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Abstract

The province of Ozer, being on the way of Hajj, is composed of three sub-districts,
Ozer, Iskenderun, and Arsuz by cadastral record book, dated 1521. Apart from these three
sub-districts, some of the sub-districts adhered to Antakya and Adana can be seen within the
“has” of brigadier of Ozer province. The registry with the number of 109 is in total 92 pages,
and the first parts in 35 pages is related to the province of Ozer Sanjak. In the remaining
parts of the registry, the cadastral record book of Kinik sub-district adhered to Adana exists.

in this study, it is tried to examine distribution of income of sanjak and rural
settlement of village and hamlet which are taking place in sanjak by using the brief registry
( 1521 dated) of Ozer province.
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1521 TARIHLI ICMAL DEFTERINE GORE OZER iLi
Ozet

Osmanli déneminde Hac Yolu giizergdhinda olan Ozer-ili 1521 tarihli tapu
tahrir defterinde Ozer, iskenderun ve Arsuz-ili olmak {izere (¢ nahiyeden
olugsmaktadir. Bu ¢ nahiyenin disinda Antakya ve Adana’ya bagh bazi nahiyelerin
de Ozer-ili mirlivasi haslari icinde yer aldigini gérmekteyiz. 109 no’lu bu defter
toplam 92 sayfa olup ilk 35 sayfasi Ozer-ili Sancagina aittir. Defterin bundan sonraki
sayfalarinda ise Adana’ya tabi Kinik Nahiyesinin tahriri bulunmaktadir.

Bu calismada 1521 tarihli Ozer-ili icmal defteri esas alinarak sancagin gelir
dagilimini ve sancak dahilindeki nahiyeler icerisinde yer alan kdy ve mezralardaki
kirsal yapilanma incelenmeye caligiimistir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Ozer-ili, Antakya, Tahrir, iskenderun.
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Introduction

Ottoman government periodically conducted statistical census in order to
estimate and determine the amounts of taxes together with the manners of
ownership and savings of newly conquered lands or the lands under its domination
and this is called tahrir (Afyoncu, 2003:267). Tahrirs do not include demographic
goals or content. The digits of data were taxable household. Households are
represented by one male. Yet some households lacked of an adult male or the
household head. In order to differentiate these households the terminology such as
miicerred (single), pir (old), bive (widow) are used. (Behar, 2000: 64).

In the regions where tahrir is conducted each source of income was
identified and recorded in detail. The registers created in this way were called
Defter-i Mufassal (inalcik, 2009: 175). In these registers (defters), religious officials,
any kind of tax-exempt individuals, tribes, mezras, and villages, towns within the
borders of relevant sanjak or province were written in detail. Following adult male
register the bill of expected income resource in the city were given. Then, the adult
male population and the amounts of taxes being taken customarily, used to be
recorded.

If there is any non-muslim in the district where the tahrir takes place they
were recorded separately in the register under the names of the communities
which they belong (Oz, 1991: 431).

In the classical period of Ottoman State the primary troop which constitutes
state armoured cavalry army was the timariots (timarli sipahiler). In this period
when the money economy was weak, the payable in kind taxes were collected from
the villagers by these mounted troops which were located in the villages. A
continuous surveillance of the operations related to these soldiers which were
located at the villages in the farthest regions and their transition was necessary.
This required periodical inspections and controls. These controls were made
through the icmdl defterleri which were formed as after the conducted tahrirs
(inalcik, 2000: 3-4).

icmal defterleri, are formed according to the distribution of the incomes as
timar (property and foundation incomes too sometimes included in these sort of
registers). For this reason there only exist the names of the habitations, the
amount of the income to be collected and the names of the individuals who would
collect that income. Also there may be summarized information about the
population (Acun, 2000: 322-323).

In the first ten years following the succeed to the throne of Suleyman the
Magnificent (1520-1530) tahrirs were done towards the Ottoman countries (Egypt,
Irak, and Europe except beyond the Danube River) (Barkan, 1953: 11). One of the
tahrirs done in the period of Suleyman the Magnificent belongs to the Ozer-ili
Sanjak. The first tahrir of the region was conducted in 1521. As a result of this
tahrir one mufassal and one icmdl defter was formed (Gul, 1996: 1). The icmdl
defter dating back to 1521 is registered under the number of 109 in the
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classification of Certificate of ownership and Tahrir Registers in the General
Directorate of State Archives.

In the mukaddime part which includes information about the content of the
defter, it is stated that the tharir of Sanjak was completed by Emin Abdiilkerim
Celebi bin Abdullah Pasa and Kdtib Siileyman bin Mahmud es-SilGhi upon the order
of Suleyman the Magnificent. In the content of the defter there are the tahrir
record information of the townships within the sanjak of Ozer-ili along with the
townships Kinik, Berendi and Ayas belonging to the Sanjak of Adana. However, in
this study only the townships (nahiye) within the borders of Ozer liva investigated.

There are three townships which are affiliated to Sanjak of Ozer-ili; Ozer,
iskenderun and Arsuz-ili, they are found between the pages of 1-35 of the defter.
The pages 3-9 includes recordings starting from Ozer Township to the mezras and
villages affiliated to iskenderun, Arsuz-ili, Bakras, Antakiyye and Berendi. Firstly the
names of the villages, numbers of hanes(households) and miicerreds(singles), the
amount of collections from the villages and mezras are given, and then sum of total
income is registered.loth page includes taxes, 11" includes the communities in the
region. The names of the owners of dirlik and also the amounts of the collected
(hasil) are given on the pages 12 to 35.

The analyseddefter is icmdl that’s why it hard to determine total income of
the sanjak. Likewise, the defter only provides sancakbeyi haslari and timars but
does not include padisah haslari and zeamet income.

Sanjak of Ozer-ili and Sancakbeyi (governor of sanjak) Has’

The region between Adana-Halep inhabited by Ozer Turkmens is called
Ozer-ili. The first mention of term ‘Ozer-ili’ is encountered in (the certificate
register) mufassal tapu defter number 110 (Giil, 2008: 172). Ozer-ili covers todays
Payas, Dortyol ve Erzin (Simer, 1964: 30).

In the period of Mamelukes, the region where Turkmen tribes inhibited was
possessed by the Ottoman state after the war of Mercidabik (Miderrisoglu, 2009:
364-365) and Ottoman government left Ozerogullari whom denied Ottoman
regulation during the conquer at their own same place (Simer, 1964: 27).

Ozer-ili is shown by the tahrir defter of 1521 as affiliated to Adana. After a
short while, it was made a sanjak affiliated to Damascus province. This operational
status remained until 1527 (Cakar, 2003: 1; Kunt, 1978: 129) when it left Damascus
province and joined Cukurdbad Vilayeti (Gil, 1996: 10-11).

A ruling model similar to Yurtluk-Ocaklik was applied in Ozer-ili between
1521-1523. (Gll, 1996: 84). Yurtluk-Ocaklik sanjaks are a type of irsf sanjak which
are grantedto the prior owners due to their services and loyalty during the
conquering.

In these sanjaks, sanjak beg continues duty until death. But if he commits a

crime or a misbehave one of his brothers or sons can be appointed instead of him
(Kilig, 1999: 122).
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Sanjak beg of Ozer-ili in 1521 was Haci Ahmed Bey. He owned an income of
254.196 akge (coins) (BOA, TD, 109: 11). The total income provided from the
habitations in Sancakbeyi hases is 109335 coins. 25456 coins of this income is
gathered from Ozer township, 11079,5 coins from iskenderun township, 4730 coins
from Arsuz-ili, 60192 coins from Bakras township 6637,5 coins from Antakya and
1240 coins from Berendi.

Table-1: Ozer-ili the distribution of Sancakbeyi Has according to Districts (Nahiye)

(1521)

No. Districts ( Nahiye) Amount of Income (in coins)
1 Ozer-ili 25456

2 iskenderun 11079,5

3 Arsuz-ili 4730

4  Bakras 60192

5 Antakya 6637,5

6 Berendi 1240
Total 109335

In Ottoman application the has income provided for sanjak begs are not only
given in the sanjaks that they serve but also grated from other sanjaks (Kunt, 1978:
24). This applies to the sanjak beg of Ozer-ili too. As a matter of fact, a significant
amount of has income of the sanjak beg, Ahmet Bey, was granted outside of the
sanjak that he was on duty. Among these regions there are Antakya ve Bakras
townships (nahiye) in the sanjak of Antakya and Berendi Township which belongs
to the sanjak of Adana (BOA, TD, 109: 7-9).

Most of the income of sanjak beg outside of this habitations is made of tax
items such as kavm coins, bdc-1 bazar-1 siyah, clirm-i cindyet, bad-1 heva, mél-1 gdib,
mdl-1 mefkud, yava and kaggun, asiydn-i sGhin, duhdn-1 kisldkgiydn, yaylak-kislak
and yatak, resm-i tapu and zemin. Tax income apart from Kavm coins are 18000
coins

A tax that draws attention is asiydn. Asiyan, means bird nest (Tulum, 2011:
296). In Kurtkulagl and Akkaya there are bird nests. The type of bird there is hawk
(BOA, TD, 109: 10-11).

Among sanjak beg incomes there are rice and iskenderun Port incomes and
in total its 13000 coins.

Adana holds an importance in production of rice in the empire. Especially, in
Kinik township of Adana rice agriculture is common. (Kurt, 1990: 199). It seen in the
registers we investigated that rice agriculture is also practiced in Ozer-ili and Arsuz.
In Arsuz township rice income is set aside as income of timar (BOA, TD, 109: 5, 30,
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32). Rice agriculture was done through irrigated farming. The climate and the
irrigation possibilities of the region are appropriate for rice agriculture. Irrigation
was done through cultivated runnels and canals from the river, stream and lakes
within the borders of the sanjak to the lands of rice agriculture (Gil, 1996: 55).

Apart from these in the region we see that the communities of Cdncikli,
Korcukluveled-i Ali, Meliklii, Seyhliioglu, Hiiseyin Hacilu, Giindn and Tanriverdi are
also subject to sancakbeyi hdslari. These communities are connected to the taife of
Codun which is subject to Ozerogullari. The number of households of the
communities connected to this taife was given and their hdsil were shown in total
(yekdn). But the source of this yekidn made of 36.880 coins wasn’t specified.

There is also the taxes paid by other tribes, apart from the tribes affiliated to
Ozer Turkmens, which were recorded as Dulkadirli and other. 12 coins for each
household were collected for, Resm-i duhan-i kislak¢iydn Dulkadir and those who
came from outside who also do not own sheep and do not farm (“koyunlari
olmayup ve ziraat itmeyub’’). Resm-i yaylak and kislak and yatak is the tax paid by
those who own herd and again in order to put out to grass the herds of Dulkadirli
and other taifes (BOA, TD, 109: 11; Kurt, 1990: 205). Per herd this annual tax is
3000 coins.

Table-2: The Communities subjected to Cogun Taifesi

No. Name of the Community Number of Household (Hane)

1 Céncikli 42
2 Korcuklu veled-i Ali 92
3 Meliklii 60
4 Seyhlii Oglu 35
5 Hiiseyin Héacilu 83
6 Giindn 20
7 Tannverdi 23

Total 355

Timars

The incomes allocated as timar, as is known, can be allocated to one, two or
more people. Timars under more than one person’s responsibility were either
jointly held or divided into shares. Jointly ownership of timars was a result of the
pressure of the people who demanded timar and the need of manpower of the
state in the battlefield. (inalcik, 2012: 170).

Jointly-owned timars were generally allocated as a whole to the children of
the dead timar- holder or his relatives because it was not possible to divide these
timars into shares.

Joint timar holders usually went to war expeditions by turns. (inalcik, 1987:
XXIV). The shares of an ordinary timar were distributed to different villages. This
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arrangement was made by the state for hindering a timar holder from turning a
village into his personal property. (inalcik, 2012: 170).

7 of 22 timars in Ozer-ili Sancak werejointly ownedand 14 timars were
privately owned. One of 22 timars was vacant and was not held by anyone. Jointly-
owned timars were recorded as ber vech-i istirék and 5 of them were enjoyed by
two people while 2 of them were held by three people. Joint timars can be owned
by related people while the reverse was the case. Moreover, three timars were
enjoyed by Ozerogullari. (BOA, TD, 109: 12-14, 22, 31). Total annual tax income of
these timars was 171446 akces, and the income of the timar with the highest
income was 26,253.5 akces while the income of the timar with the lowest income
timar was 1187.5 akces.

Table 3: Timar Holders in Ozer-ili Sancak

No. Name of Timar Holder Amount (in akces)
1 Emir ve Emirzade 3564
2 Sahroh 2973
3 Mehmed 4319
4 Bayram Hoca 4500
5 Hasan ve Mazhar 3509
6 Maksld 2967,5
7 Murad 7987,5
8 Kiyar 6708,5
9 Mehmed ve Omer 6352
10 iskender 8912
11 Kaya ve Halil 12672,5
12 Ahmed ve Ahmed 2461
13 Musa 7130
14 Cihangah 5464
15 iskender ve Musa ve Kaya 9390
16 Murad 3131
17 Cihangah 11486,5
18 Sahrlh 25928,5
19 Abdilkerim ve Seydi ve Selman 26253,5
20 ibrahim 8878
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21  Ugurlu 5671
22 - 1187,5
Total 171446

Ozer District (Nahiyesi)

There were 21 villages in Ozer nahiyesi. According to the records, 595
households and 279 singles lived in these villages. The village Cagsindi with 116
households was the most crowded one while the Bedcir village with 4 households
had the lowest population. There were any population record in the village Efzin.
The income of 21 village in the sancak was 64942 akces. The village Cadsindi with
7730 akces had the highest income. The village with the lowest income was Ziydret
with 550 akces (BOA, TD, 109: 3-35).

Table 4: Villages of Ozer-ili Sancak and Their Incomes

No. Villages Household Single Income
1 Talatéyigi 12 3 1970
2 Kaydlu el-marif Sehdban 10 5 2000
3 Menend-i Kebir 14 3 2500
4 Depesideliik 32 7 3500
5 Cagsendi 116 46 7730
6 Sekercik 29 16 3500
7 Bekcir 4 2 1420
8 Kdrbeydz 36 12 4000
9 Ribdt 33 12 3880

10 KarakilisG 10 1 1180
11 Ziydret 12 1 550

12 Coksendi 85 32 5760
13 Hadrek ném-i diger Cobédnli 52 95 3012
14 Bdddmlica 32 8 2940
15 Karadepe 8 - 1815
16 Efzin - - 5480
17 Képriicek 13 1 2120
18 Telak 20 5 2505
19 Sokucak 10 - 2080
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20 Menend-i Kiigiik 38 14 3500
21 Sekricik 29 16 3500
Total 595 279 64942

The word “mezra” had different meanings in various regions. The fact that
there were no population records in the 16th century; however, there were tax
types concerning plant production, and some explanations such as “x tribe, x karye
society does agriculture” indicates that ‘mezra’ was the name given tothefarm
lands which were cultivated by peasants or societies in that century. (Soysal, 1987:
48).

There were 31 mezras in Ozer-ili nahiyesi. There were not any population
living in these mezras. However, these mezras were utilized as cultivation area by
peasants or tribes. The income from these mezras was14815 akces(BOA, TD, 109:
3-35).

Table 5: Hamlets (Mezra) in Ozer-ili Sancak and Their Incomes

No. Hamlets (Mezra) Income
1  Bdzéren 250
2 Agbds 1640
3 Selbahir 500
4 Yilénluca 505
5  Bddkitil 1000
6  Osndk 200
7 Uzun Cinér 500
8  Serlice 800
9  Kizilcakend 350
10 Apisga 300
11 Mutekdbéyiigii 500
12 Saribosén 550
13 Tilsana 500
14  Adcaates 250
15  Cebel-i Hinzir 300
16  Hancugdz 200
17 Goyzecek 500
18  Tisyal 250
19  Bogihéren 350
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20  Turan Beg Oreni 150
21  Karacabren 500
22  Kazgankaya 550
23 Karakuyu 250
24 Turunclu 500
25  Delikliitas 150
26  Atik 1000
27  Merkez ndm-1 diger Babi’l-melik 500
28  ¢6kmerzimenli 20
29  Turuncuk Tas 50
30 Ndibkendi der-nezd-i skenderun Pinari 1000
31 Depecik 700

Total 14815

As it is shown in the table, the tax incomes of mezras in Ozer nahiyesi varied
between 20 akces and 1640 akces.

iskenderun District (Nahiyesi)

According the defter under study, there were 6 villages and 12 mezrasin
iskenderun nahiyesi. Therefore, it can be said that iskenderun was the nahiye with
the lowest number of villages in Ozer-ili sancak. 126 households and 26 singles
were paying taxes in these villages. There were no records about households and
singles in the village Zivik (BOA, TD, 109: 6-35).

iskenderun Pier was an important source of income. The incomes of the
villages in nahiye varied between 1000 and 2700 akces. The total income was
13045 akces (BOA, TD, 109: 6-35).

Table 6: Villages in iskenderun District (Nahiyesi) and Their Incomes

No. Villages Household Single Income

1 Tevini 40 4 2490
2 Kirkib 8 1 2000
3 Deylemi 49 18 2575
4 Kartis 14 1 2280
5 Zindegdnt 15 2 2700
6 Zivik - - 1000

Total 126 26 13045
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When the household and singles are converted into the figures, it can be

said that approximately 660 people lived in the nahiye.

Table 7: Hamlets (Mezra) in Iskenderun District (Nahiyesi) and Their Incomes

No Hamlets (Mezra) Income

1 Cabeki 350
2 Zevik 1000
3 Kirkib 2000
4  Boydluca 500
5 Teldk 500
6 Kirkis 500
7 Depecik 700
8 lIskenderun 1500
9 Yaylak-1 Melit 500
10 iskenderun Pinéri 1500
11 Deliikliitas 250
12 Naibkendi 1000
Total 10300

The income of Hamlets (mezra) in the nahiye

varied from 250 akces and

2000 akces. The total annual income of Hamlets (mezra) was 10300 akces.

Arsuz-ili Districts (Nahiyesi)

Arsuz preserving its name today is located in the southwest region of

iskenderun. There were 13 villages and 8 mezras in

the nahiye. Paddy had an

important place in the agricultural production. The half of 7200 akces obtained
from paddy agriculture was distributed to the farmers while the other half was

allocated as timar (BOA, TD, 109: 6-30).

Table 8: Villages in Arsuz-ili District (Nahiyesi) and Their Incomes

No. Villages Households Singles Income
1 Ma’sara 13 4 4480
2  Muguzga 12 2420
3 Hapiska 19 3 2670
4 Cengen 16 - 2100
5  Zilli Kagk 9 - 1830
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6 Derekendi 12 3 5464
7 Bey Kendi 38 2 2530
8 KayaKilig 7 - 900
9 Kesrik 25 7 4260
10 Mina 12 4 1990
11 Bogasi 15 5 2000
12 Levzin 13 - 1500
13 Kabakluca 7 - 900
Total 198 29 33044

As shown in the Table above, there were 198 households and29 single
peoplein 13 villages in Arsuz nahiyesi. Considering these figures in terms of
population, we can say that approximately 1020 people lived in the nahiye.

Table 9: Hamlets (Mezra) in Arsuz-ili District (Nahiyesi) and Their Incomes

No. Hamlets (Mezra) Income

1 Béadem 1000
2 Buyuk zilli 500
3 Kiliselt Kesrik 5000
4 Kicn 250
5 inecik 150
6 Fenk 500
7 Ekrek 200
8 Ulugakir 250

Total 7850

There were more mezras than villages in Ozer-ili and iskenderun nahiyes
while therewas an exact opposite situation in Arsuz-ili. In Arsuz there were 13
villages while there were 8 mezras.

The annual income from these mezras was 7850 akces. Annual tax of the
mezra with lowest income was 150 akces while that of the mezra with highest
income was 5000 akces.
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Conclusion

Ozer-ili can be defined as a region of mountain pastures (yaylak) and winter
shelter (kislak) where the tribes of Ozerogullari, Dulkadir and other Turkmens
coming from other regions spend the winter and feed their animals. It can be seen
that rural settlements spread throughout the sancak. There were villages and
mezras in the rural areas. Approximately 6704 people including 1274 households
and 334 mucarrads (single) lived in the sancak.

It is founded that these settlements earned their livelihood from mainly
paddy agriculture and secondly husbandry. The region had an important trade
potential due to its location on both trade routes and pilgrim route. Bdc-1 bazdr tax
andactively-used iskenderun Pier can be considered signs of increasing commercial
activities. However, the register we studied is brief; therefore, it does not include
commercial commodity and income numbers.

According to the records in the defter, the incomes of Ozer-ili Sancak were
allocated to the Sancak Beg Ahmet Beg as appanage. Moreover, some of the
incomes were allocated as timar. Seven of these timars were held as jointly while
fifteen of these timars were divided into shares.
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