploited rate differences by simply borrowing waqf capital at a
lower rate of return and lending it to sarrafs at a higher one.

There is another entry in the register for a Fatma Hatun who was lending money
to the boatmen in the Samatya district, though whether this is the same creditor
mentioned above is impossible to tell in the absence of more information. As Sul-
tan Mahmud II’s government exiled the majority of the boatmen affiliated with the
Janissaries and confiscated their boats after the abolition of the Janissary Corps,
Fatma Hatun presented several petitions to demand settlement of her loans from the
money acquired from their auction by the state.?® In a third case, we come across a
certain Ayse Hatun, who also lent money to boatmen in Samatya. %

There was one further way for women to be a part of credit transactions with
Janissary orta funds, albeit indirectly. When people needed to show collateral to
take out loans from Janissary orta funds, the most commonly pawned items were

34 BOA, MAD.d.9776: 175; 9772: 137, 378; 8390: 15, 22.
35 MAD.d.9772: 378.

36 MAD.d.8390: 14

37 MAD.d.9776: 264.

38 Cizakea, ‘Cash Waqfs of Bursa, 1555-1823;, 333-348.
39 MAD.d.9776: 267, 269.

40 1Ibid., 233.
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jewels probably belonging to female members of their families. Jewels and other
precious stones were often the first items to be sacrificed in emergencies, and credit
transactions became possible thanks to these valuables.

Collaterals and pawning

In the majority of cases, borrowers had to show some kind of collateral to obtain a
loan from a Janissary orta fund. At least on paper, the money-lending activities of
these funds reveal some level of professionalism. The documentary evidence shows
that muitevellis took few financial risks when granting loans. The most common
practice among borrowers was either to pawn valuable items or to mortgage their
real estate when seeking money from the funds. In addition to the jewels and pre-
cious stones mentioned above, other objects regularly pawned included weapons,
gold coins, and valuable textiles.

Following the abolition of the Janissary Corps, when debtors demanded these
valuables back on condition that they repaid their debts to the Treasury, most of
them received a negative answer, since the majority of pledges had either been burnt
or lost during the destruction of the Janissary barracks at Yeni Odalar. Since these
were bey ‘ bi’[-vefa transactions, the state was bound to compensate the value of the
lost items if the debtor had already repaid his/her debt to the Treasury.*! When deal-
ing with those in arrears, the Treasury simply erased their debts to compensate for
the missing objects. In most of these instances the debtors were able to prove their
cases as they had temessiiks, simply signed tickets issued by the orta funds declaring
the amount loaned and items pawned in return.

Apart from valuable items, esames (Janissary pay tickets) were used as collat-
eral by borrowers, and often appear as pledges in the registers. As more and more
civilians acquired pay tickets as revenue-generating investments in the Ottoman
Empire, it was common to see civilians going into the Janissary barracks to collect
three-monthly Janissary salaries in Istanbul. For many, this also provided a way of
establishing some kind of connection with the Janissary ortas and their administra-
tive personnel. As observed from the Janissary muhallefat registers, such connec-
tions could easily turn into credit relations, as esames were perfect collateral. In
most cases where borrowers pawned pay tickets to a Janissary orta fund in return
for a loan, those tickets came from the same orta. This shows that having an esame

41 TDVIA, s.v., ‘Bey’ bi’l-vefa’ (A. Bayindir), 20-22. Also see S. Kaya, ‘XVIIL Yiizy1l Osmanli
Toplumunda Kredi liskilerinin Hukuki Boyutw’, Tiirk Hukuk Tarihi Arastirmalari, 3 (2007),
23-26.
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from a given orta was a good way of establishing a credit link with its fund. Since
pay tickets were bought and sold as bonds in the market, some people accumulated
large numbers of them in the process. As a recent study has shown, their value was
calculated for each daily akg¢e they brought in as salary. Between the second half of
the eighteenth and early nineteenth centuries, the average market value of a daily
salary of 1 ak¢e was 10 gurus, notwithstanding fluctuations.*? To give an example,
if you had an esame worth a daily salary of 10 ak¢es, you could sell it in the market
for 100 gurus or more, depending on the circumstances.

Although one might expect similar calculations when esames were pawned
to orta funds, we find a completely different picture, as nearly all loan contracts
came with their own unique conditions. We have some cases in which the borrower
pawned pay tickets for less than loans, whereas in others they did so at much higher
values than the sum they received. Some of these differences can be explained in
terms of stipulations in rehin transactions*?, such as who collected the salary while
the esames were pawned. In many cases there were also more factors at play than
a simple matter of technicalities. Some were probably related to the conditions of
the loan contracts, which register entries are silent on, but we can still speculate that
there were other economic and social considerations affecting the contracts. Social
status, credibility in society, family and business networks, and being from the same
region and background were very likely to have been such factors.

In the aftermath of the Janissary Corp’s abolition, pawned esames became a fre-
quent subject of petitions made by debtors to the state. While some of them agreed
to forfeit their esames in return for erasure of their debts, others asked for them
back on condition that they repaid outstanding amounts to the Treasury.* As Sultan
Mahmud II’s administration was trying to get rid of the esames in circulation, it

42 . Kokdas, ‘Istanbul Esame Piyasas1 Uzerine Notlar (1750-1826)" in A. Yildiz, Y. Spyropoulos
and M. M. Sunar (eds), Payitaht Yenicerileri: Padisahin Asi Kullari, 1700, 1826 (Istanbul 2022),
189.

43 TDVIA, s.v., ‘Rehin’ (H. Calis and H. Hacak), 538-542. See also Kaya, ‘XVIII. Yiizy1l Osmanli
Toplumunda Kredi iliskilerinin Hukuki Boyutu’, 27-32.

44 When Sultan Mahmud II’s government reintroduced military reforms in the guise of Eskinci
regulations in 1826, rumours of a secret government plan to invalidate Janissary esames began
to circulate in public places in Istanbul. Since a considerable number of Istanbul residents held
esames and collected three-monthly salaries, this was very effective propaganda in turning them
against the government. However, to counter this disinformation, Sultan Mahmud II’s govern-
ment issued an imperial order and had it read in mosques, declaring the government’s committ-
ment to honour esame payments as long as their holders were alive. Mehmed Esad Efendi, Uss-i
Zafer (Istanbul 1293/1876), 66-67. The esame holder debtors of the Janissary funds attempted to
utilise this official promise in their petitions.
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refused the latter demands and destroyed pawned esames in return for erasing
debts.®> Many debtors also used the esames in their possession in order to clear
their debts. In this process, the state defined a fixed price for the value of esames, at
exactly the average market price; 10 gurus for each akge of daily salary. A number
of these petitions filed by former Janissaries make us question conventional im-
ages of how the abolition of the Janissary Corps proceeded. Some petitioners were
comfortable enough to ask the state to forgive their debts, while others entered into
negotiations to claim a portion of their esames back, when they were worth more
than the debts owed to Janissary funds. These petitions draw a completely different
picture from those generally found in the literature, portraying an atmosphere of
terror in which Sultan Mahmud II’s government relentlessly hunted down former
Janissaries after the abolition of the corps.“® However, as some recent studies have
clearly showed, Sultan Mahmud II’s government took a very pragmatic approach to
the issue of Janissary esames in order to win over public opinion in Istanbul. It also
tried to remain on good terms with provincial Janissaries who did not challenge the
sultan’s governance. In many provincial centres, former Janissaries were silently
incorporated into the new army and new order.”

Gedik licenses were also used as collateral in credit transactions with Janissary
orta funds, though to a lesser degree. Unlike esames, gediks were not pawned, but
were subject to a different kind of credit transaction, known as ferag bi’l-istiglal.

45 Even though Sultan Mahmud II was forced to make an official promise to honour existing esa-
mes, he and his administration were quite reluctant to carry it out following the abolition of the
Janissary Corps. As in this case, they utilised every opportunity and informal means to get rid
of the esames. Holders who went to government offices to validate their esames usually met
with the threatening attitudes of clerks who had obviously been ordered to reduce the number
and amount of pay tickets. Thus, holders exited the government offices with their esames vali-
dated but sometimes reduced by 1/3 or 2/3 in value and amount. Mehmed Esad Efendi, Vak a-
niivis Es’ad Efendi Tarihi, Bahir Efendi nin Zeyl ve Ilaveleriyle, ed. Z. Y1lmazer (Istanbul 2000),
775-776. Howard Reed also relayed that it was the new Serasker (Commander-in-chief) of the
Asakir-i Mansure army, the former Janissary Hiiseyin Agha Pasha, who personally scrutinised
esames presented for validation. Reed argued that this further discouraged former Janissary and
civilian holders from collecting legal income which Mahmud II’s government had guaranteed.
H. A. Reed, ‘The Destruction of the Janissaries by Mahmud II in June, 1826, unpublished Ph.D.
dissertation, Princeton University, 1951, 336. However, it would have been impossible for the
new Commander-in-chief to examine all esames in person. Such examinations probably took
place on an ad hoc basis, and were surely part of the government’s scare tactics.

46 BOA, MAD.d.9776: 188, 209, 226, 228; 9772: 205.

47 Y. Spyropoulos, ‘Kowvmvikn, S101knTiKY, OIKOVOMIKY Kot TOMTIKY S1A0TACT TOL 00@uUaVIKOD
oTpatov: ot yevitoapot g Kpnng, 1750-1826° [Social, Administrative, Economic and Political
Dimensions of the Ottoman Army: The Janissaries of Crete, 1750-1826], unpublished Ph.D.
dissertation, University of Crete, 2014, 358-363.
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Since debtors who showed gediks as collateral also had the right to rent them back,
and Islamic legal principles made it impossible for creditors to acquire permanent
usufruct of such collateral even if the debtor defaulted on his debt or died with heirs,
they were probably not very popular items for Janissary orta funds to accept as sure-
ties.®® However, in practice things could be quite different and more flexible than the
principles applied by the book.

One particular example shows the complications related to such collaterals. A
box seller named Ahmed obtained 2,000 gurug in credit from the 59th béliik fund by
showing his shop’s gedik as surety (ferag suretiyle istiglal), and promptly vanished
for three years without paying the interest on his loan. The trustee of the 59th boliik’s
fund then sold the gedik to someone else, by going to court, declaring Ahmed de-
ceased and having a hiiccet issued for the sale. As there was nobody around to claim
his gedik at that time, the case would have been closed if the clerk of the 59th béliik
had not forgotten to erase Ahmed’s name from the list of debtors. Following the
abolition of the Janissary Corps, the Treasury clerks discovered Ahmed’s debt in
the register of the 59th boliik. They also found out that he had a mother in Istanbul.
When they demanded his debt from her, the story took a different turn. The mother
petitioned the Treasury, saying that Ahmed was not dead, he had just migrated from
Istanbul to a different city, and that even if he had passed away, as the trustee of the
59th béliik claimed, he still had relatives who would be his inheritors, so his gedik
should not have been sold without their consent. Finally, the administration found a
quick solution by clearing Ahmed’s debt. It is not clear whether the Treasury gave
his mother the chance to reclaim the gedik by paying back the amount owed. But
since the gedik had already been sold to someone else, it is highly probable that the
Treasury resorted to a fait accompli, so as to avoid further complicating the matter.
In any event, this case once again reminds us that not everything went by the book
in real life.

A considerable number of gediks belonging to Janissary funds throughout Istan-
bul are also listed in the extant muhallefat registers.* Given the incomplete nature
of our data, this likely represents only a portion of the actual total. The Treasury
clearly did not consider these gediks as part of loan transactions involving orta
funds, but rather as their property. How the funds acquired these gediks is a perti-
nent question. One avenue for the acquisition was through endowments: Janissaries

48 TDVIA, s.v., ‘Ferag’ (Ali Bardakoglu), 351-354. One should also consider that real life applicati-
on of such rules did not always go by the book, and that there were many cases in which gediks
and properties of delinquent debtors were sold without their consent.

49 For the list of gediks, see M. M. Sunar, ‘Cauldron of dissent: A study of the Janissary Corps,
1807-1826’, unpublished Ph.D. dissertation, Binghamton University-SUNY, 2006, 224.
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could bequeath their wealth or properties to their ortas. Even in the case of having
legitimate heirs, a Janissary could still leave one third of his wealth/property to his
orta by preparing a will. It is plausible that some gediks ended up in funds through
this route.

How these gediks were used by orta funds is also unclear. At the time the Janis-
sary Corps was abolished, were these properties long-held possessions rented out to
tenants, or were they recently acquired gediks in the process of being sold? Given
that orta funds also owned a considerable number of residential houses generating
monthly rents, the former option seems more probable. While finding immediate
buyers for residential houses in early nineteenth-century Istanbul might not have
been easy, the same may not have applied to gediks. Therefore, it is likely that this
was a deliberate choice, and that orta trustees preferred the steady income from
rental houses and gediks for their funds as a form of diversification.

Like gediks, the circumstances under which residential houses came into the
possession of orta funds are not entirely clear. In the muhallefat registers, there are
instances where debtors pledged their homes as collateral in bey* bi’l-istiglal credit
transactions.>® However, much like ferag bi l-istiglal transactions, transferring these
houses to orta funds in the event of defaulted debt was rather difficult, though not
impossible.>! The sole legal method of transferring such collateral to an orta fund
required the debtor’s consent to sell the property to settle the outstanding amount.

Donations by well-to-do Janissaries also emerge as a probable means for orta
funds to acquire these houses, akin to gediks.>? It was not uncommon for wealthy
Janissaries to bequeath a sum of cash or real estate rents to their own orta funds to
meet certain needs of their comrades. Inheriting properties from Janissaries who had
died without an heir was another way for funds to acquire real estate, even though
there was always the chance that powerful actors would interfere to acquire houses.
This suggests that donations and inheritance were other possible routes for orta
funds to obtain such residential properties.

The issue of delinquent debt is significant in the case of Janissary orta funds.
What would happen if a borrower decided to default on their debt to a fund? Ac-
cording to Islamic practice, as long as the debtor paid their interest regularly, the

50 To give one example; “Izmaragda nam Nasraniyyenin takdim eyledigi bir kita arz-1 hal mefhu-
munda 37 cemaatin miyanesi malindan olmak iizere istikraz etmis oldugu 3.000 gurusa mukabil
Der Aliyyede Hekim Ali Pasa Cami serifi civarinda Yeni Mahallede ber vech-i miilkiyye tasarruf
oldugu bir bab menzili ba hiiccet-i seriyye rehin ve istiglal etmis...” BOA, MAD.d.9776: 175.

51 Bayindir, ‘Bey’ bi’l-vefa’, 20.
52 Several examples show that it was common practice in the eighteenth century for former well-to-

do Janissaries to bequeath money or real estate rents to their orta funds. Kayagaglayan, ‘XVIII.
Yiizyiln ik Yarisinda®, 109-111.



82 THE JANISSARIES: SOCIO-POLITICAL AND ECONOMIC ACTORS IN THE OTTOMAN EMPIRE

loan would be renewed under the same terms at the end of each year. One notable
example is that of Yagc1 (Cooking oil merchant) Mustafa, who diligently paid the
interest on his loan for four years, so the orfa fund continued to renew his loan>?
However, in the case of unpaid interest, it is unclear at what point a debt was con-
sidered defaulted. While there are numerous loans with additions of devr-i ser i or
glizeste to the capital in the muhallefat registers, these additions typically represent
unpaid interest of one to two years. An exceptional case is that of Elhac Mehmed
Said, who borrowed 2,000 gurus from the fund of the 48th béliik. He had accumu-
lated 2,450 gurus in unpaid interest (giizeste) when the Treasury requested payment
of his debt after the abolition of the Janissary Corps. Calculating the yearly interest
on his debt at the maximum rate (15%), it becomes evident that his delinquency had
lasted more than 8 years.>* Even though it was prohibited by Islamic law, there is
also the possibility that compound interest was being charged, which would con-
siderably decrease the duration of delinquency in this case. However, this is mere
speculation since there is no indication in the register that such a practice existed.

Given the scarcity of long-term delinquent debts in the Janissary muhallefat
registers examined in this study, several interpretations arise. One could posit that
Janissary orta funds were notably successful in their credit transactions, facilitated
by their robust surety mechanisms and the socio-political power they wielded as a
privileged military group. Alternatively, it is plausible that the examples preserved
in the muhallefat registers represent cases that were meticulously conducted and
recorded, making them easier for the Treasury to reclaim in the aftermath of the
Auspicious Event.

Loans

Some scholars have argued that groups enjoying legal protection and political influ-
ence held advantageous positions in financial matters within the Ottoman legal sys-
tem.> Could similar circumstances have applied to the Janissaries, and particularly
to Janissary orta funds, in their credit transactions? Considering their socio-political

53 BOA, MAD.d.9772: 190.

54 Ibid., 233. Since the register does not give any information on the interest rate, if we calculate it
at 12%, his delinquency lasted more than 10 years. Even though it was prohibited by Islamic law,
there is also the chance that compound interest was involved in this calculation, which would
make the deliquency less than 8 years. However, there is no way of ascertaining that from the
registers, and clerks and miitevellis would surely have hidden it even if it were the case.

55 T. Kuran and J. Rubin, ‘The Financial Power of the Powerless: Socio-economic Status and Inte-
rest Rates Under Partial Rule of Law’, The Economic Journal, 128/609 (2018), 759-761.
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backing and propensity to resort to violence, one might speculate that Janissary
orta funds were sufficiently confident their loans would be repaid. However, such
assumptions may well oversimplify the intricate web of social and political factors
at play in the Ottoman context. To fully understand the dynamics of Janissary orta
funds’ credit transactions, one must consider the multitude of social, economic, and
political influences shaping their operations, beyond mere assumptions of confi-
dence in repayment.

We must consider the possibility that the credit transactions recorded in the mu-
hallefat registers represent relatively straightforward cases, which Treasury clerks
could track and reclaim amidst the chaotic environment following June 15, 1826. It
should be noted once again that the data used in this study is incomplete. Only 85
of the 196 Janissary ortas were mentioned in the extant muhallefat registers listing
loans from orta funds. There is no information available on the remaining 112 orta
funds. The uneven representation of the 85 ortas recorded in the registers suggests
that there were additional ledgers documenting the probate inventories of the Janis-
sary Corps.5¢ It would be overly simplistic to assume that all registers of Janissary
orta funds were meticulously maintained without any irregularities, such as infor-
mal or unrecorded credit transactions, and manipulation of figures. However, only
a more detailed examination of court records could offer insights into the efficiency
of Janissary orta funds in collecting and reclaiming loans, as well as any problem-
atic credit transactions. By examining whether there were numerous cases of Janis-
sary orta funds suing reluctant borrowers or of senior officers in ortas filing cases
of abuse and embezzlement against miitevellis in the court records, we may gain
some answers to the questions above. Similarly, an absence or scarcity of such cases
would be also quite telling of the orta funds’ success rate in collecting their loans.

The Janissary orta funds appear to adhere to the interest rate ceiling (15%) es-
tablished for cash waqfs by the Ottoman central authority. None of the entries in the
Janissary muhallefat registers explicitly outlines the rate of return on loans. How-
ever, when a debtor fails to pay the interest on their loan for one year or more, this
amount (known as devr-i ser i or giizeste) is also recorded alongside their debt in the
registers. The entries only specify the duration of unpaid interest when it exceeds
one year. If the duration is only one year, the unpaid interest is simply designated as

56 Ifthe chest of a Janissary orta containing registers, documents, and pawned items had been burnt
in the Janissary barracks and its clerk and miitevelli had been killed or gone into hiding during the
Auspicious Event, Sultan Mahmud II’s government had no way of tracking down its loans. I have
not been able to find any evidence on the existence or number of such instances in the archives so
far. Considering the fact that the Yeni Odalar hosted the barracks of 170 Janissary ortas, it would
have been impossible to save all the registers and orta chests from the fire, which was started by
bombardment and arson. Thus, it is highly likely that such events did occur.
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gizeste or devr-i ser i without further detail. In cases where it is possible to calculate
the rate of return from unpaid interest, the yearly interest rate is either 12 or 15%.
The distinction between the application of these rates is not clear. Both 12 and 15%
loans exhibit similar characteristics in terms of the collateral provided as sureties,
and there are no attributes setting them apart in the titles used by debtors. Therefore,
it is impossible to pinpoint the factors behind the difference in interest rates.

In common with the difference in applied interest rates, lending conditions also
exhibit substantial variations. While some borrowers received loans on favourable
terms, others were required to accept harsher conditions to qualify for their loans. In
some cases, they provided collateral of less monetary value than the amount loaned,
whereas in others the opposite was true. As the entries do not specify the duration
of loans, it is not possible to know whether this was related to the borrowing period.

While it is natural to give priority to financial calculations when trying to get a
grasp on the credit relations of Janissary orta funds, this is not enough in itself to
understand the whole process. Without taking into account the social and cultural
background within which these credit relations were established and conducted, our
historical interpretation would be reductionist at best. In a social and cultural milieu
where factors such as social hierarchies, kin networks, guild structures, and fellow-
townsmenship played significant roles in interpersonal relations, credit contracts
could also be easily affected by such criteria. Such factors could similarly be effec-
tive and coercive in dispute settlement and resolution in credit relations.

Even though the Janissary Corps provided an institutional umbrella under which
all Janissary orta funds functioned, they formed part of a traditional economy where
personal relations and networks were influential in credit transactions. Despite the
collective managerial supervision of funds by all the senior officers in each orta,
the board of elders was probably more interested in the end result than in checking
every individual loan given by miitevellis. Their interference was no doubt limited
to the cases where irregularities in an orta fund became too visible, or when they
acted as intermediaries for loans granted to the people in their personal networks.

As mentioned above, having an esame or esames from an orta was a very ef-
fective means of acquiring a loan from an its fund. Similarly, personal networks
through family or business relations must also have been very important in gaining
access to Janissary orta funds. Having personal, business, or family relations with
a Janissary who was influential in his orta could easily open doors for credit from
the relevant fund. Having a relatively higher status in society or holding a govern-
ment office could also provide some leverage in getting credit more easily and under
more favourable terms.

One’s trustworthiness or good reputation within the community could also play
a role in securing a loan, even though these may seem abstractions without much
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intrinsic value. However, the link between social and material ‘credit’ may have
been much closer than one tends to think in the context of a pre-modern society.
Such social credit was acquired and maintained through one’s relations with rela-
tives, friends and neighbours, and the colleagues with whom one habitually dealt. In
many cases, debtors pawned valuable items or esames of more or less the same mar-
ket value as the amount of loans. These credit transactions show characteristics pe-
culiar to impersonal credit markets, in which the miitevellis of orta funds seemed to
be more concerned with borrowers’ assets than their reputation or trustworthiness.
However, there are also numerous cases at opposite ends of this median, in which
debtors either provided collateral worth far more or far less than original loans.
Moreover, there is one more category that includes credit transactions in which
debtors did not seem to show any collateral.

As we do not have the original contracts and are dependent on how much data
the clerks of muhallefat registers chose to include in their entries, some of the cases
in which debtors did not provide any collateral could include someone standing
surety for loans. Since debtors did not renege on their loans, clerks probably saw no
need to include any information on surety. Still, we cannot account for cases that in-
cluded collateral of a much lower or higher value than loans with clerical omissions.
For example, Salih, a box seller, not only pawned his esames at an average market
value of 1,170 gurug, but also the title deed and gedik license of his shop for a 400
gurug loan from the 49th boliik.> In another instance, Selim from Kayseri took out a
1,000 gurus loan from the 67th cemaat by pawning two esame tickets with an aver-
age market value of 3,000 gurus.>®

In some instance, the opposite of the above is true: debtors apparently provided
collateral worth less than loans. Take, for example, the case of Nalgaci (heel iron
maker/seller) Hasan, who pawned esames worth 800 gurugs for a 1,000 gurus loan
from the 64th cemaat, or that of Mehmed Aziz Efendi, a clerk, who pawned an esa-
me with an average market value of 460 gurug for a 600 gurus loan. How did these
debtors acquire loans despite showing collateral valued at less than the capital? A
seventeenth-century credit transaction provides a clue as to how the debtors resorted
to different methods of surety in a single transaction. To take out a 1,750 gurus loan
from the 10th béliik fund, a certain Hiiseyin Agha not only pawned numerous valu-
ables, but also brought a co-signer who guaranteed that if the items did not cover
the loan in the event that Hiiseyin Agha reneged on his debt, he would make up the
difference to the orta fund.>® As the entries in Janissary muhallefat registers were

57 BOA, MAD.d.9776: 174.
58 Ibid., 159.
59 Kayacaglayan, ‘XVIIL. Yiizyihn ilk Yarisinda’, 114-115.
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succinct and debtors agreed to settle their debts to the Treasury in all cases, includ-
ing collateral worth less than loans, the clerks probably did not feel the need to
mention co-signers. Another possible explanation is related to the salary payments
of esames and the question of who collected salaries while pay tickets were pawned.
In the case of Nalcacit Hasan, for example, if the remaining 200 gurus surety were
collected in the form of salary payments by the 64th cemaat, this could explain the
lower value of pawned esames vis-a-vis the size of the loan.

It is more difficult to account for cases involving collateral at a higher value
than loans. If we try to explain these cases in terms of loan duration, we end up
with unreasonably long terms. As the entries did not give any information on the
borrowing periods, we can only attempt to deduce it from the yearly interest and
the difference between the loan’s capital and the value of the collateral. To give one
example among many, coffeechouse owner Civelek Ismail Cavus had to pawn his
esames, bringing in a daily sum of 160 ak¢es from the 75th cemaat and 60 akges
from the 43rd boliik respectively, for a 500 gurus loan from the 75th cemaat.®® The
average market price for a 1 akge daily esame was 10 gurus, making his esame
tickets for 220 akges daily worth 2,200 gurus. Calculated from the maximum yearly
interest rate of 15%, the yearly interest on 500 gurus was 75 gurus. If we divide the
difference between the loan’s capital and collateral (1,700 gurus) to 75 gurus, the
collateral would have covered yearly interest of 500 gurug for 22.6 years. Even if we
assume that Civelek Ismail Cavus was paying his loan from his pay ticket from the
43rd boliik worth 60 akges per day, while regularly collecting his esame worth 160
akges from the 75th cemaat even though it was pawned, this still does not explain
why he had to pawn esames worth 2,200 gurus for a 500 gurugs loan.

In the absence of solid evidence, we can tentatively argue that such discrepancies
had much to do with the social factors and different background stories behind each
credit transaction. If one went through proper networks and connections and had a
good reputation and standing, the likelihood of securing a loan from a Janissary orta
on favourable terms was probably very high. If the opposite was the case, it would
similarly become difficult to acquire a loan on good terms. Take, for example, the
case of a senior officer in the 59th bdliik at the rank of odabasi, who had to pawn his
esame of 38 akces for a loan of 250 gurus from his orta fund.®! At face value, we
could argue that this was a sign of an impersonal credit market with proper rules and
without any exceptions, since a senior officer had to go through the proper channels
and show collateral to get a loan from his orfa fund. However, when one consid-
ers numerous examples bearing the characteristics of a personal credit market, it

60 BOA, MAD.d.9776: 158.
61 Ibid., 209.
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is possible to interpret the odabasi’s case very differently. The reason behind the
proper application of rules to the odabasi of the 59th might be related to his lack of
influence in the orta, or control of the orta fund by his rivals. Yet this is still in the
realm of speculation or pure guesswork, without any proper evidence.

A similar situation applies to the rate of returns on loans. Cash waqfs charged
lower interest than non-waqf lenders, since they could not go above the legally per-
missible rate ceiling (15%) for cash waqfs. A close look at the Janissary muhallefat
registers shows that the loans given by orta funds bore either 12 or 15% yearly
interest. There is no clear indication of what factors were influential in deciding the
annual rates for loans. Veli Usta, who worked as a caulker in Uskiidar, borrowed
500 gurus from the 25th béliik at a rate of 12%, whereas Muytab Ismail, who made
ropes from animal hairs, borrowed the same amount from the 17th cemaat at 15%.6?
As the durations were the same for both loans and no distinguishing features can be
derived from the succinct entries in the muhallefat registers, it is not possible to dis-
cover the reason behind the 3% difference. There are numerous examples showing
comparable differences in interest rates on loans given to debtors from orta funds.
As with other terms and conditions, social factors such as familial, regional, and oc-
cupational networks, social and negotiating skills, social status, and other informal
parameters probably played a role in setting the interest rates on loans from orta
funds.

Our data shows that like other cash waqfs, Janissary orta funds issued loans at
lower interest than the average market rates.®> One may wonder whether this made
them more popular among lower and middle-strata Istanbul residents in need of
credit. As Janissary regiments were dependent on their cash waqfs to meet their ex-
penditures, and maintained themselves mainly by money lending, orta funds had to
issue loans regularly. It is interesting to see how the Ottoman state used or allowed
cash wagqfs to finance certain expenditures by its military institutions. Moving on
from this, how did the Istanbul public perceive the Janissary orfas’ role in the credit
market? Did it make them unpopular as ruthless moneylenders or were they seen
as providing a vital service for Istanbul residents in need of loans on more advanta-
geous terms?

The large number of mid-sized loans issued by Janissary orta funds make it clear
that they acted as small-scale credit institutions that were popular among artisans,

62 BOA, MAD.d.8390: 13; 9772: 190.

63 For average market interest rates, see H. inalcik, ‘Capital Formation in the Ottoman Empire’,
The Journal of Economic History , 29/1 (1969), 139; K. Jenkins, ‘Loans and Credit in Early 17th
Century Ottoman Judicial Records: The Sharia Court of Anatolian Kayseri’, JESHO, 16/2-3
(1973), 184; Kuran and Rubin, ‘The Financial Power of the Powerless’, 760, 772, 777.
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small merchants, and Istanbul residents of modest means. Even though there were
also what one might term ‘petty debts’ among the loans given by Janissary orta
funds, their numbers were insignificant. One can assume these credit relations
served a similar function to esame relations, in which civilians collected Janissary
salaries from barracks, deepening the connections between Istanbul residents and
the corps. Miitevellis who served as trustees of orta funds had closer ties to Istan-
bul’s guilds, artisans, and merchants because of their role in providing credit. There
was no indication that the role of Janissary orta funds was negatively perceived by
the public; I am not aware of any such references in official documents or popular
culture. Another proof is the lack of such references in Es’ad Efendi’s Uss-i Zafer.
If there were such a perception among the Ottoman public, the Uss-i Zafer would
surely have brought up the issue and utilised it to its full potential against Janis-
saries, considering it did not miss the chance to exploit even the smallest market
infraction by Janissary esnafin early nineteenth century Istanbul. Janissaries would
surely have appeared as ruthless usurers in the text, in addition to all of the other
transgressions which Es’ad scrupulously emphasises in his overblown style.

Janissary orta funds undoubtedly functioned with the specific aim of making
profits to cover their regimental expenses. Their trustees, miitevellis, were respon-
sible for the preservation and augmentation of waqf funds. Neither miitevellis nor
Janissary orta funds were benevolent or charitable in their credit dealings. Still,
rather than attracting criticism from the public, the funds can be seen as providing a
much-needed service for society, at lower interest rates than the average real interest
rate in the market. Thus, the Ottoman public probably looked on them in the way
they viewed other cash wagqfs that functioned similarly in the Ottoman lands. One
can assume that the credit relations offered by Janissary orta funds constituted just
another thread in the complicated social, economic, and political networks that tied
the Janissary Corps to Ottoman society.

Conclusion

As stated at the outset, this study only presents some preliminary findings on Janis-
sary orta funds, posing more questions than it answers. Moreover, some of the an-
swers or arguments advanced in the study remain speculative at best, in light of the
extant data provided by the Janissary muhallefat registers. In terms of the sources
used, this paper has presented an imperfect and incomplete picture of Janissary orta
funds. The data set we have drawn on has only answered certain questions, while
leaving many unasked and unanswered questions. Since other sources such as court
records are not used here, certain aspects and mechanisms of Janissary orta funds
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remain unsolved. Yet this does not alter the fact that the Janissary muhallefat regis-
ters provide invaluable data on the workings of orta funds. As the loans they granted
were merely incidentally entered in court records, often only in relation to some
other business — the death of a debtor or an inheritance settlement — many instances
of them went unrecorded. Janissary muhallefat registers fill this gap by giving us a
chance to look at a segment of these loans collectively in the first half of the 1820s.

The muhallefat registers also show how deeply the Janissary Corps and its
members penetrated the economic and social life of Istanbul. When senior officers
were trying to recruit civilian bystanders to join the fight against sekbans during the
Alemdar Incident by calling them by name and reminding them how they came to
their orta barracks to collect salaries with the esames,* they were tapping the very
same sociopolitical networks which made the Janissary Corps resilient against nu-
merous reform attempts by the Ottoman political elite. Although one should be cau-
tious as regards earlier studies claiming that Janissary orfa funds acted as provident
funds, it is clear that they did provide a crucial financial service to a broad spectrum
of people, many of whom needed to resort to small-scale lending at more favourable
interest rates.

Orta funds may not have been large enough to make a major impact on the eco-
nomic life of Istanbul individually, but the total amount of their collective capital
alongside that of the official financier of the Janissary Corps would have made the
Janissary Corps one of the biggest credit institutions in the Ottoman Empire. That
said, the amount of capital raised by the confiscation of Janissary funds and real
estate following the abolition was not very impressive. As outlined at the beginning
of the paper, there were several factors impeding the government’s efforts to collect
debts owed to Janissary orta funds. The burning down of the main Janissary bar-
racks at Yeni Odalar resulted in the loss of most of the orta chests that contained
account registers and pawned items. It is also unclear how many of the orta fund
trustees and clerks were killed or went into hiding after the debacle of June 15th,
1826. If the chest of an orta was destroyed and its trustee and clerk perished or
ran away, there was little chance of recovering its debts. Even if the trustees and
clerks survived these events and were questioned by government agents, there was
also the problem of memorising and listing all the debts correctly in the absence of
registers.

64 Cabi Omer Efendi, Cdbi Tarihi, Vol. 1, ed. M. A. Beyhan (Ankara 2003), 284.

65 For example, when the clerks of the Treasury demanded the repayment of a loan of 3,300 gurus
from the orta fund of the 28th boliik to Sekerci (Candy maker/seller) Hasan, the debtor claimed
that he had already repaid the sum in full to the 28th béliik orta fund. When the clerks rechecked
the records, it became clear that all the documents relating to the orta fund of the 28th béliik
had been burnt in the Janissary barracks, and that it was the trustee (miitevelli) and the clerk of
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As stated in this paper, fewer than half of the 196 Janissary ortas were represent-
ed in the extant probate registers. There may well have been more probate registers
related to Janissary orfa funds and real estate which have not survived to this day.
Another explanation for this uneven representation might be related to the size and
success of Janissary orta funds. There were probably Janissary ortas that possessed
funds with insignificant amounts of capital, as the result of factors such as their per-
sonnel size (e.g. in the case of sekban boliiks) or unsuccessful management of their
cash waqfs. We should also keep in mind that there were also Janissary orta funds
in the provinces which were very active in the provincial economy. Even though
there are some entries on cash obtained from auctioning Janissary properties in the
provinces, no specific or detailed entries on provincial orta funds in the registers
were used in this study.

This study presents an imperfect and incomplete picture of Janissary orta funds
and their credit relations. The data set used here has only answered certain ques-
tions, while leaving many others unanswered or even unasked. There are still many
gaps in our understanding of Janissary orta funds, which can only be filled by more
detailed studies in terms of sources used and periods covered.

the orta who had informed the authorities of the loans. It also turned out that the loan had been
recorded twice in a clerical error; BOA, MAD.d.9772: 21.



HOW THE OTTOMAN
MILITARY-ADMINISTRATIVE CLASS
CONSTITUTED ITSELF AS ALOCAL POWER
THROUGH WAQEFS

A STUDY OF THE EARLY WAQF DEEDS OF CRETE

Kayhan OrBAy and Ramazan PANTIK"

ALTHOUGH CRETE WITNESSED WAQF-MAKING ACTIVITY INCESSANTLY throughout the
Ottoman period, the early waqfs on the island were mostly, but not entirely, estab-
lished by the military-administrative class. Several were based on properties ini-
tially granted as private property by the Sultan. The charitable services provided
by these waqfs, their employment capacity and the transfer of purchasing power
through salary payments, expenditures, and endowed properties ranging from arable
land, olive groves and mills to shops and houses embedded these institutions in the
urban and rural economy and society. Moreover, their founders in the military and
administrative classes became entrenched and influential actors in reshaping the
economic, commercial and social life of the island. This paper examines previously
unstudied endowment deeds concerning early Cretan waqfs in order to better un-
derstand how the Ottoman military-administrative class constituted itself locally by
creating and maintaining economic power and asserting its members’ socio-political
influence through their charitable institutions, as well as by integrating their pre-
existing political networks and kinship ties into the local fabric of the island.

As an island that came under Ottoman rule relatively late in the mid-seventeenth
century and was located far from the centre of the empire, Crete was heavily influ-
enced by waqfs in its Ottomanisation process, much like other regions conquered
by the Ottomans in southeastern Europe. We do not see substantial dynastic waqfs
on the island, as is typical in many regions far from the core provinces. Instead,
Crete saw the establishment of such foundations primarily by the military and

* Middle East Technical University, Ankara, and T.C. Vakiflar Genel Mudiirliigi.
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administrative bureaucracy. These waqfs, which were the largest on the island,
played a leading role in establishing the wagqf system and fulfilling the economic,
social and other functions of charitable institutions.

This study aims to explore how the military-administrative class solidified its
presence through waqfs during the first century of Ottoman rule in Crete. Draw-
ing primarily on previously unstudied endowment deeds (vakfive/waqgfiyya) housed
in the archive of the Directorate General of Foundations! (VGMA), we seek to
understand how this class amassed economic power and asserted social influence,
maintaining political networks, comradeship, and kinship ties on the island through
their waqfs.?

While the endowment deeds provide valuable insight into these issues, a more
complete and better understanding of them requires delving into court records. How-
ever, these records could not be included in the current phase of this research due to
time constraints and the unavailability of many court registers. Our analysis focuses
on 54 endowment deeds, which we believe provide a representative sample cover-
ing the majority of waqfs associated with the upper military-administrative class
during the period under study. Of these deeds, 21 belong to the waqfs of pashas, 18
to Janissaries, and the remaining 15 to other members of the military-administrative
class.? There are a total of 260 endowment deeds for Cretan waqfs between 1650
and 1897 in the archive,* though together with the institutions whose deeds have
not been found but whose existence can be proven by the other documents in the
VGMA archive, we estimate the overall figure to be approximately 500, possibly
augmented by others in the court registers and other documents.> We believe that
our current data can be expanded and supplemented by adding more endowment
deeds and some other documents such as court registers (seriye sicilleri) and survey
registers (tahrir defterleri).

In Crete, as in many other places that came under Ottoman rule, the state — here
the imperial dynasty — was active, albeit indirectly, in facilitating the establishment

1 Vakiflar Genel Miidiirligii Arsivi (VGMA).

2 Stavrinidis published some of the endowment deeds found in the Vikelaia archive in Greek, see
N. S. Stavrinidis, Metappaoceic Tovpkikov lotopikdv Eyypagpwv [Translation of Turkish Histo-
rical Documents], Vols I-III (Heraklion 1975-1978). The Istanbul Research Center for Islamic
Culture and Arts (IRCICA) has published 14 endowment deeds that are used in this study, see H.
Eren, M. Oguz, Z. Mete, Balkanlar’'da Osmanl Vakiflar1: Yunanistan, Vols 1I-111 (Istanbul 2017).

3 The full list of endowments is presented in the annex.

4 These waqfs were mentioned in the registers of appointment certificates (atik and esas) and in the
accounting registers.

5 The endowment deeds of some of these waqfs are found in the court registers in the Turkish
Archive of Heraklion (TAH) and in the court registers of Crete housed in the VGMA and BOA.
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of waqfs. Rather than being heavily involved in the establishment of large complex-
es with extensive revenues, as was the case in the core lands of Anatolia and Ru-
melia, the state paved the way for waqfs associated with the military-administrative
class through land grants and sales. This preference may not have been related to
the growing power of the bureaucracy over the sultan. The absence of large dynastic
waqfs in Crete was no different from what we have seen in many regions annexed
after the core provinces, though there were a few exceptions, such as the Haseki
Sultan Waqf in Jerusalem and the Siileymaniye Waqf Complex in Damascus. Rath-
er, the state prepared the ground for the waqfs of the military-administrative class
through land and property grants and sales in Crete.

For the state, charitable instutions of the above type were instrumental in the Ot-
tomanisation of the island. They were promoted as a tool for infrastructure develop-
ment, the provision of basic needs and thus urbanisation, as well as for economic and
commercial improvement and demographic recovery.® Critical to achieving these
goals were waqf investments in agriculture and the urban economy, infrastructure
investments to support commercial life, the employment opportunities provided by
wagqfs, and charitable and religious services.

Thus, through the waqfs of the upper military-administrative class, the state im-
plemented its policies and entrenched itself and its high-ranking state officials on
the island, in such a way that subsequent generations of founders established their
own institutions and merged them with the mother ones. Land and property grants
(temlik) and sales to high-ranking state officials, including viziers, pashas, treasur-
ers (defterdar), chamberlains (kethiida), fortress commanders (dizddr) and Janissary
aghas were aimed at consolidating their authority and increasing their loyalty.” We
can assume that the state wanted to support their authority as its representatives and
increase their influence. That being said, grants were also offered as a reward for
the efforts of these classes in battle, as an incentive for fulfilling their sword-rights
expectations and in recognition of their loyalty on a remote island.

6 For wagqfs as an instrument of urbanisation and settlement policy, see O. L. Barkan, ‘Osmanli
Imparatorlugunda Bir Iskan ve Kolonizasyon Metodu Olarak Vakiflar ve Temlikler I: istila De-
virlerinin Kolonizatdr Tiirk Dervisleri ve Zaviyeler’, Vakiflar Dergisi, 2 (1942), 279-304; Idem,
“Vakiflarin Bir Iskan ve Kolonizasyon Metodu Olarak Kullanilmasinda Diger Sekiller’, Vakiflar
Dergisi, 2 (1942), 354-365; M. Kiel, ‘The Vakifname of Rakkas Sinan Beg in Karnobat (Karin-
abad) and the Ottoman Colonization of Bulgarian Thrace (14th-15th Century)’, OA4, 1 (1980),
15-32; A. Lopasic, ‘Islamization of the Balkans with Special Reference to Bosnia’, Journal of
Islamic Studies, 5 (1994), 163-186; M. Greene, 4 Shared World: Christians and Muslims in the
Early Modern Mediterranean (Princeton 2000), 83 ff.

7 E. Giilsoy, Girit’'in Fethi ve Osmanli Idaresinin Kurulmasi (1645-1670) (Istanbul 2004), 299 ff.
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Although the complete conquest of the island took a long time, the cities of
Chania (Ott. Hanya) and Rethymno (Ott. Resmo) fell within the first year of the
siege, and waqfisation in these cities began immediately. Indeed, many waqfs set up
by high-ranking bureaucrats were endowed in the first decades. If those established
after the fall of Candia (mod. Heraklion, Ott. Kandiye) are also taken into account,
most of the major waqf service buildings (foundations) such as mosques, medre-
ses, fountains, and income-generating properties (endowments) such as villages,
farmlands, olive groves, mills and shops were endowed by the waqfs of the upper
military-administrative class during the first hundred years.’

Wagqf-making started with redefinition of the legal status of endowed lands and
urban properties. These were converted into state-owned (miri) properties, then
granted or sold by the state, though the founders also bought properties for sale
on the market. Rethymno is an interesting case worth mentioning. All abandoned
buildings and their lands were owned by the state. Later, some buildings were
granted and others sold to those who wanted to buy them. However, the land plots
in Rethymno had already been endowed to the waqf of Sultan Ibrahim. Buildings
could be privately owned, but the corresponding land rent (mukdta’d-i zemin) had
to be paid to the Sultan’s waqf, most likely because the state wanted to maintain its
control over land in the city.

The introduction of the waqf system and the increase in the number of founda-
tions led to the reorganisation and alteration of urban space. New buildings were
constructed, existing ones were converted, damaged buildings were reconstructed
and repaired, and architectural styles changed. Imperial architects (hassa mimari)
likely played a role in transforming properties donated or sold to the military-ad-
ministrative class into waqf service buildings. There are records one might not ex-
pect to come across in endowment deeds, some of which inform us that two imperial
architects, a judge, and other experts conducted measurements and surveys of the
land plots and buildings of waqfs.” Most likely, the construction project was then
designed with architectural drawings, building materials were decided upon, and
repair and construction budgets were drawn up. Consequently, the imperial archi-
tects who were already present to repair the fortress were most likely involved in
the transformation of significant symbolic buildings that were donated or sold to

8  Salname-i Vilayet-i Girit, Matbaa-i Vilayet-i Girit, 1292/1875, 89 ff., Salname-i Vilayet-i Girit,
Girit Vilayet Matbaasi, 1310/1893, 185. When we look at the salname records, we see that most
of the mosques, fountains, bridges, medreses, masjids etc. were actually built in the first decades
following the conquest of the island.

9 The Waqf of Mahmud Agha, dated 1671, VGMA, 629: 10/5; The Wagqf of Reisiilkiittab Acem-

zade Hiiseyin Efendi, dated 1671, Tapu ve Kadastro Genel Miidiirligii Arsivi (TKGM), Kuyud-1
Kadime Arsivi (KKA), Vakf-1 Cedid (VC), 28.
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members of the military-administrative class on the condition that they be converted
into wagqfs.

The conversion of these symbolic buildings has already been documented in
other studies.!® A considerable number of them were in fact granted to the members
of the military-administrative class, who subsequently turned them into waqf ser-
vice buildings or income-generating properties. In doing so, they also allocated bud-
gets for necessary repairs and construction works. For example, the waqf of Fazil
Ahmed’s chamberlain Mahmud Agha was granted a church in Candia to be convert-
ed into a mosque. The building and its surroundings were cleaned, the ground was
prepared and a new mihrab (mosque niche), minber (pulpit), and mahfel (private
pew) were built. Additionally, two new domes and minarets were added, and a foun-
tain and toilets were constructed.!! Some symbolic buildings were converted into
schools, public bathhouses or storerooms.'> One monastery in Candia was turned
into a bathhouse by the same waqf of Mahmud Agha.!? The edict (ferman) issued
after the fall of Candia, which was referenced in the endowment deeds, can be con-
sidered as official permission.! The text reads as follows:

[I]n the year 1669-70, after the fortress of Candia, which had been conquered and
seized with the help of God and enlightened with the light of Islam, had been built and
completely restored and repaired, an imperial decree arrived stating that the churches
in the aforementioned fortress should be donated and assigned to those among the
benefactors who request that they are converted into mosques and masjids..."

The granting of these buildings was in itself significant support for the waqfs of
the military-administrative class. This text can be read as permission to establish a
charitable foundation, which would allow the founder to construct his buildings on
an existing edifice suitable for conversion. This could also be seen as an incentive,
or even a strong expectation or order from the sultan.

10 L. Bierman, ‘The Ottomanization of Crete’, in I. Bierman, R. Abou-El-Haj and D. Preziosi (eds),
The Ottoman City and its Parts: Urban Structure and Social Order (New Rochelle 1991), 53-75;
TDVIA, s.v., ‘Kandiye’ (E. Giilsoy), 303-305; EP, s.v., ‘Kandiya’ (C. J. Heywood), 539-540.

11 The Wagqf of Mahmud Agha, dated 1671, VGMA, 629: 10/5; The Waqf of Reisiilkiittdb Acemza-
de Hiiseyin Efendi, dated 1671, TKGM, KKA, VC, 28.

12 The Wagqf of Defterdar Ahmed Pasha, dated 1671, VGMA, 724: 37/1.

13 The Waqf of Mahmud Agha, dated 1671, VGMA, 629: 10/5.

14 The Waqf of Reisiilkiittdb Acemzade Hiiseyin Efendi, dated 1671, TKGM, KKA, VC, 28; The
Wagf of Defterdar Ahmed Pasha, dated 1671, VGMA, 724: 37/1.

15 Ibid.; *...1080 senesinde bi-indyetillah-u Tedld feth ve teshiri miiyesser ve su’d-i niir-u Islam
ile miinevver olan Kandiye Kalesi imaret ve bi’l-ciimle ihyd ve meremmet olundukta kal’a-i

mezkiirede vaki’ keniselerden cevami’ ve mesdcid olmak iizere erbdb-1 hayrattan talip olanlara
hibe ve temlik oluna deyu hatt-1 hiimdyin saddet-makriin varid olmakla...’.
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When establishing waqfs, founders waited for the decisive fall of cities, and
subsequent grants and purchasing opportunities such as the purchase of vacant land
parcels and abandoned buildings, most likely at a favourable price. In addition to
the many damaged and abandoned structures that were repaired and later endowed,
the founders constructed entirely new buildings, houses, shops, baths, mills, water
pipes, fountains, and bridges.'® As a consequence, new residential neighbourhoods
and commercial hubs emerged, resulting in significant spatial transformations and
the creation of new public spaces. It is evident that the founders of waqfs spent
heavily on buying, repairing, and constructing properties.!” Given the abundance of
urban real estate available for purchase and endowment, a multitude of waqfs were
established in cities, relying mostly on urban properties in the early decades. Later,
along with the Ottomanisation of the island, smaller waqfs belonging to lower-rank-
ing soldiers and ordinary people began to proliferate in the countryside, many of
them being cash foundations. Thus, wagfisation commenced with the pioneering
and relatively larger waqfs of the high-ranking state officials in the cities and spread
to the surrounding rural areas.

It is possible to give some figures showing the weight of these waqfs in the ur-
ban economy. In the first survey of Candia, 313 shops were recorded in the city, of
which 292 were sold to high-ranking government officials.’® According to Evliya,
the Waqf of Grand Vizier Fazil Ahmed Pasha had 70 shops.!® The survey register
of 1670 shows that 75 shops were endowed to the waqf. Its endowment deed gives
even higher figures: 94 shops, 40 storerooms or cellars (mahzen), and 46 two-storey
rooms.?

These figures indicate a substantial investment in the construction and endow-
ment of new commercial structures. Indeed, the endowment deeds frequently refer
to properties designated as newly built (miiceddeden). For instance, the waqf of
Kethtidha Mahmud Agha has 41 shops in the survey register.?! However, its endow-
ment deed lists 47 newly built two-storey rooms, 154 shops, a third of which were

16 The Wagqgf of Defterdar Ahmed Pasha, dated 1671, VGMA, Rumeli Girit Defteri, 724: 37/1; The
Wagqf of Mehmed Pasha, dated 1652, VGMA, 2790: 42; The Waqf of ibrahim Pasha, dated 1662,
VGMA, 2790: 189; The Waqf of Yenicgeri Turnacibast ibrahim Agha, dated 1671, VGMA, 571:
195/70; The Waqf of Musa Pasha, dated 1683, VGMA, 2790: 204.

17 Greene, A Shared World, 29 t.; Glilsoy, Girit'in Fethi, 262, 266; Also see BOA, TT.d.798: 211-
219.

18 BOA, TT.d.798. Also, see Giilsoy, Girit in Fethi, 240 ff., 261 ff.

19 Evliya Celebi, Eviiya Celebi Seyahatnamesi, Vol. VIII, eds S. A. Kahraman, Y. D. and R. Dan-
koff (Istanbul 2003), 223-225.

20 VGMA, 580: 140/78.
21 Giilsoy, Girit'in Fethi, 240 ff., 264 ff.
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new, and 28 warchouses, 12 of which were new.?? In short, whether purchased or
newly built, high-ranking state officials endowed their waqfs with shops, work-
shops, and warehouses, giving them a dominant position in commercial life. Almost
all the commercial buildings in the city of Candia belonged to such foundations.
This illustrates how officials established a strong presence on the island via their
wagqfs, and wielded considerable influence in the realm of commerce.

A review of the available documentation reveals that only five of the examined
wagqfs included cash endowments. Of these, only one was a pure cash waqf, while
the others were endowed with cash in addition to other assets. Despite their limited
number, the amount involved was substantial compared to typical, ordinary cash
endowments. This suggests that these waqfs likely played a significant role in the
credit market. However, further analysis is needed to ascertain their actual impact,
which will require access to the court records.

One noteworthy example is that of the waqf set up by Janissary agha Turnacibas1
Ahmed Agha, endowed with 300 gold coins in 1671.2 The governor of Candia,
Vizier Numan Pasha, known as Giridli, endowed 180,000 akges to his waqf.* Esad
Pasha, who was the governor of Rethymno and son of Fazil Ahmed’s brother Mus-
tafa Pasha, established a pure cash waqf and endowed 1,000 gurus, equivalent to
120,000 akges.?> These examples illustrate the significant financial resources do-
nated to these waqfs and their potential influence on the economy.

The influence of the wagqfs established by the military-administrative class fur-
ther extended to the agricultural sector. Some of the founders had already been
granted farmland as private property, which they later endowed to their waqfs.
Many invested in agriculture, bought arable lands and olive groves, and built water
pipelines, mills and granaries. For instance, the waqf of Findik Hac1 Mehmed Pasha,
dated 1694, was endowed with 6,400 olive trees and four mills, two of which were
for pressing olive 0il.2¢ It seems that investing in olive groves was a lucrative ven-
ture. The waqf of Ahmed Pasha was endowed 2,089 with olive trees and 21 mills.?”
These two waqfs also built bridges, the first with four arches and the second with
three. The waqf of Musa Pasha in Rethymno, dated 1683, was endowed with 2,861
olive trees and some other fruit trees, along with three mills.?8

22 VGMA, 629: 10/5.

23 VGMA, 571: 195/70, dated 1671.

24 Istanbul Atatiirk Kitaplig1 (IAK), Muallim Cevdet Evraki (MAE), Kutu: 36, Evrak: 18.
25 VGMA, 2790: 169, dated 1725.

26 VGMA, 743: 117/28.

27 TKGM, KKA, VC, 24.

28 VGMA, 2790: 204.
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This wagqfisation on the island brought about a number of legal, economic, com-
mercial, architectural, social, and demographic changes. Waqf owners and their
foundations emerged as new economic and commercial agents. As the economic and
commercial lifelines of the island flowed through waqfs, their owners and managers
wielded considerable power and influence, shaping the socio-economic fabric of
the region. The waqfs were now both buyers and customers as institutions. Bazaars,
shops, and warehouses were waqf properties, and economic and commercial life
flowed through them. Tenants, retailers and producers paid rent to the waqfs and/or
did business with them. This economic interplay extended beyond urban centres to
rural areas, where villages, farmlands, mills powered by water, wind, or horses, wa-
ter pipelines, olive groves, and oil press mills were owned by wagqfs. Their impact
on both urban and rural economies led to an enhanced influence for their founders
and successors, who frequently assumed managerial roles within their institutions.

It is notable that although some waqfs were established by viziers, there was
no major charitable complex or significant imperial waqf on Crete. There was no
caravanserai on the island, and indeed it is doubtful that one was needed. Trade was
conducted primarily by sea, so port warchouses were of greater importance. There
was no hospital, no large monumental mosque, and no large imaret (public kitchen).
The waqf of Gazi Hiiseyin Pasha had an imaret of modest size in Rethymno, which
served its employees, students, and esteemed guests. During Ramadan and on Fri-
day evenings, a more sumptuous dinner was prepared. The kitchen was staffed by
a cook, a baker, and a grinder, while a warden and a water-bearer also served in the
imaret.”

Several reasons may account for the absence of a significant dynastic waqf
complex. Firstly, the demand for charitable services might have been adequately
fulfilled by the foundations set up by the military-administrative class and the rela-
tively modest dynastic waqfs. Given that Crete was a frontier territory, it is likely
that substantial portions of revenue were allocated to support the soldiers and state
officials stationed on the island. For example, in 1670, an amount exceeding 14
million akges was disbursed to sustain the army.3° Following the grants and sales to
the military-administrative waqfs, there may have been no income left to allocate to
such a large waqf complex.

29 VGMA, 610: 205/243.
30 BOA, MAD.d.658. There were 4,736 Janissary soldiers on the island in 1670.
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Waqf employment and salaries as a mechanism for increasing influence

One significant factor that contributed to the social and economic influence of the
wagqfs established by the military-administrative class was their capacity to provide
employment. These instiutions served as a mechanism for integrating their creators
into the economy and society, elevating them to the status of wealthy benefactors.
The employment thus provided to the Muslim population was also important for
the Islamisation of the island. It was through the hiring opportunities provided by
the waqfs that their founders emerged as employers. The endowment deeds we ana-
lysed (52 deeds in total) stipulated 383 job positions for both skilled and unskilled
workers. Skilled workers included scribes, tax collectors, schoolteachers, miider-
rises, preachers, and cooks. Unskilled workers — wardens, cleaners, candle lighters
—typically worked part-time and received lower wages.

Of course, the relatively larger waqfs of the military-administrative class pro-
vided more extensive employment opportunities. To cite a few examples, the waqf
of Ankebud Ahmed Pasha consisted of three mosques, a primary school, and sev-
eral fountains, employing a total of 45 people. As the range of services and service
buildings expanded, so did the number of employees.3! The waqf of Gazi Hiiseyin
Pasha was a small complex in Rethymno with a staff of 57, thirty of whom were
Quran reciters (ciizhan). The employment strategies of such foundations were im-
portant in promoting the founder’s benevolent image by providing employment to
the unskilled poor.3? The waqf of Fazil Ahmed Pasha employed 28 people and gave
scholarships to 12 students. It had a medrese, a school, and a mosque.?* Kethiida
Mahmud Agha’s waqf, which consisted of a mosque, a small medrese, and a pri-
mary school, employed 22 people, while six students received stipends.>*

The payment of salaries, expenditures, and purchases made by the waqfs from
both markets and producers served to enhance their influence within the economy,
highlighting their role as redistributive institutions. Here we refer to the redistribu-
tion of income generated within the island, not outside. There was also an outflow
of waqf revenues from the island, as the budget surpluses of the larger founda-
tions established by high-ranking officials were transferred back to their founders.?
Conversely, we have not come across any waqf that stipulated a regular transfer of

31 VGMA, 742: 221/91, dated 1680.
32 VGMA, 610: 205/243, dated 1658.
33 VGMA, 580: 140/78, dated 1678.
34 VGMA, 629: 10/5, dated 1671.

35 For instance, see The Waqf of Ankebud Ahmed bin Ali Bey, dated 1680, VGMA, 742: 221/91;
The Wagqf of Defterdair Ahmed Pasha bin Ataullah, dated 1671, VGMA, 724: 37/1; The Waqf
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income to the island to finance its activities. This does not mean that money was not
transferred to Cretan waqfs when it was occasionally needed, for instance to repair
buildings following an earthquake.

The salaries paid to employees in waqfs is well worth examining, as the posi-
tions they provided served to enhance the prestige of the founders by making them
philanthropic employers. Additionally, the institutions provided their employees
with a secure job and livelihood, which in turn engendered gratitude towards the
founders. Yet the salary levels at waqfs were also important, as they had to be suf-
ficient to persuade individuals to remain on the island and earn a reasonable living.
While the salary of the miiderris in the waqf of Fazil Ahmed Pasha was 60 ak¢es
daily (15 gurus per month), his counterpart in Mahmud Agha’s waqf received only
20 akges per day.3 Imams were paid an average of 15-25 akges, miiezzins 10-12
akges, teachers (muallim) 10 akges, and their assistants 5 akges. These salary levels
are commensurate with the standards of the period. As might be expected, salary
levels varied according to job status, but also varied for the same job according to
the status of the waqf founder. For example, the salaries of those working in the
Fazil Ahmed Pasha and Hadice Turhan Sultan waqfs were higher than those for the
same positions elsewhere.3” One interesting point is that the pay received by scribes
was generally lower than expected. It is likely that these individuals worked part-
time, as there were no significant waqfs requiring a full-time scribe to maintain the
accounts.

For those in low-ranking, part-time positions, salaries were quite low. For ex-
ample, Quran reciters (ciizhans and devirhans) were paid approximately 2-3 akges
per day. In Hadice Sultan’s waqf, however, their counterparts earned considerably
more, receiving 10 to 15 ak¢es per day; in fact, all positions in this waqf earned
higher salaries.?® All salaries lost their purchasing power over time, eroded by price
inflation. Consequently, as is often the case, we observe that some waqf employees
took on multiple duties to compensate for the loss of income. We even found ex-
amples where this was provided for, in the sense that for some positions the waqf
stipulated more than one task and therefore more than one salary from the outset.
For instance, in the Findik Hact Mehmed Pasha waqf the imam was also the teacher,

of Kaptaniderya (Grand Admiral) Mustafa Pasha bin Mehmed Pasha, dated 1750, VGMA, 579:
595/259 and 260.

36 VGMA, 580: 140/78, dated 1678; VGMA, 629: 10/5, dated 1671.

37 For the Waqf of Fazil Ahmed, see VGMA, 580: 140/78; for the Waqf of Hadice Turhan, see
VGMA, 744: 109/28.

38 VGMA, 744: 109/28, dated 1669.
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so his total salary increased to 20 ak¢es.® In the waqf of Reistilkiittdb Acemzade
Hiiseyin Efendi, the imam was also a teacher and scribe and received 22 akges in
total.** The miiezzin in the same waqf was also an assistant teacher and candlelighter
and received 14 akges per day. The keeper, janitor, and tax collector were the same
person, being paid 10 akges in return for these three duties.

Although we cannot provide a figure for the total salary payments of all the
waqfs analysed here, which would give us an idea of the size and weight of salary
payments in the economy, we can present illustrative examples from a selection of
large waqfs. The Gazi Hiiseyin Pasha waqf disbursed 284 ak¢es per day for salary
payments, amounting to 96,360 akges per year.*! The Fazil Ahmed Pasha waqf paid
its employees a total of 381 ak¢es per day (72 akges for students), which came to
139,065 akges per year.*? In addition to cash payments, some employees were remu-
nerated in kind. Such payments were typically made in grain, though on Crete they
were made in olive oil. For example, the imam of the Haseki Ahmed Agha (Janis-
sary agha) waqgf in Chania was stipulated to receive 64 kg of olive oil annually.*3
It was also common practice to allocate accommodation to some employees. In the
waqfs that were studied, houses were almost invariably allocated as lodgings for
miiderrises, muallims, imams, hatibs, miiezzins, and kayyims.*

These waqfs provided secure employment and a regular source of income for
those in the entourage of their founders, and for soldiers who wished to build a civil-
ian life. Thus, waqf founders were also benevolent employers, for they decided who
would be hired. Furthermore, they maintained their social influence and prestige
through the employment capacity of their waqfs. They were thus able to establish a
patronage network or employ their retinue there.

Waqfs and patronage networks

Wagqf institutions on Crete reflect power relations and patronage networks in the Ot-
toman bureaucracy. Senior military and administrative bureaucrats established the

39 VGMA, 743:117/28, dated 1694.
40 TKGM, KKA, VC, 28.

41 VGMA, 580: 140/78, dated 1678.
42 VGMA, 580: 140/78, dated 1678.
43 VGMA, 583: 57/45, dated 1650.

44 For instance, the waqfs of Reisiilkiittib Acemzade Hiiseyin Efendi, Janissary Ibrahim Agha,
Kethiida Mahmud Agha, and Basdefterdir Ahmed Pasha allocated houses as lodgings to their
employees.
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largest waqfs on the island, representing their power and influence in the bureau-
cracy. Endowment deeds reveal that the patronage relations transferred to the island
in the early decades left lasting networks that could be traced for at least another
century.

In the first decades of Ottoman rule preceding the fall of Candia, the largest
waqfs in Rethymno were established by Gazi Hiiseyin Pasha and his entourage.
According to his two endowment deeds of 1658, he built a waqf complex compris-
ing a mosque, imaret, school, and fountain in Rethymno, and two other mosques
in Chania and Kissamos.*> For his waqf, he endowed 31 mills in Rethymno, and
12 villages — five in Rethymno, three in Chania and four in Kissamos — which had
been previously granted to him. With another vakfiye, 11 villages in Sfakia were
endowed to Hiiseyin Pasha’s other waqf, bringing the total number endowed to his
foundations to 23.4¢ His son Ahmed Bey was also granted 13 villages, the income
from which was 252,780 akges in the survey register of 1650 and 476,223 akg¢es in
the survey register of 1670.47 Later, in 1687, all these villages were endowed to the
wagqf established by his father.4®

The same Gazi Hiiseyin Pasha was under the patronage of Hadice Turhan Sultan,
the mother of Sultan Mehmed IV.# Following his execution in 1658, Hadice Sultan
sought to repay her debt in return for his loyalty towards her via the waqf she estab-
lished in Rethymno in 1669.5° This consisted of a mosque converted from a church
in the town, a bathhouse and a school. The salaries of 22 employees were paid with
the income from the village of Pigi, which was endowed to her waqf.>! One remark-
able aspect of the vakfive was that Valide Sultan stipulated certain conditions for
the heirs of Hiiseyin Pasha. Hadice Turhan Sultan had appointed Omer Agha, her

45 The Wagqf of Gazi Hiiseyin Pasha, VGMA, 610: 205/243, dated 1658.
46 The Waqf of Gazi Hiiseyin Pasha, VGMA, 734: 141/81, dated 1658.

47 N. Adiyeke, ‘Fatih Pasalar’in Kendilerine Armagani: Osmanli Girit’inde Temlik/Miilk Kdyler’,
in A. Valerio (ed.), Venetians and Ottomans in the Early Modern Age [special issue of Hildl,
Studi Turchi e Ottomani, 6 (2018)], 100.

48 BOA, TS.MA.d.529/31.

49 TDVIA, s.v., ‘Hiiseyin Pasa, Deli’ (M. Ilgiirel), 4-6; Abdurrahman Abdi Pasa, Vekdyindme, ed.
F. C. Derin (Istanbul 2008), 131. For Hadice Turhan Sultan’s patronage ties, see L. P. Pierce,
Harem-i Hiimayun: Osmanl Imparatorlugu 'nda Hiikiimranlik ve Kadnlar (Istanbul 2002), 339-
343.

50 The Waqf of Hadice Turhan Sultan, VGMA, 744: 109/28.

51 According to the survey register of Crete dated 1673, the income of the Valide Sultan Waqf in
Pigi village derived from 524 decares of farm, 35 decares of vineyards, 1,358 olive trees and

three decares of gardens. BOA, TT.d.822: 406. Also see E. Balta and M. Oguz, Livd-i Rethymno
Tahrir Defteri (Ankara 2009), 159.
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chamberlain and Hiiseyin Pasha’s son, to register the waqf. Omer Agha was also the
on-site manager of the foundation. Actually, he was the on-site manager of all the
dynastic waqfs on the island with the exception of those in Candia, since his father
had been involved in the establishment of such dynastic institutions on the island, in
return for which the management rights had been left to his offspring.>*

Nuh Agha, Gazi Hiiseyin Pasha’s eldest son, who was the chief gatekeeper of
Topkapi1 Palace at that time, was appointed as primary manager of Hadice Turhan
Sultan’s wagqf, with a daily salary of 20 akges a day.>* After Nuh Agha, the manage-
ment was to pass on to the descendants of Gazi Hiiseyin Pasha, who were to deliver
25,000 akges from the waqf budget surplus to the palace’s chief black eunuch every
year, with the remainder to be used at their discretion.

Sar1 Mustafa Pasha, one of the pasha’s grandsons, would marry Saliha Sultan,
the granddaughter of Hadice Turhan Sultan and daughter of Ahmed III. In 1728,
Mustafa Pasha established a waqf for his grandfather Gazi Hiiseyin Pasha’s mosque
in Chania, to which he made additions.>* He endowed 10 shops in Chania and saw
to unifying the management and supervision of the new waqf with that of his grand-
father. His slave, Ahmed, was given a position in the waqf with the sole duty of
reciting prayers for the salvation of Hiiseyin Pasha’s soul, in return for a good salary
of 14 akges per day.

The bond of patronage between Hadice Sultan and Gazi Hiiseyin Pasha became
a familial one in subsequent generations via the marriage of their grandchildren.
The same bond was also cemented through their waqfs, as those established by Gazi
Hiiseyin Pasha and Saliha Sultan were managed by the descendants of Saliha Sultan
and Sar1 Mustafa Pasha.>

In Crete, the architectural and public transformations of the cities and the Ot-
tomanisation of the island were largely determined by the first conquering pashas
and the patronage network they brought to the island. In this context, Gazi Hiiseyin
Pasha implemented major changes on the island under the auspices of the central
government, while at the same time acting as a nexus for the transfer of power at
the local level through the appointment of his own protégés. Many high-ranking
officials within his entourage established waqfs. One of them, Mehmed Pasha, the

52 BOA, TSMA.529/31.

53 VGMA, 744: 109/28.

54 The Waqf of Mustafa Pasha, VGMA, 735: 45/21.

55 VGMA, Der-saadet Esasi: 120: 220-222/1765-1779; VGMA, Cezayir-i Bahr-i Sefid Esast, 184:
86/680. Fatma Sultan, Saliha Sultan’s daughter, was the manager of Gazi Hiiseyin Pasha’s waqf
in Crete for most of the second half of the eighteenth century. In the late eighteenth century, the

annual income of the waqf was around 16,000 gurus, of which Fatma Sultan’s share came to
3,000 gurus; BOA, TS.MA.e.1097/35.
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governor of Rethymno, established a waqf in 1652 and made some additions to his
patron’s mosque.>® He endowed five shops and farmlands and appointed the imam
of Gazi Hiiseyin Pasha Mosque as the administrator of his waqf. Similarly, Mustafa
Agha, corbaci of the 73rd cemaat of the Imperial Janissary Corps, was among those
who entrusted the management of his waqf to the same imam.>” Like Mehmed Pa-
sha, Janissary Mustafa Agha must have thought that his waqf would be better man-
aged and more permanent, so he decided to unite it with that of Gazi Hiiseyin Pasha.
Musa Pasha and the Chief Treasurer Sofu Mehmed Pasha established the largest
waqfs in Rethymno after those of their patron Gazi Hiiseyin Pasha, to whom they
owed their influence and power.>8

Veli Agha, Gazi Hiiseyin Pasha’s chamberlain, endowed the properties granted
to him by his patron to a waqf he established for the Kadiri lodge and mosque in the
suburbs of Rethymno, which he converted from a church.> In addition to the Kadiri
lodge, the first Bektashi lodge was also founded under Hiiseyin Pasha’s patronage,
and went on to become the most influential lodge in Crete. Apparently situated in
the immediate vicinity of the Inadiye fortress in Candia, it was built directly by
Hiiseyin Pasha and its endowment deed was issued in the name of Horasanizade
Dervig Ali Dede, the first sheikh of the lodge, with an edict dated 1650, presum-
ably in response to petition he had made to the capital. Hiiseyin Pasha allocated
the income to this waqf.®’ Fazil Ahmed Pasha also benefited from the material and
spiritual support of the Bektashi lodge, which played an active role in the conquest
and Islamisation of the island.®!

Another prominent patron on the island, whose entourage and family estab-
lished waqfs and who brought his political network and family ties to the island,
was Kopriilii Fazil Ahmed Pasha. He stayed in Crete for about three and a half
years, accompanied by his mother Ayse Hatun, his uncle Hasan Agha, his brother
Fazil Mustafa Bey and his cousin Hiiseyin Bey, both of whom subsequently became
viziers.®? At least ten pashas from his family and entourage established waqgfs in

56 The Waqf of Mehmed Pasha, dated 1652, VGMA, 2790: 42.

57 VGMA, 2790: 140-194

58 The Waqf of Basdefterdar Sofu Mehmed Pasha, VGMA, 747: 256/207, dated 1655.

59 For the waqf of Veli Agha, the chamberlain of Gazi Hiiseyin Pasha, see VGMA, 2970: 6.
60 VGMA, 578:223/69.

61 O. F. Kopriili, ‘Usta-zdde Yunus Bey’in Mec¢hul Kalmig Bir Makalesi: Bektasiligin Girid’de
Intisarr’, Giineydogu Avrupa Arastirmalar Dergisi, 8-9 (1980), 44-45; F. Maden, ‘Osmanli Ar-
siv Belgeleri Isiginda Girit/Kandiye’de Horasanl1 Ali Baba Tekkesi’, Alevilik Arastirma Dergisi,
12 (2016), 14-15.

62 Silahdar Findiklili Mehmed Aga, Silahtar Tarihi, Vol. I (Istanbul 1928), 526.
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Crete.®® The most important factor that attracted the Kopriilii household and their
entourage to the island was undoubtedly access to the political and socio-economic
networks fostered by the waqf of Fazil Ahmed Pasha and those of the pashas and
aghas under his patronage.

The Kopriili pashas appointed as governors after Fazil Ahmed Pasha were also
the designated managers of the family waqfs. These openings and the influence and
economic interests held by the Kopriiliis are likely to have been a factor in the deci-
sion of some family members to leave their positions in the centre and settle in Crete
or, more importantly, to claim the governorship of Crete.

In terms of their employment capacity, the diversity and richness of their real
estate holdings, and the variety of services and budgets of their endowments, the
largest and most powerful waqfs in Candia were established under the patronage of
Grand Vizier Kopriilii Fazil Ahmed Pasha and those who rose to prominence under
his patronage.

In Candia, Fazil Ahmed Pasha converted a monastery into a mosque and built
a waqf complex consisting of a school, a medrese, a fountain, and a library. But it
was in its real estate holdings that the foundation’s true strength lay. Ahmed Pasha
demonstrated his political power by endowing the most important commercial and
residential buildings in the city. Most of the 15 edifices he endowed were large man-
sions with multiple floors, each with ten to fifteen rooms, where the Venetian gov-
ernor and high-ranking officials had previously resided. A total of 94 shops concen-
trated within the Candia fortress and the port area were endowed. There were also
40 cellars, mainly concentrated in the port area, and 46 two-storey rooms, with the
upper floor typically utilised as living quarters and the lower floor serving as com-
mercial spaces. Thus, Ahmed Pasha bought, repaired and endowed about a third of
the 313 shops enumerated in the 1670 survey of Candia.® Also included in the waqf

63 After Grand Vizier Fazil Ahmed Pasha, his brother Fazil Mustafa Pasha was appointed governor,
followed by Mustafa Pasha’s sons Numan Pasha, Sait Pasha, and Abdullah Pasha, and Numan
Pasha’s son Hafiz Hact Ahmed Pasha. In the same period, many pashas who were in the reti-
nue of the Kopriilii dynasty and had close relations with the family served in Crete. The most
famous of these were Ali Pasha, the son of Merzifonlu Kara Mustafa Pasha; Grand Vizier Ali
Pasha, a compatriot and chamberlain of Merzifonlu Kara Mustafa Pasha; and Ibrahim Pasha,
nicknamed Kethiida Pasha because he was the chamberlain of K&priilii Fazil Mustafa and his
sons Numan and Abdullah Pashas. For the political and architectural patronage of Kopriilii Fazil
Ahmed Pasha and Merzifonlu Kara Mustafa Pasha, see M. F. Calisir, 4 Virtuous Grand Vizi-
er: Politics and Patronage in the Ottoman Empire During the Grand Vizierate of Fazil Ahmed
Pasha (1661-1676), unpublished Ph.D. dissertation, Georgetown University, 2016; R. Pantik,
Merzifonlu Kara Mustafa Pasa Vakiflart: Yonetimi, Kentsel Gelisime Katkilar: ve Iktisadi Yapist,
unpublished Ph.D. dissertation, Hacettepe University, 2021.

64 Giilsoy, ‘Kandiye’, 303-305.
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endowment were around 20 water wells and cisterns, 37 wheat granaries, bakeries,
plots of land, and gardens within the city, plus rural vineyards, orchards, farmlands,
pastures, and three villages.

The power and central position of Kopriilii Ahmed Pasha’s waqfs grew and con-
solidated with those established by bureaucrats in his family and entourage, who
unified their administration under the umbrella of his waqf. For example, K&priilii
Numan Pasha, who served as governor of Candia on four occasions between 1703
and 1719, and died there, took over the administration of the Kdpriilii waqf from
his father Fazil Mustafa Pasha, and added a medrese to the waqf of his uncle Fazil
Ahmed Pasha.®

Hafiz Hacit Ahmed Pasha, the son of Numan Pasha and manager of the Kopriilii
waqfs, contributed to the continuity of the foundations under his care while gover-
nor of Candia, by preparing two endowment deeds in 1745 and 1758. He built mau-
soleums for his father, Numan Pasha, and possibly for his sisters, plus a fountain and
a school near the port in Candia. A total of 18 new positions were created following
these additions to the Képriilii waqfs.®¢

Esad Pasha, the other son of Fazil Mustafa Pasha, who died in Crete in 1726
while he was the governor of Rethymno, built a mausoleum for his son Halid Bey in
Rethymno and established a waqf in his name. In the mausoleum endowment deed,
1,000 gurus were donated in cash and it was stipulated that two keepers of mauso-
leums were to pray for the soul of Halid Bey.®’

Between the years 1670 and 1680, we can identify at least 11 waqfs established
by people under the patronage of Kopriili Ahmed Pasha. At least five individu-
als, some of whom were already in the service of his father and also worked as
Ahmed Pasha’s chamberlains at different times, came to the island with the pasha
and established waqfs there. The most prominent among them were Mahmud Agha,
Ahmed Pasha’s chamberlain, who established one of the richest waqfs in Crete;
Sisman Ibrahim Agha; Burunsuz Ahmed Agha; Siyavus Agha; and Ziilfikar Agha.
All of them were promoted to the rank of pasha by their patron. Deputy chamberlain
Receb Agha, chief auditor Acemzade Hiiseyin Efendi, Ankebud Ahmed Pasha and
each of his chamberlains also followed in their master’s footsteps and established
waqfs.

65 TDVIA, s.v., ‘Kopriiliizade Numan Pasa’ (A. Ozcan), 265-267; M. Siireyya, Sicill-i Osmani, ed.
N. Akbayar, Vol. IV (Istanbul 1996), 1265; K&priili Kiitiiphanesi (KK), Vakfiye Defteri (VD),
12/2455.

66 The Wagqf of Kopriiliizade Hafiz Ebiilhayr Ahmed Pasha bin Numan Pasha, VGMA, 76: 46/3;
KK, VD.12/2455.

67 VGMA, 2790: 169.
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Although the waqf founders lost ownership of their properties when they de-
clared them to be of waqf status, they rarely relinquished control over them, retain-
ing management rights and keeping the budget surplus for themselves and their
descendants. Often established as family wagqfs, such institutions were intended to
remain under family management. However, it is noteworthy that founders’ sons
also set up waqfs and sometimes merged them with earlier ones. Three generations
of Findik Hact Mehmed Pasha established waqfs on the island, which were eventu-
ally consolidated and managed by a single hand.®® Captain Yusuf Pasha established
a waqf in Chania, and his son Ahmed Agha, who also served as his silahdar (ar-
mourer), established one in Chania in 1655, which he later added to his father’s
wagqf.

The continuity of existing waqfs was ensured by the addition of new ones. For
instance, 19 new waqfs were incorporated into the existing foundation set up by
Kiiciik Haci Ibrahim Agha in Rethymno.® Kara Musa Pasha, in conjunction with
his son, established a waqf in Rethymno, to which 26 others were later added.”®
These newly established endowments typically consisted of cash donations, olive
groves or a certain amount of olive oil, and were primarily intended to cover the
expenses of the main waqf. Notably, a significant proportion of new waqfs were
established by women, indicating a desire to contribute to charitable causes and a
preference to entrust the management to existing institutions.

The wagqfs established by Gazi Hiiseyin and Fazil Ahmed Pashas along with their
family, retinue members and the people in their patronage network were crucial to
the economic and architectural transformation and Ottomanisation of the island. In
fact, state support and the incentives provided by creating favourable conditions for
these people to establish waqfs encouraged further such investment on the island.
The foundations set up by the upper military and administrative classes were often
expanded by contributions from their descendants. The members of their entourage
followed their lead and established some of the largest waqfs on the island. In con-
clusion, spearheaded as it was by the military-administrative class, the waqf system
played a pivotal role in the Ottomanisation of Crete, facilitating economic growth,
social cohesion and urban development.

The waqf-making activities of the military-administrative class were followed by
smaller foundations set up by ordinary Janissaries, which merged with those of the
upper military-administrative class. In most cases, Janissaries left the management

68 The Waqf of Findik Hact Mehmed Pasha, VGMA, 743: 117/28; The Waqf of Kaptaniderya Mus-
tafa Pasha bin Kara Mehmed Pasha, VGMA, 579: 595/259 and 260.

69 BOA, Ev.D.14733, dated 1850.
70 BOA, Ev.D.14733, dated 1850.



108 THE JANISSARIES: SOCIO-POLITICAL AND ECONOMIC ACTORS IN THE OTTOMAN EMPIRE

of their waqfs to senior figures. For example, in the second half of the seventeenth
century, many Janissary waqfs in Rethymno were administered by Bektashi Hac1
Musa Dede, who was also the trustee of the Yahya Agha Mosque.”! On the other
hand, many founders opted to delegate the supervision of their waqfs to local Janis-
saries residing on the island, possibly because they wished to demonstrate solidarity
within their military group by giving control of their endowments to others in the
corps. But more importantly, by granting custody to the most powerful group on the
island, waqf founders, whether military or civilian, secured a guarantee for them.
Among those who entrusted their waqfs to the supervision of the Janissaries were
corps members of different ranks, including Turnacibasi Ahmed Agha, Janissary
Mustafa Agha of the 73rd cemaat, Ibrahim Agha from the 3rd boliik, as well as high-
ranking state servants such as Fazil Ahmed Pasha’s chamberlain Mahmud Agha
and Reisiilkiittdb Acemzade Hiiseyin Efendi. In 1670, there were 4,736 janissaries
serving on the island. However, only 18 endowment deeds pertaining to Janissary
wagqfs have been found in the archive of the Directorate General of Foundations for
the relevant period.”* It is likely that further research through court records would
uncover many more of them established at the time.

Research on later periods shows that from the second half of the eighteenth cen-
tury onwards, Janissary waqfs were actively involved in the commercial and agri-
cultural sectors and in the credit market.”®> For instance, Janissary families such as
the Karakases, the Caliks, and the Mirasyedis established family waqfs and emerged
as prominent households who engaged in trade, manufacturing and tax farming.”*
Although it is beyond the scope of the present study, further analysis of endowment
deeds in various archives would enrich studies on Janissary waqfs and networks in
later periods. Our findings reveal that the households of the military-administrative
class established an institutional base for themselves through waqfs that supported

71 The Wagf of Uveys Agha, VGMA, 2970: 187; The Wagf of Haci Alizade Mehmed Celebi,
VGMA, 2970: 184; The Waqf of Hasan Bese, VGMA, 2970: 185; The Waqf of Cafer Bey,
VGMA, 2970:. 191; The Waqf of Kasim Bese, VGMA, 2970: 191 ff.; The Waqf of Janissary
Ahmed Celebi of the 51st cemaat, VGMA, 2970: 188; The Waqf of Janissary Hasan Bese of the
92nd cemaat, VGMA, 2790: 185; The Waqf of Janissary Sahin Bese of the 8th cemaat, VGMA,
2790: 186.

72 BOA, MAD.d.658.

73 A. Anastasopoulos and Y. Spyropoulos, ‘Soldiers on an Ottoman Island: The Janissaries of Crete,
Eighteenth-Early Nineteenth Centuries’, THR, 8 (2017), 20-23.

74 Y. Spyropoulos, ‘Kowavikr, 3101knTIKY, OIKOVOLIKT KOl TOMTIKY S106TAGT TOL 00@UavIKoD
oTpatov: ot yevitoapor g Kpnmg, 1750-1826’ [Social, Administrative, Economic and Politi-
cal Dimensions of the Ottoman Army: the Janissaries of Crete, 1750-1826], unpublished Ph.D.
dissertation, University of Crete, 2014, 251-263; Anastasopoulos and Spyropoulos, ‘Soldiers on
an Ottoman Island’, 24.



K. OrRBAY & R. PANTIK: A STUDY OF THE EARLY WAQF DEEDS OF CRETE 109

the transfer of their networks to the island. As a central institution in the Ottoman
economic and social system, these waqfs played a crucial role in the transforma-
tion of Crete. Together with their networks, they continued to thrive and take firm
root on the island over successive generations. Future studies will further explore
the political and economic functioning of these networks, in which waqfs played a
central role, as well as the emergence of prominent Janissary families on the island
in subsequent periods. The new networks will then be examined in relation to the
earlier ones included in this study, in order to demonstrate the articulation, competi-
tion, cooperation, and interweaving of emerging networks with previous ones.

APPENDIX

List of waqfs on Crete, 1650-1750

Document Eslrzlllts/h Archive/ Register/ Record/
Name of Wagqf Date . . Classifi- Page Docu-
Type Main Service . Box
Location cation ment
et At A | vakfiye | 1650 | Ha | VGMA | 583 57| 4
Dervis Ali Vakfi Vakfiye | 1650 Kandiye VGMA 578 223 69
Veli Paga Vakfi Vakfiye 1651 Resmo VGMA 2970 6
Resmo Varosunda Hayrat1 Vaki Mer-
hum Resmo Muhafizi Mehmed Pasa Vakfiye 1652 Resmo VGMA 2790 42
Vakfi
?ﬁ‘}fﬁerd” Sofu Mehmed Pasa Vakfiye | 1655 | Kandiye | VGMA | 747 256 207
Hanya Fatihi Kaptaniderya Yusuf
Paga’nin Oglu ve Silahtart Ahmet Vakfiye 1655 Hanya VGMA 988 281 180
Aga Vakfi
Girid Fatihi Gazi Hiiseyin Pasa Vakfi | Vakfiye | 1658 Res’;i;ii“ya' VGMA | 610 205 243
Girid Fatihi Gazi Hiiseyin Paga Vakfi Vakfiye 1658 Isfakiye VGMA 734 141 81
Resmo Kalesi Muhafizlarindan
Dergah-1 Ali Yenigeri Corbacilarin- 140
dang73. Cemaatin S:Q,‘orl(:-:alcml Mustafa Vakfiye teol Resmo veMA 2790 194y
Aga b. Abdullah Vakfi
X:lrf:;‘ éil‘e;e\‘za;ftl‘“ Odabags: Vakfiye | 1661 Resmo VGMA | 2790 188
Ibrahim Paga Vakfi Vakfiye 1662 Resmo VGMA 2790 189
Resmo’da Merhum Yahya Aga Za-
viyesinde Halveti Seyhi Mehmet Vakfiye 1663 Resmo VGMA 2970 187
Efendi'nin Kiittab Vakfi
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D ot Esltr';lbrl:/h_ Archive/ Reoister/ Record/
Name of Wagqf ocume Date ment Classifi- | 2°° Page Docu-
Type Main Service . Box
. cation ment
Location
TKGM,
Girid Serdart Ahmed Pasa Vakfi Vakfiye 1665 Resmo KKA, 25
vC
Hatice Turhan Sultan Vakfi Vakfiye 1669 Resmo VGMA 744 109 28
Yenigeri Ocagindan Turnacibagi Ah- .
med Aga b. Abdiilmennan Vakfi Vakfiye 1671 Kandiye VGMA 571 195 70
Defterdar Ahmed Paga b. Ataullah Vakfiye 1671 Kandiye VGMA 724 37 !
Vakfi
Fazil Ahmed Paga Kethiidast Mahmud .
Aga Vakfi Vakfiye 1671 Kandiye VGMA 629 10 5
TKGM
Reisiilkiittap Acemzade Hiiseyin . ’
Efendi b. Mehmed Vakfi Vakfiye 1671 Kandiye K\If{é\, 28
Halen Kandiye Muhafizi olan Tur-
nacibagt Ibrahim Aga b. Abdiilkerim Vakfiye 1672 Kandiye VGMA 989 87 66
Vakfi
Hact Alizade Mehmed Celebi Vakfi Vakfiye 1675 Resmo VGMA 2790 184
Uveys Aga b. Abdiilmennan Vakfi Vakfiye 1676 Resmo VGMA 2970 187
TKGM
Sadrazam Fazil Ahmed Pasa’nin . ’
Vekilharct Receb Aga Vakfi Valfiye 1676 Kandiye K\If(g ’ 13
Kopriilii Fazil Ahmed Paga Vakfi Vakfiye | 1678 Kandiye VGMA 580 140 78
Yenigeri 92. Cemaatin Vekilharct
Hasan Bese Vakfi Vakfiye 1678 Resmo VGMA 2790 185
Cafer Bey b. Osman Aga Vakfi Vakfiye 1679 Resmo VGMA 2790 191
Girid Muhafizi Ankebut Ahmed Paga Kandiye-Res-
b. Ali Bey Vakfi Vakfiye 1680 mo-Hanya VGMA 742 221 91
Resmo Beyi Musa Paga’nin Resmo
Varogunda Bina ve Thya Eyledigi Vakfiye 1683 Resmo VGMA 2790 204
Cami Vakfi
Farisan-1 Yesar Sipahilerinden Musta-
fa Cavus b. Abdullah Vakfi Vakfiye 1687 Resmo VGMA 2790 166
Kasim Bege b. Abdiilvehab Vakfi Vakfiye 1693 Resmo VGMA 2790 | 191/192
Girid ve Kandiye Muhafizi Findik .
Haci Mehmed Pasa Vakfi Vakfiye 1694 Kandiye VGMA 743 117 28
Yenigeri Sart Mehmed Bege ve Yeni-
ceri 8. Cemaatin Yoldagt Sahin Bege
Vekaletiyle Rahime b. Abdiilmennan Valfiye 1694 Resmo VGMA 2790 186
Vakfi
Gazi Hiiseyin Paga Tabyast Dizdar:
Haci Musli Aga b. Abdurrahman Vakfiye 1698 Hanya VGMA 583 277 210
Vakfi
Hanya Kadist Ali Efendi b. Hasan Vakfiye 1719 Hanya VGMA 748 ) )

Efendi Vakfi
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Document Es:: bllllts/h_ Archive/ Register/ Record/
Name of Wagqf ocume Date ment Classifi- | 8¢ Page eco
Type Main Service . Box Document
. cation
Location
Kandiye Muhafiz1 Girid Serdar:
Kaptaniderya Ibrahim Paga b. Selim Vakfiye 1722 Kandiye VGMA 570 251 145
Aga Vakfi
Misir Valisi Kethiida Tbrahim Paga . BOA,
Vakfi Muhasebe | 1723 Kandiye MAD 4. 1317 | 48-49
Kandiye Muhafizi Girid Serdar:
Kaptaniderya Ibrahim Paga b. Selim Vakfiye 1723 Kandiye VGMA 570 254 146
Aga Vakfi
Halen Resmo Mubhafizi Képriilii Vezir
Esad Pasa Vakfi Vakfiye 1725 Resmo VGMA 2790 169
Musa Pasa Camii fmami1 ve Hatibi
Mustafa Efendi b. Seyh Nasreddin Vakfiye 1727 Resmo VGMA 2790 133
Efendi Vakfi
Revan Kalesi Muhafizi Gazi Hiiseyin
Pasazade Mustafa Pasa Vakfi Vakfiye 1728 Hanya VGMA 735 45 21
Hanya’da Dergah-1 Ali Yenigeri Agasi
Vekili Haseki Mustafa Aga b. Siiley- Vakfiye 1731 Hanya VGMA 730 118 77
man Vakfi
Sadriali Kethiidas: Nigdeli Haci Ali Istanbul-
Aga b. Hasan Aga Vakfi Vakfiye 1731 Hanya VGMA 578 228 72
Yerli Yenicgeri 3. Boliik Yiizbagist .
ibrahim Aga Bin Sileyman Vakfi Vakfiye | 1732 Kandiye VGMA 988 129 49
Yerli Kethiidast Ibrahim Aga ve
Kardegleri Mustafa, Mehmet ve Musa
Agalar ile Kiz Kardesi Rukiye Hatun Valkdiye 1732 Hanya VEMA 629 670 462
Vakfi
Resmo Kalesi Sakinlerinden Yeni-
ceri Goniilliiyan-1 Yesar Ocaginin 1. Vakfive 1732 Resmo VGMA 2790 34
Béliigiinden Veyis Celebi b. Mahmud Y
Vakfi
Dergah-1 Ali Yenigeri Kegide Cavug-
larindan Hact Ismail Cavus Aga Vakfi Vakfiye 1734 Resmo VeMA 2790 135
Hasan Celebi b. Kenan Vakfi Vakfiye | 1738 Kandiye VGMA 582 422 329-1
Kethiida-y1 Yesar Mustafa Bey b. Arif Vakfiye 1742 Resmo VGMA 2790 180
Bey Vakfi
Kandiye Muhafizi Vezir Numan Paga . IAK, )
b. Hasan Aga Vaki Vakfiye | 1743 Kandiye MAE Kutu: 36 18
Dergah-1 Ali Yenigerilerinden Kaba-
lizade Hact Hiiseyin Aga b. Ali Aga Vakfiye 1743 Resmo VGMA 2790 178
Vakfi
Dedeoglu Haci Ibrahim b. Mehmet Vakfiye 1744 Resmo VGMA 2970 209
Vakfi
Képriiliizade Hafiz Ebiilhayr Ahmet 1745, . 12/2455,
Paga b. Numan Paga Vakfi Vakfiye 1748 Kandiye KK, VD. 76 4 3
Kapraniderya Hanya Muhafizs Musia- | -y 6| 1750 Hanya VGMA 579 595 | 259,260

fa Pasa b. Kara Mehmed Paga Vakfi
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JANISSARIES AND ESNAF
IN LATE EIGHTEENTH-CENTURY
ISTANBUL

Cengiz KIRLI'

THE PRESENCE OF JANISSARIES IN OTTOMAN ECONOMIC LIFE is well-known. There have
been a number of studies demonstrating the heavy presence of Janissaries in urban
economic life as tradesmen, shopkeepers, peddlers, boatmen or porters.! Contrary
to the image of the mutinous Janissary as a shopkeeper or a tradesman rather than a

*

Bogazigi University.

I am grateful to the anonymous reviewer for her/his comments, and especially to Yannis
Spyropoulos for his suggestions and corrections, which ultimately shaped this article in more
ways than I could acknowledge here.

R. Olson, ‘The Esnaf and the Patrona Halil Rebellion of 1730: A Realignment in Ottoman Poli-
tics?” JESHO, 20 (1976), 329-344; Idem, ‘Jews, Janissaries, Esnaf and the Revolt of 1740 in
Istanbul’, JESHO, 22 (1978), 185-207; C. Kafadar, ‘Yeniceri-Esnaf Relations: Solidarity and
Conflict’, unpublished M.A. thesis, McGill University, 1981; Idem, ‘Janissaries and Other Riff-
raff of Ottoman Istanbul: Rebels without a Cause?’, in B. Tezcan and K. K. Barbir (eds), /dentity
and Identity Formation in the Ottoman World: A Volume of Essays in Honor of Norman Itzkowitz
(Madison 2007), 113-134; D. Quataert, ‘Janissaries, Artisans and the Question of Ottoman De-
cline, 1730-1826’, in D. Quataert (ed.), Workers, Peasants and Economic Change in the Ottoman
Empire, 1730-1914 (Istanbul 1993), 197-203; E. Yi, Guild Dynamics in Seventeenth-Century
Istanbul, Fluidity and Change (Leiden 2004); M. M. Sunar, ‘“When Grocers, Porters and other
Riff-raff Become Soldiers”: Janissary Artisans and Laborers in the Nineteenth-Century Istanbul
and Edirne’, Kocaeli Universitesi Sosyal Bilimler Enstitiisii Dergisi, 17/1 (2009), 175-194; Idem,
‘Cauldron of Dissent: A Study of the Janissary Corps, 1807-1826°, unpublished Ph.D. disser-
tation, Binghamton University-SUNY, 2006; F. Zarinebaf, Mediterranean Encounters: Trade
and Pluralism in Early Modern Galata (Oakland, California 2018); N. Turna, ‘Yenigeri-Esnaf
Mliskisi: Bir Analiz’, in F. Demirel (ed.), Osmanli’dan Cumhuriyet’e Esnaf ve Ticaret (Istanbul
2012), 21-42; G. Yilmaz Diko, ‘Blurred Boundaries Between Soldiers and Civilians: Artisan
Janissaries in Seventeenth-Century Istanbul’, in S. Faroghi (ed.), Bread From the Lion's Mouth:
Artisans Struggling for a Livelihood in Ottoman Cities (New York 2015), 175-193; A. Yildiz,
Y. Spyropoulos and M. Sunar (eds), Payitaht Yenigerileri: Padisahin “Asi” Kullari, 1700-1826
(Istanbul 2022); Y. Spyropoulos (ed.), ‘Insights into Janissary Networks, 1700-1826’[special is-
sue of Cihanniima: Journal of History and Geography Studies, 8/1 (July 2022)]; C. Wilkins and
E. Yi, ‘Between Soldier and Civilian: Janissaries in Seventeenth-Century Istanbul and Aleppo’,
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full-time soldier, portrayed by contemporary observers as the quintessential symbol
of the so-called Ottoman decline from the seventeenth century onwards, new studies
underline the blurring of the boundaries between Janissaries and civilians in social
and economic activities to emphasise, and indeed to acclaim, the popular nature of
Janissary rebellions against the Ottoman absolutist order. In court records, probate
inventories, and government surveys on urban professions, historians have had con-
siderable success in looking for qualitative and quantitative evidence to demonstrate
the involvement of Janissaries in the urban economy.?

My contribution to this volume is yet another addition to this growing body of
studies. Here, the focus will be on Istanbul, which, as the imperial centre, housed
the largest number of Janissaries. However, unlike most of the scholarly works that
rely on a sample of court records and probate inventories, or on available surveys
in the archives that focus on a certain profession and so can demonstrate the Janis-
sary presence in that particular occupation, this paper seeks to provide a much more
comprehensive picture of the economic activity in the entire capital, via a set of
registers prepared in the 1790s and named “Kefalet Defterleri” (Surety Registers).?

in R. Goshgarian, 1. Khuri-Makdisi and A. Yaycioglu (eds), Crafting History: Essays on the Ot-
toman World and Beyond in Honor of Cemal Kafadar (Boston 2023), 563-587.

2 Earlier surveys of Istanbul’s esnaf were usually conducted on a single profession, mostly because
of the illicit connection between members of that particular profession and a recent Janissary re-
bellion, such as the 1671 and 1651-1652 surveys on boatmen, the 1730 survey on gardens, or the
1752 survey on bathhouses. For the 1730 survey on gardens: BOA, NFS.d.1, H-25-10-1145 (10
April 1733). For the boatmen surveys, with specific attention to their Janissary connection see, A.
Altintas, ‘Istanbul Loncalar1 ve Yeniceriler: Kayik¢1 Esnafi Uzerine Bir Deneme’, in A. Yildiz,
Y. Spyropoulos and M. Sunar (eds), Payitaht Yenicerileri: Padisahin “Asi” Kullari, 1700-1826
(Istanbul 2022), 133-156. For the bathhouse survey, N. Ergin, ‘The Albanian Tellak Connec-
tion: Labor Migration to Istanbul to the Hammams of 18th-Century Istanbul Based on the 1752
Istanbul Hamamlar1 Defteri’, Turcica, 43 (2011), 231-256.

3 Betiil Bagaran and I have been working on these registers for some time, and the findings present-
ed here form part of this collective work. We have published some of our preliminary research in
B. Basaran and C. Kirl1, ‘Some Observations on Istanbul’s Artisans During the Reign of Selim
I (1789-1808)’, in S. Faroghi (ed.), Bread from the Lions Mouth: Artisans Struggling for a
Livelihood in Ottoman Cities (New York 2015), 259-277; C. Kirli and B. Basaran, ‘18. Yiizyil
Sonlarinda Osmanli Esnaft’, in F. Demirel (ed.), Osmanli’dan Cumhuriyet’e Esnaf ve Ticaret
(Istanbul 2012), 7-20. Some of the individual registers have also been studied, see C. Kirli, ‘A
Profile of the Labor Force in Early Nineteenth-Century Istanbul’, International Labor and Work-
ing-Class History, 60 (2001), 125-140; B. Basaran, Between Crisis and Order: Selim III, Social
Control and Policing in Istanbul at the End of the Eighteenth Century (Leiden 2014); N. Ertug,
Osmanli Déneminde Istanbul Hammallar: (Istanbul 2008); Idem, Osmanli Déneminde Istanbul
Deniz Ulagimi ve Kayik¢ilar (Istanbul 2001); Idem, ‘Osmanli Kefalet Sistemi ve 1792 Tarihli Bir
Kefalet Defterine Gore Bogazigi’, unpublished M.A. thesis, Sakarya University, 2000.



C. KIRLI: JANISSARIES AND ESNAF IN LATE EIGHTEENTH-CENTURY ISTANBUL 117

Beginning in 1792 and continuing over the following years, these registers were
part of large-scale population surveys conducted by the government to enhance se-
curity and social control over the governed. The economic and political crisis fol-
lowing heavy military defeats by Russia and Austria was accompanied by rural
uprisings across the Rumelian provinces known as “Dagli Isyanlarr” (Mountaineer
Uprisings), stoking fears of widespread political disorder on the part of the Ottoman
government and the recently enthroned sultan Selim III. Although the practice of
kefalet (bailing or standing surety) was an old Ottoman legal practice, the scale of
its application in the 1790s was unprecedented. The surveys recorded all the adult
male inhabitants of the towns in the zone where rural uprisings took place that
showed them to be providing surety for one another, in an attempt to create a unify-
ing system of incorporation, whereby individuals were linked to larger groups, and
the actions of an individual could implicate the whole.*

This “close system of collective watchfulness”,> was similarly applied to Istan-
bul’s artisans and labourers, a sizeable proportion of whom were immigrants from
the provinces, including the disorderly Rumelian towns. Although the ostensible
purpose of these surveys on esnaf, updated every six months, was the identifica-
tion and expulsion of those who stayed and worked in Istanbul without a guarantor
(kefil), the wealth of demographic detail recorded in the registers suggests that the
greater ambition was to render the entire working population of Istanbul visible,
pointing to a new governing mentality.

The registers used in this study list all the shops, workshops, vegetable, fruit, and
flower gardens, as well as the entire workforce in them, identifying masters, jour-
neymen, and apprentices across greater Istanbul.® In addition, they contain informa-
tion on all the boatmen and porters working in numerous docks, along with itinerant
and freelance labourers, including water carriers, horse-cart drivers, woodcutters,
fishermen, night watchmen, and gravediggers. Furthermore, several hundred inns
and bachelors’ chambers were noted along with information on their keepers and
residents in prodigious detail. In the majority of entries across the registers, the
names and titles of individuals is provided, along with information on their province

4 E.Unli, ‘Dagh Isyanlar1 Sirasinda Kefalete Baglanan Rumeli Sehirleri’, in M. Polat, A. Ozdemir
and Y. Caglar (eds), INCSOS VIII. Uluslararas: Sosyal Bilimler Kongresi, 20-23 October 2022
(Tekirdag 2023), 90-110.

5 M. Walzer, The Revolution of the Saints: A Study in the Origins of Radical Politics (Cambridge
1965), 221.

6 BOA, ADVN.d.827, H-29-12-1206 (18 August 1792); 830, H-29-12-1206 (18 August 1792);
831, H-25-04-1207 (10 December 1792); 832, H-10-02-1208 (17 September 1793); 835, H-29-
12-1207 (7 August 1793); 836, H-29-12-1207 (7 August 1793); 837, H-3-01-1208 (11 August
1793); 899, undated; D.BSM.d.42648, undated,]; NFS.d..7, H-29-12-1207 (7 August 1793).
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of origin if they were recent migrants, and their place of residence. No record is
made in the registers of the working population in large state-owned enterprises
such as the naval shipyard (fersane) and imperial arsenal (tophane), some mar-
ketplaces, such as the Grand Bazaar, and the several hundred taverns that were
forcibly closed down by the state when the surveys were being conducted. Simi-
larly, merchants and tradesmen feeding the capital’s vibrant economy are absent.
Although overall these registers fall short of providing a complete snapshot of the
city’s economic activity, they nevertheless offer an unprecedented amount of detail
on almost all the retail, manufacturing, and service sectors in the Ottoman capital at
the end of the eighteenth century, with information on the workforce of over 40,000
people who were employed in thousands of shops, hundreds of gardens, and docks,

as shown in the tables below:

Number of Number of I\llgumber of Nl;rlnber Total
. The Geographical Area of Shops and | Labourers in oatmen, ot nns Number
Register No K Porters, and
Coverage Fruit-Vegeta- | Shops and .| of La-
and Oth- | Bachelors
ble Gardens Gardens bourers
ers’ Chambers
Beyazit-Topkapi-
ADVN827 YO e Rombapn 858 1,640 25 1,665
ADVN.g30 | Lophane-Findikli- 667 1,373 812 3 2,188
Galatasaray-Sirkeci
ADVN.g31 | Etramuros Istanbul (the 2,588 7015 | 3,129 127 | 10271
peninsula coastline)
A.DVN.832 Galata 1,300 3,392 828 5 4,225
ADVN.g3s | [reramuros Itanbul from 1,324 3,926 42 49 4,017
Cemberlitas to Sirkeci
ADVNg36 | Beyaut-Odunkapisi- 1,036 2,293 25 122 2,440
Siileymaniye
ADVN.g37 | Veneciler-Edirnckapi- 1,155 3,590 219 93 3,902
Egrikapi-Unkapani
Both sides of Bosphorus
ADVN.ggg | Tom Kadikéy -Dolma- 2,739 7,019 2,523 139 9,681
bahge to Anadolu and
Rumeli Kavag;
D.BSM.42648 | Eyiip-Siitliice-Haskoy 943 2,269 589 16 2,874
NFS.7 Kasimpaga-Beyoglu 879 2,517 413 12 2,942
Total 13,489 35,034 8,605 566 | 44,205

Table I: The geographical distribution of Istanbul esnaf according to the registers

7 Others include itinerant and freelance labourers such as water carriers, horse-cart drivers, wood-
cutters, fishermen, night watchmen, gravediggers etc.
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Masters only Boatmen, Porters,

Total Workforce in

Religion in Shops and and Other Itiner-
¢ Gar(fens Shops and Gardens ant Labourers
Muslims 60% 52% 72%
Greeks 19% 23% 8%
Armenians 12% 15% 13%
Jews 3% 3% 3%
Unidentified and undifferentiated zimmis 4% 7% 3%

Table II: Religious distribution of the workforce (% values rounded)

From the names recorded in the registers we can identify, with a high degree of
accuracy, the confessional identities of the workforce, as Table II shows. The names
are often accompanied by their titles, if they had any. These titles could be religious
such as hact, aci, seyyid, monla, or imam, or other titles that refer however vaguely
to the recorded individual’s social standing, such as efendi, ¢elebi, or emir. For our
purposes, of greatest importance in this study are the known Janissary titles along
with other military titles that allow us to identify, with some degree of accuracy,
which corps the person in question belongs to, such as bostanci, kalyoncu, topgu,
cebeci, and sipahi.

Two immediate problems emanating from the registers in connection with mili-
tary titles need to be mentioned at the outset. The first has to do with early modern
Ottoman recording practices, which are marked by a lack of uniformity and even-
ness across different registers. However comprehensive and unprecedented in terms
of depth and scope these registers may have been, it should be remembered that they
were prepared for the purpose of identifying people without sureties, and therefore
the only consistent information provided across the ten registers studied here, as
the clerks in charge of recording individuals would have been instructed, were the
sureties that the working population provided for each other. All other information
pertaining to recorded individuals seemed to have been left to the discretion of the
clerk responsible for a particular region, which ultimately created blatant inconsis-
tencies from one register to another. Equally troubling is the presence of such in-
consistencies even within single registers. Some clerks, however, were much more
attentive in identifying Janissaries by methodically entering the cemaat and béliik
numbers of recorded individuals, leaving no doubt as to their Janissary identity.
This is especially the case in the two registers® covering intramuros Istanbul, and to
a lesser extent in the one covering the Tophane-Findikli region outside the walled

8 BOA, A.DVN.827 and 837.
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city.? Almost all the recorded individuals with a regiment number appear in these
three registers, and in seven other registers covering most of intra- and extramuros
Istanbul, though the regiment numbers hardly ever appear where the only available
information on a person’s probable military status are the titles imprecisely associ-
ated with various corps. More importantly for our purposes, in these seven registers,
the names of a significant number of known Janissaries identified in contemporary
narrative sources and other surveys are not accompanied by any military titles, as
if they had no connection with the corps. This means that the Janissary presence
in Istanbul’s working population is noticeably underrepresented in the statistical
analysis provided in this study.

The second and related problem has to do with titles, which are, other than regi-
ment numbers, the only way we can identify a person’s Janissary status. These titles
and what they identify are, in turn, part of the larger question of what Janissaries
were understood to mean in the eighteenth century. As is well known, identifying
someone as a Janissary does not necessarily mean that he was an active soldier, for
the title refers to a wide variety of affiliations and identifications, such as Janissary
impostors, esame holders (i.e. those who purchased the official title of Janissary to
benefit from the corps’ privileges, but had no other connection with the corps), non-
Janissary military persons who were linked with and protected by the Janissaries,
artisans and labourers with ties to the Janissary Corps, and members of the Janissary
Corps who were involved in economic activities. Thus, based on this extremely
imprecise identification, a very large Muslim population could potentially be identi-
fied as Janissaries in the late eighteenth century. When Calikzade Halil Agha, the
voivode of the town of Bolu, was asked by Istanbul to draft 1,000 infantry soldiers
from the local population to join the imperial army in 1789, he responded that it was
impossible to recruit infantry soldiers from the town, because “the town community
were as a whole from the Janissary class” (mahall-i merkumun ahalisi bi’l-kiilliyen
yenigeri ziimresinden olmagla miri askeri yazmak miimkiin olmayub).'® Besides the
implausibility of the (Muslim, adult, male) town population consisting entirely of
Janissaries, the blurred distinction between civilian and military identity in official
correspondence at the highest level is symptomatic of the problem at hand.

While the absence of accompanying titles does not necessarily imply a lack of
Janissary affiliation, the presence of such titles does not automatically suggest Janis-
sary identification, either. The biggest question here is what to do with the title of
bese, the most frequently used title, military or otherwise, running across the reg-
isters. It is used in Ottoman historical records so extensively and ubiquitously that

9 BOA, A.DVN.830.
10 BOA, HAT.182/8301, H-29-12-1203 (20 September 1789).
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any attempt to ascertain its strict and systematic identification remains elusive. The
evidence overwhelmingly points to bese being a military title, although there are
some rare examples in the archives that it was used by civilians as well.!! There are
plenty of examples in Ottoman sources demonstrating that it was extensively used
for low-ranking Janissaries, although it has now been well established that bese was
used as a title by other corps as well. Our registers support the observation that it
was not a monopoly of the Janissary Corps. Nearly 30% of those affiliated with the
bostanci corps in the records also have bese as a title. It also appears, albeit with less
frequency, alongside the titles kalyoncu, topgu and cebeci.

In this study, bese is taken as a military title. In more than half of the records of
the people with such a title, it appears as the only one, and it is highly likely that the
people identified solely as bese were the members of the Janissaries Corps. The rea-
son for this rests on the assumption that titles of those belonging to kapikulu corps
other than Janissaries, such as bostancis, cebecis, and topgus, were routinely written
down across the registers to identify their members and to distinguish them from
Janissaries, which gives the impression that, due to their sheer numbers among the
workforce with military titles, the lone title of bese served as the default identifica-
tion for the Janissary Corps, requiring no further information.

Further, among the titles that appear frequently, alemdar/bayrakdar, odabast,
boliikbasi, karakulluk¢u were taken as Janissary titles, along with the titles of ¢avus
and saka, which are seen less often throughout the registers. As with the title of bege,
it is impossible to ascertain whether the people with these titles were Janissaries, or
members of other kapikulu corps. Bey, efendi, emir, and ¢elebi were almost certainly
not military titles in the late eighteenth century, though they probably did have a
military bearing in earlier periods. Therefore, unless accompanied by a military title
such as bese, the lone instances of bey, efendi, emir, and ¢elebi were not included
in the calculations in this study.'> On the other hand, whether the fairly frequently
encountered title of agha is a military title also remains unclear. Although agha was
generally used as a military title, indicating, in particular, the person’s Janissary sta-
tus in earlier periods, it seemed to have been used for both civilians and Janissaries
in the late eighteenth century. Agha is taken to be a Janissary title in this study, be-
cause, on the one hand, some of the Janissaries that we know from narrative sources
appear in the registers with the lone title of agha, and on the other hand, of the 42

11 T. Agik, ‘Bese Unvam1 Hakkinda’, Tarih Dergisi, 62/2 (2015), 37-64.

12 For the title of ¢elebi S: Yoriik, “Celebi Unvan1 Hakkinda Bir Degerlendirme’, Uluslararas:
Sosyal Arastirmalar Dergisi, 4/18 (2011), 290-297. For the title of emir, I. M. d’Ohsson, Tableau
geénéral de I’empire othoman, Vol. 1V, part 2 (Paris 1824), 555-566.
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times it occurs, 40 appear in a single register (for Galata), indicating that the clerk
surveying the region seems to have preferred the title to identify Janissaries.
Overall, as shown in Table 111, the number of people bearing a military title who
worked in shops and gardens, at the docks, or ran bachelor chambers/inns, was
3,926. Of this number, 384 were members of other corps, and 3,542 were Janissar-
ies.!> Of some 44,000 people recorded in the registers, the proportion of those with a
military title is around 9%, 8% of whom were members of the Janissary Corps. The
proportion of Janissaries to the overall Muslim workforce was around 16%.

Janissary Titles Other Kapikulu

Only Corps' Total
Shops and gardens with military titles 2,656 188 2844
(masters and employees)
Bf)atme.n., porters and itinerant labourers 844 196 1,040
with military titles
Keepers of inns and bachelors’ chambers 42 - 42
Total 3,542 384 3,926

Table III: Esnaf with military titles

In the 582 vegetable/fruit/flower gardens with a total workforce of 2,086, only
34 people bore a military title, and the majority of those worked in the 36 small
flower gardens where a total of only 50 people worked. Perhaps this is not surpris-
ing, for the overwhelming majority of the workforce in orchards and vegetable gar-
dens were Orthodox migrants from the central and western Balkans, and yet, given
the commanding position of Janissaries in fruit and vegetable retail across Istanbul,
the near absence of Janissaries in their production requires further scrutiny.

Janissaries mostly worked in shops. In nearly 13,000 shops, a total of 2,810
people bearing a military title were employed, of whom 2,248 were masters, and
562 were employed as journeymen or apprentices. Among those connected with the
corps, Janissaries constituted the overwhelming majority, at over 93%.> The num-
ber of Janissaries as masters/shop owners were 2,215, meaning that of around 13,000
shops owner-masters, and of around 8,000 Muslim shop owner-masters, Janissary
masters constituted around 16%, and 28% respectively. Put simply, at least one in

13 Of the 3,234 Janissaries, 1,004 of them have division (boliik) and regiment (cemaat) numbers.
While 705 of them were stationed in various boliiks, 249 were in cemaats and 17 in sekban
boliiks. Among the Janissaries identified with béliik and cemaat numbers, 20 of them appear as
boatmen, 13 as innkeepers, and the rest worked in shops.

14 Bostanci, Cebeci, Sipahi, Kalyoncu, Topgu, Tulumbaci.

15 Only 195, (around 7%) of the workforce, bearing a military title other than Janissaries worked in
shops. These were 98 Bostanci, 48 Topcu, 23 Cebeci, 16 Kalyoncu, and 10 Sipahi.
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every six shops in Istanbul, and one in every four shops owned by Muslims were
run by Janissaries at the end of the eighteenth century. However, while Janissaries
appear strong in numbers as masters, the overall Janissary population in proportion
to the total workforce in shops was remarkably low, at around 8%.

As Table IV shows, Janissaries predominantly worked within the walled city.
The ratio of Janissaries to the total labour force in intramuros Istanbul is around
25%, but below 8% in extramuros regions. Approximately 25% of the shops inside
the city walls were also run by Janissaries. The highest concentration was on the
axis between Beyazit and Aksaray, close to the Janissary barracks, where 845 of
around 2,000 shops, or 42%, were run by Janissaries. The tendency to work in shops
close to the Janissary barracks could have been a continuation of older practice
rather than a necessary convenience, for very few Janissaries actually slept in the
barracks. Of the data available for over 7,500 people in the registers where the resi-
dence of the recorded individual is mentioned, only 19 people indicated the Janis-
sary barracks as their lodgings. We already know that from early on, Janissaries who
got married would leave the barracks and live in their own homes, while those who

Number Number of | Number
of Shops Laborers | of laborers %
Register No The Geographical Area of Coverage and Fruit- in Shops with a ’
. Value
Vegetable and Gar- military
Gardens dens title
ADYN.g27 | DeyaneTopkapi-Yedikule- 858 1,640 459 27.9
Kumbkapi
A.DVN.830 Tophane-Findikli-Galatasaray- 667 1,373 189 13.8
Sirkeci
ADVN 831 Extra.muros Istanbul (the peninsula 2,588 7,015 239 44
coastline)
A.DVN.832 Galata 1,300 3392 105 3.4
ADVNg35 | [wramuros Istanbul from 1,324 3,926 161 4.1
Cemberlitag to Sirkeci
A.DVN.836 Beyazit-Odunkapisi-Siileymaniye 1,036 2,293 29 1.3
ADVN 837 Vezneciler-Edirnekapi-Egrikapi- 1,155 3,590 474 132
Unkapani
Both sides of Bosphorus from
A.DVN.899 Kadikéy -Dolmabahge to Anadolu 2,739 7,019 982 14
and Rumeli Kavag:
D.BSM.42648 | Eyiip-Siitliice-Haskoy 943 2,269 104 4.7
NFS.7 Kasimpaga-Beyoglu 879 2,517 102 4.6
Total 13,489 35,034 2,844

Table I'V: The geographical distribution of people with military titles in shops and gardens
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were single stayed in bachelor rooms or shops. Yet the fact that of the nearly 3,000
Janissaries only 19 indicated their place of residence as the barracks suggests if not
serves as concluding evidence of how loose the connection was between Janissary
title holders and the corps, with many acquiring titles to obtain privileges rather than
serve as soldiers.

Outside the city walls, the area between Tophane and Sirkeci seems to have been
the most densely populated by the Janissaries. However, only 61 of the 667 shops
(40 Janissaries, 21 top¢u, and other members of the corps) were run by people with
military titles. The 129 people working in 17 bread and round-cake bakeries consti-
tuted the bulk of the Janissaries in this area.

Janissaries were heavily involved in certain professions, as Table V shows. What
stands out in this list is their overwhelming presence in the coffeehouse business.
Coftechouses were by far the most numerous shops; about one in eight shops across
Istanbul was a coffechouse at the end of the eighteenth century. More than 40%
of coffechouses in the city were run by Janissaries, and aside from boating, it was
the most significant business the Janissaries were connected with. From the time
of their introduction to the imperial capital in the mid-sixteenth century, coffee-
houses were almost immediately eyed with suspicion by the authorities for housing
subversive political discourse, which resulted in their being closed down several
times. The increasing involvement of Janissaries in the coffeehouse business from
the seventeenth century onwards turned what were important social hubs from sus-
pect to dangerous, as Janissary-led insurrections had become a permanent fixture of
political life in the Empire. Coffeehouses often served as headquarters during times
of Janissary uprisings. The revolt of Patrona Halil in 1730, for example, resulting
in the dethronement of Ahmet III (r. 1703—1730), began in a coffeechouse. Similarly,
Mustafa Agha, a prominent leader of the Kabake¢1 Mustafa revolt in 1807 that put
an end to the reign of Selim III (r. 1789—1807), ran a coffechouse in Atpazar1.'¢ The
close connections between Janissaries and coffeehouses led Mahmud II to close
down all 2,076 of them in Istanbul after the abolition of Janissary Corps in 1826,
marking the first wholesale closure in nearly two centuries.!”

16 A. Caksu, ‘Janissary Coffee Houses in Late Eighteenth-Century Istanbul’, in D. Sajdi (ed.), Otto-
man Tulips, Ottoman Coffee: Leisure and Lifestyle in the Eighteenth Century (London and New
York 2007), 124.

17 Coffeehouses and barbers were surveyed in intramuros Istanbul as well as Eyiip, Galata, and
Uskiidar. In addition to 2,076 coffechouses, there were 1,668 barber shops across Istanbul in
1826. See Sahhaflar Seyhi-zade Seyyid Mehmed Es’ad Efendi, Vak 'a-niivis Es ad Efendi Tarihi:
(Béhir Efendi nin Zeyl ve Ilaveleriyle) 1237-1241/1821-1826, ed. Z. Yilmazer (Istanbul 2000),
641.
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Barbershops were the second most numerous type of business after coffeehous-
es. Beyond barbering they too served as important social hubs and were often run by
Janissaries, though at a significantly lower proportion than coffeechouses. Employ-
ing one-fifth of all the Janissaries in Istanbul, these two types of business required
little capital and low skills, but a solid social network in society, which might ex-
plain why Janissaries tended to be concentrated there.

The next line of business the Janissaries were most often involved in was food-
stuffs. About one-third of all greengrocers and butchers were owned by Janissaries,
in addition to around 10 slaughterhouses, amounting to one fifth of the total. Provi-
sioning the barracks with foodstuff was probably one reason for the involvement of
Janissaries in Istanbul’s food supply from early on.!8 Janissaries also worked as bar-
ley dealers, helva makers, and bakers. The significance of Janissary presence among
bread bakers, a profession dominated by Armenians, is particularly noteworthy.

One very large sector where the Janissaries were conspicuously lacking, how-
ever, was textiles. In the dozens of textile-related occupations, from fluffing to spin-
ning, from weaving to dyeing and printing of various fabrics, which employed sev-
eral thousand people, very few members of the kapikulu corps were to be found.'
In 18 textile printing shops in Yenikap1 and Uskiidar, for example, employing over
900 people, only one odabast and nine bostancis were recorded.

In many other crafts, too, Janissaries were thin on the ground. Tanneries
(debbaghane), and potteries (¢comlekgi) for example, employing around 400 and
200 people respectively, employed only two Janissaries each. The same is true for
shoemakers, except for light-shoe making (yemenici), in which they did have a
hand.?® All these observations show that Janissaries were more involved in retail
than manufacturing, which also suggests that they were mostly involved in occupa-
tions that did not require high skills.

Other than working in shops and gardens, Janissaries also appear as boatmen,
porters, and other types of itinerant labourers such as horse-cart drivers and water
carriers. The registers recorded 1,040 people with military titles in this category,
about a quarter of the total workforce in Istanbul connected with various military
corps. Of these 1,040 individuals, Janissaries constituted the largest group at 81%,

18 This seems to have been the case in other Ottoman cities as well. For Janissary control of the
butchers’ guild in late eighteenth-century Aleppo, see Quataert, ‘Janissaries, Artisans’, 200. See
also H. L. Bodman, Political Factions in Aleppo, 1760-1826 (Chapel Hill 1963), 63-64.

19 Quataert also notes the absence of Janissaries in the textile business, Quataert, ‘Janissaries, Arti-
sans’, 200.

20 Yemenici meant both light-shoe maker and headkerchief maker; it is unclear which one is re-
ferred to in the registers.
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No. of Shop Total No.
Type of Shops Owners with % Value
Military Titles of Shops
Coffeehouse (kahvebane) 682 1,634 42%
Greengrocer (manav) 225 623 36%
Barber (berber) 125 1,052 12%
Butcher (kasab) 82 275 30%
Tinsmith (kalayct) 65 126 52%
Round-cake maker (¢érekgi firmni) 54 126 43%
Bread maker and seller (ekmek firini) 48 200 24%
Light-shoe maker (yemenici) 42 241 17%
Pipe bowl maker (liileci-cubukeu) 41 208 20%
Helva maker (belvact) 40 92 43%
Barley dealer (arpact) 40 96 42%
Tobacco seller (dubani) 34 458 8%
Knife maker (bigaker) 34 91 37%
Fruit and Flower Garden (meyve ve cicek babgesi) 34 352 10%
Coal seller (kdmiircii) 27 150 18%
Blacksmith (nalband) 31 65 48%
Laundry (¢amagircr) 27 71 38%
Pickle maker (tursucu) 26 66 39%
Roasted chickpea maker (leblebici) 23 54 43%
Carpenter (dogramaci) 23 99 23%
Tailor (terzi) 21 437 5%
Herbalist (attar) 21 331 6%
Glazier (camci) 19 50 38%
Kebab shop (kebabgt) 19 62 31%
Bakers of ring-shaped breads (simiti) 17 73 23%

Table V: Involvement of military corps in trade and crafts (only shop owners in the top
25 non-itinerant professions with notable military representation)

while the remaining 19% (196 people) were from other corps, all of whom but six
were from the Bostanci Corps.

Most of those connected with the military worked as boatmen. 920 of the 1,040
(88%) with a military title plied this trade, of whom 724 (79%) were Janissaries.
Together with other members of the various corps, they constituted approximately
17% and 4% of boatmen respectively, amounting to 21% of the total number in the
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trade in Istanbul, which was 4,346. Two-thirds of all Janissary boatmen worked at
the dozens of piers lining the Bosphorus, where one in every three boatmen was a
Janissary.

Though the volume of people with military titles among boatmen appears con-
siderable, there seems to have been significant inconsistency and oversight on the
part of the clerks recording those with military titles in the trade. Abdulmennan
Altintas, who studied two surveys on boatmen in 1677 and 1752 in Istanbul, finds
that in 1677 survey 38% of the total 1,292 boatmen belonged to various military
corps, while in 1752, of the total 3,423 boatmen, people with military titles ac-
counted for 57%.2! Since a 36% decline in the space of 40 years seems improbable,
a significant number of boatmen with military titles were evidently left unrecorded
in our registers. That the military class continued to have an overwhelming presence
among boatmen at the end of the eighteenth century is supported by contemporary
narrative and quantitative sources. W. Eton in his 4 Survey of the Turkish Empire
wrote in 1799 that:

Strangers (and I include most foreign ministers, who are grossly imposed on by the
ignorance of their dragomans or interpreters) are misled by the accounts they receive
of the number of janizaries, of bostangees, of boatmen, of artisans, of shopkeepers,
etc. without knowing that one and the same person is commonly in two or three of
these capacities; for instance, almost every boatman is a bostangee or a janizary, and
the greatest part of the shopkeepers and artisans are janizaries.?

According to the results of the census conducted on Istanbul boatmen in 1802,
2,063 of the 5,151 Muslim boatmen were members of the military and 3,088 were
civilians.??

21 Altintas, ‘Istanbul Loncalar1 ve Yenigeriler’, 145 and 151-152.
22 W. Eton, 4 Survey of the Turkish Empire (London 1799), 281-282.

23 N. Ertug, ‘Klasik Dénem Osmanli Istanbul’unda Deniz Ulasimr’, in C. Yilmaz and A. Bilg-
in (eds), Antik Cag’dan XXI. Yiizyila Biiyiik Istanbul Tarihi, Vol. VI (Istanbul 2015), 429. See
also, Idem, Osmanli Déneminde Istanbul Deniz Ulasimi, 114; C. Orhonlu, ‘Osmanli Tiirkleri
Devrinde Istanbul’da Kayikcilik ve Kayik Isletmeciligi’, Tarih Dergisi, 16/21 (March 1966),
109-134; M. Mazak, ‘Istanbul’da Kayikg1 Esnafi ve 1802 Tarihli Kayik¢1 Esnafi Sayim Defteri’,
unpublished M.A. thesis, Marmara University, 1998. Mazak’s thesis does not provide overall
figures of the boatmen with military titles. Orhonlu, however, gives different figures (p. 127)
than Ertug for the 1,802 boatmen survey with respect to the involvement of different corps: there
were 6,572 boatmen and 3,996 boats in Istanbul in 1802. Of these boatmen, 5,184 were Muslims,
1,401 belonged to various military groups, and 3,783 were civilians. The surveys also recorded
924 Christians and 464 Jews among boatmen. The contradiction in figures likely stems from
the fact that the survey only provided names and titles and, unlike some of the earlier surveys,
did not clearly separate military personnel from civilians, and that the authors interpreted the
military titles differently. Many thanks to Abdulmennan Altintas for pointing this out and sharing
Mazak’s thesis with me.
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Type of Activity No. of People with Military Titles (;/:‘ \tﬁlugfc:::i:i)::
Boatmen (kaytk¢r) 920 21%
Horse-cart Drivers (arabact) 31 22%
Porters (hamal) 30 1%
Water Carriers (saka) 24 16%

Table VI: Workforce in transport services bearing military titles

The problem of the working population with military titles being underrepre-
sented is even more strikingly evident among porters. Our registers record only
31 Janissaries, and none from other military corps, working as backloading (arka
hamalr), pole (sirik hamalr), and horseback (at hamalr) porters, out of a 2,868 strong
workforce across Istanbul, only accounting for about 1%. Given that contemporary
chronicles, travel accounts and individual surveys on porters all point to the over-
whelming presence of Janissaries among the members of this profession, the 1%
figure recorded here in these registers cannot possibly be considered accurate. Ac-
cording to the 1822 survey on porters in [stanbul, for instance, of the 2,919 porters,
470 were non-Muslims and the remaining 2,449 were Muslims, of whom 2,038
(83%) were either Janissaries or, to a lesser extent, affiliated with various other
corps.?* In his chronicle covering the late eighteenth and early nineteenth centuries,
Cabi Efendi recounts several references demonstrating the heavy Janissary presence
among porters. A certain Ibrahim Agha from Tosya, the chief warden of porters
working at Uskiidar Biiyiik Iskele, for instance, was a member of the 59th béliik of
the Janissary Corps, and all the porters working at the same pier were also his fellow
townsmen. Although not overtly stated in Cabi’s account, his fellow porters were
probably also members of the 59th béliik, as is evident in Ibrahim Agha’s regular
visits to the 59th’s barracks to collect his own wages as well as those of his porters
from Tosya — behaviour which, along with other misdeeds, ultimately brought about
his own demise and eventual execution.?s Ibrahim Agha and his fellow porters ap-
pear in one of the registers used in this study.?é Indeed, ibrahim Agha provided
surety for 116 backloading porters (arka hamalr) and 20 horse-back porters (at
hamalr) in Uskiidar Biiyiik Iskele, all but six of whom were from Tosya. However,
of the total of 136 porters, only three were recorded with the accompanying title of

24 Ertug, Istanbul Hammallari, 66.

25 Cabi Omer Efendi, Cdbi Tarihi: Tarih-i Sultan Selim-i Salis ve Mahmiid-i Sani: Tahlil ve Ten-
kidli Metin, ed. M. A. Beyhan (Ankara 2003), Vol. 11, 749-751. Cabi’s anecdote on ibrahim Agha
is also recounted in Basaran, Selim I1I, 142; and Sunar, ‘Cauldron of Dissent’, 65-66.

26 BOA, A.DVN.d.899: 7-8.
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bese, which demonstrates how negligent the clerks were in recording military titles
in their surveys. And yet, it is worth mentioning that as he was listing 395 boatmen
working at the same pier just above the entry on porters on the same page in the reg-
ister, the very same clerk did not fail to record more than half of the names with their
accompanying military titles of bese and bostani. Such inconsistencies are difficult
to explain, and certainly make it impossible to form a clear picture of the extent of
Janissary involvement in commercial activities.

Cabi Efendi’s anecdote on Ibrahim Aga also points to another important fea-
ture: the connection between occupations and geographical networks. The registers
overall offer quite a clear picture that occupational preference was almost never an
individual choice, but was largely based on established networks, the most impor-
tant of which were provincial or regional. Being from the same province or region
(hemsehri) seems to have been the most important factor determining choice of
profession and workplace composition. It was common for people from the same
region to be involved in the same profession and specialise in the same craft, almost
always working side by side in shops, gardens, or piers. Of course, not many people
were adventurous enough to risk travelling alone without a job and a place to stay
in the empire’s capital, with the faint opportunities it offered. Knowing someone in
Istanbul from the same province was essential to increasing the migrant’s chances
of survival there, conceivably in return for loyalty, overwork, and low wages. It was
an arrangement that no doubt automatically created a dependent and hierarchical
relationship in craft associations and the workplace.

This also explains why the migrant workforce employed across Istanbul came
from a rather limited number of towns when compared to the vast territories of the
empire. Porters and boatmen in particular were among the two occupations where
the immigrant workforce was the highest. The available data on 4,609 people from
these two groups reveal that three-quarters of them were recent immigrants mainly
from Anatolia, the majority of whom were Muslims. Many unskilled Muslim la-
bourers from Anatolia often found jobs at piers as boatmen and porters with the help
of their hemgsehris, as is evident in the overwhelming predominance of one or the
other Anatolian town in the workforce at piers.

The registers provide information on the migrant status of the more than half
of the boatmen with military titles. While some 200 of them were registered as
local (yerli), the hometowns of 324 people were identified. Here, the province of
Kastamonu and towns located within a hundred-mile radius of it appear as the centre
of a migration network sending the majority of the migrants to Istanbul, where they
eventually acquired military titles along with their profession as boatmen. More
than 200 Janissary boatmen from Kastamonu, Cankiri, Boyabad, Abana, Taskoprti,



130 THE JANISSARIES: SOCIO-POLITICAL AND ECONOMIC ACTORS IN THE OTTOMAN EMPIRE

Cerkes, and Safranbolu, all close to one another, worked at the piers on the Anato-
lian side, especially in Uskiidar.

Following the pattern throughout the registers whereby migrants from the same
province specialised in the same professions, they also tended to work in the same
place; most of the Janissary boatmen from the same hometown worked on the same
piers. Of the 31 boatmen from Abana, for example, 25 worked at Uskiidar Biiyiik
Iskele and 4 at Uskiidar Ayazma; 38 out of 39 boatmen from Cerkes were at Uskii-
dar Biiyiik Iskele; of the 29 from Safranbolu, 27 were at Beylerbeyi, Cengelkdy,
Kanlica and Uskiidar, all close to one another; all 14 from Boyabad worked at Kan-
dilli and Uskiidar piers; and all 11 from Kemah at Ahirkap1 pier.?’

Similar to the employment patterns at piers, hemsehri connections seemed to
have been important for Janissaries working in shops, too. However, the available
evidence is insufficient for conclusive observations, due to discrepancies in the
recording practices in different registers. As pointed out earlier, while Janissaries
worked primarily as boatmen in extramuros Istanbul, where the records are more
attentive to indicating workmen’s hometowns, this information was rarely recorded
for masters and hardly ever for their employees in registers covering the walled city,
where Janissaries primarily worked in shops. And yet some available information
may suggest that hemgehri networks were important, too, in craft specialisation and
the choice of profession. In six separate round-shape bakeries (¢orekei firint) around
the neighbourhoods of Findikli and Tophane, for example, all six masters were from
the province of Safranbolu, five of whom were members of the 25th béliik, and one
of the 52nd. In addition to the masters, the entire workforce of 39 people in these six
bakeries were all Janissaries, of whom 30 were from the 25th boliik, seven from the
5th and two from the 7th. Of the 39, all but two were from Safranbolu, as were their
masters, one from Sinop and one from Yenisehir, all located in northern Anatolia
near the Black Sea.?

Similar examples from the registers also suggest that Janissaries from the same
province not only specialised in the same profession, but also worked side by side
in the same workplace. Further, it seems that many Janissary regiments were formed
on the basis of hemsehri connections, suggesting that the formation of Janissary

27 For similar observations on the strong connection between hemsehri bonds and the composition
of boatmen in various piers in earlier periods, see Altintas, ‘Istanbul Loncalar1 ve Yeniceriler’,
155.

28 OnJanissaries and migrant networks see also see also Y. Spyropoulos, ‘ Yunan Bagimsizlik Savasi
Sirasinda Ele Gegirilen ki Yeniceri Mektubunun Diisiindiirdiikleri’, in A. Yildiz, Y. Spyropoulos
and M. Sunar (eds), Payitaht Yenicerileri: Padisahin “Asi” Kullari, 1700-1826 (Istanbul 2022),
42-43.
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battalions was along the lines of geographical identity.? Cabi, for example, points
to this tendency in his chronicle at the turn of the nineteenth century, noting that the
members of the 25th cemaat were mostly from Erzurum and Van, and those of the
56th cemaat from Gerede.>°

The overrepresentation of certain regiments and divisions throughout the regis-
ters, and the tendency for the Janissaries belonging to the same regiments to work
in geographically close proximity also serve as evidence of this trend from a dif-
ferent angle. For example, there were 35 Janissaries from the 61st cemaat who
mostly worked in Aksaray, Vezneciler; 20 from the 64th cemaat in Karagimriik,
Kumkapi; 16 from the 94th cemaat in Fatih, Salmatomruk; and 89 from the 25th
béliik, 21 from the 27th boliik, 80 from the 31st boliik, and 20 from the 32nd béoliik
in Unkapani, Fatih.

As should be clear from these observations, hemsehri ties often overdetermined
and reinforced Janissary identity. The dependent relationship between people from
the same provinces translated into solidarity, first through recruitment into shops
and crafts, and later into the Janissary Corps. This sense of camaraderie was further
solidified through a sense of fellowship in regiments.

Conclusion

The above snapshot of the Janissaries’ presence among the esnaf of Istanbul pro-
vides us with a comprehensive and unique view that was difficult to see in other
archival sources often used in previous scholarship. The registers reveal the density
of Janissaries in the overall economic life in the empire’s capital, the types of occu-
pations and businesses they were mostly involved with, their geographical distribu-
tion in the city, as well as the role of hemgsehri networks in their job specialisation
and workplace composition.

Nevertheless, it is glaringly obvious that however comprehensive they might be
in comparison to the other surveys in early modern Istanbul that usually concentrate
on a single profession, they are utterly unreliable when it comes to providing a full
picture of Janissary representation in Istanbul’s workforce. According to the regis-
ters used in this study, Janissaries constituted 17% of shop-owners/masters, while
the proportion of Janissaries to the overall workforce was around 8%. In the 1790s,
the number of Janissaries registered in Istanbul was around 63,000-65,000, even
though not all of them were probably in the city at the same time, as some may have

29 Basaran and Kirli, ‘Some Observations’, 272.
30 Cabi Omer Efendi, Cdbi Tdrihi, 1: 440, 502.
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been stationed elsewhere.! If we take this number as a rough indicator, this means
that the proportion of esnaf Janissaries to their total number in Istanbul was less
than 6%. This meagre number contradicts all contemporary accounts and modern
scholarly works, however impressionistic and limited in their scope may be, on the
involvement of Janissaries in Ottoman market activities.

As discussed above, Janissaries are markedly underrepresented in records of
porters and boatmen, yet the only reason we know of this is due to the existence of
systematic, comprehensive, and continuous surveys of these two occupations, more
than for any other trade, as the Ottoman administration had long considered them
unsavoury and unsuitable for the involvement of a large immigrant and Janissary
population. In other words, the information on Janissaries in other trades recorded
in the registers might be as unreliable as that for boatmen and porters.

These registers, then, tell us less about the overall representation of Janissaries in
the economic life of the imperial capital than about the recording practices found in
early modern Ottoman surveys. And yet, these same practices serve as an important
reminder for future studies on Janissaries in several respects. First, early modern
Ottoman surveys were not prepared as statistical censuses in the modern sense, in
which multiple demographic aspects of the population are intentionally recorded.
They were usually one-dimensional, prepared, more often than not, for taxation or
policing purposes, while all other information was circumstantial and discretionary.
The only consistent information to be found across the registers used in this study
is the size and volume of the itinerant and non-itinerant workforce and individual
records of surety for one another, as they were prepared with the express intention
of expelling unsponsored immigrants from the imperial capital. All other informa-
tion within registers, such as their residence, migrant status, hometown, military
or religious affiliation, is of secondary importance from the perspective of those
who conducted these surveys, and hence the discrepancies seen in different types
of records across and even within individual registers. However, it should also be
remembered that such information in early modern surveys, albeit unsystematic and
sporadic, is often the only available demographic data on the workforce, and as long
as it is supplemented and elaborated with information from other sources, it remains
immensely valuable.

Second, as discussed in the preamble, often the only way to identify a person’s
military status is by the title or titles accompanying their names. However, these

31 A. Giil, ‘18. Yiizyilda Yenigeri Teskilatt’, unpublished Ph.D. Dissertation, Atatlirk University,
2020, 179-189. Based on this dissertation see also, Idem, Yeniceriligin Tarihi. Vol. 1: Yeniceri
Ocagi’'min Teskilat Yapist ve Nefer Kaynagi (Istanbul 2022) and Yeniceriligin Tarihi. Vol. 11
Yenigeri Ordusu, Yenigerilerin Haklar: ve Miikellefiyetleri (Istanbul 2022).
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supposedly military titles are of limited value as indicators of Janissary identity,
because some of the commonly used ones, such as bege, are widely adopted by
members of other corps, and even by civilians. To complicate matters more, while
the presence of military titles did not prove Janissary identity, their absence did not
necessarily denote the lack of a Janissary connection, either, when such affiliation
was widespread among commoners. Furthermore, military titles acquired different
meanings in different periods, and thus historicisation and contextualisation are of
the utmost importance when delving into the imprecise world of Ottoman military
titles.

Finally, and relatedly, it all comes down to addressing the question of what it
meant to be a Janissary in early modern Ottoman society. From active Janissary
soldiers to mere esame holders or impostors posing as Janissaries, from members
of the Janissary Corps involved in economic activities in various degrees to the
members of other corps protected by and affiliated with Janissary regiments, Janis-
saries were so deeply enmeshed in the everyday life of the commoners that it is
impossible, and indeed futile, to define a single Janissary identity. We do not even
know whether the individuals recorded with Janissary titles in the registers were
self-professed Janissaries assuming one or more of the characteristics mentioned
above or acknowledged as Janissaries by surveyors according to official criteria or
their own personal identification. It is this close military-civilian entanglement and
the ensuing confusion that is thoroughly reflected in early modern surveys, and it is
thus vainly optimistic to expect anything better of them.
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HALF OF THE EIGHTEENTH CENTURY
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AND BUSINESS PRACTICES

Dimitris PAPASTAMATIOU”

IN RECENT YEARS HISTORIANS HAVE DELINEATED and, in essence, redefined the Janis-
sary phenomenon in the context of the dramatic transformations that took place in
Ottoman society and the economy during the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries.
As a matter of fact, the focal point of research into the Janissary Corps for the
above-mentioned period has shifted from an institutional and political approach,
depicting the corps in essentialist terms as a recalcitrant, obsolete, and ineffective
military unit, to a more dialectic approach which takes into account the interplay be-
tween the military class and the unstable as well as intermittently varying domestic
and international social and economic realities. The arguments have been deployed
in extenso in recent literature, and constitute the stepping-stone of the JaNet project,
part of which the present paper is. Another commonly accepted principle of contem-
porary research into the Janissary phenomenon concerns its plurality, namely, the
complex modes of its manifestation which are contingent on local particularities,
temporal conjuncture, and individual incentives, and, in their turn, diversify the
Janissary phenomenon into a plethora of distinct versions. This intricacy necessi-
tates thorough research into these diverse aspects of historical reality as evidenced
in particular case studies. In this respect, this paper focuses on and delves into Janis-
sary realities as they unfolded in Thessaloniki in the second half of the eighteenth
century.

*  Aristotle University of Thessaloniki.
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Thessaloniki and its Muslim population

Thessaloniki (Selanik in Ottoman Turkish) was a seminal Ottoman metropolis of
the eighteenth century. The city, capital of the respective kaza and sancak of the
same name, developed into a substantial hub of trade routes and networks in the Ot-
toman Balkans and the Mediterranean Sea. From the first decades of the eighteenth
century, the city was transformed into a centre for gathering in and storing all the ag-
ricultural produce and handmade goods in Macedonia and Thessaly, and became the
starting point for the most significant and busiest trade routes connecting the Otto-
man Balkans to the major central European cities. In this respect, Thessaloniki also
became a necessary staging post for all caravans travelling from frontier provinces
such as the Peloponnese and Epirus to countries as remote as Hungary and Austria
and cities like Buda, Leipzig, and Vienna. Additionally, due to the gradual settlement
in the city of a highly energetic French community of merchants and missionaries
after 1730, Thessaloniki grew into a key port for both domestic and international sea
trade networks interconnecting distant Mediterranean harbours such as Marseilles,
Naples, Leghorn, Alexandria, Istanbul, Smyrna, and Beirut. This commercial activ-
ity affected every sphere of economic life in the city, facilitated wealth distribution
to its urban social strata, and, thus, rendered Thessaloniki one of the major gateways
for the penetration of European capitalism into the Ottoman hinterland.!

Though the precise quantitative demography of the city before the nineteenth
century remains a research desideratum, most reliable European observers who vis-
ited the city in the second half of the eighteenth century agreed that its population
came to around 60,000-80,000 people, namely 30,000 Muslims, 25,000 Jews, and
15,000 Christians on average, along with an unspecified number of French perma-
nent residents.? Little is known about Muslim Thessalonians. What is certain is that
they did not form a homogeneous ethnic or linguistic group, but consisted of groups
of miscellaneous geographical origin or cultural affiliation. The bulk of Muslim

1 For the development of Thessaloniki into a major Ottoman port and a commercial hub in the
castern Mediterranean during the eighteenth century see M. Athanasiadou, Eumopixéc ayéoeic
Ocooalovikng-Bevetiag kard tov 18° onwva [Commercial Relations between Thessaloniki and
Venice during the 18" Century] (Katerini 2006); F. Beaujour, Tubleau du commerce de la Gréce,
Vol. I, (Paris 1800); N. G. Svoronos, Le Commerce de Salonique au XVIII¢ siecle (Paris 1956).

2 For instance, Arasy, the French consul in Thessaloniki, estimated in 1777 that the overall popu-
lation of the city totalled 70,000, namely 30,000 Muslims, 25,000 Jews, and 15,000 Christians.
See M. Lascaris, Salonique a la fin du XVIIle s. (Athens 1939), 17-18. Likewise, French travel-
ler Alex. Pisani reports in 1788 that from a total urban population of 80,000, there were 37,000
Muslims and 23,000 Jews, while the Christians and French together numbered 20,000. See K.
Mertzios, Mvnueio uaxedovikng iotopiog [Monuments of Macedonian History] (Thessaloniki
1947), 192.
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urban residents consisted of turcophone descendants of the Yiiriiks who had been
forcibly transported from the small town of Yenice-i Vardar in central Macedonia to
Thessaloniki after the Ottoman conquest of the city in 1430; from the seventeenth
century onwards, these early settlers were gradually joined by increasing numbers
of Albanians arriving in the city in search of seasonal or permanent profitable em-
ployment. These newcomers swiftly earned an appalling reputation as mercenaries,
serving as the armed retinues of magnates, criminals, and bandits, but also gained
prominence as merchants, tax-leasers, craftsmen, and money lenders, often making
huge fortunes.? The city’s Muslim population was supplemented with the so-called
donmes, or ex-Jews, followers of Shabbatai Sevi and converts to Islam. Our knowl-
edge about the economic activities and social status of these Thessalonians in the
eighteenth century is very limited, yet they do not seem to have earned the socio-
economic import they enjoyed in the second half of the following century.*

There was also a rather numerous gypsy community living in a particular district
intra muros.> Above all, the Muslim urban population comprised the members of
the provincial administration and their retinues, the city’s Janissaries, and assorted
officials such as the kad: and his employees, the muhtesib, and the miiltezims (when
they resided in the city).® Since officers such as the governor of the sancak, the lo-
cal kadi and their retinues almost invariably came from other parts of the empire
and held office in Thessaloniki for a year on average, or sometimes even less, their
presence in the city was rather transient and their leverage certainly limited; thus,
despite their political authority, they were not integrated into the urban social web
and did not establish vested interests in the provincial economy. This means that for
the short period of their incumbency, these officials relied on local elites, the support
of which was indispensable for their political survival in the provincial power bal-
ance. By contrast, as will be emphasized in this paper, the members of the Janissary
garrison established stable and permanent bonds with the urban population and its
assorted occupational groups.

Alongside the local representatives of imperial authority, the Muslim popula-
tion of Thessaloniki was boosted by an unspecified number of merchants, pilgrims,
military personnel and sundry other officials, all passers-through on the move to

3 For the Albanians of Thessaloniki see M. Mazower, Salonica, City of Ghosts. Christians, Mus-
lims and Jews 1430-1950 (London 2004), 105-108; Svoronos, Le Commerce, 9.

4 See M. D. Baer, The Donme. Jewish Converts, Muslim Reactionaries, and Secular Turks (Stan-
ford 2010), 5-12.

5 See E. Ginio, ‘Neither Muslims neither Zimmis, The Gypsies (Roma) of the Ottoman State’,
Romani Studies, 14/2 (2004), 117-144.

6 For the administrative cadre and its members see Svoronos, Le Commerce, 13-27; Lascaris, Sa-
lonique, 19-21.
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other provinces and regions of the empire, but still lodging in the city inns for long
periods.” Finally, it is noteworthy that although the powerful ayan in the environs
of Thessaloniki were not city dwellers, but residents of the surrounding villages and
countryside, they definitely did exercise social and economic leverage among the
urban population and assumed a crucial role in decision-making processes.’

Generally speaking, all the aforementioned Muslim Thessalonians are delineat-
ed in European sources such as consuls’ reports or travellers’ narratives, and more
often than not even in recent historical literature, as a population whose welfare
relied heavily on exploiting the two other religious groups in the city; they also
showed limited interest in real economic and business enterprises, and were closely
attached to state administrative mechanisms. For this reason, it is widely claimed
that the energetic activities of French merchants after 1750 were the driving force
and touchstone behind integrating Thessaloniki into international trade networks,
followed by the respective enterprises of Jewish and Christian Thessalonians who
monopolized the city’s commercial ties with European ports after the outbreak of
the French Revolution. This monochrome, orientalistic, and biased misconception
has been discredited in recent historical literature with the help of research into Ot-
toman archival material, which has clearly illustrated that Muslim Thessalonians
from all walks of life and occupational affiliation did not assume a parasitic and
despotic role, but were energetic participants in all kinds of urban entrepreneurial
activity.” That being said, more research into Ottoman documents is necessary if we
wish to unveil and decipher the economic mindset, business strategies, and social
profile of Thessaloniki’s Muslim urban residents.

7 For these travellers see Ph. Kotzageorgis, ‘A City on the Move. Non-Salonicans in Thessaloniki
and Salonicans Abroad in the 18th Century According to the Ottoman Probate Inventories’, Ar-
chiv Orientalni, 84/1 (2016), 105-137.

8  For the ayan of central Macedonia see 1. Kokdas, ‘Money, Peasant Mobility, Ciftliks, and Local
Politics in Salonika: 1740-1820°, Comparative Studies of South Asia, Africa and the Middle East,
31/1 (2014), 135-146; D. Papastamatiou, ‘The Structure, the Content and the Development of
Large Estates in the Environs of Salonica during the Period 1697-1770’, in E. Balta, G. Salakidis
and T. Stavrides (eds), Festschrift in Honor of loannis P. Theocharides. Studies on the Ottoman
Empire and Turkey (Istanbul 2014), 375-402.

9 E. Ginio, “When Coffee Brought about Wealth and Prestige. The Impact of Egyptian Trade in
Salonica’ in The Ottomans and Trade [special issue of Oriente Moderno, Nuova Serie, 25(86)/1
(2006)], 93-107; D. Papastamatiou, Wealth Distribution, Social Stratification and Material Cul-
ture in an Ottoman Metropolis. Thessaloniki According to the Probate Inventories of the Muslim
Court (1761-1770) (Istanbul 2017), 99-355.
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Janissaries in Thessaloniki

Thessaloniki served as a campsite for a rather significant number of Janissaries, if
the downgraded and subsidiary military role of the city as a fort is taken into ac-
count. According to two of the Janissary payroll registers brought to light, studied,
and analysed by the JaNet project, Thessaloniki hosted 1,416 and 2,739 Janissaries
in 1762 and 1776 respectively.!® As a matter of fact, in 1776 the city became the
ninth largest seat of a Janissary garrison in the empire (Istanbul included). The gar-
rison usually comprised a few members from an impressive plethora of regiments
(cemaat and béliik), among which the 2nd, the 36th, the 44th, and the 72nd cemaats
stood out in terms of their number of men.

Interestingly enough, European sources from the same period paint a different
picture; for instance, in 1777 the French consul in Thessaloniki Arasy depicted the
city as the campsite of a Janissary garrison of around 1,200 musketeers in total,
divided among the four abovementioned regiments. Yet the same author added that
the true number of Janissaries in the city was actually 15,000 men, meaning that the
entire male Muslim population in Thessaloniki belonged to the corps.!! Six years
later, French general Mathieu Dumas repeats the very same estimates concerning
both the number of the Janissaries as well as the unlimited participation of the city’s
Muslim male population in the corps, though he seems to have been well aware of
the phoney identity of these so-called Janissaries.!? At the turn of the century, an-
other French consul, Felix Beaujour, drew what was in essence a similar conclusion;
according to him, the 7,000 Janissaries who inhabited the city corresponded to the
total of the male Muslim population.!3

Equating the entire Muslim population of an urban setting with the military
caste was typical among western observers visiting Ottoman cities. In their mind,
almost all Muslim residents of a good many Ottoman urban settlements were men

10 See https://janet.ims.forth.gr/site/1762 and https://janet.ims.forth.gr/site/1776 respectively.
11 Lascaris, Salonique, 18-19.

12 L. C. Dumas, Souvenirs du lieutenant général comte Mathieu Dumas de 1770 a 1836, publiés
par son fils, Vol. I (Paris 1839), 180: “La population de Salonique était a cette époque d’environ
70,000 dames, dont 20,000 Juifs, 10,000 Grecs, 200 Francs, et le reste Turcs. La garnison se
composait de 15,000 janissaires ; ¢ est-a-dire qu’on inscrivait sur le role tous les enfants males
; un tiers seulement de ce nombre recevait la paye, et n’aurait pu fournir 500 bon soldats”.

13 Beaujour, Tableau, 1: 52: “Tout turk est ici janissaire, et tout janissaire est soldat. Dans tout
pays ou tout homme est soldat, on compte une femme, deux enfans et un homme. On peut lever a
Salonique 7,000 janissaires: ces 7,000 janissaires donnent donc une population de 28 a 50,000
turks. Les registres des ortas portent 15,000 inscrits, ce qui indique le méme résultat, parce que
tout janissaire fait inscrire sur le role son enfan mdle des qu’il vient au monde”.
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of arms, among whom the Janissaries stood out in terms of demographic and socio-
economic supremacy. This account reflects a seeming paradox, but implicitly de-
lineates a complex, multifaceted and predominant reality in Ottoman cities. Recent
research into the Janissary phenomenon has focused on the persistent penetration
of the military class into guild structures and the parallel assumption of military
titles by guildsmen and craftsmen. This process began in the sixteenth century as
an occasional practice which secured some supplementary income for Janissaries
and other military people; it underwent various phases, but by the second half of the
eighteenth-century guildsmen and Janissaries were in many cases indistinguishable
both to foreign observers and Ottoman officials. It really made no significant dif-
ference to them whether a Muslim townsman was a soldier involved, legally or not,
in industrial production, or an artisan maintaining that he belonged to the military
class. 1

European and even most Ottoman sources from the eighteenth century common-
ly blur not only Janissaries and guildsmen but also distinct groups of the former — a
rather understandable mistake, since Muslims legally or illegally claiming military
identity were really artisans. In fact, as recent research has demonstrated, Janissaries
could belong to one of several sub-groups; the Janissaries proper were the members

14 This dynamic interplay between the soldiery — especially the Janissaries — and the guildsmen
has been depicted in a good many groundbreaking books, dissertations, and papers, among
which the following are the most relevant to our study: Y. Araz, ‘A General Overview of Janis-
sary Socio-economic Presence in Aleppo (1700-1760s)’, in Y. Spyropoulos (ed.), Insights into
Janissary Networks, 1700-1826 [special issue of Cihanniima: Tarih ve Cografya Arastirmalar
Dergisi, 8/1 (2022)], 55-77; Idem, “Kisisel Diinyalar, Aidiyetler ve Toplum: Istanbul’da Yenicer-
ilerin ve Ailelerinin Vasiyetleri (1750-1826)’, in A. Yildiz, Y. Spyropoulos and M. Sunar (eds.),
Payitaht Yenigerileri: Padisahin “Asi” Kullari, 1700-1826 (Istanbul 2022), 63-100; C. Kafa-
dar, ‘Yenicgeri-Esnaf Relations: Solidarity and Conflict’, unpublished M.A. thesis, McGill Uni-
versity, 1981; E. Radushev, ‘Peasant Janissaries’, Journal of Social History, 42/2 (2008), 447-
467; Y. Spyropoulos, ‘Janissary Politics on the Ottoman Periphery (18th-Early 19th C.)’, in M.
Sariyannis (ed.), Political Thought and Practice in the Ottoman Empire. Halcyon Days in Crete
1X: A Symposium Held in Rethymno, 9-11 January 2015 (Rethymno 2019), 449-481; Idem, ‘Kot-
VOVIKY, S0IKNTIKT], OIKOVOLIKT KOl TOATIKT] 0106TacT Tov Obmpavikod otpatov. Ot yevitgopot
g Kpnng, 1750-1826° [Social, Economic and Political Aspects of the Ottoman Army. The
Janissaries of Crete], unpublished Ph.D. dissertation, University of Crete, 2014, 225-242; M.
Sunar, ‘Cauldron of Dissent. A Study of the Janissary Corps, 1807-1826°, unpublished Ph.D.
dissertation, Binghamton University-SUNY, 2006, 33-54; Idem, ‘When Grocers, Porters and
Other Riff-Raff Become Soldiers. Janissary Artisans and Laborers in the Nineteenth Century
Istanbul and Edirne’, Kocaeli Universitesi Sosyal Bilimler Enstitiisii Dergisi, 17/1 (2009), 175-
194; E. Yi, Guild Dynamics in Seventeenth Century Istanbul. Fluidity and Leverage (Leiden and
Boston 2004), 132-143; G. Yilmaz, ‘Blurred Boundaries between Soldiers and Civilians. Artisan
Janissaries in Seventeenth-Century Istanbul’, in S. Faroqhi (ed), Bread from the Lions Mouth.
Artisans Struggling for a Livelihood in Ottoman Cities (New York 2015), 175-193.
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of the stationed and permanent garrison, appointed and, in principle, controlled by
their senior officers in Istanbul, salaried by the imperial treasury and recorded in the
pertinent payroll registers. Thus, their number was in theory known to the central
government. By the second half of the eighteenth century, their regular rotation be-
tween various strongholds and positions around the empire, including Thessaloniki,
had either ceased or become rare. This meant that a good number of them, usually
denoted as odalus in the Ottoman documents, would be stationed in campsites, forts,
and cities other than the official seat of their regiment, still obliged to follow their
unit if need be. In contrast to odalus, yamaks were Imperial Janissaries who resided
permanently in a place different from the official seat of their regiment, but who
were usually exempt from any commitment to follow their unit on its campaigns.
Alongside Imperial Janissaries, two sub-groups of Muslims claimed Janissary iden-
tity and privileges, among which special jurisdiction was the most seminal, in the
most dubious and legally vague mode. The ¢aliks were acknowledged by the central
government as Janissaries proper, but were not salaried during peacetime, while the
taslakg¢is were pseudo-Janissaries whose pretension was based on utterly illicit and
suspect deals of assorted types with local Janissary officers. Both types of pseudo-
Janissaries were deprived of a payroll certificate (esame), but de facto enjoyed the
privileges of an Imperial Janissary. On the other hand, the yerliis, a non-Imperial
Janissary group which is often confused with the Janissaries, were askeris forming
corps with auxiliary military assignments at the local or regional level. They were
not listed in the Janissary payroll registers and were salaried from local government
budgets, not the revenues of the empire’s central treasury as Janissaries were. For
this reason, they did not enjoy the prerogatives of Janissary Corps members.'> This
complex, multifaceted, and institutionally shifting reality is not even insinuated in
Ottoman documents like terekes, and thus Imperial Janissaries, be they odalus, ya-
maks, ¢aliks, or even taslak¢is, and yerliis, are all indiscriminately mentioned or
recorded as a uniform and homogeneous military class, usually identified with the
guildsmen and the Muslim (male) population of Thessaloniki.

Moreover, outsider observers monotonously insist on a rigid and systematic
delineation of the Thessalonian Janissaries as a numerous, undisciplined, and un-
trained militia of low military value, engaged in occupations, inclined above all to
criminal and illicit deeds, as well as prone to causing social agitation and unrest, as

15 For an exhaustive description of these groups, see Y. Spyropoulos and A. Yildiz, ‘Pseudo-Janissa-
rism (Yenigerilik Iddiast) in the Ottoman Provinces (with Special Reference to Adana): Its Emer-
gence and Its Geographic and Socio-Economic Aspects’, in Y. Spyropoulos (ed.), Insights into
Janissary Networks, 1700-1826 [special issue of Cihanniima: Tarih ve Cografya Arastirmalari
Dergisi, 8/1 (2022)], 9-54; Spyropoulos, Koivwviki, 68, 78, 155-157.
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they considered themselves defenders of the public interest.!® In this respect they
were extremely unruly, defying the Sublime Porte and terrorizing Ottoman admin-
istrators, foreign merchants, political opponents and reaya. They supposedly under-
stood their role as autonomous political agents and patrons of the grass roots as their
raison d’étre, and often took to rioting in defiance of the local authorities, the kadi,
and even their own agha. Their income was unstable and, thus, their financial situ-
ation precarious, a fact that rendered them more prone to violence. If we are to be-
lieve the information offered by the reports of the Venetian consul, their disorderly
activity led to bloody uprisings against the local authorities and their officers in May
1752,7 September 1768,'® and September 1789,' while in 1763 they faced each
other in a bitter mini-civil war.2’ The motives for these riots are far from clear, yet
it seems that control over the local economy and the imposition of political domina-
tion over the local authorities must have been crucial objectives for the mutineers.
Yet it would be misleading for us to interpret all domestic strife in Thessaloniki
as an outcome and aftereffect of the political mobilization of the local Janissaries.
Alongside the Janissaries, a good many other economic and political power-brokers
co-acted either in alliance or in opposition to them. Greek and Jewish merchants,
influential guilds with members from all three religious creeds, powerful ayan, no-
mads like Vlachs and Yiiriiks crossing the surrounding countryside and interacting

16 For instance, see A. Bisani, Lettres sur divers endroits de |’Europe, de |'Asie et de |’ Afrique, par-
courus en 1788 et 1789 (London 1791), 45: “Cependant, a proprement parler, le Gouvernement
est dans les mains des Janissaires. Ils sont ici de petits Despotes. Il y en a qui étant ivres ont tué,
pour le seul plaisir de tuer, ou d’ essayer leur poudre, un Juif ou un Grec. D autres le font de
sang froid et par trahison”; F. de Tott, Memoirs of Baron de Tott on the Turks and the Tartars.
Translated from the French by an English Gentleman at Paris, under the Immediate Inspection
of the Baron, Vol. 11 (London 1785), 368-369: “The Turkish government displays its weakness
more particularly at Salonica, by the opposition which despotism experiences there, on the part
of the militia. The Esprit de corps, which increases every day by proper management, and as-
sumes to itself the shreds of an impaired authority, has taken possession of Salonica. Several
Pachas have been its successive victims; but this opposition to despotism, far from destroying
its effects; serves only to multiply the tyranny, and the Janissary Aga, the chief who commands
under him, and each private Janissary are so many tyrants, courted by the Porte, feared by the
Pacha, and who make the whole country tremble. The custom of permanent garrisons amongst
the Turks, joined to the want of discipline of their troops, give them, in some degree, the absolute
property of the places in which they are stationed, where they exercise rights, consecrated by
custom, maintained by their union, and which are in invariable opposition to what is intended, as
established order”.

17 Mertzios, Mvyueia, 352-353 and 362.
18 Ibid., 404.

19 Ibid., 447-448.

20 Ibid., 391-392.
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with the urban population, members of the provincial administration, the ulema
of the city, and the numerous dervishes, all formed a multilingual, multicultural
environment where political interests and activities were intertwined in complex
networks and rival alliances.

Furthermore, any oversimplified account of the Thessalonian Janissaries as a
directorate of violence and self-assertion defies information deriving from the Ot-
toman sources. In this paper, we will emphasize this type of documentation which,
though not very informative on political events, offers a clearer picture of Janissar-
ies as part of the urban population fully integrated into the local economy and soci-
ety. As will be demonstrated, Ottoman documentation underlines the assimilation of
the military class into the urban milieu and discards this prejudiced depiction of the
Janissaries as domineering and violent, self-gratifying powerbrokers. Moreover, the
same documents offer an insight into social and economic inequalities, variations,
and discrepancies in the interior of the military caste.

Terekes as a source on Janissaries

This study is based on Ottoman probate inventories, the so-called muhallefat defter-
leri or tereke defterleri, which were edited and issued by the kadi of Thessaloniki.?!
Terekes are registers of the bequeathed estates of deceased men and women, pre-
pared either by a Muslim judge or a specially appointed assistant of his called the
kassam, with a view to dividing patrimony amongst legal heirs in accordance with
the strict stipulations of Islamic inheritance law. The registration of property articles
was supposed to be exhaustive, and was usually supplemented by an appraisal of
the monetary value of the assets according to current market prices. Despite the nu-
merous methodological impediments typical of ferekes as a documentary source for
historical research, they have been used extensively by scholars specializing in the
Ottoman economy, especially regarding price evolution, wealth distribution, macro-
economic development, and consumption patterns.>?

21 The Archive of the Muslim Court of Thessaloniki is held in the Historical Archive of Macedonia
in Thessaloniki, Greece. Hence, for references to the material studied we will use the abbrevia-
tion HAM, standing for the Historical Archive of Macedonia, followed by the volume number,
page number and a letter denoting the place of the tereke on the page. Monetary values are invari-
ably estimated in akges.

22 From the extensive literature on terekes, the following are most relevant to the aims of our study:
K. Barbir, ‘Wealth, Privilege, and Family Structure: the ‘Askaris of 18" Century Damascus Ac-
cording to the Qassam ‘Askari Inheritance Records’, in T. Philipp (ed.), The Syrian Land in
the 18" and 19" Century. The Common and the Specific in the Historical Experience (Stuttgart
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The aim of this paper is to offer a panoramic overview of the economic activity
and property profile of the Janissaries in Thessaloniki between 1760 and 1800, on
the basis of 468 military probate inventories from the twenty-four muhallefat deft-
erleri issued during the above-mentioned period.?? Since the total number of ledgers
recorded in the years under study is enormous, our sample is both practical and
selective. In particular, regardless of the wealth status of the deceased, all 427 mili-
tary inventories from 1760-1770 were selected, studied thoroughly and subjected
to statistical analysis, along with all 41 property ledgers of military personnel with
a fortune greater than 500,000 akges from the period 1771-1799. Thus, the sample
purports to be exhaustive for an entire decade, in addition to including the most
notable cases from the thousands of recorded military properties for the remaining
period.

It is noteworthy that these defiers also serve as property registers of civilians,
ulema, women, and even Christians (though not Jews). Typically, the askeris’ prop-
erties were recorded and apportioned to their heirs by a military kassam appointed
only for this task by the kadiasker of Rumeli. This was definitely the case in other
Ottoman cities and provinces or even in Thessaloniki from 1700 to 1750, though
not in the second half of the century; of the fifty-one volumes with terekes from
the eighteenth century,? only thirteen, all dating from the first half of the century,
were edited according to strict bureaucratic guidelines: eleven are military proper
(askeri), and two civilian proper (beledi), while all the rest are of a mixed type, with
no evidence whatsoever as to identity of the kassam.

1992), 179-195; B. Ergene and A. Berker, ‘Wealth & Inequality in 18th Century Kastamonu:
Estimations for the Muslim Majority’, IJMES, 40 (2008), 23-46; C. Establet and J. P. Pascual,
Familles et fortunes a Damas. 450 foyers Damascains en 1750 (Damascus 1994); R. Gradeva,
“Towards a Portrait of “the Rich” in Ottoman Provincial Society: Sofia in the 1670s’, in A. An-
astasopoulos (ed.), Provincial Elites in the Ottoman Empire. Halcyon Days in Crete V: A Sym-
posium Held in Rethymnon, 10-12 January 2003 (Rethymnon 2005), 149-199; J. H. Matthews,
The Ottoman Inheritance Inventory as an Exercise in Conceptual Reclamation (ca. 1600-1675),
unpublished Ph.D. dissertation, Binghamton University-SUNY, 2001; Papastamatiou, Wealth
Distribution, 125-355; G. Veinstein and Y. Triantafyllidou-Baladié, ‘Les inventaires apres déces
ottomans de Créte’, in A. van der Woude and A. Schuurman (eds), Probate Inventories: A New
Source for the Historical Study of Wealth, Material Culture and Agricultural Development (Wa-
geningen 1980), 191-204.

23 HAM, 99; 103; 105; 110; 112; 115; 117a; 117b; 122; 124; 128; 132; 136; 139; 140; 142; 144,
149; 152; 153; 156; 160; 163; 166.

24 There are 12 more sicils from the same period of mixed character, that is to say, they comprise
fermans, kadi verdicts, buyuruldus from the vali of Thessaloniki, masarifat defterleri, tevzi deft-
erleri, narh registers, and other types of bureaucratic documents issued by the Islamic court,
along with some scattered probate inventories.
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This new bureaucratic vagueness is a corollary to the generic identity fluidity
which blurred the demarcation lines between military and civilian properties. Pro-
bate inventories from our period showcase the integration of members of the mili-
tary establishment in the provinces into local societies and economies. Kadis and
military authorities were well aware of this reality and the annulment of the distinc-
tion between military and civilian property apportionment, a fact that apparently
affected the whole procedure. Military men, members of the administrative bureau-
cracy and of learning and judicial institutions, Muslim laymen and non-Muslim
reaya were all treated in the same manner.

In accordance with the rather impressionistic observations of western travellers
and consuls, and the more accurate findings of recent research, more than half of
the recorded deceased bore a military title. Of 682 registered Muslim males in the
years 1700-1760, 427 or 62.60% bore a military title. Still, our documents do not
offer any information as regards the precise military capacity of these people; we
consider it highly implausible that all of them were Imperial Janissaries, yet it is
not clear whether they were Imperial Janissaries (either odalus or yamaks), pseudo-
Janissaries (¢aliks or taslakgis), or even soldiers in one of the various Local corps
(yerliis) established in the city. Since no sipahis were stationed in the city, and the
other non-Janissary military corps such as the topcuyans or the mustahfizans were
scantily manned,?® and despite the rare occurrence of the term yeniceri in the ter-
ekes, it seems that most deceased Muslims with military titles were linked to the
Janissary Corps in one way or another. Some are registered with the number of
their company, others are described as members of the entourage of the vali, while
most bear the titles of bese and agha. In this respect, despite the likelihood that
some beses or aghas in our sample may have been yerliis, we will consider all these
cases as members of the Janissary caste in the broadest sense, even if they were
pseudo-Janissaries.?

25 For example, Arasy emphasizes that the local top¢u corps was manned exclusively by local
dénmes. See Lascaris, Salonique, 19. Evita Dandali’s forthcoming dissertation on the Janis-
saries of Thessaloniki, currently being conducted as part of the JANET project, shows that
apart from Imperial Janissaries, a few Local corps were also stationed in the city, comprising
a relatively small number of soldiers. See Evita Dandali, ‘Ot yevitcopot ot Ogocolovikn
(180¢-apyéc 190v at.)’ [The Janissaries in Thessaloniki (18th-early 19th centuries)], forthcom-
ing Ph.D. dissertation, University of Crete.

26 Most scholars agree that beges should be taken into account as Janissaries of some kind. For
instance, see: Araz, ‘A General’, 60; Yi, Guild Dynamics, 139; Yilmaz, ‘Blurred Boundaries’,
187. As for the broader term ‘aga’, which may refer to any distinguished Muslim man, irrespec-
tive of his military or civilian identity, we include all the recorded aghas in the population under
study, for we consider it safer for the deduction of reliable conclusions to maximize rather than
minimize our sample. Since most aghas belonged to the wealthier strata, the inclusion of some
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Integration of Janissaries into the urban economy and society

As has already been argued, westerners visiting Thessaloniki during the eighteenth
century persisted in depicting the parasitic character of the Janissaries’ coexistence
with the reaya. Very few exceptions, such as the careful and observant Willian
Leake and Richard Pococke, recorded the engagement of Janissaries in production
and the local economy.?” Yet nowadays we consider these accounts heavily biased,
orientalist attempts to conceal European economic vested interests threatened by the
entrepreneurial mobilization of the Janissaries. By contrast, documentary material
from Arab cities such as Cairo, Damascus and Aleppo undoubtedly delineates the
full-blown integration of the askeris into the urban economy and society.?® Military
personnel — mainly the Janissaries — were involved in guild mechanisms, partici-
pated actively in commerce and craftsmanship, invested systematically in urban and
agrarian real estate, pursued careers in intensive moneylending, and ultimately in-
termarried with the locals. On the other hand, in the Arab cities of north Africa such
as Algiers, askeris were more reluctant to interact with the local population and their
economy.? This antithetic pattern stems from the intricacies and complexities of the
fragmented institutional realities in the Ottoman eighteenth century, as described
above. As will be shown, the documents under study exhibit the full-blown integra-
tion of Thessalonian Janissaries into the local society and economy.

people who were not Janissaries in the sample will not dramatically affect our statistical analysis
and its results, as the exclusion of all aghas would do.

27 W. M. Leake, Travels in Northern Greece, Vol. I11 (London 1835), 249 and 253: “The Janissar-
ies are the garrisons of the fortified places, among whom are generally enrolled the greater part
of the heads of families engaged in trade or manufactures, or who have landed property in the
neighbouring plain... Silken gauze for shirts and mosquito curtains, are another fabric of the city,
but the chief manufacture is the tanning and dyeing of leather, which is entirely in the hands of
the Janissaries”; R. Pococke, A Description of the East and some other Countries. Vol. 11, Part
1I: Observations on the Islands of the Archipelago, Asia Minor, Thrace, Greece and Some Other
Parts of Europe (London 1745), 151: “The Turks drink much, and to that may be imputed their
being very bad people in this place; the janizaries in particular are exceedingly insolent. They
have a great manufacture of coarse woollen cloth in and about Salonica, which is exported to all
parts of Turky for the wear of common people”.

28 For Aleppo see A. Marcus, The Middle East on the Eve of Modernity. Aleppo in the Eighteenth
Century (New York 1989), 58-61; also, C. L. Wilkins, Forging Urban Solidarities. Ottoman
Aleppo 1640-1700 (Leiden 2010), 116-178; for Cairo see A. Raymond, ‘Soldiers in Trade. The
Case of Ottoman Cairo’, British Journal of Middle Eastern Studies 18/1, (1991), 16-37; for Da-
mascus see C. Establet and J. P. Pascual, La gent d *Etat dans la société ottomane damascéne. Les
‘askar a la fin du XVlle siécle (Damascus 2011), 95-210.

29 T. Shuval, ‘Poor Quarters / Rich Quarters: Distribution of Wealth in the Arab Cities of the Otto-
man Empire. The Case of Eighteenth Century Algiers’, Turcica, 32 (2000), 169-196.
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The amalgamation of military and civilian groups is reflected in the striking
numbers of Janissaries and pseudo-Janissaries (taslakg¢is or ¢aliks) among recorded
Muslims in the probate inventories. Yet since the distinction between assorted cat-
egories of Janissaries and other askeris is missing from the inventories, supplemen-
tary evidence is essential. In this respect, the number of marriages between askeris
and women of civilian familial origin is indicative. In Thessaloniki, marriage was
the predominant pattern of adult life for askeris; 401 military men, or 85.68% of our
sample, were wedded. This proportion rises to 96.85% if we exclude the fifty-four
Janissaries who died while visiting the city and were consequently registered as
unmarried, due to lack of any relevant information accessible to the kadi.

Unfortunately, no information is noted in the documents about the family back-
ground of the Janissaries’ wives. As their father’s name is very rarely mentioned,
no safe conclusions can be drawn concerning nuptial patterns and behaviours. On
the other hand, a more precise picture emerges from the registers of women who
died married to a Janissary: 235 of them were married to a bege, while 55 of them
were married to an agha. Of these 290 cases, only twelve women were daughters
of aghas who had married an askeri, namely an agha also. All other recorded cases
demonstrate a strong tendency among Janissaries to marry women from civilian
social milieus, and thus refrain from forming a self-contained, exclusive elite closed
to exterior members.

House ownership cannot be used as an integration criterion for military people,
since private housing premises were a generic luxury unaffordable to most Thes-
salonians. Apparently, rented accommodation was the commonest option for most
city dwellers, though the matter cannot be decided on the basis of ferekes. This ten-
dency only altered among the wealthier military strata; of 137 Thessalonian askeris
with an estimated property worth more than 100,000 akges, 102 or 74.45% owned
a private house in the city, though the inventories do not mention the way of its
acquisition. Yet irrespective of whether Janissaries could afford a private house or
not, almost all of them lived within the city proper. From a sample of 414 recorded
Janissaries who lived or were stationed permanently in the kaza, 380 lived in the
city, and only thirteen dwelt in surrounding villages — for twenty-one more there is
no entry as regards their residence. These military townsmen were not restricted to
any specific quarters designated for askeris but were spread around the city, most
residing within the boundaries of the Muslim neighbourhoods, though a good num-
ber of them even lived alongside Christians.?® The spatial presence of Janissaries in

30 Regarding this diffusion of people from all socio-economic strata and occupational identity in
Thessaloniki as a seminal characteristic of Ottoman cities in the Balkans, see D. Papastamatiou
and P. Kotzageorgis, ‘Economic and Social Hierarchies within an Urban Context: The Case of
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all quarters of Thessaloniki reflects the impressive expansion of the corps, with the
admission into its ranks of Muslims from all parts of the city.

Additional evidence that military men were deeply rooted in the local urban
milieu is the fact that nearly everyone’s ancestral lineage, that is, the names of their
father and grandfather, was known to the kadi and obviously to their fellow towns-
men. By contrast, of the above-mentioned 414 Janissaries, only thirty or 7.24%
were registered as “‘bin Abdullah bin Abdullah” and were seemingly unknown in the
city or had no real ties with the local population.

This tendency for military and civilian groups to amalgamate into a uniform
society, and the concomitant absence of a self-sustained military ‘aristocracy’, are
further underlined by the lack of heredity in recorded titles and positions. Only
fifteen out of 468 Janissaries examined — that is, no more than 3.20% of the entire
sample — came from a privileged familial environment with a father of the same
military identity. This incredibly small number possibly showcases that most Thes-
salonian Janissaries started their career as pseudo-Janissaries and depicts the limits
of inter-generational property transition and the fluidity of class demarcation lines.

Social mobility was both legitimized and underpinned by the admission of those
interested into the Janissary corps, while at the same time Imperial Janissaries were
absorbed into local society. What triggered the mingling of both parties was their
involvement in the local economy. Though inventories do not explicitly record any
entrepreneurial ventures by the deceased, it is obvious that military men were ex-
ceedingly keen on risking involvement in assorted business enterprises; for exam-
ple, all 137 wealthy Janissaries between 1760 and 1800 were engaged in at least one
occupational activity irrespective of any military duties. Only 44 of them, or 32.11%
of the sample, were involved in only one profession, whereas the remaining 93
Janissaries followed the generic entrepreneurial pattern of diversified investments
and occupations.

The energetic participation of the Janissaries in the local economy is reliably
evidenced in the well documented decade from 1760 to 1770. The following ta-
ble shows the predominance of military men in major sectors of the Thessalonian
economy.

Thessaloniki in the Eighteenth Century’, in M. Sariyannis (editor-in-chief), G. Aksoy-Aivali, M.
Demetriadou, Y. Spyropoulos, K. Stathi and Y. Vidras (eds), A. Anastasopoulos and E. Kolovos
(consulting eds), New Trends in Ottoman Studies. Papers presented at the 20" CIEPO Sympo-
sium, Rethymno 27" June -1° July 2012 (Rethymno 2014), 84-98.
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Akges % of ‘the respectiv‘e ?ector
in Thessaloniki
Money ownership 3,688,624 27
Urban real estate 9,967,652 48.18
Rural real estate 926,321 50.57
Ciftlik ownership 1,759,870 38.11
Animal husbandry 2,730,243 51.03
Technological equipment 590,189 69.37
Commerce 6,486,412 56.35
Tax farming 727,060 64.92
Loans 13,409,247 50.75
Debts 14,353,967 73.62

Table I: Janissary participation in various sectors of the local economy (1760-1770)

Titles, positions, and social stratification

As has already been stated, military titles which in principle determined the duties,
position, and salaries of their bearers help us identify the members of the askeri
class. The major and most prevalent title was that of bese, which denoted a low-
ranking member of the army and was granted to 292 Thessalonians, or 62.39% of
our sample. The more dubious title of agha amounted to 156 persons, or 27.35% of
the sample. Titles such as odabasi, zabit yenigeri, or ¢avug yenigeri appear far less
frequently. Equally low is the number of Janissaries bearing a religious honorific
title. Only twenty-four of them had the honorary titles of elhac or haci, and nine
Janissaries enjoyed the title of esseyyid. This is in accordance with the low propor-
tion of religious honorary titles held by Thessalonians.3!

As stressed before, membership of the askeri class, and particularly in the Janis-
sary Corps, would boost the economic standing of a Muslim Thessalonian, linking
him with the more privileged social strata of the city and drastically improving his
social mobility overall. Indeed, Janissaries’ mean and median property values were
higher than those of the general population.

Mean Value Median Value Range of Values Gini Co-efficient
Thessaloniki | 97,959.23 akges 26,227 akges 601-3,151,248 akees 0.7363
Janissaries 114,800.76 akges 31,423 akges 798- 3,151,248 akges 0.7390

Table II: Median property values and Gini coefficient of Janissaries
and the general population (1760-1770)

31 Only 25% of all Thessalonians belonged to any such exclusive group.
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Gini Coefficient (G) = 0,73900

Cumulative Proportion of Income

Cumulative Proportion of Population

Graph I: The Lorenz Curve graph for Janissaries in Thessaloniki

The Gini coefficient and Lorenz curve show that despite the ostensible economic
advantage of the military caste, its structural inequality was as extensive as that of
the general urban population. In general, the stratification of the military caste was
the same as that of Thessalonian society. The military caste deployed along a wealth
spectrum dominated by an expansive ‘middle class’, or people with estimated for-
tunes spanning between 10,000 and 100,000 akges, with very needy and wealthy
men at its two extremes. In this sense, the Janissaries formed a highly stratified so-
cial group in the same way as that of the broader social context in Thessaloniki. The
following small table describes this reality in the period 1760-1770.

Number %
Poor (<10,000 akges) 86 20.14
Middle Class (10,000-100,000 akges) 242 56.67
Rich (>100,000 akces) 99 23.18
Total 427 100

Table III: The economic stratification of the Janissaries (1760-1770)

Still, this economic stratification is not based on titles. Despite the titular distinc-
tion between the beges and the aghas, and the possible social precedence of the latter
over the former, there is no strong correlation between the title and property owned;
a good number of beses enjoyed privileged participation in the higher echelons of
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Thessaloniki, whereas some aghas died impoverished. This is clear from the data in
the following table.

Poor Middle Class Wealthy
Bese 70 181 41
Agha 11 54 91
Odabags 2 4 2

Table I'V: The relation between economic status and military title (1760-1770)

In general, the picture is one of widespread disparity and inequality among the
members of each occupational and titular group. The beses formed a stratum of
indigent military men among the poorest of the city, while even their rich represen-
tatives were not among the most outstanding Thessalonians. Yet they predominated
in a robust and numerous middle class of modest wealth. The aghas were middle
classers of average wealth, but, above all, they formed the core of the Thessalonian
upper crust. The following table illustrates this disparity in terms of the average
values of Janissary patrimonies.

Begse

Agha

Poor

5,031 akges

7,779 akges

Middle Class

30,892 akges

27,108 akges

Rich

155,789 akges

264,495 akges

Table V: The property average (median) values of Janissaries (1760-1770)

Moreover, an inverse relation between economic status and wealth distribution
is evidenced, namely, inequality and stratification intensified among members of
wealthier groups. Needy soldiers were almost equal in their poverty, middle-class-
ers had properties of roundabout the same monetary value, but polarization intensi-
fied among the wealthier Janissaries. This becomes evident from a comparison of
the Gini coefficients of the abovementioned three groups.

Poor Middle Class
0.2196 0.3482

Wealthy
0.5065

Gini coefficient

Table VI: Gini coefficient of Janissaries by economic status (1760-1770)

This picture of inequality and polarization is more obvious when military patri-
monies are examined. Although Janissaries owned almost half the city’s shops, only
seventy or 18% of all Janissaries possessed such premises. For instance, one Calli
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Hasan Bese bin Hiiseyin owned a tannery, a barber shop, a shop making pearls, a
saddle shop, a tobacco shop and an urban plot near the Burmali mosque, very close
to the Vardar Gate, at the western end of the city.

In all, data extracted from the terekes show that participation in the Janissary
Corps would probably guarantee a brighter future for interested Thessalonians. Yet
economic inequality was unavoidable, and a man of arms faced as much disparity,
if not more, than a commoner. Military titles were coveted and pursued, and appar-
ently meant a lot to their bearers and other aspirants, though possessing them would
not necessarily result in prosperity.

Janissaries as economic agents

Payroll defters studied by the JaNet project testify to the extremely low salaries
paid to Imperial Janissaries during the second half of the eighteenth century. With
an average daily salary of 13.07 and 13.83 akges per person in 1762 and 1776
respectively,3® Janissaries were left with no alternative but to get involved in the
urban economy. In the same vein, terekes describe Janissaries as highly active eco-
nomic agents, supplementing their meagre fixed salary with various economic ven-
tures: moneylending, urban and rural real estate ownership, industry, commerce,
tax farming, animal husbandry, cash availabilities, investments in technology and
vessels, but also non-productive expenses (garments, household items, weapons,
luxury items) are grosso modo the major property categories which ferekes include
in their entries. The following pie chart delineates the property structure of Thes-
saloniki Janissaries from 1760 to 1800.

Lenders and tax-farmers

Since credit was necessary for the conduct of any profitable business enterprise in
the Ottoman economic environment, Thessalonian Janissaries were already seri-
ously involved in the credit and moneylending networks of the city by the early
eighteenth century. The ferekes contain long lists of names of Christians, Muslims

32 For the urban landscape and monuments of Ottoman Thessaloniki, see V. Demetriades,
Toroypapia e Osooalovikns kata v exoyn s Tovpkoxpoatiag, 1430-1912 [Topography of
Thessaloniki during the Period of Tourkokratia, 1430-1912] (Thessaloniki 1983).

33 See https:/janet.ims.forth.gr/site/placechart?graph_key=79 and https://janet.ims.forth.gr/site/
placechart 76?graph _key=79 respectively. Janissary salaries in Crete were likewise exces-
sively low. For details see Spyropoulos, Kowvowvikij, 159-164.
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Graph II: The Janissaries’ property structure in percentages (1760-1800)

or Jews and Muslim or Christian villages in the kaza who either owed money to de-
ceased military men or had lent money to them. Neither the reasons why this money
was borrowed nor the interest charged are noted in the inventories. Likewise, it can-
not be safely concluded whether the recorded sums were a fraction of the outstand-
ing amounts or the entire loans.

Needy Janissaries totally abstained from these networks both as moneylenders
and as debtors. Those in the middle class engaged in lending and borrowing appar-
ently to conduct petty daily transactions, with the respective amounts being small.
From 1760 to 1770, 61 of them had lent at least one amount, 56 were debtors, while
21 were both lenders and borrowers. Only 8 of the Janissary debtors died overin-
debted. Even when the number of loans or debts owed by a deceased individual
seems significant, the respective amounts are small. The following table contains
two typical examples of a lender and a debtor Janissary in the middle class.
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Deceased Transactor Amount (4kges)

Hayndirzade 24,960

Molla Hasan 1,560

Mariner (gemici) Mesi 1,200

Ibrahim Bege bin Yusuf (lender) Molla N,Iehn?ed 4,200
Tanas zimmi 1,200

Usta Yanni zimmi 915

Hasan 600

Kaftanct Istaki [Stathi] 1,080

Seyyid Ahmed Celebi 1,569

Seyyid Sani Tbrahim 1,674

) ) ) Sirhan 4,920
izgzlrlr;]ik(ecr[eg:l:rl)zb) Ali Bege bin Saddle maker (sara¢) Hasan Bege 960
Mehmed 525

Ibrahim 5,730

His mother 13,930

Table VII: Two typical cases of Janissaries in the credit networks

The credit economy of Thessaloniki was controlled by wealthy Janissaries, in
particular by those bearing the title of agha. From a sample of 99 well-off Janissar-
ies in 1760-1770, 63 had granted at least one loan, with the total number of recorded
loans reaching 500 transactions. In contrast to other occupations engaged in by rich
Janissaries, where there is a strong concentration of wealth in the hands of only a
few persons, credit activity retained a more open character and was both acces-
sible to and popular among almost all members of the military upper crust. In other
words, Janissaries in Thessaloniki were above all proto-bankers more than anything
else, including their military position.

Two types of creditors can be discerned, those for whom loans were the unique
means of wealth concentration, real bankers, and those who used loans along with
other economic activities as a mode of capital formation. The former adhered to a
strict credit policy without being interested in taking enterprising risks or investing
their credit profits in other entrepreneurial ventures. Fourteen such archetypal lend-
ers are recorded in the probate inventories; the following table lists five of the most
important among them.

34 HAM, 99: 267b-268, dated 17 July 1762 (27 Zi’l-hicce 1175).
35 HAM, 103: 208-209, dated 7 July 1763 (25 Zi’l-hicce 1176).
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Lender Number of Total % of Patrimony
Loans Amount
Ali Bege bin Murad* 18 59,050 57.31
Yusuf Bege bin Abdullah®’ 20 157,700 60.65
Hiiseyin Agha bin Ismail Agha®® 34 117,800 77.91
Bostanct Mehmed Agha bin Mustafa®’ 14 335,940 82.35
Kethiida Halil Agha bin Abdurrahman® 36 1,413,760 84.62

Table VIII: Some important Thessalonian Janissary bankers

The other 39 lenders employed more complex economic strategies, tending to
maximize their profits through landownership, commerce, or craftsmanship. The re-
lationship between these diverse economic activities cannot be traced, so it remains
unclear whether lending constituted the source of primary capital accumulation, or
was only the result of turnover from other enterprises. Interaction between them is
highly plausible, but there is no decisive evidence for it.

A few examples can easily delineate the range of business opportunities avail-
able to daring Janissaries. One Elhac Salih Agha used landownership as a supple-
ment to his credit activity; he was the owner of a ¢iftlik in the village of Naris, and,
at the same time, creditor of 20 compatriots of his who owed him 400,020 akg¢es in
total.#! Tosun Ahmed Bese bin Mehmed Celebi possessed four vineyards in the na-
hiye of Kelemerye in the south of Thessaloniki, in addition to 253,516 akg¢es in total
owed to him by 18 debtors.*> Elhac Abdurrahman Agha bin Elhac ibrahim owned
4 high-value shops and storehouses at the harbour and tobacco customs house in
Thessaloniki, and was also owed 672,240 ak¢es lent to 14 Thessalonians.*> Simi-
larly, wheat merchant Musa Bese bin Hasan’s property comprised 59,550 ak¢es
owed to him by 8 of his compatriots.**

Simultaneously, Janissaries took few risks by adopting low intensity borrowing
practices, thus avoiding bankruptcy and insolvency. Although 46 wealthy Janissaries

36 HAM, 103: 219, dated 22 July 1763 (17 Muharrem 1177).

37 HAM, 99: 128-129, dated 17 April 1762 (23 Ramazan 1175).
38 HAM, 99: 224, dated 21 June 1762 (29 Zi’l-kade 1175).

39 HAM, 117a: 62b-63, dated 4 May 1769 (27 Zi’1-hicce 1182).
40 HAM, 99: 310b-312, dated 25 July 1762 (3 Muharrem 1176).
41 HAM, 99: 132b-133, dated 30 April 1762 (6 Sevval 1175).

42 HAM, 99: 321-322, dated 7 August 1762 (16 Muharrem 1176).
43 HAM, 117b: 48-50, dated 3 February 1770 (7 Sevval 1183).
44 HAM, 115: 70b-71, dated 24 April 1768 (6 Zi’l-hicce 1181).
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— almost half of the wealthy deceased — owed money at least to one person, only 5
passed away overindebted, with the monetary value of their arrears exceeding the
aggregate value of their assets.

The persons with whom Janissaries entered into credit relations came from all
walks of life and were of varying religious affiliation and geographic origin. The
following two tables show some tendencies.

Number % Akges %
Muslims 129 25.75 2,657,198 21.62
military 105 20.96 2,033,868 16.55
Muslim villages 7 1.40 464,280 3.78
Christians 156 31.14 965,987 7.86
Christian villages 73 14.57 5,309,679 43.21
Jews 17 3.39 402,891 3.28
waqfs 1 0.20 129,600 1.05
unspecified 13 2.59 324,373 2.64
total 501 100 12,287,876 100

Table IX: Categories of debtors to Janissaries (1760-1800)

Number % Akges %
Muslims 124 49.21 4,162,320 39.51
military 71 28.17 4,773,464 45.31
Muslim villages 1 0.40 2,400 0.02
Christians 13 5.16 68,258 0.65
Jews 1 437 735,640 6.98
waqfs 12 4.76 502,260 4.77
French 1 0.40 10,080 0.10
unspecified 19 7.54 281,175 2.67
total 252 100 10,536,097 100

Table X: Categories of moneylenders to Janissaries (1760-1800)

It is evident that the credit clientele of the Janissaries was almost equally di-
vided between Christians and Muslims, though collective loans to Christian villages
enjoyed the lion’s share, at least in terms of monetary value if not number. These
loans are highly likely to have been connected to taxes, and their intensity testifies
to the financial penetration of the Janissaries into the surrounding countryside. On
the other hand, the fact that Janissaries borrowed almost exclusively from Muslims,
with some preference toward their colleagues, is an indication of solidarity between
regiment members. The important role played by Janissary wagfs elsewhere is not
observed in Thessaloniki.
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Tax farming was either inaccessible to Janissaries or extremely unpopular among
them. Only eleven Janissaries in the period 1760-1800 are recorded with some sort
of iltizam involvement in their assets at the time of their demise. There are some
indications that this situation began to change in the early years of the following
century. It seems that just like landownership, tax farming in central Macedonia was
under the strict control of powerful local ayan and powerbrokers from the imperial
centre.

Two firm conclusions can be drawn from the quantitative data extracted from
the inventories. Firstly, Janissary credit networks extended to both urban and rural
populations, thus offering considerable opportunities for profit and wealth accu-
mulation to members of Janissary regiments who were able or willing to invest
money in this activity. Even if tax farming was beyond the entrepreneurial scope or
potential of Janissaries, they took advantage of this fiscal practice by establishing
credit relations with the Christian and Muslim villages in the surrounding country-
side. Secondly, the growth seen in local Janissary Corps membership can largely be
explained in terms of the open access it offered to credit sources, either as a lender
or as a borrower. In other words, the process of integrating the military into local
society was facilitated not only by amalgamation between the guilds and the Janis-
sary regiments, but also by the credit opportunities that military identity offered.

Ciftlik holders and landowners

Our sample comprises only 47 owners of at least one ¢ift/ik in a period character-
ized by the rapid c¢iff/ikisation of land. This number is small, yet comparable to
the similarly low intensity of land ownership among civilian Thessalonians in the
second half of the eighteenth century. The low priority these men accorded to land
acquisition as an investment policy is also reflected in the low contribution of ¢ifz-
lik ownership to the general wealth of the military caste. It is highly likely that the
lack of interest Janissaries showed in land acquisition investments was mainly due
to the control exerted over ¢iftlik ownership by wealthy ayan in the Macedonian
hinterland.

Unfortunately, no information is recorded in the inventories concerning the size or
cultivation quality of these few landed estates belonging to askeris; in this sense, the
estimated average price of such a property at 90,433 akges cannot be telltale. Even
the quantities of crops recorded cannot be reliably related to the estate itself, nor can
it be inferred whether they represented its annual output, a fraction of it, or past pro-
duction stored for future use or sale. Typically, landed estates comprised unfailingly
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a core of them, defined as the ‘huts of the estate’ (¢ift damlari), complemented by
flocks and herds of grazing animals, farm tools, and varying quantities of crops.

Thirty-six military men owned only one landed estate, while six more had two
¢iftliks; all of them bore the title of agha. The privileged five askeris who possessed
more than three estates are recorded in the following table.

Owner Content Village Value
Hiiseyin Agha bin Elhac Hasan Agha® huts Erikli 60,000
huts (half share) Nimis 42,000
huts 42,000
Elhac Mehmed Emin Agha bin Elhac huts Saraglu 147,000
Ebu Bekr huts Tekir 28,260
huts Tekyelu 15,600
huts Lapra 15,690
huts Metangici 51,360
Elhac Abdulbaki Agha ibn Mustafa huts, animals, crops Kulpanca 300,000
Agha® huts, animals, crops Lapra 420,000
huts, animals, crops Culcanlar 600,000
huts, animals, crops Kargolpo 480,000
huts, animals, crops Kavalar 360,000
Kapucubast Esseyyid Abdulvahib Agha huts Ug Evler 120,000
ibn Abdulbaki®® huts Apanomi 120,000
huts Apanomi 120,000
reaya Cinar Furnos 120,000
Kirigzade Haseki Mustafa Agha ibn huts [Silkanca] 66,600
Elhac Ahmed*’ huts Sedes 29,600
huts Kapucilar 40,000
huts, animals, crops unspecified 240,000

Table XI: Five important Thessalonian Janissary-¢ifi/ik holders

More popular among the Janissaries was the possession of small plots — mainly
vineyards, and more rarely orchards — all of a size ranging from one to five déniims.
This type of ownership was more widespread among middle class Janissaries, who

45 HAM, 99: 324-325, dated 10 August 1762 (19 Muharrem 1176).

46 HAM, 110: 77-82, dated 12 April 1766 (2 Zi’l-kade 1179).

47 HAM, 149: 70-71, dated 1 August 1785 (25 Ramazan 1199).

48 HAM, 140: 216-218, dated 17 August 1781 (26 Saban 1195).

49 HAM, 149: 50-52, dated 14 March 1785 (3 Cemaziyii’l-evvel 1199).
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apparently found easier access to agriculture through possession of these small
plots. The yield from these plots, in the form of grape must or fruit, provided them
with some supplementary income or found its way into home consumption. On the
other hand, wealthier Janissaries showed no great interest in cultivating small size
vineyards or orchards. The following table contains comparable data collected from
the inventories for the years 1760-1770.

Title Persons Plots

B 8 11

Poor Agef:s - -
Middle Class ABgeif; 5; 62
T ———

Table XII: Distribution of agricultural plots among beses and aghas

Animal husbandry was another profitable productive activity for all interested
Janissaries. The commonest livestock were herds of assorted types, whether buf-
faloes or bovines, and flocks of sheep and goats, while horses and camels were
rarer.>® Donkeys and mules were used mainly for transport and were possessed in
small numbers (usually one per person) even by poor soldiers. Husbandry was more
often than not linked with ¢if#liks used as grazing fields. Thus, the aforementioned
Kiriszade Haseki Mustafa Agha bred 53 oxen of various types and 613 sheep on his
four ¢iftliks. Still, ownership of large flocks and herds was not always accompanied
by land on which to graze them, in which case the owner of the animals had to rent
the necessary fields. A typical case was Osman Agha ibn Sinan bin Abdullah, who
owned 30 oxen, 90 goats and 150 sheep, but no landed estate.>!

In sum, Thessalonian Janissaries do not seem to have been excessively keen on
spending capital on systematic land purchases, whether in the form of large landed
estates or smaller plots.>? Institutional hindrances must have been less of an issue
than the predominance of powerful central Macedonian ayan on the field. Either the

50 Ahmed Agha bin Abdullah bred nine quite expensive camels. See HAM, 15: 64-65, dated 20 July
1765 (1 Safer 1179).

51 HAM, 144: 11-12, dated 15 February 1783 (12 Rebiii’l-evvel 1197).

52 For the contribution of Janissaries to the emergence and development of the ¢ifi/ik phenom-
enon in the northern Ottoman Balkans during the eighteenth century, see I. Kokdas, ‘Janissar-
ies and Conflicts over Rural Lands in the Vidin Region (1730-1810)°, in Y. Spyropoulos (ed.),
Insights into Janissary Networks, 1700-1826 [special issue of Cihanniima: Tarih ve Cografya
Arastirmalart Dergisi, 8/1 (2022)], 101-127.



160 THE JANISSARIES: SOCIO-POLITICAL AND ECONOMIC ACTORS IN THE OTTOMAN EMPIRE

city’s Janissaries did not wish to clash with these mighty provincial notables, or the
balance of power regarding land ownership had been consolidated irrevocably in
favour of rural magnates before the second half of the century.

Craftsmen and merchants

As stressed before, ferekes do not allow a clear-cut distinction between the discrete
aspects of the bidirectional, dialectic process whereby Janissaries became involved
in the core of urban economy as artisans and merchants on the one hand, and crafts-
men and traders entered the Janissary corps on the other. Still, a web of people who
were apparently both military personnel and members of the local market and indus-
try are clearly mirrored in the inventories as being mobilized in the pursuit of profit.

Forty Janissaries in our sample can be traced as being actively involved in some
urban occupation or craft. Although half of them were aghas, those denoted with
their occupational predicate were mainly the humbler beges. So, it is highly likely
that people such as cheek-pea sellers (leblebici) Hiiseyin Bese bin Osman>* and
Hiiseyin Bese bin Mustafa,>* miller (degirmenci) Kiigiik Ali Bese bin Abdullah,>
farriers (nalband) Halil Bese bin Omer,’* Ahmed Bese bin Abdullah’” and Yusuf
Bese bin Abdulbaki,’® dealer in yarns (iplikgi) Mehmed Bese bin Muslih,> tanners
(debbag) Hiiseyin Bese bin Yusuf® and Kara Mehmed Bese bin Abdurrahman,®!
sawyer (tahtact) Kara Hasan Bese bin Mehmed,®? halva maker (helvaci) Omer
Bese bin Ismail,%3 rope-maker (muitab) Ismail Bese bin Halil,* and barber (ber-
ber) Tbrahim Bese bin Abdullah®> were genuine professionals and made their living
through their craft. Yet despite the involvement of all the above-mentioned persons

53 HAM, 99: 138a, dated 2 May 1762 (8 Sevval 1175).

54 HAM, 117a: 38-39, dated 5 January 1769 (26 Saban 1182).

55 HAM, 99: 212b-213, dated 12 June 1762 (20 Zi’l-kade 1175).

56 HAM, 99: 232a, dated 25 June 1762 (3 Zi’l-hicce 1175).

57 HAM, 112: 46a, dated 26 March 1767 (25 Sevval 1180).

58 HAM, 112: 77a, dated 3 July 1767 (5 Safer 1181).

59 HAM, 112: 63¢c-64, dated 18 May 1767 (19 Zi’l-hicce 1180).

60 HAM, 103: 86a, dated 15 November 1762 (27 Rebiii’l-ahir 1176).

61 HAM, 117a: 6b, dated 21 August 1768 (7 Rebiti’l-ahir 1182).

62 HAM, 110: 87-88, dated 19 February 1766 (9 Ramazan 1179).

63 HAM, 110: 131-132, dated 24 July 1766 (16 Safer 1180).

64 HAM, 112: 18, dated 30 November 1766 (27 Cemaziyii’l-ahir 1180).
65 HAM, 112: 21a, dated 29 October 1766 (25 Cemaziyii’l-evvel 1180).
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in rather humble professions, they belonged to the wealthy urban social strata, as
the aggregate value of their property ranged between 100,000 and 300,000 akges.

On the other hand, some Janissaries owned shops (or shares in them) without ap-
parently practicing the pertinent profession. These are examples of military people
integrated into the world of craftsmanship (and perhaps the respective guilds), a
type of proto-capitalist Janissary investors in industrial production. Typical exam-
ples, to name but a few, were Elhac Abdurrahman Agha bin Elhac Ibrahim, whose
real estate included among many other things a share in a quarter of a barber shop,®
Mustafa Bese bin Ramadan, who had a hozahane®” and Ismail Agha bin Salih, with
a share in a quarter of a soap factory (sabunhane).®® A few Janissaries exhibited a
more capitalist frame of mind and invested heavily in shop ownership, attempting
to reap more significant profits from the industrial sector. The following small table
shows the investments three Janissaries made in urban business property.

Name Shops

orbaci Elhac Ali Agha ibn Hiiseyin Agha®® | Blacksmith’s shop, carpenter’s shop, painter’s
g yin Ag p, carp P> P
shop, tobacconist shop, mattress factory

Halil Agha ibn Mehmed” Bathhouse license, field surrounding an inn, shop,
carpenter’s shop, shop, mill, coffee shop, cauldron
maker’s shop, 5 shares in a storehouse, 19/24
shares in a storehouse

Kirigzade Haseki Mustafa Agha ibn Elhac 1/3 share in a storehouse, 2 unspecified shops,
Ahmed”! pharmacy shop, mill

Table XIII: Three Thessalonian Janissaries investing in multiple shop ownership

The spirit of investment is equally evident among those Janissaries who at the
time of their demise owned only the license (gedik) for a shop but no premises, such
as one Ahmed Agha bin Abdullah and one Abdulkerim Agha bin Elhac Mehmed,
holders of the license for a coffee shop,”? and a mill”® respectively. In the same vein,
a few others owned the tools of a trade, but no pertinent license or premises; this

66 HAM, 117b: 48-50, dated 3 February 1770 (7 Sevval 1183).

67 HAM, 115: 68-69, dated 16 May 1768 (28 Zi’l-hicce 1181).

68 HAM, 117a: 39-41, dated 3 February 1769 (26 Ramazan 1182).

69 HAM, 152: 13-15, dated 12 March 1786 ((11 Cemaziyii’l-evvel 1200).
70 HAM, 122: 33b-35, dated 12 July 1771 (29 Rebiii’l-Evvel 1185).

71 HAM, 149: 50-52, dated 14 March 1785 (3 Cemaziyii’l-evvel 1199).
72 HAM, 105: 64b-65, dated 20 July 1765 (1 Safer 1179).

73 HAM, 99: 300-301, dated 1 August 1762 (10 Muharrem 1176).
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was the case with one Ahmed Agha bin Mehmed, owner of barbering equipment.”#
These two particular and seemingly paradoxical types of occupational investment
probably stem from and reflect the professional mobility of the Janissaries and their
occasional involvement in assorted employments. In fact, some of them seem to
have been continuously searching for new professional opportunities and easy prof-
it. In this respect, no tendency of the Janissaries toward particular professions can
be traced in the terekes, though tannery seems to have been a privileged and prob-
ably highly profitable occupational field for military men. Their relative preference
for tannery was linked to their participation in the economically powerful tanners’
guild, controlled exclusively by the local military class, and to the equally important
and influential respective credit wagf. On the other hand, tanners might have assert-
ively sought membership in the Janissaries regiments, thus inextricably interweav-
ing the two worlds.

Nevertheless, involvement of the Janissaries in industry was only one of the
many pathways leading to wealth and social hegemony, usually supplemented by
commerce, agriculture, animal husbandry, or moneylending. In fact, commerce was
the most privileged and favoured practice for those already engaged in craftsman-
ship. Moreover, by the second half of the eighteenth century, commerce had be-
come such a widespread and popular economic activity among Thessalonians of
all religious, linguistic, and racial affiliations that local Janissary involvement in it
comes as no surprise. Unfortunately, muhallefat defterieri do not draw any distinc-
tion between foreign and domestic commercial activity, or imports and exports, nor
do they contain any information about companies or trade networks. The commer-
cial ventures of deceased Janissaries can be traced through the large quantities of
merchandise they possessed and their astronomical value in monetary units. In this
sense, at least thirty members of our sample can safely be described as merchants.
The Table XIV records the most important of these askeri-merchants.

74 HAM, 117b: 76-77, dated 12 March 1770 (15 Zi’l-kade 1183).
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Name Merchandise Aggregate
Value
Omer Bege bin Osman’ 45 bundlles of yanbolu and other types 183,138
of fabric
Ibrahim Bege bin Mehmed’® Various quantities of silk 40.800
Salih Bese bin Al 15 sacks of blue paint, 3,525 kiyye of 62,990
grapes
Colak Halil Bese bin Elhac Hiiseyin’® Various quantities of wood 32,901
Tahtaci Kara Hasan Bege bin Mehmed” Various quantities of corn (wheat, bar- 43,870
ley, legumes, oats)
. %0 Various quantities of corn (wheat, bar-
Mustafa Bege bin Ramadan 103,702
ley, rye, oats)
Bezesteni Mustafa Agha bin Ali®! Various quantltlles of yemeni and other 171,970
types of fabric, fez and turbans
Uziimcu Mehmed Agha bin Hasan® Various quantities of Brapes, figs, leg- 149,260
umes, and white paint
Various quantities of soap, coffee, sugar,
Ahmed Agha bin Elhac Ibrahim® pepper, grapes, tobacco, and locust 508,803
beans
Bostani Mehmed Agha bin Ismail® Various types of caps and garments 351,205
Hiiseyin Agha bin Ahmed® Tobacco 279,874
Ahmed Agha ibn Elhac Hiiseyin Agha®® | Tobacco 249,850
Langazalizade Mustafa Agha ibn Various quantities of corn (wheat, bar-
“ 120,960
Ahmed ley, rye, oats)
Haseki Elhac Mehmed Agha ibn Various quantities of corn (wheat, bar- 94 400

Abdullah®

ley, rye, oats)

75 HAM, 99: 21-22, dated 24 October 1761 (25 Rebiii’l-evvel 1175).
76 HAM, 99: 75, dated 3 March 1762 (7 Saban 1175).

77 HAM, 99: 290a, dated 22 July 1762 (29 Zi’l-hicce 1175).

78 HAM, 105: 12, dated 28 October 1764 (2 Cemaziyii’l-evvel 1178).
79 HAM, 110: 87-88, dated 19 February 1766 (9 Ramazan 1179).

80 HAM, 115: 68-69, dated 16 May 1768 (28 Zi’l-hicce 1181).

81 HAM, 103: 125-127, dated 27 December 1762 (10 Cemaziyii’l-ahir 1176).
82 HAM, 112: 62, dated 15 May 1767 (16 Zi’l-hicce 1180).

83 HAM, 99: 235-237, dated 27 June 1762 (5 Zi’l-hicce 1175).

84 HAM, 110: 55b-58, dated 3 April 1766 (22 Sevval 1179).

85 HAM, 115: 26b-27, dated 20 December 1767 (28 Receb 1181).

86 HAM, 124: 77-79, dated 21 January 1773 (27 Sevval 1186).

87 HAM, 128; 8b-9, dated 26 May 1774 (15 Rebiii’l evvel 1188).

88 HAM, 132: 25¢-26, dated 10 April 1775 (8 Safer 1189).
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Name Merchandise Aggregate
Value
Lahanali Elhac Mumis Agha ibn Various quantities of corn (wheat, bar- 87060
Yusuf® ley, rye, oats) ’
Mustafa Aeha ibn Ebu Foca®® Various quantities of corn (wheat, bar- 122.995
& ley, rye, oats) ’
Kirigzade Haseki Mustafa Agha ibn Various quantities of corn (wheat, bar- 291.505
Elhac Ahmed®! ley, rye, oats) ’
Kahveci Hasan Agha ibn Mustafa® Various quantities of corn (wheat, bar- 103,805
& ley, rye, oats) ’
T Various quantities of corn (wheat, bar-
Elhac Mehmed Agha ibn Omer 150,240
ley, rye, oats)

Table XIV: Important Thessalonian Janissary-merchants

The merchandise of some merchants came from the agricultural yield of their
¢iftliks, yet the majority of them did not possess any landed estates, thus forming a
sort of genuine ‘bourgeois’ entrepreneur class with vested interests in urban busi-
ness ventures. They traded mainly in cereals, fabric, garments, fruit, weapons, and
tinder. A handful of them would also own a vessel, commonly a kayik, ship own-
ership being rather rare among Thessalonian Janissaries. One Kurdoglu Bese ibn
Abdulbaki was an exceptional entrepreneur who directed his capital to sea-related
ventures; he owned three kayiks of assorted sizes, a share in a fourth, the respec-
tive share (sermaye) in the cargo carried by the ships, and the gedik for a fish farm
(dalyan).* All these Janissary merchants came from the upper crust in local society,
while Janissary artisans with lower incomes and less property also dealt in com-
merce, but only as a corollary to their craftsmanship. In this sense, commerce was
a class-determined activity mainly concerning Janissaries with extensive capital
availability.

89 HAM, 136: 29b-30, dated 20 May 1777 (12 Rebiii’l-ahir 1191).

90 HAM, 139: 3a, dated 27 February 1780 (21 Safer 1194).

91 HAM, 149: 50-52, dated 14 March 1785 (3 Cemaziyii’l-evvel 1199).
92 HAM, 156: 36b-37, dated 1 May 1789 (5 Saban 1203).

93 HAM, 166: 44, dated 15 January 1796 (5 Receb 1210).

94 HAM, 149: 116, dated 20 December 1785 (17 Safer 1200).
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Non-productive capital

Our serial data clearly show that the military caste did not invest in politics of
ostentation, pretentious consumption, and material supremacy over their Thessa-
lonian compatriots as a means of legitimizing their social hegemony. Their shabby
clothes, worthless cutlery, cheap jewels, and low-priced horse tack demonstrate
that their social authority did not depend on displays of luxury and resultant disas-
sociation from the grass roots, but on real involvement in the city’s economy. As
a matter of fact, the small contribution of mobile property items to the general
wealth of the Janissaries reflects a continuum of material culture in terms of quality
among all Thessalonians, irrespective of their social standing or military occupa-
tion. In total, the monetary value of mobile property items does not exceed 12%
(11.92%) of the aggregate value of all properties under study; the rate is even lower
for wealthy military men: only 9.76% of the value of their fortune corresponds to
mobile assets. Even the few exceptions to this pattern do not really deviate from
the general norm; for instance, one Ahmed Agha bin Elhac Tbrahim possessed 104
garments of assorted types, yet the estimated monetary value of this collection to-
talled just 81,686 akges, or 3.22% of his fortune.”> Even the presence of furs, one
of the commonest symbols of wealth and social prestige, was rather limited; few
well-off Janissaries owned more than three fur overcoats. One exception was one
Kethiida Halil Agha bin Abdurrahman, the owner of fifteen fur overcoats, yet these
items were of comparatively low price — their aggregate value was only 48,101
akges, while their average price came to a mere 6,012 ak¢es. As might be expected,
Janissaries enjoyed weapon ownership; only 48 members of our sample, that is
10.23% of the total, did not apparently own any weapons. Some were excessively
fond of these tools of war. For instance, one Gelis Mehmed Agha bin Mustafa had
a unique collection of 12 old swords (kurada kili¢), 4 swords (kili¢), 1 diamond-
hilted dagger (hancer), 73 carbines (filinta), 14 pistols (pistov), 13 rifles (tifenk), 1
long rifle (kebir tiifenk), 2 shields (kalkan), 20 iron parts of a rifle (tifenk timuru),
and 26 carbine flintlocks (filinta ¢akmagr), making it highly likely that he was a
weapons trader.% Still, it should be stressed that weapon ownership was extremely
popular among Thessalonians from all walks of life and religious affiliation, and,
thus, military men do not stand out in this respect.

The military were not particularly keen on jewels either; with a median inci-
dence of two pieces per person, their aggregate value scarcely amounted to 0.92%
of military fortunes, a rate even lower (0.88%) in the case of rich Janissaries. Lastly,

95 HAM, 99: 235-237, dated 27 June 1762 (5 Zi’l-hicce 1175).
96 HAM, 110: 134-137, dated 3 August 1766 (26 Safer 1180).
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the small number of slaves owned by them — only 28 concubines (cariye) were
owned by 17 deceased Janissaries — further demonstrates the lack of demarcation
lines between military personnel and the non-military urban population in terms of
ideological capital.

Janissaries in transit

One particular group of Janissaries who did not constitute an integral part of the
local population, due to their temporary or chance presence in the city, were sol-
diers who died in Thessaloniki while passing through. These people are not easily
traced in the terekes. The origin of the deceased or the reason for their presence
in Thessaloniki are only rarely recorded. Typical entries are those of Kara Ahmed
Bese bin Abdullah from the nearby town (kasaba) of Doyran,”” Miirtaza Bese bin
Abdullah from Sarajevo,”® and Yusuf Agha from Talanti, a small city in the kaza
of Agriboz,” all of whom died as visitors in Thessaloniki, yet without any illu-
minating information as to the reason for their visit being mentioned. War was
sometimes alluded to as the cause for the mobility of Janissaries. For example,
serbet¢ci Abdullah Bese bin Abdurrahman died while he was heading to the front
line of the imminent Russo-Ottoman war of 1768.1%° Likewise, Janissary, creditor,
and camel owner Mehmed Bese bin Hiiseyin, originally from Isparta in Anatolia,
passed away in Thessaloniki while he was moving to the front after the outbreak
of the same war.!°! Some others died while on business in Thessaloniki: Ali Bese
bin Murad, a Janissary and creditor, hailing from a small village called Birdali in
the nahiye of Vardar-1 Kebir, part of the kaza of Thessaloniki on the eastern bank
of the Vardar river, passed away intra muros while trying to collect money from
his 18 Thessalonian debtors.!?

The military regiment of the deceased is occasionally remarked upon: Ahmed
Agha bin Abdullah was recorded as a resident of Istanbul and member of the 32nd
Janissary orta there.!® Still, in most cases, the only hint that the deceased were
passers-through or temporary residents in the city are the inns (san), coffee houses,

97 HAM, 99: 12a, dated 13 September 1761 (13 Safer 1175).

98 HAM, 99: 63b-64, dated 13 February 1762 (19 Receb 1175).

99 HAM, 117b: 71-72, dated 9 March 1770 (12 Zi’l-kade 1183).

100 HAM, 112: 79a, dated 21 July 1767 (23 Safer 1181).

101 HAM, 117b: 64, dated 22 February 1770 (26 Sevval 1183).

102 HAM, 103: 219, dated 22 July 1763 (17 Muharrem 1177).

103 HAM, 103: 91, dated 20 November 1762 (3 Cemaziyii’l-evvel 1176).
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or konaks of the officials where they died. The examples are numerous; one Halil
Bese bin Abdullah died in the camp barracks of the 36th cemaat,'** while ¢ukadar
[brahim Agha bin Ali Agha died in the konak of the Janissary Agha.!®> One Abdul-
lah Agha bin Abdurrahman passed away in the konak of the miitesellim Mustafa
Agha,'% and Ismail Agha bin Abdullah expired in the konak of the tobacco customs
superintendent (duhan giimriigii emini) Mustafa Agha.!%”

Our sample comprises 54 military men who were visitors or others passing
through Thessaloniki. Except for 3 wealthy aghas, all the rest, namely 31 beges, 16
aghas, 1 ¢ukadar, and 2 ¢avus, were owners of properties conforming to strikingly
common patterns; in effect, this typology describes a type of military man fairly
prevalent in urban milieus like Thessaloniki. These people did not own any urban or
agrarian real estate, animals, or means of transport, and were not involved in any type
of credit relations with locals. All they carried with them were some basic clothes and
utensils, though some would also have had the tools of their trade. For example, cof-
fee maker Kara Hasan Bese bin Abdullah had with him eleven pipes (duhan ¢ubugu),
two coffee pots (kahve ibrigi), two pairs of scales (ferazu), a bench for his craft
(destgdh), two wicker baskets (zembil) for coffee, and one sack of tobacco (duhan
cuvali).!®® He may perhaps have been the coffee maker of an orfa. Almost all these
travellers possessed some cash, which never exceeded 3,000 akges, a sum which may
have corresponded to their salary. They all had weapons, invariably one or two rifles
(tiifenk or filinta), one or two pistols, a sword and a knife. Nine of them also owned a
Quran. All died without any relatives or heirs being recorded whatsoever; their father
was recorded as Abdullah, and their insignificant fortunes were expropriated by the
army. It goes without saying that the recorded property items may only have been a
fraction of their real fortune, located far from Thessaloniki.

Although the ledgers of these people in transit do not add much to the general
depiction of the Janissary phenomenon in Thessaloniki, or even offer a distorted or
biased picture of army people living just above the economic threshold of survival,
they do depict some types of military people wandering the city streets.

104 HAM, 112: 43b, dated 13 March 1767 (12 Sevval 1180).

105 HAM, 117a: 47b, dated 24 February 1769 (17 Sevval 1182).
106 HAM, 115: 7b, dated 23 August 1767 (27 Rebiti’l-evvel 1181).
107 HAM, 115: 2b, dated 1 August 1767 (5 Rebiii’l-evvel 1181).
108 HAM, 110: 34c-35, dated 7 January 1766 (25 Receb 1179).
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Some conclusions

Probate inventories offer a rather restricted, inflexible, and stereotypical perspec-
tive on the Janissary phenomenon, as the kadis moulded all recorded data to fit
the rigid rationale of Ottoman bureaucratic logistics. Information and estimations
regarding the political or social mobilization of the Janissaries are entirely absent,
meaning that all pertinent conclusions drawn by historians remain tentative in na-
ture. Even the identity of those deceased who were tagged beses and aghas re-
main an unfathomable desideratum. Still, the very same documents maintain their
evidential significance, as they pave the way toward a thorough analysis of the
economic status, wealth distribution, and social stratification of the Janissaries —
apart from the data offered regarding family and material culture issues, which are
beyond the scope of our paper.

In this vein, the ferekes of Thessaloniki testify, on the one hand, to the deep
integration of Janissary Corps members into local society and, on the other, to
the reverse process whereby the local Muslim community penetrated the ranks of
the Janissary Corps. In essence, these two collectivities formed a unified societal
corpus whose members displayed fluid institutional identities. Imperial Janissaries
do not turn up per se in the ledger entries, yet a community of Muslims that indis-
criminately claimed to be askeri and reaya at one and the same time did make a
conspicuous appearance, even if after their demise, in the pages of the muhallefat
defterleri. It is evident that for the kad: it made no difference whether these people
were Imperial Janissaries, yamaks, yerliis, or taslak¢is — a telltale indication of the
new social realities in the Ottoman world. Social mobility through the admission of
civilians into the Janissary Corps, and occupational flexibility through the entrance
of Janissaries into the guilds and the world of commerce set the context for this
new world.

Unfortunately, the inventories do not allow research into local networks (which
undoubtedly must have existed), the role of immigrants in the growth of the Janis-
sary Corps, or the political and social conflicts in which Janissaries of all cate-
gories became involved. Yet it becomes clear from our data that this community
of Janissary-businessmen was characterized by social stratification and economic
inequality, which in their turn determined the nature of their economic activities
and entrepreneurial practices. In this respect, credit became the springboard for
the development and growth of the Janissary phenomenon at the local level dur-
ing the second half of the eighteenth century. Thessalonian Janissaries, irrespective
of their financial situation, would incessantly lend, borrow, or both, entering into
credit relations with diverse people and collectivities of the city and the surrounding
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countryside. Other economic activities were more class-determined; commerce and
shop multi-ownership were limited to wealthy Janissaries, while middle-classers
had to content themselves with craftsmanship. The scope of Thessalonian Janis-
saries regarding land ownership was constrained by the walls of the city; rural real
estate, ¢iftlik ownership, and tax-farming were beyond their interest or potential, at
least until the end of the century. Of course, with few exceptions, most Janissary
entrepreneurs followed the norm and developed their business practices in the most
pluralistic manner, simultaneously running multiple projects. Finally, it is notewor-
thy that economic practices and enterprises, social mobility, clientele networks, and
group clashes took place within a continuum of material civilization covering the
entire Muslim community (in fact all Thessalonians), thus obviating the ideological
hegemony of any economically powerful agent.






FRANCHISED TRADE ON THE DANUBE

JANISSARY ENTREPRENEURS
AND THE LICENSED MERCHANTS
OF WALLACHIA AND MOLDAVIA

Aysel YiLpiz"

THE EIGHTEENTH CENTURY WAS A PERIOD OF EXPANSION for the Muslim merchant
classes, especially for those who conducted business around the Danube. It was the
soldier entrepreneurs of the Danubian towns in particular who became an important
component of regional, interregional and to some extent international trade in the
region, with their multilayered and complex military, commercial and cultural ties
with Balkan, Black Sea, and Istanbul-based comrades or traders. The expansion of
commercial activities by these soldier merchants, initially in the towns around the
Danube and then in the Principalities of Wallachia and Moldavia, accelerated their
integration into almost all sectors of existing trade circuits as investors, producers,
or merchants. In response to local discontent at the rise of a landed Muslim soldier
gentry and its increased commercial activities within the Principalities, the Ottoman
authorities imposed a new trading system which banned productive investments by
soldiers in Wallachia and Moldavia, and restricted commercial activities by granting
exclusive trading rights to a limited number of franchised Muslim and non-Muslim
merchants from the Danube.

The result of state intervention and the commercial restrictions imposed on the
Principalities was to intensify princely and state control of human mobility and
commercial activities to an unprecedented degree, and to create monopolistic trad-
ing rights in two main Danube trade circuits: regional and imperial commerce,
franchised to a limited number of licensed (fermanli/tezkireli) entrepreneurs in the
Danubian Basin, mostly involving Muslims of military background; and an Istan-
bul-based oligopsony of kapan (wholesale warehouse trade) merchants who en-
joyed exclusive monopoly privileges on commerce in the Principalities. Designed

*  Foundation for Research and Technology-Hellas, Institute for Mediterranean Studies.
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to monitor the regional and imperial market by erecting barriers to entry and grant-
ing trading rights to state franchised chartered business companies, the new system
thus turned the Danubian principalities into a restricted if not forbidden zone for
non-authorised Muslim entrepreneurs. The present study is based on an examina-
tion of valuable registers of Muslim investors and authorised/licensed merchants
in the region, and aims at making a modest contribution to the available literature
by exploring the somewhat neglected commercial activities, business culture and
identities of Muslim entrepreneurs in the Danubian zone, particularly as regards the
rowdy merchant Janissaries of the period, who now lie silent in the depths of history.

The initial section below is devoted to the importance of the Danubian Princi-
palities for regional, interregional, and international trade, and to a description of
the symbiotic relations between the two sides of the Danube. The second section
focuses on the expansion of Ottoman soldier entrepreneurs into the Principalities,
their productive and commercial activities, and consequent state intervention. The
identity of the authorised merchants conducting business under the new trading sys-
tem and their role in provisioning the capital are the topics of the two last sections.

The Danubian Principalities and regional, interregional
and imperial trade

The Ottoman Principalities of Wallachia and Moldavia lay north of the Lower Dan-
ube. In the eighteenth century, the natural boundaries of the Carpathian Mountains
and the Danube and the Prut separated the twin provinces from Austrian Transylva-
nia, Temegvar (mod. Timisoara) and Boukovnia. The Pruth River divided them from
Russian territories, and the Danube from Ottoman Bulgaria.! Close to the town of
Fethiilislam (mod. Kladova) and bordered by the Danube to the south, Transylvania
to the north, Moldavia to the east, and finally Hungary and Austria to the west, Wal-
lachia served as a buffer zone between the Ottoman and Habsburg Empire.? The

1 W. Wilkinson, 4n Account of the Principalities of Wallachia and Moldavia with Various Obser-
vations Relating to Them (London 1820), 1.

2 For a commission report penned by Giridi Ahmed Efendi including detailed information on
the historical geography of eighteenth-century Wallachia, see TSK, H. [Hazine], 445, fls. 6-30.
For further details regarding the commission and the report, see C. Orhonlu, ‘Ahmed Resmi
Efendi’nin Eflak Cografyast’, Giiney-Dogu Avrupa Arastrmalart Dergisi, 4-5 (1975-1976),
1-14; V. H. Aksan, ‘Whose Territory and Whose Peasants? Ottoman Boundaries on the Danube
in the 1760s’, in F. Anscombe (ed.), The Ottoman Balkans, 1750-1830 (Princeton 2006), 61-
86; A. Yildiz and I. Kokdas, ‘Peasantry in a Well-Protected Domain: Wallachian Peasantry and
Muslim Ciftlik/Kiglaks under the Ottoman Rule’, Journal of Balkan and Near Eastern Studies,
22/1 (2020), 175-190; M. Giindogdu, ‘Giridli Hact Ahmed’in Eflak’ta Meydana Gelen Olaylar
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Principality of Moldavia, on the other hand, constituted the northernmost border of
the Ottoman Empire: to the south-east the Danube formed a natural barrier, and it
was separated from Transylvania by the Carpathian Mountains. In the east, the Pruth
served as another natural barrier between the province and Bessarabia.

Geographic location put both Principalities at the core of complex and overlap-
ping trading circuits. As an important area for Balkan and Black Sea commerce,
they had a crucial role in regional (Balkan), interregional (Black Sea), imperial (Is-
tanbul), and international (European) trade. In the Middle Ages, long-distance trade
connected Wallachia to Central Europe, Buda, and Germany, and dealings with the
Byzantine capital were dominated by Genoese and Transylvanian merchants.? As
the Ottomans subjugated the Balkan kingdoms and the Byzantine Empire, the Ital-
ians began to be replaced by Greek, Armenian, Jewish, and Ragusan merchants,
while Romanian local nobles (boyar) and their agents became the main carriers
of local products to the West.* With the firm establishment of Ottoman suzerainty
in the Balkans and the Black Sea in the mid-sixteenth century, these regions were
gradually closed to the international market and turned into a reserved trading zone
that lasted until 1783.5 By that time, the Ottoman policy of provisioning the capital
and the army via private agents or trade associations was already well established.

A traditional agro-pastoralist economy prevailed in the eighteenth-century
Danubian Principalities, with a high degree of specialisation. Animal husbandry and
agricultural production were the basic means of livelihood for the local population
and the main source of trading commodities in the two provinces. Sheep, cattle, and
horses raised in the region were either exported or reserved for local consumption.

Hakkinda Kaleme Aldig1 1760 Tarihli Risalesi’, unpublished M.A. thesis, Sakarya University,
2015.

3 L.Réadvan, ‘Onthe Medieval Urban Economy in Wallachia’, Analele Stiintifice ale “Universitatii
Alexandru loan Cuza” din lagi, 56 (2009), 490-497; D. Chirot, Social Change in a Peripheral
Society: The Creation of a Balkan Colony (New York 1976), 28-34.

4 T. Stoianovich, ‘The Conquering Balkan Orthodox Merchant’, The Journal of Economic His-
tory, 20/2 (1960), 238-241, 244; Radvan, ‘Medieval Urban Economy’, 492-493, 498; Chirot,
The Creation of a Colony, 33, 39-40; S. Raicevich, Voyage en Valachie et en Moldavie (Paris
1822), 60-61; V. Paskaleva, ‘Osmanli Balkan Eyaletleri’nin Avrupali Devletlerle Ticaretleri Tari-
hine Katki, 1700-1850", Istanbul Universitesi Iktisat Fakiiltesi Mecmuasi, 27/1-2 (1967-1968),
37-74; P. Cernovodeanu, ‘Les échanges économiques dans 1’évolution des relations roumano-
turques (XVe-XVIII¢siecles)’, Revue des Etudes Sud-Est Européennes, 16/1 (1978), 81-91.

5 For the local impact of the rise of Ottomans and the disruption of old trade routes, see Chirot,
The Creation of a Colony, 39-56. For the eighteenth-century Ottoman policies of the Black Sea
trade, see S. Laiou, ‘The Ottoman State and the Black Sea Trade, 18th-Beginning of the 19th
Century’, in E. Eldem, S. Laiou and V. Kechriotis (eds), The Economic and Social Development
of the Port-Cities of the Southern Black Sea Coast and Hinterland, Late 18th-Beginning of the
20th Century (Corfu 2017), 1-17.
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The trade in livestock, dairy and apiculture products (animal fats, butter, cheese,
hides, beeswax® and honey) was very advanced in the region. According to one esti-
mate, more than four million sheep and goats were being raised in Wallachia in the
early decades of the nineteenth century, and meat and honey were of the best quali-
ty.” Animals grazing in the vast plains of these provinces were driven to the slaugh-
terhouses (selhane/salhane) in Silistre (mod. Silistria) and other Danubian towns
for their fats (tallow, melted beef tallow called ¢ervis), pastirma, and other animal
products.® The clarified butter consumed by Istanbulites was imported mainly from
Wallachia and Danubian towns including Ruscuk (mod. Ruse), Yergdgii (mod. Gi-
urgiu), Nigbolu (mod. Nikopol), Silistre, Ibrail (mod. Braila), ismail (mod. Izmail),
and Kili (mod. Kilia).’

Wallachia and Moldavia had intense commercial and symbiotic relations with
the Ottoman towns on the other side of the Danube — the former especially with Var-
na, Vidin, and Ibrail and the latter with Hotin (mod. Khotyn), Bender (mod. Tighina/
Bendery) and again with Ibrail. It was natural resources and the availability of vast
fertile lands, meadows, and forests that defined the basic contours of economic rela-
tions on the two banks of the Danube. As most of the Ottoman towns were small
garrison cities with limited or less fertile agricultural fields and grazing lands, vil-
lagers herded their animals or tilled the soil within the borders of the Principalities,
with the permission of the imperial and local authorities. Lack of sufficient land to
feed the townsmen compelled the residents of Hotin to cultivate lands in Moldavia
— on condition that they paid landowners the required fees.!® For the same reason,
the villagers of ibrail, Bender, and Fethiilislam were granted special permission
to cultivate vacant lands in Wallachia, and those of Bender to graze their unbro-
ken horses (hergele) and keep beehives in Moldavia.!' The townsmen of Yergdgii

6 Used for candle making. Regarding the beeswax industry of the region, see A. Kiling, ‘Eflak-
Bogdan ve Karadeniz’de Bal ve Balmumu/Honey and Beeswax in Wallachia, Moldavia and the
Black Sea’, Acta Turcica, 3/1-1 (2011), 40-56.

7 T. Thornton, The Present State of Turkey, Vol. II (London 1809), 322-323.
8 BOA, C. ML. [Cevdet Maliye], 576/23638 (13 R 1196/28 March 1782).

9 BOA,ADVN.SAHK.OZSI.d. [Bab-1Asafi Ozi ve Silistre Ahkam Defterleri], 10, fl. 254 (evahir-
i L 1172/17 June 1759).

10 52 villages around Hotin needed the lands on the other side of the Danube in 1749, and 58 of
them in 1768, BOA, TSMA.e. [Topkapi Palace Museum Archive], S88/11 (evahir-i B 1162/7-15
July 1749); TSMA.e.882/1 (undated, catalogue date: 29 Z 1181/17 May 1768).

11 TSK.H.445, fls. 49-53; BOA, A.DVN.SAHK.0ZSI.d.16, fls. 103-104 (evasit-1 Ra 1179/27 Sep-
tember-6 October 1765); C.HR. [Cevdet Hariciye], 35/1733 (evasit-1 L 1173/27 May-5 June
1760); A.DVNS.DVE.d.77, fl. 172, order no. 381 (evasit-1 L 1173/27 May-5 June 1760); 78, fl.
106, order no. 311 (evasit-1 $ 1168/23 May-1 June 1755); ADVNS.MHM.d.116, fl. 72, order no.
309 (evahir-i Za 1120/3-12 March 1709).
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were dependant on the meadows and fields they hired from the boyars (members of
the local landed aristocracy) of Wallachia, as their own lands were “weak and the
boundaries of the entire town stretch around one-hour in distance on all sides, since
the residents have no area for a meadow they have always been in dire need of the
lands of Wallachia”.!? In a similar vein, the towns of Ruscuk and Kule (mod. Kula)
needed wood and timber supplied by the Wallachians.!?> As we shall see below, the
natural resources of the Principalities were of particularly vital importance for the
seasonal herding cycles followed by Danubian cattle drovers (siirek¢i). Likewise,
Hungarian and Transylvanian shepherds needed the meadows of Wallachia to graze
their herds, again by paying the required fees.'*

The natives of the Principalities, on the other hand, needed the job opportuni-
ties and other resources on the other side of the Danube. They worked as seasonal
labourers in the towns during harvest times. Some from both provinces moved to the
Black Sea towns [Isak¢1 (mod. Isaccea), Karaharman (mod. Vadu), Mangalya (mod.
Mangalia), Kdstence (mod. Constanta), Balgik (mod. Balchik) and Hacioglu Pazari
(mod. Dobrich)] to work as reapers.!> More importantly, of course, they found a
ready and lively market for their own products.

The degree of mutual economic dependency and the importance of regional trade
is clearly reflected in a report on Oltenia by an Austrian agent: during the Habsburg
occupation of the region (1718-1739), the Austrian government introduced some re-
strictive policies such as a quarantine regulation that banned the Ottoman currency
and suspended all commercial transactions with Ottoman subjects. According to the
author of the report, however, these measures were detrimental to the economy of
Oltenia, as “the inhabitants of this province derive their income from animals, hon-
ey, and butter which they are all accustomed to selling... in various neighbouring

12 BOA, ADVN.SAHK. OZSi.d. 8, fl. 178 (evahir-i B 1168/3-12 May 1755), The document is a
collective petition by which the townsmen accused the voivode of demanding extra payments
even though they had paid the required fees. See also A. DVN.SAHK.OZS1.d.15, fl. 302 (evahir-i
B 1178/14-23 January 1765), fl. 307 (evail-i S 1178/24 January-2 February 1765). The residents
of Bender also claimed that they had very limited lands, which could be traversed in 2-3 hours;
ADVNS.DVE.d.78, fl. 106, order no. 311 (evasit-1 § 1168/23-1 June 1755).

13 BOA, C. MTZ. [Cevdet Eyalet-i Miimtaze], 2/74 (evail-i S 1206/30 September-9 October 1791).

14 BOA, C.HR.57/2819 (evasit-1 R 1175/9-18 November 1761). See also Raicevich, Voyage en
Valachie et en Moldavie, 30-31.

15 BOA, ADVN.SAHK.0ZSI.d.7, fl. 69 (evasit-1 S 1166/18-27 December 1752); 12, fls. 6-7 (eva-
hir-i Z 1174/24 July-1 August 1761), fl. 10 (evahir-i M 1175/22-30 August 1761), fl. 46 (evahir-i
M 1178/21-30 July 1764); A.DVNS.DVE.d. [Diivel-i Ecnebiye Defterleri], 77, fl. 157, order no.
357 (evail-i Z 1172/26 July-4 August 1759). See also Mehmed Hasim, /md-y1 Térehdt-1 Biil-
ddndn: Osmanly Beldelerinin Téreleri, eds, F. Emecen and I. Sahin (Ankara 2022), 210.
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places of Turkey, and the merchants bring no other currency than Turkish”.!¢ In-
deed, while a total of 60-70,000 sheep was sold to Ottoman merchants in 1722, the
figure rose to 100,000 in the next year, but sharply decreased to 15,000 in 1724 due
to government intervention. Since the policy of economic detachment from Otto-
man trade also manifested itself in reduced sales of basic export items (especially
beeswax and honey), the Oltenians eventually applied to the Austrian government
for the bans to be suspended.!”

The coexistence and symbiotic relations between the populations on the two
banks of the Danube were thus not harmful to the interests of either party. Even the
frequent disputes over commercial transactions and land or water use were instru-
mental in fixing the borders in minute detail to avoid future conflicts.!® While the
commoners on both sides benefited from commerce and land use, the voivodes ob-
tained revenues by charging fees for economic activities: the oyarit/oieritul (sheep
tax), yarbarit/vacarit (cattle tax), and dijmaratul (honey-and-pig tax).!” The local
people, especially the boyars and monasteries, had a chance to receive cash revenues
by renting their lands to the pastoralists or cultivators.?® As said earlier, the cattle
drovers of Danubian towns had to graze and winter their sheep and cattle in the Prin-
cipalities. For that purpose, they hired the meadows from the boyars in return for

16 Arch. St. Sibiu, L 1-5/354, f. 21 as cited in $. Papacostea, Oltenia sub stapanirea austriacd
(1718-1739) (Bucharest 1998), 92.

17 Papacostea, Oltenia, 93-94. For a study of the social and economic impacts of Austrian occupa-
tion on the region, with special reference to the livestock sector, see 1. Kokdas, ‘Habsburglar
Kara Eflak’a Gelirse: Vidin’de Hayvancilik Sektoriiniin Dontisiimii, 1695-1740°, Cihanniima:
Tarih ve Cografya Arastirmalar: Dergisi, 5/2 (2019), 77-110.

18 BOA, TSMA.e.336/16 (5 B 1167/30 January 1754); BOA, A. DVN.SAHK.0ZS1.d.15, fi. 307
(evail-i § 1178/24 January-2 February 1765). For some selected examples of disputes over
fishing rights in lakes and ponds (balta), see BOA, A.DVN.SAHK.OZSI.d.12, fl. 2 (evail-i R
1174/10-19 November 1774); fl. 37-38 (evail-i § 1177/4-14 February 1764); TSK.H.445, fls.
54-57.

19 Yarbarit or oyarit fees were annual taxes imposed on animals grazed in Wallachia. In spring,
24 akges were charged per head of cattle and 8 akges per sheep; in winter 60 akges per cattle
and 8 per sheep from animal breeders, as the so-called winter fee (kislak resmi) collected by
the voivode. For further details, see BOA, A DVNS.DVE.77, fl. 8, order no. 17-20 (evahir-i Z
1146/25 April-3 May 1734), fl. 10, order no. 26 (evahir-i Z 1146/25 May-2 June 1734), fl. 42,
order no. 126 (evail-i § 1157/9-18 September 1744); BOA, AE. [Ali Emiri], SMHD.I. [Mahmud
1], 10/668 (evasit-1 C 1155/20 August 1742); BOA, A DVN.SAHK.0ZSI1.d.12, fl. 14 (evail-i R
1175/30 October- 8 November 1761).

20 BOA, AE.SMHD.1.10/668 (evasit-t C 1155/13-22 August 1742); BOA, A.DVN.SAHK.
0ZS1.d.11, fl. 148 (evail-i Z 1173/15-24 July 1760); M. M. Alexandrescu-Dersca, ‘Sur le regime
des ressortissants ottomans en Moldavie (1711-1829)’, Studia et Acta Orientalia, 5-6 (1967),
155.
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30 gurus and paid a special tax called barbarin to the voivodes.?! The animals pur-
chased from the animal markets of Rumelia [particularly Wallachia, Dobruca (mod.
Dobrogea), and Telliorman (mod. Teleorman)] were brought to Wallachia 20 days
before the 5th of May to graze in hired meadows with water wells (savad), before
being taken to the slaughterhouses for animal fats, pastirma, and other products. In
winter the animals were kept in the province for 4 months.??

As for imperial trade, it was largely dictated by the needs of the imperial capital
and the army. With a legal monopoly and encouragement to specialise in provision-
ing the capital, these provinces were considered a ‘backyard’ or the breadbasket/
granary of the Istanbulites in official discourse — as is particularly evident in the
Principalities being referred to as “kiler mesabesinde” in almost all bureaucratic
correspondences,?® though due to a shift in Istanbul’s grain provisioning hinterland,
70% of all grain had begun to be supplied from the Mediterranean rather than the
Danube in the 1790s.24 In addition to grain, trade in most of the basic animal prod-
ucts (honey, cheese, ¢ervig, tallow) and industrial items (beeswax), as well as live-
stock was not free, and they were expected to be destined for the capital. This pro-
visionist role assigned to the Principalities became even more pronounced during
the eighteenth century due to the increasing needs of the capital and the army. They
were expected to provide certain amounts of grain in autumn and spring at officially
fixed prices, usually below the market value.

There were several alternative routes connecting the capital to the Principalities:
The main route that extended from Istanbul to Ozi (mod. Ochakiv) was used by both

21 Legally, they had to pay 30 gurus to the mosiye (landed estate) holders, 20 akges as barbarin
and 10 akges as vamar (a customs duty) to the voivode, BOA, AE.SMHD.I.10/668 (evasit-1 C
1155/13-22 August 1742); A DVNS.DVE.A.77, fl. 29, order no 86 (evasut-1 C 1155/13-22 August
1742); A DVN.SAHK.OZSI.d.8, fls. 239-240 (evail-i Za 1168/9-18 August 1755); 12, fls. 3-4
(evasit-1 B 1174/16-25 February 1761).

22 BOA, A.DVN.SAHK.OZSI1.d.11, fl. 148 (evail-i Z 1173/15-24 July 1760); 12, fis 3-4 (evasit-1 B
1174/16-25 February 1761). The cattle drovers of Silistre brought their animals to the slaughter-
house on Pastirma Island in the Danube (BOA, C.ML.576/23638 [13 R 1196/28 March 1782]),
which was probably Prundu Island close to Ibrail. There were some other slaughterhouses around
Ploiesti. For further details, see F. Marinescu, ‘The Trade of Wallachia with the Ottoman Empire
between 1791-1821", Balkan Studies, 22/2 (1981), 296.

23 For a few selected examples, see BOA, A.DVNS.DVE.S80, fls. 24-26, order no. 91 (evahir-i S
1189/17-24 September 1775); A.DVN.SAHK.OZSI.d.12, fls. 5-6 (evasit-t Z 1174/14-23 July
1761), fls. 52-53 (evail-i R 1178/28 September-7 October 1764); A. DVNS.MHM.d.224, fis. 206-
207, order no. 562 (evahir-i $ 1221/3-11 November 1806).

24 S. Agrr, ‘The Evolution of Grain Policy: The Ottoman Experience’, The Journal of Interdisci-
plinary History, 43/4 (2013), 582.
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merchants and soldiers.? At Isakg1, there was another route that led to towns and cit-
ies on the banks of the Danube. It was the main route along which sheep and cattle
were transported to the capital, while cereals were carried via the sea route.?¢ Kalas
(mod. Galatz) port, which increased its importance in the eighteenth century, was
very important both for Moldavia and Wallachia in this regard, as there were public
and private granaries available for wheat and other products.?” Cargoes purchased by
the merchants were loaded onto ships at the port and dispatched mainly to Istanbul,
Tassi, and Bucharest, and sometimes also to Transylvania, Temesvar and Serbia.?®

As far as international trade was concerned, population growth and the urbanisa-
tion of Western and Central Europe in the eighteenth century increased the demand
for Balkan products, which in return created prosperity in the region and increased
the prices of local goods.? In the early decades of the eighteenth century, cattle con-
stituted the most important merchandise exported to Austria;* a fivefold increase in
animal prices (cattle and horses) in Central Europe during the early decades of the
early nineteenth century created a strong impulse for the boyars to sell animals to
Poland and Transylvania.3! In the 1790s, the demand for beeswax also grew consid-
erably in the international market.3> With increased Habsburg-Ottoman commercial
relations, Ottoman merchants expanded their trade to Austrian lands and established
closer ties with the Habsburg markets, especially via Hermannstadt, Kronstadt, and
Transylvania in the late eighteenth century.??

25 This route passed through Istanbul, Catalca, Incegiz, Midye, Vize, Pmarhisari, Kirkkilise, Fakih,
Aydos, Prevadi, Hacioglu Pazari, Divane Ali, Karasu, Babadag1, Isake1, Tolc1, Ismail Gegidsi,
Tatar Pinar1, Yanik Hisar, Akkirman and finally Ozi; Y. Halagoglu, Osmaniilarda Ulasim ve Ha-
berlesme (Menziller) (Istanbul 2014), 106-113.

26 For a list of ports between Istanbul and the Danube, see ibid., 140-142.

27 Wilkinson, An Account of the Principalities, 80-81.

28 Ibid., 82. Ibrail was another important port for Wallachia; J.-L. Carra, Historie de la Moldavie
et de la Valachie avec un Dissertation sur [’etat actuel de ces deux Provinces (Neuchatel 1781),
168.

29 Stoianovich, ‘Balkan Orthodox Merchant’, 260-261, 355.

30 N. Elibol, ‘XVIII. Yiizyilda Osmanli-Avusturya Ticareti’, unpublished Ph.D. dissertation, Mar-
mara University 2003, 81.

31 J. R. Lampe and M. R. Jackson, Balkan Economic History, 1550-1950: From Imperial Border-
lands to Developing Nations (Bloomingtom 1982), 84.

32 Paskaleva, ‘Osmanli Balkan Eyaletleri’nin Avrupali Devletlerle Ticaretleri’, 55.

33 Ibid., 37-74; Elibol, ‘Osmanli-Avusturya Ticareti’, 39; 58, 60- 80; I. Kokdas, ‘18. ve 19.
Yiizyillarda Asagi Tuna’da Habsburg Politikalar1 ve Nehir Ticaretinde Imparatorluklar Arast
Rekabet’, Ordu Universitesi Sosyal Bilimler Arastirmalart Dergisi, 5/12 (2015), 181-183; N.
Elibol, ‘XVIL-XVIIL Yiizyillarda Rumeli ve Orta Avrupa Arasindaki Ticaret Faaliyetleriyle Tlgili
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The expansion of trade created prosperity in Bucharest, which boasted more
than 3,000 inns and restaurants for merchants and other visitors to the city.>* One
of the main groups to benefit from the economic boom were Ottoman Muslim mer-
chants, especially the Janissaries and the — likewise Janissary — yamaks>® serving at
Danubian fortresses. This group had already managed to become an important but
rowdy component of urban life in the region: there were more than 450 Laz yamaks
engaged in crafts around Bucharest, and at least 6 inns® were run by them. They
worked as fishermen, grocers, butter dealers, honey dealers, and cobblers in the city
centre and neighbouring areas. Yet due to the problems they had with local people,
most of them were deported from the town by governmental decision, and only
20-25 trustworthy merchants were allowed to stay in the town.?” There was also a
Muslim honey dealer community in Iassi, again composed of Laz yamaks.®

The soldier merchants were particularly powerful in regional and imperial trade.
Most of the merchandise at Kalas and Ibrail was transported by vessels belonging
yet again to the Janissaries.® The yamaks of Trebizond also undertook the task of
provisioning Istanbul and the Black Sea coasts with grain. One source describes
them as follows:

In the beginning the grains were collected by Turkish merchants, the infamous of

whom were the Lazes from Trebizond of the Janissary Corps. They used to arrive in
Galati and Braila in the summer on ships. The habit was to find the goods here, which

Bazi Tespitler’, Osmangazi Universitesi Sosyal Bilimler Dergisi, 5/2 (2014), 46-47; Stoianovich,
‘Balkan Orthodox Merchant’, 261-262.

34 Lampe and Jackson, Balkan Economic History, 88; Chirot, The Creation of a Colony, 66-68.

35 The term yamak refers to Imperial Janissaries permanently appointed to specific fortresses re-
gardless of their regiment’s location. Though the yamaks were also Janissaries, I prefer to refer
to them either as Janissaries or yamaks in conformity with the original texts.

36 In the report, the inns of Bucharest are listed as Serban Bey Hani with 50 rooms, Zanfar Hani
with 30 rooms, Filisk? Hani with 20 rooms, Tursina Vakfi Han1 with 15 rooms, Ekaris Han1 with
15 rooms and Kolga? Han1 with 20 rooms. At the end of the report, it is noted that six inns in the
same city run by the Janissaries lie demolished, without clarification as to whether they were the
same ones, TSK.H.445, fls. 21, 58.

37 Turnacibasi Silleyman was appointed inspector from the corps, tasked with investigating the case
and punishing the culprits. BOA, A.DVNS.MHM.d.138, fls. 157-158, order no. 533 (evahir-i Za
1144/21-31 November 1731).

38 Most of these Laz yamak merchants were deported from the town with the help of a Janissary
inspector following the accusations directed against the yamaks, and consequently all except
some “trustworthy” honey dealers were deported from the town, BOA, A.DVNS.MHM.d.138,
fls. 176-177, order no. 593 (evasit-1 Ca 1144/21-31 November 1731).

39 Raicevich notes that those sailing to Trebizond were all Janissaries, whom he describes as no-
torious people never refraining from any kind of excesses, Raicevich, Voyage en Valachie et en
Moldavie, 69.
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they paid for when they had picked as much as they wanted; some also settled in the
country, where they settled for a long time, treating the reaya with all characteristics
of the Turk.... They wanted to take over all trade of the land.*°

Due to the limited and sporadic nature of available data, it is more difficult to
generalise about the Janissaries’ role in international commerce, yet it seems that
they were also involved in long distance trade too. One of the partners conducting
business between the town of Ismail and Poland was a Janissary in the 64th cemaat
called Ibrahim.*! Three other soldier merchants again from the same town were also
involved commercial transactions in Poland.®? In 1760s, there were some Janissary
merchants among the Ottoman Muslim and non-Muslim subjects conducting busi-
ness in Austria. 3

Janissary entrepreneurs in the Danubian towns

Rather than any increase in soldiers’ commercial activities, it was their expansion
into the Principalities as producers and investors during the eighteenth century that
alarmed the local and imperial authorities. Their infiltration into productive sectors
as domestic interlopers** is usually presented in complaints by the local landed gen-
try and voivodes in terms of brazen acts of violence, subordination, and exploitation
for easy money, a point which is also frequently repeated in official documents and
imperial discourse as well. From another perspective, however, it shows the rapid

40 The same source notes that the after the Treaty of Kiiciik Kaynarca (1774), the Ottoman mer-
chants once more resumed provisioning Istanbul, “/nstead of the Lajis, however, came Christian
merchants, Greeks and Epitorians who paid as badly and cheated just as much, without having a
sword in hand”; E. de Hurmuzaki, Documente privitore la Istoria Romdnilor (Bucharest 1897),
X, XVii-XiX.

41 He died in Poland, where had gone on business. BOA, A.DVN.SAHK.0OZSI.d.4, fl. 36, order no.
135 (evahir-i $ 1159/8-16 September 1746).

42 The merchants in question — Ibrahim Bese, Mehmed Bese, and Ahmed Alemdar — were arrested
and imprisoned, and their properties in Poland were seized by the authorities for an unspecified
reason. The Sultan intervened for their release and the return of the seized merchandise. BOA,
A.DVN.SAHK.OZSI.d.8, fl. 152 (evasit-1 B 1168/23 April-2 May 1755).

43 Karamanli Emir Ahmed from the 97th regiment, Molla Emir Hasan from the 12th regiment,
Bosnak Molla Mustafa from the 97th regiment, Mustafa Aga from the 43rd regiment; V. Popovic,
‘Les marchands ottomans a Vienne en 1767°, Revue Historique du Sud-est Europeen, 17/4-6
(1940), 169-170. See also Paskaleva, ‘Osmanli Balkan Eyaletleri’nin Avrupali Devletlerle Ti-
caretleri’, 51-52; Elibol, ‘Osmanli-Avusturya Ticareti’, 86-87.

44 For the idea of “interloper”, see R. Murphey, ‘Provisioning Istanbul: The State and Subsistence
in the Early Modern Middle East’, Food and Foodways, 2/1 (1987), 222.
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adaptability of Muslim Janissary entrepreneurs to supply and demand dynamics
in regional, interregional, and imperial trade, as well as their capacity to behave
according to an economic rationale.®s In this section, after offering a very brief
summary of Muslim soldiers’ intrusion into the Principalities, I will limit myself
to analysing their role in different economic sectors of the Principalities rather than
focusing on violations by them or relations with the natives.*

In very general terms, those involved in crossing the borders and launching
assaults in the region may be studied under two broad categories: temporary but
frequent violations by imperial agents (administrators, messengers, tax-collectors,
local judges); and more permanent and aggressive penetration by soldiers (Janis-
saries, and to some extent other soldiery) and commoners. Both types of activity
intensified over the course of the eighteenth century. The first category concerned
unauthorised state agents passing through Wallachia and Moldavia rather than tak-
ing alternative routes (going to Isak¢i-Ismail to pass through to Ozi, Bender or Ho-
tin). Most of them crossed the Danube and forced the villagers to provide free food,
fodder, and horses for themselves and their retinues.¥” As the villagers were too
poor to afford such endless demands, the local authorities were ordered to prevent
unauthorised passages,*® and to warn those authorised not to collect any illegal fees
or make requests from the local people.*’ Some tax-collectors on the other side also
crossed the Danube to collect capitation tax (cizye) illegally from the locals, while
local judges interfered in some legal cases or sent their agents to the Principalities
in order to get extra court fees.>°

45 Fora good example of the adaptability of Muslim entreprenuers to new trading opportunities, see
S. Laiou, ‘The Black Sea Trade’, 1-17.

46 Regarding this issue, see Y1ldiz and Kokdas, ‘Peasantry in a Well-Protected Domain’, 175-190.

47 For some selected examples, see BOA, A.DVNS.DVE.d.77, fl. 8, order no. 18 (evahir-i Z
1146//25 May-2 June 1734), fl. 9, order no. 20 (evahir-i Z 1146//25 May-2 June 1734), fl. 11,
order no. 29 (evasit-t M 1147/13-22 June 1734), fl. 11, order no. 30 (evasit-t M 1147/13-22 June
1734); 78, fl. 40, order no. 59 (evahir-i B 1142/9-17 February 1730).

48 BOA, A.DVNS.DVE.d.77,1l. 15, order no. 39 (evasit-t M 1148/3-12 June 1735), fl. 18, order no.
50 (evail-i B 1149/5-14 November 1736), fl. 19, order no. 54 (evail-i Za 1149/3-12 March 1737),
fl. 30, order no. 88 (evail-i B 1155/1-10 September 1742), fl. 30, order no. 89 (evail-i B 1155/1-
10 September 1742), fl. 41, order no. 123 (evail-i B 1157/10-19 August 1744); 78, fl. 40, order
no. 59 (evahir-i B 1142/9-17 February 1730), fl. 42, order no. 129-131 (evahir-i § 1155/21-29
October 1742), fl. 46, order no. 143-144 (evasit-1 S 1157/26 March-4 April 1744), fl. 50, order no.
157 (evahir-i Z 1159/4-12 January 1747), 1. 61, order no. 185 (evahir-i N 1161/14-22 September
1748); 79, fls. 50-51, order no. 120 (evail-i Za 1180/31 March-9 April 1767).

49 BOA, A.DVNS.DVE.d.79, fls. 50-52, order no. 120-121 (evail-i Za 1180/31 March-9 April
1767).

50 BOA,A.DVNS.DVE.d.77,1l. 5, order no. 6-7 (evahir-i- Z 1146/25 May-2 June 1734), fl. 7, order
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Violations of the second category had deeper socio-economic impacts and were
the source of constant complaints by the voivodes and the local population. We
have no clear idea about the advantages of being a Janissary in the Danubian Prin-
cipalites. Yet it is obvious that carrying arms, being a member of military group
with high degree of group solidarity, and being representatives of state power in the
eyes of the commoners granted them a degree of superiority over the locals and thus
rendered the latter more vulnerable to various assaults. However, the actions of the
Janissaries who somehow passed into the Danubian Principalities were not always
of the same kind, either: some wandered in armed gangs trying to get easy mon-
ey from the commoners, some began to settle and establish landed estates (¢iftlik)
and animal enclosures/winter pastures (kislak) in the region, while another group
made business trips to the region to purchase merchandise from the local producers,
sometimes forcing them to sell their products at prices lower than market value.

The real source of discontent for the voivodes and local boyars were the holders
of winter pastures and landed estates in their own territories, as their presence weak-
ened control over the human resources in a geography with a limited labour force,
reduced their revenues due to tax evasion and finally diminished profits from trade.
The rise of a landed Muslim soldier-gentry also meant increased rivalry over scarce
resources and trade in the region. Indeed, a contemporary pro-yamak/Janissary ob-
server underlines a similar point by noting that the main intention of the hoyars in
complaining about the Muslim soldier entrepreneurs was to increase their profits by
eliminating their rivals and seizing produce from the local peasantry to sell to smug-
glers for resale in Istanbul.>!

Some entrepreneurs’ reluctance to pay customary taxes and fees was another
source of complaint which caused loss of revenue for the voivodes and others.5?

no. 13 (evahir-i Z 1146/25 May-2 June 1734), fl. 7, order no. 15 (evahir-i Z 1146/25 May-2 June
1734), fl. 10, order no. 25 (evahir-i Z 1146/25 May-2 June 1734), fl. 16, order no. 43 (evasit-1 R
1149/19-28 August 1736), fl. 26, order no. 79-80 (evasit-1 S 1155/17-26 April 1742).

51 C. Orhonlu, ‘Osmanli Tegkilatina Aid Kiigiik Bir Risale: “Risale-i Terceme™, Belgeler, 4/7-8
(1967), 44. According to the same author, the real source of revenue for the local boyars had
previously been the fur trade with the Russians. The Russian merchants would bring and sell furs
in the Principalities, which the boyars would then sell on in Rumelia and Istanbul. As the Rus-
sians later began to embark the furs at the port of Crimea to be transported and sold in Istanbul,
the boyars were forced to engage in trading agricultural and dairy products (pp. 44-45).

52 BOA,A.DVNS.DVE.d.77,1l. 6, order no. 11 (evasit-1 L 1145/27 March-5 April 1733), fl. 7, order
no. 14 (evahir-i Z 1146/25 May-2 June 1734), fl. 8, order no. 17 (evahir-i Z 1146/25 May-2 June
1734), fl. 9, order no. 19 (evahir-i Z 1146/25 May-2 June 1734), fl. 10, order no. 26 (evahir-i Z
1146/25 May-2 June 1734), fl. 13, order no. 35 (evail-i L 1147/24 February-5 March 1735), fl.
19, order no. 52 (evail-i L 1149/1-11 February 1737), fl. 19, order no. 55 (evasut-1 L 1149/11-21
April 1737).
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On one occasion, three livestock traders of Janissary background, Emir Ali,
Seyrekbasanoglu Mustafa, and another Mustafa from Ibrail, declined to pay the
taxes required for grazing their animals in the pastures of Orag, and imprisoned the
sergeant (¢avus) and the boyar who insisted that they pay the fees.>* Similar cases
were also witnessed in Moldavia, as most of the Janissaries refrained from paying
the fees for grazing their animals in winter pastures, keeping their beehives or cul-
tivating land.>*

Whatever the reasons may have been, the voivodes were highly instrumental in
transmitting the problems of the Wallachian or Moldavian population to the capital.
As Nandor Erik Kovacs also emphasises, the voivodes frequently appear in Otto-
man documents as petitioners on behalf of their subjects.>> In his study of a local
crisis in late eighteenth century Karaferye (mod. Veronia), Antonis Anastasopoulos
deals with a similar issue, i.e. petitioning mechanisms and the possibility of state re-
sponse. It seems that the locals considered petitioning the Porte to be the last resort,
and the imperial authorities usually intervened in local affairs only after receiving
reports from the provincial administrators as a means of checking. When the Porte
was convinced that a local problem was urgent and critical, it would intervene to
restore order on the principles of “justice and intervention in the name of reaya”.5¢
Inspectors with extraordinary powers would then be sent to investigate the disorder
in a specific location. In incidents involving commoners and Janissaries/yamaks, lo-
cal Janissary officers would also be consulted, and in grave cases an inspector from
the corps would be dispatched for further investigation. The question of whether the
central authority was powerful enough to intervene in a local crisis, also posed by
Anastasopoulos, is more intriguing. But in the mid-eighteenth-century crisis, both
the voivodes and the central authority were powerful enough to impose certain re-
strictions over the trading and productive activities of Janissary entrepreneurs.

53 BOA, A.DVNS.DVE.d.77, fl. 30, order no. 87 (evahir-i C 1155/23-31 August 1742).

54 BOA, A.DVNS.DVE.A.78, fl. 46, fls. 140-141 (evasit-t M 1157/25 February-5 March 1744), fl.
46, order no. 145 (evasit-1 S 1158/15-24 March 1745), fl. 47, order no. 151 (evahir-i Z 1158/14-
22 January 1746), fl. 73-74, order no. 230 (evahir-i B 1165/4-12 June 1752); TSMA.e.588/11
(evahir-i B 1162/7-15 July 1749).

55 N. E. Kovacs, ‘The Legal Status of the Danubian Principalities in the 17th Century as Reflected
in Sikayet Defteris’, Giiney-Dogu Avrupa Arastirmalar: Dergisi, 25 (2014), 10-15.

56 A. Anastasopoulos, ‘Crisis and State Intervention in Late-Eighteenth Century Karaferye (mod.
Veroia)’, in F. F. Anscombe (ed.), The Ottoman Balkans, 1750-1830 (Princeton 2006), 11- 34.
See also, H. Inalcik, ‘Comments on “Sultanism”: Max Weber’s Typification of the Ottoman Pol-
ity’, Princeton Papers in Near Eastern Studies, 1(1992), 49-72.
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In response to petitions by the Wallachians and Moldavians, several commis-
sions and inspectors were sent to the region during the eighteenth century.>” The
last one was headed by Giridi Ahmed Efendi, Elhac Mehmed Agha and a Janissary
officer named Turnacibas1 Hiiseyin Agha, charged with the task of inspecting the
disorder in Wallachia in 1760. Following the commission report penned by Giridi,
the imperial authorities decided to take some measures in order not only to prevent
violations but also to put a total stop to the productive activities of soldiers within
the Principalities, by deporting them, destroying their estates, and finally by limit-
ing and monitoring all Muslim commercial activities in the region. Instead of con-
fiscation, however, it was decided to allow estate holders to keep their moveable
property on condition that they evacuated the region within a limited period of time.
Following their deportation, the seized lands would be restored to their original
owners (peasants, boyars, or the monasteries).>

In his report, Ahmed Efendi made a special effort to convince the Sultan that the
commission members did their best not to antagonise the Janissaries, by underlining
that they consulted and obtained the consent of their commanders at every step.>®
When the decision was declared to the Janissary elders, as far as is reflected in the
report, they consented to the deportation/evacuation and agreed that the soldier mer-
chants could conduct business in local bazaars and return to their bases immediately
after completing commercial transactions instead of staying longer in the region.®®
The Janissary officers then sent letters to all the soldiers in different parts of Walla-
chia, ordering them to leave their estates and return to their places of service as soon
as possible, except for those merchant soldiers who had to stay a while to finish their

57 For some selected examples, see BOA, C.HR.69/3408 (evahir-i R 1163/30 March-7 April 1750);
A.DVNS.DVE.d.77, fl. 44, order no. 132 (evail-i Z 1157/5-14 January 1745); fls. 46-47, order
no. 138-39 (evahir-i R 1158/23 April-1 May 1745).

58 BOA, C.HR.16/780 (4 R 1174/13 November 1760).

59 For that reason, a turnacibas: was appointed as the member of the commission by the Janissary
agha, TSK.H.445, fls. 36-38.

60 TSK.H.445, fls. 37-38: “Madam memleket-i mezburede siikend peyda ediib y1l 12 ay anda meks
ii ikamet ederler. Serseri makulesi anlara ittika ile anda gest ii giizar ve tahrib-i bildddan hali
olmayub irdde-i hiimayun iizere nizam-1 memleket-i mezbiira emr-i muhaldir. Padisah-1 alem-
pendh hazretlerinin ndn nimetin yiyiib ve mevdcibin alub bundan sonra memur olduklar: kala
muhafazasin terk ve miistemirr-i fusiil-1 erbaa kefere memleketinde meks ii ikamet ve vaktiyle
hicneti bize dahi sirayet ve isabet etmek ne demekdir ve Miisliiman yoldas olanlar memleket-i
Islam’a rihlet ve hicret ve memur olduklart kala muhafazasinda mukayyed olsunlar. Kald: ki
ticaret iradesinde olanlar ber muceb-i emr-i ali bazar yerlerinde muamelelerin ediib tekmil-i
mesdlihlerinden sonra anda meks ii ikamete ne muceb? Simden sonra bir ferdin anda meks ii
ikametine rizamiz yokdur”.
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business.®! As we shall see in the next section, this line of thinking — restricted, non-
residential trading rights — formed the basis of trade restrictions in the Principalities.

The commission members then set to work preparing the lists of estate holders
and their moveable and unmoveable properties, to monitor the process of deporta-
tion, demolition of buildings, and the delivery of seized lands to the locals. Accord-
ing to the report, a total of 1,313 ¢iftlik/kislaks and 83 mills were demolished in Kara
Eflak (Wallachian Oltenia) and Eflak-1 Kebir (Wallachian Muntenia), in addition to
139 houses, 5 shops, 25 rooms (oda) and 3 storehouses (mahzen) in the former.®?
Though we do not have any detailed report in this regard, we know that around
1,600 winter pastures were destroyed in mid-eighteenth-century Moldavia.®®

Apart from the general report, there are five different lists also prepared by the
same commission, providing various types of information: The first contains the
list of winter pastures and livestock held by Janissaries and others from Vidin in
certain villages of Wallachia (BOA, TSMA.d.4222). The second contains the build-
ings available in the animal pastures owned by soldiers and commoners from Kule
and Nigbolu in Telliorman and Aslantana (mod. Slatina?) attached to Wallachia
(BOA, TSMA.d.9182). The third is a less detailed list, containing the names and
regiments of winter pasture-holding Janissaries from Zistovi (mod. Svistov) (BOA,
TSMA.d.9182), while the fourth lists winter pasture owners from Hirsova (BOA,
TSMA.d.4734). The final one is a partial list of Muslim landed estate or winter
pasture holders in different parts of Wallachia, whose estates were broken up by
imperial order (BOA, C.HR.35/1737) (see Table I).

Total
Propc.rty Date Place of Service Janissaries/ Or.h'er Others Estate
Location Yamaks Soldiers
Holders
Wallachia 1753 Vidin 216 12 5 233
Telliorman 1756 | Kule, Nigbolu 162 14 12 188
Aslantana
Telliorman | 1756 Zistovi 50 - - 50
Wallachia 1758 Hirsova unspecified | unspecified | Unspecified 22
Wallachia 1760 - unspecified | unspecified | Unspecified 213

Table I: Number, service, and place of service of estate holders from Danubian towns
involved in animal husbandry and agricultural production in Wallachia®*

61 TSK.H.445,11. 58.
62 Ibid.

63 Alexandrescu-Dersca, ‘Sur le regime’, 148-160; TSMA.e.588/11 (evahir-i B 1162/7-15 July
1749).

64 Sources: BOA, TSMA.d.4222-1 (19 Z 1166/17 October 1753); 9182 (Za 1169/February 1756);
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As the commission was authorised to investigate the problems in Wallachia, the
information in these lists exclusively concerns that province and apparently only
covers the regions where soldier expansion was most visible and problematic. More-
over, the number of soldiers and their properties (moveable or unmoveable) enlisted
by the commission should be considered the minimum, since Muslim estate owners
in the region had time to disappear and hide some of their property or remove it to
the other side of the border before the inspectors arrived. Another problem is related
to the details provided by the commission’s lists. They do not include credit transac-
tions between the locals and Muslim soldier entrepreneurs, which were actually one
of the most important and widespread mechanisms for driving the native population
into debt, mostly leading to their subordination and dispossession.®> Since soldiers
still had unpaid credits from the natives after being deported, the Sultan allowed
them to pass into the province to collect their money under certain conditions.®
Sometime after deportation, for instance, around 880 kese akges®” in debt was col-
lected and transferred to Muslim creditors, mostly of Janissary background.®® Ap-
parently, there were still at least 170 kese akges more in outstanding debts claimed
by some soldiers.® If true, this means that credit transactions between the locals and
soldiers roughly amounted to a total of 1,000 kese ak¢es (5,000,000 gurus). These
high numbers alone prove the degree of capital accumulation in the hands of the
Janissaries who invested in further credits, land, and business capital.

Despite all the above methodological pitfalls, the lists prepared by the commis-
sion contain very valuable information concerning the identity, proprietorship, and
economic activities of Muslims within Wallachia. The earliest list dates to the year

4734 (19 S 1171/28 April 1758); C.HR.35/1737 (28 Ra 1174/7 November 1760).

65 For more details on these issues, see Y1ldiz and Kokdas, ‘Peasantry in a Well-Protected Domain’,
175-190.

66 Soldiers with promissory notes proving their credits from the Wallachians were allowed to cross
the province by written permission of the voivode on the due dates of payment. No interest rate
above a 10-11.5% limit was approved; TSK.H.445, fls. 46- 47. For the role of Janissaries in the
credit sector and their capital accumulation, see also U. Aybudak and H. G. Aybudak, ‘A Privi-
leged Class in Everyday Life: Understanding the Janissaries’ Role in Capital Accumulation’,
ActOrHung, 76/1 (2023), 129-147.

67 TSK.H.445,11. 48. In the eighteenth century: 1 kese akce = 50,000 akges.

68 TSK.H.445,11. 47.

69 According to the report, most of the remaining unpaid credits belonged either to yamaks from the
town of Alaiye in southern Anatolia who were exiled from the fortress of Belgrade, or to Alba-
nian soldiers. They later crossed the Danube and oppressed the locals for their debts, TSK.H.445,

fl. 48. For some merchants from Alaiye residing at Belgrade and conducting trade in Vienna, see
Popovic, ‘Les marchands ottomans a Vienne en 1767°, 168-169.
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1753 and contains a total of 2337° Muslims from Vidin, holding 201 different winter
pastures in at least 100 villages in the Principality.”! Apart from other clues, the list
also makes it clear that investments in Wallachia were a soldier and Janissary/yamak
affair: with the exception of five people whose service or status are not explicitly
stated, there were 12 soldiers from three other military units.”? All the rest were
Janissaries/yamaks (92.7%), affiliated with 59 different regiments in the Corps and
serving at the Vidin fortress (Table I). Among those regiments, the most heavily rep-
resented were the 12nd boliik (24 soldiers), the 64th cemaat (21 soldiers), the 42nd
boliik (20 soldiers), the Sth béoliik (13 soldiers), and the 31st holiik (11 soldiers), with
the rest having fewer than 10 soldiers.

Regiment Total Number of
Property Properties (In-

12th boliik 64th cemaat cluding all Regi-
ments)
Buildings (berdiil/kosare) 17 17 225
Cattle for breeding 1,088 1,283 10,475
Horses for breeding 162 0 162
Cattle 496 396 1,694
Horses 43 146 894
Wild donkeys 315 105 2,013
Shepherds 30 28 258
Beekeepers 0 4 77
Mixed (shepherds and hergelecis) 23 14 87

Table II: Properties, livestock, and labour force in animal enclosures

in Wallachia belonging to Janissaries of the 12nd béliik and the 64th cemaat™

All people on the first list were extensively involved in husbandry and special-
ised in animal breeding (oxen, cattle, and horses), as evinced by the species of ani-
mals found on their estates. Out of a total of 15,3707 animals, 69.2% were breeding
animals (10,637), particularly cattle (98.4%) and to some extent horses (kisrak).

70 In the report, it is noted that there was a total of 197 Muslim owners of animal, sheep, and bee-
hives (ashab-1 hayvanat, koyun ve kovan); yet if we include the business partners and recurring
names, the number comes to 233. Except for one case, the report does not explicitly state whether
the recurring names belonged to the same person or not. Therefore, I preferred to treat them as
different individuals.

71 BOA, TSMA.d.4222 (19 Z 1166/17 October 1753).
72 Nine cebecis (armourer), two arabacis (waggoners), and a boliikbast.
73 Source: BOA, TSMA.d.4222-1 (19 Z 1166/17 October 1753).

74 In the document, the total of all animals is given as 15,555.
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These animals were not just raised for animal fat, meat, or pastrami, they were also
exported to other regions for reproduction. Though there is limited information in
this regard, it seems that the breeding animals of the Danube were highly sought-
after. In the 1790s, for example, a ¢iftlik steward tried to bring breeding cattle from
Vidin to be raised on a landed estate in Istanbul.”

Wallachia was very suitable for animal raising. Thanks to the fertile meadows of
the region, according to the commission report, “should a 30-year-old buffalo graze
for two months, it yields 60-70 vukiyye of tallow and 100 vukiyye of ¢ervig apart
from pastrami”.”® Husbandry and the livestock trade yielded high profits with rela-
tively little human labour, satisfying demands for both internal and external mar-
kets. Indeed, just 422 people were sufficient to take care of more than 15,000 ani-
mals kept in these animal pastures. Half of the labour force (258 individuals) were
shepherds, followed by beekeepers (kovanct) (77 individuals,) and then herdsmen
(hergeleci) (2 individuals), in addition to a mixed group of 85 (shepherd, beekeeper,
and herdsmen) (Table 1I).

Although no beehives are mentioned among the animals kept on the above land,
the existence of a considerable number of beekeepers proves that that some of the
hives were either kept away from the estates or hidden from the commission mem-
bers. Indeed, some of the missing animals — as well as cereals — were later discov-
ered and presented in a separate list. On this supplementary list, the missing proper-
ties of 83 Janissaries affiliated with 13 different regiments are given,”” itemising 878
beehives in addition to 3,174 oborukloboruc’ of cereals (wheat, corn, and barley)
and 4 kiyye of tobacco that were concealed from the commission. For instance,
Kahici Mustafa Bese of the 64th cemaat, who had 100 cattle for breeding herded by
two shepherds in his animal enclosure around Tergazi on the first list, was reported
as the owner of 5 beehives and 119 oburuk of corn (kokoroz) on the supplementary
list. Sart Mehmed from the same cemaat and his business partners, Elhac Salih
Agha and Elhac Ibrahim Agha, had 91 cows, 101 cattle for breeding and 20 wild
horses raised by 10 shepherds, and had managed to hide their 42 beehives from the
commission members by taking them to another district. Zor Ali Bese from the 25th

75 BOA, A.DVNS.AHKR.d. [Rumeli Ahkam Defterleri], 45, fi. 85, order no. 356 (evail-i M
1206/31 August-9 September 1791).

76 TSK.H.445,11. 15. 1 vukiyyelokka/kiyye=1.282 kg (2.83 1b)
77 BOA, HR.132/6557 (17 M 1174/29 August 1760).

78 Lighter obruk/oboruk/oboruc = 22 okkas; heavier obruk/oboruk/oboruc = 44 okkas. 1 okka =
1.271 kg.
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béliik had a total of 65 cattle for breeding and 3 hidden beehives, while his unspeci-
fied slave is reported to be the owner of 16 oburuk corn and 4 kiyye tobacco.”

The soldiers’ infiltration areas were those closest to their places of service,
mainly opposite fortresses. As far as Moldavia is concerned, the yamaks of Hotin
and Ibrail were particularly active in Moldovia, and those from Bender especially
around Orhei, Lapugna and Soroca; those from Hotin installed themselves around
Dorohoi, Botosani and Hirlau.3° As for Wallachia, while the Janissaries of Vidin
expanded around the Karayova region, soldiers from Kule and Nigbolu built animal
enclosures and apiary/bechive farms (kovanlik) in Aslantana and Telliorman, di-
rectly opposite their fortresses. Soldiers from Zistovi, on the other hand, penetrated
and established winter pastures mainly around Telliorman (Table I).3!

Since there was very limited land reclamation, it seems that most of the farm
enclosures were established in the midst of villages and towns either by seizure or
renting, which might explain why no information is provided on the size of lands.
All of the animal enclosures in Telliorman and Aslantana, held by 188 individuals
from Kule or Nigbolu, were established within the territories of at least 56 separate
mosiyes (mosie: estate), and in lands belonging to the monastery of Koze (Cozia).3?
The case of the mosgiye of Siarha? is particularly striking, as it was shared by 31
different individuals mostly of Janissary origin.®3 Soldiers constituted the most nu-
merous group in this list of individuals from Kule or Nigbolu. Apart from 162 indi-
viduals registered as Janissaries belonging to 18 different regiments, there were 14
soldiers from other military units.®* Among the Janissaries, 86 percent were either
from the 64th cemaat (79 soldiers) or the 11th béliik (60 soldiers) (Table I).

79 BOA, TSMA.A.4222 (19 Z 1166/17 October 1753); HR.132/6557 (17 M 1174/29 August 1760).
80 Alexandrescu-Dersca, ‘Sur le regime’, 147, 150, 159.

81 TSK.H.445, fl. 36; BOA, TSMA.d.9182 (Za 1169/February 1756); TSMA.¢.588/11 (evahir-i B
1162/7-15 July 1749).

82 Hoknali Uzun Ali Bese and Hoknali Uzun Mehmed Bese, both from the 64th cemaat, had animal
enclosures in the lands belonging to the monastery. The former had two rooms (oda), two animal
pens (cosar/kosar), one food cellar/store (zemlik), one apiary (kovanlik), and 22 peasant dwell-
ings. The latter had one room, one animal pen, two food cellars, in addition to 16 peasant houses;
BOA, TSMA.d.9182 (Za 1169/February 1756). For further details, see Y1ldiz and Kokdas, ‘Peas-
antry in a Well-Protected Domain’, 177-178, 183-184. For similar examples from Moldavia, see
Alexandrescu-Dersca, ‘Sur le regime’, 155.

83 Twenty-six Janissaries (13 from the 64th cemaat, ten from the 11th béliik, one from the 62nd
cemaat, one from the 94th cemaat, and one from the 80th cemaar) in addition to three armourers
and one soldier from local forces (verli kulu).

84 Apart from seven armourers, four soldiers from local forces (yerli kulu), two cavalrymen (fari-
san), and one beslii aga.
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As in the case of Vidin, most of the estate holders from Kule and Nigbolu also
specialised in husbandry and to some extent agricultural production, as may be
inferred from the functions of the buildings (a slaughterhouse, cosare; an animal
pen, apiary, and buffalo barn, as well as mills) enumerated on the third list (BOA,
TSMA.d.9182). Unlike other such lists, however, peasant dwellings (reaya mesken-
leri) are recorded here.®5 The average number of these houses per estate was 16.01,
though some were larger than a village. For instance, the winter pasture in Siarha?
mosiye held by Beylendezoglu Abdullah Bese of the 11th boliik hosted 146 peas-
ant dwellings; Hiiseyin Alemdar of the 25th boliik had 81 peasant dwellings on his
landed estate, while Elhac Ahmed Alemdar of the 64th cemaat had 78 (Table III).

Regiment Total Number of
Property Properties (In-
64th cemaat 11th béliik cluding all Regi-
ments)
Buildings 289 203 674
Beehives 36 21 74
Mills 10 7 25
Peasant dwellings 1,301 986 2,995

Table III: Buildings on the estates of Janissaries of the 64th cemaat
and 11th boliik serving at the fortresses of Nigbolu and Kule%¢

An additional list attached to the same register gives the names and regimental
identities of 50 Janissaries from Zistovi holding winter pastures in Telliorman (Ta-
ble I). According to the entries, all were either from the 51st béliik (32 individuals)
or the 47th cemaat (18 individuals), including an Islamic jurist (miifti) from the lat-
ter. The fourth commission list, this time giving the names of animal pasture holders
from the town of Hirsova, contains even fewer details and includes the names of 22
people without any further information.8” This group presents a different socio-eco-
nomic profile from the estate holders of the aforementioned lists, as they were from
the more established families in the town. Of 22 individuals, there is one supervisor
(nazw), Elhac Halil Agha, one captain of the special police force responsible for
maintaining public order in the Principalities (beslii aga) called Ibrahim, one ex-
serdar, and the father of the present miifti of the town, in addition to three members
of established (zdde) families. There are four people bearing the title bese and one

85 For more information, see Yildiz and Kokdas, ‘Peasantry in a Well-Protected Domain’, 182-184.
86 Source: BOA, TSMA.d.9182 (Za 1169/February 1756).
87 BOA, TSMA.d.4734 (19 S 1171/28 April 1758).
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alemdar. In the light of available clues, we may assume that there were at least two
military officers (serdar and alemdar) affiliated with the Janissary Corps.

The fifth and final list prepared by the commission members contains the names
of Muslim estate or winter pasture holders deported from Wallachia. It briefly men-
tions the name, title, and sometimes the place of origin of the holder, the location
and status of his land (freehold or leased), as well as the condition of buildings
(demolished or not). Unfortunately, some parts of this list are missing — it only in-
cludes five districts (Olet, Ercis/Arcis/Arges, [lfov, Muscel/Muscil, and Balomige/
Talomita), despite claiming to contain twelve in all.38 As said earlier, a total of 1,313
soldiers were deported from these towns. The partial list that has come down to us
only gives the names of 213 individuals if we include business partners but exclude
repetitions.®? Since the scribe was not careful enough to provide regimental infor-
mation, it is difficult to distinguish between Janissaries and others; yet on the basis
of the previous lists and commission report, we may confidently argue that most of
them were Janissaries (Table I).

Apart from the 12 mill (asiyab) owners in the above list, the rest are registered as
landed estate/winter pasture holders. All their estates were established on the mosiye
lands held as freehold property (miilk); only 7 were ‘rented’ from local people. Once
obtained, these lands could be sold and inherited as freehold property by Muslims,
too. Elhac Mehmed Agha b. Halil, a serdenge¢di aga of the 42nd béliik, for instance,
had a mosiye share worth of 2,000 paras in his probate inventory.”® After the intrud-
ers were deported and lands were returned to their original owners, the renting or
transfer of mogiyes to Muslims — especially Janissaries — was strictly forbidden by
the Sultan.”! Despite these orders, however, Muslim investment in land as well as
the seizure, renting or purchase of mosiye shares continued in subsequent periods.*?

88 BOA, C.HR.35/1737 (28 Ra 1174/7 November 1760).

89 There are some overlapping names with the list of BOA, TSMA.d.4222; but since not all are
identical, I preferred to treat them as two separate lists.

90 As might also be guessed, Mehmed Agha was involved in intensive productive, commercial, and
credit relations with Wallachia: he had 100 cattle worth 23,710 paras, 570 sheep worth 22,800
paras, 63 pack animals worth 10,040 paras; 140 beehives worth 8,400 paras, as well as a total
of 47,870 paras in unpaid credits from a group of non-Muslims. His total wealth was 386,064
paras. Vidin Seriye Sicilleri [VSS], 82, fls. 105-106 (15 R 1161/15 March 1748).

91 BOA, C. HR.16/780 (8 $ 1173/4 R 1174/13 November 1760).
92 During the reign of Mahmud IL, for instance, the holders of 23 mosiyes in Foksan, Kalas, and other
places were Muslims from Ibrail, including some of Janissary origin. Some other people from the

same town also held nine coffechouses and two storehouses in Kalas; BOA, HAT.1141/45390-F
(undated, catalogue date: 29 Z 1238/6 September1823).
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Most of the landed estates or animal enclosures held by the Janissaries, other
soldiers, or a limited number of civilians in Wallachia were not large establishments
requiring huge capital. Still, however, they do not seem to have been easily ignor-
able investments or the products of a self-subsistence economy. On the contrary,
they appear to have been profit-oriented establishments destined to meet the supply
and demand of local, interregional or international markets. It seems that the inves-
tors tried to increase their profits by making direct investments in Wallachia — or
Moldavia — to enlarge their enterprises, obviously to reduce the cost of grazing or
animal breeding, to run their establishment with a cheaper labour force, and more
importantly to eliminate intermediaries by becoming directly involved in produc-
tion. Thus, expansion into the Principalities should be seen as the Janissaries’ at-
tempt to gain control of a production sector in which they had comparatively limited
influence until the eighteenth century.

We should also note that the productive and commercial activities of Janissary
entrepreneurs — and others — were not always detached from each other. Mehmed
Bese b. Ramazan of the 19th cemaat was a typical eighteenth-century Janissary
merchant living and conducting business in Vidin, but making investments as a pro-
ducer in Wallachia. He was an ordinary soldier serving at Vidin fortress, who owned
a house (2,400 paras), a mill (1,045 paras), a shop (611 paras), and a garden (110
paras) in Vidin, as well as 107 beehives worth 5,346 paras kept in the same town.
He also had properties in Wallachia, including an unspecified number of beehives
worth 771 paras, in addition to at least 160 sheep valued at 10,383 paras and wild
horses worth 1360 paras.?? In a similar way, Omer Bese from the 98th cemaat,
serving again at Vidin fortress, had preferred to make investments in Wallachia. He
had a house in Vidin worth 12,000 paras, but his basic source of revenue was from
the animals he raised in Karayova (10 sheep valued at 400 paras, 22 cattle worth
4,800 paras, 5 horses valued at 5,800 paras and 14 beehives worth 500 paras), in
addition to his loans to the Wallachian reaya (3,660 paras).”* The abovementioned
Salih Agha, who had a mogiye share at the time of his death, owned two houses in
Vidin (worth 48,000 paras) and business capital of 140,000 paras in his business
partnership with two Muslims.”

This dual identity of the Janissaries and other entrepreneurs in the Danubian
towns led the Sultan and his ministers to take more radical measures following their
deportation from Wallachia or Moldavia. Thus, the governmental strategy of ban-
ning all productive activities and keeping the physical presence of Muslims within

93 His total wealth was 82,360 paras; VSS.82, fl. 67 (18 L 1160/23 October 1747).
94 His total wealth was 38,768 paras; VSS.78, fls. 128-129 (19 M 1179/8 July 1765).
95 VSS.82, fis. 105-106 (15 Ra 1161/15 March 1748).
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the Danubian provinces at a minimum was further strengthened and enlarged by a
governmental decision suspending all trading activities except for a limited number
of local licensed merchants, who were expected to conduct business under govern-
ment-imposed regulations.

The licensed merchants of the new order

The new system regulating Muslim commercial activities in the Principalities cre-
ated a new category of traders known as licensed/authorised (tezkireli/serhadlii/deft-
erli/kefilli) merchants. At least in principle, this turned the Danubian Principalities
into a franchised trade zone of Muslim-Janissary licensed merchants, in a region
which already featured an Istanbul-based kapan oligopoly. In this section, I focus
on the identities of the licensed Janissary merchants in the Danube area and their
possible connections with merchants in the capital.

The trade restrictions in the name of “new order” (nizam-1 cedid) were first ap-
plied in Moldavia in the mid-eighteenth century. Following the deportation of Mus-
lim entrepreneurs from the province, the imperial authorities granted the right of
commerce within the Principality to just 100 merchants from the Danubian towns
(50 active individuals with the right of passage and their 50 business partners). On 7
N 1167/28 June 1754, a title deed was secured from these merchants and their busi-
ness partners or sureties by which they promised:

i. Not to keep purchased cereals in stores, but to transport them directly to the
capital without a single piece being sold to any other place or parties;

ii. Not to demand free food and fodder from the reaya of the places they visited
for trade;

iii. To buy cereal with the mutual consent of both parties; to buy merchandise at
its real market price, not below; and thus not to oppress the poor reaya and
their families;

iv. Not to decline to pay required taxes and fees, and pay in accordance with the
ratio of the country;

v. Not to stay in any places other than lassi; and never to hold the houses they
stayed in as private property;

vi. Never to cultivate lands [in Moldavia];%¢

Thus, not only was the number of merchants restricted but they were also expect-
ed to conduct commerce under the conditions dictated above, with the basic purpose

96 BOA, A.DVNS.DVE.d.78, fl. 136, order no. 381 (7 N 1167/28 June 1754).



194 THE JANISSARIES: SOCIO-POLITICAL AND ECONOMIC ACTORS IN THE OTTOMAN EMPIRE

of keeping them at a distance from local production and producers. In order not to
further antagonise the Janissaries and other Muslim merchants, however, the Sultan
and his ministers preferred to limit their presence and commercial activities rather
than to completely deny their right of trade in these provinces. Under the new regu-
lation, however, Muslim merchants were forced to trade on the same terms as locals
(no free food or fodder, no purchases below market prices), to visit the region only
for commercial purposes (no accommodation, no production), to pay the required
fees (no tax evasion), and finally to direct their trade to provisioning the capital
(transfer of cereals directly to Istanbul). Furthermore, only licensed merchants — ac-
tive merchants, not their partners — were permitted to make business trips. Active li-
censees were expected to be alone during their visits, not even accompanied by their
agents or servants. They were not permitted to dwell in towns or villages freely,
as they had to present their certificates of permission at certain checkpoints.”” Nor
could they hire or buy any land or house or engage in non-commercial relations with
the native people. Accompanied by local guards (zabitan), the authorised merchants
were allowed to pass into Wallachia or Moldavia for bazaars, but had to leave the
country as soon as their commercial transactions were completed.®

Following the example of Moldavia, a similar system was applied in Wallachia,
reducing the number of merchants in the Danubian towns to 200 (100 active with
the right of passage and 100 business partners),” and was then expanded to cattle
drovers from Ibrail and Silistre. The governmental decision to limit the number of
merchants and impose strict trading rules was not well received in Wallachia. As in
the case of Moldavia, it was initially decided to restrict their number to 100. The
merchants opposed the decision by arguing that there were at least 1,000 merchants
in the Danubian towns conducting business in the province. They also objected to
the new rule about travelling solo on business and suggested that at least their ser-
vants should be registered as their business partners to accompany them on trips.
Though the Porte declined this request, the total number of authorised merchants
was finally raised to 200.1%°

There is no clear evidence as to how and according to what criteria authorised
merchants were chosen, except for some vague wording such as being a “distin-
guished” and “trustworthy” member of the community. To obtain a state sanctioned
trading license, candidates were expected to be “honest” and to have been involved

97 Mehmed Hasim, /md-y: Térehdt-1 Biilddnan, 205.
98 VSS.78, fls. 99-100 (15 R 1179/1 October 1765), fls. 100-101 (3 Za 1179/18 October 1765).
99 VSS.78, fls. 99-100 (15 R 1179/1 October 1765), fls. 100-101 (3 Za 1179/18 October 1765).

100 VSS.78, fls. 100-101 (3 Za 1179/18 October 1765), fls. 110-12 (Z 1179/November-December
1765).
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in commercial transactions with the Principalities for a certain length of time. They
also needed sureties (kefi/) and business partners (serik), which is why they are
sometimes referred to as kefilli merchants (with guarantors). As most of them were
Janissaries, the active licensee had to apply to the local Janissary officer (Janissary
zabit or serdar) to obtain a certificate of permission to present to the voivode’s
agents when crossing the border. If there was no problem with his papers, he was
given a certificate of approval from the relevant voivode or his deputy.!®! An eye-
witness account notes that authorised Muslim traders had to pay a fee of 6 paras
to the clerk of the chief beslii aga to get a travel warrant on which their name and
physical appearance would be noted. It was only then that a merchant would obtain
a certificate of permission sealed by the voivode.!*> Upon the death of a licensed
merchant, the relevant authorities were to be informed, and a new candidate was to
apply for a trading license.!%

Such a strict regulation system required several permissions from different au-
thorities (voivodes and the local Janissary officers), meaning that they had to be
updated regularly, and several copies kept in local and imperial registers.!®* Un-
fortunately, however, only a few of these lists have come down to us, showing the
following: the 50 merchants authorised to conduct trade in Moldavia;!® the 200
licensed Janissary merchants from Vidin authorised to conduct trade in Karayova
(Table IV in the appendix);! the 59 authorised cattle drovers from Ibrail (Table V

101 VSS.78, fls. 99-100 (15 R 1179/1 October 1765), fis. 110-12 (Z 1179/November-December
1765).

102 Mehmed Hasim, [md-yt Torehat-1 Biilddndn, 204-205.
103 VSS.78, fls. 110-112 (Z 1179/November-December 1765).

104 VS$S.78, fls. 99-100 (15 R 1179/1 October 1765), fls. 110-112 (Z 1179/November-December
1765).

105 BOA, A.DVNS.DVE.d.78, fl. 136, order no. 381 (7 Ramadan 1167/28 June 1754): Reiszade
Ismail, Baluczade Mustafa, Baluczade Hiiseyin, Hiisamzade Omer, Abdiilkerim, Eskicioglu Ha-
san, ...? Hiiseyin, Samlizide Ismail, Hac1 Alizdde Uzun Hasan, Hact Omeroglu Hasan, Hac1
Osmanoglu Yahya, Balucoglu Molla Mehmed, Alioglu Mehmed, Mercanoglu Omer, Uzun Ali,
Sarizide Mustafa, Pehlivanzide Mehmed, Kalyoncu ibrahim, Bek¢i Hasan, Hact Mustafazade
Ahmed, Aydinli Hiiseyin, Hac1 Hiiseyinzdde Ahmed, Uzun... (illegible), Baluczade Hac1 Ah-
med, Elhac Salihoglu Hiiseyin, seriki Molla Ahmed, Colak Siileyman, Hac1t Mustafazade Hiise-
yin, Serdarzide Mehmed, Hac1 Hasan, Ismail, Kiigiik Hiiseyin, Sar1 Hiiseyin, yegeni Mustafa,
Molla Hasan, karmndas: Abdiilkerim, Bakkal Ismail, seriki Salih, Hac1 Mustafa, Ahmed, Kiya-
metoglu Hasan, Celebzade Ahmed, Kuyumcuzade Mustafa, Kéle Osman, Kole Sahin Mehmed,
Alemdar Mehmed, Serdarzdde Mehmed, Cukadar Mehmed, Sar1 Hiiseyinoglu Mehmed, Kose
Sahin tabi-i Mehmed.

106 BOA, A.DVN.SAHK.0ZSI.d.12, fls. 135-136 (evahir-i R 1179/7-15 October 1765).
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in the appendix);!%” and, finally, the list of 77 authorised cattle drovers from Silistre
(Table VI in the appendix).!® Even these four lists give us a good idea of the license
holders’ identity and commercial activities. As may be guessed, the Janissaries ap-
pear as the most dominant group among the merchants of the region, while non-
Muslims are poorly represented. Of the 386 authorised merchants including busi-
ness partners for the period from 1754 to 1765, there were only 5 non-Muslim cattle
drovers from Ibrail,'® while 330 merchants were affiliated with the Janissary Corps.

To begin with the licensed merchants entitled to conduct trade in Moldavia, we
have the names of those who signed the aforementioned title deed of 1754. Unfor-
tunately, neither their profession nor their place of service is mentioned. Their titles
suggest that a considerable number of them were from established (zdde) Muslim
families. More than half of these merchants (27 individuals) belonged to 20 leading
Danube families. A similar picture is also observable among the cattle drovers of
[brail and Silistre authorised to continue trading in Wallachia. Again, more than half
(31 individuals) of the 59 cattle drovers from Ibrail were members of 24 established
families in the town;!1? this percentage is just over 31 percent (24 of 77 individuals)
among their counterparts from Silistre, who belonged to 22 distinguished families
(Tables V and VI).!! Some houses were particularly powerful in terms of their
commercial ties with the Principalities. The Baluczades had four members among
the licensed merchants entitled to trade in Moldavia, while four members of the
Mehmedcikzades were professional cattle drovers from Ibrail.

The lists of drovers from Ibrail and Silistre are detailed, containing not only the
name but also the profession, place of service, and residence as well as the number
of droves of herds (siirek) and the total number of animals they drove in each siirek.
Regimental information on the Janissaries is also carefully recorded in these reg-
isters, which is helpful not only in identifying the Janissaries among these groups,
but also among the authorised merchants of Moldavia who signed the title deed of
1754. The Hiisamzade family, for instance, who appear both in the title deed of 1754
and among the cattle drovers of Ibrail, were affiliated with the 64th cemaat in the

107 BOA, D.BSM.d.3597 (22 S 1174/29 March 1761); A DVN.SAHK.OZSI1.d.12, fls. 143-144 (22 S
1174/29 March 1761).

108 BOA, D.BSM.d.3596 (18 $ 1174/25 March 1761).

109 BOA, D.BSM.d.3597 (22 S 1174/29 March 1761); A.DVN.SAHK.OZSI.d.12, fls. 143-144 (22'$
1174/29 March 1761): Kiirkgii Konstantin, Istancol, Dirakomir, Gicol?, and Nikola.

110 BOA, D.BSM.d.3597 (22 Shaban 1174/29 March 1761); BOA, A.DVN.SAHK.OZSIL.d.12, fis.
143-144 (22 S 1174/29 March 1761).

111 BOA, D.BSM.d.3596 (18 S 1174/25 March 1761).
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Janissary Corps;!!? the Kuyumcuzade family with the 25th boliik;''? the Pehlivan-
zades with the 64th cemaat;''* and the Serdarzades with the 25th béliik.!'5 The Re-
iszade family, who signed the title deed of 1754, reappear among the cattle drovers
of Silistre and had at least one member affiliated with the 59th béliik in the Janis-
sary Corps.!¢ Even these limited examples strongly suggest that most of those who
signed the title deed were from established Danube families with close ties to the
Janissary Corps. Moreover, relying on these three lists, we may confidently argue
that the new governmental restrictions further strengthened the power of the Janis-
sary-affiliated leading families in Danubian towns by providing them with exclusive
trading rights in the Principalities.

With the exception of the list from 1754, the identities of merchants and — if ex-
istent — their business partners are carefully and systematically registered. The one
from 1765, for instance, includes the names of 100 active licensed merchants and
100 business partners, both from Vidin, entitled to conduct trade in Karayova at-
tached to Wallachia (Table IV).1!7 All of those in the relevant document are recorded
as merchants and registered as active fortress soldiers (kale neferati). Among this
group, the Janissaries belong to 33 different regiments, with special care apparently
being taken to prevent overrepresentation of any given regiment. Still, however,
the number of merchants in each regiment is not identical, varying from 1 to 9.
The groups most heavily represented with active Janissary merchants were the 83rd
cemaat (9 soldiers), the 15th cemaat (9 soldiers), the 64th cemaat (7 soldiers), the
97th cemaat (6 soldiers), the 25th cemaat (5 soldiers), the 12th cemaat (4 soldiers),
and finally 19th cemaat (4 soldiers). Their business partners present a similar pic-
ture: they belonged to 32 different regiments, with the best represented being the
12nd béliik (15 soldiers), the 22nd béliik (7 s