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Johann Strauss, Die Chronik des 'Isazade. Ein Beitrag zur osmanischen Historiographie des
17, Jahrhunderts, Klaus Schwarz Verlag, Berlin 1991, 46-192 sahife. Islamkundliche Untersuchun-
gen. Band 108. ok

Miinih'te Ludwig-Maximilians-Universitesi'ne 1986'da sunulan bir doktora tezinin gézden ge-
girilmesi ve ikmali ile meydana gelen "Isa-zade Tarihi. 17. yiizyilda Osmanli Tarih yazicilhgi'na
bir katki" anlaminda bir baghk tasiyan eser, yazannin Onsoz'de belinttifi iizere, Franz Babinger'in
60 sene kadar tince izhar ettigi bir arzudan kaynaklanmigtir: "eser, bir an énce yayini, en azindan iize-
rinde bir ¢aligmay: hak ctmistir"'. Johann Strauss, istanbul Universitesi Edebiyat Fakiiltesi Tarih Bo-
limii'nde 1974-1976 arasinda bazi 63rencilere merhum Prof. Bekir Kiitiikoglu tarafindan mezuniyet
tezi olarak yaptinlan isa-zade Tarihi'nin gevri yazilh metinlerinin, gok sayida okuma hatalan ve bazi
yanliglklardan dolay: ilmf sayilamayacagini da belirtmektedir. Bu nedenlerle kendisi eserin Istanbul
Universitesi Kiitiiphanesi'nde ibnilemin Mahmud Kemal INAL'dan kalma kitaplar arasinda bulunan
tek ve miicllif hatts yazmasint kullanmig, zamammin diger eserleri ile kargilagtinmig, baglica kisimlan-
min tenkitli bir terciimesini (Almanca'ya) yapmusg, notlarla da bezemigtir.

Escrin Girig b6limii (I-XLVIY'ndc Isa-zade Abdullah Efendi'nin kimligi fizerinde durulur, is-
tanbul kadisi isa Efendi'nin o3lu olup yiikselebildigi en son mertebenin de Uskiib kadilig: oldugu be-
lintilir (Girig XI). 143 varakhik yazma eser 1065 (bas. 11.11.1954)ten 1104 (bag. 12.9.1692)'yc kadar-
ki vekayii ihtiva etmekte-olup v. 10b-106b arasindaki ana kisim J. Strauss tarafindan Almanca'ya
terciime edilmigtir. Eserin v. 107b sonrasindaki kisim ise bir miisveddedir. 1092 (bag. 21.1.1682)'den
itibaren olaylar kisa dzctler halinde kayd olunmuglardir. v. 141a-b'de IV. Mchmed'in tahttan indirilisi
(H. 1099-M. 1687) siyakate benzer bir yazi ile kayd olunmugtur. v. 141b'de Istanbul kadilan listesi
bulunmakta olup "tertib mazbut degildic" agiklamas ile Gstil gizilmistir. J. Strauss'un kanaatine gore,
eserin ana kismm da iki ayn tarihte kaleme alinmisti; Birinci kisim 1091'e kadarki devredir, v. 85b'de
sona crer. v. 85b'de Atai'nin Zeyl-i Sekdik'inden alinma nakibii'l-cgraf listesi vardir. Isa-zade bu liste-
yi kendi zamanina kadar tamamlamigtir. ikinci kisim da onu takip eder. Eserin biitiiniiniin tamamlan-
masi ise | 104'tedir. 1

J. Strauss, isa-zade'nin kaynaklan ve ondan faydalananlar iizerinde durmakta, bu meyanda 17.
yiizyilda Osmanli Tarih yazicithinn da giizel bir deerlendirmesine kitabinda yer vermektedir. fsa-
zade, Ragid ve San Mehmed Pasa gibi kaynaklann agik olarak belitmeyen osmanh tarihgilerinden-
dir. Bununla beraber, Katip Celebi, Fezleke'yi kullanmamasina ragmen, Isa-zade'ye bir model tegkil
ctmistir. Fezlckc'nin bittigi yerden isa-zade Tarihi ‘baglar: Ibgir Paga'min vezirazamlifia tayini tari-
hi'nden. Dil sadelii, sekil ve tertip bakimindan da isa-zade'nin Fezlcke'yi 6mek aldigim séyleyen
Strauss Kitip Celebi'nin Tuhfetil-kibar fi esfari'l-bihar'indan faydalandigini da tesbit ctmektedir.
(Giris, XXIV-XXVII). Isa-zade'nin Tarih'inde zikr cttigi iki yazar Nev'i-zade Ataullah (Ataf) ile Ka-
ragelebi-zade Abdiilaziz Efendi'dir. Bosnali Mchmed Halife'nin Tarih-i Gilmani adli eseri de isa-
zade'nin genig olgiide kullandig) kaynaklardan birisidir. J. Strauss, Mehmed Halife'nin cserinin biri
uzun (H. 1032-1075, M. 1623-1664), biri kisa (H. 1043-1070, M. 1653-1659) iki ayn metni oldugu-
nu, uzun zaman bu iki cserin ayn sahislara ait olduguna inanildigim belirtir. Uzunu Tirk Tarih En-
ciimeni Mecmuasi'nda (sayi: 78-83), Viyana'da bulunan kisa niishanin yazmasi da tipki-basim olarak
Bugra Atsiz tarafindan yaymlanmigti. Strauss, bu eser ile Isa-zade'ninki arasinda yer yer alintilarla
kargilagtirmalar yapmaktadir (Girig, XXIX-XXXII). Karagelebi-zade'nin Ravzatii’l-ebrir zeyli de
[sa-zade'nin kaynaklan arasindadir. Bununla beraber Isa-zade'nin escrinde kendi katkisi da vardir,
bunlar bazi sifahi bilgilerdir (Giris, XXXIV).

isa-zade'nin eserinde pek gok yanhslara da J. Strauss igarct eder: bazan tarihler ya hig verilme-
mekic veya cksik verilmektedir, gahis isimleri de dyledir, lakaplardan sarfi nazar edilmistir. Scferler-
de menzillerin adimin vefeyatlar kisminda kisilerin mesleklerinde kat ettikleri merhalelerin verilme-
sinden kaginiimigtir. Buna ragmen Isa-zadc'nin eseri Naima, Ussaki-zade ve Defterdar San Mchmed

Johann Strauss eserinin ikinci boliimiinii (1-164) Isa-zade'nin Tarih'inin Almanca terciimesine
istir. Hemen her sahi C gin di 1 i ir_vi

(1) Fransiz Babi Die Geschichtsschreiber der O: ulﬂhuaWﬂknlzisﬂ;lm.Lm:Wrtpgmiﬁ:C;;hmﬁwhDs-

manh Tarih ymﬂ-arl ve eserderi, Ankara 1982, s. 304-305.
(2) Bufra Atsiz, Das Osmanische Reich um die Mitte des 17, Jahrhundens nach den Chroniken des Vecihi (1637-1660) und des Mch-
med Halifa (1633-1660), Miinchen 1977, Ek kismi 5. 1-109. '
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getirilmigtir. Yazmanin sahife kenarlanndaki ikinci bir elden yazilan kayitlann (derkenar) bile okuyu-
cuya sunulmasindan kagimimamustir. S. 15'e ilk dipnottaki derkenarda bahs olunan Bayramiyye
Seyhi'nin adi Memet degil, Himmet olmalidir.

Johann Strauss bu giizel galigmas ile Tiirkge bilmeyen aragtincilara bir Tiirkge Tarih metni
sunmakla kalmamig, Tiirkologlara da miikkemmel bir metin negri ve kaynak tenkidi Gmegi verilmistir.

Nejat Goyiing

Donald Quatacrt, Ottoman manufacturing in the age of the Industrial Revolution, Camb-
ridge: Cambridge University Press.

This important monograph concentrates-on textile production, which in the Ottoman Empirc
of the nincteenth century constituted the most vital branch of manufacturing. The predominance of
fextiles was not uniquc to the Ottoman world, but also characteristic of industrializing European cco-
nomics down to at least the late eightcenth century. Quataert’s study is based on an impressive archi-
val documentation. The author has worked not only in the Ottoman archives in Istanbul, but also in
the Public Record Office in London, the Bibliothéque Nationale in Paris and the National Archives in
Washington. He has cven used, at a time when this was still quite difficult, the Zentrales Staatsarchiv
of the former German Democratic Republic in Potsdam. Morcover Quataert has managed to intelli-
gently statec what we know and what we don't know, and rclate his findings to the debates current in
Ottoman economic history. Thanks to the enormous amount of archival spadework he has underta-
ken, students of Ottoman cconomic hustory will use his book as a bas:r.: work of reference for many
ycars lo come.

Urtawoudub!y Quataert's work ml'[ccts the problems characteristic of Ottoman cconomic his-
tory in its present state. Until about two decades ago, there existed a block of studics based on the Ot-
toman archives and pertaining to the fificenth and sixtcenth centuries, along with a second block dea-
ling with the nincteenth century and based all but exclusively on European sources. The two
centurics ‘in between' remained all but unknown, and nincteenth-century Ottoman archives were ac-
cessible only to a very limited extent. Now we posscss a body of research dealing with the sevente-
cnth and cighteenth centurics, even though it is not as large as it might be, and the amount of acces-
sihle Ottoman archival sources is incrcasing almost by the day. Apart from permitling a clearcr
understanding of many problems of detail, this new rescarch has led to important shifis in the rele-
vant paradigms. A study of Ottoman manufucturing published today thercfore has to work from rat-
her different premises than those familiar to Charles Issawi, who published an influential book of rea-
dings on nincteenth-century Ottoman cconomic history no more than thirteen years ago, in 1980.1.

Quatacrt is very much aware of these paradigm changes, and has attempted to cope with them.
Thus he points out that the concept of ‘decline', which dominated not only Issawi's outlook, but thosc
of his ninctcenth and carly twenticth-century sources as well, has itsclf fallen upon cvil times. Quite
rightly, Quatacrt points out that the Ottoman state and its capital have taken centre stage for much too
long, while in reality, state attempts to regulate cconomic life were on the whole quite incffective. Is-
tanbul, well documented and cnormous both in terms of size and socio-cconomic problems, was by
definition unique, and therefore constituted but a poor guide to developments in the interior provin-
CCS.

I also agree with Quatacrt's emphasis on the Ottoman internal market. This important issuc
had not much interested carlicr economic historians who belicved that the only relationships that mat-
tered were import trade from and export trade to Europe. Of course this 'discovery' of the internal
market is not specific to Oitoman cconomic history. It has been quite a few decades since European
cconomic historians found out that the trade in grain, salt and textile fibres was crucially important
for medieval cconomic and carly modem history. [n the same way, Quatacrt correctly points out that
Ottoman manufacturers often succumbed, after a bricf period of florescence, not to European machi-
ne-made goods, but to competitors in other Ottoman provinces. This state of affairs is again characte-

nslu: of preindustrial economies the world over, and has been well summarized by Femand Bmudcl'

(1) Issawi, Charles (1980). ﬂr&mni:!fmmynﬂmtq M‘M—l’“ Clum
(2) Braudel, Fermand (1979). Civifization vol. 2, Les fJeux de I" Echange, Paris, pp. 2681T.




